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ABSTRACT

Scholarly publishing faces a growing crisis that extends beyond individual academic
misconduct to include the deliberate weaponization of citations, the erosion of research
integrity, and the spread of propaganda-like dynamics within peer-reviewed literature.
To investigate these systemic threats, this study applies a triangular analytical framework.
We systematically examine: (1) alternative models for intellectual credit, (2) conditions for
preserving publishing integrity, and (3) the identification of structural propaganda
triggers within scientific communication ecosystems.

The primary objective of this research is to determine how predatory citational practices
operate, why current commercial publishing models fail to prevent them, and what
practical infrastructure can safeguard vulnerable scholarly communities.

We first analyse community-based attribution alternatives — such as transparent
provenance chains, version-controlled lineage tools, and open peer commentary —
designed to mitigate metric manipulation, including citation cartels and strategic
ghosting (the deliberate omission of prior work). These alternatives align with
responsible research assessment frameworks like the DREAM Principles and FAIR
Metrics.

However, a rigorous open science approach requires acknowledging the structural
barriers to these alternatives. Transitioning to non-profit, fee-free, community-based
models (such as Diamond Open Access) introduces significant operational obstacles:

* Anintensified, unsustainable strain on voluntary peer-reviewers;

» Strong resistance from traditional institutional evaluation regimes that remain
dependent on classic impact factors;

* Profound vulnerabilities regarding long-term financial and organisational
sustainability without commercial backing.

Furthermore, structural power asymmetries often persist, meaning that without explicit
protections, marginalised or non-dominant scholarly voices remain excluded from
mainstream citation networks and editorial boards.

Our analysis models how propaganda triggers operate when high-profile venues
consolidate biased narratives. This dynamic occurs when a dominant publication
marginalises prior work through strategic omission rather than empirical refutation.
Institutional inertia then blocks corrections, while editorial gatekeeping and citation
exclusion effectively deny platforms to dissenting researchers.
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The Ukrainian scholarly publishing ecosystem serves as a rapid, paradigmatic case
example of these vulnerabilities. Drawing on ongoing research at Taras Shevchenko
National University of Kyiv (Project No. 26GF013-02), our review of local publishing
practices reveals that integrity deficits are often structural outcomes of systemic resource
scarcity. Operating under wartime duress, constrained state funding, and an evaluative
framework that pressures authors toward commercial journals, Ukrainian university
presses demonstrate that technical harmonisation (such as DOI or DOAJ indexing) is
insufficient. True integration into the European Research Area requires a deeper
renegotiation of who governs knowledge attribution and how the scholarly record is
protected under political and financial pressures.

Ultimately, this talk presents a practical operational architecture for community-based
governance. To safeguard regional publishing ecosystems from external capture and
citation distortion, we recommend:

» Reforming institutional credit mechanisms to reduce the monopoly of traditional
citation metrics.

» Embedding automated integrity-protective protocols into daily editorial
workflows.

» Deploying community-governed, decentralised repository networks and open
peer-review workflows managed by non-profit academic coalitions to ensure long-
term ecosystem resilience.
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