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Disclaimer : this review aims to learn how to use this plateform. Do not trust what is written next (you

should check the article tho, and make your own review !)

This article exposes a new kind of fraud : “sneaked references”, which are hidden references added in the

metadata some publisher send to Crossref.

Honestly really well written article !

The cited litterature is also very instructive [1][2][3]
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