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Festival in numbers

250 registrations 28 countries 8 Lightning talks 4 panellists

1 illustrator 2 BSL 
interpreters 5 student interns

1 Chair &

1 Facilitator



Lightning talks

P1: COVID-19-related research data availability and quality according to the FAIR principles: A meta-research 
study:
Assesses the adherence of COVID-19-related research data to FAIR principles, revealing varying levels of 
compliance and identifying areas for improvement.

P2: Capability and readiness of artificial intelligence for research funding organisations: A scoping review
Examines the potential, utility, and considerations for AI use in enhancing processes and reducing 
administrative burdens in research funding organizations.

P3: SPORE: Supporting Practices in Observational research Reporting and Execution
Observational data-based studies are increasingly using machine learning for analysis, but the lack of 
transparency and replicability in results necessitates open science practices.

P4: Researcher experiences of research funding processes in the UK: Evidence from qualitative data:
Researchers describe significant inefficiencies and burdens in the funding application and reporting 
processes, highlighting a need for greater transparency and support.



Lightning talks

P5: Researcher experiences of research funding processes in the UK: survey data on the activities involved in 
applying for funding and fulfilling reporting requirements.
The study identifies key activities in research funding applications and reporting, highlighting perceived 
repetitiveness and the potential for reducing researchers' time and effort.

P6: Machine learning in systematic reviews: the hidden benefits of prioritised screening
Using prioritised screening with machine learning can improve the efficiency and overall process of 
systematic reviews, offering unexpected benefits beyond just speeding up screening.

P7: GenAI in research & education at Hasselt University
Hasselt University is developing guidelines for the use of Generative Artificial Intelligence (GenAI) in 
research and education, based on insights from current and desired uses by university personnel.

P8: Empowering engagement: Development and value of the NIHR Disability Framework
The NIHR Disability Framework aims to improve disability access and inclusion within the NIHR, guided by 
comprehensive feedback from disabled individuals interacting with the NIHR.



COVID-19-related research data was fairly 

FAIR

Ahmad Sofi-Mahmudi, Eero Raittio, Yeganeh Khazaei, Javed

Ashraf, Falk Schwendicke, Sergio E. Uribe, David Moher 

vv

Result 1: Accessibility and interoperability had the 

lowest adherence to moderate/advanced FAIRness.

Result 2: Generally, a downward trend was 

demonstrated in the annual mean value of FAIRness.

v

Finding COVID-19-related research data 

shared in general repositories (n=6,180).

Methods

Background: According to the FAIR principles (Findable, Accessible, Interoperable, and Reusable), scientific 

research data should be findable, accessible, interoperable, and reusable.

Meta-research Cross-sectional

Using automated tools to assess data sharing and 

FAIRness.

1 2

COVID-19-related research data availability and quality according to the 

FAIR principles: A meta-research study

Limitation: The study sample was restricted to open-access articles in the Europe PMC database, which may 

not correspond to all COVID-19-related studies published in medical journals (74.5% open-access).

Prepri nt
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Collaborations 
https://ror-hub.org/about-ror/The Research on Research registry and hub collaborates with 

initiatives and groups that look at different areas of research 
activity to support our aim of bringing together and connecting 
different communities within the research on research space.

We support and are supported by these 
groups working in projects, organising 
events or presenting seminars.​

We want to take the opportunity to 
celebrate all our collaborations and 
welcome new ones. Contact us to talk 
about ways we can increase the reach 
of the work we all do.



Journal of Clinical Epidemiology
Metascience and innovative methods to improve population health

Co-Editors in Chief:

Dr. Tovey                  Dr. Tricco

Announcing our newest collaboration...



Aims

To promote the quality of clinical and patient-oriented health care research 
through the advancement and application of innovative methods of:

• conducting and presenting primary research;

• synthesizing research results;

• disseminating results;

• and translating results into optimal clinical practice;

with special attention to the training of new generations of scientists and 
clinical practice leaders

A transformative journal that supports open access and open 
science, including:

• adherence to reporting guidelines

• pre-registration and publicly available protocols

• registered reports

• protocols for high impact research and where reader feedback is invited

• full transparency of data to support replicability



Series and collections

• Methods relating to Equity, Diversity & Inclusion

• Key Concepts in Epidemiology

• GRADE Guidance and Concepts series

• Methods for Living Guidelines

• And many more, including..



The JCE Research Integrity Series

• Covers a broad range of methodological issues of relevance to 
research integrity, scientific misconduct, and questionable research 
practices, such as:

• aspects of research culture

• drivers of and barriers to best practice and reproducibility

• methods that aim to identify questionable practices related to 
research integrity

• actions that may result that seek to address such practices

• qualitative and quantitative manuscripts based on primary or 
secondary (meta-) research and commentaries

• Manuscript Submission Deadline:  September 2, 2024

• Manuscript should be submitted at: Editorial Manager®

• While submitting your manuscript, please select the article type "VSI: 
Research Integrity series" from the dropdown menu

• Once your manuscript is submitted, it will be assigned to guest 
editors for peer-review process

Guest Editors:

Dr. Uttley                  Dr. Moher

Dr. Matandika        Dr. Gopalakrishna



Register today!

Register at ror-hub.org to add your work to the RoR registry and 
learn more about:

• Future events from collaborators:
EViR Events webinars and round table https://evir.org/events-and-resources/events/

• Chatter sessions this autumn:
Dr Andrea Tricco and Dr David Tovey – Leading-edge work of the Journal of Clinical 
Epidemiology and the JCE Research Integrity Series 

Denisse Albornoz and Nicole Mwananshiku – report by the Royal Society on Artificial 
Intelligence

Silvia Dobre – Sharing the work of the International Centre for the Study of Research

• Specialised conferences:
MetaScience 2025 conference https://metascience.info/

https://evir.org/events-and-resources/events/


Panel discussion summaries



Question 1: AI -
friend or foe?



Panel session – question 1
Is AI a friend or foe?

The debate on whether AI is a friend or foe underscores the complex and multifaceted nature of artificial intelligence. Evaluating AI requires specificity 
and context, as AI cannot be broadly classified as entirely beneficial or harmful. Comprehensive evaluation should encompass not just the AI model itself 
but also the surrounding processes and social contexts. Important considerations include the environmental impact, such as energy and water 
consumption, labour practices involved in the creation and maintenance of AI systems, and inherent biases. These factors are critical in discussions about 
the ethical and responsible use of AI, particularly in research settings.

One key perspective highlights AI as a versatile tool with diverse applications. While AI holds significant potential, there is a risk of misuse if its 
capabilities and limitations are not thoroughly understood. Drawing parallels to tools like Google, this viewpoint emphasizes the importance of users 
critically assessing and verifying information. Proper training and education on AI’s limitations are essential to prevent misuse. Furthermore, 
distinguishing between AI for automation and AI for augmentation is crucial. A collaborative approach, where AI enhances human capabilities rather than 
replaces them, is seen as more beneficial, especially in scientific research. This approach fosters a deeper understanding of AI’s role, emphasizing that AI 
should be viewed as providing statistical outputs rather than absolute truths.

Additionally, the broader sociotechnical system surrounding AI must be considered. AI itself is morally neutral; its impact depends on how it is integrated 
and utilized. Recognizing the human role within AI systems is vital. Different levels of AI usage, from generating literature reviews to summarizing 
research articles, offer varying degrees of benefit and risk. Understanding these nuances allows for more effective and responsible AI implementation. 
Introducing skills training and safeguards can enhance AI reliability, ensuring it serves as a friend rather than a foe.

Another important point is the need to shift from abstract evaluations of AI to context-specific analyses. Evaluating AI systems within their particular use 
cases helps identify potential risks and benefits more accurately. This shift in focus requires understanding the processes embedded around AI models 
and the broader systems in which they operate. It also involves recognizing the general-purpose nature of many AI models, which makes predicting their 
behaviour in specific contexts challenging. This understanding can lead to more responsible deployment of AI systems by addressing their broader 
societal implications.

Moreover, the ethical considerations surrounding AI cannot be overlooked. Ethical behaviour in AI development and usage is paramount, akin to the 
ethical standards upheld in scientific research. This includes transparency in AI development, accountability for decisions made by AI systems, and 
ensuring that AI usage aligns with societal values. The development and deployment of AI should also consider privacy concerns and the potential for 
bias, ensuring that AI systems do not perpetuate existing inequalities or create new ones.

Finally, viewing AI as part of a broader sociotechnical system highlights the importance of human involvement in AI processes. Users and developers play 
crucial roles in shaping how AI is applied and ensuring that it serves beneficial purposes. This perspective encourages ongoing dialogue between AI 
developers, users, and policymakers to create robust frameworks for AI governance. By fostering collaboration and continuous learning, society can 
better navigate the challenges and opportunities presented by AI, ensuring that it acts as a friend rather than a foe in various contexts.



Question 2: Can AI 
reduce research 
bureaucracy?



Panel session – question 2
Can AI reduce research bureaucracy?

The panellists expressed cautious optimism about AI's potential to reduce research bureaucracy. They agreed that AI tools, particularly generative 
AI, can be very good at producing and summarising text, which are common tasks in academia. However, they emphasised the importance of 
human oversight and sanity checking to ensure the accuracy of AI-generated content. They also acknowledged the potential risks associated with 
relying on AI for bureaucratic tasks. These risks include the potential for AI to make mistakes, leading to compounding errors throughout the 
process. Additionally, they express concerns about AI systems becoming too influential in decision-making processes, potentially dictating what 
is considered "good" or "bad" based on biased data.

To mitigate these risks, there were suggestions for AI to be used to augment human capabilities rather than replace them entirely. Panellists 
emphasised the need for strong redress mechanisms to allow individuals impacted by AI decisions to challenge and potentially overturn those 
decisions if they believe they were made incorrectly.

Overall, the discussion led to recognising AI as a potentially powerful tool for reducing research bureaucracy, but also emphasised the 
importance of careful implementation and ongoing human oversight to ensure accuracy, fairness, and accountability.

Specific areas where AI was seen as a potentially good technology to reduce bureaucracy were:

1. Administrative work

Email management: AI can prioritise and even respond to routine emails, freeing up valuable time for researchers and educators.

Report generation: Drafting reports and generating data summaries can be efficiently managed by AI

Grading assistance: AI-driven tools can assist in grading assignments and exams, particularly for large classes, ensuring consistency and saving 
time.

2. Processing data

3. Supporting delivery of literature reviews

While the potential benefits can be seen, the discussion also underscored several challenges associated with integrating AI into academic 
workflows, including dependency risks, ensuring accuracy and implementing ethical and privacy considerations:



Question 3: How will 
AI impact research 

integrity?



Panel session – question 3
How will AI influence research integrity?

The third question addressed by the panel looked at the impact of AI on research integrity, exploring issues of bias and regulation to 
maintain a high standard within the research sector. Many of the panellists agreed that AI has the potential to magnify ‘existing 
behaviours and existing things that work well’ in terms of ethics and productivity as it is a tool that – when utilised correctly – can be 
highly beneficial. However, like any research tool, there is the potential for AI to be misused, thus negatively impacting research 
integrity. Therefore, researchers need to be given adequate training on how to utilise AI throughout the research process to preserve 
the integrity of the field.

The question of regulation was a key theme of the discussion, with a plethora of potential issues arising. As AI is a relatively new 
technology, there are many unknowns within the field, meaning that a period of experimentation is required before strict regulations 
are implemented in order for its full potential to be realised. Panellists mentioned the utility of AI within research and the importance of 
not limiting this with human bias. However, the importance of involving communities in discussions around AI was stressed, particularly 
as marginalised communities may be least likely to use AI but are the most affected by the supply chains of the resources required for 
AI to function. Therefore, whilst human bias should not overregulate AI and its potential uses, the cost of deploying it should be 
thoroughly understood to ensure that it does not perpetuate existing exploitation.

The issue of bureaucracy was also discussed, questioning how it will be impacted by AI and whether it is useful in itself. Panellists 
emphasised how bureaucracy is crucial within research to protect groups and individuals, and it is also a very much accepted part of 
the research sector. Thus, if there is no regulation of AI, there is the potential for it to be used exploitatively, as a shortcut, or not at all. 
With this in mind, guidance and training on how to use AI would be useful in the research sector, although the scope should be broad 
to prevent limitations from human bias.

At the core of this debate though is a key lesson: we must remember that AI is a tool – it should be there to compliment our research, 
not dominate it. If this is kept in mind, research integrity will be supported by AI.





Panel session highlights

“But by ensuring that the 
limitations are properly 

managed, I think it [AI] could 
also be a friend.” Bartosz – 12 

min 44 sec

“I think when we're 
approaching the question of 

like whether it's good or 
bad to use these [AI] 

systems inside
the research is really 

important to be clear on 
that context of where 

you're interested in using it” 
Mahi – 7 mins 40 sec

"A barrier to deploying these systems is 
people not having clarity around how 

they should or shouldn't be using them.” 
Mahi – 50 min 37 seconds

“I think in general AI will 
probably end up magnifying 

existing behaviours and 
existing things that work 

well and work not so well.” 
Giovanni – 38 mins 03 sec

"Bias is something that we 
have to keep an eye on and we 
have to have better strategies 
for measuring and evaluating.” 

Denis – 46 mins 20 sec
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Key links

Padlet: access registry updates, information about 
upcoming events, and information about our network.

RoR Registry: view projects on research practice added to 
the registry.

Panel Discussion Recording: catch up with our expert-led 
panel discussion. https://youtu.be/ESXH5otDwrw

Lightning talks: catch up with the presentations at the 
festival https://youtu.be/cB3bVGnqt_U

https://padlet.com/sfk1g20/research-on-research-hub-and-registry-ytlcvttzmzowfjn9
https://ror-hub.org/registry/
https://youtu.be/ESXH5otDwrw
https://sotonac.sharepoint.com/teams/RoRregistryandhubFestival2024/_layouts/15/stream.aspx?id=%2Fteams%2FRoRregistryandhubFestival2024%2FShared%20Documents%2FGeneral%2FZoom%20recordings%20and%20chat%2FGMT20240516%2D130019%5FRecording%5F640x360%2Emp4&referrer=StreamWebApp%2EWeb&referrerScenario=AddressBarCopied%2Eview%2Efc36d825%2D8acf%2D49ec%2Da387%2Dd84de73f26e8
https://sotonac.sharepoint.com/teams/RoRregistryandhubFestival2024/_layouts/15/stream.aspx?id=%2Fteams%2FRoRregistryandhubFestival2024%2FShared%20Documents%2FGeneral%2FZoom%20recordings%20and%20chat%2FGMT20240516%2D130019%5FRecording%5F640x360%2Emp4&referrer=StreamWebApp%2EWeb&referrerScenario=AddressBarCopied%2Eview%2Efc36d825%2D8acf%2D49ec%2Da387%2Dd84de73f26e8
https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fyoutu.be%2FcB3bVGnqt_U&data=05%7C02%7Cars%40ecs.soton.ac.uk%7C612aeddb8da5414fc1cd08dc967b6cdd%7C4a5378f929f44d3ebe89669d03ada9d8%7C0%7C0%7C638550704043941365%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=eRm%2BacpMF2ksRrNXMa3fNiVNJnr3fLTjKaLN6Z1zcQ4%3D&reserved=0


Key links

Live Illustrator Time Lapse: watch our live illustrator, 
Oguzhan, from LiveDoodle create a real-time 
infographic about the topics discussed by our panel.

Lightning talks posters and recordings: catch up with 
the eight lightning talks presented during our event.

https://sotonac.sharepoint.com/:v:/r/teams/RoRregistryandhubFestival2024/Shared%20Documents/General/Post%20event/LiveIllustrator-AIandResearch.mp4?csf=1&web=1&e=EFkMmg
https://sotonac.sharepoint.com/:f:/r/teams/RoRregistryandhubFestival2024/Shared%20Documents/General/Lightning%20talks/Final%20videos%20and%20posters?csf=1&web=1&e=wCKThI
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