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Overview of other RI-stakeholders 
and importance of retractions



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

▪ Including Social Media, e.g. Twitter, Blogs, Facebook

▪ Influencing Public Opinion

▪ Platform for (anonymous) allegations of research 

misconduct (‘trial by media’)

▪ Reputational risks for individuals and organizations, 

e.g. universities 
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Didier Raoult
https://retractionwatch.com/2020/04/06/hydroxychlorine-covid-19-study-did-not-meet-
publishing-societys-expected-standard/
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Retractions are more common in 

journals with high Impact Factors

Higher stakes?

More vigilance?

Better journal response?

https://retractionwatch.com/ 
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Retraction Watch Database
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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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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)


