PUBLICATION ETHICS AND PUBLICATION MALPRACTICE STATEMENT

The ethics statements for the Revista Minelor/Mining Revue are based on the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) Core Practices.

Editor Responsibilities

Accountability
The editor of the Revista Minelor/Mining Revue decides which submitted articles will be accepted for publication, considering both the editorial board's policies and legal stipulations about libel, copyright infringement, and plagiarism, and is always prepared to publish corrections, clarifications, retractions, and apologies. in case of errors or deviations from the journal's editorial policy.

Fairness
The editor must assess manuscripts for their intellectual content without regard the author's race, gender, sexual orientation, religious beliefs, ethnic origin, nationality, or political ideology.

Confidentiality
The journal's editor and any editorial staff must not disclose any information about a submitted manuscript to anyone other than the corresponding author, reviewers, potential reviewers, other editorial advisers, and the publisher, as appropriate.

Disclosure, conflicts of interest, and other issues
The editor will refer to COPE’s Retraction Guidelines when evaluating the retraction of, expressing concerns about, and making corrections related to articles that have been published in Revista Minelor/Mining Revue. Unpublished materials revealed in a submitted manuscript cannot be utilized in an editor's personal research without the author's explicit written permission. Confidential information or ideas obtained through peer review should remain confidential and not be leveraged for personal benefit. The editor should seek to ensure a fair and appropriate peer review process. Editors should require all contributors to disclose relevant competing interests and publish corrections if competing interests are revealed after publication. In the event that a submitted manuscript is authored or co-authored by a member of the Editorial Board, the peer review process and all editorial decisions will be managed independently by another editor to ensure total impartiality.

Involvement and cooperation in investigations
Editors must protect the integrity of the published record by issuing corrections and retractions as necessary and pursuing suspected or alleged research and publication misconduct and should take reasonably measures when ethical complaints have been presented concerning a submitted manuscript or published paper.

Advertising
Revista Minelor/Mining Revue does not accept commercial advertising. Editorial decisions are made independently of any potential commercial influence.



Reviewer Responsibilities

Contribution to editorial decisions
Peer review supports the editor in making decisions about the publication and, by engaging in communication with the author, can also assist the author in improving the manuscript.

Promptness
Any invited referee who believes they are unqualified to assess the research presented in a manuscript or understands that a prompt review is unfeasible should promptly inform the editor so that alternative reviewers can be contacted.

Confidentiality
All manuscripts submitted for review should be considered confidential documents.

Standards of objectivity
Reviews must be carried out impartially, with suitable justifications and without personal criticism of the author.

Acknowledgement of sources
Reviewers should identify relevant published work that has not been cited by the authors. A reviewer must also bring to the editor's attention any significant similarity or overlap between the manuscript being reviewed and any other published data of which they have personal knowledge.

Disclosure and conflict of interest
Confidential information or ideas acquired via peer review should remain confidential and not be utilized for personal benefit. Reviewers should not consider evaluating manuscripts in which they have conflicts of interest.

Author Responsibilities

Reporting standards
Authors reporting results of original research should provide an accurate account of the work performed as well as an objective discussion of its significance. Fraudulent or knowingly inaccurate statements represent unethical behaviour and are unacceptable.

Originality and plagiarism
The authors need to confirm that their works are completely original, and if they have incorporated the work and/or words of others, it should be properly cited or quoted.

Multiple, redundant or concurrent publication
In general, an author should not publish manuscripts detailing largely the same research in multiple journals or primary publications. Submitting the same manuscript to multiple journals simultaneously and publishing it in more than one journal is considered unethical publishing practice and is unacceptable.

Acknowledgement of sources
Proper acknowledgment of the work of others must always be given. Authors must appropriately recognize the contributions of others and reference publications that have significantly impacted the nature of the work being reported.

Authorship of a manuscript
Authorship should be limited to those who have made a significant contribution to the conception, design, execution, or interpretation of the published study. In order to qualify for authorship of a manuscript, authors must also meet the following criteria:
· Draft the work or review it critically for important intellectual content;
· Provide final approval of the version to be published;
· Agree to be accountable for all aspects of the work by ensuring that questions relating to the accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are appropriately investigated and resolved.
Those who contributed to the work but do not qualify for authorship should be listed in the acknowledgments. The corresponding author must verify that all co-authors have reviewed and approved the final version of the manuscript and consented to its submission for publication.

Changes to authorship
Authors are expected to consider carefully the list and order of authors before submitting their manuscript and provide the definitive list of authors at the time of the original submission. Any addition, deletion or rearrangement of author names in the authorship list should be made only before the manuscript has been accepted and only if approved by the journal Editor. To request such a change, the Editor must receive the following from the corresponding author: (a) the reason for the change in author list and (b) written confirmation (e-mail, letter) from all authors that they agree with the addition, removal or rearrangement. In the case of addition or removal of authors, this includes confirmation from the author being added or removed.

Disclosure and conflicts of interest
All authors must disclose in their manuscript any financial or significant conflicts of interest that could be seen as affecting the results or their interpretation in the manuscript.
Authors must disclose all sources of financial support for the research. This includes grant numbers or other reference numbers, where applicable, and should be listed in a dedicated 'Funding' or 'Acknowledgments' section.

Fundamental errors in published works
When an author finds a substantial mistake or inaccuracy in their own published work, it is their duty to quickly inform the journal's editor or publisher and cooperate with them to either retract the paper or to publish an appropriate erratum.

Publisher’s confirmation
In cases of suspected or confirmed scientific malpractice, fraudulent publishing, or plagiarism, the publisher, working closely with the editors, will implement all necessary measures to clarify the situation and to amend the article in question (including the prompt publication of an erratum or the total retraction of the impacted work).

Use of AI and AI-assisted technologies
Authors must disclose the use of AI or AI-assisted tools (e.g., LLMs, image creators) in the manuscript preparation. AI should only be used to improve readability and language, not to generate core scientific content or interpretations. AI cannot be listed as an author.

Complaints and Appeals Policy
Complaints regarding various aspect of the journal's operations—including editorial procedures, reviewer or editor conduct, publication ethics, research integrity, discrimination, conflicts of interest, and published content—must be submitted in writing to the Editor-in-Chief. The journal handles all complaints confidentially, seriously and impartially. If a complaint specifically involves the Editor-in-Chief, it should instead be directed to an independent representative from the Publisher or the Editorial Board. Furthermore, any issues concerning publication ethics are strictly managed according to established COPE guidance (https://publicationethics.org/guidance-and-tools).
Authors have the option to appeal an editorial decision if they believe the outcome was impacted by a material factual error, overlooked information, a flawed review process, or a significant misunderstanding. To initiate this process, the appeal must be submitted in writing and mutually agreed upon by all co-authors, clearly identify the affected manuscript, and directly address the specific reasons given for the original decision. Rather than simply repeating arguments that have already been evaluated, authors are required to provide a clear, scholarly justification for reconsideration.
Submitting a formal appeal does not guarantee that the manuscript will be reconsidered or accepted. To maintain strict editorial independence, the manuscript will be reassessed by different reviewers from the original review process. The journal allows a single round of appeal, and all decisions rendered by the final adjudicating editor are absolute.

Post-Publication Discussion
Our journal encourages responsible scientific discourse regarding its published research. Readers are invited to submit documented concerns to the Editorial Office regarding research reliability, including but not limited to methodological errors, data integrity, ethical violations, factual inaccuracies, or undisclosed conflicts of interest. 
All submissions must include sufficient supporting evidence to warrant a formal assessment. Authors will generally be given the opportunity to respond to any substantive issues raised. Depending on the outcome of the editorial review, the journal will take appropriate action to maintain the integrity of the scholarly record

Corrections and retraction 
To safeguard the integrity of the scholarly record, our journal aligns its standards with international practices, by enforcing clear mechanisms to handle amendments to published research. Authors and persons who discover an error in published articles must contact the journal as soon as possible. Depending on the nature and severity of the issue identified post-publication, amendments are distinctly classified.
Corrections are applied to articles that are scientifically sound but contain minor errors that do not affect the study's conclusions. The journal distinguishes between a Corrigendum (to correct author errors) and an Erratum (to correct publisher production errors). These notices are only issued if the core findings and reproducibility of the research remain intact. In accordance with archival best practices, the original publication text is not modified. A separate, citable correction notice is published, which is permanently linked reciprocally to the original paper.
An Expression of Concern may be issued if serious, unresolved questions arise about an article's reliability. This notice serves to alert readers when evidence remains inconclusive, an institutional investigation is ongoing, or a final resolution will be significantly delayed. It is also employed when a credible risk requires an immediate public notice. Any Expression of Concern will be explicitly and reciprocally linked to the original article.
An article may be Retracted if its findings are deemed unreliable due to major errors, data fabrication, image falsification, or an overreliance on previously retracted research. Also, serious ethical and legal violations warrant retraction, including plagiarism, redundant publication, unauthorized data use, copyright infringement, libel, privacy breaches, and unethical human or animal research. Furthermore, the evidence of compromised peer review, authorship fraud, citation manipulation, undisclosed conflicts of interest, or violations of AI usage policies will lead to article removal. Retractions will follow relevant COPE guidance. A retracted article will remain part of the scholarly record but will be clearly identified as retracted. A retraction notice will explain the reason for retraction and will be permanently linked to the original article. The purpose of retraction is to correct the literature and protect its integrity, not primarily to punish authors

Article Removal 
Removal of published content will be considered only in exceptional circumstances, such as where continued availability creates serious legal, privacy or safety risks. Where removal is necessary, bibliographic information should normally remain available together with an explanation of the reason for removal, subject to applicable legal requirements.

Data Sharing and Reproducibility
Our journal supports research transparency and encourages authors to share the underlying data, code, and materials necessary to reproduce their findings. Authors are responsible for ensuring that the data supporting their conclusions are accurate, reliable and available for editorial verification where reasonably required.  All specialized materials and experimental procedures essential for replicating the study must be clearly documented within the Materials and Methods section.
For original research articles, authors should include a Data Availability Statement describing whether and how the data supporting the findings can be accessed. Where appropriate, data should be deposited in a recognised institutional, disciplinary or general-purpose repository. The Data Availability Statement may indicate, for example, that:
• data are openly available in a specified repository;
• data are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request;
• data are included in the article or Supplementary Materials;
• data cannot be shared because of confidentiality, privacy, contractual, legal, commercial or ethical restrictions.
Where data cannot be publicly shared, the reason should be stated. In the case software, algorithms, computational models or code are essential for reproducing the results, authors are encouraged to make them available whenever legal, ethical and intellectual-property conditions permit. Access to data, code or other underlying research materials might be requested during peer review or as part of a research-integrity investigation. Failure to provide requested evidence without reasonable justification may result in rejection or appropriate post-publication action. 

Etical oversight
When research involves human subjects, authors must comply with internationally accepted ethical principles and all applicable institutional and national requirements. Where informed consent was waived, the manuscript should state that the waiver was granted by the appropriate ethics body. Where applicable, studies should be conducted in accordance with the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki (https://www.wma.net/policies-post/wma-declaration-of-helsinki/).
Research involving animals must comply with all  institutional, national and international regulations governing animal welfare. Where applicable, authors should follow recognised reporting standards such as the ARRIVE guidelines (https://arriveguidelines.org/arrive-guidelines).
For studies that do not require formal ethical approval, including many engineering experiments, simulations, computational studies, technical analyses and analyses of publicly available non-personal data, authors should provide an appropriate statement where relevant.

Intellectual property and copyright
Authors are responsible for ensuring that submitted manuscripts do not infringe copyright, database rights, privacy rights, patents, trademarks or other intellectual-property rights. Authors must obtain permission for third-party material where required.
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