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Abstract 

Indonesia has made significant strides in open-access publishing, becoming a leading 

producer of open-access documents. However, several challenges hinder further progress, 

including reliance on expensive foreign platforms, financial constraints, and stringent 

academic regulations. The emphasis on publishing in high-impact journals for university 

rankings distorts the open-access initiative, leading to shortcuts and potential misconduct 

among academics. The Ministry of Education's regulations prioritize costly, high-profile 

journals, straining budgets and limiting research accessibility. 

The article stresses the need for Indonesia to adopt broader and fairer open science 

principles while promoting local journals to maintain research integrity. It highlights how 

global rankings influence policies, pushing high-cost open access publishing. To fully 

embrace open science, Indonesia should create a balanced, inclusive academic environment, 

moving away from biased ranking systems. 

Collaboration with other Global South nations could help build a more relevant global 

context, valuing academic contributions based on genuine impact rather than rankings. By 

investing in local institutions and supporting local journals, Indonesia can improve research 

quality and accessibility, fostering a more equitable academic community. 
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Introduction 

Four years ago, Indonesia was the leader in open access publishing, a big achievement for 

their academics (Irawan et al. 2020; Van Noorden 2019). They have many Indonesian-

written open access journals but face a problem: to gain wider recognition, as demanded by 

major university rankings, they rely on foreign platforms that use English and come with 

high costs, straining their budget. Despite their key role in open access, money issues and 

strategic choices could impact their long-term standing (Irawan et al. 2024). 

This perspective article discusses the current state of open access in Indonesia and examines 

how the Ministry of Education uses the term "world-class university" and its impact on the 

academic situation. 

How do we run Open Access Journals in Indonesia 

Open access journals in Indonesia have operated as non-profits since the 1970’s (Irawan et 

al. 2021). The journals are usually managed by universities or government offices with 

government funding, and managed by volunteer staff or employees whose duties include 

journal work. Initially, issues were printed and distributed to libraries, then moved online 

using platforms like Blogspot or WordPress, and later to PKP’s Open Journal System, 

where Indonesia is the largest user. Peer reviews were conducted voluntarily by experts, 

mostly university lecturers (Admin RJI 2024; 2021). In recent years, Indonesian journals 

have started paying moderate salaries to journal managers and providing honorariums to 

accepted authors and reviewers. This approach once embodied the true essence of 

community-led academic publishing in the country. 
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Moving to the Era of Rankings 

The movement towards university rankings in Indonesia began in the early 2000s when 

the Ministry of Education introduced the concept of world university rankings. Notable 

rankings include Webometrics, Times Higher Education (THE), QS World University 

Rankings, and the Academic Ranking of World Universities (ARWU). These rankings 

gradually became the standard for evaluating and ranking universities in Indonesia 

(Tennant 2020; Irawan et al. 2021; Kusumawati, Nurhaeni, and Nugroho 2020). The 

introduction of these rankings was particularly embraced by the newly autonomous 

universities—state-owned/public institutions that had recently been granted more control 

over managing their own funding. These institutions were most enthusiastic about using 

global ranking criteria to enhance their campuses' reputations. 

In this era, the Scopus database was introduced as a reputable academic resource, becoming 

a key criterion for journal prestige and the papers within them. Indonesian journals were 

evaluated for their quality and reputation based on their inclusion in the Scopus database. 

Then, gradually, the Web of Science (WoS) database was introduced as an even more 

reputable scientific database than Scopus (Dirjen Dikti 2019; Pemerintah Indonesia 

2024a). 

Slowly but surely, the ministry has included that criterion into its pool of criteria, creating 

scores of Indonesian journals and ranking them with the SINTA platform. And then finally 

the status of each journal is determined by factors such as their indexing in Scopus and/or 

WoS, citation scores based on the Scimago list and Journal Impact Factor, and eventually 

the nationalities of the personnel managing the journal (Dirjen Dikti 2019; Pemerintah 

Indonesia 2024a). Yes, we measure all. 
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The Open Access Crown and The Direct Impacts 

The Open Access Crown 

Indonesia is one of the top producers of open-access documents and adopted the open-access 

initiative early. But despite this good start, open access in Indonesia is unlikely to progress 

soon due to rules from the Ministry of Education and Culture through DIKTI (Pemerintah 

Indonesia 2024b). These rules mainly want research in scientific journals to be open access 

by the public. 

 

Figure 1 Illustration of the troubled ship of Open Access Indonesia. 

However, "open access journal" mainly means those from big publishers with high fees. 

With limited research funding (in range of IDR 50.000.000,00 to IDR 150.000.000,00), 

which is often less than the fee itself, DIKTI’s rule forces researchers to usually pay out of 

their own pockets or get other funding to publish in these journals (Sudrajat, Iskandar, and 

Makarim 2024). 
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The Wrong Motivations 

With the expensive article processing charge (APC), why are Indonesian researchers still 

targeting reputable publishers to publish their research? Why are they not using many OA 

journals with low or no APC listed in the Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ)? The 

answer is simple: those DOAJ journals mostly do not meet DIKTI's criteria for reputable 

journals. So, it’s a kind of vicious circle, and the life and career of academics must go on. 

Staff promotions are another reason why Indonesian academics still aim for these fancy and 

expensive journals, ironically with predatory journals lurking in every corner.  

It appears that this phenomenon is not confined to Indonesia alone; rather, it occurs globally. 

Researchers and academics in many countries face similar challenges when it comes to the 

pressure of publishing in high-impact, expensive journals. This widespread phenomenon 

often leads to a compromise in academic integrity and the quality of research, as individuals 

prioritize meeting institutional demands and advancing their careers over producing 

genuinely impactful work (Frey and Rost 2010; Bonn and Pinxten 2019; Zhaksylyk et al. 

2023). 

This situation threatens academic honesty. When researchers need to publish in expensive 

journals to meet job requirements and advance their careers, they might focus on quantity 

over quality. This pressure can lead to unethical actions, like submitting to predatory 

journals that lack proper review and standards. These journals exploit the need for quick 

publication and can spread low-quality or fake research (Besançon et al. 2022; Mahajan and 

Mali 2021). 

Moreover, focusing on prestigious journals can distract from the main goal of research, 

which is to add valuable knowledge to the field. Researchers might cut corners, manipulate 

data, or skip thorough studies just to meet deadlines and requirements. This harms the 

credibility of the academic community and can reduce public trust in scientific research. 

Several cases have come to light (Irawan et al. 2024; Cabanac, Labbé, and Magazinov 

2022; Tennant et al. 2017). 
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The Distorted Universities’ Policies 

Regulations at both national and university levels are increasingly using derivative 

indicators based on those employed by most global university rankings or frankly speaking 

distorted by global rankings (Baker 2020; Frey and Rost 2010). This is evident across the 

three major areas known as Tridharma, encompassing education, research, and community 

outreach. The focus of these regulations is to produce mainstream products, with an 

emphasis on articles published in high-impact journals, thereby perpetuating the dominance 

of traditional ranking metrics. 

 

Figure 2 Illustration of the distortions caused by world university rankings. 

The current situation and focus on traditional ranking metrics have skewed policies and 

budgets towards high-cost open access publishing, as promoted by major Western 

publishers. This could potentially lead to a distortion of the open access initiative, steering 

it away from its original goal of making research accessible and affordable. 

Academic Shortcuts and Misconducts 



 7 

Adding to the problem, many academics are now taking shortcuts because of the current 

situation. They are looking for quick success, often ignoring the importance of honesty in 

their work. This could move us further away from the true goal of open access, harming the 

core of academic research. Keeping honesty in research is very important because it builds 

trust and credibility in the academic community. 

Indonesia needs to improve its academic and research integrity. This means reviewing rules 

to balance traditional rankings and open access. It's important to create an honest, objective, 

and responsible research environment. This helps share knowledge widely while keeping 

research high-quality and trustworthy. 

 

Figure 3 Illustration of the two options taken by academics. 

The Need for a Broader Open Science Approach and The Global 

Context 

Indonesia's current approach to open science is very limited. It’s proportionally like the size 

of the Sun's Hot Spot compared to the size of the Sun. It focuses only on open access and 

does so for the wrong reasons. To fully embrace open science, Indonesia needs to go beyond 

open access and adopt fair and inclusive principles. Nevertheless, even the tiniest Sun spot 

can interfere with the Earth's climate. 
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Programs like Open Science Indonesia, the RINarxiv Preprint Service, and mandatory 

research depositories by BRIN and BINUS should not only be maintained but also expanded 

and actively promoted. This will make research findings more accessible, encourage 

collaboration among researchers, and drive innovation. These steps are essential for making 

scientific knowledge available to everyone and spreading important discoveries. 

The choice by Utrecht University, Zurich University, and three top Chinese universities to 

leave international university rankings could boost the movement for responsible metrics 

started by the Leiden Manifesto and SFDORA (Brent 2024; UZH Communications 2024; 

Sharma 2022; Admin DORA 2024; Admin 2024a). It might shift the focus from rankings 

to a broader view of universities' roles, including teaching, societal impact, and open science. 

This could lead other universities to rethink their participation in rankings and align with 

responsible metrics principles. 

Other Asian countries are in varied positions when dealing with open access national 

policies. Countries like Malaysia (Malaysia Open Science Platform), India (Science, 

Technology, and Innovation Policy 2020/STIP2020), and Bangladesh (Open Government 

Data Strategy) have made significant strides in promoting open access through 

governmental and institutional support (Admin Akademia Sains Malaysia 2024b; Admin 

STIP 2020; Admin OGDS 2017). However, they, too, face challenges similar to Indonesia, 

such as the dominance of traditional ranking metrics and high publication costs. On the 

other hand, countries like Pakistan (Pakistani Research Repository) and Nepal (Nepal 

Central Open Access Repository) are still in the early stages of adopting open access policies 

and need substantial support and resources to build a sustainable open access environment 

(Sheikh 2020; Admin EIFL 2024). 

That is why we, as fellow citizens of the Global South, need to work together to build a 

more relevant global context than just becoming a World-Class University to step away 

from the "black hole" that slowly absorbs all academic resources for a false reputation. 
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Future Outlook 

Therefore, if asked if the Open Access movement still exists in Indonesia, the answer is yes, 

it is still present. However, if asked about its potential progress given the current situation, 

the answer would be no. It is crucial for international organizations to help build confidence 

in Indonesia and other "Global South" nations. These nations may have fewer resources, 

but it is essential that they maintain academic and research integrity and assert their value 

without relying on biased indicators to be labeled as world-class universities. 

We need to focus on creating a global academic environment that values genuine 

contributions to knowledge rather than just chasing high rankings. By collaborating, we 

can share resources, ideas, and support to make our research more impactful and accessible 

without relying on expensive and often exclusive publishing platforms. Building a network 

of open-access journals within the Global South can help us publish and share our research 

more freely, creating a more inclusive and fair academic community. 

Instead of spending money on high-cost journals to achieve "world-class" status, we should 

invest in our own institutions, improving the quality and accessibility of our research. This 

means supporting local journals, providing fair compensation to researchers and reviewers, 

and ensuring that our academic policies prioritize integrity and genuine scientific 

advancement over rankings. 

To protect and restore academic honesty, Indonesian institutions need to rethink their 

criteria for reputable journals. They should focus on the overall impact and quality of 

research, not just the journal's prestige. Promoting transparent, ethical research practices 

and supporting open-access initiatives that don't charge high fees can help create a more 

honest and reliable academic environment. 

By working together and focusing on the true goals of open science, we can create a 

stronger, more inclusive academic community that benefits everyone. This will help us avoid 
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the pitfalls of relying too much on biased ranking systems and allow us to build a reputation 

based on the real value and impact of our research. 
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