
According to the editorial policies, during preliminary review of a man-
uscript submitted to the Almanac of Clinical Medicine journal, the Editor 
screens manuscript for text similarity with previously published content 
(https://www.almclinmed.ru/jour/about/editorialPolicies#custom-0). We 
use Antiplagiat software to check for plagiarized content in submitted 
manuscripts and published articles.

Almost every day, I have to respond to the authors questions, such as:
– Why the editorial board of Almanac of Clinical Medicine journal 

would not accept any “no plagiarism certificates” from the authors?
– Which percentage of similarity index would be considered acceptable 

by the editorial board of Almanac of Clinical Medicine journal?
– How the check-up of manuscripts for plagiarism is performed in the 

editorial office of Almanac of Clinical Medicine journal?
– Why the results of your check-up are different from those obtained by 

a check-up in another journal?
Our authors are always given detailed answers to their question. In each 

and every case, an “Originality Report” created from Antiplagiat software 
is sent to the authors with explicit explanation. 

However, we believe it to be important our authors would understand 
the process of our decision-making, based on the check-up of the manu-
script in the Antiplagiat plagiarism detection software. We hope that the 
below given algorithm would help authors not only in their communica-
tion with the editorial team, but also in their work with manuscripts to be 
submitted.
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• Plagiarism in a  research article is unacceptable. All materials which are not the 
property of the authors and are used in the manuscript must be correctly cited, 
with references to their sources, and the sources must be included into the list of 
references. The same refers to any ideas and developments which are property 
of co-authors who had participated in the manuscript submitted to the journal. 
The degree of text recycling (amount of the text reused from the author’s own 
previous publication) in a  submitted manuscript must be justified, and the 
original source should be cited.

• Authors (co-authors) of a  research article must comply with all 4 ICMJE criteria 
for authorship. All authors must read and approve the final version of the 
manuscript, give their consent and be responsible for all aspects and parts of 
their work and not only for the parts of the work which have been defined as their 
corresponding contributions.

• After an originality report by the “Antiplagiat Expert” system has been complied, 
the editor responsible for the check-up would evaluate the validity and 
correctness of the matching text content identified in the submitted manuscript 
or published article. At the decision of the persons performing the check-up and 
with the use of the report editing tools, some sources of the matching content 

can be re-qualified to citations or self-citations or cancelled; isolated matching 
chunks can be also cancelled.

• Within the expert check-up of a  submitted manuscript or published article in the 
“Antiplagiat Expert” system, the assessment of text originality is done exclusively 
with the documents indexed in the “Unified collection” database. The degree of 
scientific / academic novelty, the author’s contribution to the research field, if any, 
practical relevance of the research and other qualitative characteristics of the research 
and the research report formulated as a research manuscript, are not subjects for any 
assessments. These manuscript parameters are assessed during the scientific expert 
evaluation / review (by the editorial board and external reviewers). At the same time, 
in the case of any doubts on relatively large or multiple matching content amounts 
with or without attribution and/or text recycling, the decision on further processing 
of the manuscript is taken by the expert together with the editorial board members.

• If any duplicate/redundant publications, as well as translated publications 
without any reference to the primary/original publication are found after 
publication of the manuscript, the editorial board would initiate the procedure 
of the article retraction and/or submission of a claim on the intellectual property 
rights violation by another journal.
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