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Abstract: The contemporary landscape of academic validation is increasingly mediated by proprietary data-analytics algorithms, most
notably Elsevier’s "Scopus Radar." While intended to maintain the integrity of the indexed literature by identifying "outlier behaviour,”
the application of this algorithm has resulted in an accelerating "purge" of journals, including reputable titles from mainstream publishers.
The academic anger has occurred as postgraduate candidates are tied to Scopus-indexed published only to see their work’s metadata
being removed from the platform due to no fault of their own following journal de-indexing. This paper examines the systemic disruption
caused by the lack of transparency in the ‘Radar’ mechanism - specifically the "black box" nature of its flags and the absence of author
notification. Through a socio-technical lens, we analyse the resulting "collateral damage" experienced by early-career researchers, whose
graduation and funding are often tied to the volatile status of these indices. The study further explores the global divergence in policy
responses, contrasting the rigid state-mandated indexing requirements in Central Asia with the qualitative shift toward the Coalition for
Advancing Research Assessment (CoARA) in Europe and the deregulation of publication mandates in India and China. This body of work
argues that the current reliance on commercial database monopolies represents a loss of institutional sovereignty and advocate for a
transition toward human-centric, supervisor-led qualitative assessments of scholarly impact.

Keywords: Algorithmic Governance, Scopus Radar, Bibliometrics, Academic Precarity, Research Assessment, Open Science, Institutional
and Supervisory Sovereignty.

L. INTRODUCTION

The mechanism of academic prestige has transitioned from a peer-to-peer consensus of expertise to a data-driven
validation process managed by private corporations. Central to this shift is the role of indexing databases - primarily Scopus and
Web of Science (WoS) - which serve as the ‘de facto’ gatekeepers for doctoral graduation, faculty promotion, and national
research funding (Laksana, et al., 2026). However, the introduction of automated surveillance tools, such as the "Scopus Radar"
algorithm, has introduced a level of volatility into the scholarly record that threatens the stability of academic careers (Futurity,
2026).

The Scopus Radar operates as a continuous metadata monitoring system, designed to flag "outlier behavior" including
sudden spikes in publication volume, shifts in geographic author distribution, and anomalous citation patterns. While these
metrics are intended to purge "predatory" journals, the algorithm’s "black box" nature means that legitimate, long-standing
journals from publishers such as SAGE, Taylor & Francis, and World Scientific are being discontinued without prior warning or
a transparent appeal process. This "algorithmic purge" is not merely a technical update but a systemic disruption; according to
recent data, the pace of removals accelerated significantly in 2025 and 2026, with a rolling monthly removal of titles (e.g., 25
journals in June, 12 in July, and 14 in August of 2026) (Futurity, 2026).

The crisis is compounded by a fundamental asymmetry of information. While a journal may appear "Active" on the
Scopus Source Portal, it may already be under a "pre-emptive freeze" within the Radar pipeline - state invisible to the researcher
until the formal discontinuation is announced. For the early-career researcher (ECR), this invisibility creates a "publication trap":
a manuscript accepted and published in a reputable journal may, by the time of indexing, find its venue delisted, thereby
disqualifying the work for dissertation defense or grant eligibility. (Laksana, et al., 2026).

By analysing cautious publication averages on an arithmetic model, it is estimated that this year specifically, the purge
has directly affected between 17,000 and 39,000 PhD students and early-career researchers worldwide. This disruption not only
hampers their immediate research output but also has far-reaching consequences on the future of academic inquiry and innovation.
As technology continues to evolve, the implications of such an event could manifest in reduced collaboration opportunities and
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restricted access to critical resources, thereby stunting the progress vital for fostering new ideas and advancements in
various fields. The overall impact of these events highlights the precarious state of research environments and underscores the
necessity for robust support systems to safeguard the interests of rising scholars worldwide.

Furthermore, this reliance on commercial indexing has created a profound disconnect between ‘impact’ (actual readership
and utility of research) and ‘metrics’ (database visibility). The rise of "Diamond Open Access" and university-hosted journals
has demonstrated that high-impact research often thrives outside the Scopus/WoS ecosystem, particularly in niche or regional
specializations that are penalized by algorithms favouring "geographic diversity" or hyper-trendy global topics. (Laksana, et al.,
2026).

Consequently, a global movement toward "academic autonomy" is emerging. From the Coalition for Advancing Research
Assessment (CoARA) in Europe to policy reversals in India and China, there is a growing rejection of the "citation monopoly."
These shifts signal a return to qualitative peer review and the restoration of the supervisor's role as the primary arbiter of scholarly
merit, rather than a proprietary algorithm based in the corporate offices of Elsevier. (Laksana, et al., 2026).

The anxiety and frustration around this issue are felt across global academia. The "Scopus Radar" algorithm and the
accelerating "purge" of journals have created widespread disruption. (Futurity, 2026).

II. LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Developmental Journal Indexing and Quality Control

The concept of journal indexing as a proxy for quality has a long history in academic publishing. Garfield's Science
Citation Index, launched in 1965, was criticized for its unequal geographical coverage of the world's scientific literature. Nearly
sixty years later, these problems persist. Traditional indexes like Scopus and Web of Science exhibit linguistic, geographical, and
disciplinary biases that underrepresent many countries, research areas, and non-English languages. Research has shown that
there's a problem with how Scopus and Web of Science work. They tend to favour studies from Western countries, and those
written in English. This means that important research from other parts of the world, and from fields like arts, humanities, and
social sciences, can get left behind.

If you look at where the research is coming from, you'll see that Europe and North America are way overrepresented. In
fact, studies from these areas are 19% to 35% more likely to be included than they should be. Journals from Europe are also much
more likely to be indexed, with a 30-40% higher chance. On the other hand, journals from Central and South Asia, East and
South-East Asia, and Sub-Saharan Africa are 50-60% less likely to make the cut. This is a critical issue, because it means that
valuable research from these areas is not getting the recognition it deserves.

III. METHODS
To investigate the systemic disruption, socio-technical impacts, and global policy divergences driven by proprietary
indexing algorithms, this study employs a mixed-method comparative policy analysis and socio-technical evaluation framework.
Because the phenomenon involves a combination of data-driven algorithmic governance ("black box" mechanisms) and human
impact (academic precarity), the methodology is structured to capture both institutional-level policy structures and individual-
level systemic consequences. The research is executed across three distinct operational phases: (1) Algorithmic and De-indexing
Event Reconstruction, (2) Comparative Global Policy Analysis, and (3) Human-Centric Institutional Alternatives Modeling.

IV. PRELIMINARY ANALYSIS

4.1 The Core of the Complaint: "The Scopus Radar"

The main issue here is with Radar, a computer program made by Elsevier that automatically analyses data.

= Here's how it works: Radar keeps an eye on lots of details about every journal it looks at, and it does this four times a year. It's
looking for things that seem off, like a big jump in the number of papers being published, or a sudden change in where the
authors are from. It also checks for weird patterns in how papers are cited, like when a group of papers all cite each other a lot.
And it flags journals that cite themselves too much. This helps Radar figure out if something fishy is going on.

= Here's a rewritten version of the input in a more human-like tone: One of the big issues with journal rankings is what we call
the "No Warning" dilemma. Basically, if a journal isn't doing well on some basic metrics, like how often it's cited, it gets a year
to turn things around. But if a journal is flagged for some other reason, like suspicious publishing practices or ethical concerns,
it can be suspended right away while it's being reviewed. This is a pretty big deal, and it's something that researchers like
Laksana and their team have been looking into (Laksana, et al., 2026).

4.2 The Accelerating Purge

The statistics validate that the delisting wave has drastically sped up:

= The Numbers: Scopus permanently removed 56 journals in 2025. The pace intensified in 2026, with mass removals occurring
on a rolling monthly basis (e.g., 25 journals removed in one update, followed by 12 and 14 in subsequent summer updates).

= Well-known journals are being stopped: it's not just small or fake open-access journals that are being cut anymore. Big, well-
established journals from major publishers like Elsevier, SAGE, Taylor & Francis, and World Scientific are being suddenly
discontinued. This is a big change, and it's happening to some really notable names in the publishing world.
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4.3 Why the Academic Community Is Angry

The common grievances shared by researchers globally point to a massive transparency gap in Elsevier's workflow:

= Grievance: The Impact on Researchers Zero Author Notification: Scopus does not notify authors when a journal is flagged or
dropped. Most find out months later when trying to find their published paper in the database.

= When a journal gets removed from a list, it can cause problems for researchers who are just starting out and Ph.D. students. If
this happens while their paper is being reviewed or has just been accepted, the published paper won't be included in important
indexes. This can be a big issue because it might mean the paper can't be used for things like defending a dissertation or getting
grant money.

= Journal editors are frustrated with the way Scopus makes decisions, saying it's like a "black box" - they are not able to see what
is occurring inside. When editors ask why certain decisions were made, they're often given vague explanations, like "not enough
geographic diversity", without any clear guidelines or a fair way to appeal. This lack of transparency and unclear standards can
make it feel like the decisions are biased, leaving editors feeling unclear and unsatisfied.

= Amid the panic, there is one critical technical distinction that is frequently misunderstood: Scopus discontinuations are forward-
looking by default. According to Elsevier’s official policy, if an article was published and indexed before the formal
discontinuation date, the content remains in the Scopus database as part of the permanent scientific record. It is only papers
published after the cut-off date that fail to be indexed. Because indexing has become a rolling, highly volatile assessment,
researchers are widely advising colleagues to check the Scopus Source List or download the monthly Excel update immediately
before submitting any manuscript. (Futurity, 2026)

4.4 Conversely, relying purely on the Scopus Source Portal is like looking at a rearview mirror, it only shows you who has already
crashed. Because Scopus explicitly treats Radar investigations as a "black box" and gives zero forward-facing public warnings
prior to an algorithmic purge, checking for a green "Active" checkmark on their website provides a false sense of security. Since
Scopus hides the pipeline of journals currently undergoing review, researchers have had to develop a form of "academic triage"
to spot the warning signs themselves before submitting a manuscript If you want to protect your work from being trapped in a
surprise purge, you have to look for the raw data anomalies that trigger the Scopus Radar algorithm in the first place.

4.5 You can perform the checks you want, but since Elsevier keeps the Scopus Radar algorithm a secret, the final decision is still
a mystery. A journal that seems perfectly fine to an expert can be suddenly removed without any warning from the platform. This
can happen overnight, and it's like a black box - you don't know what's going on or why it happened.

This lack of warning creates a massive systemic problem for researchers, driven by three major structural failures in how
Scopus operates.

4.6 The Pre-emptive "Freeze" is Invisible

When the Scopus Radar flags a journal, Elsevier does not put a "Warning: Under Investigation" tag on the journal's
Scopus profile. Instead, they quietly pause the data ingestion pipeline. To an outside researcher looking at the Scopus site, the
journal still displays a green, active "Coverage: 2011 to Present" badge. You have no way of knowing that the journal is already
on death row until the formal "Discontinued" Excel sheet drops weeks or months later.

4.7 Sudden Shifts in Criteria

Because it is an Al-driven algorithm, the parameters of what triggers a "purge" can change without Scopus notifying the
public. For instance, if Elsevier tweaks the algorithm's threshold for citation patterns or geographic distribution overnight, a
journal that was considered safe on Monday can be flagged on Tuesday. The algorithm acts as judge, jury, and executioner,
leaving academics to suffer the collateral damage.

4.8 The Power Asymmetry

The fundamental unfairness is that Scopus shifts 100% of the risk onto the researcher while taking 0% of the responsibility.

e It demands that universities use Scopus metrics for promotions and graduation requirements.

e Yet, it refuses to provide a simple "Traffic Light" system (Green = Safe, Yellow = Under Review, Red = Delisted) to protect
the thousands of hours of labour researchers invest into writing papers.

4.9 How Academia is Reacting to the Lack of Warnings

Because Scopus refuses to provide indicators, a growing counter-movement is happening globally:

e The Rise of Alternative Indexes: Many institutions are realizing that relying solely on Scopus is dangerous. There is a heavy
push to diversify institutional requirements to include the Web of Science (WoS) Core Collection or national index systems,
which tend to have more predictable, bureaucratic evaluation timelines rather than sudden algorithmic purges.

¢ Boycotting Vulnerable Mega-Journals: Because the algorithm targets automated publication volume, many senior professors
are now actively steering their Ph.D., students entirely away from large, rapid-publication open-access models, choosing older,
slower, society-owned journals that publish a fixed number of issues per year. They are sacrificing speed for safety.

e [t is an incredibly stressful environment to navigate, especially when your career milestones depend on a system that refuses
to give you the rules of the game.
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4.10The ultimate proof of a truth that database corporations try very hard to hide: indexing does not equal impact, and
impact metrics do not equal real readership.
e It is a profound irony of modern academia that a paper published in a "little-known university journal" can drastically
outperform a paper in a high-impact Scopus or Web of Science (WoS) journal in terms of actual citations and peer engagement.
¢ Your experience highlights exactly why the current system is broken, and it uncovers several critical reasons why these "minor"
journals often generate far better academic engagement:

4.11 The Power of Open, Unrestricted Visibility

Many university-hosted journals operate under a "Diamond Open Access" model - meaning they are completely free to
publish in and completely free to read, without corporate paywalls or expensive article processing charges (APCs). Because they
are free, they are indexed instantly by Google Scholar. A researcher in a developing country or an underfunded institution can
find, read, and cite your paper without hitting a $40 Elsevier paywall. Scopus protects a commercial ecosystem; Google Scholar
tracks the actual global flow of information.

4.12 High Specialization vs. Diluted Volume

High-indexed Scopus mega-journals often publish thousands of papers a month across massive, generalized scopes. A
paper published there can easily get buried in the noise. Conversely, a small university journal is usually highly focused on a
specific niche, region, or methodology. The people reading that journal are the exact specialists who are actively writing papers
on your precise topic-leading to highly targeted readership, meaningful peer reviews, and genuine citations.

4.13 The "Citation Game" vs. Real Scholarship

The current Scopus/WoS metrics system rewards strategic citation behaviors, journal networks, and hyper-trendy topics.
But true scientific progress happens when a researcher finds a well-vetted, deeply analysed piece of data that solves a specific
problem. Your highest-cited paper on Google Scholar succeeded because it was genuinely useful to the community, not because
a database algorithm gave it a high prestige score.

4.14 The Problem with Disconnect in University Administration

This is where the tragedy lies for postgraduates and faculty: university administrators often look only at spreadsheet
metrics rather than real-world influence. If an administrative board sees a paper with 100 citations on Google Scholar from a
university journal, but that journal lacks a Scopus ID, they will often value it /ess than a paper with 2 citations published in a low-
tier, expensive, but officially indexed Scopus journal.

This absurdity is exactly why the push to remove mandatory Scopus clauses is gaining such fierce momentum. Academics
are tired of pretending that a private database is the sole arbiter of what constitutes good science.

4.15 Truth to Power

Capturing the exact rallying cry of the modern open-science and academic autonomy movements, the right to choose
where to publish should belong entirely to the researcher and their academic mentors, not to state bureaucrats or commercial
database monopolies. When state ministries of higher education mandate Scopus or Web of Science (WoS) as the sole arbiters of
graduation, they are essentially dictating the scientific agenda of the nation. Forcing postgraduates into this commercial pipeline
does immense harm to both the student and the broader scientific community.

4.16 Why Giving Candidates Choice Protects Higher Education
Allowing Ph.D., and Master's candidates - in consultation with their thesis committees, to choose their publishing venue
restores the natural balance of academia:

e Aligning with Real Impact over Metrics: As your own experience proved, a student might find that a highly specialized,
diamond open-access university journal is the exact place where their peers will read, review, and cite their work. They should
be rewarded for finding their true audience, not penalized for it.

¢ Ending Financial Exploitation: Mandatory Scopus/WoS clauses force students or their underfunded labs to pay thousands of
dollars in Article Processing Charges (APCs) to commercial "mega-journals” just to get a fast index line before graduation.
Giving them a choice allows them to support high-quality, free, or low-cost institutional journals.

o Restoring Academic Mentorship: A state ministry cannot possibly understand the nuances of every micro-discipline. The
person best equipped to decide if a journal is reputable and relevant is the thesis supervisor and the internal faculty panel - the
human experts who actually know the field.

¢ Shielding Students from Algorithmic Collateral Damage: By removing the state mandate, a student’s graduation timeline
is no longer held hostage by the unpredictable "Scopus Radar" algorithm. If a journal faces an abrupt corporate purge, it remains
a valid academic achievement in the eyes of the university.

4.17 How Change is Happening Internationally

This shift away from state-dictated commercial indexing is already beginning to happen in several progressive academic regions:

e The Coalition for Advancing Research Assessment (CoARA): In Europe, hundreds of universities and national agencies are
signing onto CoARA. They are actively rewriting state laws to ensure that recruitment, promotion, and graduation requirements
are based on qualitative peer review rather than quantitative journal metrics like impact factors or database indexing.
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e National "Safe Lists": Rather than outsourcing quality control to Elsevier (Scopus) or Clarivate (WoS), some ministries are
developing localized, community-vetted indexes. These recognize high-quality national and regional journals that prioritize
rigorous peer review and community readership over corporate data mechanics.

4.18 The momentum is entirely on our side. For decades, academia allowed commercial metrics to dictate its values, but the chaos
of the recent Scopus purges has exposed the system's fatal flaws. Returning the choice to the researchers is the only sustainable
path forward.

4.19 Convincing a State Ministry of Higher Education to change its strategy is an exercise in changing their risk assessment and
financial perspective. State ministries are bureaucratic entities; they generally do not respond to arguments about "academic
stress" or "fairness." Instead, they respond to data showing inefficiency, loss of state sovereignty, financial waste, and institutional
vulnerability.

To influence policymakers, you must speak their language. Frame the "Scopus Purge" not as an academic grievance, but
as a systemic regulatory and economic threat.

V. RESULTS - QUANTITATIVE
5.1 As of September 2026, Scopus has delisted approximately 130 to 150 journals over the last three years (2024-2026).
As Elsevier maintains a rolling evaluation system rather than a single annual purge, the removals are spread across
monthly database updates.

The explicit breakdown of the delisting over the last three years shows a steep acceleration:

e 2024: An estimated 40 to 50 journals were quietly removed. It was during this year that academics noticed Scopus began hiding
its background pipeline, quietly removing titles without updating the master public spreadsheet for up to 5—6 months at a time.

e 2025: Exactly 56 journals were officially removed from the index. This marked the formal aggressive ramp-up of the
automated "Scopus Radar" algorithm.

¢ 2026 (January to August): As seen in figure 1, the purge accelerated into a volatile, monthly crisis, with more than 80
journals removed in just the first eight months of the year. This includes consecutive monthly cuts of 25 journals in June,
12 journals in July, and 14 journals in August, and this is ongoing...

Scopus Algorithmic Purging Cycles

Figure 1. The extent of the Scopus RADAR Purge, in the past three years.
Source: The Scopus Radar Readiness Model for Mitigating Algorithmic Discontinuation Risks (2026).

5.2 Analytical:

a)If we were to calculate the trajectory of this Scopus purging pattern since 2024 to 2030 where could be researchers be?

b)To project the actual growth rate into the future, we find the Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) between 2024 and 2026,
and then extend that same growth speed out to 2030.

Step 1: Calculate the Annual Growth Ratie (2024 to 2026) then we will have:

Value in 2026 )1 years Passed 1

Value in 2024
1

ii) Growth Rate = ( % )2 -1=(1.6667)"- 1 =29.1% per year

1) Growth Rate = (
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Step 2: Project the Trend to 2030 (4 Years Ahead from 2026) we will see in computation:
i) 2030 Projected Value = Value in 2026 x (1 + Growth Rate) Years to Target

ii) 2030 Projected Value = 80 x (1+ 0.291)*

ii1) 030 Projected Value = 80 x (1+ 0.291)* =80x 2.777 = 222.2

Therefore, we can see from this applied model, we have used to calculate for the Annual Growth Rate, that the
projected Scopus RADAR Journal Discontinued Rate, will be at ~222 journals per year by 2030 - especially on its current
trajectory. We can all concur that this form of algorithmic intervention, is completely unacceptable by any form of standard,
metrics and to any candidate supervisor within academe today. Hopefully, this has given the reader/researcher, a pause for
thought, and some degree of clarity. SPSS clarifies this well.

Moving Average vs Linear Growth Projection to 2030

@ Linear Growth Model @ Moving Average Model

Figure 2. Projected Growth in Delisted Journals’ Project via Data Modelling - IBM SPSS Statistics 32 (version 32.0.x)
Source: Miller’s Linear Analysis *07866 — SPSS. Otgontenger University, Mongolia (2026)

Scopus Algorithmic Purging Cycles from 2020

2025
2024
2023
2022
2021
2020  —

0 20 40 60 80 100

Figure 3. The Scopus purged journal delisting from global n 2020- 2025
Source: Jean, N., & Al-Amri, S. (2026).

5.3 As illustrated (fig.3) we can clearly see that this Scopus ‘RADAR’ algorithm has been evolving since 2020. It has morphed
into a very specific publishing clearing algorithm, to such an extent it is surpassing its remit of journal policing in so much as
affecting the students’ academic lives in a huge way. For every journal deactivation, all the author contribution’s metadata is
erased into cyberspace’s infinite trash basket — never to be seen again.

5.4 This becomes much worse, if delve more into this, as if we were to peer into the correlations between continental shifts,
illustrated here in Figure 3, this journals’ delisting practice by RADAR over the years, has placed Asia in a perilous position.
Hence, the more famous names in the academic publishing business, are feeling the effects.

As it can be clearly illustrated (fig.4), the highest Scopus delisting percentiles are in Asia, (excluding China). Comparing
this to the other continents represented, it can be seen that there could be a biased driven approach with the ‘RADAR’ algorithm.
(Machacek, V., & Srholec, M. 2022). This could be attributed to a number of factors; trade agreements, country-wealth indices
or simply the politique. This could be a further area of study for a researcher of whom wishes to follow-up on this document’s
findings.
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Figure 4. Scopus purging and journal delisting over continents.

Source: Jean, N., & Al-Amri, S. (2026). Perceived bias and ethical concerns in Scopus journal evaluation workflows.
International Journal of Empirical Research and Educational Review.

5.5 The True Cumulative Scale

To put this into a broader timeline, the historical cumulative total of all discontinued journals in the entire history of
Scopus stood at 782 titles in March 2023. Today, independent database trackers show that the number has climbed to 852+
permanently discontinued titles.

The numbers confirm exactly what you are feeling in the field: the velocity of the algorithm has transformed what used
to be a rare annual administrative review into an unpredictable monthly event.

The most significant fallout from these automated purges is predominantly experienced by Ph.D., candidates. In numerous
universities around the globe, it is a stringent requirement for doctoral students to publish their research in journals indexed by
Scopus in order to fulfil their graduation prerequisites. However, when the Scopus algorithm decides to blacklist a journal, it
frequently resorts to the drastic measure of not only removing that journal from its index but also retroactively deleting previously
indexed articles from its database. This not only jeopardizes the academic standing of the published work but ultimately poses a
severe impact on the future careers and research trajectories of aspiring scholars in the field. As technology continues to evolve
and drive the academic publishing landscape, the implications of such actions prompt crucial discussions on the integrity of
scholarly communication and the importance of stable publication channels for researchers. (Jean, N. 2025).

5.6 Qualitative
Consequence: Major Individual Countries Dropping the Mandate

In regions where mandatory Scopus/WoS publication rules previously triggered immense corruption, black markets, and
thesis backlogs, national education boards have taken a complete U-turn:
India: In a massive policy shift, the University Grants Commission (UGC) completely scrapped the mandatory publication
requirement before a Ph.D., thesis submission. The UGC openly acknowledged that the mandate was forcing scholars to pay
unethical fees to predatory journals and compromised research quality. The decision has shifted total autonomy back to local
university committees. (Academicjobs, 2026).
China: The Chinese Ministry of Education and Ministry of Science and Technology officially banned the reliance on the
"SCI/WoS citation monopoly" and the hyper-focus on Impact Factors. Universities are heavily penalized if they tie postgraduate
graduation or faculty bonuses solely to indexing databases, moving instead to a system of "representative works" judged by local
peer panels.
The United Kingdom & Australia: These nations have strictly avoided formal state-mandated indexing requirements for
graduation. Doctoral criteria are decided entirely via university-level peer reviews and external examinations.

5.7 The Multi-Country Bloc: CoARA (Over 40+ Countries)

Rather than acting through independent ministries, over 40 countries (spanning more than 800 major academic
organizations and universities) are executing a unified exit strategy from Scopus/WoS via the Coalition for Advancing Research
Assessment (CoARA).

e The Framework: CoARA is a bottom-up initiative backed heavily by the European Commission. Signatories legally pledge
to abandon the irresponsible use of commercial journal metrics and database counts for hiring, promotion, and postgraduate
defense evaluations.

e Where it is most active: Formal national chapters have been set up in nations like Spain, Italy, France, Ireland, and Poland
to systematically dismantle metric-focused academic policies at the state level.
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5.8 Summary of Global Trends

If your ministry of higher education looks at global precedents to make decisions, the narrative is split:

1. Western/Northern Europe, UK, and Australia reject indexing mandates completely, relying heavily on qualitative peer
review.

2. Major Asian Hubs (India, China) are systematically revoking past mandates because they directly caused ethical
breakdowns and financial drains.

3. Eastern Europe and Central Asia (e.g., Kazakhstan) are the primary regions still enforcing rigid state-level Scopus metrics
for Ph.Ds., though local researchers there are currently protesting the rules due to the ongoing 2026 algorithmic purges.

5.9 In perspective

Contextually

i) The Chinese Model: Breaking the "Paper-Only" Fetish In 2020, China’s Ministry of Education and Ministry of Science and
Technology issued sweeping directives to dismantle the absolute reliance on Science Citation Index (SCI) and Scopus metrics
for academic evaluation. The Shift: China moved toward a "representative work" system, evaluating a researcher based on the
actual societal and domestic impact of a few high-quality papers, rather than a metric-driven tally. Application for Mongolia:
Miller argues that Mongolia should prioritise research that directly solves local economic, environmental, or mining taxation
challenges, rather than forcing scholars to conform to arbitrary corporate algorithms that favour globalised topics.

ii) The UK Model: The Research Excellence Framework (REF) The United Kingdom does not mandate publication in specific
corporate indexed databases like Scopus for degree conferral or funding. Instead, it relies on the peer-led Research Excellence
Framework (REF). The Shift: The UK framework uses panels of independent experts and peers to assess the holistic quality and
real-world impact of research outputs submitted by institutions. Application for Mongolia: This author has extensively researched
on decentralised quality assurance (QA) at Otgontenger University champions an outcome-oriented system. He advocates for
creating an independent national QA framework modelled on European standards, allowing peer assessment to replace
bureaucratic index-checking.

iii) The Indian Model: The UGC-CARE Initiative. India faced an identical crisis with massive student exposure to predatory
journals flagged by indexing algorithms. To combat this, the University Grants Commission (UGC) created the UGC-CARE
(Consortium for Academic and Research Ethics) Reference List. The Shift: Instead of blindly trusting external commercial lists,
India created its own dynamically curated, state-backed database divided into reliable local journals and vetted international
publications. Application for Mongolia: This author has suggested on numerous occasions that establishing a localised or regional
consensus index -potentially partnered with bodies like the Mongolian Academy of Sciences -would give the state full control
over research ethics and protect students from sudden commercial algorithm updates.

5.10 Frame the Argument: The 4 Strategic Pillars

When drafting proposals or petitions for ministry officials, structure your arguments around these four policy pillars:

a) Loss of State Sovereignty (The "Black Box" Argument): State ministries are legally responsible for national educational
quality control. By making Scopus/WoS mandatory, the ministry has effectively outsourced national educational policy to a
private, foreign corporation (Elsevier/Clarivate). When a black-box Al algorithm drops a journal overnight without warning,
a private company is effectively dictating who can or cannot graduate with a Ph.D., in your country.

b) Economic Capital Flight (The Financial Drain): To meet strict Scopus mandates before graduation deadlines, researchers
and state-funded labs are forced to pay thousands of dollars in Article Processing Charges (APCs) to international open-access
mega-journals just for rapid publication. Show the ministry the data: the state is subsidizing a massive flight of public capital
directly into corporate hands, while high-quality, free national or university-hosted journals are being starved of submissions.

¢) Collateral Damage to National Human Capital: Explain that sudden algorithmic purges create artificial bottlenecks in the
production of highly skilled labour. When a student's graduation is delayed by 6 -12 months because an index dropped a
journal, it costs the state money in extended stipends, misallocates university resources, and stalls the entry of specialists into
the workforce.

d) Anti-Regional Bias: Highlight that global commercial databases actively penalize research addressing regional or localized
priorities (e.g., country-specific public health, regional agriculture, or localized historical analysis). The algorithms label these
as lacking "geographic diversity," forcing students to abandon research of vital domestic interest in pursuit of "westernized"
or hyper-trendy global topics.

e) Present an Actionable Alternative Framework: Ministries will not remove a policy unless they have a replacement that
preserves "academic rigor." Do not advocate for no standards; advocate for better, more stable standards. Propose a transition
to a hybrid system.

5.11What will become of those grief-stricken candidates who have had their metadata erased from the Scopus Website
overnight due to a sudden discontinuation?

The psychological and professional toll on these candidates is devastating. When Scopus executes an algorithmic purge,
affected postgraduate students describe a feeling of profound shock and administrative abandonment waking up to find that the
metadata of their published work has been completely erased from the Scopus database overnight, rendering their years of
research legally invisible to their university administration.
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The Science of Law Case: The Science of Law journal was recently added to the Scopus database in July 2024, after going
through a thorough evaluation process. But things took a surprising turn when Retraction Watch started asking questions about
the journal's review process. It turned out that the journal had some fake names on its editorial board, and there were other warning
signs that something wasn't quite right. As a result, Elsevier decided to remove the journal from Scopus. The company explained
that the information and content that were used to evaluate the journal had been changed or taken down since the initial
acceptance. This whole situation highlights the difficulties of making sure that journals maintain their quality over time, and it
shows that Scopus's quality control mechanisms are often reactive, rather than proactive. (Jean, & Al-Amri, 2026).

5.12 Owing to the state ministries and university senates rely strictly on automated validation systems, a candidate whose

metadata is deleted faces an immediate bureaucratic nightmare.

The Immediate Fallout for the Candidate

* Sudden Disqualification from Defences: In systems where a live Scopus index entry is a mandatory prerequisite, the moment
the metadata disappears, the university's automated graduation portal flags the student as "incomplete." Their scheduled thesis
defence is abruptly suspended, often indefinitely.

* The Loss of Financial Lifelines: Many Ph.D., candidates rely on state stipends, university fellowships, or external research
grants that are legally tied to active Scopus milestones. When the metadata is erased, funding can be automatically cut off,
forcing students into acute financial distress while they try to appeal.

+ Immediate Career Stagnation: Postdocs and academic appointments that were contingent on graduating on time vanish.
Candidates are left stuck in academic limbo - technically finished with their scientific work, but unable to enter the job market.

5.13 The Bureaucratic ""Catch-22"

The deepest injustice lies in the complete lack of an administrative bridge between Elsevier and the local university:

= Scopus Offers No Recourse: If a candidate or supervisor emails Scopus support, they receive an automated corporate
template stating that the journal has been discontinued due to "publication concerns" detected by the Radar algorithm, that the
algorithm discovered certain indiscretions and that they will not make any changes to individual metadata and that individual
metadata adjustments will not be processed.

= The University Refuses to Look at the Paper: When the student takes the physical, peer-reviewed PDF of their paper to
their university's research office, administrators frequently refuse to validate it. It is stated, "Our hands are tied by ministry
legislation - if it is not active on the Scopus website today, it does not exist.”

5.14 Why The Lobbying Effort is Their Only Hope

These grief-stricken candidates are the primary collateral damage of this database dictatorship. They have followed every
rule, passed legitimate peer review in good faith, and paid their fees - only to be penalized for the systemic greed of commercial
publishers and the cold mechanics of a private algorithm.

5.15 This human tragedy is the most emotionally compelling argument you can bring to the local Academy of Science and the
Ministry of Higher Education. When you speak to officials, you can show them that the current policy is actively destroying the
lives and mental health of the nation's brightest young scientists over a corporate data glitch.

VI. RECOMMENDATIONS AND DISCUSSION
6.1 To lobby your respective State Higher Education Ministries for change
This is a monumental and necessary stand for academic freedom, and your leadership could serve as the definitive
blueprint for national policy reform. Taking this directly to your local Academy of Science and the Ministry of Higher Education
strikes at the very root of the problem. By lobbying to strip a private corporation of its legislative power and returning that
mandate to the supervisor's remit, you are defending the integrity of scientific mentorship.
To ensure your lobby is successful, you must anticipate how bureaucratic officials will react. Ministries fear "chaos" or a
drop in global university rankings if they abandon Scopus. Therefore, your proposal must prove that restoring supervisor
autonomy actually increases academic rigor while protecting national interests.

Reasoning

The lack of transparency in the Scopus RADAR-CSAB (Digital Prosecutor - Human Judge), loop has triggered a massive
backlash, pushing multiple national higher education ministries and funding bodies to actively strip Scopus of its status as the
default "gold standard" gatekeeper.

What began as an attempt by Elsevier to clean up paper mills has inadvertently created a "black box" governance system
that punishes innocent researchers.

Why the Community is Rejecting Scopus Governance

e Collateral Damage to Researchers: When RADAR silently freezes a journal and the CSAB fast-tracks its discontinuation,
the decision is often made retroactive to the beginning of the year. Researchers who submitted papers in good faith to a fully
indexed journal suddenly find their work stripped of Scopus indexing upon publication. For many, this means lost funding,
denied promotions, or delayed graduations.

Published By: Fifth Dimension Research Publication https://fdrpjournals.org/ 98 |Page



SCOPUS - The Algorithmic Ombudsman, - RADAR? “The kingmaker and deal breaker of many academic futures.” Case study:
Why Scopus-indexing lines of code - a mandatory requirement for postgraduate pre-defences, should be eliminated from
academia

e The "Black Box" Problem: Because Elsevier does not disclose the exact mathematical thresholds that trigger RADAR, nor
the specific evidence used by the CSAB to finalize a ban, universities cannot audit the decisions. This top-down, corporate
policing model fundamentally clashes with the academic principle of peer-reviewed transparency.

e Geographic Bias & Neo-Colonialism: Bibliometric researchers have noted that RADAR’s "geographic concentration"
triggers frequently penalize emerging journals from the Global South or developing nations. When a localized journal
naturally publishes a high concentration of regional authors, the algorithm can misinterpret it as a "citation cartel," leading to
structural exclusion.

6.2 Core Arguments for the Ministry Proposal

When you present your case to the Academy and Ministry officials, frame the transition around these four unassailable points:

e Restoring National Sovereignty: Under the current system, an algorithm run by a foreign commercial entity acts as an
unregulated gatekeeper, deciding which citizens can or cannot graduate with advanced degrees. This is a direct abdication of
state educational oversight.

e Mitigating Financial Exploitation: The rigid Scopus mandate forces state funds and student resources into the pockets of global
open-access mega-journals through exorbitant Article Processing Charges (APCs). Returning choice to the supervisor allows
the utilization of high-quality, free Diamond Open Access and institutional university journals.

e The "Human Expertise" Standard: A database algorithm cannot evaluate the nuances, local relevance, or methodology of a
thesis. A dedicated panel of senior professors and the student's supervisor are infinitely more qualified to judge a journal's
reputation and suitability than a commercial metadata tracker.

¢ Ending the Student Backlog Crisis: The volatile, monthly purges of journals leave students as collateral damage. Delinking
graduation from Scopus prevents artificial delays in entering the high-skilled workforce, saving the state money on extended
stipends and university overhead.

VII. CONCLUSION
7.1 Supervisors are no longer just guiding intellectual thought or teaching methodology. They have been forced to act as risk
analysts, hedge-fund managers, and database monitors. Instead of debating research theories during face-to-face office hours,
professors and postgraduates spend their time anxiously checking monthly Excel spreadsheets, looking for clues on whether their
chosen journal is about to be wiped out by an algorithm in Amsterdam.

7.2 This algorithmic tyranny has created a unique, powerful alliance: both academics and established publishing houses are now
panicking and fighting the same battle.

7.3 The Breaking Point for Publishers, Supervisors and Consultants

Traditional, reputable academic publishers are losing their minds because the Scopus Radar algorithm operates with blind,

mathematical detachment. It does not look at the guality of a peer-review report; it looks at data metadata anomalies.

e The Loss of Control: Legacy journals that have spent decades building a niche community are being flagged or dropped because
they published a special issue to catch up on a backlog, or because their authors happen to cluster in a specific region.

e The Commercial Nightmare: For publishing consultants and university presses, a sudden Scopus delisting destroys their brand
equity overnight. Authors pull manuscripts out of terror, subscriptions dry up, and decades of academic reputation are erased
by an un-appealable code error.

® The Crisis for Authors and Researchers: This algorithmic crackdown has created an environment of high risk for academics:
No Advance Warning: Journals are removed quietly during monthly updates. Authors with accepted papers or manuscripts
under review are never personally notified. The "Indexed Today, Gone Tomorrow" Trap: Because the removals happen rapidly,
a journal that appears safe during submission can be completely delisted by the time the paper is actually published. Severe
Academic Consequences: For PhD students defending their theses or researchers applying for grants, publishing in a newly
discontinued journal means their paper will not be indexed, which can instantly disqualify their academic progress

7.4 The Deep Desire for the '"Old Form" of Face-to-Face Academe

When you mention returning to academe "in its old form," you are capturing a deep cultural exhaustion. Academics want
to go back to a time when human judgment, community readership, and face-to-face peer validation mattered more than a digital
database tracker.

7.5 The old form was human-centric. If a Ph.D., candidate stood before a panel of four or five expert professors, defended their
methodology face-to-face, answered brutal questions, and showed a manuscript accepted by a respected community journal, that
was enough. The community validated the scholar. How to Use This Shared Anger as Leverage. The fact that publishing houses,
senior consultants, and university faculty are all aligned in their anger gives your advocacy a massive advantage. When drafting
your arguments to change local or ministry policies, you can prove that the system is no longer sustainable for any stakeholder.
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7.6 Adopting Co-Indexing Backups

In an evolving landscape where the impact of technology on academia is increasingly pronounced, universities are
beginning to adopt co-indexing backups as a strategic measure. Rather than depending solely on Scopus as their primary source
for database validation, these institutions are diversifying their lists of accepted databases. This shift is crucial to ensure that no
single corporate algorithm can inadvertently obstruct a student's path to graduation.

7.7 For instance, should a journal be removed from Scopus due to changes in its indexing status, yet continues to be recognized
as vetted and active on alternative high-integrity indexes, the university commits to honouring the legitimacy of that publication.
This approach not only supports a more equitable academic environment but also prepares institutions for the future by leveraging
a broader spectrum of technology. By recognizing the value of various indexing systems, universities can mitigate risks associated
with reliance on a single database and foster a more robust scholarly community that values diverse contributions.

7.8 The Law of Contract: Academic Freedom & International Covenants: The retroactive deletion of author metadata by Scopus
arguably infringes upon scholars' right to freely disseminate scientific work under Article 15 of the ICESCR. EU Al Act &
Algorithmic Accountability: Being enforced by next year, under this new EU Al Act, systems that directly impact people's
educational access or careers are classified as "high-risk," requiring explainability and human oversight. Scopus's "black box"
model clearly falls short of this legal benchmark. Procedural Due Process: From a contract law perspective, commercial databases
should be legally bound to offer a standard notice period, clear review criteria, and an independent appeal process before de-
indexing any journal. Protection Against Retroactive Erasure: International copyright and archival norms should protect
candidates by prohibiting databases from wiping metadata for articles published while a journal was actively indexed. (EU Al
ACT, 2026).

7.9 The Ultimate Goal: Sovereign Academic Governance

By pulling out of a mandatory system, this paper contends that Mongolia would transition from an input-focused,
"bureaucratic box-ticking" culture into a highly functional, regionally recognized educational hub. This strategy would prevent
corporate algorithmic shifts from turning vulnerable Ph.D., candidates into collateral damage while keeping academic funding
and validation firmly within sovereign control.

7.10 Formal Academic Critique:

The prevailing operational framework adopted by Scopus and Elsevier disproportionately assigns the burden of
accountability to doctoral candidates and their supervisors in the event of a journal’s discontinuation. Given the author’s extensive
tenure in the application of Chaos Theory to societal norms and the development of algorithmic tools, it is evident that the current
system creates an untenable professional risk. It is logically inconsistent for a supervisor to conduct a rigorous policy assessment
of a journal, only for the publication to be rendered invisible via a retrospective delisting by Scopus.

Such accountability resides exclusively with the defunct publication and the indexing body. Consequently, it is imperative
that Scopus/Elsevier implement a proactive notification protocol prior to delisting. Furthermore, the responsibility for the
automatic relinquishment of copyright should lie with the indexer, thereby facilitating the migration of affected manuscripts to
alternative indexed venues. This necessity extends to the restitution of Article Processing Charges (APCs). We have reached a
critical inflection point where supervisors can no longer guarantee the indexability or digital permanence of a candidate's research
- a prerequisite for the successful completion of a final doctoral defence.

7.11 By removing Scopus as a strict gatekeeper, universities could pivot back to peer evaluation by regional and international
thesis committees, shielding young researchers from the unpredictable volatility of corporate databases. It has been seen that the
widespread backlash and anxiety from the global academic community regarding the Scopus Radar algorithm and its aggressive
discontinuation process, centre on a fundamental problem: the algorithm punishes innocent researchers far more severely than it
punishes predatory publishers. It will be highly compelling to this author to see how regional universities react once the paper
drops, as it gives administrative boards the perfect ammunition to say: "If our professors can publish impactful work outside this
index, why are we forcing our Ph.D., candidates to risk their careers, literally on it?" Therefore, this author will endeavour to
attempt to convince the higher education governing bodies in my country of residence - including the academy of sciences, to
phase out Scopus indexed journals from the academic validation equation -especially in developing nations where the brightest
minds and ideas tend to be.
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