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WORKSHOP: Introduction to publication ethics
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• Introduction to COPE

• Interactive Cases

• Q & A Session
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Introduction to COPE

Agenda

• COPE: Who we are  (Hint: you)

• 10 Core Practices (but only 2 here 😀)

• Bucket-loads of Resources



COPE TRUSTEES AND COUNCIL MEMBERS



COPE CORE PRACTICES

Policies and core practices required to reach the highest standards in publication ethics:

Ethical

oversight

Intellectual

property

Journal

management

Peer review

processes

Allegations

of misconduct
Authorship and

contributorship

Complaints

and appeals

Conflicts of interest/

Competing interests
Data and

reproducibility

Post-publication

discussions and

corrections



COPE CORE PRACTICE

Allegations

of misconduct

https://cope.onl/misconduct



COPE RESOURCES

Examples of resources for

allegations of misconduct

Flowchart

• Reviewer suspected to have appropriated an 

author's ideas or data

Guidelines

• Sharing of information among editors-in-chief 

regarding possible misconduct

Case discussion

• Sharing by a reviewer on social media

Webinar

• Webinar 2019: Allegations of misconduct

Forum



COPE RESOURCES

Allegations of misconduct

• Guidelines – Sharing of information among 

editors-in-chief regarding possible misconduct



COPE CORE PRACTICE

Authorship 

and contributorship

https://cope.onl/authors



COPE RESOURCES

Examples of resources for

authorship and contributorship

Flowcharts

• How to recognise potential 

authorship problems

Guidelines

• How to handle authorship disputes:

a guide for new researchers

Case discussion

• Inconclusive institutional investigation 

into authorship dispute

Seminar

• WCRI 2019: Responsible authorship

Forum



COPE RESOURCES

Authorship and contributorship

• Changes in authorship flowcharts

• How to recognise potential authorship problems infographic



COPE RESOURCES

Translated resources

• COPE is working towards 

translating more resources 

to allow communication 

with a wider audience.

• Currently, at least some 

resources in : Arabic, 

Chinese, French, Italian, 

Japanese, Persian, Polish, 

Spanish, Turkish 



INTERACTIVE CASES



INTERACTIVE CASE 1



INTERACTIVE CASE 1

Based on Case 06-15

You, as editor, discover that a submitted manuscript on health care doesn’t seem to have 

formal ethics approval. When you ask the authors to explain, they reply:

• The paper presents anonymised aggregated data on maternal mortality and quality of care in 

facilities in different regions of the country

• They received permission from local authorities (including local elders, community leaders, and 

health care providers) to scrutinise records of facilities

• This counts as an audit, so they didn’t seek permission from the university ethics committee

https://publicationethics.org/case/ethics-approval-audit-1


INTERACTIVE CASE 1

Based on Case 06-15

What do you do?

A. Reject the article

B. Inform their institution

C. Review the article as is

D. Other (please type in the Chat box)

https://publicationethics.org/case/ethics-approval-audit-1


https://publicationethics.org/files/ethical-problem-
in-submitted-manuscript-cope-flowchart.pdf

https://publicationethics.org/files/ethical-problem-in-submitted-manuscript-cope-flowchart.pdf




https://publicationethics.org/files/Guidance_for_Editors_Resea
rch_Audit_and_Service_Evaluations_v2_0.pdf

https://publicationethics.org/files/Guidance_for_Editors_Research_Audit_and_Service_Evaluations_v2_0.pdf




INTERACTIVE CASE 2



INTERACTIVE CASE 2

Based on Case 05-08

You, as editor, find that a review published in your journal:

• Is mainly a translated version of an article published by others in another journal

• Did not declare it was a translation of a published article

• Has some of your editorial board members as authors

https://publicationethics.org/case/plagiarism-3


INTERACTIVE CASE 2

Based on Case 05-08

What do you do?

A. Retract the article

B. Dismiss the editorial board members

C. Write to the authors and institutions

D. Other (please type in the Chat box)

https://publicationethics.org/case/plagiarism-3


https://publicationethics.org/files/plagiarism-published-article-cope-flowchart.pdf

https://publicationethics.org/files/plagiarism-published-article-cope-flowchart.pdf




INTERACTIVE CASE 3



INTERACTIVE CASE 3, PART 1

Based on Case 12-16

One of your handling editors sends a submitted manuscript to 5 peer reviewers:

• 3 agree to review

• All reviews are very positive and recommend the revised manuscript to be accepted

You, as editor, think the reviews are suspicious and investigate:

• You can’t find any past publications for the 3 reviewers

• Their email addresses are from web-based email providers, not institution-based

• You discover all 3 reviewers do not exist

https://publicationethics.org/case/compromised-peer-review-unpublished


INTERACTIVE CASE 3, PART 1

Based on Case 12-16

What do you do?

A. Reject the manuscript

B. Ask the handling editor to explain

C. Ask the authors to explain

D. Other (please type in the Chat box)

https://publicationethics.org/case/compromised-peer-review-unpublished


https://publicationethics.org/files/peer-review-manipulation-during-review-cope-flowchart.pdf

https://publicationethics.org/files/peer-review-manipulation-during-review-cope-flowchart.pdf




INTERACTIVE CASE 3, PART 2

Based on Case 12-16

You ask the handling editor to explain:

• 2/5 reviewers were nominated by the handling editor but did not reply

• The 3 reviewers who reviewed the paper were suggested by the authors at submission stage

You ask all authors to explain, but none reply:

• You also can’t find the institutional research ethics committee

• You discover the vice principal is the paper’s senior author 

https://publicationethics.org/case/compromised-peer-review-unpublished


INTERACTIVE CASE 3, PART 2

Based on Case 12-16

What do you do?

A. Dismiss the handling editor

B. Keep trying to contact the authors/institution 

C. Search for submitted/published papers with same authors/reviewers

D. Other (please type in the Chat box)

https://publicationethics.org/case/compromised-peer-review-unpublished


https://publicationethics.org/files/COPE%20PR_Manipulation_Process.pdf

https://publicationethics.org/files/COPE%20PR_Manipulation_Process.pdf


INTERACTIVE CASE 4



INTERACTIVE CASE 4, PART 1

Based on Case 01-33

You, as editor, receive an email saying that:

• A published article in your journal has nearly the same title and content as an article previously 

published in another journal

• The author lists of the two articles are different

https://publicationethics.org/case/redundant-publication-and-question-authorship


INTERACTIVE CASE 4, PART 1

Based on Case 01-33

What do you do?

A. Retract the article

B. Inform the other journal about duplicate publication 

C. Report the authors to their institution for plagiarism

D. Other (please type in the Chat box)

https://publicationethics.org/case/redundant-publication-and-question-authorship


https://publicationethics.org/files/respond-whistleblowers-
concerns-cope-flowchart.pdf

https://publicationethics.org/files/respond-whistleblowers-concerns-cope-flowchart.pdf




https://publicationethics.org/files/duplicate-publication-published-article-cope-flowchart.pdf

https://publicationethics.org/files/duplicate-publication-published-article-cope-flowchart.pdf






INTERACTIVE CASE 4, PART 2

Based on Case 01-33

You then receive a request from the corresponding author to withdraw the article on the 

grounds that “the same work has been published by my senior colleague in some other 

journal”

https://publicationethics.org/case/redundant-publication-and-question-authorship


INTERACTIVE CASE 4, PART 2

Based on Case 01-33

What do you do?

A. Retract the article

B. Retract and remove the article 

C. Ask the other journal to publish a statement of redundant publication

D. Other (please type in the Chat box)

https://publicationethics.org/case/redundant-publication-and-question-authorship


https://publicationethics.org/files/COPE_DD_A4_Authorship_SEPT19_SCREEN_AW.pdf

https://publicationethics.org/files/COPE_DD_A4_Authorship_SEPT19_SCREEN_AW.pdf


https://publicationethics.org/files/Research_institutions_guidelines_final_0_0.pdf

https://publicationethics.org/files/Research_institutions_guidelines_final_0_0.pdf


https://publicationethics.org/files/editors-sharing-information-on-possible-misconduct-cope-guidelines.pdf

https://publicationethics.org/files/editors-sharing-information-on-possible-misconduct-cope-guidelines.pdf


https://publicationethics.org/files/cope-retraction-guidelines-v2.pdf

https://publicationethics.org/files/cope-retraction-guidelines-v2.pdf


FOR MORE INFORMATION https://publicationethics.org/ 



THANK YOU
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