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LA ETICA EN LA PUBLICACION
Una atencion creciente

En los ultimos afos se ha prestado mayor atencién a la ética y la integridad en las publicaciones.

e [Mayor concienciacion entre
investigadora/es y editora/es

e [Mayor repercusion mediatica

e Mayor niumero de retractaciones

Datos de Scimago y retractaciones en la base de datos Retraction
Watch. Christos Petrou:
https://scholarlykitchen.sspnet.org/2024/04/18/guest-post-making-se

nse-of-retractions-and-tackling-research-misconduct/
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LA ETICA EN LA PUBLICACION
Un ecosistema complejo

Las cuestiones de ética en la publicacion son variadas y conllevan matices:
Integridad de las figuras y/o datos, supervisidn ética, autoria, plagio y propiedad

intelectual, y muchos otros tipos.
Desafios

Transicion de casos relacionados a investigadora/es o articulos individuales a
problemas a mayor escala, necesitando un enfoque sistematico.
® Incentivos asociados al numero de publicaciones propician entidades
gue se benefician financieramente y que pueden conllevar una
implementacion sistematica de malas practicas: paper mills, revistas
depredadoras, manipulacion de la revision por pares
e Metodologias de inteligencia artificial que permiten la creacion de

articulos y revisiones a una escala sin precedentes

Quality of scientific papers questioned
as academics ‘overwhelmed’ by the
millions published

Widespread mockery of Al-generated rat with giant penis in

| 4

one paper brings problem to public attention

W ,

O Nobel laureate Andre Geim said ‘researchers publish too many useless papers.' Photograph:
Sigrid Gombert/Getty Images/Image Source

It was, at first glance, just another scientific paper, one of the millions
published every year, and destined to receive little to no attention outside
the arcane field of biological signalling in stem cells destined to become
sperm.

www.theguardian.com/science/2025/jul/13/quality-of-scientific-papers

-questioned-as-academics-overwhelmed-by-the-millions-published
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‘C ‘ OF COPE: CREANDO JUNTOS UNA CULTURA DE INTEGRIDAD EN LA PUBLICACION

COPE se cred en 1997 por Michael Farthing (Gut), Richard Horton (The Lancet) y Richard Smith

(British Medical Journal) como foro de intercambio y aprendizaje respecto a casos de mala conducta
en la publicacion.

Hubo reuniones exploratorias iniciales a las que asistieron editores de varias revistas.

En el aifno 2000 se redactd la constitucion de COPE.

“[COPE] puede no resultar util a largo plazo, y estaremos encantados si
se vuelve innecesario porque la profesion internacional produce una

respuesta adecuada a la mala conducta en la investigacion.”

Richard Smith, editor del British Medical Journal

publicationethics.org
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. ‘ COPE: CREANDO JUNTOS UNA CULTURA DE INTEGRIDAD EN LA PUBLICACION
13500+ ., . p .
COPE MEMBERS Gestion y gobernanza por un equipo de emplead@s asi como el consejo de
ié‘izﬁéi'}:‘ COPE (Council) y el grupo de Trustees, ambos compuestos de voluntari@s.
FYY VT

g_' Mas de 14,000 miembros de 97 paises, mayoritariamente revistas y editoriales.

En 2016, COPE amplid su membresia para incluir instituciones.

Members from
97 COUNTRIES

@ Objetivo: Reunir a los agentes involucrados en la investigacion y en su publicacion

para apoyar, educar y facilitar debate en torno a la ética de publicacion.

GLOBAL COMMUNITY
on publication ethics

publicationethics.org



C|O P|E COPE: ACTIVIDADES Y RECURSOS

ClO|PIE|| Tomtantly oty Guidance and tools v COPE Focus v Discussion Vv Membership v About v e

research and its publication

Foros para miembros; mas de 800 casos con :
. , . COPE guidance Vewallgidanes >
recomendaciones en la pagina web de COPE

help people understand and deal with ethical issues in publishing,

=/ COPEpositions =|  Guidelines Discussion documents
COPE positions are short summaries that Guidelines provide formal COPE policy and Discussion documents introduce issues and
E explain our stance on various topics. give advice on best publication ethics encourage discussion, often about complex
- . y practices. issues.
L]
oo o Diagramas de flujo: guias paso a paso . L .
=*m  Flowcharts and infographics = Endorsed guidance @ Cases
Flowcharts and infographics provide a step External guidance trusted by COPE to COPE Members bring their anonymised

E = by step process to follow when you need provide ethical scholarly publishing publication ethics issues for discussion and
quidance dealing with an ethical issue. practices. advice.

JOURNAL AUDIT ®0 ‘
COPE Members

@ | Directrices que formalizan politicas de COPE

TEMPLATE
LETTERS

\

eLearning COPE Journal audit Template letters

Our online learning programme gives practical guidance on  The journal audit is designed to encourage members to Writing to authors or reviewers about potential misconduct
topics including: plagiarism, falsification, authorship, identify areas of their journal's policies and procedures that s one of the hardest tasks for an editor. We have a series of
conflicts of interest and reviewer misconduct, among may need to be revised. Use the audit as a checklist to templates to help editors draft their own letters.

=] Documentos de discusion sobre temas

and procedures.

emergentes

Y también: eventos, eLearning, Auditoria de Revistas, proyecto United2Act.

publicationethics.org



COPE: DIRECTRICES

Kit de herramientas de ética Directrices para gestionar retractaciones y expresiones de
para la oficina editorial preocupacion (‘Expressions of concern’)

EXPRESSIONS OF CONCERN

These guidelines are formal COPE policy and are intended to apply mainly to journal articles but may be
licable to other published d The guidelines provide advice to journal editors and publishers

(s practice when idering whether an expi ion of concern is
an expression of concern.

COPE recognises that in accordance with the Principles of Transparency and Best Practice in Scholarly
Publishing," editors and publishers are ible for ding the integrity of the scholarly literature RETRACTION GUIDELINES
in their journals, and policies and procedures for handling these issues when they arise should be in place.

Editorial indep is also a fi | principle of scholarly publishing, ensuring that editors make
editorial decisions free from any external influence, as outlined in the COPE Position Statement on Editorial

clofrls,

on

and how to issue

\‘cj“,\o \’\E

HOW YO APPAY FOR GOPE WEMBERSH®

q

There sre four types of memberstiip available:

2 " Ak : bl —_—— . RETRACTION MIGHT BE WARRANTED IF:
In with this editors are for about loumal « unethical research practices, compromised

NN S v content and for issuing any post-publicati d such as an expression of where y. peer review, or undisclosed conflicts of interest
‘COPE's mission is builk ar are identified that could bias interpretation of
An expression of concern is a notice to alert readers to major and credible concerns that have been raised the work or recommendations by peer reviewers;
about the reliability of a publication, but do not meet the criteria for a retraction, as outlined in the COPE = el s i nnden U =fintags have
of major errors, irregularities been published
R i idelines,® or id will not or cannot be obtained for some time. An expression in the data or images, or any elsewhere without
of concern can be used as an interim notice and followed up with either a correction or retraction, or it could form of misrepresentation proper attribution,
5 . (eg, fraud, identity theft, permission, or justification,
LS 1oau e w3 v be the final outcome for an article that will not be updated further. o fictitious authorship) or material or data have
If you would like to comment on the content of our guidance then please contact Natalie Ridgeway, :::::;gp;: m‘:;;:?ngs; :::::‘::::i:::‘on_
Executive Officer execofficer@publicationethics.ort
An expression of concern is a notice to alert readers
to major and credible concerns that have been raised NOTICES OF RETRACTION BATCH RETRACTIONS
Notices of retraction Batch retractions might
about the reliability of a publication, but do not meet should link to the retracted be appropriate when there
- 2 i L article, clearly identify it with is evidence of systematic
the criteria for a retraction, as outlined in the COPE title and authors, be published manipulation of the publication
R . R R . . promptly, and be freely process in one or more
Retraction guidelines,? or conclusive evidence will accessible to all readers. PURPOSE OF RETRACTION journals (eg, paper mills).
R R The purpose of retraction is
not or cannot be obtained for some time. o correct the lterature and
ensure its integrity, not to

punish the authors.

The expressions of concern guidelines, alongside
the retraction guidelines, are designed to enable
editors and publishers to navigate the complexities
of post-publication amendment and have confidence
to decide when a given amendment is necessary

publicationethics.org/guidance/guidelines and what form it should take.
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COPE: DIAGRAMAS DE FLUJO

SUSPECTED BEFORE PUBLICATION

SYSTEMATIC MANIPULATION OF THE PUBLICATION PROCESS

manipulaton of the
publcation process

2021 Commities
on Publication Ethics
(CCBYENC-ND 4.0 7

publicationethics.org

Decomber 2021,

Manipulacion del
proceso editorial

Notes

- *Please check guidance on

‘Systematic manipulation
of the publication process’
(pages 2-4) for definitions

of systematic manipulation

COPE Publishers' Forum,

Response

Satistactory explanation or
data proven to be genuine.

CONSIDER IF

ACTION IS NEEDED
(EG, ORGANISING

a

SUSPEND PEER REVIEW PROCES!
IF SUSPICION IS RAISED IN AN UNPUBLISHED

MANUSCRIPT FOR SYSTEMATIC MANIPULATION
OF THE PUBLICATION PROCESS*

Get inital evidence and determine your level
of confidence that systematic manipulation
of publication process has taken

lace.

(Ses table 1, columns 1 and 2 for guidance) %
FOLLOW EXISTING
COPE GUIDELINES

s thero some concem withalow,  Probably not
medium, or high level of confidence  Systematic*

that systematic manipulation of the
publication process has taken place?

v

Follow advice in table 1, column 3
according to the level of confidence.

¥

<

Do the authors' or peer reviewers' explanations,
further information, and/or the raw data provided
by the authors address your concerns? *

No response OR response and/or raw
data provided unconvincing, inconclusive
and/or proven to be not genuine.

<>

Consider seeking help from
the authors’ institutions

S @

Contact authors' institutions.
requesting an investigation,
ind inform authors

Authors admit
‘manipulation

investigate

Writeto all author
and their insttutions,
‘explaining position | <+———
tod
future behaviour Yos misconduct  Satisfactory
confimmed oxplanation

No response or

inconclusive reply
)

(ORS, OF

ITH
UPDATING POLICIES)

CONSIDER CONTACTING
THE INSTITUTIONS

EVERY 3 MONTHS. IF NO

REJECT
MANUSCRIPTS*+

of the decision to reject

https:

doi.or

10.24318/cope.2019.2.23

Problemas de autoria

IN A SUBMITTED MANUSCRIPT

GHOST, GUEST, OR GIFT AUTHORSHIP

Gito this a5
COPE Council

Ghost, guest, or
gift authorship in a
submitted manuscript

publicationethics.org

Version 1: 2006,

£\

Note
See also COPE
Infographic ‘How to
recognise potential
authorship problems’,
hittpsi//doi.org/10.24318/
c0pe.2019.2.22.

*lnital action wil depend
on journal's normal method
of collecting author/
contributor info

'SUSPEND PEER REVIEW IF SUSPICION IS

RAISED ABOUT AUTHORSHIP

Review acknowledgement section and
authorship declaration (if supplied)

> and/or

Send copy of journal’s authorship policy** to
| corresponding author and request declaration
that all qualify and no authors have beer
omitted (if not obtained previously)

**Including clear guidance/criteria for
<~ | authorship in journal instructions makes

it easier to handle such issues

> and/or
***Marusié et al* have shown that the
method of collecting such data (eg, free
< | text or check boxes) can influence the
response. Letting authors describe their
own contributions probably results in the

Request information (or further details)
of individuals' contributions***

most truthful and informative answers

!
o

Authorship role missing
(eg, contributor list does not inclut
anybody who analysed data
or prepared first draft)

“Ghost'
author(s) identified

Suggest missing author(s)
should be added to list

| ! |
o © &

Listed author(s)
de does not meet
authorship criteria

Satisfactory
explanation
of author list

remain/need
more information

“Guest' or ‘gift
author(s) identified

Try to contact authors
(Check Medline/Google
for current affiiations/
emals) and ask about
their role, whether any | ——
authors have been
omitted, and whether
they have any concerns
‘about authorship

Suggest guest/gift
author(s) should be

‘acknowledgements
section

!

Get agreement for authorship change
(in writing) from all authors.
Letter should also cloarly state the
journal’s authorship policy and/or rafor
to published criteria (eg, ICMJE) and
> may express concern/disappointment

these were not followed.

For senior authors, consider
copying thislottor to th
of department/person responsible

for research governance

PROCEED WITH
REVIEW/PUBLICATION
Review your journal's

instructions to contributors
‘and submission forms to
ensure clear guidance
and prevent future problem

A

https:

doi.or

10.24318/cope.2019.2.18

olaboracion entre COPE y FORCE11: guias para

estionar casos de ética en

Concerns about legal and regulatory restrictions

Post-publication
'CONCERNS ARE RAISED TO THE DATA PUBLISHER

Confir receipt and state that the issue wilbe looked ino

'

publicacion de datos

. valcity, y of the concerns

'

Yos

e
‘concerns and that you are following up.

Remove the dataset from

Basod on the niial assessment, should the datasat bo
d or restricted during the investigation to mitigate.
otential legal risk? (Consider obtaining legal advice.)

-®

'

following up on the concerns.

'

‘Consider contacting the institution to ask.
fthey would like o investigate belore you
take further action, per CLUE guidelines

)

e e ®

<>

v procesding o doss
Contastthe comosponding author Requst comments. ot respond
on tho concens, aupporting documentation as needd,
and iformatin abos ther aflected content

Attormpt to contact co-authors

0 O

Consider rasing the matter to th attertion of the
authors' nstitution or the institution who owns the data,
‘and request theirroview and recommendation

Optional: Seek

advisor, f o

jod

theirinput bofore proceoding?

Await
input

FOLLOW-UP AS
APPROPRIATE BASED

©

Institution is ot contacted,

not respond by the deadiine, cannot @ Institution provides
commendation
. or doos not provide
a timoly recommendation '

Proceed per rest of flow chart

(" conTiues on PacE 2

The FORCE1 & COPE.

ON THE OUTCOME OF
INSTITUTIONAL REVIEW

hitos://doi.ora/10.6281/20n0d0.5391293 12

Version 1: Jun 2023

FORCE

cloP

DO: 10.5281/zen0d0 7896759 3
COPE (COBY 401

https://doi.or

10.5281/zen0d0.7896759

publicationethics.org/guidance/guidelines
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RESPONDIENDO A DESAFIOS DE ETICA EN LA PUBLICACION

COPE ha facilitado foros para que grupos de editores puedan hacer frente a desafios comunes y casos

que abarcan diferentes revistas.

e Discusiones entre revistas acerca de la
manipulacidon de procesos editoriales

® Guia para el intercambio de informacion
entre editores jefe

® El proyecto United2Act, una iniciativa para
responder a los ‘paper mills’

Many stakeholders
One purpose

Increase education and awareness

Improve post-publication corrections

UNITED2ACT

PXX'E i PAPER MILLS

Catalyse research on paper mills

Develop trust markers

1@1 i O1NQNE1 G

Facilitate dialogue between stakeholders

https://united?act.org/

publicationethics.org
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C ‘ o P RESPONDIENDO A DESAFIOS DE ETICA EN LA PUBLICACION: INTELIGENCIA ARTIFICIAL

Posicion de COPE respecto a la utilizacion de herramientas de inteligencia artificial en publicaciones

e Las herramientas de inteligencia artificial no pueden figurar como
autor de un articulo: no cumplen los requisitos de autoria pues no
pueden asumir la responsabilidad del trabajo.

® La utilizacion de herramientas de inteligencia artificial en la
redaccion de texto, la produccion de imagenes, o en la recopilacion y
el analisis de datos, se debe declarar de manera transparente,

indicando qué herramienta se usd y como se utilizo. imagen por Milad Fakurian en Unsplash

Recomendacion para las revistas: Elaborar una politica detallada respecto a las herramientas de

inteligencia artificial, incluyendo qué utilizaciones se permiten y cuales no, y las expectativas para los

autores, revisores y editores.

publicationethics.org



C|O P|E| PpARTICIPANDO EN COPE

Editore/as pueden participar en actividades de COPE, independientemente de si la revista es miembro de COPE

> Utiliza los recursos de COPE cuando encuentras casos de ética de

(o] O‘P E L’:;““"“;"‘;z’;‘l‘l’b’l"“h"""" idance and tools v COPE Focus v Discussion v

rch and lication

ublicacion en tu revista ™ Diagram i ibles en la pagin
P en turevista agramas y guias accesibles en la pagina Emerging AI dilemmas in scholarly publishing

W e b Last reply 15 Sep 2025 (D 3 commen ts
. . . Artificial Intelligence (AI) continues to reshape the landscape of research publishing,
> H 14 < H A offering powerful tools for authors, reviewers, and editors alike, while presenting
Pa rtICI pa en Ia dISCUSIon de tematlcas emergentes a nad Iendo tus unique ethical challenges. Al has transitioned swiftly from being an emerging curiosity
. to becoming an integral force in scholarlv publishina.
1 1 1 . 1 Lommen
perspectivas a documentos de discusion: omments
lember col ents will be published i ediatel lon-member cor

https://publicationethics.org/topic-discussions

> Inscribete a COPE Digest para recibir informacién sobre actividades de
COPE vy en la ética de la publicacion

Unirse como miembro permite acceso a servicios adicionales:

O elearning
o Foro trimestral donde los miembros pueden presentar casos para su discusidon y asesoramiento
o Solicitud de asesoramiento sobre casos especificos a COPE Council

publicationethics.org
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E PUBLICATION INTEGRITY WEEK

clos

La semana de la integridad en la publicacion

Sesiones online, del 17 al 21 de noviembre

publicationethics.org/events/publication-integrity-week-2025

Gratis para miembros de COPE, £150 para no miembros

Registro hasta el 13 de noviembre

PUBLICATION =

C/O P|E INTEGRITY WEEK

Exploring the landscape of

publication integrity together

REGISTER TODAY

publicationethics.org


https://publicationethics.org/events/publication-integrity-week-2025

GRACIAS Iratxe Puebla |c|o| .

iratxe@publicationethics.org



mailto:iratxe@publicationethics.org

