Code of Conduct for Researchers
National Institutes of Natural Sciences
(Brief Overview)

The National Institutes of Natural Sciences (NINS) is aimed at establishing
and operating hub research institutes in natural sciences including space,
energy, materials, and life and comprised of five inter-university research
institutes: the National Astronomical Observatory of Japan, the National Institute
for Fusion Science, the National Institute for Basic Biology, the National Institute
for Physiological Sciences, and the Institute for Molecular Science. While taking
advantage of the specialties of each institute, NINS is trying to create new
academic fields and to ensure their advancement with an eye toward new deve-
lopments in natural sciences, as it moves beyond each institute’s respective

areas and works on the understanding of the wide range of structures and
functions in nature in a comprehensive manner, as well as to foster young
researchers. Additionally, under the cooperation with universities, etc., NINS is
utilizing the features of an inter-university research institute to boost natural
science-centered research capabilities of universities in Japan.

In order for science to contribute to realizing a more affluent human society
through its own sound development and growth, researchers shall strictly control
their own conduct, while fulfilling their obligation of accountability to society and
consciously taking part in building and maintaining sound relationships between
science and society, policy and decision makers.This Code of Conduct is estab-
lished in reference to the Code of Conduct for Scientists (Revised January 2013)
proposed by the Science Council of Japan.

Basic Responsibilities of Researchers

.Researchers shall recognize that they are responsible for assuring the quality
of the specialized knowledge and skills that they themselves create, and for
using their expert knowledge, skills and experience to contribute to the health
and welfare of humankind, the safety and security of society and the sustain-
ability of the global environment.

Attitude of Researchers and Scientific Advice

2.Researchers shall always make judgments and act with honesty and integrity,
endeavoring to maintain and improve their own expertise, abilities and skills,
and shall make the utmost effort to scientifically and objectively demonstrate
the accuracy and validity of the knowledge they create through scientific
research. Additionally, they shall offer fair advice with the objective of contri-
buting to public welfare. At that time, they shall be aware of the gravity of the
impact and of their responsibility that their statements may make on public
opinion building and policy making, and shall not abuse their authority. They
shall also clearly explain the uncertainty associated with scientific knowledge
as well as the diversity of opinions.

Accountability and Disclosure

3.Researchers shall strive to disclose and actively explain the roles and signifi-
cance of their own research, evaluate the possible effects of their research on
people, society and the environment as well as the changes that their research
might engender, neutrally and objectively disclose the results of this
evaluation, and build a constructive dialogue with society.

Dual Use of Scientific Research Outcomes

4.Researchers shall recognize that there exist possibilities that their research
results, contrary to their own intentions, may be used for destructive actions,
and shall select appropriate means and methods as allowed by society in
conducting research and publicizing the results.

Research Activities

5.Researchers shall act with integrity according to the spirit of this Code of
Conduct in drafting, planning, applying for, implementing, and reporting their
own research. By reporting their research results through such means as
papers, they shall take responsibility as well as obtaining recognition for their
achievements in accordance with the role that they played. Additionally, they
shall ensure to acquire and master knowledge and skills of rules of behavior
that need to be followed for the conduct of research and ensure that research
and survey data are recorded, stored and rigorously handled based on the
rules and regulations of each institute, and not only refrain themselves from
any misconduct such as fabrication, falsification or plagiarism, but also refrain
from aiding or abetting such misconduct.
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Examples of misconduct
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Created and published a fictitious image
of the experiment when the experiment
didn’t turn out exactly as intended.
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Reversed a cataphoresis picture on Pho-
toshop and used it as a different picture.
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Used the same picture of a cell as a
different picture in a different paper.
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Made a graph by arbitrarily-excluding
experimental data inconsistent with the
hypothesis.
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Copied and pasted someone’s writing
found on the Internet and submitted it as
your own report.
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Failed to keep records of research such
as laboratory notes of a study published
as a paper.
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What is misconduct
in a research activity?

Misconduct in a Research Activity

The Basic Policy for Prevention of Misconduct in a
Research Activity of the National Institutes of Natural Sci-
ences (NINS) defines the following acts as misconducts in
research activities. NINS has a system in place to investi-
gate and assess these misconducts.

[Definition of Misconduct in a Research Activity]

Making up non-existing data or

Fabrication research results.

Falsification Altering data or research results.

Appropriating others’ ideas, data,

Plagiarism etc. without permission or proper

citation.

Moreover, a lack of records, such as raw data and laboratory
notebooks, pertaining to a body of research may be consi-
dered to constitute destruction of evidence or obstruction of an
investigation.

When misconduct is determined to have occurred, penalties,
including disciplinary action, return of grant funds or restriction
of grant-application eligibility, may be imposed on the perpetra-
tor and/or the corresponding author of the paper.

Questionable Research Practice

In addition to refraining from research misconduct, the Code of
Conduct obligates researchers to uphold high ethical standards
as members of the scientific community. Therefore, the
researcher must not engage in such questionable research
practices as the following.

Listing as authors those who have
Improper contributed little to a paper, or
authorship failing to list those who have made
a significant contribution.

Misrepresentation | Falsely representing academic
of academic achievements on research propo-

achievements sals or reports.

. Submitting reports of substantially
Duplicate the same work for publication in
submission more than one journal without
following applicable regulations.
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Basic Policy for Prevention of
Misconduct in a Research Activity
National Institutes of Natural Sciences
(Excerpt)

Research activities are acts of creating new knowledge based
on a person’s own ideas, analyses, reflections, etc. and of
building systems of knowledge based on results of research
achieved by forerunners while using facts and data acquired
through observation, experiment, study, etc., as materials. At
inter-university research institute corporations, universities and
research institutions, results acquired through research activi-
ties are disclosed to the research community with the presen-
tation of objective and verifiable data and information, with the
contents under close scrutiny and criticism. In order to build
intellectual assets common to all humanity via academic and
scientific technologies soundly, an inspection system esta-
blished through mutual close scrutiny and criticism among
researchers on the premise of researcher honesty in research
activities is indispensable. Misconduct is nothing less than an
act inconsistent with researcher ethics, distorting the essence
of research or its original purpose and hindering normal scien-
tific communication in the research community. Misconduct is
an act of disloyalty to science itself, and also shakes people’ s
trust in science and hinders the development of science, and
therefore should be never allowed.

So as not to fall in such a situation, the National Institutes of
Natural Sciences, an
Inter-University Research
Institute Corporation
voluntarily sets the Basic
Policy for Prevention of
Misconduct in a Research
Activity and strives to
prevent misconduct and
to handle misconduct
severely.

Misconduct in a Research Activity

NINS shall appoint the Executive Director for research ethics
as a supervisor of the misconduct, etc. prevention efforts, and
arrange a person responsible for research ethics education,
etc. per institute and promote the improvement of the environ-
ment for deterring misconduct in a research activity under the
Misconduct Prevention Committee supervised by the same
Executive Director. In particular, NINS shall prepare an effec-
tive system to implement prevention of misconduct by suppor-
ting retention and disclosure efforts of research data according
to institute together with the provision of research ethics edu-
cation and various educational activities in NINS as a whole
and in each institute. If an allegation of misconduct surfaces,
the Committee shall closely coordinate with the relevant insti-
tute and respond quickly and appropriately based on the
relevant rules and regulations.




