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RESEARCH INTEGRITY  RISK INDEX (RI²) REPORT 
ةJمHداFلأا ةCاABBلا رطاخم ;:ؤم ر56قت  

Regarding the study of the Research Integrity Risk Index (RI²), its impact on Egyptian universities, and 
the proposed framework for addressing academic integrity breaches: 

The Postgraduate Studies and Research Council, in its session No. (77) held on July 23, 2025, 
recommended the appointment of additional members to the Committee for Studying Scientific 
Research Challenges in Egyptian Universities.  

qؤم ةسارد نأشIJ لا رطاخمPQQاRلأا ةUداWمYة (RI²) ع ەرثأوy ملا تاعماجلاz4لا قا{|خا تاسرامم عم لماعتلا ح{|قمو ،ة|DDةها 
 ةسارد ةنجل �ا ءاضعلأا ضعG مضG م ٢٠٢٥ � ٧ � ٢٣ خــــ4راتب )٧٧( مقر هتسلجG ثوحfلاو اYلعلا تاساردلا سلجم �وأ .ةBم�دا�لأا
{Cلآا وحنلا yع ةنجللا لBكش¡ حبصBل ،ةz4ملا تاعماجلا�E Gلعلا ثح�لا تا�دحت

E: 

اسÐئر( ثوحfلاو اYلعلا تاساردلا نوئشل دYعسروب ةعماج سÐئر بئان                        قزر ��حW ةEوار Íد.أ -
x

( 
  ثوحfلاو اYلعلا تاساردلا نوئشل مويفلا ةعماج سÐئر بئان                  نسح ى�Pص هفرع Íد.أ -
    ثوحfلاو اYلعلا تاساردلا نوئشل ناوسأ ةعماج سÐئر بئان        �¾ارع زªEعلا دfع دمحم Íد.أ -
   ثوحfلاو اYلعلا تاساردلا نوئشل ةرRاقلا ةعماج سÐئر بئان نمحرلا دfع دYعسلا دومحم Íد.أ -
  ثوحfلاو اYلعلا تاساردلا نوئشل ةEردنكسلإا ةعماج سÐئر بئان                دYعس دومحم ماشÍ Rد.أ -
Q¾امأ Íد.أ -

��ع ةعماج سÐئر بئان لماÓ ةماسأ �Q لعلا تاساردلا نوئشل سمشYلاو اfثوح 
��مأ ىواوزلا دYلو Íد.أ -Q ارملا سلجمÖاعملاو زRلا تائيهلاو دfثحYة        
��مأ سرج�Q Rم Íد.أ -Q تاعماجلل ¹علأا سلجملا دعاسم 
 تاعماجلل ¹علأا سلجملا¨ ةYمقرلا تاfتكملا ةدحو ريدم قوراف �Qم Íد.أ -
 ي©ملا ةفرعملا كنب راش¼سم س²ارول لاع Íأ -

 

 ةهاDD|لا قا{|خا تاسرامم عم لماعتلا ح{|قمو ،ةz4ملا تاعماجلا yع ەرثأو RI)2( ةBم�دا�لأا ةهاDD|لا ̈§ؤم تشقانو ةنجللا تعمتجا
 .نأشلا اذهب ةنجللا ر4»قت قفرمو ،ةBم�دا�لأا

.ريدقتلاو ما{|حلاا قئاف لوبقG اولضفتو  
 ةنجللا س>ئر

  دBعسروب ةعماج س>ئر بئان
 ثوح�لاو اBلعلا تاساردلل

 قزر ²³ح� ة4وار �د.أ
 

 تاعماجلل yعلأا سلجملا ةنامأG ملعتلا ز4̧عتو B¶·Eتا{|سلاا ومنلاو راµتبلاا ق4»ف
 ¹علأا سلجملا ةنامأ¨  ملعتلا زªEعتو ���Yتا�Pسلاا ومنلاو راÚتبلاا يراش¼سا  نيدلا لامÓ ءاعد .د.أ

 تاعماجلل
 ¹علأا سلجملا ةنامأ¨ ملعتلا زªEعتو ���Yتا�Pسلاا ومنلاو راÚتبلاا لمع قDEف وضع  ةماسأ انر .م.م

 تاعماجلل
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1.RESEARCH INTEGRITY RISK INDEX (RI²) 
ةJمHداFلأا ةCاABBلا رطاخم ;:ؤم .١  

The term “academic integrity” often brings to mind plagiarism checks or exam conduct rules. But in 
research, integrity has even higher stakes. It is about safeguarding the truth in knowledge production. 
The principles, honesty, accountability, transparency, and rigor, are not abstract ideals, they influence 
real-world outcomes. 

What is RI²? It is the world’s first empirically grounded, composite metric designed to identify and 
profile institutional-level risks to research integrity. Developed by Professor Lokman Meho ( وحّم نامقل ) at 
the American University of Beirut, RI² was created in response to growing concerns about how global 
university rankings incentivize volume- and citation-based publishing at the expense of scholarly 
integrity. 

ا�لاغ
È

ËD "ةBم�دا�لأا ةهاDD|لا" حلطصم zDحتسÉ ام 
E لمع ناهذلأاBلا( لاحتنلاا نم ققحتلا تاÎبدلأا ةقBكولسلا دعاوق وأ )ة ËD

E تارا�تخلاا. 
ËD نÐلو

E لعلا ثح�لا لاجم�E، لا تاناهر نوكت|DDعأ ةهاy Gقلعتي رملأاف ؛³|ثك Gقحلا ة�امحBةق ËD
E لمعBئدا�ملا نإ .ةفرعملا جاتنإ ة 

ËD رثؤت لماوع E× لG ،ةدرجم لثُمُ درجم تس>ل—)ةماzلا( ةقدلاو ،ةBفافشلاو ،ةلءاسملاو ،قدصلا لثم—ةBساسلأا
E ع جئاتنلاy ضرأ 

 .عقاولا

Üرَمُ ساBقم لوأ هنإ ؟(RI²) ة.ا566لا 12ؤم و. ام
Ý

ËD ب
E سمو ،ملاعلاÞعقاو ةلدأ �إ دنB4»جت( ةßBمصت مت ،)ةBصوتو د�دحتل همBف 

ËD وحّم نامقل روس>فو·|لا ل�ق نم ̈§ؤملا اذه رæ4طت مت .åEسؤملا ىوتسملا yع ةBثح�لا ةهاDD|لا ددهت E{²لا رطاخملا
E ك4»ملأا ةعماجلاBة 

ËD
E إ مت دقو ،تو³|بèاجتسا ەؤاشGة

ً
 ةفاثك yع مئاقلا ëÎ̈لا ةBملاعلا تاعماجلا تافëBصت اهب زفحت E{²لا ةBفÐBلا نأشq ةBمانتملا فواخملل 

 .ةنðصرلا ةBملعلا ةهاDD|لا باسح yع كلذو ،داهشÞسلاا تلادعمو )ثاحGلأا ددع( "مíلا"

1.1.RI²: A DATA-DRIVEN APPROACH TO MEASURING RISK 
 ةAمJداHلأا ة.ا566لا رطاخم 12ؤم ساAق ةAجهنم .١-١

Developed by Dr. Lokman I. Meho at the American University of Beirut (AUB), RI² offers a systematic way 
to detect potential research integrity risks before they escalate into scandals. 

4@ وحّم نامقل روتكدلا ەروّط يذلا ،(RI²) ةها344لا 01ؤم رفوي
A ملأا ةعماجلاEFكH4@ ة

A 3بJتو (AUB)، طEFةق
ً

ةHجهنم 
ً

 ةلمتحملا رطاخملا نع فشQلل 

 .حئاضف dإ لوحتتو مقافتت نأ ل]ق ةHثح]لا ةها344لا ددهت WXAلا

The methodology is simple yet powerful:                                                                   : ةلاعّف اهنVل ةطOسS ةOجهنملا         

R Rate – The number of retracted articles per 1,000 publications (in other words, how many research 
papers had to be officially taken back or “deleted” because they were wrong, fake, or broke the rules). 
Retractions usually indicate serious issues such as data fabrication, plagiarism, or ethical breaches. 
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R- Retraction Risk   بحسلا رطخ  

 وأ ة4»هوج ءاطخأ دوجول ةجÞBن اهؤاغلإ وأ اBًمسر اهبحس مت E{²لا ثاحGلأا ة�سè يأ ،روشëم ١٠٠٠ لíل ةæòحسملا تلااقملا ددع لثم�
لاBلد بحسلا ̈§ؤم دع4ُو .ةمBسج ةBقلاخأ تافلاخم وأ لاحتنلاا وأ تاناBبلا قيفلت لثم ةBقلاخأ ³|غ تاسرامم

ً
 دوجو yع اً̈§ا�م 

ËD ة³|طخ تلاµشم
E لاتلا ةطقنلا ضرعتس¡( .هتهازنو ثح�لا ةدوجBاح̈§ )٢-١( ة

È
 مهأ و ةBملعلا ثاحGلأا بحس ةرهاظ نع لاًصفم 

 .)ëÎ̈لا دعG ثاحGلأا بحس با�سا

D Rate – The percentage of papers published in journals recently delisted from major databases like 
Scopus or Web of Science due to quality or ethical concerns (in other words, how many research papers 
were put in “bad” journals that are no longer trusted or recognized by big science libraries because those 
journals didn’t follow proper rules). 

D- Delisted Journal Risk   لا رطخv³J �Q
ةفوذحم تلاجم �  

 Éلا �إ ³|شëئملا ة�سæ4ملا قارولأل ةëةروش ËD
E أ تلاجم

þ
 ةBملاعلا تاناBبلا دعاوق نم ةدع�Þسملا تلاجملا ةمئاق نمض ارًخؤم تجرد

ËD روصق بÿسq كلذو ،Web of Science وأ Scopus لثم ةقومرملا
E قلاخأ تافلاخم دوجو وأ ةدوجلاBىدم ̈§ؤملا اذه لثم4و .ة 

ËD تاسسؤملا طارخنا
E لاëÎ̈ ËD

E حت دعت ملو اهتيقادصم تدقف تلاجم"D Gملعلا تائيهلا فا{|عاBلا ةÐ|·ى. 

S-Rate – the percentage of citations to an institution’s articles that originate from the same institution, 
emphasizing citation practices aimed at artificially boosting institutional metrics rather than reflecting 
genuine scholarly influence. 

S – Self Citation Risk   تاذلا تاداهش¼سلاا رطخYة   

 ثح�لا ةBقادصم نم للق� امم ،ثحا�لا لامعأG تاداهشÞسلاا ددع ةدا4̧ل ةBتاذلا تاداهشÞسلال طرفملا مادختسلاا ̈§ؤملا اذه سكع�
ËD اً�لس رثؤ4و

E قBملعلا تلاجملا ةمBيقتو ةBاهتام. Rبلا دعاوق نم تا4رودلا فذح �إ يدؤي نأ نكمُ� اهل ر·|ملا ³|غ مادختسلاا نأ امBتانا، 
 .ةقدG ثح�لا ³|ثأت ىدم مBيقت لقرع4و

1.2. OVERVIEW AND DEFINITION OF RETRACTED SCIENTIFIC 
ARTICLES 

 ة_^حسملا ةAملعلا تلااقملا فUVعت نع ةذNن .٢-١

Retracted articles are research papers that have been removed from the official scholarly record after 
being published in a scientific journal. This action is taken due to the discovery of fundamental errors in 
the results or data, or due to research misconduct such as data manipulation, fabrication, or plagiarism. 
These articles are clearly labeled with a "Retracted" watermark to distinguish them from reliable 
research and to warn readers that the information contained within should be treated with extreme 
caution. 
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ËD اهèÎ̈ دعëÎ̈ Gلا نم اهتلازإ تَّمت ةBثحG قاروأ E× )ةعجترملا وأ( ةæòحسملا ةBملعلا تلااقملا
E ملع ةلجمBكلذو ،ة qسÿا بÜÞفاش 

ËD ة4»هوج ءاطخأ
E بلا وأ جئاتنلاBكولس ءوس وأ ،تانا G²ح$E بعلاتلا لثم GبلاBتلااقملا ەذه مسو متي .لاحتنلاا وأ ،ةك·|فلا ،تانا Gةملاع 

 .د�دش رذحG اهعم لماعتلا ةروD% �إ ءارقلا هBبëتو ةقوثوملا ثاحGلأا نع اه³D|يمتل "Retracted" وأ "بوحسم"

What happens when an article is retracted? 

• Watermarking: The journal adds a prominent watermark (e.g., "RETRACTED") to the published 
PDF/HTML version of the article. 

• Retraction Notices: An official notice is issued by the journal explaining the specific reasons for 
the retraction. 

• Loss of Reliability: The article is deemed unreliable, and its findings should no longer support 
further scientific conclusions. 

• Researcher Responsibility: It becomes essential for researchers to read these notices to 
understand the reasons for the retraction and verify the validity of any related information. 

 ؟لاقم بحس دنع ثدحW اذام

  .روشëملا لاقملا رادصإ �إ "Retracted/بوحسم" لثم ةBئام ةملاع ةلجملا فBضت :ةYئاملا ةملاعلا عضو •
  .بحسلا با�سأ حضوت بحس تاظحلام رادصإ متي :بحسلا تاراعشإ •
  .رذحG هعم لماعتلا بج4و قوثوم ³|غ لاقملا ·|تع� :ةYقوثوملا نادقف •
 ةحص نم ققحتلاو بحسلا با�سأ مهفل تاظحلاملا ەذه اوأرق� نأ ³D,ثحا�لل يروzDلا نم حبص� :ثحاfلا ةYلوؤسم •

  .تامولعملا

Reasons for Retracting Articles Post-Publication: 

• Fundamental Errors in Analysis or Methodology: The discovery of significant flaws that invalidate 
the results and conclusions of the paper. 

• Research Misconduct: This includes data fabrication, falsification, plagiarism, or the manipulation 
of images and charts. 

• Duplicate Publication: Submitting the same article (or substantial parts of it) to two different 
journals for publication simultaneously. 

• Lack of Ethical Approvals: Conducting research without obtaining the necessary institutional 
ethical clearances or informed consent. 

• Unreliable Conclusions: Clear evidence that the findings are untrustworthy, whether due to 
honest human error or intentional misconduct. 

  :v³Jلا دع¨ تلااقملا بحس باfسأ

�Q ةRDEوج ءاطخأ •
ËD ةدراولا تاجاتنÞسلااو جئاتنلا نلاطG �إ يدؤت ة³|بك ءاطخأ فاشÜÞا :ةYجهنملا وأ لYلحتلا �

E لاقملا. 
��حfلا كولسلا ءوس •

�: Éبلا قيفلت لمشBبعلاتلا وأ ،لاحتنلاا ،اهر4وزت ،تانا Gتاططخملاو روصلا. 
• ²³J ³,تلجم �إ هنم ءزج وأ لاقملا سفن م�دقت :رركمD ³,تفلتخمD للëÎ̈ ËD

E دحاو تقو. 
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 .ةæòلطملا ةBقلاخلأا تاقفاوملا yع لوصحلا نودG ثح�لا ءارجإ :ةYقلاخلأا تاقفاوملا دوجو مدع •
 .كولس ءوس وأ قداص أطخل ةجÞBن ةقوثوم ³|غ جئاتنلا نأ yع حضاو لBلد دوجو :ةقوثوملا �Pغ تاجاتن¼سلاا •

1.3.CLASSIFICATION OF INSTITUTIONS ACCORDING TO THE 
ACADEMIC INTEGRITY RISK INDEX 

اقNط تاسسؤملا فbAصت .٣-١
d

 ةAمJداHلأا ة.ا566لا رطاخم 12ؤمل 

Although each RI² component is formally calculated based on the two most recent full calendar years 
(e.g., 2023-2024 for the 2025 edition), the actual data collection occurs in November-December of the 
year RI² is published. This approach effectively extends the coverage window to nearly three years, 
maximizing the inclusion of relevant records and citations and ensuring greater completeness and 
timeliness of assessment.  

These indicators are normalized and averaged to produce a 0-1 score, which places each institution into 
one of five risk tiers (from Red Flag to Low Risk) based on a fixed reference group of the 1,000 most 
publishing universities worldwide. 

اBمسر بسحُ� (RI²) ةهاDD|لا ̈§ؤم تانوّكم نم نوّكم لR نأ نم مغرلا yع
È

 ،لاثملا لßBس yع( ³D,لما³D R,يدلاBم ³D,ماع ثدحأ �إ ÈادانÞسا 
ËD متت ةBلعفلا تاناBبلا عمج ةBلمع نأ لاإ ،)٢٠٢٥ ماع رادصلإ ٢٠٢٤-٢٠٢٣ 1Eاع دامتعا

E دو ·|مفون يرهشÉيُ يذلا ماعلا نم ·|مسëÎ̈ 
اBلعف ةBنمزلا ةBطغتلا قاطن عيسوت �إ جهنلا اذه ىدؤي .̈§ؤملا هBف

È
 تاداهشÞسلااو تلاجسلا جاردإ نم مظع� امم ،تاونس ثلاث براقBل 

ËD ةثادحلاو ةBلومشلا نم ·|Üأ Èاردق نمض4و ،ةلصلا تاذ
E يقتلاBم. 

 ةسمخ نم دحاو نمض ةسسؤم لR فنصت E{²لا ةجردلا E×و ،١و ٠ ³D,ب حوا{|ت ةجرد جاتنلإ اهطسوتم باسحو تا̈§ؤملا ەذه ةرياعم متت
 ةBعجرم ةعومجم yع ءًانب كلذو ،)"رطاخملا ضفخنم" �إ لاًوصو ]ةروطخ $|Üلأا[ "رمحلأا ملعلا" ىوتسم نم أد�ت( رطاخملل تاæ4تسم
 .)١ لودج( ،)١ لµش( ملاعلا ىوتسم yع ثاحGلأل ÈاèÎ̈ ةعماج ١٬٠٠٠ $|Üأ مضت ةتباث

• Low Risk: ةضفخنم رطاخم                       
• Normal Variation: بط نيا>ت@AB               
• Watch List: ةعLاتملا ةمئاق                           
• High Risk: ةعفترم رطاخم                          
• Red Flag: رطخلا ةراشإ                               

 

 
ة_م[دا\لأا ةYاWXXلا STؤم تاجرد :)١( لIش  

 

 

 



 

RESEARCH INTEGRITY RISK INDEX (RI²) Report  
)RI²( ةOمMداKلأا ةHاFGGلا رطاخم @?ؤم ر;:قت  

 
 

٦٢٠٢ تاــــــــــــــــعماجلل *ـــــــــــــــــــــعلأا ســـــــــــــــــــــلجملا                                                                    6                                

 

 

Institutions are assigned to tiers based on their RI² percentiles 

�Q ةrEئملا اهبس² ¹ع ءًانب تاrEتسم نمض تاسسؤملا فَّنصت
  (RI²) ةRاPQQلا IJؤم �

qX ةijئملا بسeلل اقlط تاijتسملا تاف_eصت :)١( لودج
r ؤمST لاWXXاYة 

 
 

1.4. WHY RI² MATTERS 
امهم ة.ا566لا 12ؤم دّعJُ اذامل .٤-١

d
 ؟

The RI² index serves as a corrective framework that transcends traditional quantity-based rankings by 
uncovering hidden systemic risks, such as paper mills and citation manipulation. It empowers universities 
to shift toward an institutional culture that prioritizes integrity, authorship transparency, and rigorous 
peer review, while providing an early-warning system that strengthens accountability and ethics training 
based on verifiable, real-world indicators. 

hُ01ؤم دع RI² حصت ةًادأHحHة
ً

 لثم ةHفخلا ةHجهنملا رطاخملا فشك oع لمعh ثHح ؛"مqلا" oع زكرت WXAلا ةhدHلقتلا فmHصتلا 3Jياعم زواجتت 
كمhُ امم ،تاداهش{سلااw بعلاتلاو "ثاحwلأا عناصم"

~
4@ ةHفافشلاو ،ةها344لا مHق نم oAعتُ ةHسسؤم ةفاقث وحن لوحتلا نم تاعماجلا ن

A لأتلاHف، 
X@لاخلأا بFردتلاو ةلءاسملا ززعh رك]م راذنإ ماظن 3Jفوت عم ،مراصلا مHكحتلاو

A ع مئاقلاo عقاو تا01ؤمHاقو ةwققحتلل ةل. 
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1.5. HOW UNIVERSITIES CAN USE RI² TO IMPROVE 
 op6سحتلل ة.ا566لا 12ؤم مادختسا تاعماجلل نكمJ فAك .٥-١

For institutions wondering how to act on RI² data, the steps are clear: 

• Audit Recent Publications – Identify papers in delisted journals or those with questionable peer 
review. 

• Strengthen Research Training – Educate faculty and students on journal quality, ethical publishing, 
and data transparency. 

• Revise Incentive Systems – Shift away from rewarding sheer publication numbers toward rewarding 
impact, reproducibility, and ethical standards. 

• Establish Integrity Committees – Ensure oversight at department and faculty levels. 

By doing so, universities not only improve their RI² score but also protect their global reputation 

Gلاë²لا تاسسؤملل ة�س}E تÞك نع لءاسBفBلمعلا ةدافتسلاا ةBب نم ةBؤم تانا§̈ (RI²)، ةحضاو تاوطخلا نإف Rاتلا�E: 

ËD ةروشëملا ثاحGلأا د�دحت :ةثيدحلا تاروشvملا قيقدت •
E ²لا كلت وأ ،)ةدمتعملا مئاوقلا نم( ةفوذحم تلاجم}E لمعل تعضخBتا 

 .اهيف كوكشم مBكحت
��حfلا بEردتلا زªEعت •

{Ëلاخلأا ëÎ̈لاو ،تلاجملا ةدوج نأشq بلاطلاو س8ردتلا ةئيه ءاضعأ ةBعوت :�
E، فافشوBبلا ةBتانا. 

 جئاتنلا راركت ةBلGاقو ،³|ثأتلا ةأفاµم �إ ،تاروشëملا دادعلأ درجملا "مíلا" ةأفاµم نم لوحتلا :زفاوحلا ةمظنأ ةعجارم •
(reproducibility)، للااو|}Dما Gقلاخلأا ³|ياعملاBة. 

 .تاBلíلاو ماسقلأا ىوتسم yع فا̈§لإاو ةGاقرلا نامضل :ةRاPQQلل ناجل ءاش²إ •

ËD اهتجرد ³D,سحت yع تاعماجلا لمعت لا ،تاوطخلا ەذه ذاختا للاخ نمو
E ؤم§̈ (RI²) بسحف، Gحت ل�E اض�أ

È
 .ةBملاعلا اهتعمس 

1.6. STRENGTHS AND BENEFITS OF THE RESEARCH INTEGRITY RISK INDEX (RI²) 
ةAمJداHلأا ة.ا566لا رطاخم 12ؤم دئاوفو تا5p6مم .٦-١  

I. Methodological and Research Performance Strengths 

• Addressing Assessment Gaps: It targets a critical weakness in traditional evaluation methods by 
highlighting research integrity as a fundamental factor for assessment. 

• Curbing "Hyper-publication": It reduces the drive toward quantity at the expense of quality by 
focusing on research retraction rates. 

• Promoting Quality Governance: It encourages institutions to implement rigorous oversight and 
genuine governance of their research outputs to ensure alignment with global standards. 



 

RESEARCH INTEGRITY RISK INDEX (RI²) Report  
)RI²( ةOمMداKلأا ةHاFGGلا رطاخم @?ؤم ر;:قت  

 
 

٦٢٠٢ تاــــــــــــــــعماجلل *ـــــــــــــــــــــعلأا ســـــــــــــــــــــلجملا                                                                    8                                

• Preventing Manipulation: It is designed as a detection tool that makes it difficult for entities to 
manipulate retraction data or conceal unethical practices. 

• Diagnosing Hidden Malpractices: It uncovers publishing issues that traditional metrics fail to 
detect, such as publishing in delisted journals or suspicious citation policies. 

• Identifying Anomalies: It accurately identifies research bodies with extraordinary retraction rates, 
necessitating immediate intervention and correction. 

II. Strategic and Regulatory Benefits 

• Establishing the Centrality of Integrity: It redirects the focus of universities toward prioritizing 
publishing ethics and scientific quality over the mere accumulation of research papers. 

• Diagnostic Tool for Reform: It serves as a "thermometer" to measure deficiencies, helping 
academic leaders develop reform plans based on factual data. 

• Benchmarking International Models: It allows for the study of experiences from countries and 
universities classified as "Low Risk" to benefit from their successful integrity policies. 

• Supporting Strategic Decision-Making: It provides a database for informed decisions regarding 
international cooperation, scientific missions, and the accreditation of degrees from foreign 
universities. 

• Transparency and Open Data: It offers a user-friendly research platform displaying 
comprehensive, detailed data (university, country, self-citations, and retraction rates) covering 
two full years. 

• Continuous Improvement: The periodic updates of the index provide universities with the 
opportunity to improve their ranking once they correct their course and adopt high-integrity 
research practices. 

• Future Readiness: It represents a proactive step for universities before major institutions (such 
as Scopus or Web of Science) adopt these standards as mandatory judgment tools. 

�Q ةوقلا طاقن :لاًوأ
��حfلاو ���هنملا ءادلأا �

� 

ËD ةجرح فعض ةطقن فدهتسÉ :مYيقتلا تاوجف ةجلاعم •
E يقتلا قرطBلقتلا مBلس¡ ·|ع ة�دBازن ¹ع ءوضلا طRلا ةfثح 

 .مBيقتلل E:اسأ لماعك �±لعلا
 ثاحGلأا بحس تلادعم yع ³D|ك{|لا للاخ نم ةدوجلا باسح yع مíلا وحن عافدنلاا نم للق� :"طرفملا v³Jلا" نم دحلا •

(Retraction). 
 اهتقGاطم نامضل ةBثح�لا اهتاجرخمل ةBقBقح ةمRوحو ةمراص ةGاقر لBعفت yع تاسسؤملا عجشÉ :ةدوجلا ةمÓوح زªEعت •

 .ةBملاعلا ³|ياعملل
 ³|غ تاسرامملا ءافخإ وأ بحسلا تاناßBب بعلات تاهجلا yع بعصلا نم لعجت فشك ةادأ نوكBل ممصُ :بعلاتلا عنم •

 .ةBقلاخلأا
• íخشYفخلا تاسرامملا صYشم نع فشك� :ةµلا تلاëÎ̈ ²لا}E لقتلا س>ياقملا اهدصرت لاBلا لثم ،ة�دëÎ̈ ËD

E تلاجملا 
 .ةهوبشملا داهشÞسلاا تاساBس وأ ةدع�Þسملا
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 لخدتلا بجوتسÉ امم ،ةBئانثÞسا بحس تلادعم كلتمت E{²لا ةBثح�لا تائيهلا ةقدG ددح� :زوشvلاÍتلالاتعلاا دWدحت •
 .حيحصتلاو

اYناث
x: سلاا دئاوفلاPتا�YجYباقرلاو ةYة 

 ددع سÉدكت درجم yع ةBملعلا ةدوجلاو ëÎ̈لا تاBقلاخأ بBلغت وحن تاعماجلا ةلصوب هجوي :ةRاPQQلا ةEروحم خيسرت •
 .ثاحGلأا

 ةBحلاصإ ططخ عضو yع ةBم�دا�لأا تاداBقلا دعاسÉ امم ،روصقلا هجوأ ساBقل "{|مومرت" ـك لمع� :حلاصلإل ةYصYخشí ةادأ •
 .ةBعقاو تاناBب yع ةëBبم

 ةحجانلا اهتاساBس نم ةدافتسلال (Low Risk) ـك ةفنصملا تاعماجلاو لودلا براجت ةسارد حيÞي :ةYلودلا جذامنلا¨ داش�Pسلاا •
ËD
E لا قيقحت|DDةها. 

 ،ةBملعلا تاثع�لا لاسرإ ،�Eودلا نواعتلا نأشq ةسوردم تارارق ذاختلا تاناBب ةدعاق رفوي :���Yتا�Pسلاا رارقلا ذاختا معد •
 .ةßBنجأ تاعماج نع ةرداصلا تاداهشلا ةلداعمو

 ،ةلودلا ،ةعماجلا نع( ةلماشو ةBلBصفت تاناBب ضرعت مادختسلاا ةلهس ةBثحG ةصنم رفوي :ةحوتفملا تاناYبلاو ةYفافشلا •
 .³D,لما³D R,ماعل )بحسلا بسèو ،ةBتاذلا تاداهشÞسلاا

��سحتلا •Q ي :رمتسملاÞ³,سحتل تاعماجلل ةصرف ̈§ؤملل يرودلا ث�دحتلا حيD صتëBاهف Gقيبطتو اهراسم ل�دعت درجم 
 .ەزنأ ةBثحG تاسرامم

 Web of Science وأ Scopus لثم ى·|Ðلا تاسسؤملا ²DبÞت نأ ل�ق تاعماجلل ةBقا�Þسا ةوطخ لثم� :لfقتسملا دادعتسلاا •
 .ةBمازلإ مµح ةادأ حبصتو ³|ياعملا ەذه

1.7. LIMITATIONS AND CHALLENGES OF THE RESEARCH INTEGRITY RISK INDEX 
(RI²) 

ةAمJداHلأا ة.ا566لا رطاخم 12ؤم روصق هجوأو تاJدحتلا  .٧-١   

I. Conceptual and Methodological Concerns 

• Ambiguity of Retraction Rates: There is an ongoing debate whether a high retraction rate 
indicates systemic integrity failures or, conversely, reflects a robust and effective internal review 
and correction policy. 

• Disciplinary Bias: Fields or disciplines subjected to more rigorous scrutiny by the RI² framework 
may naturally show more issues, creating an inherent unfairness across different research areas. 

• Data Reliability: The retraction metric is not infallible. Furthermore, the criteria used by Scopus 
for delisting journals often lack sufficient transparency. 

• Limited Scope: The index currently overlooks other significant forms of misconduct, such as 
citation manipulation and dishonest peer review practices, focusing primarily on retractions and 
delisting. 



 

RESEARCH INTEGRITY RISK INDEX (RI²) Report  
)RI²( ةOمMداKلأا ةHاFGGلا رطاخم @?ؤم ر;:قت  

 
 

٦٢٠٢ تاــــــــــــــــعماجلل *ـــــــــــــــــــــعلأا ســـــــــــــــــــــلجملا                                                                    10                                

• Counterproductive Labeling: Publicly "red flagging" academic institutions may cause 
disproportionate damage to their scientific reputation instead of encouraging genuine 
institutional reform. 

• Sensitive Evaluation Thresholds: The proximity of scoring thresholds means that even a minor 
change in a university’s score can shift it between risk zones without a substantial change in its 
actual institutional behavior. 

II. Technical and Developmental Limitations 

• Experimental Nature: As a relatively new tool, RI² is still in the experimental phase. Its 
foundational principles, statistical methods, and computational models may still contain errors; 
thus, its current results should be interpreted with caution. 

• Evolving Framework: The recent addition of "Self-Citation" as a third dimension—following the 
initial focus on retraction and delisting—led to significant changes in the report’s outcomes. This 
evolution confirms that the index is not yet finalized and cannot be used as a definitive 
benchmark. 

• Weighting Accuracy: The relative weighting of sub-indicators requires more precise statistical and 
mathematical modeling based on the actual severity of each risk factor. 

• Qualitative Analysis Necessity: Retraction counts should be audited based on the specific reason 
for retraction, distinguishing between ethical violations and non-ethical (e.g., honest) errors. 

III. Data Interpretation and Scope 

• Descriptive vs. Inferential Analysis: The study documents patterns in output and citations but 
lacks inferential statistics or multivariate modeling. Consequently, it cannot claim causal 
conclusions or generalizability beyond the studied institutions. 

• Bibliometric Limitations: Bibliometric patterns act as "signals" for further investigation rather 
than direct or conclusive evidence of scientific misconduct. 

• Journal Delisting Dynamics: Classifying papers based on the current status of a journal may not 
accurately reflect the journal's quality at the time of publication, given the frequent indexing 
changes in Scopus and Web of Science. 

• Time-Lag in Retractions: Retraction data is subject to a significant time-lag; papers published 
recently may not yet have been retracted or corrected, potentially leading to an underestimation 
of actual retraction rates. 

 ةYمRYافمو ةYجهنم فواخم :لاًوأ

�Q ضومغلا •
امئاق لدجلا لازي لا :�Pسفتلا �

È
 ةBقلاخأ تلاµشم دوجو yع لاBًلد ثاحGلأا بحس لدعم عافترا ناR اذإ ام لوح 

 .ةؤفكو ةلاعف ةBلخاد حيحصتو ةعجارم ةساBس دوجو سكع� هنأ مأ ،ة³|طخ
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Ü|$ ËDأ ةBثحG تلاµشم رهظت دق :تاصصختلل زاYحنلاا •
E ²لا تاصصختلا}E يدؤي امم ،̈§ؤملا ل�قِ نم قمعأ قيقدتل عضخت 

 .اه³|غG ةنراقم ةBملعلا تلااجملا ضع�ل فاصنإ مدع �إ
اقBقد س>ل ثاحGلأا بحس ساBقم :ةسرهفلا تاناõYب ةقلعتم فواخم •

È
 نم تلاجملا فذح ³|ياعم نأ امR ،٪١٠٠ ة�سëب 

اناBحأ رقتفت (Scopus) "س@æكس" فاشك
È

 .ةBفاíلا ةBفافشلل 
اBلاح ̈§ؤملا زكري :دودحملا قاطنلا •

È
 qشµاسأ ل:E عy لأا بحسGشأ لاًهاجتم ،تلاجملا فذحو ثاحµكولسلا ءوسل ىرخأ لاًا 

ËD بعلاتلا لثم
E سلااÞكحتلا وأ تاداهشBلا ³|غ م|DD4ه. 

انلع تاعماجلا فëBصت :�Pهش¼لل ةYسكعلا جئاتنلا •
È

 نم لاًدG ةBملاعلا ةBم�دا�لأا اهتعمس�zD q دق "رمحلأا ملعلا ةمئاق" نمض 
{BAقحلا حلاصلإا yع اه³D|فحت

E. 
ËD فBفط ³|يغت يأ نأ ²DEع� رطاخملا تاæ4تسم ³D,ب تاجردلا براقت :مYيقتلا دودح ةYساسح •

E نم ةعماجلا لقني دق طاقنلا 
{BAقح ³|يغت ثودح نود ىرخأ �إ ةئف

E ËD
E سؤملا اهكولسåE. 

اYناث
x: نف دويقYطتو ةrEDEة 

ËD لازي لا ̈§ؤملا :ةDEõYجتلا ةعYبطلا •
E ءاطخأ رهظت دقو ،�ولأا را�تخلاا لحارم ËD

E ئاصحلإا ه�يلاسأ وأ ة4»ظنلا هسسأBامم ،ة 
Éهجئاتن عم لماعتلا بجوتس Gد�دش رذح ËD

E نهارلا تقولا. 
{Cاذلا داهشÞسلاا" دعGُ ةفاضإ :رrEطتلا دYق •

E" ارخؤمÈ ا³|يغت ثدحأÈ ا4»هوج
È

 ËD
E ق لازي لا ̈§ؤملا نأ دكؤي امم ،جئاتنلاBطتلا دæ4ر 

 .CBEاهن ³|غو
{Cاذ داهشÞسا ،فذح ،بحس( CEرف ̈§ؤم لíل E·²سëلا نزولا د�دحت بلطتي :ةõYسvلا نازولأا ةقد •

E( لاسأBئاصحإ بBأ ةÜ|$ ةقد 
 .ةسرامم لR ةروطخ عم بسانÞت

 ò,³Dو ةدوصقملا ³|غ ةBملعلا ءاطخلأا ³D,ب ³D|يمتلل يدرف لµشq ثاحGلأا بحس با�سأ ةعجارم بج� :́�ونلا لYلحتلل ةجاحلا •
 .ةدمعتملا ةBقلاخلأا تا�اهتنلاا

اثلاث
x: سفت دويقP� تاناYبلا 

Q÷صولا لYلحتلا روصق •
 yع ةرداق ةBللادتسا تاءاصحإ مادختسا نود ،طقف ةدوصرملا طامنلأا قيثوت yع ةساردلا دمتعت :�

 .ةسوردملا تاسسؤملا قاطن جراخ جئاتنلا مBمعت وأ ةBبßس تاقلاع تا�ثإ
 بجوتس¡ "ة4»يذحت تاراشإ" ـك ي{|مويل�بلا ساBقلا طامنأ عم لماعتلا بج� :ةلدأ لا تاراشإÓ ةP�Eمويلfبلا تاIJؤملا •

{Ëلاخلأا كولسلا ءوس yع عطاق لBلدك س>لو ،قيقدتلا
E )ل ،كشلا كحنمت دق ماقرلأاúلا كحنمت لا اهنYق��Q(. 

 ëÎ̈لا تقو اهتدوج سكع� لا دق )لا مأ ةدع�Þسم( ةلجملل �Eاحلا عضولا yع ءًانب ثاحGلأا فëBصت :تاEرودلا عضو ةYكYمانيد •
ËD ةرمتسملا تا³|يغتلا عم ةصاخ ،yEعفلا

E بلا دعاوقBملاعلا تاناBة. 
ا�لاغ :بحسلا تاناYبل ةYنمزلا ةوجفلا •

È
 سكعت لا دق ةثيدحلا تاناBبلا نأ ²DEع� امم ،اهèÎ̈ نم تاونس دعG ثاحGلأا بحسُ¡ ام 

 .)عقاولا نم لقأ ريدقت( قيقد لµشq بحسلل ةBلعفلا تلادعملا
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2. RECOMMENDATIONS   
The necessity of developing the RI² index stems from the urgent need to establish a flexible  and 
comprehensive evaluative framework that goes beyond merely monitoring violations to building a 
preventive system aligned with rapid changes in the global and local research environment. Updating this 
index represents a strategic step toward enhancing the international credibility of universities, ensuring 
that integrity standards transition from being mere regulatory constraints to incentives for institutional 
growth. By integrating advanced governance mechanisms, adopting unified international standards, and 
activating modern technical tools to detect emerging malpractices, this development ultimately fosters 
a rigorous, transparent, and sustainable research ecosystem that supports evidence-based decision-
making. 

ADتك� لا لماشو نرم B�Eيقت راطإ ةغاBصل ةحلمُلا ةجاحلا نم (RI²) ةBم�دا�لأا ةهاDD|لا ̈§ؤم رæ4طت ةروD% قثبëت
E تازواجتلا دصرب 

ËD ةعراسÞملا تا³|غتملا عم ̈:امتت ةBئاقو ةموظنم ءانبل DسÉ لG ،بسحف
E بðلعلا ثح�لا ةئ�E ملاعلاBلحملاو ةBاذه ث�دحت نإ ؛ة 

 �إ ةBباقر دويق درجم نم ةهاDD|لا ³|ياعم لæ4حت نمض� ثBح ،تاعماجلل ةBلودلا ةBقوثوملا ز4̧عت وحن ةBجBتا{|سا ةوطخ لثم� ̈§ؤملا
 دصرل ةثيدح ةBنقت تاودأ لBعفتو ،ةدحوم ةBلود ³|ياعم ²DEبتو ،ةروطتم ةمRوح تاBلآ جمد للاخ نم ،åEسؤملا رæ4طتلل زفاوح
ËD مهسÉ امم ،ةدجتسملا تاسرامملا

E ة�اهنلا ËD
E ب قلخðةئ GثحBصر ةðت ةنÞمس GفافشلاBبم تارارق ذاختا معدتو ةمادتسلااو ةëBع ةy 

 .ةلماشو ةقBقد تاناBب

2.1. PROPOSALS FOR ENHANCING THE RESEARCH INTEGRITY RISK 
INDEX RI² IN THE EGYPTIAN UNIVERSITIES 

ة�Vملا تاعماجلا~ ةAمJداHلأا ة.ا566لا ىوتسم عفرل تاح5zقم .١-٢  

I. Strengthening the Role of Academic Integrity Offices and Research Ethics Committees 
 :تاعماجلاgh iلعلا ثحcلا تا\قلاخأ ناجلو ة\مZداXلأا ةUاSTTلا بتكم رود زHIعت :لاًوأ

• Empowerment: Effectively strengthen the roles of Academic Integrity Offices and Research Ethics 
Committees within universities. 

• Periodic Reporting: Academic Integrity Offices must issue periodic reports to measure and analyze 
the rates of retracted research at the university level and identify the underlying causes of such 
retractions. 

• %Dلا بتكم رود ز4̧عت ةرو|DDلأا ةها� .لاعف لµشq تاعماجلا�E Gلعلا ثح�لا تاBقلاخأ ناجلو ةBم�دا
 با�سأو ةعماجلا نم ةæòحسملا ثاحGلأا بسè لBلحتو ساBقل ةعماجلاG ةBم�دا�لأا ةهاDD|لا بتكم نم ة4رود ر4راقت رادصا •

 .بحسلا
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II. Training and Awareness (Capacity Building) 
ا\ناث

p: ردتلاIو بrst ولاvh )تاردقلا ءانب(: 

• Mandatory Training: Implement a "Research Ethics" course as a mandatory requirement for the 
promotion of faculty members and their assistants. 

• EKB Annual Training: Direct faculty members to attend the Egyptian Knowledge Bank’s (EKB) annual 
training sessions provided by the Digital Library Unit. These sessions cover journal classification 
verification and identify reliable tools for detecting predatory and hijacked journals. 

• Ethical Charters: Emphasize the importance of raising awareness regarding the "Faculty Code of 
Ethics," in accordance with the Supreme Council of Universities' decree (dated Sept 24, 2022), which 
approved the code as a guiding framework for all universities. 

• Awareness Manuals: Ensure universities publish awareness manuals related to scientific publishing 
ethics and share essential links, such as lists of journals delisted from Web of Science & Scopus, and 
the SCU manual on avoiding predatory journals. 
 

�E ËDلعلا ثح�لا تاBقلاخأ ةرود قيبطت  •
E تاعماجلا Gة4ّرا�جإ ةًرود اهرا�تعا

ً
{Ë{|ل 

E ةنواعملا ةئيهلاو س8ردتلا ةئيه ءاضعأ. 
 ،ةBمقرلا تا�تكملا ةدحوب صاخلا ىzملا ةفرعملا كنبل يونسلا ب4ردتلا روضح وحن تاعماجلاG س8ردتلا ةئيه ءاضعأ هBجوت •

 نع فشÐلا لجأ نم اهيلع دامتعلاا متي E{²لا عقاوملاو اهيف ëÎ̈لا ل�ق تلاجملا فëBصت نم دÜأتلا ةBفÐBل ضرع اهللاخ متي ثBح
 .ةروزملاو ةس{|فملا تلاجملا

اق�ط كلذو ،ةنواعملا ةئيهلاو س8ردتلا ةئيه وضع تاBقلاخأ قاثيمG ماD{|للاا ەاجت CEولا èÎ̈ ةBمهأ yع تاعماجلا ىدل دÜBأتلا •
È

 
 س8ردتلا ةئيه وضع تاBقلاخأ قاثيم yع ةقفاوملاG ٢٤�٩�٢٠٢٢ خــــ4راتب ةدقعنملا هتسلجG تاعماجلل yعلأا سلجملا رارقل
 ثوح�لاو اBلعلا تاساردلا نوئشل yعلأا سلجملا ةBصوت yع ءانب ،تاعماجلا yع مBمعتلا عم يداش{|سا قاثيمR ةنواعملا ةئيهلاو
G١٨�٩�٢٠٢٢ خــــ4راتب )٦٢( مقر هتسلج.  

 نمو ،ةلصّلا تاذ ةمهملا طGاورلا èÎ̈و ،هتاBقلاخأو �Eلعلا ëÎ̈لاG ةقلعتملا ةæ4عوتلا ةلدلأا èÎ̈ ةBمهأ yع تاعماجلا ىدل دÜBأتلا •
ëÎ̈ ËDلا بنجت لBلدو Web of Science & Scopus نم   Dislisted ةدع�Þسملا تلاجملا اهمهأ

E ةروزملاو ةس{|فملا تلاجملا 
 .ةلصّلا تاذ ىرخأ طGاور وأ ةلدأ ة�أو ،تاعماجلل yعلأا سلجملا نع رداصلا

III: Scientific Journals 
اثلاث

p: ة\ملعلا تلاجملا: 

• Promoting a Retraction Culture: Direct university journals—particularly local journals not yet 
indexed in Scopus or Web of Science—to adopt a "Retraction Culture" for papers meeting the 
criteria listed in the Retraction Watch Database, or to issue Corrections for errors made during 
preparation or by the authors. 

• AI Implementation: Utilize Artificial Intelligence tools to screen manuscripts submitted to faculty 
journals to detect inconsistencies in writing styles, analyze sentence structures, and determine if 
content is human-authored or machine-generated. This helps identify papers produced by "Paper 
Mills" or those over-reliant on AI. 
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• COPE Standards: Ensure Egyptian university journals are well-versed in the standards of the 
Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) and explore institutional membership through the Egyptian 
Knowledge Bank. 

• AI Detection Software: Task Faculties of Computers and Information and Engineering departments 
to develop AI-based programs or adapt existing applications to detect AI-generated research papers. 
 

ËD ةفنصملا ³|غ ةBلحملا تلاجملا ةصاخ تاعماجلا تلاجم هBجوت •
E Scopus & Web of Science لأل بحسلا ةفاقث وحنGثاح 

Corrections ËD ءاطخلأا ل�دعت وأ y Retraction Watch Databaseع ةنلعملا بحسلا طو̈§ دحأ اهيلع قبطني E{²لا
E 

 .³D,فلؤملا بناج نم ءاطخأ وأ ةلجملاëÎ̈ Gلل ثح�لا دادعإ ءانثأ تثدح ءاطخأ ءاوس ثاحGلأا
ËD تاضقانتلا فاشÜÞا نكم� ثBحG تاBلíلا نع ردصت E{²لا تلاجملل ةمدقملا ثاحGلأا عم CEانطصلاا ءاRذلا تاودأ مادختسا •

E 
 تاودلأا ەذه نوكت نأ نكم� .�Eآ جاتنإ نم وأ يqÎ̈ فBلأت نم ىوتحملا ناR اذإ ام مBيقتو ،لمجلا ل�اBه لBلحتو ،ةGاتÐلا بBلاسأ

ËD دعاسÉ امم ،ةعجارملا ةBلمع نم اءًزج
E ثح�لا قارولأا د�دحتB²لا ة}E تëدارفلأا نوفلؤملا وأ قرولا عناصم اهجت Gمادختسا AI.  

• %Dملا تاعماجلا تلاجم علاطإ ةروz4ع ةy ³|ياعم COPE (Committee on Publication Ethics) Rاهيف كا{|شلاا نكم� ام 
 .يzملا ةفرعملا كنب مساG وضعك

 ءاRذلا yع دمتعت جمارب رæ4طتب ةسدنهلا تاBلGµ مظنلا ةسدنهو تا�ساحلا ماسقأو تامولعملاو تا�ساحلا تاBلR هBجوت •
 لمعلل لعفلاG ةدوجوم تاقBبطت وأ تاودأ عــــæ4طت وأ .CEانطصلاا ءاRذلا مادختساG اهدادعإ مت E{²لا ثاحGلأا فشÐل CEانطصلاا
ËD اهب

E ملعلا تلاجملاBة. 

IV: Measures Against Academic Misconduct 
اعiار

p: لا تاءارجلإا��
h ذاختا متيUللاا مدع دض اS�Tما iلاSTTاUلأا ةXداZة\م: 

• Investigation Protocols: Before reaching conclusive judgments on unethical behavior, the University 
Academic Integrity Office must conduct thorough audits and investigations. If a violation is proven, 
disciplinary or legal sanctions should be applied according to each university’s regulations. 
 

• Academic Integrity Reports in Evaluations: It is proposed that Academic Integrity reports (after 
verification) be considered when nominating faculty members for: 

- Senior administrative positions within the Ministry of Higher Education, universities, and faculties. 
- State and University Awards. 
- Scholarships and research missions. 

{Ëلاخأ ³|غ كولس دوجوب ةعطاق ماµحأ يأ صلاختسا ل�ق •
E لا بتكم رود ز4̧عت بج�|DDلأا ةها� ،يرحتلاو قيقدتلل تاعماجلاG ةBم�دا

ËDو
E قعلا قبطت ةفلاخملا توبث ةلاحæòيدأتلا تاßBنوناقلا وأ ةBةصاخلا حئاوللا بسح ة Gµةعماج ل. 

ËD ةBم�دا�لأا ةهاDD|لا ر4»قت ذخؤي نأ ح{|ق� •
E را�تعلاا Gف ةنواعملا ةئيهلا وأ س8ردتلا ةئيه وضع حيشرت دنع ،قيقدتلاو يرحتلا دعBام 

�yE: 
 .تاBلíلاو ،تاعماجلاو ،�Eلعلا ثح�لاو ،�Eاعلا مBلعتلا ةرازوب اBلعلا ة4رادلإا بصانملا -
 .تاعماجلا زئاوجو ةلودلا زئاوج -
 .حنملاو تاثع�لا -



 

RESEARCH INTEGRITY RISK INDEX (RI²) Report 
)RI²( ةOمMداKلأا ةHاFGGلا رطاخم @?ؤم ر;:قت  

 
 

٦٢٠٢ تاــــــــــــــــعماجلل *ـــــــــــــــــــــعلأا ســـــــــــــــــــــلجم                                                                     15                                

2.2. ANALYTICAL PERSPECTIVE  
 2RI THE RESEARCH INTEGRITY RISK INDEX OF 

 ةAمJداHلأا ة.ا566لا 12ؤمل ��Aلحت روظنم .٢-٢

This study provides an in-depth analytical perspective of the Research Integrity Risk Index (RI²), focusing 
on the evolution of its core metrics and the exploration of new indicators to strengthen its evaluative 
power. The objective is to transition academic integrity from a purely regulatory framework into a 
strategic driver for scientific excellence.  

 ةBساسلأا هس>ياقم ³D,سحتو ضرع للاخ نم ،(RI²) ةBثح�لا ةهاDD|لا رطاخم ̈§ؤمل ة�دقن ةBلBلحت ة4ؤر م�دقت ةساردلا ەذه فدهتس¡
 راطإ درجم نم ةBم�دا�لأا ةهاDD|لا ̈§ؤم لæ4حت �إ ةطخلا ەذه Dس¡ .ةBمBيقتلا هتردق نم ززعت ةد�دج تا̈§ؤم yع ءوضلا طBلس¡و
 .�Eلعلا ³D|متلل B¶·Eتا{|سا كرحم �إ C·Eاقر

2.2.1. SECTION 1: ENRICHING THE SCOPE OF THE THREE CORE METRICS 
 ةAس�ئرلا ةثلاثلا س�ياقملا لوح ةVؤرلا ءارثإ :لولأا ءزجلا

1. Retracted Articles / لأا بحس سا\قمiثاح  

• Scope Expansion: Track retractions in local university journals (including Arabic titles) via a 
national registry. 

• Reason Analysis: Categorize retractions (Fraud, Plagiarism, or Honest Error) to target specific 
training needs. 

• Early Warning: Monitor "Expressions of Concern" (EoC) as precursors to potential institutional 
issues.   (An Expression of Concern (EoC) is a formal notice issued by journal editors or publishers to alert readers 
about significant, unresolved issues with a published article's integrity, data, or methodology, signaling potential 
unreliability without immediately retracting it  )  

ËD ثاحGلأا بحس عبÞت :قاطنلا عيسوت •
E عماجلا تلاجملاBلحملا ةBة )Gعلا اهيف ام«òB²طو لجس ·|ع )ةDE. 

 .ةقدG ة4ßBردتلا تاجاBتحلاا د�دحتل )يqÎ̈ أطخ وأ ،ةق§ ،ر4وزت( بحسلا فëBصت :باfسلأا لYلحت •
 .yEعفلا بحسلا ل�ق ة4»يذحت تاراشإR تلاجملا اهردصت E{²لا (EoC) "قلقلا تاراعشإ" دصر :ركfملا راذنلإا •

2. Delisted & Predatory Journals / سملا تلاجملا�cفملاو ةدعSةس�  

• National Grey List: Create a list of low-quality journals targeting authors that may not yet be 
globally delisted. 

• Fast-Track Monitoring: Investigate journals guaranteeing rapid review for high fees, which often 
bypass rigorous quality control. 

• APC Auditing: Monitor patterns of high Article Processing Charges (APCs) paid to questionable 
publishers.  (Article Processing Charge (APC), also known as a publication fee, is a fee which is sometimes charged 
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to authors.[1] Most commonly, it is involved in making an academic work available as open access (OA), in either a 
full OA journal or in a hybrid journal.) 

اBلود دع�Þسُ¡ ملو ³D,ثحا�لا فدهتس¡ E{²لا ةدوجلا ةضفخنم تلاجملاG ةمئاق ءاشèإ :ةWدامرلا ةYنطولا ةمئاقلا •
È

 Gدع. 
امBكحت نمضت E{²لا تلاجملا عبÞت :عــــ³Eلا v³Jلا ةfقارم •

È
اع4§ 

È
 .ةعجارملا ةدوج فعض� امم ،ةظهاG موسر لGاقم 

 .ةهوبشم èÎ̈ تاهجل ةعفترملا ëÎ̈ (APCs)لا موسر عفد طامنأ دصر :v³Jلا موسر قيقدت •

3. Self-Citation Practices / اذلا داهش�سلاا تاسرامم��
h  

• Group/Departmental Tracking: Analyze "citation circles" where groups or departments cite each 
other to inflate collective metrics. 

• Citation Age: Distinguish between genuine building on foundational work and citing recent papers 
solely to boost metrics. 
 

 .عنطصم لµشq تا̈§ؤملا عفرل تاداهشÞسلاا ماسقلأا وأ تاعومجملا لدا�Þت ثBح "داهشÞسلاا رئاود" لBلحت :́�امجلا عب¼تلا •
{BAقحلا �Eلعلا ءانبلا ³D,ب ³D|يمتلا :داهش¼سلاا رمع •

E عy اس لامعأGو ةقò,³D سلااÞداهش GأGماقرلأا عفرل طقف ةثيدح ثاح. 

2.2.2. SECTION 2: EXTENDING THE SCOPE: CONTEXTUAL FACTORS 
�6اثلا ءزجلا

 ةطAحم تارثؤمو ةAفاضإ داع~أ :�

 :(Open Science) تاناYبلا رفاوتو حrتفملا ملعلا تاسرامم

 وهف ،ةمدختسملا ةBجم·|لا داوÜلأا وأ (Data availability) ةBلصلأا ثح�لا تاناBبل طGاور رفوت E{²لا ثاحGلأا ة�سè :راYعملا •
ADتك� لاف .ثاحGلأل ماخلا داوملل ةBتامولعملا ةBفافشلا ةجرد س>ق�

E عملا اذهBرا Gملا "ثح�لا صن" �إ رظنلاëروش، Gصوغ� ل 
ËD
E امولعملا ساسلأاC}

E بُ يذلاëBلع تBلعلا ثح�لا لوحت نمض� امم ،جئاتنلا ه�E رعم لصأ �إËD
E اقGطتلاو صحفلل لæ4ر. 

 .جئاتنلا جاتنإ ةداعإ yع ةردقلاو ةBفافشلا ز4̧عتو تاناBبلا ر4وزت ةحفاµم :فدهلا •

 :þ� (Citation Diversity)ودلا نواعتلاو تاداهش¼سلاا عrنت

 .³D,يلود ³D,ثحاG عم ةك{|شملا ثاحGلأا ة�سèو ةفلتخم لود نم تاداهشÞسلاا ة�سè :راYعملا •
اناBحأ yEحملا قلاغنلاا ·|تع� ثBح ،ةBملاعلا ³|ياعملا yع ثحا�لا حاتفنا ىدم ساBق :فدهلا •

È
 ضرعتلا فعض yع Èا̈§ؤم 

 .ةBلودلا ةهاDD|لا ³|ياعمل

 :(Integrity Governance) ةRاPQQلا ناجلو فYلأتلا تاعزانم ةمÓوح

 تاBقلاخأ ناجل ةBفافشو طاشè ىدمو ،اهنع غيل�تلا متي E{²لا (Authorship disputes) فBلأتلا تاعزانم ددع :راYعملا •
�E ËDلعلا ثح�لا

E قيقحتلا ËD
E شلاµىوا. 

 .�Eودلا ىوتسملل اهلوصو ل�ق تلاµشملا لحل ةæ4ق ةBلخاد تاBلآ كلاتما yع تاعماجلا عيجش¡ :فدهلا •
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 :ÿ� (Institutional Open Access)سؤملا رحلا لوصولا تاساYس

ËD مهثاحGأ نم خسè عاد�Oب ³D,ثحا�لا مزلت تاساBس دوجو :راYعملا •
E "قرلا عدوتسملا�E عملا اذه ·|تع� ."ةعماجللBرلا دحأ راRزئا 

ËD ةBساسلأا
E يقتBوحلا ةدوج مRلأا ةم� ،اهئاضعلأ �Eلعلا جاتنلإل "فشرؤم"و "نماض" ـك ةعماجلا رود yع زكري ثBح ،ةBم�دا

 .اهمادختسلا "ةمزلمُلا ةساBسلا" س>قن لG ،بسحف ضرغلا كلذل ةBمقر ةصنم دوجو س>ق� لا وهف
{Ëلاخلأا ëÎ̈لا عيجش¡و ةس{|فملا تلاجملا yع دامتعلاا لBلقت :فدهلا •

E مسرلا ةعماجلا تاونق ·|عBة. 

2.2.3. SECTION 3: GOVERNANCE 
 ةم¥وحلا :ثلاثلا ءزجلا

• Capacity Building: Make High-Quality Research Ethics training a mandatory requirement for 
faculty promotion. 

• Diagnostic Phase: Implementing the index confidentially for a period of two years as a tool for 
internal reform before commencing public evaluation. 

• Developmental Tiering: Replace "Red Flags" with a "Needs Support" category, providing high-risk 
institutions with a Roadmap for Reform. 

• Localization and Accessibility: Providing dashboards in Arabic to ensure information reaches all 
researchers and junior scholars. 
 

ا�لطتم ةدوجلا ةBلاع "�Eلعلا ثح�لا تاBقلاخأ" تارود لعج :تاردقلا ءانب •
È

ا4را�جإ 
È

{Ë{|ل 
E س8ردتلا ةئيه ءاضعأ. 

ا4§ ̈§ؤملا قيبطت :ةYصYخش¼لا ةلحرملا •
È

ËD ءد�لا ل�ق yEخادلا حلاصلإل ةادأ³D R,ماع ةدمل 
E يقتلاB²لعلا مDE. 

 .حلاصلإل قDEط ةطراخ ـG تاعماجلا د4وزت عم ،"معدل ةجاحG" ةئفG "ريذحتلا مئاوق" لاد�Þسا :يرrEطتلا فvYصتلا •
 راغصو ³D,ثحا�لا ةفاíل تامولعملا لوصو نامضل ةòB»علا ةغللاG (Dashboards) تاناBبلا تاحول ³|فوت :لوصولاو بDEعتلا •

 .³D,ثحا�لا
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GLOSSARY 

تاحلطصملا سوماق  (Glossary of Metrics) 

راYعملا فDEعتلا   (Definition) 

Open Science 
حæتفملا ملعلا تاسرامم  

 ة̈§ا�ملا طGاورلا حيÞت E{²لا ثاحGلأا ة�سy èع دمتع� ؛ةBتامولعملا ةBفافشلا ةجردل ساBقم
 ساسلأا صحفG حمسÉ امم ،ةمدختسملا ةBجم·|لا داوÜلأا وأ (Raw Data) ماخلا تاناBبلل

{Cامولعملا
E و جئاتنللRاهجاتنإ ةداع. 

Citation Diversity 
تاداهشÞسلاا عæنت  

 نم ةدراولا تاداهشÞسلاا ة�سè دصر للاخ نم ؛ثح�لل �Eلاعلا حاتفنلاا ىدم س>ق� راBعم
 داهشÞسلاا رئاود وأ ةBملعلا ةلزعلا نع فشÐلل ،�Eودلا E$²ح�لا نواعتلا ة�سèو ةلودلا جراخ

 .ةقلغملا ةBلحملا

Integrity Governance 
ةهاDD|لا ةمRوح  

 ،اهنع غل�مُلا فBلأتلا تاعزانم ددع عبÞت yع دمتع� ؛ةBلخادلا ةلءاسملا ةBلعاف ساBقل راطإ
�E ËDلعلا ثح�لا تاBقلاخأ ناجل ةBفافشو طاشè ىدمو

E قيقحتلا ËD
E شلاµاهتجلاعمو ىوا 

اBسسؤم
È

. 

Institutional Open Access 
åEسؤملا رحلا لوصولا   

ËD لثمتي ؛ةفشرلأاو ةBم�دا�لأا ةمRوحلا ةوقل ساBقم
E س دوجوBع ضرفت ةمزلمُ تاساy 

ËD مهلامعأ نم خسè عاد�إ ³D,ثحا�لا
E قرلا عدوتسملا�E نماضك ةعماجلا رود نامضل ،ةعماجلل 

 .�Eلعلا جاتنلإل �Eسر فشرؤمو
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