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1.INTRODUCTION 

 

The 4th World Conference on Research Integrity (4WCRI) was held between 

May 31 and June 1, 2015, at the Convention Center Windsor Barra, Rio de Janeiro, 

Brazil, http://wcri2015.org/congress -venue.html. The conference was supported 

by sponsors and contributors from all over the world. There was considerable 

support and cooperation from Brazilian funding agencies, such as the 

Coordination for the Improvement of Higher Education Personnel (CAPES), the 

Charlos Chagas Filho Foundation for Research Support in the State of Rio de Janeiro 

(FAPERJ), São Paulo Research Foundation (FAPESP), and the National Council for 

Scientific and Technological Development (CNPq). In Brazil, the 4WCRI was also 

supported by the Brazilian Association of Scientific Editors (ABEC), Brazilian 

Society for the Advancement of Science (SBPC), the Brazilian Academy of Sciences, 

and many other public and private institutions 

(http://www.wcri2015.org/sponsors.html ).  

 

 

http://wcri2015.org/congress-venue.html
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With respect to registrations, 641 people registered (with 300 from 

Brazil), and over 470 delegates attended the meeting. According to the conference 

records, the distribution of 4WCRI registrants and attendees was as follows 

(Table 1):  

Table 1 ɀ Registration and attendance according to country of origin   

                 COUNTRIES REGISTERED ATTENDEES 

Albania 1 -  

Australia 14 13 

Austria 1 1 

Bangladesh 1 -  

Belgium 12 9 

Botswana 1 -  

Brazil 300 211 

Canada 28 24 

Chile 1 1 

China 9 4 

Colombia 2 1 

Croatia 3 3 

Denmark 7 7 

Estonia 1 1 

Finland 2 2 

France 10 9 

Germany 7 6 

Ghana 6 -  

Guatemala 1 1 

Hong Kong 3 3 

India 3 1 

Indonesia 2 - 

Iran 2 1 

Iraq 2 -  

Ireland 2 2 

Italy 3 1 

Japan 10 10 
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Jordan 1 - 

Kazakhstan 1 -  

Kenya 1 1 

Malaysia 2 1 

Mexico 3 2 

Netherlands 17 16 

Nigeria 7 1 

Norway 24 24 

Pakistan 1 1 

Peru 1 1 

Poland 1 -  

Portugal 2 2 

Qatar 1 1 

Russia 2 1 

Saudi Arabia 17 11 

Serbia and Montenegro 1 1 

Sierra Leone 1 -  

Singapore 4 3 

Slovenia 2 2 

South Africa 10 7 

South Korea 4 3 

Spain 1 -  

Sudan 1 -  

Switzerland 2 2 

Taiwan 5 5 

Tanzania 1 - 

Turkey 1 -  

Ukraine 1 -  

United Kingdom 27 25 

USA 64 52 

Zimbabwe 1 - 

 641 473 
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The conference opening was attended by the president of CAPES, Carlos 

Nobre; the representative of the Brazilian National Council for Research Ethics 

(CONEP), Claudio Stefanoff; the president of SBPC, Helena Nader; the president of 

the Brazilian Academy of Sciences, Jacob Palis; the scientific director of FAPERJ, 

Jerson Lima Silva; the coordinator of social and human sciences for FAPESP, Luiz 

Henrique Lopes dos Santos; the member of the International Relations Committee 

of the Federal Council of the Brazilian Bar Association, Ricardo Bacelar; and the 

head of the Division of Science and Technology, Brazilian Ministry of Foreign 

Relations, Ademar Seabra da Cruz Junior. The opening ceremony had a special 

welcome from the co-chairs Melissa Anderson, professor at the University of 

Minnesota, and Sabine Kleinert, executive editor of The Lancet; and from the local 

co-chair, Sonia Vasconcelos, associate professor at the Federal University of Rio de 

Janeiro (UFRJ).  

Figure 1- Luiz Henrique L dos Santos, Jerson Lima da Silva, Helena Nader, Ademar Seabra da Cruz Jr, Claudio 
Stefanoff, Sabine Kleinert, Melissa Anderson, Carlos Nobre, Sonia Vasconcelos, Jacob Palis, Ricardo Bacelar 
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Figure 2- (Front Row) Jose R Lapa e Silva, Luiz Henrique L dos Santos, Marisa Russo Lecointre, Nils Axelsen, 
Edson Watanabe, Marisa Palacios, Hatisaburo Masuda, Helena Nader, Jerson Lima da Silva, Martha Sorenson, 

Claude Pirmez 

  

With a focus on the health of the research environment and of the research 

literature, the theme of the 4WCRI was Research Rewards and Integrity: 

Improving Systems to Promote Responsible Research. The conference addressed a 

variety of topics relevant to the main theme, including specific questions about 

the research system at large, such as research assessment, funding, metrics, and 

indicators of research output.  

 

2. CONFERENCE HIGHLIGHTS: 

 

Among the many issues raised at the4WCRI, the role of research integrity 

in assessing the quality of research as well as the reward mechanisms adopted by 

research systems in various countries had an important place, 

http://www .icsu.org/freedom-responsibility/research -integrity/pdf -

images/WCRI_2015_CFRS_Symposium.pdf.  

http://www.icsu.org/freedom-responsibility/research-integrity/pdf-images/WCRI_2015_CFRS_Symposium.pdf
http://www.icsu.org/freedom-responsibility/research-integrity/pdf-images/WCRI_2015_CFRS_Symposium.pdf
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Figure 3- (Upper) ɀ Mary Bullock; (Lower) ɀ Carthage Smith 

 

The 4WCRI also addressed contemporary questions about the reliability of 

the scientific literature, reproducibility initiatives and their relationship with 

publication ethics, http://www.nature.com/news/sluggish -data-sharing-

hampers-reproducibility -effort -1.17694. The conference also provided an 

overview of the types and development of institutional initiatives to handle  

research misconduct, including consideration of legal issues, such as  
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confidentiality during investigations, and other peculiarities that influence 

research integrity actions in different science and technology systems,  

http://ori.hhs.gov/blog/ori -global-scene-update-4th-world -conference-

research-integrity . 

 

Figure 4- Zoe Hammatt 

The 4WCRI promoted a reflection on the role of research integrity in the 

very structure of contemporary science, addressing cultural practices in its 

publication system, current ethical challenges in peer review and its consequences 

regarding the reliability of the research record, http://www.equator -

network.org/2015/06/09/equator -makes-a-splash-in-rio/ ; 

http:// www.sspnet.org/scholarlykitchen/podcast/transcripts/20150715_tsk_pod

cast_transcript.pdf. Speakers and delegates could broaden the scope of the 

perceptions of best practices among researchers and funders, including the 

responsible use of resources for doing research, http://www.equator -

http://ori.hhs.gov/blog/ori-global-scene-update-4th-world-conference-research-integrity
http://ori.hhs.gov/blog/ori-global-scene-update-4th-world-conference-research-integrity
http://www.equator-network.org/2015/06/09/equator-makes-a-splash-in-rio/
http://www.equator-network.org/2015/06/09/equator-makes-a-splash-in-rio/
http://www.sspnet.org/scholarlykitchen/podcast/transcripts/20150715_tsk_podcast_transcript.pdf
http://www.sspnet.org/scholarlykitchen/podcast/transcripts/20150715_tsk_podcast_transcript.pdf
http://www.equator-network.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/06/Plenary-on-Waste_WCRI_2-June-Liz-Wager.pdf
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network.org/wp -content/uploads/2015/06/Plenary -on-Waste_WCRI_2-June-Liz-

Wager.pdf . 

 

Figure 5- (Upper) ɀ Elizabeth Wager; (Lower left) ɀ Chris Graf; (Lower right) ɀ Charlotte Haug 

 

 

 

http://www.equator-network.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/06/Plenary-on-Waste_WCRI_2-June-Liz-Wager.pdf
http://www.equator-network.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/06/Plenary-on-Waste_WCRI_2-June-Liz-Wager.pdf
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The schedule of the 4WCRI was quite busy, with an extensive program, 

http://www.wcri2015.org/4WCRI_Program_at_Glance.pdf, and the activities started 

even before the formal opening of the event.  
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On May 31 (Sunday), there were three workshops and a Doctoral Forum. These 

pre-conference workshops and the Doctoral Forum were held for the first time in the 

WCRI. Overall, these activities attracted over 230 participants. The Doctoral Forum 

provided an opportunity for PhD students working on a research integrity-related  

 


