WoS 实锤：性骚扰学者，三年内论文引用量惨遭 “腰斩”，学术造假者却安然无恙？
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近日，一项新研究引发学界关注。该研究由 Giulia Maimone、Gil Appel、Craig R. M. McKenzie、Ayelet Gneezy 等人开展，于 2025 年 3 月 5 日发表在《PLoS ONE》杂志上，影响因子为 2.9，处于 Q1 分区。
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本周发表于《公共科学图书馆?综合》（PLoS ONE）的一项分析显示，被指控有不当性行为的研究人员，在媒体报道相关指控后，其论文被引用次数开始减少。但对于被公开指控学术造假的科学家而言，情况却并非如此，他们的论文引用次数保持不变。
一直以来，学术引用被视为认可前人研究贡献、推动科学进步的重要方式。此研究旨在探究针对学者的不当行为指控，对其论文引用量的影响，尤其对比了与研究价值无关的性行为不端指控，以及与研究价值直接相关的学术不端指控。
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研究团队在 2021 年从 Web of Science（WoS）收集了涵盖 18 个学科、172 名被指控学者及对照学者的 31941 篇出版物的引用数据。同时，他们还进行了两项研究，一项针对非学术人员（N = 231），另一项针对学术人员（N = 240）。

研究结果显示，WoS 数据表明，被指控性行为不端的学者，在指控公开后的三年内，其论文引用量显著下降；而被指控学术不端的学者，引用量并未出现显著下降。针对非学术人员的研究表明，人们对性行为不端的反感程度高于学术不端。但与 WoS 数据结果相反的是，参与研究的学术人员样本显示，他们更倾向于引用被指控性行为不端的学者，而非被指控学术不端的学者。
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研究得出结论，在指控公开后的前三年，被指控性行为不端的学者，相比被指控学术不端的学者，面临更大的引用惩罚。
然而，当学者们被要求预测自己的引用行为时，却呈现出相反的模式，这表明他们可能错误预测了自己的行为，或者不愿意透露真实偏好。这项研究有助于我们深入理解学术评价体系中，不同类型不当行为指控对学者学术影响力的复杂影响，为进一步完善学术环境提供了重要参考。
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0317736
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Methods
We collected citation data from the Web of Science (WoS) in 2021, encompassing 31,941
publications from 172 accused and control scholars across 18 disciplines. We also conducted

two studies: one on non-academics (N = 231) and one on academics (N = 240).

Results

decrease in the three years aftemthe accusations become public, while we do not detect a
significant citation decrease for scholars accused of scientific misconduct. The study involving
non-academics suggests that individuals are more averse to sexual than to scientific
misconduct. Finally, contrary to the WoS data findings, a sample of academics indicates they

are more likely to cite scholars accused of sexual misconduct than those accused of scientific
misconduct.

Conclusions

In the first three years after accusations became public, scholars accused of sexual misconduct

incur a larger citation penalty than scholars accused of scientific misconduct. However, when

might mis-predict their behavior or be reluctant to disclose their preferences.
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She and her colleagues compared citations for 15 researchers in the three years after they
were publicly accused of sexual misconduct, with those of 15 researchers accused of data
fabrication and other scientific misconduct and of 142 researchers who had not received
any of such allegation. Their prediction: that scholars accused of scientific fraud would
incur a greater penalfy because the misconduct calls into question the merit of that

person’s scientific wark. “That’s not at all what we found,” says Maimone. “We were very
surprised.”




image7.jpeg
-
(V]
(V]
Q
Q
>
o





image8.png




image1.png




image2.jpeg




image3.png
nature

Explore content ¥ About the journal v  Publish with us v Subscribe

nature > news > article

NEWS | 05 March 2025

Sexual harassment allegations
linked to drop in citations
But numbers remain steady for researchers who commit scientific misconduct.
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Abstract
Background and aim

Citations in academia have long been regarded as a fundamental means of acknowledging the
contribution of past work and promoting scientific advancement. The aim of this paper was to
investigate the impact that misconduct allegations made against scholars have on the citations
of their work, comparing allegations of sexual misconduct{@nre/ated o the research-merit) and
allegations of scientific misconduct (directly related to the research merit).




