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Journal Policy
The journal's policy brings together the combined efforts of publishers, authors and reviewers to produce a scientific publication in a responsible manner. All authors and reviewers must be familiar with the journal's editorial policy.
This policy contributes to strengthening the credibility and extending the influence of the journal of Educational Sciences LAKISA. This policy of the journal highlights the concern for fairness, rigour and transparency that drives all its contributors. It is designed to guide writing and make it easier to read scientific contributions. Indeed, the contributions are standardized and transformed into a coherent whole during the selection process, which makes them easier to read.
1. Editor
1.1.  Institutional filiation
LAKISA is an online journal, semi-annual, with an international scientific and reading committee. LAKISA is housed in the Laboratory of Research in Educational Sciences (LARSCED) of the École Normale Supérieure of the Marien Ngouabi University (Congo).
1.2.  Scientific fields
The journal publishes original articles in the field of educational sciences (didactics of disciplines, sociology of education, psychology of learning, history of education, philosophy of education, etc.). The journal also publishes, exclusively, the results of scientific conferences and conferences in the same fields.
1.3.  Objectives of the review
The aim of the journal is to promote Educational Research through the dissemination of knowledge in this field of research.
2. Access to documents and copyright
2.1. Open access
The journal LAKISA offers "open access" to its publications. It uses the Open Access: Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International License (CC BY-NC-ND 4.0). All users may read, download, copy, distribute, print, search or link to the full texts of these articles, explore them for indexing, transmit them as data to the software, or use them for any other lawful purpose, without financial, legal or technical barriers other than those inseparable from access to the Internet itself.  Open access allows for the unrestricted sharing of scientific information and helps to promote knowledge around the world.
LAKISA's open access is an equitable way to ensure that scientific research, usually funded by public institutions, is made available to all. Open access publications are more likely to be discovered, read, cited, and used for future research than those published in closed journals, and we believe it is in the best interest of authors and their parent institutions, as well as the journals themselves, to make all of our content freely available and reusable.
2.2.  Copyrights
First publication rights are granted to the journal. This is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International License
The author or copyright holder irrevocably grants to a third party, in advance and in perpetuity, the right to use, reproduce or distribute the article in whole or in part, in any form or medium, provided that no material errors are introduced in the process, that attribution of authorship and correct citation details are indicated, and that bibliographic details are not altered. If the article is reproduced or distributed in part, this must be clearly and unequivocally indicated.

3. Editorial process
· A manuscript being treated for publication is submitted to the journal only at that time and has not been published/submitted simultaneously/already accepted elsewhere for publication.
· All manuscripts received are duly acknowledged with an assigned manuscript number.
· At the time of submission, the Editor-in-Chief reviews all submitted manuscripts to determine if they are suitable for formal review. Manuscripts containing plagiarism, serious scientific or technical errors, and lacking meaningful message are rejected without proceeding to formal peer review. Manuscripts that are outside the scope of the journal are also likely to be rejected at this stage.
· Manuscripts selected in the first round of selection will be considered in the review process and may be sent to two reviewers.
· The selection of such reviewers/referees is at the sole discretion of the Editor on the basis of their qualifications.
· The review strictly follows the double-blind evaluation process, where neither the author nor the reviewer knows the identity of the other.
· Members of the editorial board teams have the right to make the final decision on publication after receiving feedback from reviewers/referees. The decision to accept, reject or revise the manuscript will be forwarded to the corresponding author.
· In the event of minor or major changes, the corresponding author is requested to send a detailed response to each of the reviewers' comments and to send a revised version of the manuscript to the editor.
· The manuscript will not be accepted for publication until the editor and reviewers/referees are satisfied with the manuscript.
· Accepted articles will be reviewed for grammar, punctuation, printing style and format. Page proofs will be sent to the corresponding author, with or without corrections, and must be returned within four days.
· The corresponding author (or designated co-author) will act on behalf of all co-authors as the primary correspondent to the editorial staff during the submission and review process.
4.  Peer Review Policy
All research articles and papers from conference proceedings or scientific days published in the LAKISA Journal of Educational Sciences are subject to an in-depth peer review. This review usually involves two independent assessors. 
All submissions to LAKISA are evaluated by an editor, who will decide if they are suitable for peer review. When an editor is on the list of authors or has another competing interest regarding a specific manuscript, another member of the editorial board will be designated to take responsibility for overseeing peer review. Submissions deemed suitable for consideration will be sent for evaluation by appropriate independent experts. The editors will make a decision based on the reviewers' reports and the authors will receive these reports along with the editorial decision on their manuscript. Authors should note that even in light of a positive report, concerns raised by another reviewer may fundamentally compromise the study and result in the rejection of the manuscript.
Authors may suggest potential reviewers if they wish; however, the decision whether or not to consider such reviewers is at the discretion of the editor. Authors should not suggest recent collaborators or colleagues who work at the same institution as them. Authors who wish to suggest reviewers may do so by mail to the institutional email addresses: reuvue.lakisa@umng.cg or revue.lakisa@larsced.cg with information that will help the editor verify the identity of the reviewer.
Authors may request the exclusion of individuals as reviewers, but they must explain the reasons in their letter when submitting. Authors should not exclude too many people as this could hinder the peer review process. Please note that the publisher may choose to invite excluded reviewers.
Intentional falsification of information, such as by suggesting reviewers with a false name or email address, will result in the rejection of the manuscript and may lead to further investigation in accordance with our misconduct policy.
5. Anti-plagiarism policy
Plagiarism is the "misappropriation" and "theft and publication" of another author's "language, thoughts, ideas, or expressions" and the portrayal of them as one's own original work. The Journal of Educational Sciences LAKISA strongly condemns this illegal form of copying.

What constitutes plagiarism?
· Putting someone else's work back as if it were your own;
· Put your name on someone else's work or project;
· Copying someone else's words or ideas without quoting a quote;
· Do not put a quote in quotation marks;
· Giving false information about the source of a quote;
· Change words but copy the sentence structure of a source without giving a quote.
Careful! It is not enough to change the terms of an original source to avoid plagiarism. If you kept the essential idea of an original source and didn't cite it, you still plagiarized, even if you drastically changed its context or presentation. Most cases of plagiarism, however, can be avoided by citing sources. Simply acknowledging that certain items have been borrowed and providing your audience with the information needed to find that source is usually enough to avoid plagiarism.
However, the journal reserves the right to analyze all articles to appear by anti-plagiarism software. Only articles with a plagiarism rate of less than 20% will be accepted. 
Anti-plagiarism statement, By submitting an article for publication in the Journal of Educational Sciences, the authors (all authors of the article) certify that:
· Authors are fully aware that plagiarism is illegal and reprehensible and know that plagiarism is the use of another person's idea or published work and pretending that it is one's own;
· Authors declare that each contribution to their article or project has been acknowledged and that sources of information from published or unpublished work by others have been cited and referenced;
· The authors certify that they are solely responsible for the text of the article and the works included in the article as well as for any incomplete references.
6. Paternity criteria
Attribution should be based on substantial contribution to the conduct of the study. Participation in the acquisition of funds or in the collection of data alone does not justify authorship. The general supervision of the research group is not sufficient for authorship. Each contributor must have participated sufficiently in the work to publicly assume responsibility for the appropriate portions of the content. The order of appointment of contributors should be based on the contributor's relative contribution to the study and preparation of the manuscript. Once the manuscript has been submitted, the order cannot be changed without the written consent of all contributors.
Each author must complete and submit a Paternity Form.
All articles received will be critically reviewed for their important intellectual content and, after that, the final approved version will be published.
7. Item Withdrawal Policy
It is a general principle of scientific communication that the editor-in-chief of a scientific journal is solely and independently responsible for deciding which articles submitted to the journal will be published. In making decisions, the editor-in-chief is guided by the policies of the journal's editorial board and constrained by the current legal requirements regarding defamation, copyright infringement and plagiarism. One of the consequences of this principle is the importance of the scientific archive as a permanent historical record of scientific transactions. Articles that have been published should remain existing, accurate and unchanged as far as possible. However, it can happen very occasionally that a published article must be later retracted or even deleted. Such actions should not be taken lightly and can only occur in exceptional circumstances.
· Removal of the article
It is only used for articles in press that represent draft versions of articles and sometimes contain errors, or that may have been accidentally submitted twice. Occasionally, but less frequently, articles may represent violations of codes of professional ethics, such as multiple submissions, false claims of authorship, plagiarism, fraudulent use of data, or others. Articles in press (articles that have been accepted for publication but have not been officially published and will not yet contain the full volume/issue/page information) that contain errors, or that are discovered to be accidental duplicates of other published articles, or that are deemed to violate our journal publication ethics guidelines in the opinion of the editors may be "withdrawn".
· Retraction of the item
Violations of professional codes of ethics, such as multiple submissions, false statements of authorship, plagiarism, fraudulent use of data or others. A retraction will sometimes be used to correct submission or publication errors. The retraction of an article by its authors or the publisher under the advice of members of the scientific community has long been an occasional feature of the scientific world. Standards for the handling of withdrawals have been developed by a number of libraries and academic bodies, and this good practice is adopted for the withdrawal of articles:
· A retraction note entitled "Retraction: [title of the article]" signed by the authors and/or the publisher is published in the paginated part of a subsequent issue of the journal and listed in the table of contents.
· In the electronic version, a link is made to the original article.
· The online article is preceded by a screen containing the withdrawal note. This is the screen where the link returns; The reader can then access the article itself.
· The original article is kept unchanged, except for a watermark on the PDF file indicating on each page that it is "retracted".

· Item Deletion: Legal Limitations
In an extremely limited number of cases, it may be necessary to delete an article from the online database. This will only happen if the article is clearly defamatory, or infringes on the legal rights of others, or if the article makes or we have good reason to believe that it will be the subject of a court order, or if the article, if enforced, could pose a serious risk to health. In these circumstances, although the metadata (title and authors) will be retained, the text will be replaced by a screen indicating that the article has been deleted for legal reasons.
· Item Replacement
In cases where the article, if put into practice, could pose a serious health risk, the authors of the original article may wish to remove the defective original article and replace it with a corrected version. In these circumstances, the retraction procedures will be followed, with the difference that the database retraction notice will publish a link to the corrected republished article and a history of the document.
8. [bookmark: Declaration_of_conflicting_interests]Conflict of Interest Declaration
The LAKISA Journal  follows the COPE and ICMJE guidelines regarding the declaration of conflicts of interest by authors, reviewers, members of the editorial board, and members of the scientific and reading committee. A conflict of interest is defined as any direct or indirect interest that may influence the reading, evaluation, or conduct of the research presented in the submitted manuscript. Any interest that arose in the five years prior to the start of the research is considered relevant, but authors should report any interest that occurred beyond this period if it is likely to have influenced the research. 
What do authors have to declare?
Authors publishing in the LAKISA Journal are required to disclose any direct or indirect interest related to their submission so that the editor, reviewers, and readers can form an informed idea of any potential biases in the research process, writing, or publication. The following interests may present a conflict of interest and must be declared at the time of submission:
Financial interest
· Grants from a funding agency, commercial entity, or any type of payment to authors by organizations that may benefit financially from the research
· Employment or affiliation with an organization that has an interest in research and/or is likely to benefit from its publication and dissemination
· Shares, shares, patents or patent applications or other forms of financial participation that may benefit from the publication and dissemination of the research
· Consulting fees, refunds or any other payment made to authors for the conduct of the research
· Relatives who could benefit financially from the publication and dissemination of the research
Non-financial
· Affiliation with an organization that will have an interest in the outcome, such as members of a research advisory committee, steering or advisory committees, associations, or honorary affiliations
· Membership in scientific organizations or societies that undertake advocacy work
· Ideology, beliefs, thoughts, faith relevant to the research topic
· Activism or other research-related advocacy work
· Policy trends or legal actions relevant to the research or its potential outcomes
· Research competitions, previous personal disagreements, close working relationships with editors, editorial board members
· Editorial responsibilities or membership of the journal's editorial board
How should authors make this declaration?
Your declaration of conflicts of interest is included in the article publication contract. 
In the Publication Agreement, you will be asked to certify that:
· Any financial support is acknowledged in your article.
· Any commercial or financial agreements related to your item have been discussed with your publisher, who will advise you if the details need to be declared.
· You have not signed any agreement with any sponsor that would compromise the impartial communication of data.
Bids will be evaluated fairly and will not necessarily be rejected in the event of a declared conflict of interest. If a relevant conflict of interest, not declared by the authors, arises at any time during the peer review or publication process, the Editor-in-Chief reserves the right to reject the submission. LAKISA Journal will follow COPE's guidelines for any conflicts of interest that come to light after publication.
What do publishers have to report?
All writers are required to declare any conflicts of interest that may impact the peer review and decision-making process. In the event of a conflict, another member of the editorial board must be appointed and the editor concerned must recuse himself or herself from the decision-making process. These conflicts include the financial and non-financial interests mentioned above.
· If the editor is based at the same institution as the authors or has already conducted research with them in the last three years, they should recuse themselves from the peer review and decision-making process.
· Editors-in-chief or editorial board members submitting their research to their own journal may do so and must declare their involvement in the journal as a conflict of interest. In such cases, the Editor-in-Chief or Editorial Board member must recuse themselves from the peer review process. The editor must appoint another member of the editorial board who will invite at least two experts in the field to evaluate the manuscript.
· Visiting editors may submit their research to a special issue or special collection for which they are responsible and must declare any conflicts of interest at the time of submission. When participating in peer review and final decisions, their submissions will be reviewed by an alternate member of the editorial board or by the journal's editor-in-chief.
Editorial Board of the LAKISA Review
All members of the LAKISA Journal's editorial staff are required to declare their position within the LAKISA Journal as a conflict of interest when making any submission to the LAKISA Journal. These submissions are treated like all other submissions within the journal.
9. [bookmark: _Hlk200778372][bookmark: Ethics_approval_and_informed_consent_sta]Ethical Approval and Informed Consent Statements
How can we ensure that our publications meet high ethical standards? Including clear statements to support the results presented in the articles. Here are tips, along with sample statements, to:
· [bookmark: Studies_involving_humans]Studies involving humans
All studies involving human beings, e.g. including patients, their samples, data or any other studies involving human participants, must be reviewed by a suitably qualified research ethics board before undertaking the research in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki.
Statements of ethics must be included in the methods section of all relevant submissions (unless the journal to which you submit your articles publishes them under a separate title – the journal's submission guidelines will specify this) and must include the name and location of the review committee, the approval number, and the date,  as in the examples below.



· Ethical Approval Statements
These examples can be used if ethics approval has been obtained:
This study was approved by Research Ethics Board XXXX (approval number XYZ123) on DD month YYYY.
Examples of ethical approval statements suitable for different scenarios:
1. A survey survey study
The University XXXX Ethics Committee approved our interviews (approval: XYZ123) on DD/month YYYY. Respondents provided written consent for review and signature prior to the start of interviews.
2. Studies where patient consent was not required
This study received Research Ethics Board (IRB) Ethics Board (IRB) XXXX (Approval No. XYZ123) on DD/month YYYY. This is a retrospective study approved by the IRB. All patient information was anonymized and their consent was not required. Patient data will not be shared with third parties.
3. A retrospective study
The study was conducted in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki and was approved by the XXXX Ethics Committee (No. XYZ123) on DD month YYYY, without the need for written informed consent.
4. A multicenter retrospective study
The study was conducted in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. Approval was granted on DD/month YYYY. The XXXX Institutional Ethics Board (IEC) acted as the central IEC, whose evaluation was accepted by all the IECs of the participating institutions (ref. XYZ123). The central IRC determined that this research was minimally risky and approved an informed consent waiver.
5. Studies reporting the results of human samples
This study was approved by the Ethics Committee of XXXX University (Code of Ethics: XYZ123) on DD month YYYY. All participants provided written informed consent prior to enrollment in the study. This research was conducted ethically, in accordance with the World Medical Association's Declaration of Helsinki.
· Case Reports
Ethics approval to report this case (or series of cases) was obtained from *name of the ethics committee or institutional review committee (approval number/ID)*.
Our institution does not require ethics approval to report individual cases or series of cases.
· Patient/Participant Consent
In all cases, it is important to indicate that consent has been given to the use of personal information and to specify how that consent was collected. Informed consent includes three key elements:
1. Provision of information
2. Understanding Information
3. Voluntary participation
For research articles, you must indicate in the "methods" section whether the participants provided informed consent, written or verbal. This statement must state whether participants have consented to the conduct of the study, its publication, and the use of their photos or other images. If the information has been anonymised, this must also be clearly indicated. If you are publishing in open access, patients or participants should be informed that the article will be accessible to anyone with an internet connection.
The American Psychological Association (APA) recommends that for people who are legally incapable of giving informed consent, researchers should: 
· Provide a proper explanation
· Seeking the consent of the individual
· Consider the person's preferences and best interests
· Obtain appropriate authorization from a legally authorized person, if such substituted consent is authorized or required by law
If the law does not allow or require a legally authorized person to give consent, you will need to show that you have taken reasonable steps to protect the person's rights and well-being.  Participants must be informed:
· The objective, duration and procedure of the research
· Their right to refuse to participate and how to withdraw from the research and the possible consequences
· Factors that may influence their willingness to participate, such as potential risks, discomfort, or adverse effects
· Benefits of Prospective Research and Incentives for Participation
· Limits of confidentiality
· Who to contact with questions about research and the rights of research participants.
Authors must confirm through the signing of the publication contract that the person(s) concerned or their designate have given their written informed consent for the publication of this information in this article.
· Informed Consent for Ethnographic Research
Ethnographic research requires similar ethics approvals from a local, regional or national international review committee or independent review body, as well as the consent of participants to the conduct and publication of the research. This consent must be obtained prior to the start of the research and must be incorporated into the design, implementation and other stages of the research process. Consultation with the groups or communities involved in the studies and consideration of their contributions to the design of the study should take place throughout the research. If consent is not obtained prior to the start of the study, due to context, process, or researcher/participant relationships, you may attempt to obtain it retroactively if necessary.
Participants should also understand that confidentiality may be compromised, despite best efforts. This is especially important for smaller communities where participants can be more easily identifiable.
Examples below if consent has been obtained:
1. Written informed consent
The study was approved by XXXX (Ethics Clearance Reference Number: XYZ123) on DD month YYYY. All participants provided their informed consent in writing prior to participating.
Written informed consent was obtained from a legally authorized representative for anonymized patient information to be published in this article.
2. Verbal informed consent
Informed consent was obtained verbally prior to participation. This consent was recorded in the presence of an independent witness.
3. Patient Consent for Studies Involving Minors
Written informed consent to participate in this study was provided by the participants' legal guardians/next of kin.
4. Patient/Participant Consent for the Use of Images, Including Faces
Written informed consent has been obtained from the individual(s) for the publication of any potentially identifiable images or data included in this article.
If the patient's consent has not been obtained:
Informed consent for the information published in this article was not obtained because [please indicate the reason].
· [bookmark: Studies_involving_animals]Studies involving animals
All studies involving animals, especially vertebrates, must be evaluated by a qualified animal ethics or welfare committee. Ethics statements should include the name and location of the review committee, as well as the number and date of approval, as in the following examples:
The animal testing protocols were approved by the University XXXX Animal Experimentation Ethics Committee (approval number XYZ123) on DD month YYYY, in accordance with the National Institutes of Health guidelines regarding the care and use of laboratory animals.
All animals were cared for in strict accordance with the Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals (NIH Publication No. 85-23, revised 1996), and the experimental design was approved by the XXXX Ethics Committee (Approval Number XYZ123) on DD month YYYY.
If IACUC approval has been obtained, you can use the example below:
The Institutional Committee for the Care and Use of Animals XXX approved the experimental procedures used in this study (approval number XYZ123) on DD month YYYY.
· [bookmark: Studies_not_involving_humans_or_animals]Studies not involving humans or animals
These statements may be used in situations where a study does not involve human or animal participants as well as in non-research related articles such as journals:
This article does not contain any studies involving human or animal participants.
There are no human participants in this article and informed consent is not required.
· [bookmark: Global_research_ethics_and_inclusion]Global Research Ethics and Inclusion
If your article is about an international search, you must comply with the TRUST Code. We recommend that you include a statement in your methods section describing your work's compliance with  the Code's sections. Some journals may require a statement under the heading "Ethics and Inclusion of International Research" at the end of your article. This statement should cover the following:
· Confirm that the research is locally relevant and that it has been designed and conducted in collaboration with local communities. Please note that contributors who meet the authorship requirements according to  the ICMJE guidelines must be credited as authors. Sometimes research is conducted in low- and middle-income countries in partnership with researchers in high-income countries. In this case, it is expected that local researchers will be mentioned as the first and/or last author title in order to reflect the importance of their contribution. 
· Confirm that a local ethics review has been requested and, if not, explain the reasons.
· Where participation in the research presented any risk to the participants, such as discrimination, criminalization, or a risk to personal health and safety, describe the special measures taken to ensure their safety and well-being that were agreed upon with local partners.
· Explain how the communication was adapted to the needs of local participants to ensure free and informed consent and understanding of feedback on results by local communities. Describe how any cultural sensitivities were taken into account upstream.
· Confirm that all research has been conducted to the highest possible ethical standards, regardless of the requirements of the local context.
We also recommend the guidance provided by the Consensus Statement on Measures to Promote Equitable Authorship in the Publication of Research from International Partnerships (Morton, B. et al., 2022). 
10. Procedure in the event of a breach of this Code of Ethics and Good Practice
The editorial board seeks to identify and prevent unethical behavior in publication. It undertakes to examine any complaint lodged against the journal, in accordance with the procedure described below. The author must always be able to answer the questions raised.
A complaint denouncing an unethical practice of publication may be filed at any time, by anyone, with the members of the editorial board, the editor-in-chief or the director of publication. The person filing the complaint must provide the supporting elements for the complaint. Any complaint is taken into account by the committee, regardless of the date of publication of the article concerned.
Possible actions
· Interview with the author, in the case of a misunderstanding of the journal's ethical charter and publication rules;
· Sending a letter to the author with the value of a warning;
· Retraction of the journal article, removal of the indexing databases, and information to the readership;
· Sending a letter to the author's employer organization;
· Embargo on any new article by this author for a specified period.
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Sources.
https://aflash-revue-mdou.org/guide-dun-evaluateur/
https://comptes-rendus.academie-sciences.fr/page/code-ethique-bonnes-pratique
https://journals.openedition.org/pistes/4981
https://us.sagepub.com/en-us/nam 
https://valleyinternational.net/index.php/theijsshi/index  
https://www.umng-flash.com/revues/4/16
 CAMES, 2026, Publishing Standards for Literature and Humanities Journals in the CAMES System, Bamako
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