Committee on Publication Ethics Flowchart
www.publicationethics.org.uk

What to do if you suspect redundant (duplicate) publication

(a) Suspected redundant publication in a submitted manuscript
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redundant publication
Asking authors to sign a statement
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Contact corresponding author in Contact author in neutral
writing, ideally enclosing signed terms/expressing
authorship statement (or cover disappointment/explaining journal’s
letter) stating that submitted work position
has not been published elsewhere Explain that secondary papers must
and documentary evidence of refer to original

duplication Request missing reference to original
| and/or remove overlapping material

{ Proceed with review
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Inform reviewer of
outcome/action

Attempt to contact all other
authors (check
Medline/Google for emails)

Unsatisfactory
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error/journal
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Note: ICMJE advises
that translations are
acceptable but MUST
reference the original

Write to author (all authors if

possible) rejecting submission,

Y

explaining position and expected
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possible) rejecting submission,
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future behaviour
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3-6 months
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\research governance

Inform reviewer of
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of your action
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READ THIS FIRST
NOTE: COPE charts are useful tools for Editors as they show in visual form the general process of investigation, communication, and decision-making. However there are some minor differences between COPE-recommended procedures as described on these charts and Elsevier-recommended procedures. It is therefore suggested that Editors always discuss and agree with their publishing contact on a course of action together.
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