
Dr. Hayder A. Dhahad <Hayder.A.Dhahad@uotechnology.edu.iq> 
Sun, Oct 5, 2025 at 3:54 

AM 
To: Frederik Joelving <frederik@retractionwatch.com> 

Dear Mr. Fred, 

Thank you very much for your follow-up and for your commitment to research integrity, 

which is also one of our primary goals in the Ministry of Higher Education and Scientific 

Research in Iraq. 

First, allow me to note that the paper you selected is, in fact, an excellent example of the 

unfair and illogical retraction of scientific work. This case illustrates how decisions can 

sometimes be made on grounds that are not scientifically justified, and it is important to 

clarify the facts. 

Regarding the retracted paper entitled “Air cooled lithium-ion battery with cylindrical cell 

in phase change material filled cavity of different shapes” (Journal of Energy Storage, 

2022), I would like to provide the following clarifications: 

1. Regarding citations (references 55–59 and 60–64) 

The retraction notice referred to “seemingly irrelevant citations.” However, these references 

were included in Section 3: Numerical Method, Validation, and Grid Independence, 

where we specifically discussed the use of finite element methods and numerical modeling. 

References 55–59 and 60–64 are well-established works in numerical and computational 

methods that form the foundation of applied engineering simulations. Their inclusion is both 

logical and necessary, as they provide the theoretical framework, mathematical justification, 

and validation approaches for the numerical simulations applied in our study. 

To elaborate, please find the comparison below: 

Ref (55–59) 

Ref Core topic Link to our paper 

[55] F. Wang 

et al. 

(Fractals, 

2022) 

Time-fractional Fisher 

equations using numerical 

solvers for chemical-kinetics 

waves. 

Demonstrates the use of numerical 

discretization and fractional differential 

equations, directly supporting our section 

that explains the finite element method 

(FEM) applied to transient heat and mass 

transfer. 

[56] T-H. 

Zhao et al. 

(2021) 

Application of fuzzy-based 

computational strategies to 

epidemic modeling. 

Illustrates multi-variable numerical 

approximation and stability analysis, 

analogous to our FEM treatment of 

coupled airflow–PCM equations. 

[57] A. Ejaz 

et al. (2021) 

Concentrated photovoltaics: 

numerical and ANN-assisted 

modeling of light harvesters. 

Provides precedent for hybrid numerical–

computational models in energy systems, 

aligning with our hybrid PCM–air cooling 

simulation. 

[58] Y-M. 

Chu et al. 

(2022) 

Analytical/numerical study of 

non-Newtonian nanofluid heat 

transfer. 

Strongly supports our nanoparticle-

enhanced PCM model by showing 

comparable radiative and convective heat-

transfer equations. 



[59] T-H. 

Zhao et al. 

(2021) 

ANN modeling for entropy 

generation in non-Newtonian 

fluid flow. 

Validates our use of computational solvers 

for entropy and thermal behavior inside 

viscous domains, conceptually identical to 

our flow and temperature field coupling. 

Ref (60–64) 

Ref Core topic Link to our paper 

[60] Y-Q. Song et al. 

(2015) 

Mathematical 

optimization of mean 

functions via power-

mean inequalities. 

Shows the approximation and 

convergence principles fundamental to 

FEM weighting and interpolation 

functions. 

[61] J. Liu et al. 

(Appl. Math. 

Model., 2018) 

Adaptive mesh and 

numerical stability 

analysis. 

Reinforces our grid-independence 

validation (Table 2) and error-

convergence reasoning. 

[62] H. Zhao et al. 

(Int. J. Heat Mass 

Transf., 2019) 

Finite-element heat-

transfer model for phase-

change problems. 

Directly parallels our PCM melting 

simulation under transient airflow. 

[63] M. Afrand et 

al. (Physica E, 2016) 

Heat-transfer 

enhancement in micro-

channels using 

nanofluids. 

Supports the thermal-conductivity 

modification by nanoparticles (Eq. 17–

19). 

[64] A.H. 

Pordanjani et al. 

(Energy Convers. 

Manag., 2019) 

Review of nanofluid use 

in heat exchangers and 

PCM systems. 

Provides a benchmark review 

confirming that nanoparticle-infused 

PCMs improve thermal management 

efficiency—the conceptual backbone of 

our study. 

  

The block of references [55–64] is not “padding” but a coherent literature chain: 

• [55–59] justify the numerical-solution methodology, 

• [60–64] substantiate the mathematical accuracy and physical modeling choices 

(PCM, nanofluids, grid validation). 

Together they contextualize the statement in Section 3 that “the use of numerical methods 

is common among researchers in various fields”, a standard academic framing rather than 

an irrelevant citation cluster. 

 I personally request, as an investigative journalist, that you send this paper, and 
particularly this section, to at least ten well-recognized and independent experts in the 
field to obtain their professional opinion on whether these citations are appropriate in 
context. I am fully prepared to take responsibility if their judgment contradicts mine. 

For this reason, I strongly affirm that the retraction was not based on scientific grounds but 

rather on non-scientific reasons. Until now, we have not been given any clear explanation. 

It is also important to emphasize that the paper underwent a rigorous peer-review process, 



as shown in the attached reviewers’ email below, and no objections were raised regarding 

this section or these citations during the evaluation. 

  2. Research integrity 

As a Deputy Minister for Scientific Research in Iraq, I want to highlight that we are fully 

aware of challenges in global publishing, including predatory journals, hijacked journals, 

and unjustified retractions. For this reason, the Ministry has taken strong measures since 

2023, including: 

• Establishing an official platform on the Ministry’s website listing predatory and 

hijacked journals (https://jor.rdd.edu.iq/dis.php), ensuring that no research published 

in these outlets is considered for promotion or evaluation. 

• Issuing ministerial decisions that impose strict administrative penalties for violations 

of publishing ethics, including suspension from teaching and supervising 

postgraduate studies, and even dismissal from academic positions in severe cases. 

• Conducting extensive training workshops on research integrity and publication ethics 

for Iraqi researchers since 2022, which are ongoing to this day. 

These measures have already shown clear positive results: the number of low-quality or 

unethical publications from Iraq has significantly declined, while the quality of publications 

has improved. A recent example is the decision of the Ministry of Higher Education to 

dismiss a faculty member at the University of Babylon 

(https://retractionwatch.com/2025/09/19/exclusive-iraq-physicist-oday-al-owaedi-fired-

ministry-publishing-scam/) for serious violations of publishing ethics; this demonstrates our 

firm commitment to upholding integrity. 

3. Shift toward quality-based research 

Furthermore, after 2024, our national research policy shifted decisively from “quantity” to 

“quality,” and we revised promotion regulations to only recognize publications in Q1 

journals—a reform that significantly raised standards but also triggered backlash from 

certain groups who benefited from commercial journals. These reforms explain, in part, the 

targeted campaigns against me and the Ministry. 

Due to our continuous national efforts to enhance research quality and enforce publication 

ethics, as mentioned earlier, we have been subjected to a deliberate campaign against us 

since 2023, following the launch of the Ministry’s platform for predatory journals, the reform 

of the academic promotion regulations, and the replacement of several university leadership 

positions with individuals known for their integrity. 

In conclusion, I respectfully emphasize again that the retraction of this paper was neither 

scientifically justified nor procedurally fair. I am transparent and open to any independent 

expert review. At the same time, I hope that your forthcoming article will also reflect the 

serious and ongoing efforts of the Ministry of Higher Education in Iraq to safeguard 

publishing ethics and improve research quality. 

I am also attaching some important official letters that demonstrate our efforts in combating 

paper mills and other unethical publishing practices. 

Thank you again for your attention to these matters. 

https://jor.rdd.edu.iq/dis.php
https://retractionwatch.com/2025/09/19/exclusive-iraq-physicist-oday-al-owaedi-fired-ministry-publishing-scam/
https://retractionwatch.com/2025/09/19/exclusive-iraq-physicist-oday-al-owaedi-fired-ministry-publishing-scam/


Sincerely, 

 

Prof. Dr. Hayder A. Dhahad 

Deputy Minister for Scientific Research Affairs 

Ministry of Higher Education and Scientific Research, Iraq 

 

Journal of Energy Storage <em@editorialmanager.com> 
 

Mon, Jan 31, 
2022, 12:04 AM 

 

to Hayder 

 
 

 

Manuscript Number: EST-D-22-00047    
 
Air cooled lithium-ion battery with cylindrical cell in phase change material filled 
cavity of different shapes 
 
Dear Dr A. Dhahad, 
 
Thank you for submitting your manuscript to Journal of Energy Storage. 
 
I have completed my evaluation of your manuscript. The reviewers recommend 
reconsideration of your manuscript following major revision. I invite you to resubmit 
your manuscript after addressing the comments below. Please resubmit your 
revised manuscript by Mar 01 2022 11:59PM. 
 
When revising your manuscript, please consider all issues mentioned in the 
reviewers' comments carefully: please outline every change made in response to 
their comments and provide suitable rebuttals for any comments not addressed. 
Please note that your revised submission may need to be re-reviewed.  
 
To submit your revised manuscript, please log in as an author 
at https://www.editorialmanager.com/est/, and navigate to the "Submissions 
Needing Revision" folder.   
 
Journal of Energy Storage values your contribution and I look forward to receiving 
your revised manuscript. 
 
Kind regards,      
Dirk Uwe Sauer    
Editor-in-Chief   
 
Journal of Energy Storage 
 
Editor and Reviewer comments: 
 
 
 
Reviewer #1: The current work investigates different geometries for battery cooling 

mailto:em@editorialmanager.com
https://www.editorialmanager.com/est/


having PCMs, numerically. The authors tried to make the study clear and helpful, 
but it mainly requires modifications and without them cannot be published. The 
manuscript is well-structured and easy to follow for readers. 
-       Change the tense of the abstract sentences to present. 
-       The literature review is poor in terms of having a quantitative comparison 
among the works. The related and earlier works have not been specified and 
addressed. 
-       The literature review cannot explain the importance and novelty of the 
present study. 
-       Address the closest works to your study. 
-       Eqs. 9,11-12, 22 require reference(s). 
-       It is not important to say FEM steps. 
-       Describe the time step and CFL number. 
-       Just beneath Fig. 6, it is presented that "The effects of the mesh type and 
number on the..". However, Table 2 did not specify the mesh type. What are the 
"Max" and "Min" in this table? What is the size of various meshes handled? 
-       What about the meshes quality? 
-       Did the author use a special commercial package? Say it. 
-       Describe the disparity values in Fig. 4 and its sources. 
-       Do the authors think that the 2D model is sufficient to find out a 3D model 
that probably included the effects of natural convection? 
-       For what times is Fig. 7 presented? 
-       geometrical scales, the thermophysical properties of the fluid, PCM, and solid 
materials (if included in the simulation) have not been described. 
-       Clearly specify the boundary conditions. 
-       In fig. 7 and the other figures, avoid abbreviations, such as Tir instead of 
Triangles. 
-       The quality of figures 12-14 is low. 
-       Why the authors did not investigate the cost of the introduced geometries by 
evaluating pressure loss or friction factor. A definition of efficiency can be so 
beneficial. This is the way one geometry can be nominated for future use.  
 
 
 
Reviewer #2: In this paper, entitled A Thermal Management System for an Air-
cooled Li-ion Battery with a Cylindrical Cell in PCM-filled Chambers of Different 
Shapes, the effect of PCM-containing chamber shape on battery thermal 
management is investigated. The article has a good structure and is innovative. 
However, in order to improve the quality of the article, it is necessary to make 
some changes in it, some of which are mentioned below. 
1- The abstract should include the important results of the article. Avoid bringing 
all the results in this section and only mention the important results. 
2- The introduction has a good structure, however, it can be improved by using 
newer references as well as related to the battery field. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2016.07.013 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2017.11.125 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2017.11.008 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2017.09.021 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2020.113235 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2016.07.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2017.11.125
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2017.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2017.09.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2020.113235


 
3- The innovation of the article should be clearly stated at the end of the 
introduction. The innovation of the article is not well expressed. 
4. Explain more about phase change material. Is it organic or inorganic? 
5. Why did you use nanoparticles in the phase change material? Explain more in 
this case. 
6- If all the phase change material melts, does the air still have the ability to heat 
control the battery? Have you considered this challenge? 
7- Why did you use two validations of the same form for the article? Was it 
necessary to add a second validation? It is better to remove the second validation 
or replace it with another article. 
8. Explain more about the changes in Figures 11 and 12. Explain more about 
physical phenomena in particular. 
9- Conclusion also needs to be reviewed and corrected. Try to use more numerical 
data in this section. 
10- Finally, it is necessary to review the article in terms of editing and language 
and improve its quality. 
 
 
Reviewer #3: The article is well written. But there are editorial and writing flaws in 
the text that need to be corrected. On the other hand, in some parts, the 
explanations have not been clear and need to be corrected. 
Avoid giving abbreviations in the abstract. 
In the introduction, the references that are listed in batches should be modified 
and newer references should be used in them. 
What is the innovation of this issue? Please highlight it in the article and explain it. 
Figure 1 shows the numerical values and dimensions. 
Check the numbers of shapes and equations. 
There are drawbacks to some equations that need to be corrected. 
Subtitles are not entered correctly. All of them should be corrected in the form and 
in the original text. 
Make a 4% error on the chart or refer to the maximum calculation error. 
Figure 6 deals with the division of the figure. 
In the conclusion section, increase and decrease are used. It is suggested to show 
this with numerical values. 
Which shapes and compartments were appropriate? Due to the fact that in this 
research, the shape of the chambers has been examined, so this issue was not 
clear to the reader, so it is suggested that this issue be presented correctly in the 
conclusion section. 
 
 
 
 
***** 
Data in Brief (optional): 
We invite you to convert your supplementary data (or a part of it) into an additional 
journal publication in Data in Brief, a multi-disciplinary open access journal. Data in 
Brief articles are a fantastic way to describe supplementary data and associated 
metadata, or full raw datasets deposited in an external repository, which are 



otherwise unnoticed. A Data in Brief article (which will be reviewed, formatted, 
indexed, and given a DOI) will make your data easier to find, reproduce, and cite. 
 
You can submit to Data in Brief when you upload your revised manuscript. To do 
so, complete the template and follow the co-submission instructions found 
here: www.elsevier.com/dib-template. If your manuscript is accepted, your Data in 
Brief submission will automatically be transferred to Data in Brief for editorial 
review and publication. 
 
Please note: an open access Article Publication Charge (APC) is payable by the 
author or research funder to cover the costs associated with publication in Data in 
Brief and ensure your data article is immediately and permanently free to access 
by all. For the current APC see: www.elsevier.com/journals/data-in-brief/2352-
3409/open-access-journal 
 
Please contact the Data in Brief editorial office at dib-me@elsevier.com or visit the 
Data in Brief homepage (www.journals.elsevier.com/data-in-brief/) if you have 
questions or need further information. 
 

 

http://www.elsevier.com/dib-template
http://www.elsevier.com/journals/data-in-brief/2352-3409/open-access-journal
http://www.elsevier.com/journals/data-in-brief/2352-3409/open-access-journal
mailto:dib-me@elsevier.com
http://www.journals.elsevier.com/data-in-brief/


 

 



 

 



 



 

 



 
 

 

 


