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Rules of good scientific practice (January 19, 2018) 

Course details 
During the course, Henrik Hartmann provided background knowledge on good and bad 
scientific practice – and the grey area in between. Since good scientific conduct is 
crucial for your own research activities and interactions between the scientific 
community and society at large all IMPRS members should deal with these issues and 
participate in one workshop like this. Detailed information is provided on the following 
webpage: http://www.imprs-gbgc.de/index.php/Courses/GoodScientificPractice2018


10 out of 18 participants filled in the survey.!
 

Survey results 
To which extend has the course improved/clarified your general notion of good 
scientific conduct? 


• I learnt many rules that have to be applied for conducting a good scientific practice. 

• not too much 

• In general, it's fine. 

• the course helped a lot to get a better understanding of good scientific practice, where 
the 'grey' zone starts, how to deal with some potentially controversy issues (eg 
authorship), and that a eye-catching 'beautiful' language is a sign of vivid science instead 
and not inappropriate 

• The basic thinks have been clear from the beginning 

• It stressed how easy it is to disregard the practices - especially when interpreting data. 

• It was a nice overview and refreshing of the topic, nothing was entirely new to me, but it 
made me think about the topic, which is good 

• The course clarified some concepts that I was not aware of, or that I barely knew. 

• It was a helpful and well structured course. 

• it gave a very good overview  !!
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Are you aware how the concept of good scientific practice applies to your particular 
situation (e.g. with respect to your field of studies and your career stage)? How has the 
seminar contributed to this understanding? Do you have any ideas for further 
improvement in this respect? 


• I have learnt how to use different resources and articles in my future publications and 
have a better understanding than before. 

• yes. a little bit. working out more examples. 

• Yes, i think the emphasis on taking notes and storing your data properly is really a worthy 
reminder for me. 

• the seminar contributed to my particular situation by highlighting the importance of record 
keeping/documentation and reproduceability of computer experiments as well. further it 
helped to give some guideline in writing style and how to deal with authorship/
acknowledgements 

• Yes, I guess so. The seminar pointed out a few thinks I could improve on (i.e. 
Documentation) 

• Yes. 

• Of course it applies to my situation. The part about wishful thinking was the most 
important for me, as I always think “I have to improve my model to show this and that”, 
which is the wrong approach. I will keep this in mind. 

• Yes, In my opinion the course was well oriented to my scientific field and it contributed 
sufficiently. 

• Yes, I am and the seminar contributed a lot to this. For example the instructor stressed 
out importance of proper data storage and the dangers of plagiarism, which apply to 
every scientists. 

• I don't really understand this question. I thought good scientific practise applies to 
research in general (I don't see a reason why e.g. early career scientists should follow 
different standards than senior scientists)  !

Which parts of the course were especially good (and why)? 


• the part belongs to how to cite! 

• personal experience by hendrik, for the very same reason 

• Example on how to manuplacate your data during writing. 

• the course was quite interactive and contained many examples 

• Henrik presented well 

• The interactions and discussions were good - it made the situations very 

• Discussions were nice, and the course was interesting in general 

• There was an example of bad scientific practice that for me was particularly insightful. 
The teacher talked about a paper published in a renown journal that was claiming a fact 
that their data did not showed. I read that paper months ago and I did not came to that 
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conclusion.. Therefore: always doubt and analyse what you read AND do not overlook or 
claim facts that you can not prove. 

• Misinterpretation of results were analyzed by the instructor in a nice way. The use of 
examples helped a lot. 

• the examples  
!
Which parts of the workshop were not so good / not so fitting / not well enough 
presented? 


• All the parts were fine! 

• no really bad parts, a little bit superficial 

• Time arrangement part is not good enough, i think it's too much information for student 
to digest in such a short time. Some of the issue should be dig further. 

• do not know 

• very general overview. I don't know whether they can avoid it, but it would be nice to also 
get general strategies how to conduct good scientific practice - right now, the course just 
shows how to identify bad scientific practice, but not how to avoid it. 

• It was long. An entire morning and a bit more. 

• How statistics (for example the p-value issue) can be used to promote bad scientific 
practices was not enough presented. 

• I found the wallet example at the beginnning a bit off.  

Do you have other suggestions for a future course? 


• for a deeper understanding the course should be longer and deal with a wider variety of 
examples. in general i am not so sure if the topic is worth more time than one day. 

• maybe one could go through some titles of papers the students bring and discuss their 
appeal to the other students / improve them - but that may be covered in the writing 
course 

• It was appropriate, I do not have any suggestions 

• I think that for practical issues and a better motivation of the students, the sessions 
should be divided in two slots in different days. 

• A seminar that emphasizes on statistics and bad scientific practices could be helpful. 

• I liked the course and having this kind of course in the IMPRS is a good thing. However, I 
felt that (especially the second part) was primarily directed at early stage PhD students 
(for example the explanation of how the review process works). One could suggest (e.g. 
at the IMPRS webpage) to take this course at the beginning of the PhD, that's the time 
when it makes the most sense (and sorry if this is done already and I haven't seen it) 
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