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Evaluation of scientific research ethics studies in China based on word frequency analysis

Fang Yudong' Chang Hongjian® Chen Yue' Lei Ming®
(1. National Natural Science Foundation of China , Beijing 100085; 2. Shandong University of Finance and Economics, Ji'nan 250014 ;
3. Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing 100876)

Abstract As “scientific research ethics” is gradually becoming a research hotspot, “scientific research eth-
ics”, “science and technology ethics”, and “scientific ethics” are set as keywords in this paper to search core
journal papers, outstanding master’s and doctoral dissertations published from 2000 to 2013 in the China
National Knowledge Internet (CNKI) database, in order to evaluate the current domestic situation of the
studies on scientific research ethics. Word {requency analysis is used to statistically analyze the situations of
the main researchers, research focuses, trends and stages and the field distributions of domestic studies on
research ethics. Suggestions for improving the domestic research status is put forward so as to provide ref-
erences for following-up studies.

Key words scientific research ethics; science and technology ethics; scientific ethics; word frequency anal-
ysis; research evaluation



