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and importance of retractions
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Governments

= Provision of acts and regulations — usual for Research Ethics, less so
for Research Integrity

= Conditions of direct funding, e.g. of universities

= Conditions of indirect funding, e.g. through National Research
Foundation, Medical Research Foundation

= National Research Integrity Committee — direct access or appeals



Learned societies

"= Code of Conduct

=  Conditions for membership

=  Disciplinary Council of society

= Research Integrity education, e.g. e-learning

= Certification



Media

" [ncluding Social Media, e.g. Twitter, Blogs, Facebook

" |nfluencing Public Opinion

= Platform for (anonymous) allegations of research
misconduct (‘trial by media’)

= Reputational risks for individuals and organizations,

e.g. universities



Coping with Chaos: How Disordered
Contexts Promote Stereotyping

and Discrimination

Diederik A. Stapel’*|and Siegwart Lindenberg™**

Being the victim of discn‘minan'on can have serious negative health- and quality of life—gads

garbage on the streets7 In this study, we show, in two field experiments, t
(such as lmer or a broken up svdewalk and an abandoned blcycle) ind

as well as for sociigg eneml (/-3). A neglected
possible source of stereotyping and discrimina-
tion is physical disorder. The environment can
affect the relative accessibility of important goals
(4 ©\ and rasonths it hoe hasn framd thet nhucinal

when people’s desire for structure and predict-
ability is high, they are more likely to engage in
stereotyping than when it is low (J(-/3). Thus,
disorder can be expected to increase the need for
structure and make the goal to perceive order
more salient, a goal that can, at least temporanly,
be satisfied by stereotyping. Seen in this light,
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our two field experiments, we tested the impact
of real-world situations of disorder on stereo-
typing and its behavioral correlates. In the three
lab experiments, we subsequently tested the pro-
posed mechanism itself. In all expeniments, we
tested for effects of participants’ gender and mood.
Because we did not find ienificant effects of

we interviewed
is experiment the

il gmups) and a behavioral measure (dis-
crimination measured as physical distance from a
member of an ingroup versus outgroup while
filling out the survey). We predicted that in a dirty
train station people stereotype more and would
choose to sit further away from an outgroup con-
federate than in a (relatively) clean train station.
A recent strike by the cleaners of Utrecht train
station m the Netherlands provided a unique op-
portunity to test the impact of considerable phys-
ical disorder on stereotyping against the impact
of physical orderliness in the same public lo-
cation. Utrecht station is a train hub in the middle
of the Netherlands, where thousands of travelers
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Hydroxychloroquine-COVID-19

P N study did not meet publishing
U5 ./ \& society’s “expected standard”

Lancet, NEJM retract
controversial COVID-19 studies
based on Surgisphere data

Didier Raoult

https://retractionwatch.com/2020/04/06/hydroxychlorine-covid-19-study-did-not-meet-

publishing-societys-expected-standard/
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The Retraction Watch Leaderboard

1. Yoshitaka Fujii (total retractions: 183) See also: Final report of investigat-

Ing committee, our reporting, additional coverage

2. Joachim Boldt (156) See also: Editors-in-chief statement, our coverage

3. Yoshihiro Sato (106) See also: our coverage

4. Jun Iwamoto (82) See also: our coverage

5. Ali Nazari (70) See also: our coverage

6. Diederik Stapel (58)[See also: our coverage

7. Yuhji Saitoh (53) See also: our coverage

8. Adrian Maxim (48) See also: our coverage

9. Chen-Yuan (Peter) Chen (43) See also: SAGE, our coverage

10. Fazlul Sarkar (41) See also: our coverage
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2013-2017

W unclear

W others

m faked review process
m fraud/suspected fraud
W error

W plagiarism

® duplicate

m authorship disputes
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GUIDELINES:

RETRACTION GUIDELINES

E

COMMITTEE ON PUBLICATION ETHICS

publicationethics.org

What to do if you suspect redundant (duplicate) publication



Problematic issues with retraction

Journals are (very) slow in responding

Journals are reluctant to investigate

Unclear if (all) authors need to agree

Cleaning journals from flawed articles or sanction for RM
Explanations are vague and aimed at avoidance of lawsuits
Retracted articles are being still cited

Honorable self-retraction is not clearly indicated
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FIOOOResearch

BROWSE GATEWAYS & COLLECTIONS HOW TO PUBLISH v  ABOUT ~

Home » Browse » Amending published articles: time to rethink retractions and corrections?

'.) Check for updates

OPINION ARTICLE
Amending published articles: time to rethink retractions
and corrections? [version 1; peer review: 2 approved with
reservations]

= Virginia Barbour {91, Theodora Bloom ([5) 2, Jennifer Lin (5} 3, Elizabeth Moylan (1) 4
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Occurrence of Research Misconduct

= Self-reported period-prevalence of FFP

= Perceived period-prevalence of FFP among colleagues

" Proportion of projects started or completed, manuscripts,
preprints, publications with confirmed or suspected FFP

= Software tools for e.g. text similarity screening and image

manipulation become increasingly available



Occurrence of Questionable Research Practices

= Similar issues as for quantifying Research Misconduct, plus:
= Variation in number and nature of QRPs included

" \Variation in scale and cut-off value used

= (QRPs differ between disciplines and can be non-applicable
" Can be difficult to detect without open methods, open

codes, open data (selective reporting, p-hacking, HARK-ing)



