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— A PROVA TERA DURACAO DE DUAS HORAS.
= MARQUE AS RESPOSTAS NO QUADRO ABAIXO.
= SOMENTE UMA OPCAO PARA CADA QUESTAO.

— NAO ASSINE. A PROVA SERA IDENTIFICADA PELO NUMERO DE INSCRICAO.
— SERA PERMITIDO O USO DE DICIONARIO.
— NAO SERAO DIVULGADOS RESULTADOS PELO TELEFONE (CONFORME EDITAL). A

LISTAGEM COM O RESULTADO DA PRIMEIRA ETAPA DA SELECAO ESTARA
DISPONIVEL NO IMS NO DIA 19/09/2024, A PARTIR DAS 12 HORAS, NO SITE
www.ims.uerj.br

Atenc¢ao: nao é o seu conhecimento sobre o assunto que esta sendo avaliado aqui, e sim

sua capacidade de compreensio de um texto em lingua estrangeira. Portanto,
atenha-se aquilo que é dito no texto e ao que esta sendo perguntado.

NOTA:

APROVADO/A (

)
PROF.:

NAO APROVADO/A (

)
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Criteria for Authorship in Bioethics
David B. Resnik and Zubin Master
Adapted from Am J Bioeth. 2011 October; 11(10): 17-21.

1 Bioethics emerged in the early 1970s as an interdisciplinary field in which philosophers,
attorneys, theologians, physicians, sociologists, and scientists reflected on ethical problems in
biology and medicine. The initial scholarly work in the field was largely conceptual. Authors
typically developed arguments for ethical positions through analysis and discussion of
concepts, theories, principles, distinctions, and assumptions relevant to the issue. As the field
matured, researchers began to conduct empirically based studies relevant to bioethics issues,
such as surveys, interviews, focus groups, historiography, and ethnography. Today, both
conceptual and empirical methodologies are prevalent in bioethics research, and some papers
employ both methods.

2 Most of the discussion about the relationship between conceptual and empirical approaches to
bioethics has focused on the relevance of descriptive studies to normative claims. What can a
survey of attitudes and opinions concerning an ethical issue tell us about how to make
decisions concerning that issue? How can we draw conclusions about what ought to be the
case from descriptive premises about the current situation? While these questions are
interesting and important, they are not our main concern. Instead, we would like to call
attention to a somewhat different issue related to the increasing prevalence of empirical
approaches to bioethics: multiple authorship.

3 Multiple authorship is common in the empirical sciences, because many may make
significant contributions to collaborative research, such as performing experiments and
analyzing data. Multiple authorship can lead to ethical concerns when individuals named as
authors do not deserve such recognition, or when individuals are omitted from the authorship
list when they deserve such recognition. To promote ethical authorship practices, most
scientific journals have developed their own authorship policies or adopted widely
recognized international guidelines [...].

4 Numerous studies have documented a steady rise in the number of authors per paper in
various natural and applied scientific disciplines, as well as the social sciences, business,
political science, and economics. A study published several years ago showed that this trend
is also occurring in bioethics. Borry and colleagues found that the average number of authors
per paper in nine bioethics journals increased from 1.46 in 1990 to 1.85 in 2003. The authors
also found a significant difference between empirical and conceptual papers. Empirical
papers had an average of 2.97 authors, compared to 1.35 for conceptual papers. Borry and
colleagues concluded that most of the increase in multiple authorship in bioethics can be
accounted for by an increase in empirical research. Since Borry and colleagues did not
include scientific or medical journals in their study, they may have underestimated the actual
number of authors per paper in bioethics, as much of the bioethics literature is published in
scientific and medical journals [...].

5 Authorship guidelines can help to uphold two key ethical values — fairness and accountability
— by clearly stating the conditions for authorship. It is important to allocate authorship fairly,
because people deserve recognition for their contributions. In scientific and scholarly
research, authorship is linked to career advancement, status, and other rewards. Universities
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and other research organizations consider a person’s publication record when hiring, when
determining tenure and promotion, and when making decisions pertaining to grants,
scholarships, awards and prizes. Refusing to grant authorship to someone who has made a
significant contribution to a paper can have a negative impact on that person’s career.
Conversely, awarding authorship to someone who does not deserve it can inflate their
publication record and benefit them unfairly.

Authorship also confers various intellectual property rights on authors and their institutions,
such as copyrights. Authors (and institutions) may relinquish their copyrights to a publisher
as a condition of publication. Although copyrights may be surrendered at some point to
publishers, authors maintain the right to claim recognition for their role in a discovery,
finding, or result described in their paper. Authors also have the right to approve the final
version of a paper and to concur with the conclusions reached in a paper. Authors who do not
agree with the conclusions of a paper may stop publication or remove their name from the
paper.

Accountability is an important consideration to authorship attribution, because authors should
be able to address concerns, such as error, bias, or potential misconduct, related to their work.
Accountability is not usually an issue in single-authored papers because only one person has
done all of the work. Accountability becomes more of an issue in multi-authored works. For
example, suppose that a paper has 10 different authors involved in various aspects of the
research, such as data collection and research design. If an outside party reanalyzes data
reported in the paper and finds that there is a problem with some data in the publication that
may be due to error or misconduct, then it is important for the institutions involved in the
research to determine who is responsible. Accountability is just as important in conceptual
papers. If someone reads a conceptual paper with 10 authors and discovers that a passage
may have been plagiarized, it would be important for the institutions involved in the research
to be able to determine who wrote the passage. |[...]

The ICMIE [International Committee of Medical Journal Editors] criteria are difficult to
apply to conceptual bioethics publications because conceptual research in bioethics is
fundamentally different from empirical research. What constitutes a significant contribution
to a paper is a function of the methodology used in the research. In empirical bioethics
research, authors collect, record, analyze, and interpret data. Data may be derived from
experiments or other tests conducted for the study, or the data may already exist. Authors
may use the data to prove or disprove hypotheses about attitudes, behaviors, opinions, and
beliefs related to an ethical issue. Some empirical bioethics research is not hypothesis-driven,
but aims to explore a new area of investigation. Authors also help to design experiments,
tests, surveys, or procedures, and draft, revise, and edit the manuscript.

Since the methodologies employed in conceptual bioethics research are different from those
used in empirical research, what counts as a significant contribution to conceptual research
also differs. Conceptual bioethics research does not involve the acquisition of data,
experimentation, or hypothesis testing. Conceptual research essentially involves reading,
thinking, and writing about a topic, problem, or issue. [...]

Sometimes it may be difficult to determine whether an individual has made a significant
contribution to a bioethics paper. Authorship guidelines are just that — guidelines. They are
meant to provide guidance on what generally constitutes significant contributions, warranting
authorship and what contributions may be acknowledged. They are not hard rules from which
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there is no deviation. The responsible conduct of research demands discussing authorship at
the conception of the research, establishing clear roles, and showing mutual respect for
colleagues involved in a collaborative project. As new aspects in the process of research
arise, individuals involved should maintain transparency and an open mind.

All the following questions refer to the text you have just read. For each question there is only
possible answer.

1) Mark the option that corresponds to an idea contained in the first paragraph:
a) The initial scholarly work in the field of bioethics was chiefly empirical.
b) Bioethics appeared in the in late 1970s as a multidisciplinary field.
c¢) Nowadays, bioethics research comprises conceptual and empirical methodologies.
d) As the field developed, researchers began to conduct conceptually based studies.

2) After a careful reading of the text, we understand that “conceptual research”:
a) is the same as empirical research
b) includes research based on nonempirical methodologies
c) gave rise to empirical bioethics research
d) is a research methodology exclusively adopted in bioethics research

3) In the sentence “While these questions are interesting and important, they are not our main
concern.” (2nd paragraph), “while” can be replaced by:

a) Although

b) Because

c) When

d) Before

4) According to text, why multiple authorship is common in the empirical sciences?
a) Because a single author is never allowed to carry out experiments and analyze data alone.
b) Because a single author may make significant contributions to collaborative research such as
performing experiments and analyzing data.
c¢) Because performing experiments is more relevant than analyzing data in collaborative
research.
d) Because many authors may make significant contributions to collaborative research such as
conducting experiments and analyzing data.

5) What was the solution found by most scientific journals to promote ethical authorship practices?
a) They have developed their own authorship policies or adopted widely recognized international

guidelines.
b) They have adopted widely recognized international guidelines instead of developing their own

authorship policies.

c¢) They have developed their own authorship policies instead of adopting widely recognized
international guidelines.

d) They have refused to adopt widely recognized international guidelines.

6) Reading the passage “Numerous studies have documented a steady rise in the number of authors
per paper” (4™ paragraph) we understand that:
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a) The number of authors per paper has been reduced.

b) The number of authors per paper is constantly rising.

c¢) The number of authors per paper is subject to a lot of variations.
d) The number of authors per paper is constant.

7) Considering the study conducted by Borry and colleagues, reported in the 4™ paragraph, it is true
that:

a) These authors found that the average number of authors per paper in some bioethics journals
declined.

b) The authors found a significant difference in the number of authors in empirical and
conceptual papers.

c¢) According to these authors, empirical papers had, on average, fewer authors compared to
conceptual papers.

d) The authors concluded that there has been an increase in conceptual research in bioethics.

8) “Authorship guidelines can help to uphold two key ethical values” (5" paragraph). This means
that:

a) Authorship guidelines can help to deny two key ethical values.

b) Authorship guidelines can help to understand two key ethical values.

c¢) Authorship guidelines can help to renew two key ethical values.

d) Authorship guidelines can help to support two key ethical values.

9) In the passage “Conversely, awarding authorship to someone who does not deserve it can inflate
their publication record and benefit them unfairly.” (5 paragraph), the underlined word has the
same meaning as:

a) Similarly

b) In the same direction
c¢) Consequently

d) On the other hand

10) In the passage “Although copyrights may be surrendered at some point to publishers...” (6
paragraph), “although” expresses an idea of:

a) condition

b) contrast

c) reason

d) cause

11) “Authors (and institutions) may relinquish their copyrights to a publisher as a condition of
publication” (6™ paragraph). This means that:

a) Authors (and institutions) can improve their copyrights to a publisher.

b) Publishers can counterfeit the authors’ and institutions’ copyrights.

c¢) Authors (and institutions) may waive their copyrights to a publisher.

d) The condition of publication is that authors (and institutions) choose their publishers.

12) Resnik and Master, authors of this text, state that accountability is an important consideration to
authorship attribution (7% paragraph). Why?

a) Because authors tend to omit error, bias, or potential misconduct, related to their work.
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b) In order to avoid multi-authored works.
c¢) Because it is a way to avoid misconduct in conceptual research.
d) Because authors should be able to elucidate concerns related to their work.

13) According to the text, conceptual research in bioethics is fundamentally different from
empirical research. Concerning this issue, it is possible to state that:
a) Conceptual bioethics research involves the acquisition of data, experimentation, or hypothesis
testing.
b) Conceptual research sometimes involves reading, thinking, and writing about a topic,
problem, or issue.
c) Data in empirical bioethics research may be derived from experiments or other tests conducted
for the study.
d) In empirical bioethics research, authors avoid to collect, record, analyze, and interpret data.

14) Reading the sentence “Authorship also confers various intellectual property rights on authors
and their institutions, such as copyrights” (6" paragraph), we understand that:
a) Copyright is the only intellectual property that matters for authors and institutions.
b) Authorship also grants various intellectual property rights on authors and their institutions.
c¢) Authorship also jeopardizes various intellectual property rights on authors and their
institutions.
d) Authorship and copyright mean the same thing for authors and institutions.

15) We understand “hypothesis-driven research” (8" paragraph) as:
a) any new area of investigation
b) research motivated by a hypothesis
c¢) bioethical research
d) investigation motivated by an improbable hypothesis

16) Reading the last paragraph, we understand that authorship guidelines...
a) are meant to provide guidance on what contributions may be acknowledged.
b) are meant to be hard rules from which there is no deviation.
c) are just guidelines and tend to be neglected by the authors.
d) usually fail to warrant authorship.

17) Which is the main concern of Resnik and Master in this text?
a) To discuss the relationship between conceptual and empirical approaches to bioethics.
b) To focus on the relevance of descriptive studies to normative claims.
c) To call attention to the issue of multiple authorship.
d) To call attention to an issue related to the increasing prevalence of conceptual approaches to
bioethics.

18) According to the text, the ICMJE criteria are difficult to apply to conceptual bioethics
publications. Why?
a) Because in empirical bioethics research, authors collect, record, analyze, and interpret data.
b) Because some empirical bioethics research aims to explore a new area of investigation.
c¢) Because authors may use the data to prove or disprove hypotheses related to an ethical issue.

PROGRAMA DE POS-GRADUACAO EM SAUDE COLETIVA
Rua S&o Francisco Xavier, 524 - Blocos D e E - 7° andar - Maracana - Rio de Janeiro - RJ - CEP: 20550-900
Tels.: +55(21) 2334-0235 / 2334-0504
secretaria.ims@uerj.br - http://lwww.ims.uerj.br



%

UNIVERSIDADE DO ESTADO DO RIO DE JANEIRO % % @Y INSTITUTO DE "“ n
Centro Biomédico % ving 5 sMEDlCNASOC'A'- ‘ ) f\ )§
Instituto de Medicina Social Hesio Cordeiro “% FST!I“N N RS HESIO CORDEIRO

d) Because conceptual research in bioethics is basically different from empirical research.

19) In the passage “Since the methodologies employed in conceptual bioethics research are
different from [...]” (9" paragraph), the underlined word cannot be replaced by:

a) As

b) Because

c) When

d) Inasmuch as

20) Considering the last paragraph, it is true that:
a) It is easy to determine whether an individual has made a significant contribution to a bioethics

paper.
b) The responsible conduct of research demands mutual respect for colleagues involved in a

collaborative project.
¢) Individuals involved in a collaborative project hardly ever maintain transparency and an open

mind.
d) New aspects in the process of bioethics research are determined by authorship guidelines.
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