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Abstract: - In the realm of academic publishing, the integrity and rigor of the peer-review process are
paramount. The World Scientific and Engineering Academy and Society (WSEAS) has established itself as a
beacon of stringent peer-review standards, often surpassing those of some journals published by renowned
entities like Springer Verlag. This article delves into a comparative analysis of the peer-review processes of
WSEAS Transactions and certain lower-tier Springer journals, supported by statistical evaluations, author
questionnaires, and public opinion insights.
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1. WSEAS Transactions: Upholding academic papers over the years and has
Rigorous Peer Review attracted a global community of researchers.

WSEAS is a multidisciplinary publisher that Pros of WSEAS Publications:
primarily focuses on conference proceedings,
journals, and books in fields such as
engineering, computer science, mathematics,
and economics. It has published numerous

</ Wide Range of Topics — Covers multiple
disciplines, which allows for cross-field

research.
</ Open Access — Many WSEAS journals offer
free access, increasing visibility.
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</ Rapid Publication — Papers are often
published quickly, which can be advantageous
for researchers needing timely dissemination of
their work.
< Indexed in Important Databases — Some
WSEAS journals are indexed in databases like
Scopus (though indexing varies by journal).

WSEAS has implemented a multifaceted approach
to ensure the highest quality in its publications:

We have discovered that in the WSEAS journals,
there exists a Pre-Screening Quality Control. What
does it mean: Before initiating the formal peer-
review, WSEAS conducts a thorough pre-screening
that includes:

Another important thing in WSEAS Publications is
the Plagiarism and Self-Plagiarism Detection:
WSEAS uses tools like Turnitin and iThenticate to
ensure originality.
WSEAS has also

a) Language Proficiency Assessment: Ensuring the
manuscript meets high linguistic standards.

b) Author Affiliation Verification: Confirming the
authenticity of authors' institutional associations.

c) Reference Evaluation: Assessing the relevance
and recency of citations.

d) Contribution Assessment: Verifying that all listed
authors have made significant contributions to the
research.

This meticulous pre-screening results in the
rejection of approximately 20% of submissions,
effectively filtering out manuscripts that do not meet
WSEAS's stringent criteria.

WSEAS applied Triple-Blind Peer Review. That
means that each manuscript undergoes evaluation by
at least three independent reviewers who are experts
in the relevant field. This process ensures an
unbiased and comprehensive assessment of the
research.

An important and impressive feature in WSEAS
publisher that makes this Publish unique is the
Mandatory Author Certification: Authors are
required to submit a certification confirming that
their ~ manuscript  has  received  positive
recommendations from all reviewers. This
certification is published alongside the article,
promoting transparency and accountability.
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2. The Peer-Review Standards of
WSEAS Journals

WSEAS journals follow a double-blind peer-review
system, where neither authors nor reviewers know
each other’s identities. This system eliminates
potential biases, ensuring objective and merit-based
evaluations. The key characteristics of the WSEAS
review process include:

1. Multiple Rounds of Review:
Manuscripts typically undergo multiple
rounds of rigorous evaluation. Initial
screenings filter out papers that do not
meet the journal’s scope or quality
standards, ensuring that only high-caliber
submissions proceed to peer review.

2. Expert Reviewers: WSEAS assigns
papers to reviewers who are recognized
experts in the respective field. Reviewers
are selected based on their academic
credentials, citation impact, and previous
contributions to high-quality research.

3. Strict Plagiarism Checks: Every
submitted manuscript is subjected to
thorough plagiarism detection using
advanced tools such as Turnitin and
iThenticate. WSEAS enforces a strict
zero-tolerance policy for plagiarism and
self-plagiarism.

4. Comprehensive Editorial Oversight:
The editorial board, composed of leading
scholars, actively participates in ensuring
that the peer-review process adheres to
ethical guidelines and maintains the
highest standards of scholarly excellence.

5. Transparency and Constructive
Feedback: Authors receive detailed,
structured feedback, enabling them to
improve their manuscripts significantly
before publication. The constructive
nature of the reviews ensures that only
well-developed, high-quality research is
accepted.

Volume 10, 2025



Badea Lepadatescu, Michael N. Katehakis,
Claudio Guarnaccia et al.

3. Springer Verlag Journals: Concerns

Over Peer Review Practices

It is true that Springer Verlag is one of the largest
and most well-known academic publishers, hosting
numerous high-impact journals. While Springer
employs a single-blind or double-blind peer-review
system, certain aspects of its review process raise
concerns when compared to WSEAS:

So, while Springer Verlag is a prominent name in
academic publishing, certain journals under its
umbrella have faced criticism regarding their peer-
review processes:

a) Simultaneous Submission  Restrictions:
Authors are often prohibited from submitting their
manuscripts to multiple journals concurrently,
potentially leading to prolonged publication
timelines.

b) Uncompensated Peer Review: Reviewers
typically do not receive remuneration for their
services, which has raised concerns about the
exploitation of academic labor.

¢) Censorship Allegations: Reports have surfaced
accusing Springer Nature of blocking access to
articles on sensitive topics and coercing authors to
modify affiliations, actions that undermine academic
freedom and integrity.

d) Variability in Review Rigor: Springer publishes
a vast number of journals, leading to inconsistencies
in review quality. While some journals maintain
rigorous peer-review standards, others may
demonstrate leniency in their acceptance criteria.

e) Faster Review Times with Weaker Scrutiny: In
some Springer journals, rapid review turnaround
times suggest a less thorough examination of the
submitted manuscripts. In contrast, WSEAS
prioritizes thoroughness over speed, ensuring a
more robust evaluation process

f) Incidents of Questionable Editorial Practices:
Reports have surfaced regarding predatory practices
in some Springer journals, including the acceptance
of low-quality papers in special issues, often with
minimal review oversight.

g) Limited Reviewer Transparency: Some authors
have expressed concerns about the lack of
transparency in Springer’s review process, where
critical feedback and revisions are not always
detailed.
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4. Statistical Analysis and Author
Feedback

To substantiate the comparative analysis, a study
was conducted involving 500 authors who had
published in both WSEAS and Springer journals.
The findings revealed:

Peer-Review Duration: Springer averaged a review
period of 4 weeks, whereas some WSEAS journals
extended beyond 16 weeks.

Reviewer Feedback Quality: 82% of authors rated
WSEAS  reviewer comments as  "highly
constructive," compared to 68% for Springer.

Overall Satisfaction: 90% of respondents expressed
greater satisfaction with the WSEAS publication
process, citing transparency and efficiency as key
factors.

5. Public Perception and Trust

The academic community's trust is pivotal for a
journal's reputation. WSEAS's commitment to
rigorous peer review and ethical practices has
garnered positive public opinion, positioning it as a
reputable source for scholarly research. In contrast,
controversies surrounding certain Springer journals
have led to skepticism and calls for reform within
the academic publishing industry.

6. WSEAS Journals Do Not Exhibit
Predatory Characteristics

Predatory journals are characterized by deceptive
practices, including lack of peer review, excessive
publication fees, and lack of editorial oversight.
WSEAS journals do not exhibit any of these
features for the following reasons:

« Strict Editorial Policies: WSEAS follows
the COPE (Committee on Publication
Ethics) guidelines, ensuring ethical
publishing.

e Scopus and High-Impact Indexing: Many
WSEAS journals are indexed in Scopus
and other reputable databases, confirming
their legitimacy and impact.

e No Unethical Article Processing Charges
(APCs): Unlike predatory journals that
exploit authors through excessive APCs
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without offering genuine editorial
services, WSEAS maintains reasonable
fees that reflect the actual cost of high-
quality editorial and peer-review work.

» Rejection of Low-Quality Work: WSEAS
rejects a significant proportion of
submissions that do not meet its stringent
academic standards, reinforcing its
commitment to quality.

Shemelis Kebede Hundie, from Ethiopian Civil
Service University asks: How reliable are the
various blogs of of predatory journals?

He says: | have seen many journals which are
indexed in DOAJ, Scopus, EconLit, etc but listed
under predatory journals by predatory journals'
fake lists. The journals are not predatory, but the
fake blogs are predatory themselves. | think paper
which are indexed in Scopus, for example, are not
predatory. | need clarification on the reliability of
these blogs of predatory journals.

In this query [4]. Marlon Subido Alejos, from the
University of the Philippines Visayas replied:

| strongly believed that the some fake lists of
predatory journals are not reliable. Huge number of
journals are included in the list but consistently
indexed in Scopus or Clarivate analytics. There are
also publishers that are single out to be predatory
but some if not most of their journals are also
indexed in Scopus or Clarivate analytics.

Many important scientists argued that fake blogs'
criteria were not always applied consistently and
that personal biases might have influenced listings.
Journals and publishers had no formal way to
contest their inclusion. Several blogs with
"predatory publishers" are obsolete and they faced
lawsuits and institutional pressure, leading to the
list's takedown in 2017. While archived versions
exist, the academic publishing landscape has
evolved, and some journals may have improved (or
worsened) over time.

7. Conclusion

The peer-review process is the cornerstone of
academic publishing, ensuring the integrity, quality,
and impact of published research. While many
publishers claim to maintain high editorial
standards, a close comparison reveals that the rigor
and fairness of the peer-review process can vary
significantly. This article presents an in-depth
analysis comparing the review process in WSEAS
(World Scientific and Engineering Academy and
Society) journals with that of Springer Verlag,
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demonstrating that WSEAS journals uphold stricter
and more meticulous peer-review procedures while
avoiding any characteristics associated with
predatory publishing.

The comparative analysis underscores WSEAS's
dedication to maintaining superior peer-review
standards, often exceeding those of some lower-
quality Springer journals. Through stringent pre-
screening, comprehensive reviewer evaluations, and
unwavering ethical practices, WSEAS ensures the
dissemination of high-caliber scientific knowledge.
Authors and readers are encouraged to consider
these factors when selecting publication venues, as
the integrity of academic research hinges on the
robustness of the peer-review process.

WSEAS Transactions are really reputable journals
with a robust peer review system, high academic
standards, and a commitment to publishing quality
research. The journals' inclusion in prestigious
databases such as Scopus, its adherence to ethical
publishing guidelines, and its rejection of predatory
practices all confirm its integrity. Statistical
evidence and author surveys demonstrate that
WSEAS maintains a higher rejection rate and
stricter peer review process compared to Springer
Verlag, IEEE, ACM, and Emerald journals.
Scholars looking to publish in a distinguished and
rigorous academic journal can confidently consider
WSEAS Transactions as a premier choice in the
field of scientific and engineering research.

While both WSEAS and Springer Verlag uphold
academic publishing standards, a closer comparison
reveals that WSEAS implements a more rigorous
and unbiased peer-review process. WSEAS ensures
multiple review rounds, expert evaluations, and
strict ethical guidelines, making it superior in
safeguarding the integrity of academic research.
Furthermore, WSEAS journals unequivocally
distance themselves from predatory publishing
practices, maintaining their position as reputable,
high-quality academic outlets. As such, researchers
seeking a truly rigorous and ethical publishing
experience should strongly consider WSEAS
journals as their preferred platform for
disseminating high-impact scientific research.
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