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Increase in submissions

Explosion of papers since I started in Jan 2023



Decision-making process

1. Is this paper within scope?

2. Is the idea novel?

3. Is it good science?

4. Did the study happen? Open science features – use of a protocol, 

reporting guide, data availability statement, data analysis code 

5. Was there plagiarism?



Letters to the Editor
• Generally published Letters to the Editor

• Recent example when we asked authors of the target paper to reply to the Letter to the Editor

• They noted the Letter was likely written by AI and the authors published 500 Letters to the 

Editor in the past year

Have noticed a template for Letters to the Editor:

• Brief praise of the target paper

• Exactly three methodological criticisms

• Highly polished section headings

• Concluding paragraph reaffirming the target paper’s value 

• Near-identical cover-letter and declaration language  

• Unimpressive publication history

• Affiliations with non-related departments 



Letters to the Editor (cont’d)
Four letters submitted in the same week by the same author



Single author submissions
Anonymized rejection letter

Author’s reply: “Please. IF you dont understand the manucript. Call help to top aí like opus 5.5. Our gpt astral. You 
holding True advance of science. Have complex trouble in preventive science for long time and periodics looks like blind for
this” 



Elsevier policy on AI in 2025
Declaration of generative AI in scientific writing (consistent with Elsevier wide policy)

Authors must declare the use of generative AI in scientific writing upon submission of the paper. The following guidance refers only to the writing process, and not to the use of AI

tools to analyse and draw insights from data as part of the research process:

•Generative AI and AI-assisted technologies should only be used in the writing process to improve the readability and language of the manuscript.

•The technology must be applied with human oversight and control and authors should carefully review and edit the result, as AI can generate authoritative-sounding output that can be 

incorrect, incomplete or biased. Authors are ultimately responsible and accountable for the contents of the work.

•Authors must not list or cite AI and AI-assisted technologies as an author or co-author on the manuscript since authorship implies responsibilities and tasks that can only be attributed to 

and performed by humans.

The use of generative AI and AI-assisted technologies in scientific writing must be declared by adding a statement at the end of the manuscript when the paper is first submitted. The 

statement will appear in the published work and should be placed in a new section before the references list. 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/journal-of-clinical-epidemiology/publish/guide-for-authors

The use of ANY AI or associated technologies by peer reviewers and editors in the manuscript evaluation process is currently not permitted

The policy also applies to ‘Letters to the Editor’….including trying to detect if AI was used

https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/journal-of-clinical-epidemiology/publish/guide-for-authors


Current considerations

6. Is this a duplicate submission?

7. Is this a real person?

8. Was AI use declared and if so, was it appropriate?



AI plagiarism tool 

iThenticate

Note: Integrity flags turned off by multiple publishers due to inaccuracies  



Elsevier policy on AI in 2026

For authors



Elsevier policy on AI in 2026

For authors (cont’d)



https://strawpoll.live/
PIN: 191879

Elsevier policy on AI in 2026

Is this AI policy too 
strict?

https://strawpoll.live/


JMIR guidance

Leung TI, de Azevedo Cardoso T, Mavragani A, Eysenbach G. Best Practices for Using AI Tools 
as an Author, Peer Reviewer, or Editor J Med Internet Res 2023;25:e51584



COPE guidance on paper mills



AI use declaration – ex 1



https://strawpoll.live/
PIN: 273469

AI Declaration

Would you consider 
this AI declaration 
appropriate?

https://strawpoll.live/


AI use declaration – ex 2
AI disclosure: ‘Generative AI tools were used only for language refinement and formatting 

assistance; all scientific interpretation, critical appraisal, and manuscript preparation were 

performed independently by the authors.’

 



Elsevier policy on AI in 2026

For peer reviewers

Peer reviewer’s reply: “Dear Sir or Madam,The manuscript falls within my area of expertise, and I find the topic 
interesting. However, a careful review without the assistance of AI would require approximately 3–4 hours.Given your 
restrictions on the use of AI tools for manuscript analysis (Terms and Conditions), I am unfortunately unable to devote the 
necessary time to completing the review to an appropriate standard and must therefore decline the invitation.Kind 
regards,” 



https://strawpoll.live/
PIN: 994145

Elsevier policy on AI in 2026

Do you agree with 
this peer reviewer?

https://strawpoll.live/


As a researcher
Draft sent to co-authors:

After integrating co-author changes:



Bias in AI



Concluding thoughts

• Benefits of AI: greater accessibility for authors whose first language isn’t 

English, potential for better science delivered more efficiently, can deliver tools

to make the editorial process more efficient

• Needs to be balanced with caveats mentioned here

• Perhaps we need a standard AI policy with specific journals adding unique 

requirements

• Need to monitor AI use over time
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