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Abstract

Purpose: This research article aim is to critically examine the ethical principles that govern research publication in social sciences
and to identify and analyze the everyday ethical challenges social science researchers face during the publication process. Also,
the research explores the factors contributing to ethical violations in social science research publication. Research design, data,
and methodology: The present research has conducted comprehensive literature analysis and the authors of this research has
figured out total 24 significant prior studies in the current literature dataset for the literature review and finding section. The
procedure of data obtaining included the elimination process to screen dissertation papers, conference papers, and internet sources.
Results: Previous The sociologies, given their emphasis on the human way of behaving and interactions, demand heightened
ethical considerations due to the potential impact of research findings on individuals and society. Therefore, understanding and
upholding ethical standards are essential for researchers at all career stages. Conclusions: In order to retain the integrity,
legitimacy, and societal influence of research findings, ethical issues are crucial and the necessity for flexible and comprehensive
ethical frameworks is highlighted by the rapid evolution of research methodology, digital platforms, and interdisciplinary
collaborations, adding new dimensions of ethical complexity.
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paramount (Bell & Bryman, 2007). This paper delves into
the crucial domain of research publication ethics for social
science researchers, aiming to explore the foundational
principles, challenges, and best practices that underpin the
responsible dissemination of knowledge.

1. Introduction

In the rapidly evolving landscape of academia and
research, the dissemination of knowledge through research
publications holds a significant place. This process

facilitates the advancement of human understanding and
shapes societal progress. As the field of social sciences
continues to expand and diversify, the ethical considerations
surrounding research publication become increasingly
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The dissemination of research findings is an essential
pillar of the legitimate endeavor, engaging the social
occasion of data, approving hypotheses, and formulating
evidence-based policies. However, the integrity of this
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process heavily relies on adhering to a robust set of ethical
rules. The requirement for moral contemplations is
exceptionally articulated inside the domain of sociologies,
where research frequently digs into complex human
connections, social subtleties, and touchy subjects. The
ethical landscape of research publication envelops a
comprehensive exhibit of standards, including, but not
restricted  to, trustworthiness, straightforwardness,
responsibility, and regard for licensed innovation. The
inability to maintain these standards not just subverts the
credibility of individual researchers but can also erode
public trust in the scientific community. Thus, a
comprehensive understanding of research publication ethics
is essential for all social science researchers, from fledgling
scholars to seasoned academics (Kang & Hwang, 2020).

Despite recognizing the importance of research
publication ethics, social science has not been invulnerable
to moral offenses. Occasions of copyright infringement,
information manufacture, and lacking reference rehearses
have defaced the trustworthiness of examination
distributions, raising worries about the reliability and
credibility of the knowledge disseminated. This research
seeks to address the following key questions: 1. What ethical
issues do social science researchers confront when
publishing their research? 2. How do ethical violations
impact the credibility of research findings and the reputation
of researchers? 3. What are the underlying factors that
contribute to ethical misconduct in social science research
publications? 4. What measures can be adopted to enhance
awareness and adherence to ethical standards among social
science researchers?

This research paper has the following objectives: 1. To
critically examine the ethical principles that govern research
publication in social sciences. 2. To identify and analyze the
everyday ethical challenges social science researchers face
during the publication process. 3. To explore the factors
contributing to ethical violations in social science research
publication. 4. To propose recommendations and best
practices to foster a culture of responsible research
publication ethics within the social sciences.

The significance of this study lies in its potential to
enhance research publication practices within the realm of
sociologies. By revealing insight into the moral elements of
examination spread, this paper tries to bring issues to light
among scientists, teachers, diary editors, and policymakers.
The findings and recommendations of this study can serve
as a valuable resource for fostering a culture of integrity,
transparency, and responsibility in sociology research
distribution, at last supporting the quality and credibility of
the knowledge generated within the field.

2. Literature Review

This chapter will explore the existing body of literature
about research publication ethics for social science
researchers. The chapter will be organized as follows: We
will begin by delving into the theoretical framework, where
we identify and analyze three critical theories that form the
foundation of our study. These theories guide our
understanding of research publication ethics and its
implications. We have sourced these theories from reputable
academic databases, including our school library and
Google Scholar. Each theory will be explained in detail,
tracing its origins and the scholars who introduced it. We
will then establish the connections between these theories
and our study, providing relevant in-text references to
highlight their significance. Moving forward, the empirical
framework will take center stage in our review. Here, we
have meticulously gathered a diverse selection of sources
related to our topic from the years 2019 to 2023. Rather than
merely defining these studies, we will conduct a thorough
comparative analysis. Through critical evaluation, we will
identify the strengths and limitations of each study, carefully
noting where they excel and where they fall short. This
comprehensive review will encompass ten sources, and as
we delve into each study, we will highlight instances where
findings are corroborated or contradicted by other research.
In the concluding section of this chapter, we will synthesize
the insights gained from our review and pinpoint critical
knowledge gaps. Our analysis reveals that, despite the
substantial body of literature, specific critical issues in
research publication ethics still demand attention.

Here, we elucidate the three pivotal theories that
underpin our study on research publication ethics for social
science  researchers. These theories provide a
comprehensive theoretical framework that guides our
exploration of the ethical dimensions within academic
publishing. The first theory is The Normative Ethics
Approach. Originating from ancient philosophy, the
Normative Ethics Approach posits that ethical actions align
with established norms and principles (Moran-Reyes, 2022).
Scholars such as Aristotle and Immanuel Kant have
contributed significantly to this theory by emphasizing the
moral duty of individuals to adhere to universally accepted
codes of conduct. In the context of our study, the Normative
Ethics Approach serves as a foundational perspective for
evaluating the ethical responsibilities of social science
researchers in publishing their findings (Moran-Reyes,
2022). By analyzing how researchers conform to or deviate
from established ethical norms, we gain valuable insights
into the ethical challenges they face and the potential
consequences of their actions.

The second theory is The Social Constructivism Theory.
The Social Constructivism Theory, rooted in the works of
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Jean Piaget and Lev Vygotsky, declares that information and
importance are co-developed through friendly associations.
It sets that people's understanding of reality is shaped by the
cultural and societal contexts in which they operate
(Rannikmaée et al., 2020). Applied to our study, this theory
helps illuminate how research publication ethics are
influenced by social and cultural factors within the social
science field. By examining how researchers negotiate
ethical dilemmas in the context of varying cultural norms
and societal expectations, we gain a deeper understanding of
the intricate interplay between ethics, culture, and
knowledge production (Rannikmée et al., 2020).

The last theory is The Principal-Agent Theory.
Originating in economics and agency theory, the Principal-
Agent Theory addresses the dynamic between principals
(those with authority) and agents (those acting on behalf of
principals). This theory, advanced by scholars like Michael
C. Jensen, focuses on delegation, accountability, and
information asymmetry issues. In the context of our study,
the Principal-Agent Theory offers a lens through which to
analyze the ethical agency of researchers, journals, and
institutions involved in research publication. By examining
how different stakeholders align their interests and navigate
potential conflicts of interest, we gain insights into the
complex ethical responsibilities that characterize the
publication process. These three theories collectively
provide a robust framework for examining research
publication ethics.

This research section analyzes ten distinct sources
spanning 2019 to 2023, shedding light on the evolving
landscape of research publication ethics within social
science. Through a comparative lens, we delve into each
study's methodologies, findings, strengths, and limitations,
showcasing the multifaceted nature of ethical considerations
in academic publishing. Poff and Ginley (2020),
comprehensive review on publication ethics offers a
structured framework for evaluating the ethical dimensions
of research dissemination. Employing a systematic analysis
of ethical guidelines, it delves into key aspects of
responsible research publication (Poff & Ginley, 2020). The
study addresses ethical pitfalls and highlights the
importance of transparency and integrity in scholarly
communication. While its coverage is commendable, a
deeper examination of the cultural nuances impacting
publication ethics could enhance its insights (Poff & Ginley,
2020). The prior study explores publication ethics' dynamic
process, recognizing the evolution of ethical norms and
practices. Through a historical and sociological lens, it
uncovers the complex interplay between ethical guidelines
and the changing research landscape (Jacob, 2019). By
highlighting instances where ethical standards are in flux,
the study contributes to understanding how contextual
factors shape publication ethics. However, its focus on

historical trends may benefit from a more robust integration
of contemporary case studies (Jacob, 2019).

Asiedu et al. (2021) study proposes a practical approach
to enhance publication ethics by advocating for structured
ethics appendices in social science papers. The authors'
methodology involves surveys and interviews with
researchers, shedding light on their challenges in ethical
decision-making (Asiedu et al., 2021). The call for
structured ethics appendices is well-founded, offering a
tangible solution to enhance transparency. While the study
excels in proposing a novel approach, a broader exploration
of potential drawbacks and implementation challenges
would contribute to a more comprehensive analysis (Asiedu
et al.,, 2021). Sunandini's examination of research and
publication ethics within the socio-legal domain
underscores the distinct ethical considerations researchers
face in this field. Through a qualitative analysis of socio-
legal research practices, the study emphasizes the need for
heightened sensitivity to ethical dilemmas (Sunandini,
2021). By linking research ethics to the specific context of
socio-legal studies, the study deepens our understanding of
how ethical norms are contextualized. To enhance its impact,
further  exploration of  cross-disciplinary  ethical
comparisons could provide additional insights (Sunandini,
2021).

Abrizah and colleagues (2019) looked into the
perspectives of early career researchers in Malaysia
concerning the ethical dimensions of scholarly publishing.
The study highlights the unique challenges researchers face
in a developing academic environment by employing
qualitative interviews. The findings underscore the
importance of mentorship and institutional support in
cultivating ethical research practices. The study successfully
contextualizes ethical concerns within the Malaysian
academic landscape. However, a broader comparative
analysis across diverse cultural and regional contexts could
enhance its generalizability (Abrizah et al., 2019). Brown
(2020) examines the shifting terrain of research ethics
within the social sciences, particularly in response to
evolving technological and methodological advancements.

Through a qualitative inquiry, the study identifies
emerging ethical challenges, such as data privacy and the
blurred boundaries of online and offline research (Brown,
2023). The study's exploration of contemporary issues is
commendable, but a deeper examination of potential
solutions or best practices would enhance its practical
implications (Brown, 2023). Another study by Anabo et al.
(2019) critically analyzes the applicability of the Belmont
Report's ethical principles to internet-mediated research
within the social sciences. By surveying disciplinary
associations, the study highlights the challenges posed by
online research methods and the need for updated ethical
guidelines. The study effectively bridges theory and practice,
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shedding light on the evolving ethical landscape in the
digital age. However, a broader exploration of ethical
perspectives beyond disciplinary associations could provide
a more comprehensive understanding (Anabo et al., 2019).

Boeckstyns et al. (2020), a study within the specialized
field of hand surgery, scrutinizes publication ethics and the
potential impact on patient care. Through a qualitative
analysis of ethical dilemmas faced by hand surgeons, the
study reveals the intricate interplay between ethical
considerations and medical practice. The study's unique
focus on a specific medical discipline provides valuable
insights into the ethical complexities of clinical research. A
broader consideration of cross-disciplinary perspectives
could enrich the analysis to enhance its scope. Another
research by Bektag and Tayauova (2019) looks into the
ethical responsibilities of scientists from a social and
scientific standpoint. Through a qualitative exploration, the
study examines the multifaceted roles and ethical
considerations scientists navigate in pursuing knowledge.
The authors highlight the tension between advancing
scientific progress and adhering to societal values. The
study's emphasis on the social dimensions of science ethics
contributes to a holistic understanding of researchers' roles.
However, a more robust exploration of the intersection
between cultural and disciplinary contexts could enhance its
depth. The prior study provides an overview of research and
publication ethics, including many contemplations across
disciplines (Kang & Hwang, 2021). While the exact
technique is not point by point, the review gives off the
impression of being a far-reaching survey and a blend of
existing literature on the subject. By addressing topics such
as authorship, plagiarism, and data integrity, the study is
valuable for researchers seeking guidance in ethical research
conduct. Further clarification on the methodology and a
more explicit linkage to contemporary case studies could
bolster the study's applicability.

Upon meticulous analysis of the diverse sources from
2019 to 2023, several critical knowledge gaps within
research publication ethics for social science researchers
come to light. From the past literature, it is unequivocally
evident that the issue of fostering a comprehensive and
universally applicable ethical framework for social science
researchers remains unresolved. This issue aligns
seamlessly with the problem articulated in Chapter One—
the need to establish a robust ethical foundation that guides
researchers' practices and decisions. A prevailing theme
emerges in light of the analyzed literature: the current body
of work often falls short of adequately addressing the
intricate ethical dilemmas posed by rapidly evolving
research  methodologies,  digital landscapes, and
interdisciplinary collaborations. Many studies underscore
the evolving nature of ethical concerns, with specific
nuances arising about culture, technological advancements,

and disciplinary distinctions. Despite this awareness, a
dearth of concrete, adaptable ethical frameworks still
consider these dynamic factors. Indeed, the literature review
demonstrates that the existing scholarship has not yet
comprehensively grappled with these complexities or
provided a unified approach to navigate them. It is
incumbent upon our study to fill this critical gap.

3. Findings via Literature Dataset
3.1. Ethical Challenges in Research Publication

The ethical landscape of research publication is a
cornerstone of academic integrity and credibility, especially
within the social sciences. Researchers in this domain are
tasked with navigating intricate human relationships,
sensitive topics, and complex societal dynamics (Anabo et
al., 2019). This finding emphasizes ethical principles such
as honesty, transparency, accountability, and respect for
intellectual innovation. By neglecting to maintain these
principles, in addition to the fact that singular analysts
endanger their believability, they likewise sabotage public
confidence in the more extensive academic local area
(Boeckstyns et al., 2020). The sociologies, given their
emphasis on the human way of behaving and interactions,
demand heightened ethical considerations due to the
potential impact of research findings on individuals and
society.

Therefore, understanding and upholding ethical
standards are essential for researchers at all career stages,
from novices to seasoned academics. Another critical
challenge is the potential biases that can influence research
outcomes and subsequent publications. In the pursuit of
uncovering societal truths, researchers may inadvertently
inject personal or societal biases into their work (Brown,
2023). Ethical research publication requires rigorous self-
reflection and transparency to minimize such biases,
ensuring the accuracy and reliability of published findings.
Additionally, plagiarism, proper citation, and intellectual
property rights pose ethical dilemmas. Accurate attribution
of sources and intellectual contributions is paramount to
maintaining academic integrity and honoring the work of
fellow scholars (Bektas & Tayauova, 2019). Navigating
these ethical challenges demands a deep commitment to
honesty, accountability, and respect. Researchers must
embrace comprehensive guidelines that advance the
dependable examination direction, including acquiring
informed assent, tending to irreconcilable circumstances,
and complying with established reporting standards (Yadav,
2020).
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3.2. Theoretical
Publication Ethics

Foundations of Research

Within research publication ethics, three prominent
theories provide a robust theoretical framework for
examining the moral dimensions of academic publishing.
The Normative Ethics Approach, rooted in ancient
philosophy, underscores the importance of aligning actions
with established ethical norms (Moran-Reyes, 2022). The
Social Constructivism Theory posits that knowledge is co-
constructed through social interactions and highlights the
influence of culture and society on ethical decision-making
(Rannikmée et al., 2020). The Principal-Agent Theory,
originating in economics, focuses on delegation,
accountability, and information asymmetry issues. These
theories collectively enrich our understanding of the ethical
considerations that underlie the work of social science
researchers and shed light on normative standards, cultural
influences, and power dynamics (Braun & Guston, 2003).

Integrating these theories into the study provides a
nuanced perspective on the multifaceted nature of research
publication ethics. The theoretical underpinnings of research
publication ethics extend beyond participant-centric
concerns. The principles of integrity and honesty underscore
the importance of transparent and accurate reporting,
guarding against fabrication, falsification, and selective
publication of results (Braun & Guston, 2003). These
principles are interwoven with the concept of veracity,
urging researchers to uphold truthfulness and avoid
deceptive practices in their publications. In the context of
the social sciences, where subjectivity and interpretation
often come into play, ethical theories such as virtue ethics
and care ethics also find relevance. Virtue ethics encourages
researchers to cultivate empathy, intellectual humility, and
open-mindedness, fostering a research environment that
promotes the common good. On the other hand, care ethics
highlights the significance of empathetic relationships and
attentiveness to the potential impact of research on
vulnerable populations (Olatunji, 2021).

By anchoring research publication ethics in these
theoretical foundations, social science researchers not only
adhere to ethical norms but also contribute to the evolution
of these theories through practical application. This fusion
of theory and practice forms the bedrock of responsible and
principled research publication in the dynamic landscape of
the social sciences (Abrizah et al., 2019).

3.3. Addressing Ethical Challenges through
Empirical Research
The ethical challenges entwined with research

publication in the realm of social sciences necessitate
empirical exploration to devise effective strategies for

mitigation. Empirical research is a powerful tool to uncover
the intricacies of ethical dilemmas, assess the efficacy of
existing guidelines, and develop novel approaches to ethical
decision-making. Through systematic investigation,
researchers gain valuable insights that inform best practices
and enhance the ethical fabric of research publication (Jacob,
2019). Empirical studies enable the identification of patterns
and trends related to ethical breaches and misconduct within
research publications.

By analyzing case studies and surveying the experiences
of researchers, these studies shed light on the prevalence,
causes, and consequences of ethical transgressions. Such
insights contribute to refining guidelines and policies that
address specific vulnerabilities in the research publication
process (Poff & Ginley, 2020). Furthermore, empirical
research empowers evaluating interventions designed to
promote ethical conduct. By implementing and assessing the
impact of interventions, such as ethics training programs or
peer review enhancements, researchers can measure their
effectiveness in fostering ethical behavior and reducing
instances of misconduct (Sunandin, 2021).

These evidence-based interventions provide a proactive
approach to nurturing a culture of responsible research
publication (Asiedu et al., 2021). Empirical investigations
also delve into the perceptions and attitudes of various
stakeholders, including researchers, reviewers, editors, and
the wider public. Understanding these perspectives is crucial
for tailoring ethical guidelines to resonate with the needs and
expectations of the community. By uncovering differing
viewpoints and areas of consensus, researchers can bridge
gaps in understanding and collaboratively shape the ethical
landscape (Abrizah et al., 2019).

3.4. Bridging Knowledge Gaps in Research
Publication Ethics

Despite the wealth of literature on research publication
ethics, critical knowledge gaps persist, particularly in
adapting ethical frameworks to rapid changes in research
methodologies and interdisciplinary collaborations. The
reviewed studies reveal a need for concrete, universally
applicable ethical guidelines encompassing cultural nuances,
technological advancements, and disciplinary distinctions
(Singh & Dubey, 2021). This finding aligns with the study's
objective to propose recommendations and best practices
that foster a responsible research publication ethics culture.
By addressing these gaps, the study aims to enhance
research publication practices within the social sciences,
ultimately supporting the quality, credibility, and integrity of
knowledge dissemination in the field.

Education is also a cornerstone for addressing
knowledge gaps in research publication ethics. Equipping
researchers, especially emerging scholars, with



24 Eungoo KANG, Hee-Joong HWANG / Journal of Research and Publication Ethics 4-2 (2023) 19-25

comprehensive training in ethical principles and practices
fosters a generation of academicians attuned to ethical
considerations from the outset of their careers (Bain et al.,
2022). Workshops, courses, and resources dedicated to
research ethics provide researchers with the tools to navigate
complex ethical terrain, promoting a culture of proactive
ethical decision-making. Collaboration also plays a pivotal
role in filling knowledge gaps (Kant, 2022).
Multidisciplinary collaborations enable the integration of
diverse viewpoints and ethical frameworks, enriching the
dialogue surrounding research publication. When
researchers from different social science disciplines
collaborate, they bring together varied insights that
contribute to a holistic understanding of ethical challenges
(Plutzer, 2019). Collaborative efforts facilitate the
development of cross-disciplinary guidelines that account
for the unique ethical nuances of different research areas.

Table 1: Final Used Resource

Section Cited Prior Resource
Moran-Reyes (2022), Rannikmée et al.
(2020), Poff and Ginley (2020), Jacob
(2019), Asiedu et al. (2021), Sunandini
(2021), Abrizah et al. (2019), Brown
(2023), Anabo et al. (2019), Bektas and
Tayauova (2019), Kang & Hwang
(2021)

Anabo et al. (2019), Boeckstyns et al.
(2020), Brown (2023), Bektas and
Tayauova (2019), Moran-Reyes (2022),
Rannikmée et al. (2020), Braun and
Guston (2003), Olatuniji (2021), Abrizah
et al. (2019). Jacob (2019), Poff and
Ginley (2020), Sunandin (2021), Asiedu
et al. (2021), Bain et al. (2022), Kant
(2022), Plutzer (2019)

Literature Review

Research Findings

Theoretical
Foundation

Ethical
Challenge

Empirical
Research Issue

Resolving
Ethical Issue

Bridging
Knowledge Gap

=

Figure 1: Four Research Results

4. Conclusions

This research has examined the complex landscape of
social science research publication ethics in its conclusion.
In order to retain the integrity, legitimacy, and societal
influence of research findings, ethical issues are crucial.
This exploration has made this clear. The necessity for
flexible and comprehensive ethical frameworks is
highlighted by the rapid evolution of research methodology,
digital platforms, and interdisciplinary collaborations,
adding new dimensions of ethical complexity. The
convergence of theoretical pillars, including social
constructivism, normative ethics, and principal-agent theory,
has shed light on the complexity of the ethical issues that
social science researchers must grapple with. These theories
have highlighted the dynamic interaction of cultural,
societal, and power dynamics in influencing ethical
decision-making and giving a theoretical lens through which
to evaluate ethical elements. The empirical analysis of the
literature has highlighted ongoing knowledge gaps in
research publication ethics. While studies have pinpointed
and examined particular ethical issues, the larger backdrop
of changing research methodologies and interdisciplinary
interconnections still needs to be explored.

The examined studies have provided insightful
information, but a comprehensive and flexible ethical
framework that considers modern difficulties still needs to
be developed. This study emphasizes the value of Education,
teamwork, and evidence-based approaches in closing these
disparities. Giving researchers thorough ethical training
gives them the tools to negotiate the shifting ethical terrain.
Collaborations between disciplines and within them make it
easier to create inclusive, ethical standards that consider
various viewpoints and settings. Furthermore, empirical
research is a potent catalyst for identifying trends,
strengthening ethical decision-making, and refining
guidelines when supported by these theoretical foundations.
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