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Quote:

“Where is there dignity unless there is honesty?”

“BREREHAEE™” - P LEEFEE S
-By Cicero , the famous ancient Roman philosopher (106-45 BC)

“Make the purpose sincere ” [Cheng-yi #&]
“Cultivate personal virtue”  [Xiu-shen ££J)

-By Confucius, ancient Chinese philosopher (551-479 BC)

“Scientific integrity--editors on the front line”

RS- 7
-The main theme of 13th EASE Conference in 2016



An opinion: More police cannot stop all plagiarism, but
we can take positive steps to reduce it

In 2010, we applied COPE Research Grant in order to know:

1.What are journal publishers' and editors’ attitudes to, and tolerance
of, typical plagiarism in different disciplines?

2. What are the mainstream views and differences between editors in
Western countries and non-Western countries?

3. How do journal publishers and editors worldwide use tools such as
CrossCheck etc. and how do they handle the statistics that it produce?

Note: In the past few years, JZUS’s team published many papers & a book that
record our research results and would be useful references in publishing area ( see
next slides ).
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6 Frontiers of Inform:

List of editor papers focused on scholarly publishing, academic ethics, etc.

= Anti-Plagiarism policy of JZUS

= Bilingual (multilingual) publications and duplicate publications: for or against? (YH ZHANG)

= Detecting and (not) dealing with plagiarism in an engineering paper: beyond CrossCheck-a case study (
Ba survey on the use of CrossCheck for detecting plagiarism in journal articles (YH ZHANG & XY JIA)
T Be careful! Avoiding duplication: a case study (YH ZHANG & XY JIA)

= Replication of the methods section in biosciences papers: is it plagiarism? (XY JIA, XF TAN & YH ZHANG )
= Republication of conference papers in journals?(YH ZHANG & XY JIA)

T How to stop plagiarism? Blacklist repeat offenders (Yuehong ZHANG & Ian Mclntosh)

T Chinese journal finds 31% of submissions plagiarized (Helen ZHANG)

= International, not campus, please (Helen ZHANG)

T CrossCheck: an effective tool for detecting plagiarism (Helen ZHANG)

T on indexing in the Web of Science and predicting journal impact factor (Xiu-fang WU)

T Journal of Zhejiang University (SCIENCE): a new journal for the 21st century (Helen ZHANG)

T An international peer-review system for a Chinese scientific journal (Helen ZHANG)

HUO & YH ZHANG)

T The English-language academic journals of China: trends and developments (Helen ZHANG)

= Foreseeing the prospects of China's scientific and technical periodicals from the output of Chinese and foreign scientific and technical articles (Helen
ZHANG, in Japanese)

B How many Chinese journals are included in the newly indexed 700 regional journals on Web of Science (Xiu-fang WU)
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Republication of conference papers in journals?

Discipline-Specific Plagiarism Issues
Sample 1: Learned Publishing 26.189-196, 2013

Learned Publishing, 26: 189—196
doi: 10.1087/20130307

Introduction

It is well known that conference proceedings
play a much larger role in publishing and com-
munication in both computer and electrical &
electronics engineering (EEE) sciences than in
other fields.'® However, it is unclear to what
extent journal editors in these areas accept
articles for publication that have been previ-
ously published as conference papers. If edi-
tors rely on CrossCheck’ to detect possible
plagiarism, they are likely to find papers with
a high similarity score simply because they
have been previously published as conference
papers; technically, this would be defined as
self-plagiarism.

In 2011, the present authors® carried out
a global survey of authors in a range of disci-
plines. One of the 22 questions was: ‘Should
papers previously published in conference pro-
ceedings legitimately be republished in jour-
nals!” 60% of the respondents, across a range
of different disciplines, thought that confer-
ence papers could properly be republished pro-
vided that the author included new content;
on average, they indicated that new materia
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Republication

of conference

papers in

journals!?

Yuchong (Helen) ZHANG and
XNiaoyan JIA
Zhejiang University, China

ABSTRACT. Conference proceedings are one of the
maost important forms of communication for computer
scientists. This study investigated the policies of a
large number of computer science journals with
regard to the republication of papers which had
already appeared in conference proceedings. Nearly
one-quarter of journal editors would not republish
such papers other than in special circumstances (such
as a special conference issue), and almost all of the
remainder would do so only after substantial updating
and expansion of the original paper. Many specified
the amownt of content that showld be new: 30% was
the brobortion most freauently mentioned. Thus.




Discipline-Specific Plagiarism Issues

Scientometrics (2014) 98:337-345 ] )
DOI 10.1007/s11192-013-1033-5 Example 2. Scientometrics 98:337-345, 2014

Replication of the methods section in biosciences papers:
is it plagiarism?

Xiaovan Jia * Xufei Tan - Yuehong Zhang

Received: 28 December 20012/ Published online: 15 May 2013
© Akadeémiai Kiado, Budapest, Hungary 2013

Abstract To find out whether replication of methods section in biosciences papers is a
kind of plagiarism, the authors firstly surveyed the behavior of authors when writing the
methods section in their published papers. Then the descriptions of one well-established
method in randomly selected papers published in eight top journals were analyzed using
CrossCheck to identify the extent of duplication. Finally, suggestions on preparing the
methods sections were given. The survey results show that an author may employ different
approaches to writing the methods section within a paper, repeating published methods is
more often than give citation only or rewrite complete using one’s own words. Authors are
more likely to repeat the description of a method than simply to provide a citation. From
the samples of the eight leading journals, plagiarize is very rare in such journals; Leaming
from Science, attachment may be a considerable choice for papers with common methods.




Discipline-Specific Plagiarism Issues

Sci Eng Ethics, DOI 10.1007/s11948-013-9460-5

Detecting and (not) dealing with plagiarism in an

engineering paper: beyond CrossCheck — a case study

Xin-xin ZHANG'. Zhao-lin HUO". Yue-hong ZHANG'#!

(‘Jowrnal of Zhejiang University-SCIENCE (A/B/C), 38 Zheda Road, Hangzhou 310027, China)
(*Guanghua College of Stomatology, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China)
"E-mail: jzus@zju.edu.cn

Received: 16 April 2013/Accepted: 31 July 2013/Published online 30 August 2013

do1:10.1007/511948-013-9460-5

Abstract: In papers in areas such as engineering and the physical sciences. figures. tables and formulae are

the basic elements to communicate the authors’ core ideas. workings and results. As a computational text-matchi
tool, CrossCheck cannot work on these non-textual elements to detect plagiarism. Consequently. when comparin
engineering or physical sciences papers. CrossCheck may return a low similarity index even when plagiarism ha
in fact taken place. A case of demonstrated plagiarism involving engineering papers with a low similarity index i

discussed, and editor’s experiences and suggestions are given on how to tackle this problem. The case shows a l:



A book : “Against Plagiarism: A Guide for Editors and Authors”
The eleven chapters are divided into three parts: “The most interesting

|. General Plagiarism Issues; portion of the book is the

II. Discipline-Specific Plagiarism Issues; description of the “anti-

lIl.What to Do About It plagiarism policy of
Journals of Zhejiang

@ Springer springer.com University-SCIENCE as it

describes the types of
plagiarism they typically

YH. Zhang encounter and their
g(u;:ilt;:;v(e:mn;g:r;t‘ﬁiveAnalysisodeentiﬁcand A . tPI .. i 9
“remedies”
uide for Editors and Authors . .
---V.Katavic: book reviews ,
Yuehong (Helen) Zhang » A concise guide useful to all scientists and academicians, from European Science Editing, V42(2), 2016
. authors to referees and editors
AgalnSt » Case studies and examples illustrate the topic and issues throughout “In part ” of the bOOk
12¢1 » Highlights the basic rules and best practice in STM publishing . T
Plagiarism some disciplinary

A Guide for Editors and Authors

This is the first volume of a book series dedicated to "Qualitative and Quantitative Analys€ O [T \/ € 1N t | ons are

of Scientific and Scholarly Communication". Fighting plagiarism is a the top priority for

STM publishing. A practical guide will importantly contribute to the awareness of the consi d er ed N g r eat er

relevant communities, bringing to the surface the basic rules and examples from the

literature. de ta i I 7

&) Springer --- N. Brown, a book review
JPAAP, V.4(3),p38-30, 2016

1st ed. 2016, XXIII, 162 p. 43 illus., 39 illus.
in color. http://www.springer.com/cn/book/9783319241586?&token=prtst0416p



http://www.springer.com/cn/book/9783319241586?&token=prtst0416p

An example JZUS anti-plagiarism policy
(that has posted in JZUS website since 2015)

How to deal with plagiarism ?
This policy includes three parts:

1.Definitions of nine forms of plagiarism with remedy
suggestion for authors

2. Anti-plagiarism policies (remedy) according to
different problems for editors

3. Display of its CrossChecking workflow process
a) What to do If you suspect plagiarism
b) What to do about plagiarism when detected



How to Crosscheck similarity by
tools for detecting plagiarism

(with the permission of CrossRef)

How CrossCheck works
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-« documents _.

When you select the
match it shows you

And you can view the
entire source article by

where your articles e
clicking here

duplicates the source

l-fntum.mrd a Unified Theory of High-Bpergy
Metaphysics: Silly String Theory

Josiah Carberry
Department of Psychoct

psychoceramics. labs crossrel.ong

Jonrnal of Papchoserases hepo/ids d:la'p'lﬂ SS55MFISETE Toward & Linified ol High
weniles, Brewe

| Ervergy Mataphysics: Sily Biring Theory Josish Carborry Department of Payche
WitpiidR.dal.orgi0.SS08M2IA5E |\, ity hrtp.rie dolorg 05555/ 254 .ﬁ '8 Abatract mcwmum the weorics of Sion

§ T briph bitmote cullrs and 1-:-:-*& Y ———R————T— i ——
Abstract dialectc, of semichcist ciuss may ba found. T

The chaesteritic theme of the wodki of Stane i the bridge betwedn cultioe and sodiety. Several
namatives conoering the fatal flaw, and subsequeent dialectic, of sembdticiat class may be foand

This is unique® to

C _._.Check

g0 far 2z we kRow

MNote, it uses fuzzy matching —

it will pick up word
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What is OSI% & SMSI% ?

OSI: Overall Similarity Index represents
the ‘percentage of similarity between a
submission and information existing in
the CrossCheck/iThenticate databases
selected as search targets.

SMSI: Single Match Similarity Index
represents the percentage of similarity
from a single source.
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On JZUS website (hitp:/mww.zju.edu.cnijzus/Policy.php )

there are “the Anti-Plagiarism Policy” & a detailed “pdf (file)” for all reference
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Anti-Plagiarism Policy of JZUS-A/B&FITEE

© Jowrnals of Zhejiang University-SCIENCE 2015  Version dated 11 May 2015

Nine basic forms of plagiarism

» Self- (or team) plagiarism without identification and acknowledgement

* Cutting and pasting of others' work without identification and acknowledgement

* Replication of methods sections (in Biomedical journals) without clear statement of the source

= Republication of conference papers with little added value

» Review papers which largely replicate previously published content

+ Plagiarism of images/tables/formulae/data without both acknowledgement and copyright permission
* Plagiarism of ideas

* Wholesale plagiarism of previously published text

* Republication in translation without acknowledgment, permission and full citation

Anti-Plagiarism Policy

The general rules that we have come up with are as follows:
The following are acceptable, provided always that (a) the quotation (if any) is typographically identified (by quotation marks or, for longer extracts,
indentation), (b) the source iz acknowledged in the text, and (¢) a full citation to the original is given:

(1) Quotation of a modest amount (under 100 words) of the author’s own or others’ text;

(2) Paraphrase of previously published text in the author’s own words;

(3) Repetition of someone else’s ideas;

(4) Reproduction of a chart, image, table or key equation from your own or someone else’s work (provided copyright permission has been obtained from

the original copyright owner, and acknowledgement is included in whatever form they request);

(5) In Biosciences papers it is acceptable to reproduce the description of a standard’homemade method from a previously published source, provided the

source is properly acknowledged;

(6) Republication of a previously published conference paper is acceptable, if 60% or more of the content is new and substantive (provided copyright

permission has been obtained from the original copyright owner, and acknowledgement is included in whatever form they request). J

= = — — — — — — o = "



http://www.zju.edu.cn/jzus/Policy.php

Definitions of nine forms of plagiarism + Policy (or Remedy):

A. Self- (or team) plagiarism without identification and acknowledgement

When an author (or another author from the same research project) repeats text
and/or data from his/her (or the team’s) previously published work, either verbatim
or with minimal rewording, without clear acknowledgement, this is defined as self-
(or team) plagiarism [3].

BRI ADR: EHE OB CRRIRR, REMEWRR, FRIMHFER ERR) KR,
M. AEERKNARNER, ZEREFEWHHBRMRIFHTEBH, FH™EE T LUER.

Remedy—identify the repeated (or reworded) content and provide full cita-
tion to the original publication.

B. Cutting and pasting of others’ work without identification and
acknowledgement

When an author directly copies text (or other content). either verbatim or with
minimal rewording, from others’ work, the quotation must be clearly identified (by
quotation marks or—if necessary—indentation) and a full citation must be provided
to the original source. Otherwise, it will be considered plagiarism [10].

ARG TR RERTI SRR, R N R RIS BE B S H T AR RRIAT NEE.
MY . BREFEN G AT EBENAEEEMS SRR,

Remedy—identify the quoted (or reworded) content and provide full citation
to the original publication.

610x%x9.25in 1 i




C. Replication of methods sections (in Biomedical journals) without clear
statement of the source

When a standard method is 1dentical to that described i a previously published
article (whether by the same or different authors), it may be repeated verbatim, but a
full citation must be provided to the original source; otherwise, the behavior will be
considered plagiarism [8, 11].

Remedy—identify the quoted method and provide full citation to the original
source. If the description is particularly long or complex, it may either be
(a) appended to the paper as supplemental material or (b) provided in the
form of a link to the published original, if this is freely available online [12].

AERRTEH T ERRRIEB: RNES (REML) FTEEEMERHRRRMER, EREH (ZH,
fABRE B) BRRWICH KRS TESFTA, HAkE,

MY (D WHASIETE, BEUVIRENTER; (2) i ANBRE CoERRIFHTE
BBV R, VIBMEAFTERREENFET; (3) WEERNITEARRK, TTUEAMN
AT RIERE R AR ARIE




D. Republication of conference papers with little added value

If the paper has not been substantially reworked to include additional detail
which could not be included in the conference paper. such as detailed proofs or
wider comparison with other work in the field, it

self-plagiarism [13]. 2WkcREERRHT:
' FNE, REBUETERARR,

would be considered

BER R SWRICRIRE BRI RT KRBV, SRAINSER
B EAFTRSCER AT, AR, N ERDRE—FF.

Remedy

add 60 % or more of substantive new material, which adds value to
the original conference paper. Full citation to the original publication must

be given, as well as copyright permission from the original publisher [13].

MR : BASUORSCIE FEHAFIER: (1) FhE

e VOSSR AL Se s (2) RS PORSCHIZERN Ein4150% A _ESE)R
B

(3) EFMERFRSCHEIATIN B R TIEY, FNEF R HIRRZHI AT ELEREESVEER.
E. Review papers which largely replicate previously published content

If the summaries consist wholly or mainly of the original authors’ words
(OSI> 35 %), even if they are clearly identified with quotation marks, this would be
considered plagiarism [6]. SR BB B : H3CF RS RIEISHOT 2 AR A 0L B H B0k 35%,

HEESEIASIH. 315K, HEANEK.

Remedy
words.

the review author should rewrite the overview in his or her own

MVEIEEE: LRRRSCRIMEMIE (RT35%) FLAEM, HEEXR: (1 WEESIHAXFHES

C”) HniRs (2) EREFNFETIMAMBERI T REH B CEBRE S 2R NERR,
0x925in < S E A= 2y b ol oL N YA S = 2 VAT




F. Plagiarism of images/tables/formulae/data without both acknowledgement
and copyright permission

Reproducing illustrative content such as tables, diagrams, images or pho-
tographs, or indeed formulae, from someone else’s work without both acknowl-
edgement and (in the case of illustrative content) copyright permission from the
original publishers, i1s considered plagiarism, and potentially also copyright

infringement [14]. myge/ A stansicimip . R ST ELBEAT I A SR P 0 PR/ A SRR,
R4 H AL BV AT 25

Remedy—provide full citation to the original source, and (in the case of
illustrative material) obtain written copyright permission from the original
publisher, and include an acknowledgement in whatever form they require.

MR BRI BENMUERITREEWR R, HEEREERBRBFT, FREBB0

* Additional for G, open peer review is a key from
G. Plagiarism of ideas JZUS’s experience

[f an author reuses another author’s ideas (the product of their intellectual effort)
without acknowledgment of the original together with a full citation, this is con-

sidered plagtansm Ol ggyps. wammamors amsmem usmmR, FaEmbiRes s

5IH, BB CHEIERERRIEFIT AL,

Remedy—identify the originator of the idea(s), and provide a full citation to
the original published source.

MysiErE: WRIEEARETOVREREN, ERBAEEFFHINEXHIREITRRITRE: RN ZERAT IR

3

KR e FAT PFRORB N BE2R .




H. Wholesale plagiarism of previously published text

If an author submits, as a new publication, large sections (or even complete
articles) of his/her own or others’ previously published text, we consider this to be
major plagiarism and/or duplicate publication, and will always reject the article. An
indicator of what constitutes ‘large sections” would be if the SMSI is >10 % or the

OSLis >35 %) [0]. mmp. $RECRMACRERTHABICF CAREMBEIT10%,
REBAEAUEREGEE35%) , BEEXEH], HikK,

Remedy—there is no remedy in this instance; the paper will always be
rejected.

MYCIEE: EMIAE, #EHE, —BBEARMSEIER, TENESEERRKR.

[. Republication in translation without acknowledgment, permission and full
citation

If an author submits for publication an article which has already been published
in another language without acknowledging the fact, this would be considered
self-plagiarism. The fact that the article has already been published in another
language must be clearly acknowledged and the original publication fully cited;
copyright permission must also be obtained from the original publisher.

BERZIETRR: AAN—MES (EMES) MEEFANC KRN R HBFERFERIEE K
HARAT N, RWMARERBUFT, REHFRMELL, BARBAFNZIRCBRER, BA—FAIITH.

Remedy—make clear that it is a translation, provide full citation to the
original publication, and obtain written copyright permission from the

original publisher [15]. ypovwoe posgmoman comscmuot IRREAHAL, fER— KRS

.




JZUS CrossChecking workflow process

Compared with COPE flowchart (since 2006...), JZUS-workflow
mainly considered two points in 2009 :1. Large number of submissions
per year; and 2. Many contributions from non-English speaking
countries. So in order to improve efficiency and save time of reviews &
editors, firstly, we posted online the anti-plagiarism policy with JZUS-
CrossCheck workflows to raise contributor’s awareness of ethical
issues; second, we will run CrossCheck ( by excluding bibliography and
regardless of table, image and equation that CrossCheck cannot be
scanned ) to identify similar text for all of submitting papers; third,

journal editors analysis stage in light of Anti-plagiarism policy at
JZUS.



Vi)
\ ARG
_CrossCheck Workflow (JZUS) — e, S

Submit
manuscript Fig. 1 CrossCheck Workflow of JZUS-4/B & FITEE

= (a) The first CrossCheck during submission
un

CrossCheck (b) The second CrossCheck before publication

Note: Before run (a), we'll check all of
documents (MS, cover letter, and appendix etc.

For (b), the second Check before publication is
due to that considering from accepted by referee
to publish on-online or print, there is the database
update time lag. On average, we often detect
about 2-3 cases of serious plagiarism per year at
this late stage.

Make
decision

© Journals of Zhejiang University-SCIENCE 2015
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JZUs- Workflow (a) . The first CrossCheck during submission &A=} i) 28—k B &

—

( o ] FYI: JZUS Ethic Policy on Plagiarism via
> Submission H - : .
. + i http://www.zju.edu.cn/jzus/TDM_Policy.php
Run CrossCheck to
identify similar text & o .
Exclude biblioaranhv/auotes i NB: CrossCheck does not identify images, figures, tables, formulae,
graphy/q i translations, or ideas. Editors should view the entire source article to
[ Analyse similarity report ] investigate these elements
N
|2 / X
anifi | Minor overlap: SMSI* <6% and OSI* <25%° Major overlap:
No significant overlap Middle overlap: SMSI 6%-10% and OSI 25%-35%° SMSI>10% or OSI>35%?

v

Y

(NB: Questions for reviewers include possible

Send for peer review

plagiarism of either text or ideas).

Investigate similar content:

*Article type: Research article, Review, or Others?
*Section where similarity occurs: Abstract, Introduction, Materials & Methods, Results, Discussion, or Conclusion?
*Is the original source of duplicated content fully acknowledged and cited?

v

[ Identify form(s) of plagiarism and make decision

N—

v

@table:
With attribution/citation of own/others” work:

~

Limited use of own or others’ original work*?
(<100 words) clearly identified as quotation;
Summarize the overview from the original using
author’s own words;

Paraphrase ideas condensed from the original using
different sentence and vocabulary

Previously published conference paper that has
been extended with more than 60% substantive new
content, with citation of the original and copyright
permission;

Duplication of description of standard method in
Biosciences papers;

Reproduction of image/table/

formula with citation and copyright permission

J

Y

@ptable after revision:

o

Missing attribution/citation of own/others” work (ask
author to add) (A, B, C, D, F, G)%;

Original wording (<100 words) directly from other
source with citation but without quotation marks or
indent (ask author to add) (A, B);

Excessive amount of original wording (>100 words)
directly from source, whether or not identified and
cited (ask author to summarize/paraphrase while
retaining acknowledgement/ citation) (A, B)

)

~

@cceptable:

Duplicate publication of own or team’s previously
published article (A. or 1);

Cutting and pasting of others’ work without
identification and acknowledgement (B);
Republication of conference paper with little added
value (published content >40%) (D);

Review paper of high similarity (OS1>35%) (E);
Ideas plagiarism without citation and
acknowledgment (G);

Wholesale (major) plagiarism of own or others’
previously published text (H)

)

[

|
! ; ! ‘
Send report to author, point out issue(s) and suggest Send report to author, point out is_sue(s), and identify reason for
revisions rejection

e

Author provides adequate explanation and revises text and

adds full citation of source(s)

\

Author has no adequate explanation and/or
refuses to revise

\i

Reject without peer review




JZUS-Crosscheck Workflow (b) The second Check before
pulication KERTHIE KK E

(b) The second CrossCheck before publication

[ Peer reviewers recommend acceptance ]

for publication

y

--------------------------------------------------
.

[ Run CrossCheck again

CrossCheck database

v

[ Compare with the first CrossCheck ]

report

v

A |

] : To check against the latest version of

No significant change in ]

OSl or SMSI

Significant increase in OSI and/or SMSI

L]

Analysis of new matched content to
identify nature of similarity

v

New similarity matched with latest data or missed in

previous CrossCheck

L]

T
[
[
[

Editor makes the decision on acceptability

v
--------------------------------------------------

—

Acceptable
(see previous flowchart)

) {

Acceptable after revision
(see previous flowchart)

) |

Unacceptable
(see previous flowchart)

)

Y

[ Send report to author, point out issue(s), and suggest

revision(s)

)

A

¥

A

\.[

Accept for publication; all authors are asked to
sign the copyright transfer statement

Y
[ Publish ]

Author has no adequate explanation and/or

refuses to revise text

Author provides adequate explanation, revises text,
and adds full
T, .

Send the report to the author, and notify journal :
= editors and author’s institution of the plagiarism :

.
----------------------------------------------------

JZUS makes it very
clear to authors that,
besides its high
International peer
review standards
and its strict anti-
plagiarism policy,
CrossCheck will be
used to check their
submitted papers in
order to identify
unduly high levels
of similar text, which
gives rise to the
possibility of
plagiarism. Since
2010, JZUS has been
developing and
using the Workflow.



COPE -an important international advice source

x I Il About COPE | Committee or 3 || o

Its guidance in various language
IIIII About COPE versions BRMES IR AVEREFAIEIN

The Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) was established in 1997 by a small group of journal editors in the UK but now

has over 10 000 members worldwide from all academic fields. Membership is open to editors of academic journals and others
interested in publication sthics.

COPE provides advice to editors and publishers on all aspects of publication ethics and, in particular, how to handle cases of
research and publication misconduct. It also provides a forum for its members to discuss individual cases. COPE does not
investigate individual cases but encourages editors to ensure that cases are investigated by the appropriate authorities (usually a
research institution or employer).

All COPE members are expected to follow the Code of Conduct for Journal Editors.

COPE has produced an eLearning course for new editors. Eleven modules in total, the course currently includes: An Introduction
o Publication Ethics, Plagiarism, and Authorship among others. COPE also funds research, organises annual seminars globally

and has created an audit tocl for members to measure compliance with its Code of Conduct and Best Practice Guidelines for
ournal Editors.

The COPE Strategic Plan for 2016-18 contains more information about COPE's vision, development and the purpose it serves to
publication ethics.

hat guidance is available on this website (for members and non-members)?

_COPE Code of Conduct and Best Practice Guidelines for Journal Editors
Flowcharts on how to handle commeon ethical problems
Other COPE quidelines (eg on retractions)

Sample letters (to adapt for use)

_Database of all cases discussed at COPE Forum (including podcasts of the discussion (where available), the advice



Future plagiarism-- It is time to review our murky thoughts on
plagiarism and its related broader concept of “Intellectual Property”

In my book, Prof. Kiang in the Harvard-MIT emphasized “simple copying of
words or phrases is easily uncovered by computer programs but appropriation of
ideas is impossible to even define, much less expose or punish. So, as a practical
matter, plagiarism remains, for the most part, an intellectual offense, usually
unpunished except for some damage to one’s reputation.”

My suggestion in this book :
1.The whole world should pay attention to research integrity;

2. Create a culture of transparency in science and publication;
3. Take the honesty as the best policy for researchers and authors;
4. Make responsibility be the foundation of scientific publication;

5. Sanctions are necessary in scientific and publishing areas;



This year, 2017, is Chinese New Year
of Rooster who is a deep thinker
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Last but not least, as journal editors, we can't eradicate plagiarism, but we have to
stop it ! Don’t leave room for plagiarism!

Firstly, journal can post its guidance (policy) on the website for authors and editors
who will know what is right or what is wrong--- ““ Education & Awareness”

Second, create an open peer comment space on your website in order to keep
track of the academic value & research integrity of papers published in your journal
(JZUS started this way from 2011)--- “Transparency & Evaluation”

Third, ask your authors to register ORCID (open researcher and contributor ID) --- “Self-discipline”

Thank You !

B3kB4I Helen (Y.H.) ZHANG



