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Abstract 

Clarivate Analytics, a leading provider of scientific and scholarly research solutions, 

recently announced the delisting 82 journals from its Web of Science core collection. 

This decision has far-reaching consequences for publishers, authors, and the broader 

academic community, as these delisted journals will lose their reputations, impact 

factors, and recognition, even though many have been publishing for over a decade. In 

this research article, we argue that Clarivate's decision is arbitrary and unfair. It 

undermines the efforts of reputable publishers who have worked hard to establish their 

journals as credible academic research sources. We propose that publishers and 

university journals consider creating their indexing services based on the CiteScore 

formula, which measures the number of citations of papers in a journal relative to the 

total number of published papers. This would provide an alternative solution to the 

problem of arbitrary delisting and empower publishers to take control of academic 

publishing. 
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1. Introduction 

For years, Clarivate Analytics has been considered one of the most prestigious indexing 

services in the academic publishing industry, providing recognition and credibility to 

thousands of reputable journals worldwide (Teixeira da Silva & Nazarovets, 2018, 

2022). However, its recent decision to delist 82 journals from its Web of Science core 

collection has sparked a heated debate among publishers, authors, and the broader 

academic community (Predatory Reports, 2023). While Clarivate claims that these 

journals did not meet its criteria for inclusion, many publishers argue that this decision 

is arbitrary and unfair and undermines the efforts of reputable publishers who have 

worked hard to establish their journals as credible sources of academic research. 
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2. Delisting of Reputable Journals 

The consequences of Clarivate's decision are far-reaching and severe. Journals 

published for over a decade have lost their impact factors, reputations, and recognition, 

even though they have provided valuable research to the academic community for 

years. This decision has affected not only the publishers of these journals but also the 

authors who have published their work. Many authors have invested significant time 

and effort in their research, and to have their work suddenly delisted is a massive blow 

to their careers. Moreover, universities that have recognized the work of their faculty 

members through the publication of their papers in these journals are now facing the 

prospect of derecognizing their contributions. 

3. The Need for an Alternative 

The arbitrary delisting of reputable journals by Clarivate Analytics highlights the need 

for an alternative solution that empowers publishers to take control of academic 

publishing. Universities and private publishers should consider creating indexing 

services based on the CiteScore formula. This formula measures the number of citations 

of papers in a journal relative to the total number of published papers, providing a 

simple yet effective way to determine the impact of a journal (Roldan-Valadez et al., 

2019; Croft & Sack, 2022; Gupta et al., 2023). By creating their own indexing services, 

publishers can establish their journals as credible academic research sources, free from 

the arbitrary decisions of third-party indexing services. 

4. Conclusions 

The arbitrary delisting of reputable journals by Clarivate Analytics is a significant blow 

to the academic publishing industry. However, it also allows publishers and 

universities to create indexing services based on the CiteScore formula. By using 

CiteScore, universities and publishers can avoid the risk of being arbitrarily delisted by 

a third-party company like Clarivate. They can set their criteria and standards for 

indexing their publications, ensuring greater transparency and accountability in 

academic publishing. Moreover, using CiteScore as a basis for indexing would 

encourage publishers to focus on publishing high-quality and impactful research rather 

than simply chasing metrics and rankings. This approach would promote a more 

equitable and ethical academic publishing ecosystem where quality and impact drive 

recognition and recognition. Creating their indexing services based on the CiteScore 
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formula is a viable solution for universities and private publishers who wish to ensure 

greater fairness, transparency, and accountability in academic publishing. This 

approach would not only protect their publications from being arbitrarily delisted by 

third-party indexing services. However, it would also promote a more equitable and 

ethical academic publishing ecosystem that prioritizes quality and impact over metrics 

and rankings. 
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