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Fig 1. Number of retractions listed in the KoreaMed database from 1999 to 2016.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0163588.9001

Huh S, et al. PLoS One 2016;1%.e0163588
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57.9%: KoreaMed retractions
Table 2. Reasons for retraction (n = 114).
17.0%: MEDLINE retractions Reasons Frequency (%
15.8%: PubMed retractions Ehplicalh pubicatn 6579
Plagiarism 10(8.8)
Scientific mistake 5(4.4)
Author dispute 4(3.5)
Others 4(3.5)
Unknown 23(20.2)
d0i:10.1371/journal.pone.0163588.1002

Huh et al. PLoS One 2016;11:60163588
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FEaT 9t 55c
Searching - By a librarian
Screening - By a librarian

v

Review full text

- By three reviewers

¥

Not duplicate

Y

}

Duplicate

Discard

.

Pattern determined

Fig. 1. Flow chart for evaluation of duplicate publications in this study.

Kim SY, et al. J Korean Med Sci 2014;29:172
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KoreaMed S5l 9,030 <A F0j|A] (2004.1-12)
4557} (5%) HAS o] AlAste] XA}
27/455 (5.9%) BT 1y
1.4% in Ophthalmologic journals indexed by MEDLINE
1.8% in Archives of Otolaryngology Head and Neck Surgery

Kim SY, et al. J Korean Med Sci 2014:29:172
S s




2021 OJHY #7153 Y AEAY

6) 35T T UFE, 7HHIQ, 25, AlR]-t (2007)

6.4% (2004-2007) vs 2.8% (2007-2009)

Table 2. Duplicate publication rates in Korean medical journals (2004-2009)

Screened articles by year

Parameters

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 Total
Screened articles™ 455 467 460 462 466 505 2,815
Suspicious articles’ 49 46 43 38 19 23 218
Duplicate articles* 27 28 33 21 13 6 12.8
Duplicate publication 5.9 6.0 7.2 4.5 2.8 1.2 4.5

rates (%)

*5% of articles were chosen by random sampling from original articles indexed in
KoreaMed. "According to at least one expert (librarian). *Finally confirmed as dupli-

cates.

Kim SY, et al. J Korean Med Sci 201%4;29:172
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Pre-campaign
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Post-campaign

Duplicate publication rate (%)
- — ] [¥%] =~ [sp] -~ Cco

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Year
Fig. 2. The campaign for preventing duplicate publications started in 2006, and the
duplication rate decreased from 2007-2009 as compared to 2004-2006. KAMJE,

Korean Assaciation of Medical Jotrnal Fditors

Table 3. Patterns of duplicate publication in Korean medical journals (2004-2009)

Patterns No. (%) of articles by year

of dupl-

oe 2004 2000 2006 2007 2008 2009 o Total

Copy  [19(65.0) 18(64.2) 13(37.1) 10 (47.6) 6(429 9(683.3) | 71 [63.4)
Salami | 4(13.8) 9(17.9 12(34.3) 9(429) 6(429 1(16.7)| 3/ (2/.9)
malas | 6(20.7) 9(179 10(28.6) 2(%99) 2(142) 0(0) |25(189
Totl  [29(100) 28(100) 35(100) 21(100) 14(100) 6(100) (133 (100)

Kim SY, et al. J Korean Med Sci 2014;29:172
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Fig. 2. Distribution of Similarity Indices in 4,050 Korean medical papers in 2009—-2014.

Park S, et al. J Korean Med Sci 20%7;32:887
S s
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Fig. 3. Change over time (2003—2014) in the frequency of Korean medical papers
that fell into specific Similarity Index categories.
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' 1. Preprint server

= Open online platform for scholarly papers
« Hzlol] ool BRAAE AR e AFAIE AN

WL

= 6 major preprint servers

arXiv, medRyiv, ChemRYiv, bioRxiv, SSRN, Preprints with The Lancet
* biomedical o}

medRYiv, Research Square, F1000Research
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Figure 1. medRxiv Submissions From Launch Through June 30, 2020
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Krumholz HM, et al. JAMA 2029;324:1903
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benefits (A} 2H)
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preprint.org (74 THE 9] 271%), LIl Hata T A 7Hs

https://publicationethics.org/files/u7140/COPE_Preprints_Mar18.pdf
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3) Preprint °]&&3 o8

© MedRyiv o]l AIE =80 0]253 i

. Cold HOME | ABOUT | SUBMIT| NEWS & NOTES | ALERTS / RSS
medRyiv @& B vl
aboratory
Search
THE PREPRINT SERVER FOR HEALTH SCIENCES Advanced Search
O Comment on this paper o Previous Mesxt O
Effects of a DPP-4 inhibitor and RAS blockade on clinical
outcomes of patients with diabetes and COVID-19 Posted May 23, 2020.
. = Email

Sang Youl Rhee, Jeongwoo Lee, Hyewon Nam, Dae-Sung Kyoung, ' Dae Jung Kim Download PDF
doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.20.20 108555 Author Declarations ¥ Share
This article is a preprint and has not been peer-reviewed [what does this mean?]. It B Supplementary Material @ Craton Took
reports new medical research that has yet to be evaluated and so should not be used to B Dat/Code

guide clinical practice.

E0L] 1247
[3 Preview PDF

Abstract Full Text Info/History Metrics

COVID-19 SARS-CoV-2 preprints from
medRxiv and bioRxiv

Abstract

Background Dipeptidyl peptidase-4 inhibitor (DPP-4i) and renin-angiotensin system

Subject Area

(RAS) blockade are reported to affect the clinical course of coronavirus disease 2019

Endocrinology (including Diabetes Mellitus and

(COVID-19) in patients with diabetes mellitus (DM). However, the effectiveness of
Metabolic Disease)

these drugs in large populations is unclear.

24
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© MedRyiv o]l AIE =80 0]253 i

HOME | ABOUT | SUBMIT| MEWS & NOTES | ALERTS / RSS

THE PREPRINT SERVER FOR HEALTH SCIENCES Advanced Search

Search

O Comment on this paper o Previous Mesxt O
Effects of a DPP-4 inhibitor and RAS blockade on clinical

outcomes of patients with diabetes and COVID-19 Posted May 23, 2020.

This article is a preprint and has not been peer-reviewed [what does this mean?]. It
reports new medical research that has yet to be evaluated and so should not be used to

guide clinical practice.

Abstract COVID-19 SARS-CoV-2 preprints from
medRxiv and bioRxiv

Background Dipeptidyl peptidase-4 inhibitor (DPP-4i) and renin-angiotensin system

(RAS) blockade are reported to affect the clinical course of coronavirus disease 2019

Subject Area

Endocrinology (including Diabetes Mellitus and

(COVID-19) in patients with diabetes mellitus (DM). However, the effectiveness of
Metabolic Disease)

these drugs in large populations is unclear.

25
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= For Editors
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@) 4 preprint 3793 4118 9iv Ba

=  For Publishers
= CrossRef Z preprint ¢} 27 =& link

« AArol TRy 5% 3 WA
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= Peer review process 2| 343
» 373t peer review Q1 E7}
= Peer review 2| 4 ] E7}
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‘ 1) Fake peer review

= MEDLINE 9|~ fake review 2 3|9 =38 4 3jjojc} 57}

The number of retractions in Medline by year from 2012 to 2017.

250
200
150
o
s W
> |||| i Jl h i l
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Year
M error ® fraud/suspected fraud ® duplicate
plagiarism | m faked review process | m authorship
W unclear B others

Wang T. et al. Sci Eng Ethics 2019;25:855
S s
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1) Fake review 2 &3]

=80 210}, 37}

= Fake review 2 =1 3] 2Tk}, 27} (3H= 6.8%)

Number of retracted papers according to the publisher Number of retracted papers according to the country

® SAGE
= Springer g
u BioMed Central :::::ism
u Elsevier = South Korea
= Informa NA
LwWw

Qi X, et al. Postgrad Med J 2017;93:499 35
S s
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‘ 2) Author suggested reviewer

80—

B Author suggested
B Editor suggested

70

o ARE 23 AR Y & 9 BAIA
H

« AR} o] He Aol AL }

« WIS 94, 5L Y FY .
=S

« WAQ 23 Wk e dAE o

+ 03 AARE 7HS A .

20

10

Completing  Advising Editor
review publication discordance

Figure 1 Ditferential behaviour of reviewers
suggested by authors or editors. *p=0.01.

Hurst JR, et al. Thorax 2005;66799
S s
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= Pre-print server
= FT1000Research (open peer review platform)
= Retraction Watch (retractiondatabase.org)

= Publons-registered reviewer (http://home.publons.com)
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3) Fake peer review z{H->@dH| st4

202113 2oJy

%3 fake peer review 2 271 =8 1] Ao k4 %]

many unscrupulous paper brokers, which
peddle ghostwritten or fraudulent papers.

“If it wasn't obvious before, it is now
difficult to deny China’s research commu-
nity has serious underlying ethical issues,”
says Benjamin Shaw, China director for the
English-language editing company Edanz
in Beijing. Others caution that the sanc-
tions on discredited authors are not severe
enough to deter academic dishonesty. But
the coordinated response by funding agen-
cies and CAST, which links China’s sci-
ence and technology community with the
government, suggests China is taking the
publishing abuses seriously.

Since 2012 scores of authors, many of
them Chinese, have been snagged in a peer-
review scandal involving papers published
in international journals. Journals dis-
covered that authors or their brokers had
suggested their own reviewers—many of
whom were real researchers—but provided
email addresses to accounts controlled by
the perpetrators and then reviewed their
own work. The findings, first reported by
the blog Retraction Watch, prompted ma-

did not collaborate on the investigation,

4

Number of peer-review scam papers
Springer is retracting.

93.5

Percent of CAST-contacted
authors of retracted papers who
admitted to using a broker.

$5500

Upper range of fees that
tarnished authors said they had
paid to brokers.

says the publisher’s spokesperson, Shane

Because many of the retracted papers
were in medical science, China’s National
Health and Family Planning Commission
in Beijing is also reacting to the scandals.
In September, it released new regulations
requiring institutions to fullv investigate
cases of scientific misconduct and forbid-
ding researchers from signing their names
to papers they did not help research
or write.

Companies that provide legitimate
English-language editing services are at-
tempting to distance themselves from
less-principled brethren. Last month, six
editing companies formed the Alliance for
Scientific Editing in China and adopted
industry standards, such as requiring
members to publish ethics policies and
forbidding them from manipulating the
peer-review process.

Such measures may not be sufficient,
says Lin Songging, an editor with the Chi-
nese Academy of Sciences in Wuhan. Until
more institutions begin firing scientists
who commit fraud, he says, “Paper trad-
ing will still exist for a long time.” Science

2]

Hvistendahl M. Science 2015;350:1015
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3) Fake peer review Zil->Alty A7)

= Fake review 2 287l =% A35|gt gh=Ql Al 27

|

= Do-it-yourself review

Authors with Many Retractions

Some authors had multiple retractions. Fujii Yoshitaka (n = 148) and Kato Shigeaki (n = 32) from

Japan, and Staple Diederik (n = 28) from the Netherlands, were responsible for many retracted

publications due to fraud| Moon Hyung-In from Korea was responsible for 28 retracted articles due to

a faked review process.|Some retracted articles were cited nhumerous times (Table 4).

Fraud/suspected fraud were the leading reasons for the most cited retractions.

Wang T. et al. Sci Eng Ethics 2019;25:855
S s
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=  ORCID (Open Researcher and Contributor ID)
= free, unique, persistent identifier
= connect with affiliations, grants
+ 2plo) A7 gulE A%
+ AAole] ahils] B2

The ORCID iD: a unique, persistent identifier free of charge to researchers
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© A3E URANRE B 73->307] Yt
A

© QRANANEQ] MALRTH AY->shulct 37

50

W W A~ A
o O O O
‘ :

decline review request (%)
> o S B

(9]
L

0 T T T T T T ]
2010 201 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

publication year of BES

Bakker TCM, et al. Behav Ecol Sociobio 2619:;73:38
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3) Post-publication open peer review

© 270 & AN, AR ThEA link2 97

ORIGINAL RESEARCH ARTICLE ,.)
Front. Immunel.. 04 August 2020 | https://doi.org/10 3389/ fimmu.2020.01592

Check for
updates.

Phenotype and Response to PAMPs of Human Monocyte-
f:ﬁflfﬁi;?'ﬁ::fﬂ o Derived Foam Cells Obtained by Long-Term Culture in
, o the Presence of oxLDLs

REVIEWED BY

Tzong-Shyuan Lee L. . \ .
Anna Nogiec:, Matgorzata Bzowska:, Agnieszka Demczuk:, ﬂ Chen Varol: and Krzysztof Guzik:-

National Taiwan University, Taiwan

Hiroaki Shime Department of Immunology. Faculty of Biochemistry, Biophysics, and Biotechnology. Jagiellonian University, Krakéw, Poland

) ) 2The Research Center for Digestive Tract & Liver Diseases. The Tel Aviv Souraski Medical Center, Tel Aviv. Israel
Graduate School of Medical Sciences,

Magoya City University, Japan

@ Florence Carroue! Cholesterol-laden, foam macrophages constitute the most characteristic component of human atherosclerotic plaques.

Université Claude Bernard Lyon 1, France Persistent uptake of oxLDLs results in accumulation of lipid bodies inside the cells and determines their phenotype and

subsequent functions. In this work, we describe the phenotype of human monocyte-derived foam cells obtained by
differentiation in the constant presence of oxLDLs for 30 days (prolonged-hMDFCs). Although neither the total cellular
nor the cell surface expression of Toll-like receptors (TLR) was regulated by oxLDLs, the prolonged-hMDFCs changed

dramatically their responsiveness to TLR ligands and inactivated bacteria. Using multiplex technology, we observed an

TADIC AT CORTERMTS

44
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‘ 3) Post-publication open review

= PubPeer (https://pubpeer.com)

= Online platform for post publication review
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3) Retraction Watch Database (retractiondatabase.org)

= Retraction Watch: self peer review

Category: self peer review R etPa;Ctj. n
Watch

Subscribe
A publisher just retracted ten Email Address
papers whose peer review was
“engineered” — despite knowing Marketing Permissions
about the problem of fake oo o o opts ki P
I'eVieWS fOI' years all the ways you would like to hear from us:
[] Email

Many publishers have been duped by fake

You can change your mind at any time by clicking the unsubscribe link in

PEET TEVIEWS, which have br[’ught down the footer of any email you receive from us, or by contacting us at

more than 600 papers to date. But some team@retractionwatch.com. We will treat your information with respect. 46

For more information about our privacy practices please visit
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‘ 3) Publons (http://home.publons.com)

= Publons
= Peer review process 7J3}5tq AlAle] A1AA] B AFQ|SH
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= Science is respected for telling the truth.
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Figure 1. Brain MR images at admission. Axial T1-weighted (A), T2-weighted (B) and sagittal T1-weighted images (C) show hyper-intensity (white

arrow) in left transverse sinus and straight sinus which is typical finding of cerebral venous thrombosis. MR; magnetic resonance 50
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» SHEDE ASE FFOSHX| T, WEkA IRB 2| HA5H| B&
(Bt =: https://www.hopkinsmedicine.org/institutional review board/guidelines policie
s/guidelines/case report.html).
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‘ 2) Za|H 10j|A] 7HQIAHE B & COPE guideline

= Journal’s best practices for ensuring consent for publishing medical
case reports: guidance from COPE

= _https://publicationethics.org/resources/guidelines/journals%E2%80%99-

best-practices-ensuring-consent-publishing-medical-case-reports.



https://publicationethics.org/resources/guidelines/journals%E2%80%99-best-practices-ensuring-consent-publishing-medical-case-reports
https://publicationethics.org/resources/guidelines/journals%E2%80%99-best-practices-ensuring-consent-publishing-medical-case-reports
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= ZPHEPLQILSE, BAN 2, IA S
= | sh=X] Self Citation

40

=W & SCIE st=X] 101F
35 38
O ¥ SCIE sh=X] 343
30
29
sFER] B
(No.) 20 22
s 18 38.5%
31.3%
10 11
5 7 62.5%
0 . 2 4 1
<10 1020 20-30 30-40 40-50 50-60 >60
Self Citation (%)

Choi IH. 2017.12.14 57
S s
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1) IF A48 1% 98 3=

- Z7}elg u]go] &2 ofxo} AFY] 10742 (1996-2017)

No. PE::::‘IE.II:_:- Paper No. Country Si::]_;;ﬂ_
1 1 H133924 China h5.63
2 b 448079 Iran 36.57
3 3 1472192 India 34.26
4 2 2539441 Japan 26.65
] 9 248457 Malaysia 26.10
b 11 127817 Pakistan 2578
I 4 1004042 South Korea 20.34
8 ] 614487 Taiwan 19.76
9 16 19444 Kazakhstan 19.45
10 14 40985 Bangladesh 17.51
Table 2. Top ten Asian countries in self-citation rates, including Iran,
during 1996-2017

Yaminfirooz M, et al. Acta Inform Med 2619:;27:259
S s
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‘ 2) Self-citation

= Add citations or risk of rejection
= 22} 271Q14: MR} Bl 3p] =2 Q)
o A APIQIG: L A T S B Q18
+ AARRL EEQIG: AR AP] £ R Q18 8%

. o 2
= TR =50&: PRk A2 AE =& UE 2%

r-||:|

= IF A58 ol |2} academic promotion 3} TA|E]0] 2171914
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2) Critical Care Medicine 4|3 35%& £/

« A ARG Hlg, A A, IF B

« 2RI H]E (0-35.4%)
570 Ag: ZILF ZPIQ1G ]2 A A
A AR A B IF=4.1

+ A QI A B IF=2.5

Sanfilippo F, et al. J Intensive Care 2021;9:15
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’ 2) Anaesthesiology *|'3 32% A}71R1& £/

+ oh3alet A 32% BA
. 2P7101L 1S (1.4%-37.2%)
o 77) AP THESIL A 2RIG HIAH BA

= 17} 2]'d (Pain Physician) 2}71%182] cut-off A

. Z71Q18 A 9/t TAg] AFIQIE B (8.8% vs 8.3%)

Sanfilippo F, et al. Br J Anaesth 2021;126:e21
S s




2021 <oy 7133 W HERY

@ 3 83

© AEEOM A7IQIg AW Halstn glovt
= cut-off HA|= A3
. SHEAO] chEt AR 2X]E HE

+ At PAgle] IF £ 2 Xjo] g%

Sanfilippo F, et al. Br J Anaesth 2024;126:e21
S s
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‘ 3) API1G Bl 37 1A IF 45

= 0}2|2e} Journal X 2] o
AP71R1& sinfc} S7FS5HEA IF 57t

0.22- fe R?=043 .
0.58 . . 0.304

0.201 .

0.184 0.25+

delta-IF

0.161
o 0.20 1 -

0.14 .

Percent of Self Cites
to Years Used in Calculation

0' 12 14 1 L) ¥ ?’ 1 L 1 ¥ T 1 0 1 5 L} Al L] L] Bl Al Bl L] L A 1
1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009

Year Year

Tighe P et al. Anesth Analg 2011;183:378
_*
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O - oo 2vea eus

= Authorship sale, Paper trading, Brokering service, Fake peer review
+ A3k, AARE, BAQ), BAUCHPAL HedslAb 5 A £ 84
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