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Khoa hoc & Phdt trién (1/1/2020; http://khoahocphattrien.vn/khoa-hoc/rut-bai-hanh-vi-anh-hung-va-
co-che-tu-hieu-chinh-trong-khoa-hoc/2019123108566139p1c160.htm) — 15% s6 vu rat lai bai d3 dang
cla cac nha nghién ciru khéi ngudn tir chinh tac gia - theo cdng b6 mdi vé nguyén nhan rat bai trong
xuat ban khoa hoc cta tac gia Viét Nam trén tap chi x€p hang Q1.

Nha nghién ctru can nhiéu cdng b8 khoa hoc dé xay dwng sy nghiép, nhwng chi véi mot bai bdo khoa hoc
bi rut (retraction), thanh tuu cd doi cé thé bj hiy hoai nhanh chéng. Mac du vay, cac nghién clru vé van
dé rut bai khoa hoc trén thé gidi hién nay lai chua bao trum day dd cdc khia canh cda van dé nay. Phan
I&n cdc nghién ciru déu tap trung vao cac bai bao bj rut do vi pham dao dirc: 1am gid di¥ liéu, hinh anh,
hay dao vin; trong khi d6, cac tredng hop tac gia tu rat bai khi phét hién 16i sai cha minh lai it duogc
danh gia.
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Abstract

While researchers with retracted papers - publications that are withdrawn because of
significant errors or scientific misconduct - carry a permanent stain on their publishing
records, understanding the causes and Initiators of such retractions can shed a different
light on the malter, This paper, based on a random sample of 2,046 retracled papers,
which were published between 1975 and 2019, extracted from Retraction Watch and the
websites of major publishers, shows that 53% of the retraction notices do not specify who
initiated the retraction, Nearly 10% of the retraction notes either omit or de not cantain
Information related to reasons for retractions, Furthermore, most of the retracted papers
in our sample have no limitation section; those who do are commonly unhelpful or
irrelevant. The results carry three implications for scientific transparency: retraction notices
need to be more informative; limitation sections ought to be & reguired and even an open
section of all published articles; and finally, promoting *heroic acts’ in stience can positively
change the current publishing culture,

Bai bdo cta nha nghién ciru Vwwrong Quén Hodng trén Learned Publishing. Anh
chup man hinh: HMT



Ngay 26/12/2019 vira qua, mot tic giad Viét Nam d3 cong bé nghién clru gia tri vé hai khia canh quan
trong cla tinh minh bach hoc thuat: thdng béo rut bai (Retraction Notice) va phan han ché cda nghién
clru (Limitations).

Nghién ctru The limitations of retraction notices and the heroic acts of authors who correct the scholarly
record: An analysis of retractions of papers published from 1975 to 2019 cua tac gia Vwong Quan Hoang
(Trung tdm Nghién ctru Khoa hoc x3 hdi lién nganh ISR, truérng Pai hoc Phenikaa) dugc xuat ban trén &n

pham cla Wiley vé xuat ban va bién tap khoa hoc Learned Publishing [Journal Impact Factor 2018 = 2.2;

CiteScore 2018 = 1.89; SCImago Q1].

Dé phan tich hiéu qua, nghién clru da xay dung co s& dit liéu mai dua trén di liéu tai tao tir co sé dir
liéu cla RetractionWatch (http://retractiondatabase.org), va thu thap thém tir cdc ngudn khac nhw

National Center for Biotechnology Information (www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov), website cGa cac tap chiva nha
xuat ban I&n (SpringerNature, PLoS, MDPI, SAGE,...). Sau d6, cdng cu Al dwoc si dung dé ho tro lam sach
dit liéu ty déng. Cudi cing, mot bd dit liéu quy md toan cdu chira 18.603 bai bdo khoa hoc bi rat d3
duogc hoan thién. P& cé thé phan tich sau cac thdng bao rut bai, mot tap con vdi 2.046 bai bdo d3 duoc
str dung; d6i vdi phan tich vé phan han ché cla nghién clru, tic gid da phan tich trén toan van mé, cé
thé thu thap duoc cla 434 bai bao.

K&t qua phan tich chi ra, trong cac bai bao bj rut khoi tap chi khoa hoc, 15% kh&i ngudn tir chinh cac tac
gia, 21% tir bién tap vién/nha xuat ban ma khéng théng qua tac gia, 11% dwoc rat khi cé sy déng y cla
ca bién tap vién va tac gia, nhung lai c6 dén 53% khéi ngudn khong rd nguyén nhan.

Vé nguyén nhan cla viéc rut bai, 91% lan rut bai di kém ghi chd ghi rd Ii do (véi dan chirng bang con s6
k{y thuat day du), hodc bang chirng vé dao van, hay vi pham dao dirc. Chi 6% ghi chi mo ho, khéng rd ly
do; va 3% lan rat bai khéng cé ghi cha.

: M_J__um ";

Ndm 2012, Nathan Georgette, sinh vién ndm cudi Trwdrng Y & BDH Harvard
nhén ra minh dé c6 mét gié dinh sai trong bai bdo ddu tién xudt ban ném
2007. Gid dinh sai d6 khéng dnh hwdng nghiém trong tdi bai bdo, nhuwng lai
dan dén sai ldm ddng ké trong bai bdo tiép theo ctia anh trén PLoS One ném



2009. C4 ban bién tap, cdc tay but phdn bién va cdng déng nghién ciru
khéng may may nhén ra sai sét ndy, Nathan cé thé im Idng va khéng gép
rdc réi gi. Nhwng anh dd hanh déng mét cdch anh diing: tw minh théng bdo
sai sét cho ban bién tép PLoS One va xin rut bai. Anh: INT

Cac hanh vi anh huing (Heroic acts) - tirc cac hanh vi tac gid chi dong chi ra 16i sai hay cac nhwoc diém
khong thé clru van, va ty yéu cau rut bai - 1a mét tin hiéu ddng mirng, va s lwvong cac ‘anh hung’ d3 ting
dang ké vao giai doan 2017 - 2018. Nguyén do cé thé xuat phat tir y thirc nha nghién ctu vé viéc tim ra
16 héng tiém ning trong cac nghién ctru trwdc day dang dan hinh thanh; va y thirc nay ciing thic giuc ho
can thuece hién lai nghién ctru.

Bén canh d6, mot két qua dang chi y ma nghién ctru phat hién ra 1 phan han ché cta nghién ctru trong
cac bai bdo khoa hoc dudng nhw dang dan bién mat. Theo dit liéu, chi 38/434 bai nghién ctru cé toan
van (8,75%) chira phan ty danh gia vé diém yéu hodc han ché nghién ctru.

Dua trén cac con s8, bai nghién ctru da dwa ra mot s6 khuyén nghi quan trong nham cai thién quy trinh
rat bai trong xuat ban khoa hoc hién nay.

Thi nhat, thong bao rat bai can tham khdo hudng dan clia cac té chirc nhu Committee On Publication
Ethics (COPE) va cung cap théng tin day dd hon, vi du:

* C4 nhan/Té chirc nao 1a nguwdi khdi xudng viée rat bai?

* L6i sai dan dén viéc rut bai la gi?

* Phan bién sau khi xuat ban cé dédnh dau bai bdo hay khéng?

* D3 cb sy trao ddi gilra bién tap vién, nha xuat ban va tac gia cla bai bao bi rut hay chua?
* Bai nghién cru bj rat c¢é hanh vi gian 1an, vi pham nguyén tac dao dirc nao khong?

Thi hai, cac tap chi va cdc nha xuat ban can dwa phan han ché cla nghién cru tré thanh phan bat budc,
dong thoi nén cé chinh sach cho phép cdng ching truy cap mién phi phan thao luan quan trong nay.

Cdac hanh vi anh hung can duoc cdng dong khoa hoc khuyén khich manh mé hon nita dé thay déi quan
niém nang né vé viéc rut bai, nang cao sy chd déng va tinh tu hiéu chinh trong khoa hoc.

Cudi cung, cac tap chi, nha xuat ban, va cdng déng nghién ctru can cung hgp tac chit ché hon nita dé xay
dung co s& dit liéu day di nhat vé rat bai toan cau, khai tao nganh nghién clru chuyén sau vé hanh vi rit
bai trong khoa hoc.

Trén thuc té, su hoan hdo cla céc két qua hoc thuat ludn dugc tao nén bdi cac sai [Am va that bai. Co
ché ty hiéu chinh chinh 13 mét nét dep ty nhién cla khoa hoc, va viéc rut bai cling gép phan tao nén vé
dep ay.
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