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Abstract Scientific journals can promote ethical publication practices through

policies on conflicts of interest. However, the prevalence of conflict of interest

policies and the definition of conflict of interest appear to vary across scientific

disciplines. This survey of high-impact, peer-reviewed journals in 12 different

scientific disciplines was conducted to assess these variations. The survey identified

published conflict of interest policies in 28 of 84 journals (33%). However, when

representatives of 49 of the 84 journals (58%) completed a Web-based survey about

journal conflict of interest policies, 39 (80%) reported having such a policy. Fre-

quency of policies (including those not published) varied by discipline, from 100%

among general medical journals to none among physics journals. Financial interests

were most frequently addressed with relation to authors; policies for reviewers most

often addressed non-financial conflicts. Twenty-two of the 39 journals with policies

(56%) had policies about editors’ conflicts. The highest impact journals in each

category were most likely to have a published policy, and the frequency of policies

fell linearly with rank; for example, policies were published by 58% of journals

ranked 1 in their category, 42% of journals ranked third, and 8% of journals ranked

seventh (test for trend, p = 0.003). Having a conflict of interest policy was also

associated with a self-reported history of problems with conflict of interest. The

prevalence of published conflict of interest policies was higher than that reported in

a 1997 study, an increase that might be attributable to heightened awareness of

conflict of interest issues. However, many of the journals with policies do not make

them readily available and many of those policies that were available lacked clear
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definitions of conflict of interest or details about how disclosures would be managed

during peer review and publication.

Keywords Conflicts of interest � Competing interests � Publication �
Journals � Ethics

Introduction

In scientific publication, a conflict of interest exists when an author has a financial,

professional, or personal relationship that could influence or bias that author’s

decisions, interpretations, conclusions, or publications [1–3]. Particular concern has

been directed toward the financial interests of scientific researchers and authors, the

relationships between them and the funders of their work, and the risks of financial

ties resulting in biased, delayed, and even suppressed publication [4–10]. Although

studies have demonstrated and commentators have agreed that conflicts of interest

have the potential to impair the integrity of scientific publication [11–14], there has

been little consensus on the definition of conflict of interest, on who, in the

publication process, can be affected, or on how to manage conflicts of interest

during peer review and publication.

Many researchers and commentators have focused primarily on financial

conflicts of authors. Yet non-financial interests can be equally important [1–3,

15–19] and conflicts of interest (or competing interests) can affect others involved in

the publications process, such as peer reviewers and editors. For example, the

Council of Science Editors [3, 18] and the International Committee of Medical

Journal Editors [1] address the conflicts associated with both financial and non-

financial interests of authors, reviewers, and editors. Other guidelines are limited to

financial interests and only as they relate to authors. Some journals consider

personal and professional relationships to be a primary concern in terms of potential

conflicts of interest (personal email communication, June 22, 2005, Michael

Hochberg, PhD). Management strategies also vary. Even strategies that agree in

general principles (such as on the need for disclosure) vary in terms of whether

disclosure should be to the editor, peer reviewers, and/or readers [1, 15, 18].

The prevalence of conflict of interest policies in peer-reviewed scientific journals

appears to vary among different scientific disciplines. A 1997 review of 1,396 high-

impact journals across scientific disciplines (primarily, medicine, multidisciplinary

sciences, and chemistry) identified 181 journals with conflict of interest policies

(13%). In this study, medical journals were overrepresented in the overall sample

because medical journals tend to have high impact factors, but they were also more

likely to have conflict of interest policies [11]. Other research on conflicts of interest

has focused solely on biomedicine or life science disciplines [4, 6–8]. However, a

comparison of the prevalence, type, and content of journal conflict of interest

policies among multiple different scientific disciplines has not been reported.

To explore differences between scientific fields, we conducted a study of the

prevalence and types of conflict of interest policies at peer-reviewed journals in 12

different scientific disciplines as defined by the Institute for Scientific Information:

astronomy/astrophysics, biological sciences, biology, chemistry, engineering
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(multidisciplinary), medicine (general and internal), medicine (research and experi-

mental), physics, plant sciences, psychology, sciences (multidisciplinary), and zoology.

Methods

Twelve scientific categories were selected from the Institute for Scientific

Information’s 2004 Journal Citation Reports (http://www.isinet.com/) to represent

a range of physical sciences, engineering disciplines, and life sciences (including

non-medical categories such as plant sciences). The total number of journals (n = 7

in each category) was limited so that two researchers could review their policies

within a relatively short time and avoid the effects of any secular trends. In each

category, the seven journals with the highest journal impact factor were selected.

Impact factor is defined as citations in the current year divided by the number of

citable articles published in the two previous years (http://www.isinet.com/), and is

a proxy for journal prestige and quality [20]. This sample represented a mean of

9.9% of the journals in each category; the proportion ranged from 5.1% (7/138 in

plant sciences) to 15.6% (7/45 in the multidisciplinary sciences and astronomy/

astrophysics categories). The journals are listed in the Appendix.

The published polices of the 84 journals (August through October, 2004) were

reviewed to determine whether they included policies on conflicts of interest. First

the Web site of each journal was searched for a policy and the electronic submission

links were followed to locate any electronic conflict of interest forms. If neither of

these searches produced evidence of a policy, the instructions for authors were

examined in printed issues of the journal published in 2004.

In a Web-based survey (May though July, 2005), editorial representatives of the

journals were asked additional questions about journal policies and procedures

about conflicts of interest for authors, peer reviewers, and editors. The Web-based

survey consisted of 33 multiple-choice questions, most of which included an open-

ended ‘‘other’’ option, and two open-ended free answer questions. The questions

and the Web interface for the survey were pilot tested for clarity and usability by a

group of journal editors who were not included in the final survey, and revisions

were incorporated into the final version. Editorial representatives of journals were

contacted by e-mail or telephone and invited to participate in the survey. No

incentives for participation were provided. The survey was reviewed and approved

by the Columbia University Institutional Review Board, and all participants granted

written informed consent. Data were stored and analyzed in SPSS 10.0 (SPSS Inc.,

Chicago, IL) and SAS 9.1 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC).

Results

Review of published policies

Of the 84 journals, 28 (33%) had publicly available conflict of interest policies

published in instructions for authors or editorials. The frequency of such publicly
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available journal policies varied widely across disciplines, from 100% among

general medical journals to none among journals in biology, multidisciplinary

engineering, multidisciplinary physics, and zoology (Table 1).

All the published policies advised or required disclosure of conflicts of interest to

the journal; two journals’ policies also banned authors with conflicts of interest from

submitting review articles and opinion articles (e.g., editorials and commentaries).

Twenty-seven journal policies discussed financial conflicts, and 11 addressed non-

financial types of conflicts.

Of the 28 journals with published policies, 15 (54%) provided no definition of

conflict of interest. Two journals’ policies requested authors to indicate the

monetary value of a specific financial interest, and six journal policies specified

some limits on time (either duration or recency of the financial tie).

Policies were implemented in a variety of ways: by simply publishing the policy;

by requiring authors to acknowledge receipt of the policy; by requiring authors to

declare conflicts of interest; by requiring authors to declare that they had no

Table 1 Frequency and types of published conflict of interest policies for authors among 84 journals in

12 scientific disciplines

ISI category No. with

policy

for authors/

total n

‘Conflict of interest’

explained through:

Financial interests

defined by:

Potential conflict

managed through:

Definition Examples Monetary

limit

Time

limita
Disclosure Banb

Medicine, general

and internal

7/7 3/7 6/7 0 4/7 7/7 2/7

Chemistry-

multidisciplinary

6/7 6/6 6/7 0 0 6/6 0

Multidisciplinary

sciences

4/7 3/4 2/4 2/4 2/4 4/4 0

Psychology 4/7 0 2/4 0 0 4/4 0

Medicine, research

and experimental

3/7 1/3 3/7 0 0 3/3 0

Plant sciences 2/7 0 0 0 0 2/2 0

Astronomy/

astrophysics

1/7 0 0 0 0 1/1 0

Biological sciences 1/7 0 0 0 0 1/1 0

Biology 0/7 – – – – –

Engineering-

multidisciplinary

0/7 – – – – –

Physics-

multidisciplinary

0/7 – – – – –

Zoology 0/7 – – – – –

All 28/84

(33%)

13/28

(46%)

19/28

(68%)

2/28

(7%)

6/28

(21%)

28/28

(100%)

2/28

(7%)

ISI—Institute for Scientific Information. Percentages have been rounded
a Duration or recency
b For some or all types of articles
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conflicts of interest; or by requiring authors to complete a disclosure form or

checklist. Of the 28 journals with author policies, 27 required disclosure to the

journal; 18 of 23 journals with conflict of interest policies for peer reviewers

required such disclosure, as did 18 of 22 journals with policies for editors. Although

these policies stated that disclosures were required, it was not clear how the

requirement was enforced (for example, whether electronic submission was blocked

for manuscripts lacking conflict of interest forms).

Two journal policies stated that disclosures would be shown to peer reviewers,

four stated that disclosures would not be shown to peer reviewers; the remaining 22

(79%) did not specify how or whether disclosures would be used in the peer review

process. Fifteen of the 28 policies (54%) stated that disclosures could be published

(generally, at the editors’ discretion); the remaining 13 (46%) did not specify

whether disclosures might be published.

Journals with higher impact factors were more likely to have published conflict

of interest policies. Journal rank was strongly and linearly associated with likelihood

of having a published policy (2-tailed Cochran-Armitage test for trend, p = 0.003;

Fig. 1). The median impact factor for journals with published policies was 10.8

(interquartile range, 7.5 to 17.7), and for journals without policies it was 4.1

(interquartile range, 3.0 to 6.1; p < 0.001 by 2-tailed Wilcoxon rank-sum test).

Survey

Representatives from 49 of the 84 journals (58%) completed the survey.

Participation rates varied by discipline, with 100% participation among represen-

tatives of general and internal medicine journals and multidisciplinary journals,

followed by psychology (86%) and plant sciences (71%) and with no participation

from representatives of chemistry journals (Table 2).

Of the 49 journals represented by survey participants, 39 (80%) were reported to

have a conflict of interest policy in place of any type (for authors, peer reviewers, or

editors). Frequency of policies varied by discipline, with a high of 100% among

general medical journals, and none among the physics journals (Table 2).

Survey respondents indicated that financial interests were most frequently

addressed with relation to authors and that policies for peer reviewers most often

0.1
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Fig. 1 Journals with higher rank
were more likely to publish a
conflict of interest policy (2-tailed
Cochrane-Armitage test for trend,
p = 0.003). For example, policies
were published by 7 of the 12
journals ranked first in their ISI
category (58%), 5 of 12 journals
ranked third in their category
(42%), and 1 of the 12 journals
ranked seventh (8%).
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addressed non-financial conflicts (Table 3). Twenty-eight (72%) of the respondents

with journal policies reported having addressed authors’ conflicts. Financial

disclosure to the journal was required in 21 (75%) of these journal policies. In

cases of financial conflict, respondents from 15 journals reported requiring authors

to declare that they had no financial conflicts (54%), and respondents from 4

journals (14%) reported that authors were barred from publishing some or all types

of articles.

Respondents from 23 journals with policies (59%) addressed peer reviewers’

conflicts. Disclosure of financial conflicts to the journal was required in 18 (78%); in

cases of financial conflict, reviewers were asked to turn down reviewing

opportunities in 17 (74%) or could be barred from reviewing in 11 (48%).

Respondents from 22 journals (56%) had policies addressing editors’ conflicts.

Financial disclosure to the journal was required in 18 of these policies (82%);

editors were barred from editing articles in cases of financial conflict by 14 (64%)

and required to avoid all financial conflicts by 1 journal.

Among the 28 journals with policies for authors, respondents from 9 journals

stated that all author disclosures of conflict of interest were published and 9 more

stated that some were published. Respondents from 4 journals reported that all

Table 2 Frequency of participation, any policy, and financial and non-financial policies from survey

ISI category No.

respondents

(% of those

contacted)

No. with any

CoI policy

(% of

respondents)

Policy covers

Both financial

and

non-financial

issues, n

Financial

only, n
Non-

financial

only, n

Medicine, general and

internal

7 (100) 7 (100) 6 1 0

Multidisciplinary sciences 7 (100) 6 (86) 4 1 1

Psychology 6 (86) 4 (67)a 2 0 1

Plant sciences 5 (71) 5 (100) 5 0 0

Astronomy–astrophysics 4 (57) 3 (75) 3 0 0

Medicine, research-

experimental

4 (57) 4 (100) 2 1 1

Zoology 4 (57) 3 (75) 0 1 2

Biological sciences 3 (43) 3 (100) 1 0 2

Biology 3 (43) 2 (67) 1 0 1

Engineering-

multidisciplinary

3 (43) 2 (67) 0 0 2

Physics-multidisciplinary 3 (43) 0 – – –

Chemistry 0 NR NR NR NR

All 49 (58) 39 (80) 24 (62) 4 (10) 10 (26)

NR—no responses to survey; ISI—Institute for Scientific Information. Percentages have been rounded
a One psychology journal did not respond to question about type of policy
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disclosures were shown to peer reviewers, 1 indicated that none were shown to

reviewers, 5 indicated that some were shown to reviewers, and 13 indicated that the

disclosures were reviewed by the editors. (Numbers do not sum to 28 because

respondents could choose more than one answer.) When asked whether the journal

had a procedure for handling situations when undisclosed financial conflicts of

interest were discovered after publication, respondents from 13 journals indicated

that their policy provided no guidance on this topic. However, 18 respondents

indicated that they might ask the author for an explanation, 14 indicated that they

might print a correction or clarification, and 5 indicated they might report the

finding to the author’s institution or funding agency.

Respondents from 3 journals reported that their policies addressed only non-

financial conflicts; 2 of the 3 did not publish these policies.

The 39 journals with any type of policy (for authors, peer reviewers, and/or

editors) were more likely to report a recent history of problems with financial (13 of

Table 3 Frequency and types of conflict of interest policies reported by respondents to survey (n = 49)

ISI category No. with

any CoI

policy

No. with policy (policy types)

For authors For

reviewers

For editors For all

participants—

authors, reviewers,

and editors

Medicine, general and

internal

7 7 (1f, 6b) 5 (5b) 6 (1f, 5b) 5

Multidisciplinary

sciences

6 5 (1f, 4b) 4 (1nf, 3b) 4 (3b, 1na)a 2

Psychology 4 3 (2b, 1na)a 3 (1nf, 2b) 2 (1nf, 1b)a 1

Plant sciences 5 3 (2b, 1na) 3 (3b) 3 (3b) 1

Astronomy–

astrophysics

3 1 (1b) 2 (2nf) 2 (2b) 0

Medicine, research-

experimental

4 4 (2f, 1nf,

1b)

1 (1b)a 2 (2b)a 1

Zoology 3 1 (1f) 2 (2nf) 1 (1nf) 0

Biological sciences 3 2 (1nf, 1b) 1 (1nf) 2 (2nf) 0

Biology 2 1 (1b) 1 (1nf) 0 0

Engineering-

multidisciplinary

2 1 (1nf) 1 (1nf) 0 0

Physics-

multidisciplinary

0 0 0 0 0

Chemistry NR NR NR NR NR

All 39 (80%) 28 (72%)

(5f, 3nf,

18b, 2na)a

23 (59%)

(9nf,

14b)a

22 (56%)

(1f, 4nf,

16b,

1na)a

10 (26%)

Key: f—financial only; nf—non-financial only; b—both; na—no answer; NR—no responses to survey;

ISI—Institute for Scientific Information. Percentages have been rounded
a Additional policies reported as being in development
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39) and non-financial (15 of 39) conflicts than were journals without any policies (0

of 10 for financial, 2 of 10 for non-financial).

Survey respondents confirmed that not all policies were publicly available. Of the

28 journals with conflict of interest policies for authors, 4 were not publicly

available because they were unwritten or unpublished (n = 2) or were sent

individually to authors (n = 2). Of the 23 journals with policies for peer reviewers,

12 were not publicly available because they were unwritten or unpublished (n = 2)

or sent individually to reviewers (n = 10). Of the 22 journals with policies for

editors, 11 were not publicly available because they were unwritten or unpublished

(n = 2) or sent individually to editors (n = 9).

Discussion and conclusion

In this sample of 84 high-impact peer-reviewed journals from 12 different scientific

disciplines, published conflict of interest policies were common in general and

internal medicine, chemistry, multidisciplinary sciences, and psychology journals,

but less common or absent in other scientific disciplines. The highest impact

journals in each category were most likely to have a published policy, and the

frequency of policies dropped linearly with impact factor ranking. The subsequent

survey found that many journals without publicly available conflict of interest

policies nevertheless have in-house policies, suggesting that the prevalence of

policies might be higher than the rate captured by the review of published policies.

Among journals with policies responding to the survey, most had polices directed

toward authors (72%) followed by policies directed toward peer reviewers (59%),

and editors (56%). Journals in general and internal medicine, multidisciplinary

sciences, psychology, and plant sciences were more likely than journals in other

disciplines that responded to the survey to have policies in place for all 3

participants in the publication process: authors, peer reviewers, and editors. Most

journals responding to the survey with policies (62%) discussed both financial and

non-financial interests. Requiring disclosure of potential financial conflicts was the

most common published strategy for managing financial conflict of interests.

However, many journals with conflict of interest policies do not make them publicly

available to readers or prospective authors (14% of policies for authors, 52% of

policies for peer reviewers, and 50% of policies for editors were not published).

Moreover, many of the published policies lack definitions of conflict of interest,

examples of conflicts or relevant interests, and other information such as the

intended use of disclosures and consequences of conflict of interest declarations.

Journals with policies were overrepresented in the survey portion of this study.

Although publicly available policies were identified for only 33% of the journals

(28/84), 80% of the journals that responded (39/49) to the survey reported having a

policy. A few reported having policies that were not written or published; these

would not have been identified in a review of published policies. It is unclear why

some journals would have conflict of interest policies but not make them readily and

publicly available to readers and prospective authors and reviewers. A reported

history of conflict of interest problems was associated with having a policy on
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conflict of interest; both experience with problems and existence of a policy may be

associated with an interest in conflict of interest that may have influenced an editor

to participate in the survey.

The overall prevalence of published conflict of interest policies in peer-reviewed

scientific journals in 2004 was higher than that reported by Krimsky and Rothenberg

in 1997 (33% vs. 13%) [11]. The rate of policies among the subset of journals that

responded to our survey was even higher (80%). The increase could be attributable

to heightened awareness of conflict of interest issues in recent years or to the

different journals included in each study. Although both studies targeted high-

impact journals, the present study included only the highest impact journals and the

data showed an association between higher journal impact factors and the likelihood

of having a conflict of interest policy. Although the 1997 study included a larger

sample of journals, those journals represented a narrower range of scientific

disciplines (primarily medicine, multidisciplinary sciences, and chemistry). The

present study covered a wider range of scientific disciplines, including those for

which conflict of interest policies were not publicly available or did not exist at all

(i.e., biology, multidisciplinary engineering, multidisciplinary physics, and zool-

ogy).

This study is limited by the numbers of journals selected for inclusion, the

selection of high-impact peer-reviewed journals versus low-impact journals, and a

survey response rate of 58%. In addition, low participation rates by representatives

of some of the scientific disciplines (i.e., chemistry, engineering, physics, and

biology) limit the ability to assess non-published policies and practices of the

journals in those fields. Nevertheless, this appears to be the first study to report

comparisons of conflict of interest policies and practices among peer-reviewed

journals in a broad range of scientific disciplines, including non-life sciences.

Although this study assessed whether journals with policies used a disclosure form

or checklist, the survey did not specify whether the disclosure form was open-ended

or a closed checklist. The survey did not ask about when in the submission process

the disclosure forms were collected (e.g., at the time of manuscript submission,

before revision, or as a condition of acceptance), nor whether authors’ failure to

provide disclosures of conflicts of interest resulted in a delay or halting of the

editorial process. Each of these areas would be useful to include in future studies of

the policies and procedures used by journals to manage authors’ conflict of interest

disclosures.

Scientific journals have increased their attention to conflict of interest policies

and have directed policies not only to authors but also to peer reviewers and editors.

However, a number of journals still do not have publicly available descriptions of

their policies, and many of those policies that are available lack clear definitions and

important details. Moreover, the prevalence and types of conflict of interest policies

differ among different scientific disciplines, with some disciplines not having any

such policies. Conflicts of interest are ubiquitous, and no science is invulnerable to

the potential influences and biases associated with conflicts of interest. More

comprehensive and publicly available policies in all scientific disciplines may help

improve communication about conflicts of interest between authors, peer reviewers,

editors, and readers of scientific journals.
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Appendix; Journals included in study, in decreasing order of impact factor
within ISI category

Astronomy–astrophysics: Annual Review of Astronomy, Astrophysical Journal,

Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, Astronomical Journal, Monthly Notices

of the Royal Astronomical Society, Astroparticle Physics, New Astronomy

Biological sciences: Trends in Ecology and Evolution, Annual Review of

Ecology, Evolution, and Systematics, Ecological Monographs, Ecology Letters,

Global Change Biology, The American Naturalist, Molecular Ecology

Biology: The FASEB Journal, Bioessays, Biological Reviews, Quarterly Review

of Biology, Journal of Biological Rhythms, Philosophical Transactions of the Royal

Society of London Series B-Biological Sciences, Proceedings of the Royal Society

of London Series B-Biological Sciences

Chemistry: Chemical Reviews, Accounts of Chemical Research, Chemical

Society Reviews, Angewandte Chemie-International Edition, Journal of the

American Chemical Society, Nano Letters, Topics in Current Chemistry

Engineering-multidisciplinary: Nanotechnology, Combustion and Flame, Inter-

national Journal for Numerical Methods in Engineering, Computer Methods of

Applied Mechanics and Engineering, Engineering Analysis with Boundary

Elements, Journal of the Audio Engineering Society, Composites Part B-Engineer-

ing

Medicine-general and internal: New England Journal of Medicine, Journal of the

American Medical Association, Lancet, Annals of Internal Medicine, Annual

Review of Medicine, BMJ, Archives of Internal Medicine

Medicine-research and experimental: Nature Medicine, Journal of Experimental

Medicine, Journal of Clinical Investigation, Trends in Molecular Medicine,

Molecular Therapy, Gene Therapy, Human Gene Therapy

Multidisciplinary sciences: Nature, Science, Proceedings of the National

Academy of Sciences of the USA, IBM Journal of Research and Development,

Scientific American, Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences, Naturwis-

senschaften

Physics: Reviews of Modern Physics, Physics Reports-Review Section of

Physics Letters, Reports on Progress in Physics, Physical Review Letters, Physics

Today, Physics Letters B, Journal of Physical and Chemical Reference Data

Psychology: Annual Review of Psychology, Psychological Bulletin, Psycholog-

ical Review, Psychotherapy and Psychosomatics, Psychosomatic Medicine, Cog-

nitive Psychology, Mental Retardation and Developmental Disabilities Research

Reviews

156 J. S. Ancker, A. Flanagin

123



Plant biology: Annual Review of Plant Biology, Trends in Plant Science, The

Plant Cell, Current Opinion in Plant Biology, Annual Review of Phytopathology,

Plant Journal, Plant Physiology

Zoology: Journal of Comparative Neurology, Journal of Animal Ecology,

Behavioral Ecology and Sociobiology, Animal Behaviour, Behavioral Ecology and

Sociobiology, Developmental & Comparative Immunology, Journal of Zoological

Systematics and Evolutionary Research

References

1. Anonymous. (2004). Uniform Requirements for Manuscripts Submitted to Biomedical Journals:

Writing and Editing for Biomedical Publication. Retrieved August 14, 2005, from www.icmje.org.

2. Bird, S. J., & Spier, R. E. (2005). The complexity of competing and conflicting interests. Science and
Engineering Ethics, 11(4), 515–517.

3. Anonymous. Council of Science Editors. Conflicts of Interest and the Peer Review Process (Editorial

Policy) Retrieved Jan. 7, 2006, from http://www.councilscienceeditors.org/services/draft_appro-

ved.cfm.

4. Blumenthal, D., Causino, N., Campbell, E., & Louis, K. S. (1996). Relationships between academic

institutions and industry in the life sciences—an industry survey. New England Journal of Medicine,
334(6), 368–373.

5. Rennie, D. (1997). Thyroid storm. JAMA, 277(15), 1238–1243.

6. Stelfox, H. T., Chua, G., O’Rourke, K., & Detsky, A. S. (1998). Conflict of interest in the debate over

calcium-channel antagonists. New England Journal of Medicine, 338(2), 101–106.

7. Boyd, E. A., & Bero, L. A. (2000). Assessing faculty financial relationships with industry: A case

study. JAMA, 284(17), 2209–2214.

8. Bekelman, J. E., Li, Y., & Gross, C. P. (2003). Scope and impact of financial conflicts of interest in

biomedical research: A systematic review. JAMA, 289(4), 454–465.

9. Hotzel, M. J. (2002). Industry scientists look for benefits, not risks. Nature, 419(6903), 111.

10. Worthy, K., Strohman, R. C., & Billings, P. R. (2002). Conflicts around a study of Mexican crops.

Nature, 417(6892), 897.

11. Krimsky, S., & Rothenberg, L. S. (2001). Conflict of interest policies in science and medical journals:

Editorial practices and author disclosures. Science and Engineering Ethics, 7, 205–218.

12. Krimsky, S. (2001). Journal policies on conflict of interest: If this is the therapy, what’s the disease?

Psychotherapy and Psychosomatics, 70, 115–117.

13. Fava, G.A. (2004). Conflict of interest in psychopharmacology: Can Dr. Jekyll still control Mr.

Hyde? Psychotherapy and Psychosomatics, 73, 1–4.

14. Glaser, B. E., & Bero, L. A. (2005). Attitudes of academic and clinical researchers toward financial

ties in research: A systematic review. Science and Engineering Ethics, 11(4), 553–573.

15. Levinsky, N. G. (2002). Nonfinancial conflict of interest. New England Journal of Medicine, 347(10),

759–761.

16. World Association of Medical Editors. (2006). WAME Recommendations on Publication Ethics

Policies for Medical Journals: http://www.wame.org/pubethicrecom.htm, accessed July 2, 2006.

17. Smith, R. (1998). Beyond conflict of interest. BMJ, 317, 291–292.

18. Style Manual Committee (Ed.) (2006). Scientific Style and Format: The CSE Manual for Authors,

Editors, and Publishers (7th ed.): Council of Science Editors/Rockefeller University Press.

19. Iverson, C., Flanagin, A., Fontanarosa, P. B., Glass, R. M., Glitman, P., & Lantz, J. C., et al. (Eds.),

(1998). American Medical Association Manual of Style: A Guide for Authors and Editors. Baltimore:

Williams & Wilkins.

20. Saha, S., Saint, S., & Christakis, D. A. (2003). Impact factor: A valid measure of journal quality?

Journal of the Medical Library Association, 91(1), 42–46.

A comparison of conflict of interest policies 157

123


	A comparison of conflict of interest policies �at peer-reviewed journals in different scientific disciplines
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Results
	Review of published policies
	Survey

	Discussion and conclusion
	Acknowledgment
	Appendix; Journals included in study, in decreasing order of impact factor within ISI category
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [2834.646 2834.646]
>> setpagedevice


