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design, execution, or interpretation of the reported study. All those who have made significant 

contributions should be listed as co-authors. Where there are others who have participated in certain 

substantive aspects of the research project, they should be acknowledged or listed as contributors. 

Originality and Plagiarism  
The authors should ensure that they have written entirely original works, and if the authors have used 

the work and/or words of others that this has been appropriately cited or quoted. An author should not 

in general publish manuscripts describing essentially the same research in more than one journal or 

primary publication. Submitting the same manuscript to more than one journal concurrently constitutes 

unethical publishing behaviour and is unacceptable.  

Proper acknowledgment of the work of others must always be given. Authors should cite publications 

that have been influential in determining the nature of the reported work.  

Ethics  
Polytechnic & Design is committed to upholding the integrity of the scientific record. As a member of the 

Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) the journal will follow the COPE guidelines on how to deal with 

potential acts of misconduct.  

Authors have an obligation to correct mistakes once they discover a significant error or inaccuracy in 

their published article. The author(s) is/are requested to contact the journal and explain in what sense 

the error is impacting the article. A decision on how to correct the literature will depend on the nature of 

the error. This may be a correction or retraction. The retraction note should provide transparency which 

parts of the article are impacted by the error. 
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totally independent and not connected to the work in any way. It is strongly recommended to suggest a 

mix of reviewers from different countries and different institutions. Please note that the Journal may not 

use the suggestions, but suggestions are appreciated and may help facilitate the peer review process. 
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interests, study-specific approval by the appropriate ethics committee for research involving humans 
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welfare of animals if the research involved animals (as appropriate).  
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with direct representatives from the Journal such as Editors-in-Chief and/or Handling Editors and 

reviewers’ reports unless explicit consent has been received to share information. 
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Authors are requested to disclose interests that are directly or indirectly related to the work submitted 

for publication. Interests within the last 3 years of beginning the work (conducting the research and 

preparing the work for submission) should be reported. Interests outside the 3-year time frame must be 

disclosed if they could reasonably be perceived as influencing the submitted work. Disclosure of interests 
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excluded from the peer review process if a competing interest exists. In addition, they should exclude 

themselves from handling manuscripts in cases where there is a competing interest. This may include – 

but is not limited to – having previously published with one or more of the authors, and sharing the 

same institution as one or more of the authors. Where an Editor or Editorial Board Member is on the 

author list they must declare this in the competing interests section on the submitted manuscript. If they 

are an author or have any other competing interest regarding a specific manuscript, another Editor or 

member of the Editorial Board will be assigned to assume responsibility for overseeing peer review. 

These submissions are subject to the exact same review process as any other manuscript. Editorial Board 

Members are welcome to submit papers to the journal. These submissions are not given any priority 
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Financial interests: Stocks or shares in companies (including holdings of spouse and/or children) that 

may gain or lose financially through publication of this manuscript; consultation fees or other forms of 

remuneration from organizations that may gain or lose financially; patents or patent applications whose 

value may be affected by publication of this manuscript. 

It is difficult to specify a threshold at which a financial interest becomes significant, any such figure is 

necessarily arbitrary, so one possible practical guideline is the following: "Any undeclared financial 

interest that could embarrass the author were it to become publicly known after the work was 

published." 

Non-financial interests: In addition, authors are requested to disclose interests that go beyond financial 

interests that could impart bias on the work submitted for publication such as professional interests, 

personal relationships or personal beliefs (amongst others). Examples include, but are not limited to: 

position on editorial board, advisory board or board of directors or other type of management 



relationships; writing and/or consulting for educational purposes; expert witness; mentoring relations; 

and so forth. 

Primary research articles require a disclosure statement. Review articles present an expert synthesis of 

evidence and may be treated as an authoritative work on a subject. Review articles therefore require a 

disclosure statement. Other article types such as editorials, book reviews, comments (amongst others) 

may, dependent on their content, require a disclosure statement. If you are unclear whether your article 

type requires a disclosure statement, please contact the Editor-in-Chief. 

Editorial procedure 
Polytechnic & Design follows a double-blind reviewing procedure. This means that the author will remain 

anonymous to the reviewers throughout peer review. It is the responsibility of the author to anonymize 

the manuscript and any associated materials.  

• Author names, affiliations and any other potentially identifying information should be removed 

from the manuscript text and any accompanying files (such as figures of supplementary 

material).  

• Authors should avoid citing their own work in a way that could reveal their identity. 

This journal also publishes special/guest-edited issues. The peer review process for these articles is the 

same as the peer review process of the journal in general. If a guest editor authors an article in their 

issue/collection, they will not handle the peer review process. 

Research Data Policy 
All authors are requested to make sure that all data and materials as well as software application or 

custom code support their published claims and comply with field standards.  

Polytechnic & Design operates a type 1 research data policy. The journal encourages authors, where 

possible and applicable, to deposit data that support the findings of their research in a public repository.  

Ethics approval 
When reporting a study that involved human participants, their data or biological material, authors 

should include a statement that confirms that the study was approved (or granted exemption) by the 

appropriate institutional and/or national research ethics committee (including the name of the ethics 

committee) and certify that the study was performed in accordance with the ethical standards as laid 

down in the 1964 Declaration of Helsinki and its later amendments or comparable ethical standards. If 

doubt exists whether the research was conducted in accordance with the 1964 Helsinki Declaration or 

comparable standards, the authors must explain the reasons for their approach, and demonstrate that 

an independent ethics committee or institutional review board explicitly approved the doubtful aspects 

of the study. If a study was granted exemption from requiring ethics approval, this should also be 
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https://www.wma.net/policies-post/wma-declaration-of-helsinki-ethical-principles-for-medical-research-involving-human-subjects/


Retrospective ethics approval 
If a study has not been granted ethics committee approval prior to commencing, retrospective ethics 

approval usually cannot be obtained and it may not be possible to consider the manuscript for peer 

review. The decision on whether to proceed to peer review in such cases is at the Editor's discretion. 

Ethics approval for retrospective studies 
Although retrospective studies are conducted on already available data or biological material (for which 

formal consent may not be needed or is difficult to obtain) ethics approval may be required dependent 

on the law and the national ethical guidelines of a country. Authors should check with their institution to 

make sure they are complying with the specific requirements of their country. 

Ethics approval for case studies 
Case reports require ethics approval. Most institutions will have specific policies on this subject. Authors 

should check with their institution to make sure they are complying with the specific requirements of 

their institution and seek ethics approval where needed. Authors should be aware to secure informed 

consent from the individual (or parent or guardian if the participant is a minor or incapable).  

 

 

 

 

 


