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At the beginning , there was Denis and Henry…. 

• 1665 saw the launch of the two first
scientific peer reviewed periodicals.

• Journal des Sçavans and Philosophical
Transactions " born " two months apart
launched a new way to spread
information.

• These two pionneers were followed by
tens of thousands of titles making the
periodical the favorite tool by which
researchers publish and share their
discoveries.



How much ? 

• There seem to be real cacophony regarding the
number of scientific / scholarly / peer reviewed
periodicals.

• Many reasons

➢ Defintions

➢ Status(discontinued, change of titles, merger,
spliting, etc…)

➢ Selection criterias

➢ Inclusion criterias

➢Different institutions doing the count ( Ulrich’s ,
Institute for Scientific Information, Directory of
Open Access Journal, etc…)



Some numbers but still fuzziness and haziness prevail

• Price (1963) in a "Little science , Big Science" ploted
that by 2000, there will be 1000 000 titles.

• Tenopir & King ( 2014) in " The Growth of journals
publishing " made some projections that widely ranged
in numbers and added to the confusion as to the exact
number of scientific/academic and refereed journals
titles:

✓14694 ( Mabe , 2001)

✓ 23750 ( Bjork et al, 2008)

✓ 57400 ( King et al, 1981)

✓71000 ( Meadows , 1988)

✓70 000-80 000( Meadows , 1995)



Is Ulrich’s right ? 

•The Ulrich’s database seems to have a more comprehensive listing that is broken down into the
following categories :
1-Active 327 225 titles.
2-Active and Online 84 851 titles. 
3-Active and academic/scholarly 122 273 titles. 
4-Active and refeered 30 775 titles. 
5-Active and academic/sholarly and refeered 57 736 titles. 
6-Active and online and refeered 23 832 titles.
• There seem to be a more logic in this list and Active and academic/sholarly and refeered with
57 736 titles is the closest one to the real  number.



The Global South(s): an old concept with
different names

• Third World, Underdevelopped , Developping
countries and finally Global South(s).

• Different layers of South(s) difficulties to define
THE or A Global South.

• World Bank classification GNI/capita:

✓Low income ( also known as LDCs ): < $1025

✓Lower-middle income :$ 1029-3995

✓Upper-middle income : $ 3996-12375

✓High income :> $ 12375

• Global South(s) generally in Low and Lower middle
incomes.



Publishing in the Global South(s): a picture
is worth a thousand words

" The circle of limited accessibilty " summarizes perfectly what publishing ( or
trying to publish) means. A vicious circle that excludes researchersr from The
Global South(s) not intrisically but because of their origin.Biases of all sorts are
preponderant in publishing but more so for The Global South(s).
THE SOLUTION ? Publishing " locally " ( nationally, regionally ,continentally,
etc.. ) Algerian Scientific Journal Plateform, Directory of Free Arab
Journals,African Journals On Line (and the different JOLs), etc….



Again , a picture……

A world map based on scientific
research papers produced



J.P.P.S. framework : a tool to enhance Global South(s) 
publication visibility and trustworthiness. 

•J.P.P.S. framework : joint program A.J.O.L.(African Journal On Line) and
I.N.A.S.P. (International Network for the Availability of Scientific
Publications ).
•1998 - : Journal On Line project helped establish Global South(s)
Journals to “ gain an online presence and increase their global visibility “
•2017 - : because of the perceived quality of journals from The Global
South(s); AJOL and INASP teamed up to come with a set of criteria to
" increase respect for Southern journals ".
• JPPS serves two complementary purposes:
✓ For authors , the insurance they publish in a journal that obeys to a
preset number of quality criteria
✓For editors,feedback from JPPS help improve journal practices and
also aims at upgrading the journal at next assessment. ( 6 to 12 months)



JPPS criteria: a wide range of possibilities



One star : the basic minimum 



Two stars : a notch above



Three stars : the top 



New title :a probation period of two years



Inactive title: on the way out …



Aiming for the …stars !!!



Different JOLs assessed by JPPS  
• African Journals On Line (AJOL) : 523 titles.

• Bangladesh Journals On Line (BanglaJOL): 143
titles.

• Central American Journals On Line ( CAMJOL) :
49 titles.

• Mongolia Journals On Line (MongoliaJOL) : 07
titles.

• Nepal Journals On Line ( NepJOL) : 163 titles.

• Sri Lanka Journals On line ( SLJOL) : 85 titles.

• For a total of 970 titles appraised and ranked



Different JOLs and their ratio in JPPS 
African  Journals On Line

✓1 star : 134 (25.62 %)

✓2 stars : 06 (01 %)

✓3 stars : 00 ( 00 %)

✓Inactive: 220(42 %)

✓ New : 02 ( 0.38 %)

✓No star : 136 (26%)

✓Pending : 25 (05 %) 

Bengladesh Journals On Line 

✓1 star : 11  (07.69 %)

✓2 stars : 08 (05.59 %)

✓3 stars : 00   (00 %)

✓Inactive :71(49.65 %)

✓New : 00    (00 %)

✓No star:53 (37.06 %)

✓Pending : 00 (00 %)  



Different JOLs and their ratio in JPPS 
Central American Journals On 

Line 

✓1 star : 15 (30.61%)

✓2 stars : 01 (02.04%)

✓3 stars : 00 ( 00 %)

✓Inactive:10(20.40%)

✓ New : 03 (06.12%)

✓No star:19 (38.77%)

✓Pending:01(02.04%)

Mongolia Journals On Line 

✓1 star:01(14.28%)

✓2stars:01(14.28%)

✓3 stars : 00 ( 00%)

✓Inactive:01(14.28)

✓ New : 00 (00%)

✓No star:03 (42.85%)

✓Pending:01(14.28%)



Different JOLs and their ratio in JPPS 
Nepal Journals On Line 

✓1 star:14 (08.58%)

✓2stars:19(11.65%)

✓3 stars : 00 (00 %)

✓Inactive:48(29.44%)

✓New : 23 (14.11%)

✓No star:58 (35.58%)

✓Pending :01 (0.61%)

Sri Lanka   Journals On Line

✓1 star : 21 (24.70%)

✓2 stars :22(25.88%)

✓3 stars :  00 (00 %)

✓Inactive :24(28.23%)

✓ New : 01 (01.17%)

✓No star :17(20%)

✓Pending : 00 (00 %)



Different ratios across JOLS  

✓1 star :  18.58 %

✓2 stars :10.07 %

✓3 stars : 00 %

✓Inactive : 30.66%

✓ New :  03.63%

✓No star :  33.37%

✓Pending :  03.65%



Discussion 

• Statistics do not seem very encouraging because :

➢Most of the journals have not had attained high
level of scientificness

✓Less than 1/5 have reached one star

✓Just 1/10 have reached two stars

✓No journal have reached 3 stars , the highest
ranking put by JPPS.

✓Almost 1/3 of the journals are inactive

✓1/3 do not have any star

✓1/30 are pending

➢Overall outlook is not bright …..



Reasons ? 
• Hard to know from these statistics but one could

extrapolate some reasons :

➢ Criteria put by INASP and AJOL are too hard to attain.

➢ It would have been much more preferable to have
criteria put by reserchers and organzation FROM the
Global South.

➢Open access and related issues are not really
understood nor accepted in Global South.

➢Open access in the Global South should be a priority
and not a FAD that will wither with time.

➢ Organization (and researchers ….) should do everything
they can to fight PLAGIARISM.


