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NIH mulls rules for validating key results
MEeReDITH WabmaN 20135 85185 Vol. 500 (14-16)

ARBROBREDOESH, FAULBBELLB > TV,
BREOGVRXERILCERAOINTUHRFSEREZEMT I LETELVDT,
L OAREEZRHEL TWVS NIH (3,

WM OAARHBE CEREARB LRI I L TART LROHIL,

BREOME
HREROBREDES CREMTL
BREITWERKER (NIH) 3. —30
MRERCHL T, TALRERTS
HEHEERBESLB>TVS.

i
4

‘r

2011 §9A

N1 TILD, 67070527 b
FIEF39D2 T, HATESNET—
FERERSNTVBRT—IORBICF—
HhbBaILEHRKALR,

2012538

TLAZ N, S3FXOEELRL
D35, AHOBEENZODMEE
BRTELEORDTNM 1% LA
Mol RELE,

2013%F1A8

Science Exchange # DEEFEEF
# Elizabeth lorns (BEE) ', # )
SHIVERXDESE 2 72000 AL
HUT, BFOEBROENEEHCF
BELTELWESREEZS, 1T
Z EEELRFEE DI 2000 AL,

2013%5A

MD 7 Y5 —Yohhtrd—07 >
— MREORR. EEEOBFEN.
RETNTVIRXOT—YEZBRL
FSELTERMULEBEN BB L H
oo r,

20135 7H
Science Exchange #t h%, MR O
IR (CES - BT Z 7075 A
®1ubLEFE,



BESEFRIZ, LLTFDYINNZHEHFFHAAIEZTTo/=. HAVNLEFEZDH S
ITEIZFIT O/ = CENDBEEZ /- HFHEDENE (##3,247 A )

WA HAEIWNEIAET—RTFEMAT-] 0.3%
MOHAREBEDTATATE. RANDFFREZDELGL, 1.4
HOENWIRFZS REIICFERLT:

FHHERE - KEAEOH W EICHIEDLEERS 1.4
o568 FRE=Lo71-

BODETHAREFET ST 22 2RLEGEMI T 6.0
X NEF T E YN -5 TRELT: 10.0

HMADREDHLIT—E2PRBEHL T —2ERER 12 5
mo L=

AIEFEEFEWNSERIZIT T, EESE R OT —32F 90T 15.3
MNSERAALT=

R EETEESIEREAMNSDIEHAIZE-T. HAETDOFTHF 15.5
A . FE.BREZEXEEL-

A oO T OREWNNFUINTSRE T2 5=OIZF k= 23.0
=L 71=

OO IO IEEEFEEFEIEICIRE LA FES
Nof=

2005%F nature’™@ EZ 4 L ICHAEBRESER LEER KLY



BEFREZEZITON (A
AvY EIK)

A - R
$E0

FFEE -

HEFMREOFEHGHLME AXOV I ELE Eist 2011



LIND b TPHE—

X-1FERUX2FICRITEN

XX EIZTI A=K
B

X-1ERUX2FIZHITIN
fa D




naturc
.

9. 116 |

20134F






1985
1988
1991
1994
1997
2000
2003
2006

FFTEIXRE (RXBEPE) OH
Eh52003FETEIBFEME CHEBRFERAN)
55 TR PEMTBERBIRAHRAN

300000 -

i
i
i
i

250000

200000

150000

100000

50000

0

RFRE

1960 1991 2000 2008

FREAHE
. BLtz=a8T



0.45
04
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

RFHATIEO TFHBRRE

(EDEEOHERALRER EOEDIADOIELREETER

m 988
2009
=

= 42 )UCﬂ—'F *i‘é'ﬂ—i‘

T—AR Z2ELY  http://tmaita77.blogspot.jp/2013/01/blog-post_15.html



= F AR OEHH

EH1-12 EiXFOEMTERIADELLEDH

% b2
|
o (RS 1)
50
. T
40 _
——
30 e S EITT
i B - Bh=F
20
o "?_.____.gﬁ':‘,::-
0

20054 20064 20074 20084 20094

N ILITBUEAN. ERNXFEAFORZEMBRED (ETR2EXFE) ICH
I HERRME



RA FYITERDRAES

42330007830 H MRT EEELTWVS

/4
My AEOMBISE (230A0) BEES 10 KANIS—FOBLHEBHR (2013 £ 1 AERH)
‘ 0298 LT O30~348 035~398% oa0m Ll b O B3 ‘
BE1£(10,391.0) 25.0% 40.1% 19.9% 15.0%
| | | | | | |
1t (3,846.0) 20.0% 36.7% 23.1% 20.2%
£{%(14,237.0) 23.6% 39.2% 20.7% 16.4%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

RAMFOA—FDER - HEERICEET %R

T —XZE - SHHRH#E~DEHRE
(2012 F£EEF) — EMIR

BBl - 2B

XHEABEOHERLY



IR FEERED
KA RO %A

HY

!

&L

EMEEOMETHCETSHAE201 2 PR - FHBEHARR



IEFREAN OBITEXPZELLTF

HLE
(RARES5—)

KRR b Y3 —DERBAOBITICEAT HBR
PR - FITBUERDZERT



KF. BZEF

BRILE

301

BEHERIRetc

)
R
1
L




EXRF=ERXRy IR, 5

: i D
LEPI 2 Lokt !
- FREHE ]
HERZE y

#E%’Ika&\
Ly L

;&



FREXF Y Y TIZDODNTELES ?

F<EELES
7%

-FICEELE

P
42%

BAZENBIRE £HRICEHTBEIHEE (KRR FY) RTICEHHBIBRCEAFBFFORK L FE
http://www.scj.go.jp/ja/info/kohyo/pdf/kohyo-21-t| 35-1.pdf



#HEH [\ LTLhvaEn

-

TFE
[ZEE
=t A

13

\_ J

BHAXZF

RRERLZFEX

-

-
IN—/\— ]

DAEEHBA i

13

B
HdD
sk
4
\A/h/

A

dA=w b
) — 4 —
=t A1




BARDIELESIET 7O

/E$t\
& A D
B=Ed




?E' ‘*(i Wﬁ &R




\\\: | I
mn




- BHAXRFEREH 2012

BN D D7
H B —XE

b DERICFIA




%
20
18 Mg || BIXRFEANME ]
(1995) (2004)
16 |
14 RAF21BAN || ER40E
FTiE (1996) (2006~)
12 |
10 E g EtE
(1991)
8 =
6 KERERIE (19904
4
2
0
197577 79 81 83 85 87 89 91 93 95 97 99200103 05 07 0920114
B F - HEEE(10614F) —e—HETFEFREHE(10614)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1241/johokanri.56.156



TﬁEf\Eﬁ\ I%&n\l!f ﬁﬁ

BRI B B EE
SART R WRNEE
FhAETE & OM LR BRELGESENERLL
AFINT v TIC
BETZTWL S
‘ Tﬁ:l:l:z:qg: EE REMEIZZ LS

/\ BN-FERERAL

STHEETZEL

Y

s BEFNMIUTESAL




News ; Science ) Peer review and scientific publishing

Nobel winner declares boycott of top

science journals

Randy Schekman says his lab will no longer send papers to
Nature, Cell and Science as they distort scientific process

lan Sample, science correspondent
W Follow @iansample % Follow @guardian

The Guardian, Monday 9 December 2013 1942 GMT
E] Jump to comments (298)

Randy Schekman, centre, at a Nobel prize ceremaony in Staockholm. Photograph: Rob
SchoenbaumZuma Press/Caorbis
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D * RA HOME INSPIRATION AND GOOD PRACTICES A LETTER TO THOMSON REUTERS fl

Declaration on Research Assessment

The San Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment (DORA), initiated by the American Society for Cell Biology (ASCB) together with a group of
editors and publishers of scholarly journals, recognizes the need to improve the ways in which the outputs of scientific research are evaluated.
The group met in December 2012 during the ASCB Annual Meeting in San Francisco and subsequently circulated a draft declaration among various

stakeholders. DORA as it now stands has benefited from input by many of the original signers listed below. It is a worldwide initiative covering all
scholarly disciplines. We encourage individuals and organizations who are concerned about the appropriate assessment of scientific research to

sign DORA.
San Francisco

Download the Declaration Download the DORA Logeo Download the DORA Poster
(PDF) (ZIP) (PDF) D !E R !

San Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment - Declaration on Research Assessment

Putting science into the assessment of research

There is a pressing need to improve the ways in which the output of scientific research is evaluated by funding IMPORTANT
agencies, academic institutions, and other parties.

DEVELOPMENTS
To address this issue, a group of editors and publishers of scholarly journals met during the Annual Meeting of The The conversation about
American Society for Cell Biology (ASCB) in San Francisco, CA, on December 16, 2012. The group developed a set of research assessment

recommendations, referred to as the San Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment. We invite interested
parties across all scientific disciplines to indicate their support by adding their names to this Declaration.

continues__..
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The outputs from scientific research are many and varied, including: research articles reporting new knowledge, Inspiration and Good
Practices on Research

data, reagents, and software; intellectual property; and highly trained young scientists. Funding agencies, Asessment
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The European Charter for

Researchers
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