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Plagiat



Similarities and plagiarism - Suspicions of fraud or ethical concerns. 
All manuscripts received by the Journal are checked for plagiarism using iThenticate’s CrossCheck within the Editorial 
Manager submission system. 

When minor plagiarism is detected (less than 20% similarities), the manuscript is sent back to the authors for revision and 
ask them to disclose all sources correctly. If major plagiarism is detected, the manuscript is rejected. The decision of the 
Editor-in-Chief is final. From Sept 2020 to December 2021 (about 1300 submissions), similarities have been identified in 129 
manuscripts among which 56 have been immediately rejected with a letter including the following text:

As part of our routine triage process, we have checked your report for overlap against published reports. That test revealed 
that X% of your manuscript (excluding the methods section!) were overlapping with already existing texts. We do appreciate 
that English editing may be a major challenge for non-English speaking authors. However, you cannot possibly write one third 
of a paper, including the discussion (that actually should be a critical appraisal of your own findings, putting the data into their 
proper context) in taking pits and pieces, word for word, from other authors. At the end of the day there is not much that is
original here. For obvious reasons we cannot send out papers for peer review if we are not 100% sure that their content is truly
original.











Plagiat

Figure originale



Ithenticate software



Data fabrication



De: SAMAMA Marc marc.samama@aphp.fr

Objet: Request for raw data

Date: 28 octobre 2021 à 11:56

À: drsakizciuyar@gmail.com

Cc: Daniel Hyde Daniel.Hyde@wolterskluwer.com

Therefore	we	need	your	raw	data.







De: bahar sakızcı uyar drsakizciuyar@gmail.com

Objet: Re: Request for raw data

Date: 4 novembre 2021 à 21:21

À: SAMAMA Marc marc.samama@aphp.fr

          

o   

o  

          

          I	worked	really	hard	for	this	study,	and	I	am	really	sorry	and	disappointed
about	finding	myself	in	this	posi9on.	I	am	very	willing	to	present	to	you	any
further	data	or	documents	to	remove	the	doubts	you	have.	I	was	the	only	one
who	collected	the	data	and	the	hand	wri9ng	on	the	datasheets	belongs	to	me.
That	is	why	I	can	guarantee	the	veracity	of	our	data.

          

          

o   

o   

o   

o   

Charles Marc SAMAMA, MD, PhD, FCCP

Professor of  Anaest hesiology and Int ensive Care

Edit or-in-Chief , European Journal of  Anaest hesiology (EJA)  and European Journal of  Anaest hesiology and

Int ensive Care (EJAIC)

De: bahar sakızcı uyar drsakizciuyar@gmail.com

Objet: Re: Request for raw data

Date: 8 novembre 2021 à 09:02

À: SAMAMA Marc marc.samama@aphp.fr

Dear Editor,
We used the m-YPAS scale in the Kain et al.’s article titled “ The Yale
Preoperative Anxiety Scale: How Does It Compare with a “Gold Standard”? “.
We calculated the m-YPAS values as it is told in this article.  ‘’The m-YPAS
consists of 22 items in five categories (activity, emotional expressivity, state of
arousal, vocalization, and use of parents). The highest behavioral level observed
in each of the five m-YPAS categories is the score for that category. Because
each category of the m-YPAS has a different number of items (either four or six),
partial weights were calculated and then added to a total score. For example, for
two categories containing four and six items, with a score of 1 in each category,
the calculation is: (1/4 + 1/6) X 100/2 = total adjusted score.’’

We used five categories for T0 and T1 and four categories for T2 and T3, since
parents were not taken to the operating room. Although different scores are
given for different categories, the calculated total score of different patients may
be the same due to the calculation formula.

I will tell the calculation by giving you an example:
·         In tablet group, the patient number 12 and the patient number 42 both

have mYPAS-T0 value of 55. Although they are the same, their category
values in the scale are different. As you can check from the scale data in
the attachment, the patient number 12 has category values of 2-3-2-2-3
and the patient number 42 has category values of 3-3-2-2-2.
·         If we calculate the mYPAS-T0 values for both of

the patients according to the formula;
o   The patient number 12: (2/4 + 3/6 + 2/4 + 2/4 + 3/4) * 100 / 5 =

55.0
o   The patient number 42: (3/4 + 3/6 + 2/4 + 2/4 + 2/4) * 100 / 5 =

55.0
 
As you can see, although the category values of different patients are different,
their total score might become the same. That is the reason for similarities in the
spreadsheet that I sent to you before.
I attached the mYPAS scale for each patient included in the study. You can see
that the patients with the same total scores do not have the same category
values.

Yours sincerely

Dr. Bahar SAKIZCI UYAR

 mypas









Mauvaise qualité



Setting: The data collected from the official websites of the journals 

between 15 August–September 2022.



Deputy Associate Editors

Jurgen De Graaf, Rotterdam, The Netherlands

Pierre-Grégoire Guinot, Dijon, France

Ana Kowark, Bonn, Germany

Clara Lobo, Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates

Giovanna Lurati-Buse, Düsseldorf, Germany

Claire Roger, Nîmes, France 

14 femmes sur un total de  31 éditeurs à ce moment là (été 2022)= 45%





Baseline summary data of randomised controlled trials when they were submitted to Anaesthesia from February 2017 to 
March 2020. Trials categorised with false data as ‘zombie’ if I thought that the trial was fatally flawed. 

526 submitted trials: 73 (14%) had false data and 43 (8%) were categorised as zombie. 

Individual patient data increased detection of false data and categorisation of trials as zombie compared with trials without 
individual patient data: 67/153 (44%) false vs. 6/373 (2%) false; and 40/153 (26%) zombie vs. 3/373 (1%) zombie, 
respectively. 

« Journals should assume that all submitted papers are potentially flawed and editors should review 
individual patient data before publishing randomised controlled trials. »



Enregistrement











Revues prédatrices



Juillet 2025









JCR (Journal Citation Reports)
https://jcr.clarivate.com/jcr/home?app=jcr&referrer=target%3Dhttps:%2F%2Fjcr.clarivate.com%2Fjcr%2Fhome&Init=Yes&authCode=BU1qn1ZkoGu92tWoC3Op-51Yak_gsM_AfaxygsOIqwA&SrcApp=IC2LS
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20% de ces revues douteuses
 sont indexées dans PubMed











Corruption 
d’éditeurs

Evolution des pratiques des revues prédatrices

Newsletter Hervé Maisonneuve



Revues honorables

Liste initiée par Sorbonne Université et entérinée par la Conférence des Doyens et le CNU 
Santé, et gérée par Christian Funck-Brentano, Professeur Émérite à Sorbonne Université, RIS 
délégué de Sorbonne Université pour la Faculté de Santé  - 3400 revues en mars 2024

https://conferencedesdoyensdemedecine.org/la-conference-des-doyens-de-medecine-et-du-
cnu-sante-luttent-contre-les-revues-predatrices/

Mise en place d’un groupe travail national avec une mise à jour trimestrielle de la liste

Revues « recommandables » ou « honorables »

Medecine-Revues-Recommandees@sorbonne-universite.fr
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Groupe d’experts (CDD/CNU)
Nom Prénom Institution Spécialité

BEAUNE Philippe Université Paris Cité (RIS) Biochimie

BOURIOT Florence Hospices civils de Lyon Documentaliste

DAIEN Claire Faculté de Médecine de Montpellier Rhumatologie

FRITZINGER Anne-Catherine Sorbonne Université - Paris DGSA Diffusion des savoirs - Documentation

FUNCK-BRENTANO Christian Sorbonne Université Santé - Paris (RIS délégué) Pharmacologie / Cardiologie

GAUSSEM Pascale Université Paris Cité (UFR Pharmacie) Hématologie (sciences biologiques)

GILLIBERT André CHU de Rouen Santé Publique - Biostatistiques

LOCHER Clara CHU de Rennes Pharmacologie

MAISONNEUVE Hervé Rédacteur Scientifique (www.redactionmedicale.fr) Santé Publique

SAMAMA Marc Faculté de Médecine Paris Cité (RIS AP-HP) Anesthésie-Réanimation

SIBON Igor Université de Bordeaux Neurologie

SMATI-GRANGEON Sarra Faculté de Médecine de Nantes Endocrinologie

VABRET Astrid Université de Caen Microbiologie, maladies transmissibles

VERMERSCH Patrick Université de Lille ED Biologie Santé, Neurologue



Office de l’intégrité scientifique de l’AP-HP

Contexte et missions de l’office
Organisation et fonctionnement
Actions engagées
Perspectives

integrite-scientifique@aphp.fr
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Composition

48

Les 6 référents universitaires intégrité 
scientifique
Catherine ADAMSBAUM 
Christian FUNCK-BRENTANO 
Frédéric LOFASO
Emilie SBIDIAN
Philippe BEAUNE
Laurent ZELEK 

Vice-Présidents recherche du directoire de l’AP-
HP  
Gabriel STEG
Tabassome SIMON
Eric VICAUT

 Deux représentants de la CME désignés par son 
Président
Sandrine HOUZÉ
Karine LACOMBE

 La présidente du collège de déontologie de l’AP-
HP
Françoise TOME

 Le directreur de l’Office Français de l’Intégrité 
Scientifique
Michel DUBOIS

 Un représentant de l’intégrité scientifique de de  

La représentante IS de l’INSERM
Ghislaine FILLIATREAU

 Personnalités qualifiées
Bruno FALISSARD
Marc SAMAMA
Hervé MAISONNEUVE

 Un représentant des usagers de l’AP-HP 
Jacques WALCH

 Une journaliste
Solenne Le HEN

 Une représentante de la DAJ
Claire CHEDRU-BONHOMME

 Deux représentants de la DRCI
Serge BUREAU
Lauren DEMERVILLE

 Chargé de la mission de préfiguration de l’Office
Nicolas DANCHIN

Composition de l’Office de l’intégrité scientifique (mai 2024)



Saisines de l’OIS lors des deux dernières années 

• Réclamations sur un authorship 

• Plagiat complet d’un article 

• Plagiat de figures 

• Pressions d’un industriel sur d’hypothétiques conflits d’intérêt 

• Faux numéros de comité d’éthique dans quatre publications 

• Faux en écriture sur une autorisation de CPP 

• Diffamation

• Absence d’accord sur la publication de données d’une patiente 



https://www.eua.eu/downloads/news/2
022_07_19_rra_agreement_final.pdf

As of 15 September 2025, there are 773 

CoARA member organisations from across the 

world. 

https://coara.eu

https://www.eua.eu/downloads/news/2022_07_19_rra_agreement_final.pdf
https://www.eua.eu/downloads/news/2022_07_19_rra_agreement_final.pdf


France: 63



En pratique

• Surpublications problématiques, amplifiées par l’IA

• Evolution des revues prédatrices vers des modèles plus sophistiqués de corruption d’éditeurs 

ou de reviewers ou d’achat de titres

• Décrédibilisation du contenu scientifique (plagiat, fabrication de données, enregistrements 

fallacieux, mauvaise qualité de la recherche)

• Travail éditorial devenu très compliqué avec l’IA

• Inflation du nombre de rétractions

• Un espoir : COaRA avec un complet changement de modèle d’évaluation de la recherche basé 

sur la qualité

• Integrite-scientifique@aphp.fr



Télégramme juif ashkénaze : 

Start worrying, details will follow…
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