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Why we’re building this for
the research community

The relevance of this platform




Complex normative New technologies and
framework methods

The relevance of this platform

¢¢ Conduct high quality research and achieve

good and relevant results

Pressure to Participatory and
publish stakeholder driven
research
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By researchers,
for researchers

Who are launching this
platform? And for who?



With a network of institutions...
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We consulted

stakeholders all

over Europe..

Belgium
Croatia
France
Germany
Ireland
Italy

Latvia

Lithuania

The Netherlands
Portugal
Slovenia

United Kingdom

Ukraine




Launching a

platform for

researchers
worldwide.
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resources discussions search the embassy

' Themes

about important Good Science themes that will stimulate
ness and dialogue around relevant issues or 'hot topics’. We

wite you to add or edit the pages in this section.

115 themes

46 themes 176 themes

Questionable Research Practices in
Analysis and Reporting

Data driven hypotheses without
disclosure ("HARKing')

Duplicate publications and secondary

publications

Improper data use (a bias distorting

research results)

Inaccurate representation of results in
the media

Interring from P-values

Insufficiently reported study flaws and

limitations

MNon-reporting of negative findings

Outcome reporting bias

P-value hacking

Publication bias (positive results)

Salami publication

onflict of interest in peer review
Editonal conflicts of interest »
Intellectual conflicts of interest »

The influence of pharmaceutical

company on drug availability

Questionable Research Practices in Data R
Collection

Inadequately handle or store data or

(bio)matenals

Keeping inadequate notes of the

research [process

Questionable Research Practices in Studx
Design

Inappropriate study design >

MNon-disclosure of changes to the

research design

Fosing irrelevant research questions >

Questionabl
Collaboratio

(re)submittine

authors

Fake peer-rey

(Gender bias

Hostile peerr

Inappropriats

Selt-plagiarisr

Turning a blin

integrity

Unfair review

Research mi

Fabrication

Falsification



Insufficiently reported
study flaws and
limitations

What is this about?

Every research has its flaws and limitaticns, & failure to report these however
iz a guestionable research practice. Insufficiently reported study flaws and
imitations are considered one of the most commen questionable research
oractices or examples of ‘sloppy science’. Since these “sloppy’ practices are
much more frequent, they are arguably more detrimental to scence than
research misconduct (falsification, fabrication, and plagiansm) 1

Why is this important?

Thereis no such thing as perfect research. Every study, whetheritis
expermental or cbservational, has its limitaticns and deficiencies that can
influence outcomes of the research [, Mot reporting them properly is
dengerous, because it could lead to over-confidence in flawed findings L
This, consequently, could reflect negatively on trust between scientists and
decrease the public trust in science [, Different types of imitations that can
occur during the research process in the first place are relsted to sample size,

methodology, lack of resources and fime constraints [5,

Since limitetions are & natural part of the research process, they should be
fully reported and described. Reporting flaws and limitations shows that 2
researcher fully understands the topic ), informs and gives readers an

R

Any questions or
experiences to share?

Guidalines

Edanz. Writing Point: How To Write
About Your Study Limitations
Without Limiting Your Impact

[2 Open i About




En:lit atheme

We irwite you to share yvour knowledge and wnte sbout s theme which vou find
relevant, interesting or controversial. You can share vour own expertise, present vour
new inhetive, wrte a commentary ebout one of the rescurces hosted on The Emibassy,

or simply descnbe & topic that vou think should be shared wathi the research
COMmmunity.

Before you submit, pleass be aware of cur commumty guidehnes.

) Mizconduct & Misbehaviors

nens




training about

cers

, exacting, and unique role
» as judge, mediator,

could have the Centers

student cries in their office.

sitions in academia.

~conducts research

als with allegations

y edit {® share

-€S

—ase studies collection

The European Network of
Research Integrity Offices
(ENRIO) - Collection [2

[ Case studies collection

Responsible Conduct of
Research (RCR) - Casebook [2

9 Experts

Maura Hiney - Health
Research Board (HRB) [2

the
embassy
of good
science

< Back

home themes resources discussions training about

Edit a theme

Need inspiration on your writings? Read The Embassy’s copy guidelines.

Title

Research Integrity Officers

What is this about?

A research integrity officer (RIO) serves a complex, exacting, and
unique role within their institution. In one week, they may serve as judge,
mediator, counselor, teacher, and regulations manager. They could
have the Centers for Disease Control on the phone while a graduate
student cries in their office. The RIO is one of the most intricate and

unique positions in academia.



Resources



> Resources

Materials that help you in your every-day research practice to do
(zood Science.

Guidelines Cases Education All Resources

123 resources 436 resources 251 resources 836 resources




Resources: Guidelines



Countries with leading regulatory documents concerning Rl in 2012 (left) and 2020 (right).

. Leading national-level code . Leading national-level code

not found present




= Number of societies with no CoC/other document m Number of societies with a CoC/other document
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Resources: Cases and
Scenarios



— Cases

Ir res=arch, somatimes things gowrong. The reasons are diverss
and not shways essy to identify. Here you will find & selection of
reszarch ethics and resaarch integrity cases, to lesm from mistakes
and fostar debate around them.

S Cases
“A Littls Thing Like Plagiansm"

[2 Opm | About

[ Cacex

'Climate Skeptic' Journal Shuttered Following 'Malpractios'
in 'Nepotizhic' Reviewer Selechions

(17142014}

[ Dpen  j About

[ Cases
'| am really zorry': Peer Reviewer Stole Text for Own Paper
Simtrection VWabsh(14-3-2018)

[ Dpen  j About

EE:HSE

A Japanese
developmental biology
center, scientific
misconduct and
suvicide

What is this about?

In 2014 in 2 siemoell research instifube inJapan & research misconduct case
cameto fight. The case wes sxcemively covered by the medis, with the
media not only portreying the accused scienticls &5 perpeirators, but

critizizing the entire research centre. One of the meamibers ofthe resesrch
centre commitied suicide, causing vphesvalin the Japanese research
soene. Az the case desoripes, the demage of the scientific miaonconduct

reaches far beyond the misconduct itsalf.
et oo bllor ko (aining yoar....

Why is this important? Fabrication

Spientifio mizoonduct cezes shouid be des®with enefulby, with spproprists
protectionz in pleos for thoze that did not commit the mizconduot The Side
afipots’ of mizconduat, including reputstiorsl demege, should be mirimized
or restored when 8 person orinsbiute hes besn inscounstety socswead of

rrizoonduat.

For whom is this important?

Rasgarchers  Eadycarearmassarchers  Phi studants

Rasaarch parfiormiing organisabors Fesearch funding organiabors Madia




committee members seem to lack a genuine the socal sgences and humanites that do not

appreciation and thorough understandng of easily hamonize with the hypothetico-
certain research methodologies developed in deductive approach that they are famiar with.

Training, Supervision and Mentoring with Integrity: An Educational

Scenario by the EnTIRE project . o |

| Background

Professor Donnadieu, working as an expert in
computabonal archaeology at a prestigious
university in Parns, is principal investigator for a

large Europeam ressarch project on
archeesiogical innowation. He & the leader of
a challenging work packege on sustanable
archeeology, iwoling four other partners
from wniversities in Bologna, Thessaloniki,
Haifa and Cwdord.’ Donnadieu is the only ful
professor in the work pechegs; the others are
all early- or mid-career researchers with
backgrounds ranging from archaeclogy and
social science to ethics. One of the maore
amistious work packege deliverables s 1o
develop a Global Ethics Code for
Archeeclogical Research. The  owerall
coordingtor of the European research project
is Professor Poortenwstz  from Potsdam,
famous for dewsloping new approaches to
surveving archasological landscapes  wath
drones and artificaal-intelligence-led spatal
data anakysis.

" The scenario & compieiy fictional

Ih—n

Toget a better idea of the kind of ethical isswes
experienced by archaeolsgists in the Seld, the
memibers of the sustanable archasology work
package decide to conduct a senes of surveys
gnd interviews amongst archasologists.
Research protocols are submitted to the
respectye research ethics committees in the
partner  universikes.  Unfortunately, the
research ethics commettes in Haifa, which is
dominated by members with a medical and e
sciences background, keeps asking critical
guestione about the grounded theory
gpproach proposed by the researchers. It
terns out that the Haifa research ethics
commiftes hes only recently sfarted to
broaden their scope and assess research
protocols outside of the fields of medicaine and
the e sciences. The Haifa ressarch ethics

1, Should universities provide the members of their research ethics committee with

regular training in research design, methodology and analysis of a wide variety of
disciplines so that they are better equipped to deal with research protocols that
come their way? What are your reasons? How could your Institution provide such
training in a way that |s sustainable and cost-efficient?

1b. Questions for Research Ethics Committees and Research Integrity Offices

1. Are members of research ethics committees responsible for ensuring that they are

sufficiently famillar with research designs, methodofogles and analytical tools of a
wide variety of disciplines in order to assess research protocols? What are your
reasons? If there was a lack of knowledge regarding a particular research design or
methodology, how might your committee address the knowledge gap in order to
assess the protocol?

. Do university research integrity offices have a duty to investigate compiaints against

their research ethics committee in cases where the committee &s alleged to be blased
against certain minority disciplines? Would your university’s codes and guidelines
relating to research integrity be able to capture such a complaint? If such a complaint
was deemed to be founded, what sanctions and recommendations could your
research integrity office impose on members of the research ethics committee?

1¢. Questions for Researchers

1.

If you found that your university's research ethics committee was either unwilling
or unable to deal with your submitted protocol in a satisfactory manner, what
steps could you take to address the bsue?




Resources: Education
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Training






Community



5 Community

Updates from the community of research integrity and ethics.

Initiatives News Events Q&A

Projects that support research The latest news from the Participate or join online Consult experts & your peers
ethics and integrity community
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hm B - The EnTIRE and VIRT2UE projects have received funding from the European Union’s
L] Horizon 2020 research programme under grant agreements N 741782 and N 787580.
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The EnTIRE and VIRT2UE projects have received
funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research
programme under grant agreements N 741782 and N 787580.



