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A Questionnaire Survey of Domestic Anesthesiologists on the Ethics of Publishing

Jai Hyun Hwang, M.D., and Soon Ho Nam, M.D.*
Department of Anesthesiology and Pain Medicine, Asan Medical Center, University of Ulsan College of Medicine; *Yonsei University
College of Medicine, Seoul, Korea

Background: The importance of publication ethics has recently been emphasized. Therefore, inquiries regarding dual
publications were analyzed to obtain basic data on whether domestic anesthetists recognized its importance and understood its
practicalities.

Methods:
A total of 15 questions were classified into 3 categories:

The data for the questionnaire was collected from doctors who participated in a review workshop with full consent.
a general interest regarding the ethics of publication, personal objective
opinions and reactivity toward an illegal act in this regard.

Results:
principle of dual publications and 35 participants were aware of the contents in the home page.

Thirty-eight participants responded spontaneously to the questionnaire. Thirty-six participants were aware of the
Twenty participants had contact
with lectures or other media related to redundant publishing. Fourteen participants answered ‘yes’ regarding their colleague in
an illegal action. However, 25 participants said that they were prepared to report an illegal act to the department or society. Only
5 participants tried to take into consideration ethical issues of dual publication while 15 participants were tempted regarding dual
Thirty
participants were prepared to have a consistent attitude toward any individual that committed a violation against publication

publication while writing a paper. Twenty-seven participants agreed with the principle of duplicate or illegal publication.

ethics. Nineteen participants worried about the possibility of exposure of an illegal publication.

Conclusions: According to the development of a watch system, dual publication can easily be detected. Regular education
regarding publication ethics and notification to members to prevent an illegal act is necessary. (Korean J Anesthesiol 2008;

54: 557~62)

Key Words: dual publication, ethics, questionnaire.
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Table 1. Contents of Questionnaire about Ethics in Publishing
Q 1. W33 Aol FEEZHolF A EE HEo] AHgivke ALE obU7}
Q 2 uigulsels] Fslo| Aol oIt £ o FAMFEEL O et ez o] MUKl Ut TAZ BA Ho|
A7
Q 3. 98t &R o|FAMETEEI0] U3t Fe)E Fol BAY 2 lME Eslel A% F 2 e AAle] YojuAl A
o] %u7h
Q 4 FYolA BEA EES oFAMNETEET & 49E A AHo| dHn
Q 5 WA 2HeE oA i 4 skl WelE) oIZ A FAA B A Sl
Q 6 %Y F919 FEI Egedl ofShd QWSS b F2 sk odA dAAF Y7
Q 7. =xAA 4?4’“' oAl 735 FEAAMA I AgE el FaL ofell tigk HIE syt
Q & B4 A A Tl AAE Heldkl AP sl A
Q 9. FTHAAM AZE WA A5 FRARAolA g glo] AHNE A s AgPste] e oAl 2 Aog ol st
wm
Q 10 FAAA T} LI BAE TE AT AT AN I A 0 Ao Wb
Q 11 i-”rlﬂ% Al o] FAM T EZ el tgE FelH LAl tHelo] Az HA Hol gyt
Q 12. =¥AA ASCl=E %3 °1vﬂllﬂl'?—'fr%ﬂ°ﬂ e 5 h’d 3ol hsub
Q13 W %iiﬂ"’ﬂ et A7 Y ZAdEd $9] $8 F ravhe Bvlad do] AR ksl vka AAEAUR
Q 14. oFAE FHel of7lo] SFe] Heshe vhEEE FAML JEWFY FelAWS A gAE vlol(Eel Aol e 7
%) BAZ 9 Aoz BAU
Q 15, oMl Zel7t weEASl AL BAF AR AV etk Az
3 ool | A A4 7hl&ele HE ATE o] 2L Fdsle] Rl A2 EAEAHAL Microsoft
st Vl2Ags At ste] EEAANYES IS Excel 2002 SP3E A&
2 o]F A izt ATz ARATE LA st Hokt
- at
Thet 2
F AR 579 F 3ol ARHoR AR g 3
BE ARE 20079 ALK AN A =F A4 ek TH apAveddl Ae Adsa oS w*& A
A9 Aol WG WAEFOAN DFES POR  Foldk AFH £HT W AnA ol vhol, 4, &%,
shol 4TS ool ARE SN o AERAL 8 AF 5§ AU e AEAstelsl SuAAE olels)
A e =T BAY CRIGE ZAlola FAl A ZtH(Table 2).
o FAHY AHE ele 73 Aol JFE F TE a2 3] Aol o] FAAN /T HZT el I o] A
et wuketol el AAAA Y ARENE  AYkE AU okl dist 36We] LI Yok o
Tt AridatelAls HlERl it X =AE ar, npH e Follo|Alel] FaEge oA TEE
gehe AT @ el At ela =E A4 el @ 3] Al UM ekn gE A9t 357)
A& AT ez & olfe AAfdEe] FlSE ek 2l o] F Al tigk Ao E SolEAY F2 7]
Aol EREDE wo| s E2l a9 G&Ae] Faske B o2 oA Belod A% ¥ T U1ES Al Yol B
Z3 vlgol] wHolth Aol Al tald 209ute] glekx gk Zelol
F 15899 AR dguul A Byl Gk A B A BRI ERS oFAM & A% B Ho| Yrik: A
of &, ZtyEelol gt Ikl AL, FAH Akl ol l~ ool & 147go] ¥t Hepgieh spARE °l€§7ﬂ
et Al FHE oA, i FAL el gt wke FARAE A A+ 01“*71] A= Aol 1
Sol ojs) sEabAoE TAAUrHTable 1). AF FehE W BE A Gvh 189S hy FFAel Wl ng
A £4% I0g 2 Pgew selen Tl & el wudhn SHsn ol e Tyl
A ARz FHstE Azt gla iAol oigk 2 ct.
AE i ol tiRielehy el RS AFH QA TR WKLol Bl ATE o FAATE A
3k ooty e Ao FHelE kgla 3w Akl vt 7t " AT siodeAlel tigk SRellA 3] a¥a
A A S E SEE SRS dlo] Al Mool AL SSleh =EAE A oFAAel G $24 2Alol vlel

& Age 4ol MA% YU PG F49

2E &
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Table 2. Response to Each Question in Questionnaire Regarding Ethics in Publishing
Ql. Yes, I knew (36) No, I did not (2)
Q2. Yes, I knew (35) No, I did not (3)
Q3. Yes, I had (20) No, I had not (18)
Q4. Yes, I had (14) No, I had not (24)
Q5. Yes, 1 had (3) No, I had not (35)
Qo. Leave (10) Report to a senior staff (18) Report to the KSA (7)
Q7. Yes, 1 did (10) No, I did not (27)
Q8. Report by definition (32) Depends on the situation (6) Leave (0)
Qo. Agree to the principle (27) Agree passively (11) Objection (0)
Qlo. Yes, I did (30) No, I did not (8)
QllL. Yes, 1 had (5) No, I had not (33)
Q12. Yes, 1 had (15) No, I had not (23)
Q13. Yes, I did (19) No, I did not (19)
Q14. Yes, I did (16) No, I did not (22)
Q15. Yes, I did (38) No, I did not (0)
KSA: Korean Society of Anesthesiologists, ( ): number of respondent.
R, e =EE EZslo] = A4 Al o] ARl dizt Ads E0ete BT okl AL e dAFEIAE
F5E A 2 Aol Al defid 157 e] ek ofe] Feleo 4% Wer o AFY AAH sl
watach =EAA Al ol A 3 ARRE el £ 39 BFE 2P AR Fh(redundant) 3
I AR tisted= 10 ke] a2 tha slglom o < ©o|%(duplicate) AlAE “olm] FAH =FI Fd FE
w] =1 =}e] °l lzﬂﬂ = 3] ALl Hag $AHE = WAl FAEdA gelA kA=
Aok 32ge] weds] Haughoky 93 6% o A ERshe B9k Zosta g 0“4 0 ol 3t
MAH o g °‘°PE5—' &5l vzt AelstAlen "L*P‘Ril‘% e FEE odhwele ) Rl sk
FEAA A A S3]elA] § ’%‘THE Aelske Zoll o olgk Fuidt TAIE Xl ol o3t A9 HA =
gk ool Ade] Aot 2792 AHHew A Ege FA ot A Az o]HA 9 okg 5 ol
gk 1Y BAES f"ri’ﬂl*POJl a5 x—1 Aol walal 23] Ao Zgks Zelr]E b=, 3k ol Tramer
o} o] FAIANSL 2 ZHe gl fntell gk AW A BRI 52" ondansetronol] thet wlEREA oA AR EE 28%0l
ofyzl AAlel FAI AfolE i HEE EY A A FEog AgEal ol2 sl A E5AIATE 23% U F
7hell thated 30mde] 2 har slgiet. o] FAIANell ik 3 = Aer HAEE FAZE A7k s
A7 A5 ZAdEvhd F9 58 5 0 SRR A ZHgelolA &3 duEe olFAlMe 20 ol
g 7hsAell FH*P Aol Tkl 199e] ok el a7h AR FaEde] SAd oigk dgs oA gk £
A, FAH FEor A% FEANGN AHS kel 2 7MY, AR, 3 o FL HES T AT
A7 e 7/i°J7}°ﬂ Hetole 1670l 2T 33l 5 Tahed),” olEd AW E YubHow Ao o
npAte g Zhsigelol 3k AoE =3 A4S MEe of &3k Zom it wg7|gel FAse Aw7tEA
AZI7F Hd=be Afedle SHA Aol &k wal 4E, A, A wE A5 By, TERFEY A7t F
Slet thekstk HQIF eaol o)l oA fF5e WA Het
. sk},
T o= T A AS el ARG FALEAZY Fu
2 R AR IEARE ol AT Felddol 3
Zrgele ARl AR geldd ARE AR AT © Zo] Aot siAut H el ABUlE F3 A4
Z Ble] dojRl ARE FEAdd F0ee HANA 2L Aol GolalAwA 7 EAlnit o]FAAMA et B4
THQ Adroln, AFHANA ARE 24t T AR 7150l AX 1Al AL ek o]He ojtell= YE Al
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