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Self-plagiarism does not make sense

• 1) What is plagiarism and what 
is wrong with it

• 2) What does self-plagiarism 
refer to?

• 3) Where are the boundaries 
between legitimate re-use of own 
material and unacceptable 
practices?

• 4) What to do about it



1) What is plagiarism?

• 10. Plagiarism

• Stealing someone else’s work and presenting it as one’s own is 
incompatible with good scientific practice.

• In research ethics, plagiarism involves stealing the work of others, 
fully or partially, and presenting it as one’s own. The most obvious 
form of plagiarism is direct reproduction of text, although it also 
encompasses paraphrasing if the statement is close to the original 
source. Plagiarism may also imply presenting the ideas, hypotheses, 
concepts, theories, interpretations, data, design, illustrations, or 
results of others as one’s own (the list is not comprehensive). 
Plagiarism is incompatible with good scientific practice (NESH, 2023).



What is wrong with it? 

Breach of norms:

• Honesty: Mislead the academic and public community

• Collegiality: Does not acknowledge the work of colleagues

• Originality: Does not present something new

• Accountability: Cannot verify claims and arguments. 

• Trust: Erode trust in science



2) The term self-plagiarism

• Using one’s own earlier work without proper reference

• A disputed term in research integrity and ethics frameworks

• Is often distinguished from research misconduct

• Better terms to describe the practice could be duplication or 
salamisation



The term «self-
plagiarism» in research 
ethics guidelines
• The term “self-plagiarism” appears in 

quotation marks (“self-plagiarism”) in the 2023 
edition of the ALLEA European Code of 
Conduct for Research Integrity.

• The code defines it as:

• “Re-publishing substantive parts of one’s own 
earlier publications, including translations, 
without duly acknowledging or citing the original 
(‘self-plagiarism’).”

• Plagiarism is associated with research 
misconduct, while self-plagiarism is described 
as an example of “other unacceptable 
practices”.



The term “self-plagiarism” is not used in the 
national research ethics guidelines.



Duplication or salamisation

• “Researchers must avoid duplication – reuse or redundant publication of the 
same result without providing the appropriate references – and salamisation – 
dividing the result into smaller parts than what is academically justified for the 
sole purpose of increasing the number of publications. Researchers should 
refrain from publishing their work in journals that pretend to be scientific but lack 
sufficient systems for peer review (so-called predatory journals)” (NESH, point 7)

• “Good citation practice is necessary to verify claims and arguments. Researchers 
should provide accurate references to all sources they make use of. This also 
applies when reusing text from one’s own publications and when using sources 
that are not scientific. References should be sufficiently specific to allow others 
to locate, evaluate, and interpret the content in its original context” (NESH, 
point 8).



What is wrong with this?

May involve breach of norms:

• Honesty: Mislead the academic and public community. The work is 
misleadingly presented as something new. 

• Collegiality: Does not acknowledge the work of colleagues. Does not 
apply.

• Originality: Does not present new insights or bring research forward. 
Duplication of earlier work is an obstacle to this. 

• Accountability: Cannot verify claims and arguements. Does not allow
the reader to evaluate the content in its original context.

• Trust: Erode trust in science



3) The boundaries between legitimate re-use of 
own material and unacceptable practices

Legitimate re-use: 

• the earlier publication is cited 

• the reuse is relevant and limited 

• readers are not misled about what is original in the new article. 

The practice becomes problematic when:

• large portions of a paper are republished without disclosure

• text reuse is used to inflate publication output.

• the same data or findings are presented as new



Relevant questions:

• How much of the text is identical or very similar to (my) previous 
publications? 

• Do I provide a proper reference to the (my) original work?

• Does this publication make a clear and meaningful new contribution?



4) What to do about it

• Training in research integrity and research ethics

• Good research culture at the institutions

• Fair, consistent and transparent systems for handling allegations of 
misconduct

• Better incentive systems rewarding quality over quantity



Thank you!

E-mail:helene.ingierd@forskningsetikk.no
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