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Objective

Objective: Investigate how PhD-students in 

the natural and health sciences rank various 

types of research misconduct and question-

able research practices according to their 

perceived severity.

Note: This investigation is an exploratory 
study conducted as an exercise in an RCR-
course for Ph.D.-students at the UCPH. It 
does not claim to have any scientific rigor 
other than being an aggregate snapshots of 
student perceptions. Thus, results may be 
subject to all kinds of confounders and 
biases not controlled for in the exercise.
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Method

Tool: https://www.allourideas.org/rcr, an 

open source online ‘wiki-survey’ developed 

by Matthew Salganik & Karen Levy1. It 

allows users to create and vote on pairwise

competing ideas and/or questions.

Ph.D.-students make repeated pairwise 

comparisons of various research malprac-

tices. The aggregate of opinions enables the 

survey to establish a collective ranking of 

malpractices in terms of their severity. 

Allourideas is currently hosting 27,620 wiki 

surveys with more than 1.5 million ideas 

and 60.5 million votes.
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1: https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0123483

https://www.allourideas.org/rcr
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Findings

• The collective opinion among Ph.D.-
students agrees well with the 
established norms for RCR by ranking 
the three main types of research 
misconduct (fabrication, falsification, 
and plagiarism) in the top 4 with a 
win rate of 93%, 93% and 78%, 
respectively. 

• However, we find the malpractice of 
“Ignoring Substantial Safety Risks to 
Participants, Workers or the 
Environment” to be comparable with 
plagiarism with a win rate of 79%.

• At the bottom of the rankings, we 
find insufficient supervision, salami 
publishing, and excessive self-citation 
with a win rate of 22%, 22%, and 20%. 

• In conclusion: Ph.D.-students agree 
that fabrication, falsification, and 
plagiarism are the worst malpractices 
in research. However, they also see 
the neglect of substantial safety risks 
as highly problematic, suggesting that 
safety risks could be given more 
weight in the discussions and 
definitions of research misconduct.
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