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General	Scope

Does	the	report	include	an	executive	summary?

Is	the	report	clear	and	understandable?

Are	the	allegation(s)	clearly	presented?

Is	the	charge	to	the	committee	clearly	described?

Is	the	scope	of	the	investigation	suf=icient	to	address	the	scienti=ic	
integrity	issues?

Investigative	Committee

Is	the	committee	appropriately	constituted	to	carry	out	its	charge?

Are	there	any	external	members	on	the	committee?

Does	the	report	state	whether	potential	con=licts	of	interest	for	committee	
members	were	reviewed?

Did	the	report	indicate	that	standards	of	due	process	and	con=identiality	were	
followed?

Did	the	respondent	have	an	opportunity	to	identify	con=licts?

Do	you	have	any	concern	that	the	investigative	committee	lacked	access	to	
necessary	expertise	or	resources	for	a	thorough	investigation?

Evidence

Did	the	report	indicate	if	evidence	was	properly	sequestered	and	protected	
from	tampering?

Is	there	a	description	of	the	evidence	considered	in	the	investigation?

Was	the	respondent	offered	an	opportunity	to	respond?

Did	the	committee	consider	and	address	whether	important	evidence	was	
unavailable	to	them?

If	seemingly	pertinent	evidence	was	not	reviewed,	is	that	explained?

Is	there	a	need	for	further	evidence	or	additional	analysis?

Is	there	a	list	of	individuals	who	were	interviewed?

Were	there	others	who	should	have	been	interviewed?

Are	there	additional	questions	that	should	have	been	asked	or	evidence	
examined	in	the	report	to	reach	a	supportable	conclusion?

Conclusion

Does	the	report	clearly	state	its	=indings?

Does	the	report	clearly	state	its	conclusions?

Check	one:
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Reviewer feedback 
In	addition	to	checklist	items	listed	above,	authors	bene=it	from	receiving	qualitative	feedback	
from	reviewers.	Please	comment	as	appropriate	on	the	quality	of	the	report	in	following	areas:.	

1. Is	the	charge	clearly	stated?	

2. Was	the	investigation	well	designed	and	executed?	

3. Are	the	conclusions	of	the	report	justi=ied	by	the	contents	of	the	report?		

4. Other	comments:	

Please	provide	your	overall	assessment	of	this	investigation	report,	taking	into	account	all	the	
elements	included	in	the	previous	sections.	Please	check	one: 
	Report	acceptable	as	is		

	Minor	revisions	needed	

	Major	revisions	and/or	additional	
investigative	actions	needed	

	Report	is	not	acceptable	

Does	the	evidence	fully	support	the	conclusions	of	the	report?

Does	the	investigation	articulate	and	apply	relevant	institutional	policies?

Are	the	recommendations	clear	and	supported	by	the	report?

Does	the	report	describe	and	address	requirements	of	external	sponsors	
regulations	and	how	the	requirements	are	met?
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はじめに

　一般財団法人公正研究推進協会（Association 

for the Promotion of Research Integrity、略称 

APRIN）は、わが国における公正な研究の推

進に寄与すべく、学術研究に深くかかわる有志

によって2016年4月1日に設立された。APRIN

の事業は、これまでCITI Japanの名称で知られ

てきた研究倫理に関する教材の配信等、公正な

研究の推進に不可欠な理念の具現化である。そ

の一環として、2017年7月には医生命科学系分

科会に研究不正調査標準化会議を発足させ、9

回にわたる会議開催を通して「研究不正調査の

手続きと報告書の標準化に向けて〜着眼点と自

己チェック項目〜」（以下、着眼点および自己

チェック項目）を作成、国内に広く発信するこ

ととした。

背景

　わが国の大学等の研究機関において研究不正

が相次いで表面化するにつれて、公的研究資金

科学
社会

研究不正調査に際しての
着眼点および自己チェック項目
―調査の手続きと報告書の標準化に向けて

と

一般財団法人公正研究推進協会 医生命科学系分科会 研究不正調査標準化会議

の提供者である官庁等は研究不正行為に関する

ガイドラインを策定し、各研究機関が不正行

為に対して厳格に対応することを求めるように

なった。これらガイドラインは研究不正調査に

関する一般的事項を記載するものの、不正の判

断基準など具体的事項について明記したもので

はない。そのため、研究不正疑惑が生じた際、

当該研究機関は報告書を作り上げるまでに多大

な労力と時間を費やさねばならないという問題

が生じている。報告書を管轄省庁あるいは研究

助成機関に提出した際、調査の手続きや報告書

の記載に不備を指摘され、修正あるいは再調査

を余儀なくされる場合もある。

「着眼点および自己チェック項目」の
内容と特徴

　今回、APRINが作成した「着眼点および自

己チェック項目」では、研究不正の告発の受理

から調査報告書の作成までを、ほぼ時系列に

沿って各段階に分け、それぞれの過程における

注意事項を箇条書きにまとめた。さらに、これ

P
rofile
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調査の着眼点および自己チェック項目

告
発

1 告発に対して、予備調査委員会を設置したか。

2 本調査（調査委員会の設置）を行わない場合、その理由を告発者に通知したか。

委
員
会
の
適
正

3 調査委員会は十分な見識を持った委員から構成されていたか。

4 調査委員会に外部委員が半数以上含まれていたか。

5 個々の委員について利益相反の有無を検討し、必要な対応を行ったか。

6 委員会ないし研究機関自身が持ちうる利益相反を検討し、必要な対応を行ったか。

関
係
者
の

権
利
確
保

7 委員の構成に関して、告発者および被告発者に意見を述べる機会が与えられたか。

8 被告発者に対して反論ないし弁明の機会が与えられ、その反論ないし弁明に公平に対応したか。

9 告発者・被告発者を含む関係者の権利は確保されたか。

調
査
の
プ
ロ
セ
ス

10 調査委員会の設置理由を文部科学省等の該当する公的機関に説明したか。

11 予備調査の段階から、証拠の保全に関して十分に努めたか。

12 調査範囲は不正の有無を審査する上で適切なものであったか。

13 告発事項および関連ある発表・報告等、審査の対象とすべきものについて調査が十分に図られたか。

14 証拠として調査の対象としたものは適切であったか。

15 調査において、必要な資料の入手に十分努めたか。

16 調査の上で必要な関係者からの聴取が十分に図られたか。

17 著者・共著者の不正への関与の調査が行われたか。

18 関係者に対する調査記録が保管されているか。

19 認定は調査内容に裏付けられているか。

20 不正行為が行われなかったと認定した際、告発が不適切であったかを検討するとともに、告発者に通知したか。

21 調査委員会の裁定に対して、告発者および被告発者に不服申し立ての機会を与えたか。

報
告
書

22 要約および解説の項が設けられているか。

23 告発内容が明示されているか。

24 告発内容が、不正調査対象とするに相応しいと判断した理由が記載されているか。

25 必要と思われるが入手できなかった証拠、ないし実施しえなかった関係者からの聴取について、その内容が理由と
ともに記載がなされているか。

26 報告書は証拠をもとに結論に至った過程を論理立てて説明しているか。

27 研究助成機関に報告書を提出したのち、不正については調査内容を公表したか。

措
置

28 研究不正行為と外部資金との関係を調査し、適切な時期に執行停止措置を勧告したか。

29 研究成果発表の誤りを公表ないし掲載誌に指摘することを行ったか。

30 被告発者に不正行為が認定された論文等の取り下げを勧告したか。

ル
ー
ル
と

の
整
合
性

31 調査は機関が定める手続きに合致したものであったか。

32 調査は国ないし研究助成機関のルールに合致したものであったか。
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らに続き、「措置」として外部資金執行の停止

措置と論文撤回の勧告について、「ルールとの

整合性」として、研究機関・国・研究助成機関

のルール・手続きと調査との整合性への留意を

追記した。これらの注意事項は、調査における

着眼点であると同時に、報告書を作成する上で

の自己チェック項目でもある。

　「着眼点および自己チェック項目」の作成に

当たっては、生命科学領域における研究不正

のみならず、人文・社会科学を含めたすべての

学術分野における研究不正の調査への適用を視

野に入れる一方、文部科学省指針（「研究活動

における不正行為への対応等に関するガイドラ

イン」2014.8.26）および2017年12月に米国シカ

ゴで開催された有識者会議（Experts Meeting）

を土台として発表された論文（注）を参考にした。

Gunsalusらも研究不正調査における注意点をリ

ストとして発表しているが、そのリストが専ら

調査後に行う調査手順と報告書の適否の検討を

主眼としているのに対して、本会議では国内的

な状況やルールにも照らし合わせ、調査委員会

が調査を行う際に着眼すべき項目のリスト化を

心掛けた。なお、今後、学術研究における方法

が変化するに従い、研究公正・不正に関する概

念も変化することが予想される。そうした変化

に対応して、「着眼点および自己チェック項目」

も適宜修正する必要があることを付記する。

謝辞

　この「着眼点および自己チェック項目」の作

成に当たっては、米国Department of Health and 

Human ServicesのOffice of Research Integrity

（ORI）の Susan Garfinkel氏（前Director of 

the Division of Investigative Oversight, ORI）、

Zoë Hammatt 氏（元 Director of the Division 

of Education and Integrity, ORI）および Ivan 

Oransky氏（Co-founder, Retraction Watch）、さ

らに文部科学省、独立行政法人日本学術振興会、

国立研究開発法人科学技術振興機構および国立

研究開発法人日本医療研究開発機構の方々から

ご意見をいただいた。

利益相反

　この着眼点および自己チェック項目は特定の

個人ないし団体から資金を得て作成されたもの

ではない。

医生命科学系分科会 研究不正調査標準化会議の参加者（五十音順）
相原博昭（東京大学）、浅島誠（東京大学名誉教授）、有江文栄（上智大学）、市川家國（信州大学）、木村穣（東海大学）、
黒木登志夫（東京大学名誉教授）、Robert Geller （東京大学名誉教授）、近藤尚己（東京大学）、塩見美喜子（東京大学）、
篠原彰（大阪大学）、代田浩之（順天堂大学）、中山和久（京都大学）、新田孝作（東京女子医科大学）、野内玲（信州大学）、
波多野和男（アステラス製薬）、伏木信次（京都府立医科大学名誉教授）、藤原康弘（国立がん研究センター）、
札野順（東京工業大学）、本間利夫（信州大学）、三木浩一（慶應義塾大学）、森田育男（お茶の水女子大学）、
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注

Gunsalus et al. Institutional research misconduct reports 
need more credibility. JAMA 319: 1315-1316, 2018.
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Checklist for Investigating Allegations of Research Misconduct  
Association for the Promotion of Research Integrity (APRIN), Japan 

Allegation 1 Was a preliminary investigation conducted by a committee in         
response to the allegation? 

2 If no formal investigation was conducted (i.e., if an         
investigation committee was not formed), was the complainant        
informed of the reason for this? 

Fairness and 
Competence 
of the 
Committee 

3 Did the members of the investigation committee have adequate         
knowledge and experience? 

4 Were half or more of the investigation committee members         
recruited from outside the institution where misconduct is        
alleged to have occurred? 

5 Were possible conflicts of interest examined and, if necessary,         
dealt with for each individual committee member? 

6 Were possible conflicts of interest of the committee as a whole           
and/or the research institution(s) itself (themselves) examined       
and, if necessary, dealt with? 

Protection of 
the Rights of 
Persons 
Involved 

7 Were both the complainant and the respondent given the         
opportunities to express their opinions about the members of         
the investigation committee? 

8 Was the respondent given sufficient opportunity to rebut or         
defend against the allegations, and was the rebuttal or defense          
dealt with fairly? 

9 Were the rights of individuals involved, including those of the          
complainant and the respondent, protected? 

Investigation 
Process 

10 Was the reason for establishing the investigation committee        
explained to cognizant public office(s), such as that in the          
Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and       
Technology? 

11 Did the committee make best efforts to preserve all evidence          
intact, starting from the preliminary investigation stage? 

12 Did the investigation cover all points necessary and appropriate         
for determining the occurrence or absence of research        
misconduct? 

13 Did the committee carry out its investigation of the allegations          
thoroughly, including examination of relevant publications and       
reports? 

14 Were the materials considered as evidence appropriate? 
15 Did the committee make best efforts to obtain all materials          

necessary to reach a conclusion? 

資料４



 16 Did the committee make best efforts to interview all people          
involved in and critical for the investigation? 

 17 Did the committee investigate the possible involvement of other         
researcher(s), author or co-author(s) in the alleged misconduct? 

 18 Is the record of the investigation of the persons concerned being           
preserved properly? 

 19 Are the conclusions supported by the findings from the         
investigation? 

 20 When the conclusion of the investigation was “no misconduct,”         
was the original allegation re-evaluated to determine whether or         
not it was appropriate, and was the complainant informed of the           
conclusions? 

 21 Was the complainant or the respondent given the opportunity to          
appeal against the conclusions of the investigation committee? 

Investigation 
Report 

22 Does the report include a summary and an explanation of the           
reasons for the conclusion? 

 23 Does the report clearly describe the substance of the allegation? 
 24 Does the report describe the reason why the allegation was          

considered to merit a formal misconduct investigation? 
 25 If there is any evidence and/or interviews that was considered          

necessary but could not be obtained, does the report describe          
their nature, together with the reasons they were unavailable? 

 26 Does the report logically explain the process that led to the           
evidence-based conclusion? 

 27 After submitting the report to the funding agency, if there was a            
finding of misconduct by the investigation committee, was it         
disclosed to the public? 

Actions 28 Was the connection between the alleged research misconduct        
and external funding examined, and was a recommendation        
made in a timely fashion to suspend use of the fund(s)? 

 29 Were the errors in research publications made public and/or         
was  the journal that published the research notified? 

 30 Was the respondent advised to withdraw the article(s) in which          
research misconduct was found? 

Conformity 
with Rules 

31 Was the investigation conducted in conformity with the rules         
and regulations of the institution? 

 32 Was the investigation conducted in conformity with the rules         
and regulations of the government and/or funding agency? 
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APRINチェックリストに対するネット上の反応

第２弾：近々発表

WHO連携機関からの APRINチェックリストを含む連携活動の申入れ
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2019年7月
一般財団法人公正研究推進協会（APRIN）

新領域教材一覧（2018年度以降）

技術者向けの倫理(RCE)：５単元

1 技術倫理 ～技術者の観点から～

2 技術開発におけるリスクマネジメント

3 情報技術に関する倫理

4 技術開発における技術データの取り扱いに関する倫理Ⅰ・Ⅱ （仮）

5 技術と社会（仮）

※4・5の英語版作成については未定

人文社会科学研究の質的向上のために（仮）：２単元

1 人文・社会科学分野における研究の質と研究公正性との関係（仮）

2 人文・社会科学の学問特性と研究不正（仮）

※英語版作成については未定

中等教育教材(RSE)：２単元

1 中等教育における研究倫理：基礎編 日本語版公開中（１単元）　2018年12月より

2 中等教育における研究倫理：実践編 日本語版作成中（１単元）　2019年度中公開予定

※英語版作成予定なし

学部導入教材（ICF）：１単元

1 大学初年次向け研究倫理教育 日本語版公開中（１単元）　2019年3月より

※英語版作成予定なし

安全保障貿易管理（輸出管理）教材(SEC)：１単元

1 　大学等における安全保障輸出管理
日本語版公開中（１単元）　2019年3月より

英語版作成中（１単元）　2019年秋公開予定

【既存領域への新規追加】　領域：人を対象とした研究（HSR）

1 人を対象とする医学系研究 日本語版公開中（１単元）　2019年4月より

※英語版作成については未定

AMED支援 国際誌プロジェクト：２５単元

1. データの再現性の確保へ向けた行動（１９単元）

1 データシェアリング

2 研究のモニタリング

3 データの管理

4 データのモニタリング

5 画像操作の制限

6 研究の再現性の適正な表現と信頼性

7 国際誌が求める統計：チェックリストの活用

8 正しいデータの記述の仕方

9 記述統計量とグラフの描き方

10 検定とP値：統計的エビデンスとは

11 多重性の問題：研究計画の重要性

12
症例数の設計：信頼できるエビデンスを得るために
症例数は計画時に必ず決めておく

13
検定の選び方：検定は結論を変え得る！
不適切な検定を故意に選ぶのは不正行為

14 多変量解析

15 線形回帰モデル

16 ロジスティック回帰モデル

17 生存時間解析

18 比例ハザード回帰モデル

19 無作為化

2. データの客観性の確保へ向けた行動（１単元）

20 利益相反の開示と管理
日本語版公開中（１単元）　2019年3月より

英語版作成中（１単元）　公開日未定

日本語版公開中（３単元）　2018年12月より
英語版作成中（３単元）　2019年度中公開予定

日本語版作成中（２単元）
2019年度中公開予定

日本語版作成中（２単元）
2019年度中公開予定

日本語版公開中（１９単元）
９単元： 2018年4月より
10単元：2019年4月より

英語版公開中（６単元）
１単元：2018年4月より
５単元：2019年4月より

英語版作成中（４単元）　公開日未定
※ほか9単元の英語版作成については未定
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3. 研究対象の保護へ向けた行動（２単元）

21 研究対象者の保護

22 動物を用いた研究論文：国際学術誌の投稿規定とARRIVEガイドライン

4. その他（３単元）

23 デュアル・ユース：研究がもたらす影響の多様性

24 著者の資格・権利・責任と盗用：医学・生命科学系国際学術誌の投稿規定

25 著作権と出版前の発表制限

AMED支援 研究者皆学修プロジェクト：１４単元

1 利益相反状態とは

2 ピア・レビュー

3 メンタリング

4 著者となる資格と、伴う責任

5 盗用と見なされる行為

6 研究者の責務

7 研究における不正行為

8 被検者保護

9 実験動物の扱い

10 研究安全対策

11 信頼性あるデータと解析

12 高い再現性を目指す義務

13 ヒトゲノム・遺伝子解析研究

14 公的資金の利用

日本語版公開中（３単元）　2019年3月より
英語版作成中（３単元）　公開日未定

日本語版作成中
2020年3月完成予定

日本語版作成中
2021年3月完成予定

日本語版公開中（２単元）　2019年3月より
英語版作成中（２単元）　公開日未定
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NEJMが過去に撤回した論文と理由のリスト 

「再現性」重視に関するNIHの発表と賛同の学術誌 



時差
研究者

現
国際誌規程

現

政

府

国

内

指

針

研究開始 発表
数年

問題発覚
数年

メディア

国民

政府監督機関

数年

国内指針に基づいた
研究倫理教材

国内指針に基づいた
研究不正審査 数年
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分担者間の調整（表現の統一、重複、共通す
る・・）？

・ 出発点で細部に亘る分担表を作成

・ 総論的な単元の草稿をいち早く準備（配布資料

3A,3B）

・ 草稿作成者間の相互査読

・ 継続性の確保（改善・調整・改訂の必要性）

教材の具体的例示

⑤
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Statistics Images/Photoes
Conflict of
Interest

Authorship
Data Deposit and

Storage
Materials and
Data Sharing

Human Rights
Protection

Animal Welfare Dual Use Copy Rights Embargo
Duplicate/Previou

s Publication
Guidelines

NEJM

Statistical Methods
The basis for these guidelines is
described in Bailar JC III, Mosteller
F. Guidelines for statistical reporting
in articles for medical journals:
amplifications and explanations. Ann
Intern Med 1988;108:266-73.
For the analysis of categorical
outcomes, exact methods or
asymptotic methods with
appropriate adjustments for small
sample size should be used when
the numbers of events are small.
Standard chi-squared or difference
in proportions tests can be used
when the sample sizes and
numbers of events are sufficiently
large.
When comparing measured
outcomes in two of more groups,
investigators should use tests that
control type I error given the
apparent distributions of the
measurements. For normally
distributed data, t tests are
appropriate, and t tests are also
robust to non-normal distributions
with sufficiently large sample sizes.
When the sample size is small and
prior evidence suggests that the
measurements are unlikely to be

MANIPULATION OF FIGURES
Please describe and clearly indicate all
modifications, selective digital
adjustments, or electronic
enhancements in all digital
images.Ensure that your figures meet
the following criteria:
• No specific feature in an image has
been anhanced, obscured, moved,
removed or introduced.
• Any adjustment to brightness, color,
or contrast has been made to the
entire image and does not
misrepresent any feature of the
original image
• No image has been duplicated within
the manuscript or published elsewhere.
• Original data from which the images
were prepared are available.  The
editors may requrest to see these data

FOR PHOTOGRAPHIC IMAGES
This refers to images containing
gradations of color or shades of gray
(such as photomicrographs, electron
micrographs, Western blots,
radiographic images, and ECG and EEG
tracings).
Send two electronic originals: one with
appropriate labeling and arrows
identifying structures and an indication

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
Authors of research articles should
disclose at the time of revision any
financial arrangement they may
have with a company whose
product is pertinent to the
submitted manuscript or with a
company making a competing
product. Such information will be
held in confidence while the paper
is under review and will not
influence the editorial decision, but
if the article is accepted for
publication, a disclosure statement
will appear with the article.

Because the essence of reviews
and editorials is selection and
interpretation of the literature, the
Journal expects that authors of
such articles will not have any
significant financial interest in a
company (or its competitor) that
makes a product discussed in the
article.

AUTHORSHIP
As stated in the ICMJE
Recommendations, credit for
authorship requires (a) substantial
contributions to the conception and
design; or the acquisition, analysis,
or interpretation of the data, (b) the
drafting of the article or critical
revision for important intellectual
content, (c) final approval of the
version to be published, and (d)
agreement to be accountable for all
aspects of the work in ensuring
that questions related to the
accuracy or integrity of any part of
the article are appropriately
investigated and resolved. Each
author must sign a statement
attesting that he or she fulfills the
authorship criteria of theICMJE
Recommendations. At least one
person’s name must accompany a
group name (e.g., Thelma J. Smith,
for the Boston Porphyria Group).
As part of the submission process,
authors must indicate whether any
writing assistance other than copy
editing was provided.

Any change in authorship after
submission must be approved in

x

ASSURANCES
In appropriate places in the
manuscript, please provide
the following items:
If applicable, a statement that
the research protocol was
approved by the relevant
institutional review boards or
ethics committees and that
all human participants gave
written informed consent
The identity of those who
analyzed the data.
For clinical trials, the
registration number and
registry name (see N Engl J
Med 2004;351:1250-1).
For studies containing
microarrays, the accession
numbers and repository name.

COPYRIGHT
The Massachusetts Medical Society
is the owner of all copyright to any
work published by the Society.
Authors agree to execute copyright
transfer forms as requested with
respect to their contributions
accepted by the Society. The
Society and its licensees have the
right to use, reproduce, transmit,
derive works from, publish, and
distribute the contribution, in the
Journal or otherwise, in any form or
medium. Authors may not use or
authorize the use of the
contribution without the Society’s
written consent, except as may be
allowed by U.S. fair-use law.
Additional information is available on
our copyright page.

THE WEEK BEFORE PUBLICATION

Each week, the issue is under
embargo until 5 PM Eastern time on
the Wednesday night prior to the

Thursday publication date. Our
media subscribers receive access
the previous Friday at 10 AM ET,
after which time authors may speak
to reporters. Reporters have agreed
not to publish or broadcast until
after the embargo lifts at 5 PM ET
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use the intervening days to prepare
their reports.  Example: If an article
is to be printed on Thursday, July 8,
an author may speak to a reporter
about the work after 10 AM ET July
2, but the news report is not to be
published or broadcast until 5 PM
ET Wednesday, July 7.
NEJM does not issue press
releases or video news releases to
its media subscribers, but we do
provide information on how to
reach the authors.
Authors have the option of
directing media calls to their
institutional press office. An
institutional press office may issue
an embargoed press release, but we
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Nature Cell Biology:
Biostatistics Check List

Image integrity
The policy outlined on this page applies
to the Nature journals (those with the
word "Nature" in their title). NPG
publishes many other journals, each of
which has separate publication policies
explained on its website. A current list
of these journals, with links to each
journal's homepage, is available.
Image integrity and standards
Images submitted with a manuscript for
review should be minimally processed
(for instance, to add arrows to a
micrograph). Authors should retain
their unprocessed data and metadata
files, as editors may request them to
aid in manuscript evaluation. If
unprocessed data are unavailable,
manuscript evaluation may be stalled
until the issue is resolved. All digitized
images submitted with the final revision
of the manuscript must be of high
quality and have resolutions of at least
300 d.p.i. for colour, 600 d.p.i. for
greyscale and 1,200 d.p.i. for line art.
A certain degree of image processing
is acceptable for publication (and for
some experiments, fields and

Competing financial interests
The policy outlined on this page
applies to Nature journals (those
with the word "Nature" in their
title). NPG publishes many other
journals, each of which has
separate publication policies
described on its website. A current
list of these journals, with links to
each journal's homepage is
available.
Nature journals' competing financial
interests policy
In the interests of transparency
and to help readers to form their
own judgements of potential bias,
Nature journals require authors to
declare to the editors any
competing financial interests in
relation to the work described. The
corresponding author is responsible
for submitting a competing financial
interests statement on behalf of all
authors of the paper. Authors
submitting their manuscripts using
the journal's online manuscript
tracking system are required to
make their declaration as part of

Authorship
The policy outlined on this page
applies to Nature journals (those
with the word "Nature" in their
title). NPG publishes many other
journals, each of which has
separate publication policies
described on its website. A current
list of these journals, with links to
each journal's homepage is
available.
Nature journals' authorship policy
Being an author 
The Nature journals do not require
all authors of a research paper to
sign the letter of submission, nor
do they impose an order on the list
of authors. Submission to a Nature
journal is taken by the journal to
mean that all the listed authors
have agreed all of the contents,
including the author list and author
contributions statements. The
corresponding author is responsible
for having ensured that this
agreement has been reached, that
all authors have agreed to be so
listed and approved the manuscript

Mandates for specific datasets
For the following types of data set,
submission to a community-
endorsed, public repository is
mandatory. Accession numbers
must be provided in the paper.
Examples of appropriate public
repositories are listed below.

Mandatory deposition
Suitable repositories
Protein sequences
Uniprot
DNA and RNA sequences
Genbank
 
DNA DataBank of Japan (DDBJ)

EMBL Nucleotide Sequence
Database (ENA)
DNA and RNA sequencing data
NCBI Trace Archive

NCBI Sequence Read Archive
(SRA)
Genetic polymorphisms
dbSNP
 

Availability of data, material and
methods
An inherent principle of
publication is that others
should be able to replicate and
build upon the authors'
published claims. A condition
of publication in a Nature
journal is that authors are
required to make materials,
data, code, and associated
protocols promptly available to
readers without undue
qualifications. Any restrictions
on the availability of materials
or information must be
disclosed to the editors at the
time of submission. Any
restrictions must also be 
disclosed in the submitted
manuscript.
After publication, readers who
encounter refusal by the
authors to comply with these
policies should contact the
chief editor of the journal. In
cases where editors are
unable to resolve a complaint,

Biosecurity policy
The policy outlined on this page
applies to Nature journals (those
with the word "Nature" in their
title). NPG publishes many other
journals, each of which has
separate publication policies
described on its website. A current
list of these journals, with links to
each journal's homepage is
available.
Nature journals' policy on
biosecurity
Nature journal editors may seek
advice about submitted papers not
only from technical reviewers but
also on any aspect of a paper that
raises concerns. These may
include, for example, ethical issues
or issues of data or materials
access. Very occasionally,
concerns may also relate to the
implications to society of publishing
a paper, including threats to
security. In such circumstances,
advice will usually be sought
simultaneously with the technical
peer-review process. As in all

Publishing licences and compliance
with open access mandates
NPG author licence policy
This publishers' policy applies to all
journals published by the Nature
Publishing Group (NPG), including
the Nature journals. Nature
Research’s policies are compatible
with the vast majority of funders'
open access and self-archiving
policies. Please see here for
exceptions.
NPG does not require authors of
original (primary) research papers to
assign copyright of their published
contributions. Authors grant NPG
an exclusive licence to publish, in
return for which they can reuse
their papers in their future printed
work without first requiring
permission from the publisher of
the journal.
For commissioned articles (for
example, Reviews, News and
Views), copyright is retained by
NPG.
General information about licencing
policies and re-use can be found at

Communication with the media
Material submitted to Nature/
Nature journals must not be
discussed with the media, except in
the case of accepted contributions,
which can be discussed with the
media only once the publication
date has been confirmed and no
more than a week before the
publication date under our embargo
conditions.
Each Nature journal produces and
distributes to a registered list a
press release summarizing the
content of the next issue's
publication. Journalists are
encouraged to read the full version
of any papers they wish to cover,
and are given the names of
corresponding authors, together
with phone and fax numbers and e-
mail addresses. They receive
access to the full text of papers
about a week before publication on
a password-protected website,
together with other relevant
material (for example, an
accompanying News and Views

Duplicate publication
The policy outlined on this page
applies to Nature journals (those
with the word "Nature" in their
title). NPG publishes many other
journals, each of which has
separate publication policies
described on its website. A current
list of these journals, with links to
each journal's homepage is
available.
Nature journals' policy on duplicate
publication
Material submitted to a Nature
journal must be original and not
published or submitted for
publication elsewhere. This rule
applies to material submitted
elsewhere while the Nature journal
contribution is under consideration.
Authors submitting a contribution to
a Nature journal who have related
material under consideration or in
press elsewhere should upload a
clearly marked copy at the time of
submission, and draw the editors'
attention to it in their cover letter.
Authors must disclose any such

Cell

Cell Press Digital Image Guidelines
Data Processing Policy
Authors should make every attempt to
reduce the amount of postacquisition
processing of data. Some degree of
processing may be unavoidable in
certain instances and is permitted
provided that the final data accurately
reflect that of the original. In the case
of image processing, alterations must
be applied to the entire image (e.g.,
brightness, contrast, color balance). In
rare instances for which this is not
possible (e.g., alterations to a single
color channel on a microscopy image),
any alterations must be clearly stated
in the figure legend and in the STAR
Methods section. Groupings and
consolidation of data (e.g., cropping of
images or removal of lanes from gels
and blots) must be made apparent and
should be explicitly indicated in the
appropriate figure legends. Data
comparisons should only be made from
comparative experiments, and individual
data should not be utilized across
multiple figures. In cases in which data
are used multiple times (e.g., multiple

Conflict of Interest
Cell Press requires all authors to
disclose any financial conflict of
interest that might be construed to
influence the results or
interpretation of their manuscript.
Authors must declare any such
conflict in the cover letter
accompanying the manuscript and
in the Acknowledgments section of
the manuscript itself. The
corresponding author will be asked
to sign a form on behalf of all of
the authors regarding potential
conflicts of interest at the time of
acceptance. As a guideline, any
affiliation associated with a payment
or financial benefit exceeding
$10,000 p.a. or 5% ownership of a
company or research funding by a
company with related interests
would constitute a conflict that
must be declared. This policy
applies to all submitted research
manuscripts and review material.
Examples of statement language
include: "AUTHOR is an employee
and shareholder of COMPANY";

Starting with the August 25, 2016
issue, Cell will follow Cell Press's
updated authorship designations and
the related policies below. These
are intended to provide a
reasonable framework that can
accommodate interdisciplinary
research. However, since
authorship designations cannot
convey specific contributions of
each author, we ask that you
include an Author Contributions
section in your paper. For more
information, please see "Author
Contributions" under "Preparation
of Specific Sections" below. When
we become aware of an authorship
dispute, or when authors request
the addition or removal of an author
after acceptance, authorship must
be approved in writing by all of the
parties.
Corresponding Authors: To promote
best practices we prefer that each
paper have a single corresponding
author: one person who is fully
responsible for the paper (data,
figures, and text), supervised the

Examples of appropriate public
repositories are listed below.
DNA and Protein Sequences
Protein Sequences: Uniprot
DNA and RNA Sequences: 
Genbank/European Nucleotide
Archive (ENA)/DDBJ, Protein
DataBank, UniProt
DNA Sequencing Data (traces and
short reads): NCBI Trace and
Short-Read Archive, ENA's
Sequence Read Archive
Deep Sequencing Data: Deposit in 
GEO or ArrayExpress upon
submission to the journal
The sequences of all RNAi,
antisense, and morpholino probes
must be included in the paper or
deposited in a public database with
the accession number provided in
the paper.
Human genomic data reporting
newly described SNPs and CNVs
identified in control samples should
be deposited in an appropriate
repository such as dbSNP, the
Database of Genomic Variants
Archive (DGVa), or the Database of

Distribution of Materials and
Data
One of the terms and
conditions of publishing with
Cell Press is that authors be
willing to distribute any
materials and protocols used in
the published experiments to
qualified researchers for their
own use. Materials include but
are not limited to cells, DNA,
antibodies, reagents,
organisms, and mouse strains
or, if necessary, the relevant
ES cells. These must be made
available with minimal
restrictions and in a timely
manner, but it is acceptable to
request reasonable payment to
cover the cost of maintenance
and transport of materials. If
there are restrictions to the
availability of any materials,
data, or information, these
must be disclosed in the cover
letter and in the STAR
Methods section of the
manuscript at the time of

CELL Rights and Sharing
Cell Press supports responsible
sharing. We recognise that authors
want to share their papers and we
encourage this. Find out how you
can share your paper here:
www.elsevier.com/sharing-articles.
There are, however, some
differences between Elsevier's
general policies and those of Cell
Press. Most Cell Press articles are
under a press embargo until the
article is published because we
generate substantial media
coverage for relevant articles. We
therefore discourage authors of
press-embargoed articles from
posting their accepted manuscripts
on a personal homepage or blog
prior to publication. For articles that
are not under a press embargo,
such postings are allowed.
We will consider papers previously
posted on a preprint server such as
arXiv or bioRxiv. We are very
interested to hear from researchers
about their motivations for posting
and to discuss with them whether it

Rights and Sharing 
Cell Press supports responsible
sharing. We recognise that authors
want to share their papers and we
encourage this. Find out how you
can share your paper here:
www.elsevier.com/sharing-articles.
There are, however, some
differences between Elsevier's
general policies and those of Cell
Press. Most Cell Press articles are
under a press embargo until the
article is published because we
generate substantial media
coverage for relevant articles. We
therefore discourage authors of
press-embargoed articles from
posting their accepted manuscripts
on a personal homepage or blog
prior to publication. For articles that
are not under a press embargo,
such postings are allowed. 
We will consider papers previously
posted on a preprint server such as
arXiv or bioRxiv. We are very
interested to hear from researchers
about their motivations for posting
and to discuss with them whether it

Science

Science: editorial policies
General policies
Authorship
Conflict of Interest
Prior Publication and Presentations
at Meetings
Unpublished Data and Personal
Communications
Related Papers
Security Concerns
Research standards
Statistical Analysis
Reporting Guidelines
Guidelines for Specific Types of
Studies
Data Deposition
Publication policies
Data and Materials Availability after
Publication
Copyright and License to Publish
Processing Fees
Embargo Policy
Corrections, Expressions of
Concern and Retractions
This section outlines our Editorial
Policies, for general information on
manuscript types see our

Conflict Of Interest
Authors. To meet its responsibility
to readers and to the public to
provide clear and unbiased
scientific results and analyses, 
Science requires manuscripts
(including Essays, Perspectives,
Policy Forums, Reports, Research
Articles, and Reviews) to be
accompanied by clear disclosures
from all authors of the nature and
level of their contribution to the
article, their understanding
regarding the obligation to share
data and materials, and any
affiliations, funding sources, and
financial or management
relationships related to the reported
research that might raise questions
about possible sources of bias.
Patents (whether applications or
awards to the authors or home
institutions) related to the work
should also be declared. The editors
will decide whether this information
will be included in the published
manuscript as competing interests.
Before manuscript acceptance,

Authorship
Authors in Science must fulfill the
criteria described below that are
informed by the ISMJE
(International Committee of Medical
Journal Editors) definition of
authorship. Specifically,
contributions should be one or
more of the following:
Formulation of theory and
prediction
Contributions to experimental
conception and design
Acquisition, analysis and/or
interpretation of data
Drafting the article or revising it
critically for important intellectual
content
All individuals who meet these
criteria must be listed as authors. In
addition, all authors must agree to
be so listed and are expected to
critically read and approve the
submitted version and the version
to be published.
Ghost authorship (in which
individuals who have made author-
level contributions to the paper are

Data Deposition
Science supports the efforts of
databases that aggregate published
data for the use of the scientific
community. Therefore, before
publication, large data sets
(including microarray data, protein
or DNA sequences, atomic
coordinates or electron microscopy
maps for macromolecular
structures, and climate data) must
be deposited in an approved
database and an accession number
or a specific access address must
be included in the published paper.
We encourage compliance with
MIBBI guidelines (Minimum
Information for Biological and
Biomedical Investigations).
Details include, but are not limited
to:
Molecular structure data. Atomic
coordinates and structure factor
files from x-ray structural studies
or an ensemble of atomic
coordinates from NMR structural
studies must be deposited and
released at the time of publication.

Data and Materials Availability
after Publication
After publication, all data and
materials necessary to
understand, assess, and extend
the conclusions of the
manuscript must be available
to any reader of Science. All
computer codes involved in
the creation or analysis of data
must also be available to any
reader of Science. After
publication, all reasonable
requests for data or materials
must be fulfilled. Any
restrictions on the availability
of data, codes, or materials,
including fees and restrictions
on original data obtained from
other sources must be
disclosed to the editors as
must any Material Transfer
Agreements (MTAs) pertaining
to data or materials used or
produced in this research, that
place constraints on providing
these data or materials.
Patents (whether applications

Human subjects research
Informed consent must be
obtained for studies on
humans after the nature and
possible consequences of the
studies are explained. A
statement that informed
consent was obtained must
also appear in the manuscript.
All research on humans must
have approval from the
institutional IRB (Institutional
Review Board) or an
equivalent body. The editors
reserve the right to request
IRB documents associated
with a particular paper.
Clinical trials
A CONSORT Statement.
[CONSORT]
(http://www.consort-
statement.org/consort-2010)
includes recommendations, a
checklist of items that should
be included in a
comprehensive report, and a
participant flow diagram. The
recommended checklist

Animal studies
For all animal experimentation
described in the manuscript,
Science requires that authors state
in the Methods section their
adherence to the [NIH Guide for
the Care and Use of Laboratory
Animals](
http://oacu.od.nih.gov/regs/guide/
guide.pdf), or the equivalent.

Genetically modified animals. To
avoid confounding effects of inbred
strain background, littermate
controls should generally be used,
although exceptions may be
allowed. Justification for other
control animals should be included.
Authors should fully describe the
source of their animals and number
of times backcrosses were
performed.

Security concerns
Authors and reviewers are
expected to notify editors if a
manuscript could be considered to
report dual use research of
concern (DURC). The National
Science Advisory Board for
Biosecurity has defined Dual Use
Research of Concern (DURC) as
“life sciences research that, based
on current understanding, can be
reasonably anticipated to provide
knowledge, information, products, or
technologies that could be directly
misapplied to pose a significant
threat with broad potential
consequences to public health and
safety, agricultural crops and other
plants, animals, the environment,
materiel, or national security”(
http://osp.od.nih.gov/office-
biotechnology-
activities/biosecurity/dual-use-
research-concern) Papers
identified as possible DURC will be
brought to the attention of the
Editor-in-Chief for further
evaluation. If necessary, outside

Copyright and License to Publish
Science requires that, before
manuscript acceptance, authors
sign a license agreement granting
AAAS exclusive rights to use and
authorize use of their contribution.
The authors retain copyright as well
as rights to make certain uses of
the work, which are described in
detail in the information for authors
that accompanies the form.

Authors should read this
information sheet before signing
the agreement. (A separate form is
used for authors of papers for
which all coauthors are employees
of the Australian, Canadian, and/or
U.K. Government.)
In general, authors will complete
the license form as a "click-
through" during the process of
uploading the revised manuscript
after peer review. License to
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explained in the ICMJE
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Availability of materials. By
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authors agree that, subject to
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regulations, any materials and
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Copyright
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copyright transfer agreement on
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In the copyright transfer agreement
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Statistical Methods and Data
Presentation
General Considerations
Authors are encouraged to consult
"Reporting Statistical Information in
Medical Journal Articles."1 In the
Methods section, describe
statistical methods with enough
detail to enable a knowledgeable
reader with access to the original
data to reproduce the reported
results. Such description should
include appropriate references to
the original literature, particularly
for uncommon statistical methods.
For more advanced or novel
methods, provide a brief explanation
of the methods and appropriate use
in the text and consider providing a
detailed description in an online
supplement.
In the reporting of results, when
possible, quantify findings and
present them with appropriate
indicators of measurement error or
uncertainty, such as confidence
intervals (see Reporting Standards
and Data Presentation). Avoid

Image Integrity
Preparation of scientific images
(clinical images, radiographic images,
micrographs, gels, etc) for publication
must preserve the integrity of the
image data. Digital adjustments of
brightness, contrast, or color applied
uniformly to an entire image are
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adjustments do not selectively
highlight, misrepresent, obscure, or
eliminate specific elements in the
original figure, including the
background. Selective adjustments
applied to individual elements in an
image are not permissible. Individual
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image field, deleted, or inserted from
another image. Cropping may be used
for efficient image display or to
deidentify patients but must not
misrepresent or alter interpretation of
the image by selectively eliminating
relevant visual information.
Juxtaposition of elements from
different parts of a single image or
from different images, as in a
composite, must be clearly indicated by
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in the Acknowledgment section of
the manuscript,2 and to declare
whether they have or do not have
any conflicts of interest in the
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Form for Disclosure of Potential
Conflicts of Interest. Note: These
forms will be requested after a
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of interest disclosures in the
Acknowledgment section of the
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Contributions
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participated sufficiently in the work
to take public responsibility for
appropriate portions of the
content.2 One or more authors
should take responsibility for the
integrity of the work as a whole,
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Journal Editors (ICMJE),4
authorship credit should be based
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content; and
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accessing the freely available
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published version, any corrections,
and related web features. However,
some funding organizations require
that authors of manuscripts
reporting research deposit those
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or Europe PubMed Central. Authors
have permission to deposit
manuscripts with an approved
repository on the following
conditions:
Permission is granted only for
manuscripts reporting research
funded by not-for-profit
organizations to be deposited in

Similarly, the authors agree to make available computer programs, originating in the authors' laboratory, that are the only means of confirming the conclusions reported in the article but that are not available commercially. The program(s) and suitable documentation regarding its (their) use may be provided by any of the following means: (i) as a program transmitted via the Internet, (ii) as an Internet server-based tool, or (iii) as a compiled or assembled form on a suitable medium. It is expected that the material will be provided in a timely fashion and at reasonable cost to members of the scientific community for noncommercial purposes. The authors guarantee that they have the authority to comply with this policy either directly or by means of material transfer agreements through the owner.

Embargo Policy
Authors should not disclose the
fact that their manuscript has been
accepted to anyone, except
coauthors and contributors, without
permission of the editor until it is
published. All information regarding
the content and publication date of
accepted manuscripts is strictly
confidential. Unauthorized
prepublication release of accepted
manuscripts and information about
planned publication date may result
in rescinding the acceptance and
rejecting the paper. This policy
applies to all categories of articles,
including research, review, opinion,
correspondence, etc. Information
contained in or about accepted
articles cannot appear in print,
audio, video, or digital form or be
released by the news media until
the specified embargo release
date.2,5 See also Previous or
Planned Meeting Presentation or
Release of Information

Duplicate/Previous Publication or
Submission
Manuscripts are considered with
the understanding that they have
not been published previously in
print or electronic format and are
not under consideration by another
publication or electronic medium.
Copies of related or possibly
duplicative materials (ie, those
containing substantially similar
content or using the same or
similar data) that have been
previously published or are under
consideration elsewhere must be
provided at the time of manuscript
submission (see Previous or
Planned Meeting Presentation or
Release of Information).2(pp148-
152)

Revised ICMJE

(xi) Materials and Data Availability. To allow others to replicate and
build on work published in PNAS, authors must make materials, data,
and associated protocols, including code and scripts, available to
readers. Authors must disclose upon submission of the manuscript
any restrictions on the availability of materials or information.
Authors must include a data availability statement in the methods
section describing how readers will be able to access the data,
associated protocols, code, and materials in the paper. Data not
shown and personal communications cannot be used to support
claims in the work. Authors are encouraged to use supporting
information (SI) to show all necessary data or to deposit as much
of their data as possible in community-endorsed publicly accessible
databases, and when possible follow the guidelines of the Joint
Declaration of Data Citation Principles. Research datasets should
be cited in the references if they have a digital object identifier
(DOI). (See References for citation information.) Such deposition
may facilitate access to data during the review process and
postpublication. In rare cases where subject specific repositories
are not available, authors may use figshare or Dryad. Fossils or
other rare specimens must be deposited in a museum or repository
and be made available to qualified researchers for examination. For
further information about accessibility of data and materials, see
the following: Sharing Publication-Related Data and Materials:
Responsibilities of Authorship in the Life Sciences (2003); and
Ensuring the Integrity, Accessibility, and Stewardship of Research
Data in a Digital Age (2009).
Authors must make Unique Materials (e.g., cloned DNAs; antibodies;
bacterial, animal, or plant cells; viruses; and algorithms and computer

viii) Research involving Human and Animal Participants and Clinical
Trials must have been approved by the author's institutional review
board. Authors must include in the methods section a brief
statement identifying the institutional and/or licensing com
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EDITORIAL POLICY AND ETHICAL GUIDELINES
As a member of the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE),
ASM adheres to COPE's Best Practice Guidelines and expects
authors to observe the high standards of publication ethics set

Experiments on living organisms
The policy outlined on this page applies to Nature journals (those
with the word "Nature" in their title). NPG publishes many other
journals, each of which has separate publication policies described
on its website. A current list of these journals, with links to each
journal's homepage is available.
Studies involving animals and human subjects
For primary research manuscripts in the Nature journals (Articles,
Letters, Brief Communications, Technical Reports) reporting
experiments on live vertebrates and/or higher invertebrates, the
corresponding author must confirm that all experiments were
performed in accordance with relevant guidelines and regulations.
The manuscript must include a statement identifying the
institutional and/or licensing committee approving the
experiments, including any relevant details. Sex and other
characteristics of animals that may influence results must be
described. Details of housing and husbandry must be included
where they are likely to influence experimental results. We
recommend following the ARRIVE reporting guidelines when
documenting animal studies (PLoS Bio 8(6), e1000412,2010).
For experiments involving human subjects, authors must identify
the committee approving the experiments, and include with their
submission a statement confirming that informed consent was
obtained from all subjects.
Phase II and III trials
Authors reporting phase II and phase III randomized controlled
trials should refer to the CONSORT Statement for
recommendations to facilitate the complete and transparent

Studies Involving Humans and Animals
For manuscripts reporting studies involving human subjects,
statements identifying the committee approving the studies and
confirming that informed consent was obtained from all subjects
must appear in the STAR Methods section. All experiments on live
vertebrates or higher invertebrates must be performed in
accordance with relevant institutional and national guidelines and
regulations. In the manuscript, a statement identifying the
committee approving the experiments and confirming that all
experiments conform to the relevant regulatory standards must be
included in the STAR Methods section. The editors reserve the
right to seek comments from reviewers or additional information
from authors on any cases in which concerns arise. We suggest
that researchers carrying out experiments with animals refer to
the ARRIVE guidelines and recommendations from an NIH-
sponsored workshop regarding experimental design and reporting
standards.

Animal and human studies
All animal and human studies must be conducted in compliance
with relevant local guidelines, such as the US Department of
Health and Human Services Guide for the Care and Use of
Laboratory Animals or MRC guidelines, and must be approved by
the authors' Institutional Review Board(s). A statement to this
effect with the name of the approving IRB(s) must be included in
the Materials and methods section. All investigations with human
subjects must be conducted according to the principles expressed
in the Helsinki Declaration and must include a statement that
informed consent was obtained from all subjects. We strongly
encourage authors to use the appropriate Reporting Guidelines for
their study type.

Human And Animal Use: All studies involving human subjects must
be conducted in accordance with the guidelines of the World
Medical Association's Declaration of Helsinki (most recent
revision). All animal studies must be performed in compliance with
the U
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2019/4/1版

医学系の国際学術誌の規定等を踏まえ、研究者が国際的な舞台で研究成果を発表する際に必要な知識と倫理を学習する教材を開発

日本語版 英語版

データシェアリング

研究のモニタリング

データの管理

データのモニタリング

画像操作の制限 2019年4月

研究の再現性の適正な表現と信頼性 2018年4月

国際誌が求める統計：チェックリストの活用

正しいデータの記述の仕方

記述統計量とグラフの描き方

検定とP値：統計的エビデンスとは

多重性の問題：研究計画の重要性

症例数の設計：信頼できるエビデンスを得るために
症例数は計画時に必ず決めておく

検定の選び方：検定は結論を変え得る！
不適切な検定を故意に選ぶのは不正行為

多変量解析

線形回帰モデル

ロジスティック回帰モデル

生存時間解析

比例ハザード回帰モデル

無作為化 2018年4月
2019年度以降
提供予定

利益相反の開示と管理
2019年度以降
提供予定

研究対象者の保護
2019年度以降
提供予定

動物を用いた研究論文：国際学術誌の投稿規定とARRIVEガイド
ライン

未定

デュアル・ユース：研究がもたらす影響の多様性
2019年度以降
提供予定

著者の資格・権利・責任と盗用：医学・生命科学系国際学術誌の
投稿規定

著作権と出版前の発表制限

AMED国際誌プロジェクト　教材一覧

領 域 単 元

提供開始日もしくは最終改訂日
および提供予定日

データの再現性の
確保へ向けた行動

2019年4月

データの客観性の
確保へ向けた行動

2019年4月

研究対象の保護へ向けた行動

その他

未定
2019年4月

2018年4月

2019年4月

2019年度以降
提供予定

未定

未定
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日本医史学会 日本医療機器学会 日本周産期・新生児医学会 日本透析医学会
日本解剖学会 日本ハンセン病学会 日本人工臓器学会 日本内視鏡外科学会
日本生理学会 日本公衆衛生学会 日本免疫学会 日本乳癌学会
日本生化学会 日本衛生動物学会 日本消化器外科学会 日本肥満学会
日本薬理学会 日本交通医学会 日本臨床検査医学会 日本血栓止血学会
日本病理学会 日本体力医学会 日本核医学会 日本血管外科学会
日本癌学会 日本産業衛生学会 日本生殖医学会 日本レーザー医学会
日本血液学会 日本気管食道科学会 日本救急医学会 日本臨床腫瘍学会
日本細菌学会 日本アレルギー学会 日本心身医学会 日本呼吸器内視鏡学会
日本寄生虫学会 日本化学療法学会 日本医療・病院管理学会 日本プライマリ・ケア連合学会
日本法医学会 日本ウイルス学会 日本消化器内視鏡学会 日本手外科学会
日本衛生学会 日本麻酔科学会 日本癌治療学会 日本脊椎脊髄病学会
日本健康学会 日本胸部外科学会 日本移植学会 日本緩和医療学会
日本栄養・食糧学会 日本脳神経外科学会 日本職業･災害医学会 日本放射線腫瘍学会
日本温泉気候物理医学会 日本輸血・細胞治療学会 日本心臓血管外科学会 日本臨床スポーツ医学会
日本内分泌学会 日本医真菌学会 日本リンパ網内系学会 日本熱傷学会
日本内科学会 日本農村医学会 日本自律神経学会 日本小児循環器学会
日本小児科学会 日本糖尿病学会 日本大腸肛門病学会 日本睡眠学会
日本感染症学会 日本矯正医学会 日本超音波医学会 日本磁気共鳴医学会
日本結核病学会 日本神経学会 日本動脈硬化学会 日本肺癌学会
日本消化器病学会 日本老年医学会 日本東洋医学会 日本胃癌学会
日本循環器学会 日本人類遺伝学会 日本小児神経学会 日本造血細胞移植学会
日本精神神経学会 日本ﾘﾊﾋﾞﾘﾃｰｼｮﾝ医学会 日本呼吸器外科学会 日本ペインクリニック学会
日本外科学会 日本呼吸器学会 日本医学教育学会 日本病態栄養学会
日本整形外科学会 日本腎臓学会 日本医療情報学会 日本認知症学会
日本産科婦人科学会 日本リウマチ学会 日本疫学会 日本災害医学会
日本眼科学会 日本生体医工学会 日本集中治療医学会 日本小児血液・がん学会
日本耳鼻咽喉科学会 日本先天異常学会 日本平滑筋学会 日本老年精神医学会
日本皮膚科学会 日本肝臓学会 日本臨床薬理学会 日本静脈経腸栄養学会
日本泌尿器科学会 日本形成外科学会 日本神経病理学会 日本再生医療学会
日本口腔科学会 日本熱帯医学会 日本脳卒中学会 日本脳神経血管内治療学会
日本医学放射線学会 日本小児外科学会 日本高血圧学会 日本骨粗鬆症学会
日本保険医学会 日本脈管学会 日本臨床細胞学会 日本アフェレシス学会

日本医学会連合会員学会
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第 2期 AMED事業連携および協力体制 

第 2期 AMED事業研究倫理教材作成手順



/ 

-IJZ PX= + n.1¥itWffi +A--% 

•* uJf Ji: it 
§.:X 

ffi - ~ 

~J! IJ cm-* · m= *) 

m= ~ 

IWa*urFJi:0~~(ffi = * - ffi = +=*) 
m = ~ 

~~!Wa*urFJi:Wft~A~~= +-*-ffi-+- *) 
ffi[9~ 

12u1'/;*urf Ji: /C 00 T 6 -~~ 0 ~{~ (ffi = + = *-ffi = + [9*) 

m:n:~ 
~•UIJ (ffi=+:n*- ffi -=-+J\*) 

fiJJ! IJ (ffi=+fL*-ffi[9+ = *) 
~{-JJ!IJ 

( El B"J) 

ffi - * C0*1'=~--*uHJi:0~~0~~-~~-*urFJi:Wft~-~~16¥ft•~-H 
0~~~~~0k~0m•. •*uHJi:~OO-:t0•~~0~~~00-:t0m•00~0~~~ 

~~~0 ct~1~. •*urFJi:0Maff~~t~t-:t000~0•*urFJi:~M-:t0~•0~ 
{~~ ~ 6 ct ~Jffl t--C -t 0~~~fiji L, t --::J --C{~~ffi:'.±:0foJJ::./c~.fj-T 6 ct~§ B"J t 

T0 0 
(~~) 

ffi = * c0*1':fc:t:,1,)--c 1!2u1'/;*uHJi:J tti. ~•lli::ill~~AfcML--cffl1,),3ctfct~ . ~ 

~ ~-£~0~~ttX~3(~tt~ ~ G~~-:t0uJFJi:(~~uJFJi:05~.~~~-£~0~~ 
'11X/i3(~tl:tc--::i 1,)--c 0NA,~iJ,, ~•lli, ~•••~0£1f. ~t1rl1,&.U'3(~'110~i{~~fc 

00-:t 6 *1'= (Bln•= +n-1¥*Wffia!Z9+n-%o J;ZT c 0*/C:},1,)--C l~-£~·-•~*J 
t 1,) 5 o) ffiJ\ +*0= ffi = JJI fc;l;Ji~-:t 6 ~-~fc~t~ -:t 6 t 0-t 0{ii2}!j:'.t'.1J'fl!J~%c-~~ 6 

t0~~< 0) ~\,)7 0 

2 c0*1':fc:t:,1,)--c 1¥,i~!Wa*:iiHJi:J t ti , 12u1'/;*urfJi:0 5 ~- .:x01,)ft1,iJ,fc~~T0 t 
0~\,)70 

- ~-£~~~~~-ffX~-t0¥-f~OO~ff (~- £~~~~~-fft}!j:'.t'.1J'• ~%~ 
~~0~~7i000{*0~0ff~1,)50 t)Tf'ilJt o) iJ,GuJFJi:·~~ (!Wa*uHJi:0~~0t;:~0 

-~ (}!j:'.t'.1J'fl!J~%c-~~ 6 ;f1J 1ia: ~*Bo) ~ 1,) 5 o t)Tf'ilJ to) 0~{~ ~~ it--c~1i~-:t 612u1'/; 

*urFJi:C~~~-£~~~~~•ff#~~~~c~•£~•••~*ffi= *m+--=-~~m~ 

資料１4



資料１５ 

臨床研究法の背景となった状況

臨床研究法の主旨 



資料 １６ 

臨床研究法に寄せられる懸念 

日本特有とされるリスク vs. ベネフィットに関する評価の例



研究倫理学習の義務対象者

米国（NIH）： 学生・ポスドクなどの若手

日本（学振）： 科研費を採択された研究者

資料１７



資料 １８ 

EUROにおける臨床研究規制に関する方針 

臨床研究に対する規制が度を超して、ヨーロッパの国際競争力が 
低下するようなことのないように５年毎に検証するものとする。 
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「臨床研究法」に関する研究者意見の反映に向けて 

4 月 22 日  臨床研究法のあり方検討委員会 準備会合 （APRIN）） 

5 月 15 日  第 1 回 臨床研究法のあり方検討委員会（日本医学会連合） 

5 月 29 日  厚生労働省との協議 

5 月 29 日 第 2 回 臨床研究法のあり方検討委員会（日本医学会連合） 

6 月 19 日 第 3 回 臨床研究法のあり方検討委員会（日本医学会連合） 

7 月 8 日 「要望書」を厚生労働省へ提出 

厚生労働省発表 

「臨床研究法」に関する学習教材調整 
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