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A survey of Ukrainian scholars on the Ukrainian academic journals’ level and
their experience in interacting with editiorial boards of academic journals, which are
indexed in Web of Science and Scopus, has been conducted in the Ukrainian Scientists
Worldwide group on Facebook by filling out the Google form. In total, 296 scientists
from different fields took part in the survey. The questionnaire allowed to gather various,
often diametrically opposed, thoughts about why scientists publish (do not publish) their
articles in journals included to Web of Science or Scopus, what the main reviewers’
comments on their articles were; for what reason the Ministry of Education and Science
requires scholars to have articles in academic journals included to international
databases; who is financing the publication fee; how important the knowledge of foreign
languages for the preparation of scientific papers is;, how the authors interact with
the editors during the editorial and publishing process, what the main researchers’
motivation to write scientific articles is; how scholars evaluate the practice, when people
who are not actually co-authors of the articles are added as co-authors by agreement;
how the authors refer to plagiarism and on the basis of which criteria researchers select
a journal for publication.

The results of the survey have shown contradictory tendencies of Ukrainian
researchers’publication activity. On the one hand, it is a desire to reach the international
level, to gain recognition, an attempt to adhere to high standards, to improve own skills.
On the other hand, pursuit of quantitative indicators, low motivation, violations of
academic integrity, low level of proficiency in the languages of international scientific
communication. In pursuit of quantity there is no place for scientific values, such as
novelty, uniqueness, informativeness.
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Introduction

Academic journals are a long-standing, proven and popular worldwide tool for
fixing and disseminating information created by scientists. Such editions generalize
the results of theoretical or experimental studies conducted by individual scientists or
groups of scientists; support further scientific research and cooperation; stimulate debats
on current academic issues; provide scholars and practitioners with access to brand-new
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scientific achivements. At the same time, the number of pseudo-scientific publications,
which are disseminated by low-quality academic journals, is growing all over the
world. Alternative language for such journals includes “dubious,” “low credibility,”
“deceptive,” “dodgy”, “scholarly bad faith.” The terms “fake journals,” “sham journals,”
and “pseudojournals” are also widely used.

A complete list of all professional editions in Ukraine (by branches of knowledge)
contains 1546 titles of printed journals and collections of scientific works and 90 electronic
publications [1]. At the same time, the citation and recognition of scientific results by
the international community are at an extremely low level. Recent proliferation of dodgy
journals attracting inexperienced or desperate authors is a response to their exaggerated
career advancement and promotion plans, which are grounded on quantity but not quali-
ty. The pursuit of the number of publications generates plagiarism, falsification of the
scientific research results, and hence the production of a growing number of dubious
papers that nobody will ever read. Only 98 Ukrainian scientific journals are part of the
world-renowned community of Scopus and Web of Science databases, known for close
checking before adding journals [2]. Since in the career of every Ukrainian scholar
there are mandatory barriers to meet the requirements of the Ministry of Education
and Science of Ukraine on the number of publications, the editorial offices of dubious
journals send up letters with suggestions to submit the papers. In addition, there are
many “firms” offering authors the “help” with writing and publishing an articles in the
journals belonging to Scopus or Web of Science. Such practice not only damages the
scientists’ reputation, but also clogs the academic information space and undermines the
credibility of Ukrainian science.

Literature review

The role of the academic journal is to serve for both sides of the market: to deliver
novel, relevant, quality-assured articles to the reader; and to bring a large, specific,
relevant audience of readers to the author [3]. C. Bergstrom and T. Bergstrom classified
academic journals and publishers into two groups: journals controlled by “non-profit”
professional societies, and those controlled by profit-motivated commercial publishers
[4]. Respectively, he mode of publication in a journal is broadly categorized into two
models: reader pays model and author-side pays model. Reader pays is the traditional
model in which the publishers obtain their revenues from subscription fees charged to
libraries and individual users. Author-side pays is a new model which has developed
due to the combination of advancement in Internet and open access. In this model, the
publishers obtain their revenues through article processing charges from the authors who
pay to make their articles available to everybody [5].

Unfortunately, there are a lot of publishers in the scholarly publishing business who
collect article processing charges and provide rapid publishing without a proper peer-
review process. J. Beall (a library scientist at the University of Colorado, Denver, USA)
coined the term “predatory publishers” to describe such publishers [6]. To separate this
sort of predatory journals from peer-reviewed journals, J. Beall defined a list of criteria
and suggested predatory publishers and journals can usually be characterized by their
constant submission of spam e-mails to the researchers in order to solicit new paper
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submission. This list is rather long with 48 criteria which directly or indirectly indicate
whether the publisher and individual journal is predatory [7]. With this J. Beall does
not support a regulatory body to oversee scholarly publishers; instead, he believes that
the best defence against unethical publishers is education, and “the ability to recognise
publishing fraud” through scientific literacy [6].

J. Xia, J. Harmon, K. Connolly, and others collected and analyzed the publication re-
cord, citation count, and geographic location of authors from the various groups of jour-
nals. Statistical analyses verify that each group of journals has a distinct author popu-
lation. Those who publish in “predatory” journals are, for the most part, young and
inexperienced researchers from developing countries [8].

But it’s clear that many academics know exactly what they’re getting into, which
explains why deceptive journals have proliferated inspite of criticism. G. Kolata says
that “the relationship is less predator and prey, than a new and ugly symbiosis” [9].

P. Thrower revealed the main signs of low quality academic article. These include the
following: the article contains plagiarism; the article is not completed; the paper contains
obsolete publications in the list of references; the article does not comply with the
requirements of the Rules for the authors of the academic journal; does not correspond to
the aim and scope of the journal, does not contain scientific novelty; one-sided coverage
of scientific discourse (some significant studies are taken into account, but others are
ignored); research methods do not correspond to commonly recognized parameters and
procedures; conclusions are not substantiated in the text of the article; the text of the article
was created on the basis of other works of the author; the article is incomprehensible; the
article is uninteresting and can not be interesting for the readers of the journal [10].

In Ukraine, the first steps have been taken recently to improve academic journals. In
particular, in accordance to Order of the Ministry of Education and Science of Ukraine
dated January 15, 2018 No. 32 on Approval of the Procedure for the Formation of the
List of Scientific Professional Journals of Ukraine were formulated the criteria for the
list of scientific professional journals of Ukraine.

These journals were divided into 3 categories. Category C includes the journalas
that meet the minimum requirements. This is a certificate of state registration; ISSN;
DOI; the web site of the journal with the Ukrainian and English interfaces or the web-
page of the journal on the founder’s web site with the information on the policy of the
journal, the list of members of the editorial board, the information about the review
process and the adherence to ethics, the recommendations on preparing publications and
submitting procedure; an annotation in English of at least 1800 characters per article. The
requirement for the editions of this group is also placement on the platform “Scientific
Periodicals of Ukraine” in the National Library of Ukraine named after V. Vernadsky
National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine and the National Repository of Academic
Texts.

Category B includes the journals that meet the specified requirements for the
publications of Group C, as well as requirements such as ensuring a qualitative indepen-
dent review of materials submitted for publication by scientists conducting research in
a specialty and having for the last three years not less than one publication in journals
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included to the List, or to foreign publications included to Web of Science Core Col-
lection and / or Scopus, or have monographs or sections of monographs issued by
international publishing houses classified as “A,” “B” or “C” by classification Research
School for Socio-Economic and Natural Sciences of the Environment (SENSE). The
editorial board must include at least seven scientists with a degree in one of the specialties
corresponding to the scientific profile of the journal. Each of these specialists, including
the editor-in-chief, must have at least three publications in the last five years or at least
seven publications (articles, monographs, sections of monographs corresponding to
the scientific profile of the publication) during the last fifteen years, in that including
at least one in the last three years, published in at least two different editions included
to Web of Science Core Collection and / or Scopus, or have monographs or sections of
monographs issued by international publishers belonging to the categories “A,” “B” or
“C” by classification of Research School for Socio-Economic and Natural Sciences of the
Environment (SENSE). In addition, the editorial board should include not less than three
scholars working at the main place of work in Ukrainian academic institutions or higher
education institutions, and at least one scientist working at the main place of employment
in a foreign scientific institution or institution of higher education. To include a scientist
in the editorial board, his written consent is required. In addition, the scholar may be a
member of not more than three editorial boards of editions included in the List.

The highest category A includes Ukrainian journals that are included to Scopus
and/or Web of Science Core Collection. In accordance to the order the journals of the
category “C”, which by 2020 does not receive the right to assign category “A” or category
“B,” is excluded from the List without the right to renew. Reasons for excluding the
publication from the List may also be: violation of the principles of academic integrity,
provided by the laws of Ukraine; systematic publications the materials that do not
include new scientific results, and at the same time do not contain information that they
are observational or scientific-methodical [11].

The purpose of the article is:to identify the motives of Ukrainian scholars when
writing scientific articles and their attitude to manifestations of academic cheating; to
generalize recommendations on the choice of a scientific journal for the publication of
scientific research results.

Method

In May 2018, a survey of Ukrainian scholars on the Ukrainian academic journals’
scientific level and their experience in interacting with editiorial boards of academic
journals, which are indexed in Web of Science and Scopus, was conducted in the
Ukrainian Scientists Worldwide group on Facebook by filling out the Google form. In
total, 296 scientists from different fields took part in the survey.

The questionnaire contained 34 questions, 10 of which were open. 14 questions
contained ready-made answers, and 10 questions gave scientists the opportunity not only
to choose the answer, but also to give their own. This allowed to gather various, often
diametrically opposed, scholarly thoughts about why they publish (do not publish) their
articles in journals included to Web of Science or Scopus; what the main reviewers’
comments on their articles were; for what reason the Ministry of Education and Science
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requires scholars to have articles in academic journals included to international databases;
who is financing the publication fee; how important the knowledge of foreign languages
for the preparation of scientific papers is; how the authors interact with the editors
during the editorial and publishing process; what the main researchers’ motivation to
write scientific articles is; how scholars evaluate the practice, when people who are not
actually co-authors of the articles are added as co-authors by agreement; how the authors
refer to plagiarism and on the basis of which criteria researchers select a journal for
publication. Quantitative data was analyzed by percentage distribution and Qualitative
data by categorization.

Results

The questionnaire was filled by representatives of 18 specialties: physics and
mathematics (48), engineering (42), jurisprudence (36), philology (30), economics
(28), biology (22), pedagogy (20), history (14), medicine (14), chemistry (10), social
communication (8), philosophy (8), geology (4), public administration (4), agricultural
sciences (2), political science (2), physical education and sport (2), psychology (2).

The question of the questionnaire concerned the scientific experience of the respon-
dents. 28 % of them (83) mentioned the experience of scientific activity for more than
20 years, 40 % (119) indicated 11-20 years, 22 % (65) from 6 to 10 years and 10 %
(29) up to 5 years.

33 % of respondents (98) annually publish 1-2 scientific articles, 50 % (147) — from
3t05, 13 % (40) — from 6 to 10, 4 % (11) — more than 10. As for the number of individual
articles that scientists usually print during the year, the responses were distributed as
follows: 0 —20 % (59), from 1 to 2 — 50 % (148), from 3 to 5 —26 % (77), from 6 to 10 —
3 % (9), more than 10 — 1 % (3).

8 % of respondents (24) have up to 5 articles in professional Ukrainian journals,
12 % (35) — 6-10, 23 % (68) — 11-20, 32 % (95) — 21-50, 25 % (74) — more than 50.
At the same time, 32 % of the scientists (95) do not have any publications in academic
journals belonging to Web of Science or Scopus, 26 % of the respondents (77) have up
to 3 such publications, 10 % (29) — from 4 to 5, 10 % (30) — 610, and only 22 % (65) —
more than 10.

The question of the benefits of publishing in international peer-reviewed journals was
only answered by scientists with such publications. 102 scientists gave detailed answers.
In particular, among the advantages they called the following: confirmation of the level
of scientific work; visibility in scientific space; world popularization of research; better
chances to win a grant / get additional funding from abroad; an opportunity to increase
citation; search partners for common scientific topics; the basis for meaningful discussions
of the world level; the ability to get comments from reputable reviewers and improve the
quality of their research; writing articles because they are interested in science.

Such answers prove the motivation of Ukrainian scientists to work on the scientific
result. However, there were also answers that show a desire to ensure first of all quanti-
tative indicators, for example: the ability to defend dissertation work and increase wages;
the necessity to participate in the competition for a position and career growth; obtaining
a scientific rank; requirements of the administration of a scientific institution or university.
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In eleven comments, it was noted that writing qualitative articles is demotivating by
the fact that in Ukrainian realities, the person with several articles in journals, included
to international databases, is an idler, and with hundreds of articles in dubious journals,
he is a productive author with the best career prospects.

Scientists emphasized that in addition to the bases recommended by the Ministry of
Education and Science, there are other authoritative bases, for example for astrophysicists
the SAO / NASA Astrophysics Data System (ADS), a Digital Library for researchers
in Astronomy and Physics, operated by the Smithsonian Astrophysical Observatory
(SAO) under a NASA grant. For biologists with physicians it is MEDILINE or Index
Medicus, mathematicians with physics may use ArXiv. For economists there is currently
no alternative to RePEc.

The significant answers were given to questions about the blatant disadvantages
found in Ukrainian academic journals: plagiarism, lack of novelty, errors in the formulas,
incorrect units of measurements, reprints of articles under different headings, fictitious
data, the use of the “compilation method”, inconsistency of the results, automated
translation in English, references to a normative legal act that are no longer valid, etc.

There were also misunderstandings that were encountered by the authors when
interacting with reviewers and editors of Ukrainian academic journals. Among them:
the reviewer was a scientist, who was fired by the author, contradictory reviews,
misunderstanding by the editor of the specifics of terms, sending an article for review to
its author, problems with stylistics, the distortion of the title of the article and translating
it through Google Translate.

Among the reasons for which the articles were rejected by Ukrainian academic
journals, the researchers pointed out that they did not meet the requirements for the
structure, a personal conflict with the editor-in-chief, comments on the relevance,
inconsistency of materials to the journal. However, 70 % of scholars (207) noted that the
Ukrainian professional journals never rejected their articles, but accepted them either at
all without comments or with minor comments. Separate respondents indicated that they
immediately sent a scanned receipt on payment together with the article.

Instead, journals, that belong to Web of Science Core Collection and / or Scopus,
at least one time rejected articles of 86 % of the respondents (255) who sent them to
such journals. Among the reasons for this were following: inconsistency in the topic of
the journal, the discrepancy with the publishing policy of the journal, the bad English,
the lack of experimental data, the citation of publications in journals that are not in
the international bases, the lack of comparative analysis, ignoring the requirements to
the structure, lack of novelty, insufficient literature review, the lack of an extremely
important contribution to the industry, lack of argumentation, methodological flaws, the
use of outdated equipment for research, an incorrect form of presentation of results.

Interesting were the answers of scientists who do not have any publication in
international peer-reviewed journals (we received responses from 95 respondents).
Having the opportunity to choose multiple answer options or to indicate their variant, they
mentioned the reasons for the lack of publications: it is expensive (56), “I am overloaded
at work and have no time for writing articles for international journals” (48), “I do not
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know English” (31), “I do not know how to write in accordance with the requirements of
these journals” (15), “I do not consider these bases as authoritative” (15), “I do not want
to wait for a long time” (13), “my topics are not interesting for international journals”
(10), “there are no international journals on my subject” (9), “I do not want to support
commercial structures” (2).

The next question was intended to reveal what scientists associate with the
requirements of the Ministry of Education and Science to scholars to publish in journals
belonging to international databases. Of the 262 respondents who answered this question,
51 % (134) believe that this requirement is intended to promote the development of
Ukrainian science and to motivate Ukrainian scientific journals to raise the requirements
for articles.

However, the rest 49 % of the respondents (128) relate these requirements, first of all,
not with the promotion of scientific research results of Ukrainian scholars in the world,
but with the intention to reduce the burden on the wage fund; ignoring the economic
realities of scientists and educators; bureaucratic imitation of scientific reforms; lack of
expert environment in Ukrainian science; the desire to create chaos, in which one can
manage in the direction desired by the officials; thoughtless copying of someone else’s
experience; the efforts of officials to simplify their assessment of the work of scientists;
the inability to control the quality of the dissertation; the desire to transfer the promotion
of scientific results entirely to the scholars, without providing them with any conditions
for this (neither for the continuation of education, nor for the development of scientific
projects, nor for trips to the conference abroad), etc.

36 % of respondents (108) answered “yes” to the question whether they wrote
coercive articles, “for formal reporting”. In the detailed comments, the respondents had
the opportunity to comment on this issue in more details. These comments can be redu-
ced to the following: the requirements of the Ministry of Education and Science on the
number of publications for admission to public defense of scientific works forced to work
not on the result, but on the number; formal requirements replace the quality and freedom
of creative thought, compel to write junk articles; the statistical reporting at the university
requires writing as much as possible, and because of the lack of time and material and
technical resources, it is impossible to qualitatively prepare the article for high-quality
journals; writing only to fulfill an individual plan of work, a contract and not to be fired.

Answering the question about how many invitations to publish for money are
usually received by e-mails during the week, 59 % of respondents (175) answered that
they received from 1 to 5 proposals, 16 % (47) — from 6 to 10, 13 % (39) — more than
10 and only 12 % (35) — none. 72 % of the respondents (213) indicated that their articles
were not pre-discussed at the research institution in which they are working before
submitting to the scientific journal. Accordingly, only 28 % of the authors (83) pass
such a preliminary discussion procedure. Meanwhile, 48 % of respondents (142) always
pay for publications, 32 % (95) pay from time to time, and only 20 % (59) are always
printed for free. At the same time, 88 % (260) of those publishing for money noted that
they finance publications on their own; 5 % (15) use grant funds, sponsors’ funds; 6 %
(18) are published at the expense of the institution in which they work, and 1 % (3) at
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the expense of co-authors. In our opinion, no article should be published solely at the
expense of the author. Because it is a priori clear that this publication is only required by
the author for formal reporting.

8 respondents (about 3 %) admitted that they sometimes falsified the research
results, namely, they replaced the statistical data with typical for the region, increased
the number of respondents, and overestimated the accuracy of the measurements. Such
authors become eager participants in what experts call academic fraud that wastes
taxpayer money, chips away at scientific credibility, and muddies important research.

As a result of the survey, it was also found that 54 % of respondents (150) use on-
line translators when writing articles and abstracts in foreign languages, explaining this
with insufficient knowledge of a foreign language and the lack of time. 32 respondents
(about 9 %) do not even consider it is necessary to check the quality of such transla-
tion, because nobody reads their articles. At the same time, 72 % (213) believe that
without the use of scientific sources in the languages of international communication it
is impossible to prepare a high-quality article, while 18 % (54) use only Ukrainian and
Russian sources. The rest of the respondents (10 % or 29) provided their answers, which
are largely due to the branch of science represented by scientists: “It is important to
know not only the languages of international communication, for example, the historian
must learn, first of all, the language in which the most sources of his problems (for
example, the language of the Maya) are left, and not the one that contemporaries speak in
different countries”, “The main qualities of a researcher, a teacher is the ability to think,
to set and solve problems, to be organized, to be able to teach, and all of this primarily
in his native language, therefore it is absurd to put his attestation in dependence on
knowledge of a foreign language or the presence of foreign-language publications. Such
requirements are discriminatory against the Ukrainian language and science. In addition,
scientific results in social sciences (history, economics, philology, jurisprudence, etc.)
are aimed, first of all, at solving Ukrainian problems and should be formulated mainly
in the Ukrainian language and be accessible to the widest range of Ukrainian citizens,
regardless of their knowledge of foreign languages”, “mathematics has a problem, the
scientist solves it. And it is completely indifferent whether he used the achievements of
his predecessors and in what language they wrote. His task is to solve a problem not yet
solved, but to translate his article a scientific translator is needed.”

The questionnaire contained a question about how long scientists usually wait for
a positive decision to publish their articles. The results of the survey showed that 14 %
(41) expect several years, 18 % (54) — more than 3 months, 32 % (95) — from one month
to three, 22 % (65) — from two weeks to a month, 14 % (41) — up to two weeks. At the
same time, a direct connection was found out between the term of such expectation and
the quality of the scientific activity of the authors. So, most scholars who are published
in international peer-reviewed journals have indicated their expectation of more than
3 months and indicated that the reasons for their publication activity are not quantitative
indicators, but the confirmation of the level of scientific work; visibility in the scientific
space; world popularization of research; search partners for common scientific topics; the
ability to get comments from reputable reviewers and improve the quality of their research.
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An interesting were the answers to the question of the interaction of authors with
editorial boards of academic journals. Scientists had the opportunity to select several of
the proposed and give their own answers. In particular, we received 102 answers: “I only
confirm the payment for the publication, I do not take part in the editorial and publishing
process,” 168 answers “I discuss the correction with the editor,” 176 answers “I take
note of the comments of the reviewers.” An indicator of the dubious quality of certain
national scientific journals may also be a generalized version of the answer proposed
by 26 authors: “In Ukrainian, I usually only confirm the payment for the publication, in
foreign journals I discuss the correction with the editor and take note of the comments
of the reviewers.”

To write a scientific article (including the selection of materials, experiments, etc.)
8 % of the polled scientists (24 respondents) spend up to one week, 26 % (77) from one
week to one month, 34 % (101) from one month to three, 17 % (50) from three months
to half a year, 15 % (44) more than half a year.

Regarding the number of scientific papers that the authors are working on when
preparing scientific articles (not for review), the study showed the following results:
more than 20 — 55 % (163); 11-20 — 29 % (86); 5-10 — 13 % (38), less than 5 — 3 % (9).

The questionnaire also made it possible to identify the problematic aspects of the
attitude of Ukrainian scholars towards academic dishonesty. So, to the question: “How
do you relate to cases when as co-authors of publications are noted people who are
not actually co-authors?” 228 (69 %) answered that it was unfair, but the rest (70 or
31 %) indicated that they are tolerant of this: note their colleagues, who then note them
(36); obligate their students and postgraduate students to note them (14); note as co-
authors their own students / post-graduate students who only did small technical work
for the article to encourage them to further cooperation (6); because of the high cost of
publication, they usually consider the possibility of “intellectual slavery” (14).

Meanwhile, 244 respondents (82 %) indicated that they never allowed the use of
papers written by other scholars without reference to the author. Others allow such an
opportunity as can be seen, for example, from the following answers: “I use the re-
search results of my students and postgraduates” (24); “I take from other articles the
methodology of research and only substitute my results” (12); “I compile my article from
several foreign-language articles” (9); “I think that it is impossible to invent anything
fundamentally new in my field” (5); “I cite the quotation always, but sometimes I can
give some ideas as my own” (4).

Answering the question “How do you choose an academic journal for publication?”
about 6 % of the respondents (165 people) indicated that they were focusing primarily
on topics, the quality of article reviews, the composition of the editorial board, and the
reputation of the journals. 59 % of these respondents (98) prefer publications indexed
in international databases. The remaining respondents gave their own answers, which
testify the low requirements of authors to their own scientific results: “I only print in the
journals of the institution in which I work, because it’s free”; “I choose journals in which
my article can be printed quickly and inexpensively”; “I write the article in English and
submit it to a prestigious journal (realizing that the article is not likely to be published
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there). If I get a refusal, it is usually substantiated and with recommendations on how
to improve the article. I improve it and send it to the less popular journal, if they refuse,
I take note of the comment and lower the level. If I get refusals 6 or 7 times, I send an
article to the editorial office, where everything is printed for money”; “Usually publish
my articles due to acquaintances”; “I choose journals with low publication fees. All the
same article is then available on the Internet, so there is no difference where they are
published”; “I do not have meaningful results, therefore, I publish in journals with low
requirements.”

Then, advice on the preparation of scientific publications was collected from
scholars who have articles in international authoritative journals and, accordingly, the
experience of communicating with editorial boards of such journals.

In particular, they recommended to pay attention to: the logic of presentation of
the material; experimental confirmation of hypotheses (“do not be afraid to visit the
Center for Collective Use of Devices of the National Academy of Sciences to conduct
several experiments that will strengthen the publication”), substantiation of relevance
(“try to impress the editor, remember that every article essentially should begin with
words “For the first time in the world”); academic integrity (“do not allow plagiarism
and self-plagiarism, do not falsify data”); availability of scientific novelty; substantiation
of conclusions; use of modern scientific methods; compliance with the conclusions and
purpose of the article; proper design of references and quotations; the practical value of
research and the reality of using the results obtained; prospect of continuation of research
on the topic; the relevance of the sources used and the design of the bibliography; clear
and interesting statement.

Additionally, they advised to write, without adjusting to the political situation
and their own likes / dislikes (when, for example, historical or political sciences are
concerned); to apply for help to a literary editor (“carefully work not only on practical
research, but also on their presentation. The level of knowledge of the Ukrainian lan-
guage of most authors, unfortunately, is mediocre, although, in the light of current
requirements, it is necessary to publish in the publications belonging to Scopus, the
knowledge of Ukrainian language is not very important, so let the English speakers now
suffer from reading articles from Ukrainian scholars”); to use foreign sources (while
taking into account that “foreign sources are not only Russian and Byelorussian”); to
present unique results and own opinion, and not only to recapitulate previous studies; to
cooperate with foreign colleagues during the research and preparation of articles; do not
resort to computer translation and do not submit articles in paper-only editions.

The researchers also gave recommendations on the responsible attitude of authors
to the making up the list of quoted sources (References). After all, the References make
it possible to evaluate: how deeply the author understands the problem; the ratio of
references to domestic and foreign sources; the quality of quoted sources by their type
(articles in journals, conference theses, normative documents, textbooks, fiction); the
quality of the quoted sources by their name (availability of quotes of articles in dubious
journals, in particular those excluded from Scopus or Web of Science; how other similar
sources were considered in the context of the topics chosen by the author of the journal;
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the presence of quotes on the results of recent research; percentage of quotes of own
previous publications (salami slicing), etc.

Finally, scientists advised editors of Ukrainian academic journals to expand editorial
boards, to attract more foreign colleagues to editorial boards and reviewing process. At
the same time, members of the editorial board should perform their work, and not just be
noted in the list at the beginning of the publication, and they should be elected not only
by the criterion of having their high titles and degrees. In addition, scientists recommend
checking manuscripts for plagiarism; to cooperate more actively with the authors, to
coordinate with them the edits; exclude Russian annotation; to shift the emphasis from the
requirements to the form on the requirements to the content; try to go beyond Ukraine with
the geography of the authors; move away from multidisciplinarity; switch completely to
electronic versions and reduce payment; stop printing pseudoscientific articles for money,
select articles for publication by competition; Bo not print previously published articles.

Finally, motivated authors with publications in international journals of world-class,
highlighted the following cases that should alert scientists when choosing a journal to
publish research results:

the journal’s website or a letter of invitation to the publication states that the journal
is the part of the international science-computer bases, and in its databases it either has
never been or has already been excluded from them;

lack of information on the websites of the journal and the publisher regarding
founders, owners, sponsors;

the journal informs about the deadlines for submitting articles and promises to
publish them urgently, although the process of publishing an article in well-known jour-
nal with a large reader’s audience, which carefully scrutinizes all the materials received,
can not be lightning-fast;

the journal constantly and in large numbers publishes the employees of the institution
that is the founder of the journal;

well-known specialists in the field do not publish in the journal;

in one issue there are articles from various scientific fields, which are not related to
each other;

the journal advertises itself by sending spam;

the editorial board requests a review together with the article;

among the members of the editorial board there are no known researchers in the
field from which the article is presented (and even if the members of the editorial board
are well-known researchers in their field, it is very good to check if they indicate on their
personal web pages that they are members of the editorial board of this journal);

poor grammar, spelling, and punctuation on website and/or in emails;

in the journal it is indicated that the authors are responsible for the accuracy of
quotations, surnames, references and other facts given in the text of the submitted articles;

given “Requirements to the authors” verbatim (or with very minor changes) copied
from sites of other publishers; the publisher unreasonably uses the words «Network»,
«Center», «Association» or such suspicious phrases as “leading publisher,” “best pub-

G

lication”, “unique publication” etc. in its name;
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the journal does not have a data retention policy, i.e. there is no guarantee that after
the log is discontinued its content will be retained.

In general, the recommendations for scientists can be reduced to the following
requirements: they primarily need to get the original results of the study, choose an
authoritative journal, master the process of communicating with the editorial staff and
have at least six months of the year in order for the article to be published on time.

Conclusions

The results of the survey have shown contradictory tendencies of Ukrainian re-
searchers’ publication activity. On the one hand, it is a desire to reach the international
level, to gain world recognition, an attempt to adhere to high standards, to improve own
skills. On the other hand, pursuit of quantitative indicators, low motivation, violations of
academic integrity, low level of proficiency in the languages of international scientific
communication. In pursuit of quantity there is no place for scientific values, such as
novelty, uniqueness, informativeness.

The academic system bears much of the blame for the rise of low-quality arti-
cles, demanding publications from teachers without real resources for research and
where they may have little time apart from teaching. In addition, there are many basic
courses (matanalysis, linear algebra, etc.), as well as purely practical and industrial-
oriented courses (for example, programming), of which it is generally inappropriate
to require publication. Therefore, it is necessary to refuse the evaluation of scientific
activity only on a quantitative indicators, because sooner or later such an assessment
is limited to the promotion of this indicator. If a scientist has something to say, he
will say. And if not, then there are articles that nobody will read in Ukraine or ab-
road.

The survey has shown a strong need to raise the level of Ukrainian academic journals.
Ideally, the editorial team of the journal should keep the evaluation process under control
as much as possible and check not only the manuscripts before submitting them to the
review, but also prepared reviews to prevent possible billing or misunderstanding of the
content of the article by reviewers.
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ONPUIIOJHEHHS HAYKOBHUX PE3YJBTATIB YKPAIHCHKUX
JOCJIIITHUKIB ¥ PAXOBUX BUJAHHAX: ITPOBJEMMU I ITEPCIIEKTUBU

C. b. ®isnka

Buoasnuyo-noniepaghiunuil incmumym HayioHanbHo20 mexHiuH020 YHIgepcumenty
Yxpainu «Kuiscokuii nonimexnivnui incmumym imeni leopa Cikopcoko2oy,
npocn. llepemocu, 37, Kuis, 03056, Ykpaina

fivalka@i.ua

byno npoeedeno onumyeants yKpaiHCbKux yueHux ujo00 HAyKOBO2O DIGHS VKPAIHCh-
KUX haxosux eudaHb ma 00csioy 63aeMolii asmopie 3 pedaKyisimu HayKOBUX HCYPHAIG, SKI
inoexcyromocsi y Web of Science ma Scopus. Anxemy y euensoi google-gpopmu Oyno posmi-
weno 6 epyni Ukrainian Scientists Worldwide na @eiicoyxy. V docnioscenni e3anu yuacmy
296 yuenux pisnux eamyzei. Onumysanns 003601UlL0 3i0pamu pisHi, 4acmo JiamempanbHo
NPOMULENCHI, OYMKU NPO Mme, YOMY HAYKO8YI nyOniKyloms (He nyonikyoms) ceoi cmammi
8 Jlcypranax, exmouenux 0o Web of Science abo Scopus; sKi 6i02yKu peyeH3eHmie 60HU
ompumyeanu Ha ceoi cmammi, 3 SAKOI npuyuHuy, HA ixHIO OyMKY, Minicmepcmeo oceimu i
HAYKU 8UMa2de, woo HAyKogyl nyOmiKy8anucs 8 JHCYPHANAX, GKIHOUEHUX 00 MINCHAPOOHUX
HAYKOMempuyHux 0a3z; Xmo Qinaucye oniamy nyonikayitl;, HACKIIbKU 8ANCIUCE 3HAHHSA THO-
SeMHUX MO8 O NIO20MOBKU HAYKOBUX NPAlyb, K A6MOPU 3AEMOJIIONb 3 PeOaKmopamu nio
4ac peoaKyiiiHo-6UOABHUYO20 NPOYECY; SIKOK € MOMUBAYIS HAYKOBYIE 00 HANUCAHHS HAYKO-
8UX camell; SIK YYeHI OYIHIIOMb NPAKMUKY, KO IF00el, SIKI HACNPAsoi He € CRisagmopamu
cmametl, 3a 0OMOGIEHICIIO GNUCYIONb K CNIBABMOPIE NYONIKaYill, K A8mopu CmasisimbCs
00 niaziamy ma Ha NiOCMAe AKUX Kpumepii O0CTIOHUKU BUOUPAIOMb JHCYPHATL 015 NYOTIKAYiL.

Pesynomamu onumyeanns nokazanu cynepeunusi meHOeHyii 6 CmasienHi yKpainco-
KUX OOCTIOHUKIG 00 pe3yibmamie enachoi npayi. 3 00H020 OOKY, ye npacHeHHs 0ocsemu
MIDICHAPOOHORO0 PIGHSL, OMPUMAMU CEIMOBE GUSHAHHS, CNPOOA OOMPUMYBATNUCS GUCOKUX
CManoapmie, camo80OCKOHAN08AMuUcs. 3 Opyeo2o 60Ky, NpacHeHHs Juule 00 KilbKiCHUX
NOKA3HUKIB, HU3bKA MOMUBAYIS, NOPYUIEHHS aKadeMiuHoi 0obpodechocmi, Hedocmam-
Hill pi6eHb BONOOTHHA MOBAMU MIJDICHAPOOHO2O HAVKOBO2O CHINKY8AHHA. Y 2oHuméi 3a
KLIbKICHUMU NOKA3HUKAMU NYONIKAYIUHOT aKMUSHOCMI He 3aIUAEMbCS MiCYsl OJis HAY-
KOBUX YIHHOCMELl, MAKUX K HOBU3HA, YHIKAIbHICMb, THHOPMAMUBHICMb.

Knrwouogi cnosa: naykosuil scypuan, akademiuna 00opovecnicmo, niaziam, peyen-
3081, peYeH3068aHULL HCYPHAT, Pe0a2yBaHHsl, peOKONeis.
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