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November 2018.

Note
 See also infographic  
‘How to recognise 
potential manipulation of 
the peer review process’ 
https://doi.org/10.24318/
cope.2019.2.15 and 
guidance on ‘Systematic 
manipulation of the 
publication process’ 
https://doi.org/10.24318/
cope.2019.2.23.
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