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Research	background

COPE	perceived	as	STM-focused

Routledge	(Taylor	&	Francis	Group):	the	world’s	
largest	publisher	of	humanities	and	social	sciences	
journals	(2018	Clarivate	Analytics)

Enhance	understanding	of	the	publication	
ethics	landscape	for	AHSS	editors



The	aim
To	better	understand	the	publishing	ethics	needs	of	
arts,	humanities	and	social	sciences	journal	editors,	
and	to	identify	areas	where	they	may	need	specific	
guidance	and	support.



Online	focus	groups
COPE	members	only.

Used	GoToMeeting	software	for	typed	
chat.

Two	x	75	minute	sessions.

Online	survey
Open	to	academic	editors	of	AHSS	
journals,	both	COPE	members	and	non-
members.

30	questions.

656	usable	responses.



Demographics



Subject	
disciplines



Limitations
• Distribution	of	the	sample
• Sample	size	and	generalisation	about	subject-level	differences
• Geographical	representation
• No	subject	comparison	group
• Self	categorisation	of	subject	groupings
• Respondent	self-selection



The	results
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What	is	driving	publication	ethics	issues?



• 57%	consult	COPE	
resources.
• 18%	considered	them	to	
be	an	extremely	
important	source.
• Guidelines	particularly	
useful	(43%	rated	as	
extremely	useful).	
• 48%	unaware	of	the	
support	COPE	provides.
• 22%	unaware	of	COPE.



The	challenges



Challenges:	fraudulent	submissions

• 44%	consider	these	to	be	among	the	most	serious	
ethical	issues	

• 24%	lack	confidence	in	addressing	them
• Types	of	fraudulent	submissions	include:	
• Hoax	articles
• Submissions	by	a	third	party

• Can	lead	to	retractions	and	reputational	damage.



Challenges:	data	and/or	image	fabrication

“Data	fabrication	can	be	a	big	concern	since	the	
validation	of	reported	results	is	often	not	within	
practical	means	of	the	reviewers	(as	they	would	have	
to	have	access	to	the	raw	data	and	be	willing	to	
replicate	the	analyses	being	reported).”	
Business,	Finance	and	Economics	journal	editor,	US



Challenges:	language	issues
Reported	as	widespread	and	frequent

• Balancing	language	and	diversity	
• Tensions	between	quality	and	global	

representation
• Peer	reviewer	diversity



Key	areas	of	opportunity



What	next?

• A	foundation	for	further	collaboration	and	research	between	COPE	
and	arts,	humanities	and	social	sciences	journal	editors

• Developing	existing	or	creating	new	guidance

• Raising	awareness	of	existing	resources	among	arts,	humanities	and	
social	sciences	journal	editors



Read	the	study
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