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Typical examples:

● Theft of ideas and data
● Manipulation/omission of data
● Plagiarism (also self-plagiarism)
➔ Other issues harder to identify, such as dishonesty, exaggeration, sabotage...

Problems arising from misconduct:

● Undermines confidence and trust
● Can cause direct harm if used in applied research
● Leads to injustice and lowers overall quality of research
● Breaks the scientific merit system

~20 % of researchers have had 
direct experience of misconduct in 
the last year (Pryor et al., 2007)
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Ways to identify/prevent/address research misconduct:

● Clear ethical rules, enforced by researchers and institutes/universities
➔ Has the researcher diverged from good research practice?
➔ Has the researcher intended to deceive or mislead?

● Example: Plagiarism is not always easy to prove. “An idea can only be 
formulated in so many different ways.”

● Responsibility of each researcher and department/faculty to report, 
investigate and punish misconduct allegations



Summary of chapter 8

Ethics principles from the European Code of Conduct for Research Integrity:

● honesty
● reliability
● objectivity
● impartiality and independence
● open communication
● obligation to safeguard the interests of research subjects
● fairness
● obligation to nurture the next generation of researchers

The best way to prevent research misconduct is to raise awareness, 
especially for early career scientists, and take a clear stance against it, along 
with punishments for offenders.



Example 1

During discussions with your colleague at fika, you come up with a 
novel idea. Afterwards, the colleague updates your idea, and starts a 
new project ending up with a high-impact paper.
But you didn't hear any feedback about your discussion. Is this a form 
of plagiarism? 

It is important to share ideas and knowledge during research. How do 
we avoid such kind of dilemmas?



Example 2

You discover that in one of your first author papers, a contributor 
omitted part of the data, considering it as outliers without any 
argument. Eventually, it turns out that it drastically changes the 
conclusions.

What do you do?



Example 3

You obtain several interesting results in an experiment, but you want to 
rerun the experiments to be sure. Your supervisor tells you to write up 
your current results in a publication instead, and you do so.

One year later, many groups are unable to reproduce your results, and 
you are suspected of fabricating the data. 
What actions do you take to fix this problem? How could you have 
avoided this problem?
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