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Un monde merveilleux

• Tout est gratuit, mais à quel prix !

• Les revues prédatrices profitent d’un marché économique !

• L’ouverture fait apparaître des chercheurs parasites

• Le grand public devient acteur

• L’Open Access n’a pas encore amélioré la qualité de la science
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We read articles, not journals

Urfist Bdx 2017 7



14.1

Web 2.0
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Budapest open access initiative

Two parallel strategies:

1. Self-archiving : Open archives initiative  « GREEN »

2. Open-access journals « GOLD »

• We invite governments, universities, libraries, journal 
editors, publishers, foundations, learned societies, 
professional associations and individual scholars who
share our vision…
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2,1 spams par jour pour les chercheurs

BMJ 2016;355:i5383
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.i5383

Des robots envoient des emails à des chercheurs dont l’adresse
email est dans une base comme PubMed
Les robots adaptent les emails aux intérêts des chercheurs
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Dear Dr. Renaud Bouvet,
Hope this email finds you well.
The season of joy is finally here, the season of belonging and fun, the season of warmth and 
hope, the season when everyone is one, it's the season of Christmas, Christmas is here!
In order to succeed in a fast-evolving world of scientific publications we need to innovate and adapt 
new way of publication procedures. Some of the backend changes we implement in the stage of 
Galley proof are hardly visible. On the other hand, the interface offers authors new issues and 
special topics. This time, we are happily bringing on a whole new version of our swift process of 
publication became as more rapid due to the eve of Christmas. So we are planning to publish the 
articles within the short time from the date of receiving (Rapid review process). It is Better, Nicer, 
and on top of that more informative articles will only publish in our Journal!

Hope my email evokes you for your kind and impeccable article submissions.

So kindly go through below link for submitting 
manuscript. http://medcraveonline.com/submitManuscript

Hope you understand our perspective and foresee to receive from you soon.

Await your reply.

Kindly acknowledge this email receipt within 24 hours.
Best Regards,

Angela Lawrence

Forensic Research & Criminology International Journal, MedCrave Group

Tel: +1-918-208-0288 Email: frc@medcraveonline.org
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Dear Dr. Hervé Maisonneuve,
Warm Greetings from International Journal of School and Cognitive Psychology! 
Hope you are doing great. We have found that your area of expertise is very much 
within the scope of our Journal. We are aware of your reputation in the field of 
Psychology. We acknowledge and appreciate your work and quality of your 
research and trustworthiness is highly impressive.
It would be an honor for us if you can write a review or mini review or Short 
communication for International Journal of School and Cognitive Psychology, a 
peer-reviewed open access journal for original research articles as well as review 
articles in all areas of Psychology.
Submit manuscript at: editor.ijscp@omicsgroup.biz. We would truly gratify and 
appreciate receiving your submission . We are waiting for your Quick and positive 
reply. For any other queries please feel free to contact us.
With thanks
Saisri
International Journal of School and Cognitive Psychology, 2360 Corporate Circle 
Suite 400, Henderson NV 89074-7722, USA Phone: +1-888-843-8169 Fax: +1-650-
618-1417 Email: editor.ijscp@omicsgroup.biz
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• We have chosen selective scientists who have contributed excellent work, 
to help us release best quality articles for the upcoming issue and 
undoubtedly you are one among them.

• We have gone through your recent publication with and have found it 
interesting. We believe your expertise knowledge in this field will help in 
the growth of the journal.

• We would be highly obliged, if you could publish any of the novel work 
with us and bring laurels to you as well as to our esteemed journal

• Note: We will extend the date of submission as per your convenience.

Urfist Bdx 2017 21



Dear Dr. Hervé Maisonneuve ,
Greetings from Journal of General Practice

We are pleased to inform you that the Journal of General Practice is in a process of 
accepting Research Article/ Review Article/ Commentary/ Mini Review/ Case Report/ 
Clinical & Medical images/ Short Communication on the topic “Surgery, nursing, family 
medicine and Anesthesia” for publication in our upcoming issue .

Hence, considering you as Potential Author we invite you to contribute a manuscript 
towards the journal.

It would be great if you could submit by December 14 th . If it is not feasible for you at this 
time, then please let me know your feasible time to contribute.

Anticipating your quick response!

Best regards,
Alina

Editorial Assistant
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OMICS group

1019 $ pour publier… largement négociable

149 $ pour retirer un article
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http://www.esciencecentral.org/journals/general-practice.php
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Les revues prédatrices

• Une pollution importante de la science

• Création en Inde, Chine avec adresse postale et 

adresse IP en Amérique du Nord

• S’inspirent d’une revue existante, inventent des comités

de rédaction avec ou sans ‘autorisation des experts’

• Disent faire un peer review et assurent une publication

rapide : des chercheurs sont contents

• Font payer 100 à 300 $ pour un article
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Prédateurs : 420 000 articles en 2014 !

• 53 000 articles en 2010, et 420 000 en 2014

• Provenant de 8 000 revues

• 178 US $ en moyenne pour une publication en 2 à 3 mois

• Surtout Asie et Afrique

Urfist Bdx 2017 26
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Archivage Type d’Open Access (OA) Éditeur / Exemple

Open Access doré (gold) pour les articles originaux

Tous les articles en OA immédiat Gratuit pour l’auteur Sociétés savantes, Dptmts Univ,…

APC (Article Processing Charge) PLOS, BMC, revues DOAJ* / PubMed

APC minime Revues prédatrices

Certains articles ou
délais pour l’OA

OA hybride 10 000 revues ? Double dipping !

OA retardé 500 revues prestigieuses

Open Access vert (green) pour les manuscrits et copies d’articles

Archivage institutionnel
(preprints)

Archives générales Toutes les universités

Archives thématiques PMC (NIH), HAL (Cnrs/Inserm)

Dépôt sur des archives non 
intitutionnelles

Réseaux sociaux ‘académiques’ Research Gate, Academia

Pages privées Sites personnels, employeurs, …

*DOAJ: Directory of Open Access Journals www.doaj.org
Adapté de Intern Emerg Med 2017
DOI: 10.1007/s11739-017-1603-2

http://www.doaj.org/
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L’avenir des revues ?

• Est-ce que Gold et Green peuvent réellement cohabiter ?

• Est-ce que le Gold open access peut survivre ?

• Les missions des revues : une légitimité des institutions ?
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Un monde merveilleux

• Tout est gratuit, mais à quel prix !

• Les revues prédatrices profitent d’un marché économique !

• L’ouverture fait apparaître des chercheurs parasites

• Le grand public devient acteur

• L’Open Access n’a pas encore amélioré la qualité de la science
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How would data sharing work best? We think it should happen symbiotically, 
not parasitically. 

1. Start with a novel idea, one that is not an obvious extension of the 
reported work. 

2. Second, identify potential collaborators whose collected data may be 
useful in assessing the hypothesis and propose a collaboration.

3. Third, work together to test the new hypothesis. 

4. Fourth, report the new findings with relevant coauthorship to 
acknowledge both the group that proposed the new idea and the 
investigative group that accrued the data that allowed it to be tested.
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https://challenge.nejm.org/pages/home

A total of 9361 participants were 
enrolled between November 2010 
and March 2013

https://challenge.nejm.org/pages/home
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http://www.nejm.org/doi/
pdf/10.1056/NEJMsb1616
595
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https://clinicalstudydatarequest.com/Default.aspx

https://clinicalstudydatarequest.com/Default.aspx
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Début le 1 janvier 2014 The Wellcome Trust has taken responsibility for managing the 
review of research proposals and the operation of the 
independent review panel.



Un monde merveilleux
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Article Level Metrics

• ALM or Almetrics: articles versus journals indicators

• Competition between new indicators
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Metrics?
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http://thorax.bmj.com/content/72/4/380

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2016/09/02/hospital-
apologises-after-revealing-in-journal-how-musicians-dea/
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Exemple d’un article rétracté de la 
literature à la demande de la patiente qui 
n’avait pas donné sont authorisation.
L’article est disponible sur sci-hub sans 
aucune mention de la rétractation !!!!



L’anonymisation en médecine : un leurre
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http://static.www.bmj.com/sites/default/files/attachments/
resources/2015/01/Patient%20consent%20form%20-
%20The%20BMJ.pdf
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Les sciences participatives

Les sciences et recherches 
participatives sont des formes 
de production de connaissances 
scientifiques auxquelles 
participent des acteurs de la 
société civile, à titre individuel 
ou collectif, de façon active et 
délibérée.
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A lot of what is published is incorrect

Urfist Bdx 2017 51



The case against science is straightforward: much of the 
scientific literature, perhaps half, may simply be untrue. 
Afflicted by studies with small sample sizes, tiny effects, invalid 
exploratory analyses, and flagrant conflicts of interest, 
together with an obsession for pursuing fashionable trends of 
dubious importance, science has taken a turn towards 
darkness. As one participant put it, “poor methods get 
results”. …….

The apparent endemicity of bad research behaviour is 
alarming. In their quest for telling a compelling story, scientists 
too often sculpt data to fit their preferred theory of the world. 
Or they retrofit hypotheses to fit their data.
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Journal editors deserve their fair share of criticism too. We aid 
and abet the worst behaviours. Our acquiescence to the 
impact factor fuels an unhealthy competition to win a place in 
a select few journals. Our love of “significance” pollutes the 
literature with many a statistical fairy-tale. We reject 
important confirmations. Journals are not the only miscreants. 
Universities are in a perpetual struggle for money and talent, 
endpoints that foster reductive metrics, such as high-impact 
publication. National assessment procedures, such as the 
Research Excellence Framework, incentivize bad practices. And 
individual scientists, including their most senior leaders, do 
little to alter a research culture that occasionally veers close to 
misconduct.
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Larry Wasserman
https://www.graphpad.com/www/data-
analysis-resource-center/blog/a-peculiar-
prevalence-of-p-values-just-below-051/

3267 p values
2008, 12 numéros de 3 revues 

https://www.graphpad.com/www/data-analysis-resource-center/blog/a-peculiar-prevalence-of-p-values-just-below-051/


Statistiques
CONCLUSIONS In this analysis of P values reported in MEDLINE abstracts and 
in PMC articles from 1990-2015, more MEDLINE abstracts and articles 
reported P values over time, almost all abstracts and articles with P values 
reported statistically significant results, and, in a subgroup analysis, few 
articles included confidence intervals, Bayes factors, or effect sizes. Rather 
than reporting isolated P values, articles should include effect sizes and 
uncertainty metrics.
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JAMA 2016;315:1141-8.
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http://www.theatlantic.com/health/archive/2012/04/oops-wrong-cancer-how-
contaminated-cell-lines-produce-bad-research/256246/

The Atlantic 23 avril 2012

2010;127:1-8

http://www.theatlantic.com/health/archive/2012/04/oops-wrong-cancer-how-contaminated-cell-lines-produce-bad-research/256246/
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Conclusion

When the FDA finds significant departures from good clinical practice, 
those findings are seldom reflected in the peer-reviewed literature, 
even when there is evidence of data fabrication or other forms of 
research misconduct.

Journals Sydney March 2017 58
JAMA Intern Med 2015;175:567-577
http://archinte.jamanetwork.com/article.aspx?articleid=2109855

http://archinte.jamanetwork.com/article.aspx?articleid=2109855


57 published clinical trials were identified for which an FDA inspection 
of a trial site had found significant evidence of 1 or more of the 
following problems: 

• falsification or submission of false information, 22 trials (39%);
• problems with adverse events reporting, 14 trials (25%); 
• protocol violations, 42 trials (74%); 
• inadequate or inaccurate recordkeeping, 35 trials (61%); 
• failure to protect the safety of patients and/or issues with oversight or 

informed consent, 30 trials (53%); 
• and violations not otherwise categorized, 20 trials (35%). 

Only xx of the xx publications (xx%) mentioned the objectionable 
conditions or practices found during the inspection. 

No corrections, retractions, expressions of concern, or other comments 
acknowledging the key issues identified by the inspection were 
subsequently published.
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57 published clinical trials were identified for which an FDA inspection 
of a trial site had found significant evidence of 1 or more of the 
following problems: 

• falsification or submission of false information, 22 trials (39%);
• problems with adverse events reporting, 14 trials (25%); 
• protocol violations, 42 trials (74%); 
• inadequate or inaccurate recordkeeping, 35 trials (61%); 
• failure to protect the safety of patients and/or issues with oversight or 

informed consent, 30 trials (53%); 
• and violations not otherwise categorized, 20 trials (35%). 

Only 3 of the 78 publications (4%) mentioned the objectionable 
conditions or practices found during the inspection. 

No corrections, retractions, expressions of concern, or other comments 
acknowledging the key issues identified by the inspection were 
subsequently published.
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• Difficulté de reproduire des résultats publiés

• Difficile de publier des résultats contradictoires quand les reviewers 
sont ceux qui ont publié les résultats initiaux et ne veulent pas 
communiquer les données sources
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Voici les données publiées dans plusieurs articles…  avec des groupes
contrôles trop beaux..

Des années perdues pour reproduire !
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http://www.larevuedupraticien.fr/node/36544
La Revue du Praticien, 20 décembre 2016

http://www.larevuedupraticien.fr/node/36544


Open Access : un progrès ?

Oui, assurément, …………     mais la qualité de ce qui est publié est
toujours très mauvaise

Il faudra quelques années (une génération ?) pour un nouvel équilibre :
• Les revues scientifiques pourraient-elles disparaître ? Peut-être…

• Le volume des publications, la course à l’obésité des curriculums devraient
laisser place à une science lente, collaborative, etc…

• Le grand public, les sciences participatives doivent trouver une juste place

• Les revues prédatrices pourraient disparaître si Universités et Institutions 
reconsidéraient leurs moyens d’évaluer la science…
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Merci

www.redactionmedicale.fr
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Slow science!
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http://www.ascb.org/dora/

http://www.nature.com/news/the-
pressure-to-publish-pushes-down-
quality-1.19887

http://www.ascb.org/dora/
http://www.nature.com/news/the-pressure-to-publish-pushes-down-quality-1.19887


Research assessment
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www.ascb.org/SFdeclaration.html.



DORA
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