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Vit Machacek and Martin Srholec, “Predatory
Publishing in Scopus: Evidence on Cross-
Country Differences,” Scientomelrics 126, no.
3 (July 2021): pp. 1897-1921.

Table4 % of predatory journal articles in total articles by field of research, top 20 countries 2015-2017.
Source: Scopus (2018a), author’s calculations

Health sciences

Life sciences

Physical sciences

Social sciences

China 11.72  Kazakhstan 28.10  Indonesia 22.31  Albania 37.04
Libya 6.20  Iraq 16.55 Malaysia 11.77  Malaysia 29.15
Taiwan 4.87 Syria 14.29  Philippines 1090 Yemen 28.89
Egypt 484  India 13.59 TIraq 10.66 Indonesia 27.21
South Korea 4.73 Algeria 10.99  Jordan 9.19  Tajikistan 25.64
Algeria 4.58 Egypt 1094 India 8.65  Ukraine 22.63
Luxembourg 4.57 Togo 10.37  Yemen 8.36  Kazakhstan 21.78
Suriname 4.55 Palestine 10.09  Sudan 8.05 Russia 17.54
Saudi Arabia 454  Libya 9.39  Morocco 7.86  Brunei 12.60
Nigeria 4.48 Indonesia 9.11 Oman 7.70  Oman 12.39
Iraq 436  Nigeria 9.10  South Korea 7.54 Iraq 12.24
Palestine 4.13 Oman 8.77 Kazakhstan 7.17  Azerbaijan 12.15
Indonesia 4.05 Morocco 8.42  Bahrain 6.70  Iran 11.32
Sudan 4.01 Sudan 791 Liberia 6.45  Syria 10.11
Iran 3.83 Iran 6.93  Palestine 6.31  Thailand 9.94
Malaysia 3.79 Russia 6.61 Nigeria 6.31 Nigeria 9.28
Chile 3.76 Yemen 6.49  Brunei 5.96 Slovakia 9.27
Ttaly 3.63 Macedonia 6.19 Egypt 4.99 Bahrain 9.04
United Arab Emirates  3.62 Niger 6.02 Saudi Arabia  4.85 Jordan 8.13
Oman 3.56 Mauritania 6.00 Libya 4.62 Kyrgyzstan 8.06
All countries 1.98 All countries 3.39  All countries 1.96 All countries 3.99
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dandaoo1n Bo-Christer Bjérk, “Evolution of the Scholarly
Mega-Journal, 2006-2017," PeerJ 6 (September 2018), 2.
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Table 1 Development of article volumes in mega-journals 2010-2017.

Journal: Number of published research articles

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
“Big Two”:
Scientific Reports 208 819 2,498 3,940 10,707 20,358 24,077
PLOS ONE 6,864 13,701 23,426 31,404 30,398 27,858 21,770 20,098
Converted journals:
Medicine (22) (29) 296 1,814 2,844 2,761
Middle tier:
Springer Plus 77 666 743 881 2,011 0
IEEE Access 62 118 230 758 2,070
BM]J Open 98 625 894 1,059 1200 1,735 1,683
Cogent Series 110 516 1,298 1,432
ATP Advances 251 373 396 558 930 1,240 1,395
Peer] 229 474 826 1,309 1,367
Smaller journals:
BMC Research Notes 343 544 673 532 958 870 526 739
Royal Society Open Science 50 246 414 648
G3 63 167 249 418 323 285 352
F1000 Research 42 204 269 200 421 325
Sage Open 46 116 222 326 288 367 304
Heliyon 29 156 249
Biology Open 140 160 137 183 217 218
FEBS Open Bio 4 52 78 121 110 118 170
Journal of Engineering 20 102 80 69 92
Elementa, Science of the Antropocene 12 12 39 52 27
ALL MEGAJOURNALS 7,207 14,915 26,510 37,626 40,089 47,422 55,948 58,007
Big two (2) 6,864 13,909 24,245 33,902 34,338 38,565 42,128 44,175
Converted (1) 296 1,814 2,844 2,761
Middle tier (6) 349 1,075 2,247 3,062 4,675 8,351 7,947

Smaller journals (10) 685 1,269 1,472 2,241 2,308 2,781 3,158

JuduUNANUIVEAWUW
JuduuUNAWIvEdWUWIU
O1SansuUs=INN Mega-Journal
S=h210U 2010-2017

nun
Bo-Christer Bjork, “Evolution of the

Scholarly Mega-Journal, 2006-2017,"
Peer] 6 (September 2018), 4.
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Vit Machacek and Martin Srholec, “Predatory
Publishing in Scopus: Evidence on Cross-Country
Differences,” Scientomelrics 126, no. 3 (July
2021).
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Table 2. Average acceptance rates for the different categories of OA journals

located in third world countries

Open information science journal

Number of . Average accep-
Category ferle Type of publisher Examples R
) Commercial and non-profit publi- elife, Nature communications, PLoS

Striving to be world class 4 shers, usually extremely well funded . o ~15%
. biology, PLoS medicine
journals

Ordinary OA journals ~10,000 OA-publlshers, major tra'dltlo.n‘al MC.IICII"IGj.OUI’na/, Revista brasileira de ~50%
publishers, Societies, Universities psiquiatria

Mega journals ~20 Cpmplgmentmg the journal portfo- | PLoS one, Nature research reports, ~50-55%
lios of big publishers Sage open

Predatory publisher journals ~10,000 Entrepreneuring individuals usually | American journal of applied sciences, >80%

Bo-Christer Bjork, “Acceptance Rates of Scholarly Peer-Reviewed Journals:

A Literature Survey,” E/ Profesional De L a Informacion 28, no. 4 (2019), 6.
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S'IEII)OD"ISEI'IS ANSSSULUEU (APC) llas 01UUOU3CIDU

S1€EB0 Mega-Journals

. SJR Wos
s1Eb01581s SEOIFLE (SJR Quartiles) (isau Esci)

PLOS ONE $1,749 V
(Public Library of Science) B56,872

(Sl\lcai telTrt(ief)iC reperis B€631é§296o8 V V V
Peerl) (PeerlJ Inc.) |5B§81§557 V V V
Heliyon (Elsevier) BEEEESOOA V V x
SAGE Open (SAGE) égggo V V V
e ons £1050 v/ X X

(Nature)

* gasmaniaaulaaus=uny Ui 11 n.A. 2564
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S1€EB0 Mega-Journals

. SJR Wos
s1Eb01581s SEOIFLE (SJR Quartiles) (isau Esci)

Cogent Social Sciences $1,200
(Routledge)** B39,020
Cogent Arts and $1,000
Humanities (Routledge) B32,517 V V x

: , 1200 CHF
MDPI1)**
Social Sciences ( 1) 842 691 V V x

* gasmanidaaulaaus=uny JUn 11 n.A. 2564
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Heliyon
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journal homepage: www.cell com/heliyon o
How regime type and governance quality affect policy responses to )]
o

COVID-19: A preliminary analysis

Poowin Bunyavejchewin “, Ketsarin Sirichuanjun"”

* Thammasat University Research: Unit in History and International Politcs, Institute of East Asian Studies, Thammasat University, Rangsit Campus, Pathum Thani,

Thailand

" Ingtitute for Urban Disease Control and Prevention, Deparment of Disease Control, Bangkok, Thailand

ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Keywords:
Coronavirus
covp-19
Governance quality
Government response:
Regime type

COVID-19 Glob

1 poli
ness) ha
the

1. Introduction

As aworldwide pandemic, coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) had
already caused more than one million deaths fewer than nine months
after the outbreak was first reported in Wuhan, China. Still, the number
of infections continues to increase at an unprecedented rate due to the
dangerous transmission speed of the virus . As
with many previous pandemics, scientific research has been pivotal in
fighting COVID-19 through the development of drugs and other treat-
ments. By contrast, political discourse has contributed very little to these
life-saving measures, but has nonetheless resulted in the formation of
targeted policy responses. However, little is currently known about how
related political factors have impacted government responses to the
pandemic.

Given this situation, ¢ tal. (2020) called for synergistic collab-
oration between individuals working in comparative politics and scien-
tific research. They further identified four variables that require
continued investigation in order to explain how nations are responding to
COVID-19, including (a) social policy, (b) regime type, () political in-
stitutions, and (d) state capacity (Greer et al., 2020). A variety of political
science studies have addressed issues related to COVID-19 and past

* Corresponding author.
Email address: pw6@rac.th (P. Bunyavejchewin).

hitps:/*/doi.org/10.1016/j heliyon.2021.60634¢

pandemics, particularly in regard to the debate on regime type, state
responses, and how good governance affects outcomes.

Recent political science debates have focused on a possible link be-
tween regime type and national response to the COVID-19 crisis. Judging
the timeliness of various government responses, Alon et al. (2020),
al. (2020), and Piazza and Stronko (2020) have argued that
n regimes more promptly impose stringent public health
measures, compared to democracies. Indeed, research has shown that
nations with stronger democratic institutions tend to implement mea-
sures for combating coronavirus at a slower pace (€
‘This tendency is also evident in historical events (5tas
as the SARS outbreak of the early the 20005 (Schwar
contrast, while authoritarian regimes can more rapidly impose stringent
health meastres, they may also exercise their power to devise cover-ups
that turn local contagions into a global pandemie (Alon et al., 2020),
et al. (2020) provided a contrast to the abovementioned studies, con-
tending that democracies mount more effective responses to control the
spread of COVID-19 by reducing its geographic mobility.

Many recent studies have also focused on governance in the COVID-
19 context. Using data reported by the Worldwide Governance Indicators
(WG project, several have specifically examined the relationships

Received 2 November 2020; Received in revised form 17 December 2020; Accepted 19 February 2021

2405-8440/© 2021 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license (it

rc-nd/4.07).
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Poowin Bunyavejchewin and Ketsarin Sirichuanjun, “How
Regime Type and Governance Quality Affect Policy
Responses to COVID-19: A Preliminary Analysis,” Heliyon 7,
no. 2 (2021), e06349.
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Reviewer #2: Dear authors,

thank you very much for providing me with a chance to read a provoking
paper!

It is a well-written paper, which inquires: "Does regime type influence how
governments respond to the COVID-19 pandemic? And Does governance
quality affect COVID-19 policy responses at the national level?" The
authors found that regime type influences how governments deal with
COVID-19. These regimes may not appear to have a direct association with
public health or financial response measures. Yet, they hold great
importance to the quality of governmental coommunication and
accountability in the context of COVID-19. Since political factors shape
national responses to the 2020 COVID-19 pandemic, the authors propose
political science-based explorations and analyses.

There are a few suggestions that need to be considered:

(@) please change "et al." with colleagues

(b)  the introduction is weak compared to the rest of the paper. Please
elaborate a bit more on the focus of your study

(c) please suggest the proposed themes that need to be studied

"political science."

Reviewer #3:
The paper is an interesting study on how governance factors have influenced COVID-19 response on

multiple dimensions.

| think the paper is very well presented, and overall | recommend that it is accepted for publication.

| do have some suggestions. The abstract does not present its findings well. It simply says "this study
found that regime type was indeed related to governmental policy responses to COVID-19. Results
specifically showed that governance quality (especially effectiveness) had moderate impacts on
these policies". What impact? How? It is not until much later in the manuscript that the authors
describe this. | would expect that the abstract, and at the least introduction, should contain clear

statements of findings.

On page Page 14: line 36, | believe they mean "effect" not "affect"
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Science Review (DLSU) x x
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