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Questions 

• What is the roles of editor in Chief in a Journal 

• What is the roles of Chairman?

• Is it possible to make some corrections after publication of a scientific paper?

• Which role do get the highest score in conducting a research work?

• Which role do get the highest score in a published paper?

• When is article withdrawal done?

• Can we submit a paper that has been already presented in a Conference?

• Can results already presented at meetings as abstracts or posters, be reproduced as original data in a published article?

• What is Salami publication?
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• What is the acceptable similarity percentage for scientific writing?

• How can we use our words in our previous published papers?

• How can we use a picture or something else from a published paper 

or even our published paper? 

• Can we use Cat GBT for writing a manuscript? 
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Every publisher has its own ethical principles 
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https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/65388
5/Ethics-in-research-and-publication-brochure.pdf
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آشنایی با سامانه اخلاق در پژوهش های زیست پزشکی 
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https://ethics.research.ac.ir/

سامانه اخلاق در پژهش های زیست پزشکی•

•
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کمیته های اخلاق و لیست طرح های مصوب دارای کد اخلاق
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، امکان مرتب کردن بر اساس کد*
عنوان و نام پژوهشگران وجود 

.ندارد

ا سرچ بر اساس عنوان ی
نام پژوهشگر



جست و جو بر اساس نام پژوهشگر، عنوان و یا شناسه مصوبات
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آیین نامه ها
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ابل دریافت رسیدگی به تخلفات پژوهشی طبق یک کاربست از پیشن تعیین شده ق
.روی سایت سامانه ملی اخلاق در پژوهش های زیست پزشکی انجام می شود
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ایر در صورت مطابق نبودن مورد شکایت با بند های کاربرگ می توان از گزینه س
.  استفاده کرد و توضیحات مربوطه را ارائه نمود
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سامانه ملی اخلاق در پژوهش های زیست پزشکی

2518ژانويه 29

موردی توصیف 20چک لیست 
ر کننده حدلقل اطلاعات مورد نیاز د

گزارش نتایج کار با حیوانات 



انجام شده برهای پژوهشبرای گزارش ARRIVEدستورالعمل 
حیوان

Animals in Research: Reporting In Vivo Experiments

 دستورالعملARRIVE ازمایشگاهیعلوم زیستی است که از حیوانات پژوهش های از حیطه های اعمال به هر قابل

.استفاده میکند

 رساندمیبهبود گزارشدهی خروجی پژوهش چاپ شده را به حداکثر.

 دستورالعملARRIVE  است در لازم مورد است که توصیف کنندهی حداقل اطالعاتی است که 20شامل چِکلیستی از

.گرددعلمی که پژوهشهای انجام شده بر روی حیوانات را گزارش میکنند، ارائه همه ی مقالات 

یکی، زمینه ی ژنتگونه، سویه، جنس و شامل : شدهخاص حیوانات استفاده و ویژگی های تعداد : این اطالعات عبارتند از

جزئیات شامل آزمایش، آزمونهای آماری و روشهای تحلیل نگهداری حیوانات، روش های جزئیات مربوط به پرورش و 

کورسازیمانند تصادفی سازی و کاهش تورش روشهای به کار رفته برای 
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What are research misconducts?
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What are research misconducts?

(a) Fabrication - making up data or results and recording or reporting them.

(b) Falsification - manipulating research materials, or changing or omitting
data or results such that the research is not accurately represented in the
research record.

(c) Plagiarism - the appropriation of another person's ideas, processes,
results, or words without giving appropriate credit.

Research misconduct does not include honest error or differences of
opinion.
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Plagiarism

Plagiarism means using someone else’s words or ideas without 

properly crediting the original author. Sometimes plagiarism involves 

deliberately stealing someone’s work, but often it happens accidentally, 

through carelessness or forgetfulness.
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https://www.nature.com/articles/nature.2016.20916
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https://www.nature.com/articles/nature.2016.20916
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Nature reports

• According to recent analysis conducted by Nature, the number of 
retractions issued in 2023 has surpassed previous annual records, with the 
worse offenders being from large research-publishing nations such as Saudi 
Arabia, Pakistan, Russia, and China. These countries have had the highest 
retraction rates over the last two decades.

• The publisher Hindawi, a London-based subsidiary of Wiley, has been 
responsible for most of the retractions to date. This year, the publisher has 
retracted over 8,000 articles due to what it believes are compromises to 
the peer-review process. This investigation was prompted by internal 
editors and research-integrity investigators who raised concerns about 
irrelevant references in thousands of papers, as well as incoherent text.

2526ژانويه 29

https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-023-03974-8
https://www.iflscience.com/dozens-scientific-papers-withdrawn-probably-more-come-27713


A rise in fraudulent efforts

• The big issue, according to Richard Van Noorden of Nature, is “Retractions 
are rising at a rate that outstrips the growth of scientific papers.”

• To investigate this, Nature combined the number of retractions collated by 
the media organization Retraction Watch with another 5,000 retractions 
from Hindawi and other publishers, with the help of 
the Dimensions database.

• “Nature’s analysis suggests that the retraction rate – the proportion of 
papers published in any given year that go on to be retracted – has more 
than trebled in the past decade. In 2022, it exceeded 0.2 [percent].”

• Among the countries that have had the highest numbers of retractions 
(more than 100,000 in the last 20 years), Saudi Arabia is the highest scoring 
with “30 per 10,000 articles” being retracted (excluding retractions based 
on conference papers).

2527ژانويه 29

https://www.dimensions.ai/


The reasons of recent retraction: 
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• Indeed, it is clear that editors are perceived ambivalently in the discourse on fake reviews.

• Recall that COPE specifically highlights the responsibility of editors for failures in their peer 
review processes, placing considerable onus on editors to identify and deal with fake reviews, as 
their 

• “How to recognize potential manipulation of the peer review process” infographic and their “Peer 
review manipulation suspected during the peer review process” algorithm (COPE 2019) attest. 

• Publishers themselves are almost entirely absent from COPE discussions of peer review 
manipulation.

• This contrasts with their hyper-visibility on Retraction Watch as defenders of scholarly integrity. In 
effect, the fake review discourse allows publishers to simultaneously disavow responsibility for 
the problem, while demonstrating the steps they are taking to police it. 

• Thus, in a landscape where journals are vying for credibility in the face of widespread concerns 
about prestige and quality, signifiers of credibility translate into improved revenues for publishers. 
Swift action in the face of fake reviews thereby serves a useful marketing function.

2529ژانويه 29
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Our published papers may be again reviewed by reader 
after publication: 

• In this conditions, the reader could leave their comments in two 

formal (as letter to editor article) and non- formal (as a comment) on 

the published paper. 
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Pubpeer
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In pubpeer a reader has identified a 
duplication of a figure 
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What is the tool to detect image manipulation?

• Image integrity proofing software Proof ig AI, for example, uses 

computer vision and AI to scan a manuscript and compare images in 

minutes, flagging any potential issues. Forensic editors can then 

investigate further, using the tool to find instances of cut and paste, 

deletions, or other forms of manipulation
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A free online tool for identifying image/figure 
manipulations   
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Image error level analysis is a technique that can help to identify manipulations to
compressed (JPEG) images by detecting the distribution of error introduced after
resaving the image at a specific compression rate.
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COPE position statement

• The use of artificial intelligence (AI) tools such as ChatGPT or Large Language 
Models in research publications is expanding rapidly. COPE joins organisations, 
such as WAME and the JAMA Network among others, to state that AI tools 
cannot be listed as an author of a paper.

• AI tools cannot meet the requirements for authorship as they cannot take 
responsibility for the submitted work. As non-legal entities, they cannot assert 
the presence or absence of conflicts of interest nor manage copyright and license 
agreements.

• Authors who use AI tools in the writing of a manuscript, production of images or 
graphical elements of the paper, or in the collection and analysis of data, must be 
transparent in disclosing in the Materials and Methods (or similar section) of 
the paper how the AI tool was used and which tool was used. Authors are fully 
responsible for the content of their manuscript, even those parts produced by an 
AI tool, and are thus liable for any breach of publication ethics.

2542ژانويه 29
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How can we detect the role of AI in writing a 
manuscript 

2543ژانويه 29



2544ژانويه 29



How to avoid plagiarism

When you write an academic paper, you build upon the work of others 
and use various sources for information and evidence.

To avoid plagiarism, you need to correctly incorporate these sources 
into your text.
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Follow these four steps to ensure your paper is free 
from plagiarism:

• Keep track of the sources you consult in your research.

• Paraphrase or quote from your sources (and add your own ideas).

• Credit the original author in an in-text citation and reference list.

• Use a plagiarism checker before you submit.
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Step 1: Keep track of your sources

• While you’re doing research and taking notes for your paper, make 
sure to record the source of each piece of information.

• One way that students commit plagiarism is by simply forgetting 
where an idea came from and unintentionally presenting it as their 
own.

• You can easily avoid this pitfall by keeping your notes organized and 
compiling a list of citations as you go. Keep track of every source you 
consult—that includes not only books and journal articles, but also 
things like websites, magazine articles, and videos.

• Then you can easily go back and check where you found a phrase, 
fact, or idea that you want to use in your paper.

2547ژانويه 29
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An example of incorrect citation in my article
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Step 2: Direct quotation, paraphrasing & 
referencing

• Quoting means copying a piece of text word-for-word. The copied 
text must be introduced in your own words, enclosed in quotation 
marks, and correctly attributed to the original author:

• For example: 

According to Cronon, the concept of wilderness is a cultural 
invention: “Far from being the one place on earth that stands apart 
from humanity, it is quite profoundly a human creation—indeed, 
the creation of very particular human cultures at very particular 
moments in human history” (1995, p. 69).
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Direct and Indirect Quotation 

• As we know there are two ways of incorporating other people’s ideas. 

The first is direct quotation (as we had an example in the previous 

slide).

• Indirect quotation or paraphrasing is the second way to incorporate 

what another author has said into your own text. This is known as 

indirect quotation or paraphrasing. 
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Paraphrasing

• For example:

• We are going to paraphrase the following result:

• The original sentence in conclusion of published paper:

• “Even at an exposure concentration lower than 3.25 mg/m3, benzene
exposure has genotoxicity.”

• Paraphrased from: In a similar study, it was found that exposure to
benzene even at low concentration (>3.25 mg/m3) has genotoxicity
effects.
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Can you paraphrase the highlighted sentence?

• Conclusion

Coronavirus can sustain for a long time on various surfaces which is a
major reason for its transmission. This virus can contaminate on
different metal surfaces and stay on them from hours to days, with a
maximum span on plastic and stainless and least on the copper surface.
The alcohol-based disinfectants can significantly reduce the survival
and decay time of the virus. The two important coronaviruses (SARS-
CoV-2 and SARS-CoV-1) have significant sustaining time on different
metal surfaces, and their behaviours is almost similar on various
metal surfaces and in aerosols.
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• The two important coronaviruses (SARS-CoV-2 and SARS-CoV-1) have
significant sustaining time on different metal surfaces, and their
behaviours is almost similar on various metal surfaces and in aerosols.

• Paraphrased from

• SARS-CoV-1 and SARS-CoV-2 as two major types of coronaviruses  
have a high sustaining time on various metal surfaces and in aerosols.
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Paraphrasing vs. quoting

• In general, paraphrasing is better than quoting, especially for longer

passages. It shows that you have fully understood the meaning of the

original text, and ensures that your own voice is dominant in your

paper.
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Quotes are appropriate when:

You are using an exact definition introduced by the original author

It is impossible for you to rephrase the original text without losing its 

meaning

You want to maintain the authority and style of the author’s words
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Step 3: Cite the original source

Every time you quote or paraphrase, you must include an in-text 

citation (or footnote citation) that identifies the original author. It 

often also includes the publication year and a page number.

2556ژانويه 29

https://www.scribbr.com/citing-sources/in-text-citation-styles/
https://www.scribbr.com/citing-sources/what-are-footnotes-and-endnotes/


Step 4: Use a plagiarism checker

Most universities use plagiarism checkers to detect plagiarism in 

student papers. This technology scans your document, compares it to 

a huge database of publications and websites, and highlights passages 

that are overly similar to other texts.
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Committee on Publication Ethics

2558ژانويه 29

 COPE (Committee on Publication Ethics) is committed to educating and supporting 
editors, publishers and those involved in publication ethics
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Guidance in COPE
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What are the consequences of scientific misconduct?
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Article withdrawal
 Only used for Articles in Press which represent early versions of articles.

 Articles in Press (articles that have been accepted for publication but which
have not been formally published and will not yet have the complete
volume/issue/page information)

 Occasionally, but less frequently, the articles may represent infringements
of professional ethical codes, such as multiple submission, bogus claims of
authorship, plagiarism, fraudulent use of data or the like.

 Withdrawn means that the article content (HTML and PDF) is removed and
replaced with a HTML page and PDF simply stating that the article has
been withdrawn according to the Elsevier Policy on Article in Press
Withdrawal with a link to the current policy document.
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Article retraction
Infringements of professional ethical codes, such as multiple submission, 

bogus claims of authorship, plagiarism, fraudulent use of data or the like. 
Occasionally a retraction will be used to correct errors in submission or 

publication. 
• A retraction note titled “Retraction: [article title]” signed by the authors 

and/or the editor is published in the paginated part of a subsequent issue 
of the journal and listed in the contents list.

• In the electronic version, a link is made to the original article.
• The online article is preceded by a screen containing the retraction note. It 

is to this screen that the link resolves; the reader can then proceed to the 
article itself.

• The original article is retained unchanged save for a watermark on the .pdf 
indicating on each page that it is “retracted.”

• The HTML version of the document is removed.
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Retracted paper in PubMed 
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An example of highly cited retracted paper
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Crossrefمعرفی پایگاه اطلاعاتی 

غاز نموده پایگاه اطلاعاتی کراس رف با هدف یافتن، ارزیابی، استناد و استفاده مجدد از منابع اطلاعاتی فعالیت خود را آ•
علمی این پایگاه با هدف افزایش ارتباط علمی میان محققان و پژوهشگران اقدام به برچسب گذاری داده های متون. است

ا فراهم می نموده و با انتشار آنها و در اختیار قرار دادن این داده های علمی در اختیار کاربران امکان بازیابی بیشتر متون ر
.آورد

شتر با از مواردی که به وسیله فعالیت این پایگاه ایجاد می شود می توان به افزایش همکاری جامعه علمی و ارتباط بی•
اد یک یکدیگر، تولید، پردازش و انتشار فراداده های علمی به منظور ایجاد ارتباط بین نتایج تحقیقات علمی، ایج

وری زیرساخت علمی مشترک به منظور همراهی با تغییرات و تکامل مداوم آن، آزمایش و تحقیقات مداوم در زمینه فنا
.ودهای موجود و ایجاد و فعال سازی خدمات و ابزارهای علمی به منظور اتصال نتایج تحقیقات علمی می توان اشاره نم

فراداده های موجود در این پایگاه بخشی . کشور جهان بود۱۳۹عضو از ۱۷۷۷۹دارای 20۱۹این پایگاه اطلاعاتی در سال •
ایگاه این پ. به صورت رایگان و بخشی از آن به صورت اشتراکی با پرداخت هزینه در دسترس کاربران قرار می گیرند

.اطلاعاتی یکی از معتبرترین مراجع موجود در زمینه ارائه اطلاعات فراداده ای است
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امل این شرکت در واقع پیوند بین محتواهای سایت های دیگر را تسهیل می نماید و متن ک•
.محتواها را نگه نمی دارد

:برخی خدمات این شرکت•

کراس چک(Cross Check)

کراس مارک(Cross Mark)

Doi
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(Cross Check)کراس چک• :

.  می باشدiThenticateیکی از ابزارهای مهم برای بررسی سرقت ادبی مقالات سرویس •
یک سرویس به نام کراس چک به ناشران ارائه iThenticateشرکت کراس رفرنس از طرف 

 Crossناشران با قرار دادن لوگوی . می دهد که مقالات را از نظر اصالت بررسی می نماید
Check ط آنها، این اعلان به پژوهشگران و نویسندگان می رسانند که مقالات دریافت شده توس

ر بررسی و از نظر سرقت ادبی بررسی می شوند و نویسندگان باید ابتدا مقالات خود را از این نظ
.در صورت نیاز به پارافریز مقاله خود اقدام نمایند
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Doiشناسه• :

دادهاصاختصدیجیتالیمحصولاتبهواستفردبهمنحصرالفباییرشتۀیکشناسهاین•
وارتقامراحلازعمده ایقسمتوساختهفردبهمنحصررامقالاتکدایندرج.می شود

اینهمچنین.می دهدافزایشرانمایه سازیشانسودهداانجامرامجلهاستانداردسازی
.کندفراهممقالاتبرایوب سایتدررابهتریجستجویقابلیتکد

راکدایننیزرفکراسشرکتولیشودمیثبتDOIالمللیبینبنیادتوسطشناسهاین•
.دهدمیارئه

باشدمیمسدودتحریم هاعلتبهایراندرCrossRefخدماتکلیهحاضرحالدر•
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ی کراس مارک لوگویی است که از طرف شرکت کراس رفرنس به مجلات واجد شرایط اعطا م•
عیت شود و در کنار نام مقالات قرار داده می شود تا پژوهشگر بتواند با کلیک بر روی آن وض

عمال توانیم از آخرین تغییرات ابا استفاده از کراس مارک می . فعلی مقاله را مشاهده کند
اده شده بر روی مقالات مطلع شد و همواره از نسخه به روز رسانی شده اسنادی استف

.کرد
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کراس مارک چیست؟کاربرد

وب، مارک به محقق کمک می کند تا بدون دانستن ناشر و یا محل ذخیره یک مقاله درکراس •
دیمی مانع از استفاده محققین از نسخه های قاز آخرین تغییرات محتوایی آن مقاله آگاه شود و 

شد، در با کلیک بر روی لوگوی کراس مارک با دو وضعیت متفاوت روبرو خواهید. مقاله می شود
زیر صورتی که مقاله شما دارای تغییرات بوده و بروز رسانی شده باشد صفحه ای به شکل

به آخرین آدرس اینترنتی ثبت شده در آن می توانیدبرایتان نمایان خواهد شد که با مراجعه به 
.تغییرات مقاله دسترسی پیدا کنید
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Elsevier and other organizations such as COPE (Committee on 
Publication Ethics) have elucidated a series of other possible 

"sanctions", in order of severity, including:

Publication of corrigendum or erratum.

Formal retraction 

Formal removal  (withdrawal) 

Publication of an editorial discussing the matter.

Decision by the editorial board on future submissions by the author 
or author group.

All sanctions should be considered and weighed carefully by the 
editor-in-chief.
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Is there any institution at Elsevier checking the decision/recommendation of the 
editor? What about if the authors object? Is there an independent committee for 

this?
There is a formal checking process for the retraction/removal procedure (see

Elsevier Policy on Article Withdrawal).

It is not unusual for an author or other party to raise an objection to a decision
made by the editor, but the Elsevier policy is to rely on the editor's decision and
to actively support it.

We expect the editor to make an informed and considered view and decision
about what is more likely to be true, and we will then do whatever is required to
implement the editor's recommended sanction or other recommendation.

If there are legalistic dimensions (lawyers involved or threats to bring in lawyers,
etc), we will involve the Elsevier Legal Department.

 There may be instances as well where legal review will be useful (e.g. complex
competing factual narratives), and our lawyers are prepared to assist.
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acceptable similarity percentage

All new submissions to many Elsevier journals are automatically screened using
CrossCheck within the editorial system.

Editors may also choose to run a similarity report at any other point during the
review process or post-publication.

The default similarity report view gives the percentage of the text of the
manuscript which has overlap with one or more published articles. Figures and
equations cannot be checked at present (Please see the next slide).

Note that a high similarity score does not necessarily indicate plagiarized text.

For example, a similarity score of 30% could mean 30% text in common with one
source but could equally mean 1% text in common with 30 different sources.

Re-used text that has been legitimately cited, the Bibliography and Methods
texts may all contribute to the similarity score. The subject knowledge of an
editorial expert is vital in order to interpret the CrossCheck report and determine
whether there is any grounds for concern.
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What is Overall Similarity Index (OSI) ?

The total percentage of similarity between a submission and 
information existing in the CrossCheck/iThenticate databases selected 
as search targets.

What is Single Match Similarity Index (SMSI)?

The percentage of similarity from a single source between the 
iThenticate database and the submitted document.

The overall similarity index (OSI, Q6) is one important indicator of a 
potentially plagiaristic paper; However, the degree of single match 
similarity index (SMSI, Q7) is also significant indicator.
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Acceptable similarity percentage as a question 
in Researchagte

70% of respondents indicated that copied content should be 20% or 
below. 

In social sciences this tolerance was very low, probably because 
materials and methods sections are rare. 

However in life and computer sciences can tolerate the copied 
contents to be high 21%~40% in this section.
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An example of a screening by Crosscheck by 
Elsevier 
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Plagiarism checker can detect the structure 
of similar sentences
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Similarity detection examples
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This software could find the similarity in the 
trend of reported data 
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ابزارهایی هستند که برای تشخیص وجود  دستبردهای علمی در مقالات به کار Plagiarism Checkerنرم افزارهای سرقت ادبی علمی یا 
ت آزاد، این ابزارهای آنلاین برخی به شرط عضو شدن و برخی هم به صور. با جستجو در وب می توانید برخی از آنها را بیابید.می روند

رای شما مشخص یکی ازقویترین سایتهایی که می توانید متون انگلیسی و فارسی را در آن جستجو کنید و ب. قابل دسترسی می باشند
زیر آمده کنند که متن مورد نظر را خود شخص نوشته یا کپی کرده است و یا متن را با دستکاری و جا به جایی کلمات نوشته است، در

.استفاده از این سایت رایگان می باشد. است

.زیر فهرست تعدادی دیگر از سایتهای موجود برای شناسایی سرقت علمی را می توانید مشاهده فرماییددر 

•http://www.plagscan.com/

•http://smallseotools.com/plagiarism-checker/

•http://seoabzar.com/plagiarism-checker

•http://www.anticutandpaste.com/

•http://www.copyscape.com/

•http://www.turnitin.com/

•http://smallseotools.com/

2591ژانويه 29

http://www.plagscan.com/


https://smallseotools.com/plagiarism-
checker/

2592ژانويه 29



Similarity can be a main cause of multiple 
rejection

One of the most important reason for rejecting paper in the editor 
assemsnet stage is related to high similarity percentage . 

 In tis regard, you had better check your papers before considering for 
the submission in the desired journals. 

Most journals check the received manuscript immediately before 
sending to the reviewers. 

While some journals do not regally check the similarity of the 
received manuscripts. 
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Similarity score percentage 

Reference list and material and method sections are not usually 

checked by the Crosscheck (iThenticate). 

There is not a determined similarity score percentage in manuscript

preparation, however, in researchgate some researchers have

mentioned 10-15% as acceptable range.
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Can we use our specific words from previously 
published texts for writing a new manuscript? 
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How can we use our words in our previous 
published papers?

• We are not allowed to use our words in our previous papers for 

writing a new manuscript. 

• It will be identified as plagiarism 

• It must be paraphrased.
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Self-plagiarism?

• Self-plagiarism is commonly described as recycling or reusing one’s 

own specific words from previously published texts.

• In short, self-plagiarism is any attempt to take any of your own 

previously published text, papers, or research results and make it 

appear brand new.
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What about using a picture in our previously 
published paper ?
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In order to use a picture or something else from a 
published paper or even our published paper? 



In order to use a picture or something else from a 
published paper or even our published paper? 
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In order to use a picture or something else from a 
published paper or even our published paper? 



What is Salami publications?
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Redundant publications or salami publications

This means publishing many very similar manuscripts based on the

same experiment. Combining your results into one very robust paper is

more likely to be of interest to a selective journal. Editors are likely to

reject a weak paper that they suspect is a result of salami slicing.
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Is self citation a misconduct? 
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Self citation 

This is perceived as unethical by most of the scientific community.

 However, sometimes, authors may have published a large amount of literature in their niche field 

and the subsequent paper is a continuation of previous papers, making self-citations inevitable.

 However, authors should not introduce concepts outside the scope of the current paper to cite 

one's own work. 

25ژانويه 29
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Many editors talk about banning authors who have been determined to have 
committed plagiarism from publishing in their journals. There are often requests to 

create a "black" list of authors. Is this a possibility?

 Elsevier does not have a corporate view on this matter. 

 On the one hand, we recognize that an important tradition in publishing and science is freedom of 

expression and opposition to censorship. Thus the notion of banning authors is clearly contrary to this 

tradition. 

 On the other hand, we recognize that, after giving a particular author (or group of authors) a number of 

chances (certainly more than one) to learn the rules of proper publication, it would be reasonable for an 

editor to conclude that consideration of further papers from such an author (for some period of time) 

would be likely a waste of their time and resources (and those of the peer review community). 

 Again, we support editors in making such determinations, and expect and hope that they will make such 

determinations reasonably and with deliberate consideration to the relevant facts.
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When an author is banned from publishing in the journal for a given 
period of time, should we automatically ban the entire research group 

involved? It's often hard to assess individual responsibilities…

Again, these editorial decisions should be done with care and with

consideration of the relevant facts. It may well be that the entire

research group was not aware of the acts of one or a small number of

their co-researchers.
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Is retraction done to punish the authors?  

As per the retraction guidelines issued by the Committee on Publication 

Ethics, the purpose of retraction is to protect the integrity of the scientific 

literature rather than to punish authors. The fundamental reason for which a 

journal editor would consider retracting a paper is if he/she has clear reason 

to doubt the scientific reliability of the paper.
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Article replacement

In cases where the article, if acted upon, might pose a serious health

risk, the authors of the original article may wish to retract the flawed

original and replace it with a corrected version. In these circumstances

the procedures for retraction will be followed with the difference that

the database retraction notice will publish a link to the corrected re-

published article and a history of the document.
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How should the editor or Elsevier react in cases of duplicate publication 
from the same author, whereas the primary outcome has already been 
published elsewhere? How much overlap is too much?

• This is an editorial decision. 

• The editor-in-chief must decide whether the second article adds 

anything at all to knowledge in the particular field.

• If it does not, then by definition it is “duplicate publication”
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How should an editor or Elsevier handle duplicate publication in 
other languages? Should both journals publish a notice about 
dual publication?

• If both journals are aimed at the same community of researchers and 
users, it should be considered “duplicate publication” and treated as 
such. 

• However there are instances where an article might be published in 
local language in a local publication, which might then be considered 
for re-publication in an international journal. This of course can only 
happen with agreement between the two journals, and with a notice 
re the prior local publication, and if the editor-in-chief believes the 
article is significant and will reach a new or different community of 
readers.
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Can we submit a paper that has been already 
presented in a Conference?  
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Can results already presented at meetings as abstracts or posters, be 
reproduced as original data in a published article?

• This is ultimately an editorial question, and not necessarily an ethical matter. 

• Our copyright policy notes that authors may post pre-prints (except for some journals such as the 

Lancet and Cell) and that this will not disqualify the paper from being considered for publication.

• It could be that presenting original data at a meeting is somewhat like posting a pre-print. 

• The editor however must decide whether, for each journal, such a pre-publication of data would 

somehow compromise the publication of the article (in which event we should ensure that this is 

also reflected in the journal's "instructions to authors").
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According to a journal guidelines: 
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Conference Papers

25116ژانويه 29

If your article is based on a conference paper, it is important that you observe the following:

 Conference papers are not accepted.

 Authors can submit an article that is based on a conference paper, so long as it has been substantially revised, expanded 

and rewritten so that it is significantly different from the conference paper or presentation on which it is based. The article 

must be sufficiently different to make it a new, original work. As a guideline, the rewritten article can have a similarity 

index with the original conference paper of no more than 50%.

 These articles will be treated like any other article submitted to Inderscience, and will go through our plagiarism checker and also undergo a double-blind peer-

review process, all using Inderscience's online submissions system.

 The original conference paper should be supplied by the author with the expanded article for the purpose of comparison.

 Please include the statement 'This article is a revised and expanded version of a paper entitled [title] presented at [name, location and date of conference]' in the 

online system when you submit your paper, using the "Notes for the Editor" field.



Is it possible to make some corrections after 
publication of a scientific paper? 
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Correction after publication

Corrections to peer-reviewed content fall into one of four categories:

 Publisher correction (erratum)

 Author correction (corrigendum)

 Addendum

 Retraction
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Publisher correction (erratum): to notify readers of an important
error made by publishing/journal staff (usually a production error)
that has a negative impact on the publication record or the scientific
integrity of the article, or on the reputation of the Authors or the
journal.

Author correction (corrigendum): to notify readers of an important
error made by the Authors which has a negative impact on the
publication record or the scientific integrity of the article, or on the
reputation of the Authors or the journal.
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Addendum: an addition to the article by its Authors to explain
inconsistencies, to expand the existing work, or otherwise explain or
update the information in the main work.

Retraction: see previous section. Retractions are normally reserved
for publications that are so seriously flawed (for whatever reason)
that their findings or conclusions cannot be relied upon. Note that
partial retractions are not helpful because they make it difficult for
readers to determine the status of the article and which parts may be
reliable.
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Authorship
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Who should be the first author?

25125ژانويه 29

 The first author is usually the person who has made the most significant intellectual contribution to the work, in 

terms designing the study, acquiring and analyzing data from experiments, and writing the manuscript. 

 The importance of the first author is reflected in the common practice of referring to a paper by the first author’s 

name e.g. ‘Jones et al. report that…’ Publishing a paper as the first author is very crucial for the scientific career of a 

Ph.D. student.

 Most Ph.D. programs worldwide require a Ph.D. student to have at least one first-authored paper in order to qualify 

for a degree.

 So an authorship dispute would be inevitable if two Ph.D. students were to work on the same project for their 

degree. For post-doctoral researchers and senior professors, publishing first-authored papers is important for 

receiving funding and getting promoted or re-hired

 Thus, the first name in an author list is the most sought-after position in a scientific publication.



• After the first author, the subsequent authors are usually listed as per their contribution 

to the research, starting with the one who contributed the most to the least.

• Sometimes multiple authors may have contributed equally, in which case the order of 

author names does not matter, and you can inform the journal editor of this. 

• In order to avoid any authorship dispute, it is a good practice to discuss authorship and 

the order of authors at the beginning of the project itself, and keep a record of each of 

the contributors involved throughout the project.
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What is the role of a corresponding author?
 At the time of submission of a manuscript, journals require you to choose one of the authors as 

the corresponding author. 

 The corresponding author is the one who receives all notifications from the journal including 

manuscript status, reviewers’ comments, and the final decision.

 Although journals usually perceive the role of a corresponding author as purely administrative, 

this role is associated with seniority in some cultures. 

 The corresponding author is often the group leader or a senior researcher whose contact address 

is not likely to change in the near future.

 In cases where the main contributor of the study is also the group leader, he or she can be both 

the first and corresponding author for the study.
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Many journals currently adhere to the guidelines of the International 
Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE), which has established four 
criteria that each author of a paper should meet:

Significant involvement in study conception/design, data collection, 
or data analysis/interpretation;

Involvement in drafting or revising manuscript;

Approval of final version of manuscript for publication; and

Responsibility for accuracy and integrity of all aspects of research.
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AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS FORM

Individuals claiming authorship should meet all 3 of the following 
conditions in accordance with the

“Consensus Statement on Surgery Journals Authorship—2005”:

1) Authors make substantial contributions to conception and design, 
and/or acquisition of data, and/or

analysis and interpretation of data;

2) Authors participate in drafting the article or revising it critically for 
important intellectual content; and

3) Authors give final approval of the version to be submitted and any 
revised version. 
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 In a study conducted by Nazish Masud et al.,:
develop and validate an objective and comprehensive authorship
scoring system for determining the order of authorship in a scientific
publication:

• This 13-item scoring system provides a validated and practical guide 
for determining the order of authorship for scientific publications as 
show in the next slide:

25ژانويه 29
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Authorship Order Score 
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Editorial Board 

• Chairman

مدیر مسئول•

:نحوه انتخاب  مدير مسؤول  •

  مندرج  مدير مسؤول ، به  پیشنهاد صاحب  امتیاز وتصويب  نهايي  وزارت  فرهنگ  و ارشاد اسلامي  و با توجه  به  مسؤولیت هاي•
درقانون  مطبوعات ، منصوب  شده  و انجام  وظیفه مي نمايد

•

•

وظایف  و اختیارات  مدیر مسؤول •

•

مسؤولیت  تمامی  موارد حقوقي  مجله  و پاسخگويي  در مقابل  قانون  مطبوعات  و آيین نامه هاي  وزارتي( الف•

اجرای  سیاست هاي  مصوب  از سوي  صاحب  امتیاز( ب•

مجله( اساسنامه )نظارت  بر اجرای  مفاد آيین نامه  اجرايي  ( ج •

تأيید نهايي  مطالب  ارسالي  براي  چاپ  به  لحاظ  حقوقي( د•
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Editor-in-chief 
An editor-in-chief is the highest-ranking member of the editorial team at a
publication. They manage the team of writers and editors, determine the
look and feel of the publication, decide what to publish and oversee the
publication's operations and policies.

Publication decisions

makes certain that all submitted manuscripts go through double-blind peer-
review by at least two reviewers who are experts in the corresponding field.
The Editor-in-Chief is in charge of determining which of the manuscripts
submitted will be published, based on the reviewers’ comments, work
importance to researchers and readers, and the legal requirements being in
force regarding copyright breach, plagiarism and libel. The Editor-in-Chief
may consult with members of the editorial board or reviewers in making this
decision.
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هیأت تحریریه

و اختیارات  اعضای  هیأت  تحریریه وظایف  •
بررسی  و اظهار نظر در مورد امور ارجاعی  سردبیر و سایر پیشنهادهای  رسیده ؛: الف 
تعیین  خط  مشی  و سیاست  علمی  مجله  وضوابط  پذیرش  مقاله ها؛: ب 
پیشنهاد عزل  و نصب  سردبیر به  مدیر مسؤول  جهت  اقدام  مقتضی ؛: ج 
تدوین  دستورالعمل های  لازم  جهت  نظارت  بر کیفیت  علمی  مجله ؛: و

تعیین  اعتبار علمی  مقاله  از طریق  بررسی های  اولیه  و اظهارنظر داوران؛: هـ
تصمیم گیری  درمورد ویرایش  مقاله ها؛: و
صصی  پیشنهاد نوع  کاغذ، ابعاد، حروف  چینی ، صحافی ، چاپ ، شمارگان ، حجم  مقاله ها و سایر مسائل  تخ: ز

به  شورای  مجلات علمی  دانشگاه ؛
تعیین  اولویت  در انتشار مقاله ها؛: ح
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مدیر اجرایی

ی شود، مدیراجرایی موظف  به پیگیری  کلیه  امور اجرایی  مجله  که  از سوی  سردبیر به  او محول  م-
.می باشد

ت مدیریتمامی اختیارات تعیین وظایف، ورود اطلاعات و واگذاری نقش ها به افراد مختلف،-
مدیر . ردرسانی و انجام تنظیمات اصلی سامانه نشریات توسط مدیر سامانه انجام می پذیاطلاع

.سامانه مسیول مشخص کردن نقشها در سامانه است

رسال پیگیری امور مربوط به ویراستاران، مترجمان و داوران مقالات شامل مراحل انتخاب افراد، ا-

و مقالات و ثبت در پوشه های مربوطه، پیگیری مسائل مالی ویرایش، ترجمه و داوری مجلات

انجام مکاتبات مربوطه
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Gift authorship

• It Occurs when someone who has not made an intellectual 
contribution to a paper accepts an authorship.

• Both the authors and the “gift” author benefit from the relationship.

• Senior “gift” author may gain prestige. 

• The authors may gain approval for their work. 

• However, this practice can lead to scandal when the results of a 
journal article cannot be substantiated.
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Ghost author 

• A ghost author is someone who is omitted from an authorship list 
despite qualifying for authorship.

• This is not necessarily the same as a ghost writer, since omitted 
authors often perform other roles, in particular data analysis. 
(Gotzsche et al. have shown that statisticians involved with study 
design are frequently omitted from papers reporting industry-funded 
trials.

• Using the ICMJE criteria for research papers, medical writers usually 
do not qualify as authors, but their involvement and funding source 
should be acknowledged.
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Change in author's name after publication

•An author should be allowed to have charge of their name, and if 

they wish to change it, then the editor should accommodate this 

request by publishing a simple erratum or corrigendum
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Q: Is it possible to remove a co-author 
from a published article?

• The removal or addition of an author after publication requires the 

submission of a corrigendum by all the authors. The corrigendum has 

to be in line with the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE)
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Request to remove an author post-publication

• Case text (Anonymised):

• A paper was submitted to a journal by authors A and B. The paper was accepted 
and then published in the journal. Several months after final publication, author 
A contacted the journal asking for their name and their biography to be removed 
from the article. Author A stated that they wished to distance themselves from 
the research.

Author B also contacted the journal separately to inform them of this request. 
Author B confirmed that they are in agreement with this request and that 
removal of author A’s name is necessary because of political pressure related to 
the research presented in the manuscript. The research presented in the article 
could be seen as politically inflammatory in nature in author A’s country, causing 
both authors to fear for author A’s career and personal safety. Author B also 
requested that, should removal of author A’s name not be possible, author A’s 
name could be replaced with a pseudonym or with ‘anonymous’.
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Several options are being considered by the 
journal:

• Remove author A from the published article, but do not retract the published article. The journal would publish a correction notice explaining author A’s removal 

from the author list. The correction notice would state that author A no longer fulfils the journal’s authorship criteria in that they no longer support the research.

• Retract the published article, but do not remove author B from the published article. The journal would retract the article on the grounds that author A no longer 

stands by the findings. Author A’s name would not be removed from the published version. Instead, the article would be watermarked with ‘RETRACTED’, and the 

journal would publish a retraction notice stating the reason.

• To be decided, but could involve publishing an expression of concern. The journal could consider publishing an expression of concern regarding this request, to 

express concern that the author feels they must distance themselves from their work because of political/societal pressure. The journal would not remove author B 

from the published article. The journal could include commentary from either or both authors explaining their request.

• Replace author A’s name with a pseudonym, following procedures established for author name changes. Author A’s name would be replaced with a pseudonym. 

Given we already allow such changes to author names without proof, and in this case already have the confirmation of the co-author that this would not be a 

fraudulent request, the mechanism for this update would follow the process for author name changes (a “last updated” footnote added to the article, but would 

otherwise be “silent”).

• Do nothing. There are no grounds for retraction, and there is no question that the author agreed to be accountable for the research when it was published.
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Author Contribution Statement 
 The TRR requires that all authors take public responsibility for the content of the work 

submitted for review. The contributions of all authors must be described in the following 
manner:  

The authors confirm contribution to the paper as follows: study conception and design: X. 
Author, Y. Author; data collection: Y. Author; analysis and interpretation of results: X. Author, 
Y. Author. Z. Author; draft manuscript preparation: Y. Author. Z. Author. All authors reviewed 
the results and approved the final version of the manuscript.  

An author name can appear multiple times, and each author name must appear at least 
once. For single authors, use the following wording:  

The author confirms sole responsibility for the following: study conception and design, data 
collection, analysis and interpretation of results, and manuscript preparation. 
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An example of author 
contributions 
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در صورت وجود چنین مواردی باید طبق فلوچارت اخلاق در 
:به ترتیب زیر اقدام نمود  COPEنشر مصوب 

این . دنویسنده روح باید مستندات قابل دفاع و محکمه پسند خود را به سردبیر ارائه کن(    ۱
.مستندات باید مورد تایید مراکز آموزشی عالی و مستند و یا جمهور باشد

.مایدسردبیر از نویسنده مسئول توضیح مکتوب خواسته و آنرا به نویسنده روح ارائه ن(    2
به نوع بنا )Retractیا  Withdrawمقاله می بایست  Ghost Authorدر صورت اثبات (    ۳

.گردد( مقاله و وضعیت
نماید تا در صورت عدم پیگیری، نویسنده روح می تواند در مراجع قضایی و حقوقی پیگیری(    ۴

.حکم قضایی مجله را مجاب به اجرا نماید

ای سپس کمیته ه. سردبیران خط اول اجرای عدالت و حکم اخلاق در نشر در مجلات می باشند
.اخلاق در نشر ناشر و دانشگاه و یا کشور مراجع پاسخگو هستند
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Opinion: Boycotting Elsevier Is Not Enough

ن بزرگ در طول دهه گذشته دانشمندان بسیاری در سرتاسر دنیا شروع به تحریم برخی از ناشرا

بود و نوک پیکان حملات پژوهشگران و دانشمندان متوجه انتشارات الزویر. علمی دنیا کرده اند

ر و وایلی نیز از اما ناشران دیگری مانند اشپرینگ. نیز به راه افتاد« بایکوت الزویر»کمپنی با عنوان 

.این حملات در امان نماندند
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بهدسترسیازدنیادانشمندانوپژوهشگرانازبسیاریکهاستاینانحصارایننتیجه•

ن هاآبرایمجلاتاینبهدسترسیهزینهکهچرامانده اندمحرومعلمییافته هایجدیدترین

مقالاتخریدتواناییتوسعهحالدرکشورهایدرپژوهشگرانازبسیاری.نیستپرداختقابل

رانیستعلقمتآن هابهکهعلمیتولیداتتوانسته اندناشراناینبنابراین.ندارندراناشراناین

.بفروشنددیگرانبهبالاهزینهباوانحصاریصورتبه
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.  نمی کنندنکته جالب اینجاست که این ناشران هیچ هزینه ای بابت تولید این آثار علمی پرداخت•

ر برخی پژوهش ها چندین میلیون دلار هزینه دارند و سایر پژوهش ها نیز ممکن است ده ها دلا

ایج این نت. هزینه داشته باشند که عموماً توسط دولت ها و موسسات دانشگاهی پرداخت می شوند

پژوهش ها در نهایت توسط این ناشران و بدون پرداخت هیچ گونه دستمزدی چاپ می شود و 

رداخت سپس همین پژوهشگران برای دسترسی به مقالات تولیدی همکاران خود باید هزینه پ

!نمایند
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How is Sci-Hub Affecting Academic 
Publishing?
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• In 2011, Alexandra Elbakyan, a graduate student in Kazakhstan, started a 
website known as Sci-Hub. 

• In fact, from September 2015 to February 2016 over 28 million scientific 
papers were downloaded from Sci-Hub by many researchers worldwide. 

• The downloaded articles were from major renowned journals like Nature 
and Science and also from smaller journals in specialized fields of science. 

• Sci-Hub basically provides free access to over 50 million articles, and 
researchers can simply search by using the title of a paper or the DOI to 
gain immediate, free access thus making it an easy to use search engine for 
finding academic papers. 

25ژانويه 29
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Alexandra Elbakyan

25https://www.linkedin.com/in/elbakyan/156ژانويه 29



Is it ethical to use Sci-hub?
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Elbakyan has justified the creation and maintenance of Sci-Hub as illegal but ethical



Predatory Publishing: List of potential 
predatory Journals/Publishers

• For a list of identified predatory publishers/journals, refer to:

25https://libguides.ntu.edu.sg/c.php?g=917580&p=6619860159ژانويه 29



Jeffrey Beall

Jeffrey Beall, a former librarian, collated a list of potential and 
possible predatory scholarly open access journals. 

This list was last updated in 2017. Researchers could refer this 
archived list to find out if the journal/publisher is blacklisted.

The list of possible predatory publishers was based on Beall's opinion 
and it has been continued to be widely used.

Potential predatory scholarly open-access journals

Potential predatory scholarly open-access publishers
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Retraction Watch

Retraction Watch is a good resource with updated news related to 
predatory publishing. It tracks latest news and incidents of predatory 
publishing, plagiarism, falsified data and peer-review scandals.
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Retraction watch 
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Cabell's blacklist

• Cabell's blacklist

• It was not possible to open the site without an institutional 
registration. 
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DOAJ blacklist

• List of journals who claim to be in DOAJ

25165ژانويه 29



25166ژانويه 29



25167ژانويه 29



25168ژانويه 29



فهرست مجلات جعلی وزارت بهداشت 

• http://blacklist.research.ac.ir/
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What is peer review?

Reviewers play a pivotal role in scholarly publishing. 

The peer review system exists to validate academic work, helps to 

improve the quality of published research, and increases networking 

possibilities within research communities. 

Despite criticisms, peer review is still the only widely accepted method 

for research validation and has continued successfully with relatively 

minor changes for some 350 years.
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Types of peer review

Peer review comes in different flavors:

• Single blind review

• Double-blind review

• Triple-blind review
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Single blind review

•In this type of review, the names of the reviewers are hidden from the 
author. This is the traditional method of reviewing and is the most 
common type by far. Points to consider regarding single blind review 
include:
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Double-blind review

Both the reviewer and the author are anonymous in this model. 

Some advantages of this model are listed below:

Author anonymity limits reviewer bias, for example based on an author's gender, country of 

origin, academic status or previous publication history.

Articles written by prestigious or renowned authors are considered on the basis of the content of 

their papers, rather than their reputation.
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Triple-blind review

With triple-blind review, reviewers are anonymous and the author's 

identity is unknown to both the reviewers and the editor. Articles are 

anonymized at the submission stage and are handled in such a way to 

minimize any potential bias towards the author(s). However, it should be 

noted that:

 the complexities involved with anonymizing articles/authors to this level are considerable

 as with double-blind review; there is still a possibility for the editor and/or reviewers to correctly divine 

the author’s identity from their style, subject matter, citation patterns or a number of other 

methodologies
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Open review

• Open peer review is an umbrella term for many different models aiming at 

greater transparency during and after the peer review process. The most 

common definition of open review is when both the reviewer and author are 

known to each other during the peer review process. Other types of open peer 

review consist of:

 publication of reviewers’ names on the article page.

 publication of peer review reports alongside the article, whether signed or anonymous.

 publication of peer review reports (signed or anonymous) together with authors’ and editors’ 
responses alongside the article.

 publication of the paper after a quick check and opening a discussion forum to the community who can 
comment (named or anonymous).
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Advantages and disadvantage of open review

• Many believe this is the best way to prevent malicious comments, 

stop plagiarism, prevent reviewers from following their own agenda, 

and encourage open, honest reviewing. Others see open review as a 

less honest process, in which politeness or fear of retribution may 

cause a reviewer to withhold or tone down criticism.
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Article transfer service: peer review cascade

• Elsevier authors can transfer their article submission from one journal
to another for free if they are rejected, without the need to reformat,
and often without needing further peer review.

• We therefore ask referees during the review process for their consent
to transfer their full review report (including all comments to the
author and editor) along with the manuscript to the receiver journal.
The benefits of full manuscript review cascades are twofold:

• Reviewers are not asked to review the same manuscript several times
for different journals.

• Authors do not need to spend additional time reformatting their
manuscript.
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There are a number of ethical principles that should be taken into account when
performing undergraduate and master's level dissertation research. At the core, these
ethical principles stress the need to:

• do good (known as beneficence) 

• do no harm (known as non-malfeasance). 

In practice, these ethical principles mean that as a researcher, you 
need to:

a. obtain informed consent from potential research participants 

b. minimize the risk of harm to participants

c. protect their anonymity and confidentiality

d. avoid using deceptive practices;

e. give participants the right to withdraw from your research
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