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Notes
- �The instructions to  

authors should state 
the journal’s policy on 
redundant publication.

- �To help in future 
investigations, ask authors 
at submission stage to 
verify that their manuscript 
is original and has not 
been published elsewhere.

- �For cases involving 
completely different sets 
of authors, refer to COPE 
Flowchart: ‘Plagiarism in  
a published article’ - 
https://doi.org/10.24318/
cope.2019.2.2

POST PUBLICATION  
REVIEW

Version 3:  
March 2025.
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- �International Committee 
of Medical Journal Editors 
advises that translations 
are acceptable but MUST 
reference the original. 
Editors may consider 
publishing a correction 
(ie, the link to the original 
article) and checking 
the need for copyright 
permission rather than a 
retraction in such cases.

POST PUBLICATION  
REVIEW

No significant
overlap

Minor overlap/redundancy, or legitimate 
text recycling (eg, methods) or re-analysis 

(eg, subgroup analysis/extended follow-up/
discussion aimed at different audience)

Major overlap/redundancy (ie, based on  
same data, images, tables, or videos with 
identical findings); there may be evidence  

that authors have sought to hide redundancy  
(eg, by paraphrasing, changing title, 
reordering/adding/removing authors,  

or not citing previous papers) Contact corresponding author and copy in all 
coauthors expressing concern in neutral terms. 

Explain that secondary papers must refer to 
original. Discuss publishing correction giving 

reference to original paper and  
check need for copyright permission.  
Clarify journal instructions if needed. 

INFORM READER OF  
OUTCOME/ACTION

Contact corresponding author and copy  
in all coauthors with a copy of their  

signed statement that the submitted work  
has not been published elsewhere, AND 

documentary evidence of duplication

READER INFORMS EDITOR ABOUT 
REDUNDANT PUBLICATION

Thank reader and say you 
plan to investigate. Get full 
documentary evidence if  

not already provided

Consider treating earliest article as original. 
Check extent and nature of overlap/redundancy

INFORM READER 
OF DECISION 
AND LEAVE 

PUBLICATION  
AS IT STANDS

Where editor has reason to believe failure  
to refer to previous paper(s) was deliberate  

(eg, ‘salami publication’), consider  
informing authors’ institutions

Author responds

No response

Conduct online search for 
current affiliations/emails 
and contact authors again

Satisfactory explanation
(honest error/legitimate  
overlap or republication)

Unsatisfactory  
answer/admission of 
redundant publication

No response

INFORM  
READER OF
OUTCOME/

ACTION

Consider if later version needs 
correction (with reference and 

copyright permission) or retraction 
(inform editor of other journal involved; 
journal containing duplicate publishes 

retraction and journal containing 
original publishes ‘Notice of duplicate 

publication’ citing the duplicate).  
Clarify journal instructions if needed

Contact corresponding  
author’s (or guarantor’s) 

institution, requesting assistance 
from staff responsible for 
research governance, if 

necessary coordinating with 
coauthors’ institutions.  
Consider publishing an 
Expression of Concern.  

Inform authors of your action

No response or  
inconclusive reply

CONSIDER 
CONTACTING 

AUTHORS’ 
INSTITUTIONS 

EVERY 3 MONTHS. 
CONSIDER 

PUBLISHING AN 
EXPRESSION  
OF CONCERN

Institution  
responds

If systematic
(eg, possible use

of paper mill)

FOLLOW COPE  
GUIDELINES ON 

‘SYSTEMATIC
MANIPULATION OF  
THE PUBLICATION 

PROCESS’
https://doi.org/10. 

24318/cope.2019.2.23

AND SUPPLEMENTAL
GUIDANCE

https://doi.org/10. 
24318/x0mN3xfd

Satisfactory  
explanation

Redundant  
publication  
confirmed

If no response/
resolution  

1 year after first 
contact and there  

is redundancy  
with no new  
data/findings

If articles are (nearly) identical

Consider if later version needs correction 
(with reference and copyright permission), 

(updated) Expression of Concern if no 
response from authors, or retraction. 

Clarify journal instructions if necessary

Inform all 
authors
of your 
action

Retract later version:  
Inform editor of other 

journal involved.  
Journal containing 
duplicate publishes 
retraction; journal 
containing original 

publishes ‘Notice of 
duplicate publication’ 
citing the duplicate.  

Clarify journal  
instructions if needed

If retraction needed

CONTACT AUTHORS’ 
INSTITUTIONS, 

INFORMING THEIR 
SUPERIORS AND/OR 
STAFF RESPONSIBLE 

FOR RESEARCH 
GOVERNANCE
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