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 ANRF cracks down on retractions
_~ tocheck plagiarism surge

Institutions have recorded 6,008 paper retractions, with 4,099 occurring in past five years

Divyansh.Kumar
@timesofindia.com

nusandhan National
Research Foundation
(ANRF) has introdu-
ced stricter rules to address
high retraction rate, control
plagiarism and data fabrica-
tion in research work. The
new Advanced Research
Grant (ARG)ruleshavemade
publication retractions a_.nd
AT use part of the scrutiny
process, to enhance rg-:sea:ch
integrity. The Principal In-
vestigators (P1s) and co-PIs
applyingfor ARG, needtode-
clare and explain any publi-
cation retractions in past five
years and sign an underta-
king on use of Al-generated
proposal. The proposals wﬂl
be checked thrs(;lg{il Atlhjéd
lagiarism tools, Al-de-
féca%g ::gletllods before be-
ing sent to technical pro-
gramme committee.

India accounted for over
20% of globalresearchretrac-
tions as of 2025, despite cont-
ributing only 5% of the
world’s research papers, ac-
cording to an Indian R?.se-
arch Watch (IRW) analysis of
the Retraction Watch Data-
base. Achal Agrawgl. _foun-
der, IRW, says, “This imba-
lance makes ANRE's move a
landmark change because it
forces the researchersto con-
front weak oversight, dub1q_
us collaborations, ai_ld publi-
cation-driven incentives that
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have gone unchallenged.”

According to INFLIBNET
Research Integrity Platform,
aninitiative of Confederation
of Open Access Repositories
(COAR), Indian institutions
have recorded 6,008 paper
retractions, of which, 4,099 of
retractions occurred betwe-
en 2022-2025.

For years, the Indian aca-
demic ecosystem has suffe-
red from dubious collabora-
tions driven by flawed evalu-
The new
ANRF rules will reduce blind
academic partnerships.
“Thiswillmake people close-

- ly evaluate the work of some-

one before collaborating
with them. This transparen-
cy measure will eventually
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push universities to mn
background checks. on ret-
raction histories before hi-
ring faculty," Agrawaladds.
The ANRF is also crack-
ing down on threats of Ge-
nAl Asserting a zero-tole-,
rance policy for plagiarism,
the applicants must sign an
undertaking stating their
research proposals are not
Al-generated. Senioracade-
micians advocate for a nu-
anced approach. Prof V
Ramgopal Rao, group VG,
BITS Pilani campuses, says,
“Asking applicants to de-
clare retractions in the last
five yearsisnotmeanttopu-
nish honest errors. Science
progresses through mista-
kes too, but it will certainly

discourage careless, unethi-
cal, and dubious publication
Practices. Using Al to impro-
ve }anguage, structure, or
clanty should be acceptable,
especially for researchers
who may have good ideas
but weaker English, The re-
searcher must have scientific

_ idea, thomesis, methodolo-

gy, and originality. "

Prof Rao stresses that ac-
countability cannot rest sole-
ly on individual declarations.
“Institutions must streng-
then internal ethics commit-
tees and conduct publication
audits. At BITS Pilani, a stan-
ding committee reviews mi-
sconduct monthly, and we
havemaderesearch integrity
course mandatory for all PhD
students," he adds.

Resource Disparitieg
Thepolicyrisks discouraging
Iesearchers from self-correc-
ting honest errors out of fear
of lqsing future funding. Mo-
Umita Koley, senior research
analyst, DST-Centre for Poli-
cy Research, IISc Bangalore,
says, “Evaluators must be
trained to differentiate het-
ween deliberate fraud ang
scientific self-correction.
Retractions do not always
stem from misconduct and
canresultfromhonesterrorg
and serve as part of elf-cor-
Iecting nature of Science,
The system will finction faiy.
ly if ANRF builds a a-
rent evaluation frameworj
Furthermore, resource
disparity threatens to gra-
ate an uneven playing fj-
eld. While' well-funded
. institutions like IITs
*  and IISc have access
§\ toexpensive proprie-
tary plagiarism de-

il chers at smaller
state universiti-
_ es often lack in-.
" ternal oversight -
. infrastructure.



