Violation of academic integrity

Case 1l

Individual concerned: 4th year full-time doctoral student

Case description: At least one of the papers was retracted by the editor-in-chief of the journal due to
serious compromise and manipulation of the review process by the author and a disproportionate and
speculative increase in self-citations within the revised version of the manuscript.

This article has been retracted: please see Elsevier Policy on Article Withdrawal
(https://www.elsevier.com/locate/withdrawalpolicy ).

This article has been retracted at the request of the Editor-in-Chief.

After a thorough investigation, the Editor has concluded that the review process for this
article was compromised. The acceptance was based on information from at least one
reviewer report that was submitted from an email account provided to the journal as a
suggested reviewer during the submission of the article. Although purportedly a real
reviewer account, the Editor has concluded that this account had been compromised, an
the resulting report was not from the reviewer in question.

This manipulation of the peer-review process represents a clear violation of the
fundamentals of peer review, the journal's publishing policies, and publishing ethics
standards. Apologies are offered to the readers of the journal that this deception was not
detected during the submission process.

Furthermore, the Editor noticed a significant increase of self-citations of one of the
authors between the original submission and the revised version.

Only 2 papers by IIINENGEEEE < ¢ cited in the original version of the paper.
This increased to 9 self-citations in the revised version.

Post-publication, the Editor also discovered a suspicious email address used by an author
during the submission process that was associated with a different researcher account.

Overall, the Editor feels that the findings of the manuscript cannot be relied upon, and
the article needs to be retracted.

Consequences of the violation of academic integrity:



¢ Several affected publications were retracted from journals.
¢ The case had a very negative impact on the author's reputation.
¢ The author's doctoral studies were terminated two weeks before the defense of his dissertation.

¢ The relevant department will be financially penalized in accordance with the current methodology
for delimiting financial resources and the papers will not be reported in the Faculty's Publication

Activity Register.



