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On the suggestions about preventing hidden academic
misconduct in sci-tech manuscripts//XU Tingting CAO Yakun
ZENG Lina REN Yingying

Abstract Several kinds of hidden academic misconduct found in
our work are presented here as examples for warning the similar
problems. Thinking about the causes behind these misconduct the
reasons can be categorized into three types: weak consciousness
about integrity of the authors insufficient attention to integrity of
the journal as well as deficiency of punishing mechanisms for
academic misconduct. In order to preserve the integrity in sci-tech
manuscripts it is suggested that corresponding editors peer—
reviewers and supervision departments should contribute respective
efforts to prevent the academic misconduct.

Keywords academic  misconduct; sci-tech  manuscript;
reviewing; integrity

Authors’ address  Editorial Office of Journal of Xiamen
University Natural Science 361005 Xiamen Fujian China
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Identification and prevention of “ghost manuscripts” in sci—
tech periodicals//ZHENG Xiaohu HE Li

Abstract In this paper the information characteristics of the ghost
manuscripts are analyzed in detail. The information characteristics
between the ghost manuscripts and the authors’ own manuscripts are
compared. The identification and prevention strategies of ghost
manuscripts are put forward 1. e. identifying ghost manuscripts
based on the information features of the manuscripts the ghost
manuscripts and the inconsistency of the registration information with
those in the manuscripts alerting and supervising authors by signing
agreements with them and appealing the ghost websites to the

authority in light of the evidence.

prevention

First-author’ s address  Editorial Office of Journal of Anhui
University ( Natural Science Edition) 230039 Hefei China
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Identification of ghost papers in the process of medical journal

editors * initial evaluation//GUAN Zhuzhu LI Ya’ nan

GUO Jingiu 5
Abstract The medical journal editors should identify the ghost « »”

papers in initial evaluation in order to avoid the bad results caused 6
by the transmission of the low — quality papers. Traditional methods
such as the detection system of academic misconduct ( AMLC)
and the vigilance of large — scale mass submissions have not been
able to identify ghost papers. The editors of the Journal of Dalian
Medical University summed up some experiences of identifying °

ghost papers. They found that paying attention to the regularity of “ 7 20% 10% 5%
registration account mailboxes account passwords regions of ° “ ” AMLC

authors’ mobile phone number and IP address the authors’ o
academic qualifications and titles as well as the quality of the

papers themselves can be a good way of identification of ghost

papers. Editors have the obligation to curb academic misconduct

and improve the quality of periodicals to purify the academic

environment.

Keywords medical journal; initial evaluation; ghostwriting;

academic misconduct; editor
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CrossCheck (‘http: //www. ithenticate.

com/)

Fuctions of CrossCheck and information verification in dealing
with fraudulent papers//DUAN Weijie YU Yang WU Lihang
ZHANG Shumin DUAN Guihua

Abstract

checked via CrossCheck. From the similarity rate of the article the

The similarity rate of English scientific papers was

academic misconduct can be discovered. And then we can judge
the novelty of the paper and the popularity of the research. The
results of check can provide strong support for editing and handling
the manuscripts and can give necessary reference for the review

so as to give a fair trial opinion. In addition checking reviewers’
information and verifying the author’ s information play an important
role in the intervention of academic misconduct.

Keywords fraudulent paper; check comparison; academic
misconduct; information audit
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