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Research and publication ethics has recently been receiv-
ing considerable attention here in Asia due to controversies
regarding fabricated diplomas, plagiarism, duplicate publi-
cations of academic papers, and theft of research findings.
A common excuse heard from those accused is that many
authors have done so in the past. Awareness of the gravity
of these issues varies across different countries, and while
Korea has made great strides in this area over the last couple
decades, it still finds itself weeding out cases of ethical dis-
regard. As editor-in-chief, I have had a fair share of ethically
problematic manuscripts come my way, and I want to speak
to this issue here.

The root of this phenomenon is arguably the nature of our
institution. Many researchers are not given training in aca-
demic and research ethics during the course of their formal
education. Thinking back on my childhood, I remember
having only a vague notion that people should not cheat
on exams, but that notion was always overshadowed by the
more popular idea that true friends help their friends cheat.

I was naturally surprised when I first went to the United
States in the 80’ to pursue my graduate studies. Exams and
assignments were taken with an intimidating level of seri-
ousness, with warnings of severe punishments for cases of
ethical infractions or suspicious behavior. Many universi-
ties identified cheating as an act worthy of expulsion, which
would ultimately leave a black mark on a student’s academic
record that was almost impossible to erase. This environ-
ment did not seem out of the norm for my American coun-
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terparts. The reason, I found, was that American students
had been taught this ethical attitude from their days in grade
school. These long-term reinforcements of moral rules and
expectations clearly play a significant social role in the for-
mation of our attitudes towards research and publication
ethics.

In Korea, from the mid-2000s, as the international level of
research has been conducted and their findings have been
presented in global academic societies, the ethical awareness
of researchers has been significantly improved to meet the
needs of the international level. This improvement is due in
part not only to efforts of researchers aiming to submit to
high-level international journals but also to the globalization
efforts of local journal editors. By reflecting the increasing
international norms related to the research and publication
ethics into their journals, editors are trying to prevent inap-
propriate academic activities and create an ethical research
and publication environment.

Being indexed by Emerging Sources Citation Index (ESCI),
Scopus, PubMed Central (PMC), and Korea Citation Index
(KCI), Healthcare Informatics Research (HIR) has established
and updated the Code of Ethics for stakeholders (authors,
reviewers, editors, publishers, etc.) in relation to the publica-
tion of articles, with reference to best practice guidance from
leading organizations around the world. The referenced
guidance includes recommendations from the International
Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE), together
with the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) and the
World Association of Medical Editors (WAME) [1-3]. This
paper highlights the issues that have been found to be prob-
lematic in publishing HIR.

1. Duplicate Publication
For all manuscripts submitted to HIR, the manuscript
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should be original and not published previously or in the
process of being considered for publication elsewhere. To
avoid a duplicate publication, all authors must agree to the
Authorship Responsibility and Copyright Transfer Form at
the time of submission.

Duplicate publication may be justifiable only if the manu-
script satisfies the six acceptable conditions of the ICMJE
recommendations [1]. The most important criterion is the
first: “The authors have received approval from the editors
of both journals” Therefore, all or parts of duplicate publica-
tions are accepted only with the permission of the HIR Edi-
torial Board. In particular, the following types of prior pub-
lication should be disclosed: “presentations at conferences”
and “dissertations and theses.”

2. Plagiarism

Many scholarly journals have adopted software tools to auto-
matically detect plagiarism (as well as duplicate publication).
HIR uses iThenticate (known as CrossCheck) to detect in-
stances of overlapping and similar texts in submitted manu-
scripts against preexisting research papers and documents
[4]. Although there is no absolute criterion to judge plagia-
rism from the results, HIR considers that an overall Similar-
ity Index up to 15%-20% is acceptable with less than 1%-2%
from each source [5]. The Content Tracking Report is also
reviewed to consider the nature of the similarity. To avoid
plagiarism, authors are encouraged to cite and acknowledge
other sources appropriately.

3. Authorship Problems

All authors of a manuscript are responsible for the entirety
of their content, meeting all four criteria in the HIR guide-
line. It is not easy for an editor to identify ghost, guest or gift
authors, but there are cases where inquiries arise after publi-
cation of the paper as a result of conflicts between research-
ers. A complete authorship list must include individuals who
contributed significantly to the study and are qualified for
authorship. Gotzsche et al. [6] found that statisticians are
often omitted in papers from industry-funded projects. A
professional writer usually does not qualify as an author, but
his or her involvement should be acknowledged using the
ICMJE criteria [7].

In summary, this paper aims to help authors understand
the integrity and ethical issues of research and publication
in the process of research papers submitted to HIR. The
research community is based on respect, consideration, soli-
darity, and strict ethics in conducting research, and further-
more, truth, objectivity, fairness, openness, and transparency
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are required of researchers, publishers, and peer reviewers in
publishing and academic activities that share and spread re-
search results. There is a growing demand for researchers to
be more socially responsible and there are also more prob-
lems that expose them to the risk of conflict of interest. Due
to the increased impact of research on society, a high level
of ethical consciousness is required for authors who publish
academic papers. It is expected that journals can serve as
guides to enhance the ethical capacity of researchers.
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