
Publication ethics and malpractice statement  
The scientific journal «Processes in GeoMedia» («Processy v Geosredah») choses articles for publication on the basis of 
the international ethical standards for scientific publications, including rules of decency, privacy, surveillance of publications, 
consideration of possible conflict of interests. 
The scientific journal «Processes in GeoMedia» («Processy v Geosredah») upholds the best standard and take all possible 
measures against publication malpractices. All articles not in accordance with publication ethics and malpractice statement 
standards will be removed from the publication if malpractice is discovered at any time even after the publication. All articles 
are being checked in a double-blind peer review process. 
The editorial board is responsible for, among the other, deciding which of the research articles submitted to the journal 
should be published and preventing publication malpractice. Unethical behavior is unacceptable. 
 
Further, the following definitions and terms are employed: 
Group of authors – the full set of authors of the research paper, one of the group of authors may also be titled as author 
or co-author. 
Journal – the scientific journal «Processes in GeoMedia» («Processy v Geosredah») unless otherwise specified. 
Editorial board – all the scientific and technical editors responsible for the issuing of journal. 
Editor in Chief – head of the editorial board. 
Manuscript – the scientific paper in the form in which it was submitted for consideration to the editorial board of the journal. 
Article – the manuscript executed in accordance with all requirements accepted for publication after the review procedure. 
Reviewer – the knowledgeable member of the editorial board giving conclusion on the manuscript content conformity to the 
pioneering achievements of relevant scientific knowledge field, conducting assessment of compliance of the manuscript 
with all requirements of the editorial board, contributing comments and observations on the merits of the presented 
manuscript. 
Editor – liable member of the editorial board, maintaining the communication with the group of authors and making the 
decision on the manuscript publication based on the requirements of the editorial board and evaluations of the reviewers 
 
The scientific journal «Processes in GeoMedia» («Processy v Geosredah») establishes the following ethical principles of 
scientific publications: 
 

1. Authors’ Responsibilities 
1.1. Each author must certify that the presented manuscript is entirely unique and original and have not been already 
published. Submitting the same article to more than one journal is unacceptable.  
1.2. The group of authors is fully responsible for the information provided in the article, including the results of the contained 
studies. 
1.3. Authors should submit the original manuscript. Authors should also acknowledge all sources of data used in the 
research and cite publications that have influenced their research (and should be properly listed).  
1.4. Authors should present an objective explanation of the significance of the presented research. The submission of false 
or deliberately inaccurate information is unethical and unacceptable.  
1.5. Personal, critical or disparaging remarks and accusations concerning other researchers are unacceptable.  
1.6. If the group of authors detects a critical error or significant defect in the published article, you should immediately notify 
the editorial board of the journal and work together with the editorial board to publish a refutation or correction of the article 
in the shortest possible time. 
The editor should notify the group of authors upon receiving the reasonable information from a third party about a significant 
error in a published article, the group of authors should withdraw the article or correct errors in the shortest possible time, or 
disprove the statement of errors, presenting the necessary evidence to the editorial board. 
1.7. Authorship should be limited only to those who have made a significant contribution to conceiving, designing, executing 
and/or interpreting the submitted study. All those who have significantly contributed to the study should be listed as co-
authors. The individuals who have made an associate contribution to scientific results can be acknowledged in the text of 
mauscript. 
1.8. If the work involves chemicals, procedures or equipment constituting a danger, the group of authors must clearly 
identify these in the manuscript. 
1.9. Manuscripts are to be edited in accordance to the submission guidelines of the journal. The group of authors must 
cooperate with editorial board during all the review and publishing process. 

2. Editors’ Responsibilities 
2.1. The editorial board is responsible for making publication decisions. Editorial board decisions to accept or reject an 



article for publication are based on the peer-review result and editorial boards’ reviews and articles’ importance. 
2.2. The editorial board undertakes to make fair and impartial decisions independent from commercial interests, and to 
organize the process of unbiased review. The basis for the publication decision are the relevance, scientific significance, 
novelty and reliability of presented materials. 
2.3. The editorial board determines solely the scientific value of the manuscript, its importance for scientific progress and 
quality of preparation. 
2.4. The editorial board must ensure that information regarding manuscripts submitted by the authors is kept confidential. 
Confidential information or ideas obtained through peer review must be kept secret and not used for personal gain. The 
editorial board must not disclose any information about a submitted manuscripts to anyone other than the corresponding 
author, reviewers, potential reviewers, other editorial advisers and the publisher.  
2.5. The editorial board must ensure the control of accuracy, correctness and relevancy of citations in articles approved for 
publication. 
2.6. Editors have to track cases of alleged misconduct in research and publishing of the results. 
2.7. The editorial board ensures that each manuscript received is evaluated on its intellectual contents without regard to 
authors’ race, gender, sexual orientation, religion, ethnic origin, citizenship, political stance, etc. 

3. Reviewers’ Responsibilities 
3.1. Manuscript reviewers, editors and editorial board members must not disclose any information regarding submitted 
manuscripts. All submitted manuscripts are to be treated as privileged information. The reviewer may discuss the content of 
the submitted manuscript with only persons approved by the editorial board. The reviewer has no way to use the ideas and 
information outlined in the manuscript, prior to its publication. 
3.2. Reviewing process in the journal is anonymous. The authors are not reported who has reviewed their manuscript. 
However, at the request of the reviewer and his (her) written consent, the name of the reviewer may be communicated to 
the author. 
3.3. Peer review process assists the editorial board in making decisions about the manuscript publication, and through the 
communication of editorial board with the group of authors, may also help to improve the manuscript. In case of 
disagreement with the reviewer’s opinion the group of authors has the right to provide a reasoned response to the editorial 
board. The inability or unwillingness of the group of authors to take into account valid comments and recommendations of 
reviewers provides authority for removal from further consideration. 
3.4. The reviewer, who believes that he is not an expert of the manuscript issues, or understanding that will not be able to 
timely submit manuscript review should immediately inform the editorial board about inability to review the submitted 
manuscript. 
3.5. All reviewers should have no conflict of interest with respect to the research, the authors and/or the funding bodies. In 
case of the conflict of interest that may affect the scientific objectivity of the reviewer, the reviewer should immediately 
inform the editorial board on the inability to review the corresponding manuscript. 
3.6. Reviewers should review the manuscript within stipulated by the journal editorial board time interval (30 days).  
3.7. The reviewer should evaluate the manuscript for only its intellectual content without regard to race, gender, sexual 
orientation, religion, ethnic origin, citizenship, political stance, etc. of the group of authors of the manuscript. Personal 
criticism of the author(s) is inappropriate. 
3.8. Reviewers are involved in the journal editorial policy formation. Submitted manuscripts undergo double-blind peer 
review process. The editorial Board reserves the right to choose the reviewers. The original manuscript may be 
accompanied by a review of the editorial board members, reviewers, or authoritative experts in the respective area of 
scientific knowledge. 
3.9. The reviewer should evaluate the integrity and objectivity of the problem’s current state reflection in the manuscript 
and, if necessary, specify (to the extent possible – with precise bibliographic references), the lack of such integrity and 
objectivity. The reviewer should also call to the editors’ attention any substantial similarity or overlap between the 
manuscript under consideration and any other published article of which has personal knowledge. 
3.10. In case the reviewer with an overall positive opinion have crucially important remarks to the manuscript, with the 
concurrence of the editorial board can be published as comments, while the author(s) are given the opportunity to give the 
public response to the reviewer within the journal issue. 

4. Conflict of interest 

Possible conflict of interests occurs when there are financial, personal or occupational stipulations that may affect the 
science opinion of the reviewer or editor, and consequentially the editorial board decision regarding the publication of 
manuscript. 

Upon the occurrence of the conflict of interests the group of authors may intercede to exclude any particular editor 
and/or reviewer from the submitted manuscript evaluation. Editors and reviewers must proclaim the potential conflict of 



interest that may affect the editorial board decision. 

The presence of the conflict of interest claimed by any of the attendees of the consideration and review process 
should not unavoidably lead to the manuscript rejection as the scientific merit is the most important criterion for manuscript 
evaluation. 

5. Declaration on privacy issues 

Information about the authors (last-name, first-name, patronymic name, affiliated organization name, organization address, 
e-mail address), they provide for publication in the journal become available for an indefinite number of persons, in that the 
authors give written consent by signing appropriate covering documents for each manuscript submitted and the 
questionnaire with the full information about authors that is required for indexing the Russian journals in the bibliographic 
database of the Russian index of scientific citation (the list of required information about author(s) is available on the journal 
website under the section «Author guidelines»). 

The publication of this information is for the greater author(s) good and aims complete and proper recognition of 
publications and their citation by relevant bibliographic institutions and accession of the authors to contact the scientific 
community. 

Additional personal information provided to the journal by the author(s) above the listed requirements, including 
additional email addresses and phone numbers will only be used to contact the author(s) through the process of manuscript 
preparation for publication. The editorial board shall not transfer this personal information to third parties who may use it for 
other assignments. 

6. Policy on plagiarism 

All the manuscripts submitted are in obligatory order checked for quotation soundness at the initial stage of consideration. 
In case of reasonable suspicion of plagiarism or detection of techniques designed to avoid the plagiarism identification 
manuscript is not accepted for further consideration 

If plagiarism is discovered after the paper is published, this paper is withdrawn without the possibility of recovery 
(without physical withdrawal, with the publication of statement on discovered plagiarism in the particular paper). In all 
instances of the quotation unsoundness detection in the submitted manuscript is considered individually. 

Editorial board of the journal considers as the forms of plagiarism the following: 
• the use (verbatim) of any amount of content without specifying the source; 
• the use of images, drawings, photos, tables, graphs, diagrams and any other forms of graphical representation of 
information without specifying the source; 
• the use of images, drawings, photos, tables, graphs, diagrams and any other forms of graphical representation of 
information published in scientific and popular publications without the consent of the copyright holder; 
• the use of materials prohibited from publishing by the authors or copyright holders without their written consent. 

Editorial board of the journal considers as the forms of unsound quotation the following: 
• the lack of graphical highlighting of verbatim quoted text when the source is acknowledged; incorrect references (the 
deficient bibliographic description of the sources, which prevents identification); 
• the reference not to the primary source of quoted text without clear indication of this fact (primary source determination 
error); 
• the absence of the references included in the reference list in manuscript body; 
• excessive quoting not justified by the genre and purpose of the manuscript (despite the presence of references and 
graphical highlighting of the quoted text). 

The limiting amount of sound quotation is 30 % of the manuscript total volume (that includes self- quotation). This 
requirement is not applied to the review manuscripts and other types of manuscripts that require more quotations for 
objective reasons. Suchlike materials are considered individually by the editorial board.  

The manuscript is not accepted in case its content corresponds to other scientific materials of the author(s) (such 
as thesis, synopsis of a thesis, monograph, previous publications in journals and proceedings) in more than 30 %.  

 


