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Final Inquiry Report on Quality of the Contents Published by the Journal ‘Advancements in Life Sciences’in 2024/25

1 Preamble

This inquiry report is a result of an internal examination of the content published by the journal
in the years 2024 and 2025. This examination was warranted in the extra-ordinary editorial board
meeting held on 02 April 2025 consequent to the change in status of the journal in Web of
Science (WoS) index to ‘on-hold’ on account of quality concerns raised by the editorial team of

WoS.

2 Process of inquiry ~.
Considering the instructions of the board meeting, a five (5) members mqu;ryteam}was
constituted with the following roles. "\ﬁ‘ 2 \«/ A
P= . .
Sr No. | Name Role = _ e |

1. | Prof Dr (R) Tayyab Husnain Scientific evaluationn.x: & ‘-’31‘; 1/

2. | Prof Dr (R) Syed Shahid Ali Scientific evaluation 7% % 4"

3. | Prof Dr (R) Tarig Mahmud Scientific evaluationy®” .

4. | Prof Dr (R) Idrees Ahmad Nasir Scientific evaluation./ process examination

5. | Dr Shafique Ahmed Process/ record éxamination
Table 1: Names and roles of the inquiry team. \“::& ) B A S __,Jr')

) 8 . T
2.1 Terms of reference for S(é:lel‘ltl{lc evaltiation
5 [V

Scientific evaluation of the publlshéd contentin paper printed formwas conducted on the
following terms. AN "*Z‘;x \-a‘ f)

\,,'-H._ \\\ \;
\\?\ r, ,""*:" w;'k ‘“-.\
'\. . \\
\“k \1 \\
1.1. Inqu:ryteam may please assess the accuracy, relevance, and rigor of the

research us1ng followﬁ‘g gusstlons

L 4 \ \ “g\ v{
X N
a) Does thls stuay fa\l under the scope of this journal?

b)n\ls data or verbatim plagiarised with already available literature?
a). (\Ara the analysas done or figures presented are of acceptable quality
i “:\ “standards’? Are they well-labelled, relevant, and correctly referenced?

1. Technical Review

0 ;
¢ ‘1\ c)\{s the study design, i.e., sampling method, RCBD design, positive / negative
<l N

D b c?ontrols etc., are valid?

y =
\\f" E)*-Are measurement units correctly used and consistent throughout the

\ paper?
2 e) Doesthe paper adhere to COPE and research ethics guidelines?

2. Writing & Editorial Review

1.2. Inquiry team may please review clarity, coherence, and adherence to publishing
standards using following questions.

a) Is the writing formal, precise, and appropriate for an academic audience?

b) Are there any grammatical errors, incorrect punctuation, or awkward
phrasing?

c) Arein-text citations and bibliography entries formatted uniformly according
to the journal’s style guide?
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d) Are there redundant sections or ideas repeated unnecessarily?
e) Does it comply with the journal’s style guide?

3. Access to data

a) Thisinquiry team shall be given access to the required data and documents
by the editorial team.

b) However, to protect confidentiality of the d oubla-blind peer review process,
the inquiry team or members of team are bound not to share or disclose

information outside the scope of this inquiry.

4. Duration of the inquiry

a) Inquiry team shall complete this examination within three (3} working weeks

starting from 07 April 2025. A
b) Any delay or requisition of extension in timeline by sammernber may
please put up by the concerned member before expiratio @ deadline.
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10.

11.

§2

Ny

13.

14.
15.

16.

17.

Summary of Findings

A total of 172 articles published by the journal in 2024 and 2025 were evaluated by the
record and scientific evaluation team members. These articles were from volume 11
and volume 12.

Editorial selection of articles has shown clear shift from biological to biomedical
sciences which yet falls under the scope of the journal but evidence of changes in the
published content.

As per presented record before the team, similarity index or commonly known as
Verbatim plagiarism was found consistent with the global standards and standards
outlined by the Higher Education Commission of Pakistan, i.e., less thari 20% olmllanty
Index (generated using Turnitin) with no more than 4% from a single ﬁurem ;3
The team was told that journal has policy of ‘no Al generated and/ or’Al para shrased
text’. However, this policy is not available in ‘Instruction to Autl’iprs sectnon/‘ﬁage
High-details figures presented in many manuscripts aren 4‘3/2ré§da§h3ﬂ'f'n the printed

format. From the total completely examined amcles, ino le, graphs did not have

proper analyses elements i.e., standard error bar and lgﬁsta dardﬂev:atlon bar (ID
2104). = ¢ >

Legends of figures were found to be satusféctory frong e><plana on perspective. Sourcing
of images were also found mentioned at alﬁ’wst all Qccaslohs

From the total completely examined arttcles at least"on one occasion, PCR results did
not have labelled positive and ﬁegat:ve controls ( TD ,1850).

Use of measurement units c%nsnstqgt \wth scLentlf:c writing style has been found to be
major quality issue at numerous Qcca

Consistent use of S!gﬂ anﬁl‘kgtc’a t#‘gywth use of space between reading and unit
needs special attention, by cchyedltors’;and layout preparation team. The same may be
applied to roman tergls e. g., et al 1
Itis commendable tp see that almost in every case where human and / or animal
subjects were in%olved edgtg_lga\l team had required Research Ethics Approval certificate
from authors lssuedﬁby the concerned authorities.

Descrlptmqof anlmal%ousmg conditions, sample drawing methods and process of
takinginformed consent was found in all related studies without exception.

Ver)}cons entgpes of errors have been found in use of English language and grammar.
Usa of{ull stp s, comas, pronouns, adjectives and verbs with consistent form has been
found t;%a prevalent problem in many published studies.

Inw’cext references and their formatting style in the bibliographic section was fairly
consnstent across all the evaluated manuscripts. However, missing information related
to volume and issue number of the cited references was noted.

There are occasions where authors didn’t map their results as per stated methods.
Importantly, there are at least 02 studies which do not qualify to be “full length research
article” but only as “short communication” as per precedent set by the journal itsetlf.
Detailed screening of editorial record discovered that in metadata of certain
manuscripts, one email address was used for multiple authors. Often the case, it was
email address of submitter of the manuscripts.

This may impact flow of information and onboarding to all authors at all stages of

editorial workflow.

T
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18. The inquiry team is pleased to see the success and acceptance of content published by
the journal vis-a-vis number of citations [its articles] received from wider community in
different SCIE and ESCI journals.
All members of the committee are also satisfied with the system in place for keeping of
the record and ancillary information in an auditable format.

The inquiry team has seen no record of involvement of the publisher in scholarly
evaluation and content selection process of the journal. This is also evident from the
stable trend in number of published papers (table 3).

A noteworthy practice of meaningful acknowledgement of peer reviewers through
awarding review certificate and a coupon of 50 USD (claimable for any of their future
submissions to the journal) was marked.
Although not strictly a misconduct, but reviewers from same institute of t*he >

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

corresponding author was found in two (2) separate cases. £

F Al

& .*-.,

1 a...- ~ .;':r‘.
&Y ;\

In line with the Web of Science "Exceptions to standard embargo and removaltrom
coverage policies” need for editorial expression of concern has been ;demlﬁed for 55
published articles on account of different errors. The detalls are as follows

Sr 1 Type of Errors Found After |
No Publishing / Other Occasions | Corrective Measures Advised
: Discrepancies
i . Q@ Expression of concern is recommended. Minor
1. MIOF (TS RF S \*’; } co?rections to be applied by the editorial team
referances) S m"“l‘:'_}'r in consultation with the authors.
. Wl & ‘Egspressmn of concern is recommended. Minor
2. Errors in references Q\, c % 4}@\ ) corrections to be applied by the editorial team
N |-Z’\ b N In consultation with the authors.
! l \§ \%“‘““" Expression of concern is recommended. Major
- e rd (dataiana yses) A\n %. corrections to be sent to authors.
L B V}l) Expression of concern is recommended. Minor
4. Mlnor (language) "%, )26 corrections to be applied by the editorial team
’ @ O 2 N in consultation with the authors.
\"’" R W AY Expression of concern is recommended.
¥ REGON or parts of TR 6 Exgulsion of editor/ editorial team member
| not avallable b process to be started. Record to be recovered.
.. ol N Expression of concern is recommended. Major
- £ MB]OI‘ guaiity Of Rgares) i co?rections to be sent to the authors. J
¢ “ - L Expression of concern is recommended. Minor
g 7;“*\11& gngzziasr;guage ahe gHaty. 1 corrections to be applied by the editorial team
2 in consultation with the authors.
8‘*-.;%;‘._ 2 Major (plagiarism and / or Al 2 Expression of concern is recommended.
" .| generated content) | Retraction is advised after reconfirmation.
Expression of concern is recommended.
9 Inappropriate category 5 Expulsion of editor / editorial team member
: assigned process to be started. Record to be set straight
after consultation with the authors. q
Expression of concern is recommended. Minor
10. Errors in formatting 1 corrections to be applied by the editorial team
| In consultation with the authors.
Expresslon of concern is recommended. Minor
11. Errors in metadata 1 corrections to be applied by the editorial team
In consultation with the authors.

Table 2: Breakup of post-publication errors in the examined papers and respective
corrective measures advised.
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24. Inquiry team has found 17 occasions of issuance of post-publication editorial notes
describing changes in the articles published in 2024 / 25, e.¢., https://www.als-
journal.com/1214-25/.

4 Manuscript Level Details of the Inquiry

Following fifteen (15) quality / data indicators of each of the published manuscript, consistent
with purview of this inquiry, were examined. These Indicators pertain to integrity of record, their
public standing, integrity/standards of quality and recommendations for corrective measures.

1. ManuscriptID 9. Country of the Corrdi;?);o}mg

2. Manuscript Title Author & .

3. ManuscriptType 10.  Published (in) g, el

4. Scope Compliance 11. APCs Char'ééﬁ%;_k }

5.  Turnitin Similarity Index (in 12. %Citati?ps,;ﬁscal\?’é'déjirﬁate
percentage) 13. Type d&Eg’&rs ound After

6. Al Generated / Paraphrased Content Publis hi‘ﬁs o

7.  No. of Peer Reviewers / Reports P 14. M 3%\6%(@#600(1 if any

8.  Processing Time (Months) +- /"':“a% Qp‘rreﬁggveiMeasures to be Taken

Manuscript-level analyses sheet is available at the'fb.llfo;wfhg ‘ggl? {

https://docs.google.com/spreadsh et%m 9£ZSDL831?03;upDi25n22ma9RRoDsAo/
VW Q

‘%‘h aﬁi’, R4 .
5 Additional“@agtpsi%d\agons by the Inquiry Team

Since this inquiry is a result of cg&fe{&s r.é'f?e d'by the Web of Science, the team also examined
following indicators _?_E:j&%!’nﬂ\%/ article le e_l.,l% addition to the fifteen (15) indicators mentioned in
section 4. These indicator"’s:‘-we?'“e,soﬁ}bgd rom subsection ‘Editorial evaluation (quality)’ of
“ . B f"g ., A . " ¢

Journal evaluation process and selection criteria” outlined by Web of Science under Web of

Science Core Collection (Editorial selection process).
Q'

g Editgifgééb}‘a{d composition
,(j,:-* Editbgjal an aLrE“o,f the journal is diverse and has representation from both technically
% ._dta}éo, __e‘d a"g}d?eveloping nations. This board of forty-five (45) members is distributed in
B§P1or editors and section editors / advisors supported by one (1) statistician and four
(4{)':"6&i_torial team members. We suggest revisiting profiles of the editors and if required
implement changes in the board to better support the recent change in publication
pattern from biological to biomedical sciences.
e \Validity of statements
We did not find any notable deviation in the published material from stated policies on
article types, peer review, plagiarism, authorship or conflict of interest statements.
e Grantsupport details
Satisfactory information under the ‘acknowledgement’ section was found in many
examined manuscripts.
e Adherence to community standards
Editorial policies were found consistent with recognized best practices, such as COPE
Core Practices. Interestingly, it is claimed that Policy Guidelines of the Advancements in

: ;"'!,-

5 -
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Inquiry

Life Sclences were roviowed by Dr. Elizabeth Wager (Ex Chair of the COPE). This claim Is
substantinted by veritiod participation of the then managing editor In the workshop
"Publishing Life Scionce Resonrch” moderated by Dr. Elizabeth Wager conducted by

Ametrican Socloty for Microblology during 1-3 May 2017,

Recommendations by the Inquiry Team

team is ploasoed to exporionce the opoennoss and trangsparency of the journal processes.

Howaver, to meet tho international publishing standards of sclentlific litarature, the aditorial
board is recommended to apply following changes Immedintely.

X

5 ]
lt ]

2

o

AN

Volume (issue - | Number of Articles Published =~ |
Volume 11, issue1 (2024) 39 5

Volume 11,issue2(2024) [ 40 J :
| Velume11 issue 3 (2024) ] A 25 v e
Volume11 issue 4 (2024) 31 \ AT STt |
| | Volume 12, issue 1 (2025) 37

Add editorial policy on use of Al generated / paraphrased text, f’f
Strengthen Human Resource by onboarding experlenced copvedlto[ Wh%;@on out

minor language, scientific writing of units/names, and layout erro 8.

Strengthen peer review process and strictly implement policy ewew’ atg from the
same institute / department’, & ’*;e fjf i"‘
Push authors for provisioning of high- quehtytmeges!figur&s f”’ S 3

Pay special attention to indicators of statistical enelyee§ n teglee?flgure and text).
Senior editors must take charge when defining ca ggory.of apy manuscript (e.g., full
length research article, short communIcQtlon etc) _5'} ;\

Since all members of the editorial team (exce tweb r’haigrs) are doctoral students,
senior board members must mentor them on Best??agices of scholarly publishing,
screening of figures and validatipg met tadata of su mitted manuscripts.

Since the journal is an Interﬁé et, Increese in diversification of geographical
origin of authors is encourage \

Supplementa?y ﬁotes / Suggestions

"Y*gw-h

Volume of pﬂbbshed ertgg\les rt‘ssue

As per interne‘ltﬁ‘gé E‘hblic regprd available, also shown below, there has not been
unusual rlss in number of articles published when compared with previous issues,
except for\rplume 11ssue 3 where number was notably lower than the trend. The
boa[d is edvlged to calibrate content to be publicized as per available editorial staff who
could setixrg%\mly vet all editorial stages during processing.

i
]

Table 3: Number of articles published by the journal In each issue in 2024 / 25.

Recalculation of processing timeline
Seeing the data of processing time of each manuscript and their average is not
consistent with the same given on the journal website, i.e.,
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