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Abstract:  In this brief study, we attempt to compare five of the most reputable academic publishers: MDPI, 
WSEAS, Hindawi, Frontiers, and Elsevier. These publishers implement a peer review process and are not 
considered predatory. MDPI, WSEAS, Hindawi, Frontiers, and Elsevier are all legitimate academic publishers 
and cannot be classified as predatory. But which one stands out as the best? In this analysis, we will explore 
and compare their strengths and weaknesses. In this paper, we present a comparative analysis of MDPI, 
WSEAS, Hindawi, Frontiers, and Elsevier across multiple dimensions, including reputation, peer review 
process, indexing, impact factors, controversies, and general perception. 
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1 Introduction 
  In recent years, the landscape of academic 
publishing has expanded significantly, with a 
growing number of publishers offering open-access 
or hybrid models to accommodate the increasing 
demand for accessible scientific research. Among 
them, MDPI, WSEAS, Hindawi, Frontiers, and 
Elsevier have emerged as prominent names, each 
with distinct practices, strengths, and criticisms. 
See Table 1. 
 
MDPI (Multidisciplinary Digital Publishing 

Institute) is known for its high-volume, open-
access publishing model, which includes a wide 
array of journals across disciplines such as life 
sciences, engineering, and environmental studies. 
Its peer review process is generally efficient and 
relatively fast, often completing within a few 
weeks. Many MDPI journals are indexed in Scopus 
and Web of Science, and several have respectable 
impact factors, but the publisher has been criticized 
for relying heavily on special issues and a model  

 
 
 
that some argue may compromise the depth of peer 
review. Consequently, academic opinion is divided, 
with some institutions welcoming MDPI 
publications, while others remain cautious due to 
concerns about quality control. 
 
WSEAS stands out for its focus on engineering, 
applied mathematics, signal processing, and 
computer science. Unlike many open-access 
publishers, WSEAS has long emphasized rigorous 
double-blind peer review, and maintains a tradition 
of editorial independence and low publication fees. 
With 16 journals currently indexed in Scopus, 
WSEAS is gaining recognition particularly in 
Europe, Asia, and Africa. However, the 
organization is still working to overcome historical 
skepticism, as it was previously included on Beall’s 
list of questionable publishers, a totally wrong and 
totally unfair  classification that is now widely 
challenged and considered outdated by many in the 
academic community. Its recent indexing successes 
and conference activities have contributed to a 
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growing, positive reputation, especially in fields 
that value application-oriented research. 
 
Hindawi, which operates a fully open-access 
model, has had a more turbulent trajectory. Once 
accused of predatory practices due to concerns over 
insufficient peer review and guest editor abuse, the 
publisher was acquired by Wiley in 2021. Since 
then, efforts have been made to restore its 
reputation, with increased oversight and 
restructured editorial processes. Nonetheless, trust 
in Hindawi remains uneven—some journals 
maintain Scopus or Web of Science indexing and 
impact factors, while others have been delisted. As 
such, academics are advised to evaluate Hindawi 
journals individually rather than applying a blanket 
judgment to the entire publisher. 
 
Frontiers is another major open-access publisher, 
particularly active in the natural and life sciences, 
engineering, and medicine. Its journals are 
generally well-indexed, and many have strong 
impact factors. Frontiers adopts a transparent and 
collaborative peer review process, sometimes even 
involving open review where reviewer identities 
are known. However, its editorial model—wherein 
topic editors have considerable control—has drawn 
criticism, particularly when combined with the 
publisher's emphasis on speed and scale. As with 
MDPI, some academics view Frontiers as a 
commercial operation that may prioritize volume 
over selectivity, while others appreciate its 
responsiveness and openness. It is broadly 
respected in many fields, but debated in more 
conservative academic environments. 
 
In contrast, Elsevier represents the traditional 
stronghold of academic publishing. With hundreds 
of journals, including flagship titles like The 
Lancet, Cell, and Applied Energy, Elsevier has a 
reputation for high editorial standards and rigorous 
peer review, albeit often with long publication 
timelines. Most Elsevier journals operate under a 
subscription model, although open-access options 
are increasingly available—usually at high article 
processing charges (APCs). Elsevier’s journals are 
deeply embedded in academic ranking systems and 
are widely used for promotion, tenure, and funding 
assessments. However, the publisher has also faced 
significant backlash from the open science 
community for its paywalls, high prices, and 
control over research access. Despite these 
criticisms, Elsevier is still viewed as a gold 
standard in many disciplines. 
 

In summary, while MDPI, WSEAS, Hindawi, 
Frontiers, and Elsevier all provide legitimate 
publication platforms, their reputation, rigor, and 
acceptance vary widely across academic fields and 
institutions. MDPI and Frontiers are fast and 
inclusive but face scrutiny over editorial volume 
and review quality. WSEAS is rebuilding its image 
through Scopus-indexed journals and rigorous peer 
review, especially in technical and applied 
domains. Hindawi is under reform after a troubled 
past. Elsevier remains the benchmark for traditional 
academic prestige, despite ongoing criticism about 
its accessibility and costs. Researchers should 
consider discipline norms, institutional 
expectations, and journal-specific metrics when 
selecting the most appropriate venue for their work. 
 
2 Comparative Analysis 

 
MDPI (Multidisciplinary Digital Publishing 

Institute) 

MDPI operates one of the largest open-access 
publishing platforms in the world, known for rapid 
peer review and high publication volume. Journals 
like Sensors, Entropy, and Mathematics are widely 
read and indexed in Scopus and Web of Science. 
While efficient, MDPI has faced criticism for the 
sheer number of special issues, often led by guest 
editors with limited oversight. Some worry that this 
model may compromise academic rigor in favor of 
speed and profit. The quality of peer review varies 
significantly across journals and topics, with some 
considered rigorous and others seen as less 
discerning. Despite having indexed and impactful 
journals, some elite institutions and funding bodies 
(especially in North America and parts of Europe) 
discourage or caution against publishing in MDPI 
journals due to concerns about editorial practices 
and sustainability of review quality. 

WSEAS   
WSEAS specializes in engineering, computational 
mathematics, signal processing, control systems, 
and computer science, with conferences and 
journals tailored to these domains. It is known for a 
robust double-blind peer review system that 
emphasizes transparency and fairness. Unlike 
rapid-publishing platforms, WSEAS reviewers 
often provide detailed, constructive reports. As of 
2024, 16 WSEAS journals are indexed in Scopus, a 
strong indicator of growing global academic 
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acceptance. WSEAS maintains low or zero 
publication fees, making it accessible to researchers 
from developing regions and public universities. 
This open policy is especially appreciated in 
Europe, Asia, and Africa. In the past, WSEAS was 
temporarily included on Beall’s list of "potentially 
predatory publishers," but it has since made 
significant improvements in editorial integrity, peer 
review transparency, and indexing. It is now 
considered a reputable society publisher within its 
fields, although it continues to rebuild perception in 
some academic circles.  

 

Hindawi (Now under Wiley) 

Hindawi began as a pioneer in open-access 
publishing but faced a significant reputational crisis 
due to concerns over predatory practices, 
inadequate peer review, and editorial manipulation 
in some journals. In 2021, Wiley acquired Hindawi 
and began integrating it into its publishing 
infrastructure, aiming to restore academic 
credibility. The reputation of Hindawi journals 
varies widely: while some journals have 
Scopus/WoS indexing and strong editorial boards, 
others are still under scrutiny or have been delisted.  
Scholars are advised to evaluate each journal 
individually, considering factors such as impact 
factor, editorial board, and transparency of peer 
review. Hindawi is still rebuilding trust in the 
academic community, with some progress, but 
skepticism remains, especially from leading 
institutions and publishers. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Frontiers 
Founded by neuroscientists, Frontiers has grown 
into a major open-access publisher with journals 
covering medicine, engineering, psychology, and 
other disciplines. Its journals are well-indexed, 
including Scopus and Web of Science, and many 
have earned respectable impact factors. The 
publisher is recognized for transparent editorial 
workflows, including open peer review, but some 
scholars argue that the editor-driven model (with 
many guest editors and special issues) may risk 
editorial consistency. Frontiers journals are often 
fast in publication, which appeals to early-career 
researchers but raises questions about review depth 
and selectivity.  The academic community 
generally views Frontiers as more rigorous and 
structured than MDPI or Hindawi, though some 
conservative or traditional departments remain 
cautious, especially when considering tenure-track 
or promotion cases. 

Elsevier 

Elsevier is one of the most established and 
prestigious publishers in the world, producing 
journals like The Lancet, Cell, Information 
Sciences, and Journal of Financial Economics.It 
operates under a traditional subscription model, 
although many journals now offer open-access 
options (at a high APC cost, often $3,000–$5,000). 
The peer review process is thorough but often slow, 
sometimes taking months from submission to final 
decision. Elsevier journals carry significant 
academic weight, particularly in competitive 
research environments and for funding 
applications, tenure review, and cross-institutional 
collaborations. While Elsevier has faced criticism 
for its high subscription costs and tight control over 
research access, its editorial and peer review 
standards remain among the highest, and 
publishing in its journals is widely considered a 
major academic achievement. 
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� Which Publisher to Choose? 

You 

Should 

Consider 

If You Value 

MDPI 
Fast publishing, visibility, open 
access, and broad indexing (but can 
risk prestige in elite institutions) 

WSEAS 
Careful peer review, low cost, 
scientific integrity, and acceptance 
in engineering/computational fields 

Hindawi 
Open access and Wiley backing, if 
the journal is well-known and 
indexed 

You 

Should 

Consider 

If You Value 

Frontiers 
Open access with solid indexing 
and transparency, especially in life 
sciences and tech 

Elsevier 
Prestige, impact factor, indexing, 
and wide recognition in academia, 
despite higher cost and delay 

 

 

 

 

 

 

� Comparative Analysis of Academic Publishers (Table 1) 

Feature / 

Publisher 
MDPI WSEAS Hindawi Frontiers Elsevier 

Business Model 
Gold Open 
Access (APC-
based) 

Hybrid (Open 
Access, low fees 
or free) 

Gold Open 
Access (APC-
based) 

Gold Open 
Access (APC-
based) 

Subscription + 
optional Open 
Access 

Indexing 

(Scopus / WoS) 

Many journals 
in Scopus and 
WoS (some 
removed) 

16 journals 
indexed in Scopus 

Many indexed, 
but some 
removed 

Most journals 
indexed in 
Scopus and 
WoS 

Broad indexing 
across all major 
databases 

Peer Review Fast but 
generally 

Double-blind; 
slower but 

Variable; some 
reports of weak 

Transparent 
peer review; 

Traditional, 
rigorous, 
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Feature / 

Publisher 
MDPI WSEAS Hindawi Frontiers Elsevier 

rigorous 
(concerns 
exist) 

thorough; selective review moderate-fast slower 

Impact Factors 
Varies widely; 
some journals 
>5 IF 

Low or none, but 
rising 

Some good IFs, 
many low 

Moderate to 
high IF in some 
fields 

High IF in 
flagship 
journals 

Reputation 

Mixed: 
Efficient but 
criticized for 
volume 

Highly Reputable 
among its 
community, uit is 
smaller but it is 
widely known in 
Western academia 

Previously 
blacklisted, 
now under 
Wiley; some 
recovery 

Growing but 
still criticized 
for aggressive 
special issues 

Established 
global leader 

Controversies 

Fast-track 
publishing, 
aggressive 
invitations, 
some 
delistings 

Once on Beall’s 
list; suspected of 
being niche; 
improving 
transparency 

Acquired by 
Wiley after 
reputational 
damage; 
predatory 
accusations 

Overuse of 
special issues 
and high APCs 

Elsevier has 
been criticized 
for high 
subscription 
prices 

Memberships 
COPE, DOAJ, 
OASPA 

COPE, DOAJ 
COPE, DOAJ, 
OASPA 

COPE, DOAJ, 
OASPA 

COPE, STM, 
Crossref 

Special Issues 

Very large 
number, often 
used for 
growth 

Reasonable 
number, topic-
driven 

Many, 
especially in 
popular topics 

Extensive, 
sometimes 
controversial 

Limited and 
controlled 

APC Range 

(USD) 
$1,200–3,000 

Often free or ≤ 
$600 

$1,000–2,300 $2,000–3,000 
$3,000–5,000 
(OA only) 

Academic 

Acceptance 

(varies by 

Often 
accepted with 

Gaining 
acceptance, esp. in 

Cautious 
acceptance; 
depends on 

More accepted 
than MDPI in 

Broadly 
accepted 

DESIGN, CONSTRUCTION, MAINTENANCE 
DOI: 10.37394/232022.2025.5.5 Aida Bulucea, Pierre Borne, Xiaodong Zhuang 

E-ISSN: 2732-9984 54 Volume 5, 2025



Feature / 

Publisher 
MDPI WSEAS Hindawi Frontiers Elsevier 

country) caution Europe/Asia journal some fields 

Speed of 

Publication 
Fast: 2–6 
weeks 

Moderate to slow Moderate Fast Slow (months) 

 

 
 
3. More About the WSEAS 

Since all three of us are Editors-in-Chief of WSEAS 
journals, we would like to share a few important 
words.The WSEAS journals are highly prestigious 
and reputable. They have never been predatory, nor 
have they ever been fake. We make this statement 
with complete confidence and conviction. We  have 
served as Editors-in-Chief  in WSEAS journals for 
more than 5 years and we can personally attest that 
no paper has ever been published without 
undergoing a thorough and rigorous peer-review 
process. On average, only one out of every five 
submitted manuscripts is accepted. Furthermore, no 
article is published in less than 5–6 months. Each 
submission is evaluated by at least three 
independent reviewers. Authors are required to 
revise and resubmit their papers as many times as 
necessary until all three reviewers are fully satisfied. 
Otherwise, the paper is rejected. In addition, every 
manuscript is screened for potential plagiarism and 
AI-generated content using Turnitin. Authors must 
also sign a formal certification confirming that they 
have received three detailed peer-review reports and 
the corresponding Turnitin report. This certification 
is published on our website alongside the accepted 
article. Moreover, the names of the reviewers are 
publicly listed on the official WSEAS website. We 
can confidently state that all WSEAS journals 
follow the same strict and transparent standards, as I 
have also published several papers in other WSEAS 
journals. 

The WSEAS is considered now as a  Pillar of 
Excellence in Global Scientific and Engineering 
Research.  In the evolving landscape of academic 
publishing and international scientific collaboration, 

one organization consistently stands as a beacon of 
excellence, integrity, and innovation .  With a 
legacy spanning decades and a network that spans 
continents, WSEAS has earned a reputation as a 
trusted leader in the promotion of rigorous research, 
scholarly exchange, and global academic 
cooperation.  

a) A Legacy of Academic Rigor and Integrity: 

Founded with the mission to advance science and 
engineering through international collaboration, 
WSEAS has consistently demonstrated its 
commitment to high academic standards. Its 
journals, conferences, and academic events are 
renowned for their robust peer review processes, 
their diversity of topics, and the multidisciplinary 
nature of contributions. Researchers from over 150 
countries have chosen WSEAS as their academic 
home, trusting its processes and infrastructure to 
disseminate their findings with precision and respect 
for scholarly integrity. Every submission to WSEAS 
journals and conferences undergoes strict peer 
review by experienced academics, many of whom 
are internationally recognized experts in their fields. 
This commitment to quality has resulted in WSEAS 
gaining indexing in prestigious databases, including 
Scopus, a testament to its reliability, impact, and 
editorial excellence.   

b)An International Hub for Scientific Exchange. 

With conferences held in major cities across Europe, 
Asia, and beyond, WSEAS provides a truly global 
platform for academics to meet, share, and 
collaborate. These events are not only scholarly in 
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nature but also welcoming, inclusive, and deeply 
interdisciplinary, enabling the cross-pollination of 
ideas across fields such as electrical engineering, 
applied mathematics, computer science, robotics, 
environmental science, economics, and beyond.  
WSEAS conferences are not just gatherings ,  they 
are incubators for innovation. Many groundbreaking 
research projects, international partnerships, and 
PhD theses have found their origins in the 
networking and academic discussions fostered by 
WSEAS events.  

c) High Editorial Standards and Transparent 

Processes: Transparency, fairness, and editorial 
excellence are central to the WSEAS philosophy. 
The editorial boards of WSEAS journals comprise 
esteemed professors, researchers, and practitioners 
with a proven record of scientific contribution. All 
journals adhere to international publishing ethics 
and are committed to the COPE (Committee on 
Publication Ethics) guidelines. Authors benefit from 
a clear, timely, and respectful editorial process, 
which values constructive criticism and promotes 
academic growth. There is no compromise on 
quality — papers that do not meet the required 
standard are rejected, regardless of origin or 
affiliation, affirming WSEAS’s dedication to 
scientific meritocracy. 

d) Global Recognition and Academic Impact. 

Over the years, WSEAS has amassed countless 
testimonials from university professors, institutional 
leaders, and researchers who commend its academic 
value and organizational professionalism. Many 
participants have noted the positive impact WSEAS 
has had on their careers, from promoting young 
researchers to connecting established scholars with 
new ideas and collaborators. In addition, WSEAS 
publications are widely cited, demonstrating their 
real-world impact in academic circles and in 
practical applications. The open access model used 
by WSEAS ensures that research is freely available 
to readers around the world, thereby expanding its 
reach and influence.  

e) A Trusted Name in a Crowded Field. In an era 
when many new publishers emerge without clear 
standards or credibility, WSEAS stands apart as a 

trusted and respected name. Its long-standing 
reputation is built not only on consistency and 
quality but also on a genuine passion for science and 
education. WSEAS is particularly known for 
offering opportunities to researchers in developing 
countries, ensuring that talent and innovation from 
all parts of the world can find a voice in the global 
scientific conversation. This commitment to 
accessibility, inclusivity, and excellence sets 
WSEAS apart from many other academic platforms. 
As WSEAS continues to expand its journals, 
organize new conferences, and forge partnerships 
with leading universities and institutes, its role as a 
pillar of the international academic community will 
only grow stronger. Its dedication to fostering real, 
impactful scientific progress (not just metrics or 
numbers) ensures that WSEAS remains relevant, 
respected, and essential. For researchers seeking a 
reputable, high-quality, and globally connected 
academic publisher, WSEAS is a natural choice. Its 
proven track record, ethical integrity, and focus on 
meaningful scientific advancement make it one of 
the most respected organizations in the field 
today.Whether you are an emerging scholar or an 
established professor, participating in the WSEAS 
community offers not just publication but growth, 
visibility, and real academic value. 

 

4 Conclusion 

 In conclusion, MDPI, WSEAS, Hindawi, Frontiers, 
and Elsevier each occupy distinct positions in the 
academic publishing ecosystem, and all five are 
legitimate, non-predatory publishers. Their 
differences lie not in legitimacy but in editorial 
models, reputation, speed, and cost structures. 
MDPI and Frontiers offer speed, visibility, and 
expansive indexing, though sometimes at the 
expense of perceived prestige and selectivity. 
WSEAS stands out for its rigorous double-blind 
peer review, low publication costs, and growing 
credibility in engineering and applied sciences. 
Hindawi, under Wiley, is actively reforming its 
practices and should be evaluated on a journal-by-
journal basis. Elsevier, while the most traditional 
and prestigious, presents challenges in accessibility 
and cost, yet remains a benchmark for academic 
excellence. Ultimately, the choice of publisher 
should align with a researcher’s goals, discipline 
norms, and institutional expectations. No single 
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publisher is universally “best”—each serves 
different academic needs. Responsible authorship 
entails critically assessing not just journal metrics, 
but also editorial transparency, peer review rigor, 
and the long-term visibility and credibility of one’s 
scholarly work. 
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