Bilaga 0
2023-02-06

Hiarmed skickar jag in foljande anmélan mot Lunds universitet, i synnerhet mot Goran Sandberg

(f.d. ordforande i Ndmnden for utredning av avvikelse fran god forskningssed), Jessica
Salomonsson Enetoft (utredare i Namnden for utredning av avvikelse fran god forskningssed),

Annika Olsson (rektor for Lunds tekniska hogskola, LTH), Anders Ahlberg (studierektor for

forskarutbildningen vid LTH), samt Jimmie Kristensson (vicerektor for Lunds universitet med

ansvar for bl.a. etikfragor).
Bakgrund

I slutet av oktober 2022 publicerade jag, inom ramen for min doktorsavhandling, en
forskningsstudie som blev enormt medialt uppmarksammad, bade i Sverige och internationellt.
Slutsatsen i denna &r att vissa grupper av studenter vid Lunds Tekniska Hogskola (LTH) far
hogre betyg dérfor att de har ett fordelaktigt utseende. Inom nigon vecka inkom tva
anmdlningar till Namnden for utredning av avvikelse fran god forskningssed (hddanefter:
”Nédmnden”), vilken &r en intern ndmnd inom Lunds universitet. Jag &r doktorand i
nationalekonomi vid Ekonomihdgskolan vid Lunds universitet, som alltsé dr en annan fakultet

vid samma universitet.
Skal for anmalan

1. Den 31 oktober meddelar Goran Sandberg, ordforande i Nimnden, mig via telefon att
en anmélan om misstdnkt avvikelse fran god forskningssed hade inkommit den 27
oktober (bilaga 1). Denna kommer hddanefter bendmnas “anmilan nummer ett”. Han
uppger i huvudsak foljande. Anmélan kommer behandlas av Ndmnden pa deras nista
mote i mitten av november. D4 kommer Ndmnden avgoéra huruvida drendet ska
overlamnas till Ndmnden for provning av oredlighet i forskning (Npof, en statlig
myndighet) eller provas av Namnden (dvs. universitetets interna nimnd). Infor detta
mote ska jag fa mojlighet att yttra mig dver anmalan skriftligen. Vi kommer 6verens att
jag ska skicka mitt yttrande till Ndimnden inom ndgon vecka, och att Namnden inte
kommer gora ndgot med anmailan fore motet.

2. Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft, utredare i Ndmnden, skickar samma information
skriftligen via epost nagra timmar senare; se bilagorna 2 (underrittelsen) resp. 3

(riktlinjerna).



Enligt 12 § 1 st. riktlinjerna ska Ndmnden i samband med att en anmilan inkommer
inleda en forberedande undersékning. Enligt 14 § 1 st. ska den forberedande
undersokningen genomforas skyndsamt. Enligt 14 § 2 st. ska, inom ramen for den
forberedande undersokningen, forst mer fakta insamlas i drendet och den anmélde yttra
sig, innan nagot beslut fattas.

Emellertid skickar Ndmnden tva dagar senare, den 2 november, hela anméilan till
Overklagandendmnden for etikprévning (Onep, en statlig myndighet som inte nimndes
i bilaga 2). Detta utan att forst ha tagit hansyn till ndgot yttrande fran min sida.
Overlimnandet framgér i epost frin Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft till mig den 2
november (bilaga 4). Goran Sandberg uppger i ett telefonsamtal med mig den 2
november att anledningen &r att anmilan ror forskningsetik i vid mening och att
Néamnden inte behandlar forskningsetik.

Den sista meningen i p. 4 bekréftas av Goran Sandberg i en intervju med Aftonbladet
den 11 november: Vi har inte tagit stéllning till klagomalen. Utan véar enda bedomning

4r att detta dr en friga for ONEP. Eftersom vér nimnd inte beddémer etikfrigor”

(https://www.aftonbladet.se/nyheter/a/EQybVj/studenterna-begar-ut-sina-

snygghetspoang-studien-anmald).

Lunds universitets vicerektor Jimmie Kristensson redogér i Kvéllsposten den 31

oktober for processen  (https://www.expressen.se/nyheter/studenters-utseende-

bedomdes-i-studie/). Han uppger i huvudsak det som framgér av riktlinjerna, dvs. att
mer information forst ska inhdmtas och att den anmélde ska yttra sig innan beslut om
en eventuell Gverldmning till ndgon annan statlig myndighet fattas.

I ett telefonsamtal mellan prefekten vid nationalekonomiska institutionen Joakim
Gullstrand och Jimmie Kristensson den 2 november tar Kristensson ddremot namnden
1 forsvar, och hiavdar att Naimnden fungerar som ett rundningsmaérke i fradgor som ror
forskningsetik, och att Namnden inte alls behdver inhdmta mer information eller
yttranden fran de anmélda fore eventuella Gverldmnanden till andra myndigheter.
Joakim Gullstrand aterger detta i ett e-postmeddelande direkt efterat; se bilaga 5.
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft erkdnner den 7 november skriftligen att Némnden br6t mot
riktlinjerna nir den dverlimnade drendet till Onep utan att forst inhidmta yttrande frin
mig (bilaga 6, forsta gulmarkerade stycket).

Av allt att doma har Namnden @ven struntat i det som foreskrivsi 11 § 8 st. riktlinjerna,
dvs. att en studentrepresentant som utses av Lunds universitets studentkarer ska

adjungeras som ledamot nér en doktorand ér foremal for en utredning.



10. Anmélan nummer tvd inkommer till Nimnden den 31 oktober (se bilaga 7). Forst den 8

11.

12.

13.

14.

november underrattar Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft mig om denna anmélnings existens;
se bilaga 8 for underrittelsen. Detta trots att Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft redan den 2
november hade skriftlig kommunikation med mig i samband med att den forsta anmélan
overlimnades till Onep. Hon mejlade dven mig den 7 november (se p. 8 i denna JO-
anmélan). Vidare visade det sig senare (se p. 13 1 denna JO-anmaélan) att bade den forsta
och den andra anmilan &verlimnades till Onep i ett och samma epostmeddelande,
skickat dit den 2 november. Namnden har alltsa tagit emot, rimligen 6gnat igenom, och
overlamnat anmilan (jimte den fOrsta), utan att informera mig om att den ens hade
inkommit forrdn sex dagar efter dverlamnandet. Detta agerande kan omdjligen vara
forenligt med 9-10 §§ forvaltningslagen.

Négon information om hur jag skulle gora for att besvara den andra anmélan gavs inte
heller. Namnden brdt alltsa dterigen mot riktlinjerna, tillika mot 25 § forvaltningslagen.
I epostmeddelandet i bilaga 6, andra gulmarkerade stycket, skriver Ndimnden att den har
tagit emot yttrandet (dvs. svaret pd anmélan nummer ett) och att de avser 6verlimna
detta till Onep. Namnden skriver vidare att 9 november ér deadline for att inkomma med
synpunkter pé yttrandets dverlamning, vilket tyder pa att det &r i anslutning till detta
datum som Nimnden avser dverlimna yttrandet till Onep. I bilaga 9 finns mitt yttrande.
Nir jag pa eftermiddagen den 17 november kontaktar Onep med en friga om huruvida
de har tagit emot yttrandet svarar den utredande juristen dér nekande; se bilaga 10. Hon
bifogar dven en kopia av epostmeddelandet som inkom till dem den 2 november, vilken
alltsa dven inneholl den andra anmélan (jmf. diskussionen i p. 10 i denna JO-anmélan);
se bilaga 11. Anmidlan nummer tva heter alltsd ”02 a Anmilan MaU...” i bilaga 11 och
ar gulmarkerad; anmélan nummer ett heter ”01 a Anmélan annan avvikelse...”. Jag
overlimnar direfter sjidlv Over yttrandet i friga med viandande epost. Jag kontaktar
omedelbart Joakim Gullstrand, som &terigen ringde upp bade Goran Sandberg och
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft, for att pidpeka att de har bortsett fran att skicka in
yttrandet. Senare samma kvéll skickar Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft dver yttrandet till
Onep; se bilaga 12.

Det forefaller sannolikt att Nimnden inte hade for avsikt att overldmna yttrandet till
Onep om vi inte hade sagt ifran, atminstone inte inom rimlig tid. I yttrandet finns
detaljerade svar pa fragan kring varfor forskningsprojektet inte faller inom
etikprovningslagens tillimpningsomrade. Nimnden hade dérmed for avsikt att medvetet

undanhalla bevis som ir till min fordel, eller i vart fall forsvéara processen hos Onep.
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Eftersom Onep har befogenhet att italsanmila forskningsprojekt (jmf. 35 § 3 st.
etikprovningslagen), ligger Nimndens handlande i1 detta avseende darmed pé grinsen
till brottet vardslos beskyllning (15 kap. 7 § brottsbalken), pa s sitt att Namnden har
fornekat en friande eller mildrande omsténdighet.

Den forsta anmilan innehéller vidare uppgifter som &r felaktiga i sak, dvs. att kon,
socioekonomisk status och bilder pad en persons ansikte skulle utgora kinsliga
personuppgifter i 3 § etikprovningslagens mening. Att s inte dr fallet kan inses genom
en enkel Google-sokning, och beskrivs tydligt i mitt yttrande. Bade jag och Joakim
Gullstrand ringde Goran Sandberg den 2 november for att papeka detta, men han valde
att inte kommentera med hanvisning till att han var péa ett brollop.

Eftersom Goran Sandberg har informerats av bade mig och Joakim Gullstrand om att
anmélan innehéller uppgifter som ar felaktiga i sak, och eftersom han inte vidtagit nagra
atgdrder i samband med detta, medfor hans agerande en uppenbar risk for att jag ska bli
oskéligt domd, och sa lange processen pagéar, i vart fall lida men med tanke pa den
avsevirda pafrestning det innebédr att vara under utredning. Dirmed ligger hans
handlade i detta avseende pa grénsen till brottet underlatenhet att avvérja rattsfel (15
kap. 9 § brottsbalken; det ricker enligt lagtexten med att jag ska lida avsevirt forfang”).
Eftersom Anders Ahlberg skickade in en anmélan med vilseledande uppgifter till en
myndighet (se p. 15 i detta dokument) har han enligt min mening agerat pa grinsen till
brotten falsk, alternativt vardslos, beskyllning (15 kap. 7 § brottsbalken). Det bor noteras
att dven uppgifter som dr uppenbart felaktiga, som i1 det hir fallet, omfattas av
lagrummet (SOU 1944:69, s. 338).

Anders Ahlberg ér studierektor for forskarutbildningen vid LTH. Eftersom de studenter
vars personuppgifter anvinds i studien ar studenter pd grundniva, faller &rendet
egentligen inte inom hans ansvarsomrade. Ordalydelsen i anmélan indikerar ocksa att
hela LTH:s ledning star bakom anméilan. Darfor méste 4ven hans chef Annika Olsson,
rektor vid LTH, omfattas av JO-anmilan. Det forefaller helt otroligt att LTH:s rektor,
som har ett helt rektorskansli till sin hjilp, inte skulle veta, eller kunna ta reda pé, vad
som menas med en kénslig personuppgift i etikprovningslagens mening.

For ovrigt ar det anmérkningsvért att anmélan fran Anders Ahlberg till Namnden &r
stalld i frageform. Om han hade velat fa svar pa sina fragor vore det rimligare att stélla
dem direkt till mig. Det valda angreppssittet leder naturligtvis till klart storre
oldgenheter for mig personligen, inte minst medialt, och kan inte motiveras av annat dn

att LTH:s ledning ville hdmnas for att studien avsléjade omfattande diskriminering vid
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20.

21.

22.

23.

fakulteten. Aven detta agerande far vil anses ligga pa grinsen till det straffbara (jmf. 17
kap. 2 § brottsbalken).

Enligt 34-35 §§ etikprovningslagen utdvar Onep tillsyn dver etikprovningslagen. Tvé
av tre frdgor 1 anmilan nummer ett handlar inte om etikprovning. Vidare handlar
ingenting 1 anmélan nummer tvd om etikprovning. Den handlar istéllet huvudsakligen
om upphovsritt, vilket inte faller inom Oneps ansvarsomride. Nimnden har saledes
skickat vidare 1 vart fall anmélan nummer tv4 till fel myndighet.

Hogsta domstolen har i dom 2022-12-22 i malet B 5232-22 konstaterat att det for att
rekvisitet pastar besviarande omstdndighet” i lagtexten om falsk beskyllning (15 kap. 7
§ brottsbalken) ska vara uppfyllt krivs att girningen ska ha framstétt som allvarligare
an den vore utan de falska pastdendena, t.ex. genom att gdrningens straffvirde paverkats
(se p. 21 resp. 27 1 domskilen). Viktigt for mitt fall ar att avvikelser fran
etikprovningslagen &r straffbara (med hogst tvd ars fangelse; se 38 § 1 st.
etikprovningslagen), vilket ddremot inte géller avvikelser fran exempelvis
datahantering, som resten av anmélan nummer ett tycks ta sikte pa. Den péstidda
garningen leder alltsd till ett hogre straff om avvikelser fran etikprovningslagen
inkluderas i anmailan.

Som tidigare ndmnts har Goran Sandberg uttalat sig i media att Naimnden inte behandlar
anmélan i sak. Den 16 december meddelar Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft emellertid att
Néamnden &nda har inlett en forberedande undersokning, vilket de skulle ha gjort direkt
efter att anmélan inkom (jmf. 12 § 1 st. riktlinjerna), och inte nistan tvd ménader senare.
Forsta steget i en forberedande undersokning dr att mer information om
forskningsprojektet ska inhdmtas, vilket visserligen &r i linje med det som star i
riktlinjerna. Emellertid krdaver Ndmnden i samband med detta ut ett mycket omfattande
underlag, bl.a. all korrespondens med tidskriften, allt forskningsmaterial, samt en
detaljerad beskrivning av arbetsprocessen fran borjan till slut. Deadline sétts till 9
januari, dvs. en knapp vecka efter jul- och nyarsledigheten; se bilaga 13.

Nér min handledare Joakim Westerlund ifrdgasétter detta svarar Jessica Salomonsson
Enetoft att Nimnden ska utreda skyndsamt, vilket uppenbarligen inte géller dem sjédlva
med tanke pa den extremt langa tid det tog for Namnden att inleda den forberedande
undersokningen. Se bilaga 14. Vidare siger hon att Onep och Nimnden utreder olika
saker, vilket inte dr konsekvent med det som Goran Sandberg tidigare har sagt, dvs. att
Néamndens enda bedomning dr att de inte ska hantera anmélan i sak (se p. 5 i denna JO-

anmilan). Detta agerande bryter bdde mot saklighetsprincipen i 1 kap. 9 §
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24.

25.

26.

27.

regeringsformen resp. 5 § 2 st. forvaltningslagen, samt mot principen att ett &rende ska
handlidggas s& snabbt som mojligt; jmf. 9 § 1 st. forvaltningslagen. Hon gér sedermera
med pa en forléngning till 1 februari.

Forvisso finns det inte reglerat exakt hur lang tid som ar rimligt for en sddan begéiran
om yttrande (jmf. forarbetena till 25 § forvaltningslagen; prop. 2016/17:180, s. 155ff),
men dven den nya deadlinen 1 februari framstar som extremt kort, dels med tanke pa
materialets omfattning, dels med tanke pa att arsskiftet december/januari &r
femtearsdoktoranders mest intensiva, eftersom denna period sammanfaller med
nationalekonomernas s.k. job market, dvs. perioden med akademiska jobbansdkningar
och tillhérande seminarier. Dessutom ar disputationen planerad till borjan av maj, och
avhandlingen behdver spikas och tryckas ett antal veckor i forvig, vilket ytterligare 6kar
arbetsbelastningen i borjan av véren.

Regeringen och forvaltningsmyndigheterna ska ta hénsyn till arbetsbelastningen hos
motparten ndr de skickar in en begéran om ett betdnkande (se rittsfallet NJA 2018, s.
743 p. 17 resp. 40). Till saken hor dven att det tog Namnden tvd manader att inleda en
forberedande undersokning, vilket forsenade processen. Sammantaget foljer av det
anforda att kraven pa saklighet i 1 kap. 9 § regeringsformen resp. 5 § 2 st.
forvaltningslagen har dsidosatts.

Ovanstdende blir extra allvarligt med tanke pa att Nimnden har visat sig vara patagligt
langsam nér tidsperioden dr lagreglerad. Den 7 december kl. 15:56 informerar Jessica
Salomonsson Enetoft mig om att nagon har begért ut handlingarna i drendet. Jag fragar
kl. 16:11 vem som har begért ut dem. Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft svarar forst kl. 12:56
dagen efter; se bilaga 15.

Justiticombudsmannen har i beslut 2016-01-20 i drendet med dnr 3725-2015 riktat
kritik mot en tjinsteman som inte pabdrjade utlimnandet av en allmén handling nér 40
minuter aterstod av arbetsdagen. I det prejudicerande drendet skulle dessutom
utlimnandet ta mer dn 40 minuter (dvs. det skulle ta langre tid 1 ansprék 4n vad som
iterstod av arbetsdagen); i det aktuella drendet knappast mer in ndgon minut. Aven om
Jessica Salomonsson Enetofts arbetsdag var slut vid tiden for begéran (16:11), borde
begéran séledes ha verkstéllts redan pa morgonen den 8 december och inte vid 13-tiden.
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft 1dmnade heller ingen forklaring till varfor utlimnandet
drojde. Med detta i atanke kan inte hennes hantering av begiran av utlimning av
offentlig handling hdr inte vara forenlig med bestimmelsen i 2 kap. 15 §

tryckfrihetsforordningen om att en allméin handling ska lamnas ut ”genast”.



28. Beslutet att ta upp drendet igen maéste dessutom anses std i strid mot 37-38 §§
forvaltningslagen. Namnden har tidigare (se p. 5) meddelat att den inte ska ta upp
fragan, utan 6verlimna den till den objektiva myndigheten Onep for bedémning. Det
maste anses negativt for mig (jmf. 38 § p. 2 forvaltningslagen) att Namnden ska hantera
arendet igen, med tanke pa de allvarliga misstag som den har gjort i handldggningen av
drendet. I beslut 2023-02-02 i drendet med Oneps dnr T19-2022/3.2 har Onep avskrivit
arendet fran vidare handldggning.

29. Vidare bor sdgas nagot om jiv i ifrdgavarande drende.

30. Goran Sandberg var ordférande i Namnden fram till arsskiftet 2022/23. Han &r, forutom
att ha varit ordférande i Namnden, professor vid LTH. Hans chef dr LTH:s rektor,
Annika Olsson. Genom hela processen har Annika Olsson misstankliggjort projektet,
bl.a. genom diverse uttalanden i media. Eftersom LTH:s ledning sa tydligt tagit stéllning
emot mig, och eftersom det i detta fall rader ett chef-underordnad-forhallande mellan
Annika Olsson och Goran Sandberg, 4r Goran Sandberg javig i behandlingen av drendet
i enlighet med 16 § forvaltningslagen. Huruvida en chef ska rdknas som ”nérstaende” i
den mening som avses i 16 § p. 1 framgér inte uppenbart av forarbetena (jmf. prop.
2016/17:180, s. 95), men om han inte dr javig enligt 16 § p. 1 &r han i vart fall javig
enligt 16 § p. 4.

31. Ett fillande i Namnden kan ha synnerligen allvarliga konsekvenser. Exempelvis ska
Néamnden vid ett fillande enligt 19 § riktlinjerna omedelbart Idmna information “berord
del av forskarsamhillet”. Att stimplas som fuskare har tveklost mycket allvarliga
konsekvenser for en forskare, i synnerhet for nagon som ér i borjan av sin karriér. Enligt
21 § 2 men. lagen om ansvar for god forskningssed och provning av oredlighet i
forskning kan Namndens beslut inte ens dverklagas, vilket ddremot dr fallet med sadan
oredlighet i forskning som ror plagiering, forfalskning och fabricering.

32. Eftersom Ndmnden dr sista instans dr det av yttersta vikt att handlédggningen &r korrekt.
I detta fall har emellertid Namnden gjort flertalet allvarliga fel i handlédggningen.
Samtliga har varit till min nackdel.

33. Slutligen &r situationen, dvs. bade den falska anmaélan i sig och Namndes hantering av
densamma, extra problematisk eftersom forskningsprojektet skedde inom ramen f6r min

myndighetsutdvning.

Sammanfattning



Sammantaget har Ndmnden (i synnerhet Goran Sandberg och Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft)

enligt min mening agerat felaktigt pd det sétt som framkommer av nedanstaende strecksatser:

- Struntat att inhdmta mitt yttrande angadende anmilan nummer ett fore dverlamning till
Onep, trots att riktlinjerna krivde det. Det ir obestridligt pa si sitt att Ndimnden har
medgivit detta skriftligen.

- Struntat att adjungera en studentrepresentant vid beredning av drendet.

- Lamnat forvirrande och motsédgelsefull information om till vilken myndighet (Npof
eller Onep) som anmilan kan komma att dverldmnas till, och nir detta skulle kunna
ske.

- Avstatt fran att inom rimlig tid informera om att en andra anmaélan har inkommit.

- Struntat att inhdmta mitt yttrande angadende anmilan nummer tva.

- Undanhallit, alternativt forsinkat, inskickandet av mitt yttrande angdende anmélan
nummer ett till Onep.

- Skickat vidare anmélningar till fel myndighet.

- Andrat ett gynnande myndighetsbeslut nir man inledde en ny undersdkning.

- Léamnat en orimligt kort deadline for yttrande angdende forberedande undersdkning.

- Varit langsam med att verkstilla en begdran om utlimnande av allmén handling.

- Inte insett att Goran Sandberg, pa grund av sin tjanst vid LTH, &r att betrakta som

javig vid behandlingen av drendet.
Annika Olsson och Anders Ahlberg har agerat felaktigt pa foljande sétt:

- Vilselett en myndighet (Ndmnden) med felaktiga uppgifter.
- Medelst okynnesanmélningar velat hdmnas for att ett forskningsprojekt avslojat en

besvirande omsténdighet inom den egna verksamheten.
Vicerektor Jimmie Kristensson har agerat felaktigt pa foljande sétt:

- Lunds universitet har uppenbarligen inte ett fungerande system for provning av
arenden som ror avvikelse fran god forskningssed. Han ir i egenskap av vicerektor

med ansvar for etikfragor ytterst ansvarig for detta.

Adrian Mehic

Doktorand i nationalekonomi, Lunds universitet



Bilaga 1 2022-10-27

Misstanke om annan avvikelse fran god forskningssed dn oredlighet

Det ar viktigt att aspekter av undervisning och studenters larande kan beforskas, men da i
enlighet med forskningsetiska principer och ramverk. Vi pa CEE-LTH ar oroade av en ny
publikation déar ett stort antal av vara programstudenter vid LTH (fyra kohorter 2015-2019)
utgor forskningspersoner at forfattaren som ar doktorand vid Ekonomihogskolan:

Mehic, Adrian: 2022 Student beauty and grades under in-person and remote teaching,
Economics Letters 219 (2022), https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econlet.2022.110782 (se separat bilagd

pdf).

Forfattaren korrelerar i studien examinationsutfall, socioekonomiska uppgifter och kén med
jurybedémd skonhet/fulhet hos LTH-studenterna, utan att redogéra for om grundlaggande
forskningsetiska atgarder tillampats i studien. Tidsskriften Economics Letters ingar i Elsevier
som kraver sadan redovisning, men detta tycks ha passerat peer-review anda.

Vi menar att féljande behdéver utredas:

e Har LTH-studenterna som i studien blivit skonhetshedémda pa webbfoton varit
medvetna om detta, och har de informerats och givit sitt samtycke till att en inhyrd
jury bedoémer fotografier av dem? Hur har webbfoton av de undersdkta studenterna
hittats, valts ut eller sparats upp? Har forfattaren t. ex. letat upp dem pa studenternas
privata sociala medier?

e Har etisk provning genomforts, med tanke pa de kansliga personuppgifter som
hanterats (studenters och jurymedlemmars kon, fordldrars socioekonomiska status,
fotografier pa studenter)? Har personuppgiftshantering gjorts i universitetets system
for detta, PULU?

e Ar data lagrad separat, i anonymiserad form? Hur férvaras potentiellt psykiskt
skadliga uppgifter om hur vackra/fula studenterna bedémts vara i juryns dgon? Data
kan enligt artikeln delas ut av forfattaren, pa begaran. Innehaller publikt delad data
kénsliga personuppgifter?

Mvh,
Anders Ahlberg

Anders Ahlberg,
Studierektor forskarutbildningen LTH
Stf avdelningsforestandare LTH Centre for Engineering Education (CEE)


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econlet.2022.110782
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Diarienummer

LUNDS P 2022-10022

UNIVERSITET

Datum 2022-10-31

Adresserat
Namnden for utredning av avvikelse Adrian Mehic

fran god forskningssed
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft,
utredare

Angaende anmalan om misstankt
avvikelse fran god forskningssed

Lunds universitet har tagit emot en anmélan rérande misstanke om
annan avvikelse fran god forskningssed. Anmélan har sénts in av
Anders Ahlberg, studierektor pa forskarutbildningen LTH.

Anmilan med bilagor bifogas.

Misstankar om avvikelse fran god forskningssed hanteras vid Lunds
universitet i enlighet med Riktlinjer om handldiggning av drenden som
ror misstdankt avvikelse fran god forskningssed vid Lunds universitet
(STYR 2019/855, bifogas) och lag (2019:504) om ansvar for god
forskningssed och provning av oredlighet 1 forskning.

Néamnden ska nu avgéra om den anmilan som inkommit ska utredas
av den nationella Namnden for provning av oredlighet i forskning
(NPOF) eller ej. Annars hanteras anmélan vid Lunds universitet och
av Ndmnden.

Du kommer att ges mojlighet att redogora for din instéllning till det
som ndmns 1 anmélan och bifogade handlingar i drendet. Du &r
vialkommen att inkomma med yttrande i d&rendet nu om du 6nskar. Ditt
yttrande kan sédndas med e-post till

avvikelse god forskningssed@rektor.lu.se.

Om du har fragor ar du vilkommen att kontakta nimndens ordférande
Goran Sandberg, goran.sandberg@construction.lth.se, 046 222 81 46.

Med vénlig hélsning ﬁ
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BESLUT

B”aga 3 Diarienummer STYR 2021 /1059

Datum 2021-09-23

UNIVERSITET

Rektor

Riktlinjer om handlaggning av arenden
som ror misstankt avvikelse fran god
forskningssed vid Lunds universitet
Faststallda av rektor 2021-09-23.

Dessa riktlinjer trader i kraft den 2021-09-23 och ersétter tidigare
riktlinjer fran 2019-12-19 (STYR 2019/855).

Med stdd av lag (2019:504) om ansvar for god forskningssed och
provning av oredlighet i forskning (Nedan kallad lag om ansvar for
god forskningssed) samt 1 kap. 17 § hogskoleforordningen (1993:100)
utfardar Lunds universitet foljande riktlinjer.

Allmant

Vid misstanke om avvikelse fran god forskningssed ska féljande
handl&ggningsordning tillampas.

Riktlinjerna &r inte tillampliga vid prov eller nédr studieprestation
annars ska bedomas inom utbildning pa forskarniva. Sadan situation
ska handlaggas enligt reglerna i 10 kap. hdgskoleférordningen.

18
God forskningssed baseras vid Lunds universitet pa fyra

grundlaggande principer (jfr. Den europeiska kodexen for
forskningens integritet, ALLEA 2017):
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 Tillforlitlighet i fraga om att sékerstalla forskningens kvalitet,
vilket avspeglas i design, metod, analys och utnyttjande av
resurser.

« Arlighet i frdga om att utveckla, genomfora, granska samt
rapportera och informera om forskning pa ett 6ppet, rattvist,
fullstdndigt och objektivt satt.

» Respekt for kolleger, forskningsdeltagare, samhélle,
ekosystem, kulturarv och miljo.

+ Ansvarighet for forskningen fran idé till publicering, for
ledning och organisation, for utbildning, tillsyn och
mentorskap samt for dess vidare konsekvenser.

Vid Lunds universitet rekommenderas att forskning genomfors enligt
foljande (jfr. Den europeiska kodexen for forskningens integritet,
ALLEA 2017):

» Forskarna tar hansyn till de senaste rénen nér de utvecklar sina
forskningsidéer.

« Forskarna utformar, utfor, analyserar och dokumenterar
forskningen pa ett noggrant och val Gvertankt sétt.

+ Forskarna anvander forskningsmedel pa ett korrekt och
ansvarsfullt satt.

+ Forskarna publicerar sina resultat och tolkningar pa ett 6ppet,
arligt, transparent och korrekt satt, och respekterar
konfidentialitet rorande uppgifter och resultat nér det finns
legitima krav pa detta.

« Forskarna rapporterar sina resultat pa ett satt som
Overensstdammer med den standard som géller for
vetenskapsfaltet och som i tillampliga fall kan verifieras och
reproduceras.

Definitioner

28
Med oredlighet i forskning avses enligt 2 § lag om ansvar for god

forskningssed en allvarlig avvikelse fran god forskningssed i form av
fabricering, forfalskning eller plagiering som begas med uppsit eller
av grov oaktsamhet vid planering, genomforande eller rapportering av
forskning.



38
Med andra avvikelser fran god forskningssed avser universitetet andra

forseelser &n oredlighet i forskning vilka riskerar att skada eller skadar
forskningsprocessens, forskningens eller forskares integritet och som
utfors med uppsat eller av grov oaktsamhet vid planering,
genomforande eller rapportering av forskning.

Exempel pa andra avvikelser fran god forskningssed ar bland annat:

e att oberattigat havda forfattarskap, oberéttigat utesluta nagon
fran medforfattarskap eller gora andra avsteg fran
publiceringsetik,

e att forsvara vetenskaplig eller forskningsetisk granskning,
exempelvis genom att undanhalla bakgrundsmaterial eller
genom att inte pa ett betryggande satt bevara data fran studier,

e att forma eller att soka paverka nagon till handlingar som faller
under avvikelse mot god forskningssed,

e att utbva vedergéllning mot person som har rapporterat eller
framfort information eller misstankar om avsteg fran god
forskningssed,

e att anméla misstanke som endast syftar till att misskreditera
nagon annan,

e att anvanda forskningsmaterial i strid med ingangna avtal eller
Overenskommelser,

e att obehorigt anvanda information given i fortroende,

e att ge vilseledande uppgifter om en persons insats i
forskningen,

e att forstora prover eller pa annat satt fordarva annan forskares
pagaende arbete,

e att genom sitt agerande brista i respekt for forskningspersoner,
exempelvis vid insamling, hantering eller redovisning av
forskning,

e att utfora forskning utan eller i strid mot erforderliga tillstand.

Prévning av misstankt avvikelse fran god
forskningssed

48
Misstanke om oredlighet i forskning prévas enligt sérskild ordning av

den nationella Namnden for prévning av oredlighet i forskning i
enlighet med 7 § lag om ansvar for god forskningssed och hanteras
vid Lunds universitet i enlighet med 9 — 10 8.
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58
Misstanke om andra avvikelser fran god forskningssed &n oredlighet i

forskning provas vid Lunds universitet i enlighet med 11 — 18 8.

68
| den man ett arende innehaller misstanke om bade oredlighet i

forskning och misstanke om andra avvikelser fran god forskningssed
an oredlighet i forskning ska universitetet préva den del som rér andra
avvikelser.

78
Ett drende inleds vid Lunds universitet genom att en skriftlig anmalan

om avvikelse fran god forskningssed inkommer till universitetet, eller
att universitetet tar upp en fraga om avvikelse fran god forskningssed
som universitetet har fatt kannedom om pa nagot annat satt.

Berdrd fakultetsledning eller motsvarande ska skyndsamt informeras
om misstankarna om avvikelse fran god forskningssed.

Berdrd fakultet eller motsvarande ska tillse att berérd person/berérda
personer far det stod som kan kravas.

De forskningsfinansidrer som stéllt det som krav ska skyndsamt
informeras om framférda misstankar om avvikelse fran god
forskningssed.

88§
Provning av avvikelse fran god forskningssed far inte grundas pa

omstandigheter som ar aldre an tio ar nar arendet inleds, om det inte
finns sarskilda skél for en prévning.

Provning av oredlighet i forskning

98§
Misstanke om oredlighet i forskning som férekommit i universitetets

verksamhet ska 6verlamnas for prévning till den nationella Namnden
for provning av oredlighet i forskning i enlighet med lag om ansvar
for god forskningssed och provning av oredlighet i forskning.
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10§
Enligt 12 § lag om ansvar for god forskningssed ska universitetet

ldmna de upplysningar och handlingar om forskningen som den
nationella Namnden for provning av oredlighet i forskning begéar och
ge tillgang till datorer och annan utrustning som har anvants vid
forskningen.

Provning av andra avvikelser fran god forskningssed an
oredlighet i forskning

118
Misstankar om andra avvikelser fran god forskningssed &n oredlighet i

forskning hanteras vid universitetet av Namnden for utredning av
awvikelser fran god forskningssed, nedan kallad Namnden.

Namnden ska besta av en lagfaren ledamot som ska vara eller ha varit
ordinarie domare, en jurist fran den universitetsgensamma
juristfunktionen och fyra lararrepresentanter. Lararrepresentanterna
ska ha hog vetenskaplig kompetens och integritet och ska vara
anstéllda vid Lunds universitet. Mandatperioden for ledamoterna &r tre
ar och kan fornyas. Om ledamot behover erséttas, ska ny ledamot
utses inom innevarande mandatperiod.

Samtliga ledamoter utses av rektor. Lararrepresentanterna utses efter
horande av universitetets fakulteter. Rektor ska utse en av dem till
ordférande och en till vice ordférande.

For den lagfarna ledamoten ska det finnas en ersattare. Erséttaren ska
vara eller ha varit ordinarie domare. Erséattaren ska utses i samma
ordning och for samma tid som den lagfarna ledamoten.

Vid behov kan rektor besluta att tillfalligt ersétta en eller flera av
N&mndens 6évriga ledaméter inklusive ordféranden.

N&mnden kan besluta att ge personer narvaro- och yttranderatt
avseende enskilda drenden.

Namnden &r beslutfor ndr minst tre ledaméter ar néarvarande, bland
dem ordftranden eller vice ordféranden och den lagfarne ledamoten
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eller dennes ersattare. VVar och en av ledamoterna kan anmaéla
avvikande mening i enlighet med 30 § forvaltningslagen (2017:900).

Nar en doktorand ar anmalare av ett arende eller foremal for utredning
ska en studentrepresentant som utses av Lunds universitets
studentkarer adjungeras som ledamot.

Namnden ska bitrédas av en tjansteman.

Universitetets fakulteter eller motsvarande ska efter framstallan fran
Namnden bitrada Namnden i dess arbete enligt lamnade 6nskemal.
Fakultetens dekan eller motsvarande ansvarar for att sa sker.

Vid utredningen ska Namnden i enlighet med forvaltningslagens
regler om jav se till att inga intressekonflikter finns.

12 §
Forst ska Namnden lata gora en forberedande undersokning och

darefter — om universitetet anser att det foreligger skal for detta —
foresla rektor att en fullstandig utredning bor géras. Namnden
ansvarar for att den fullstdndiga utredningen utfors.

Om Néamnden finner det uppenbart att misstanken saknar grund, kan
Namnden foresla rektor att avskriva drendet utan vidare atgard, dvs.
utan att Namnden forst gjort en forberedande undersékning.

Namnden kan under pagaende utredning inhamta uppgifter fran andra
myndigheter samt vid behov besluta om att 6verlata arendet helt eller
delvis till andra myndigheter, exempelvis géllande anmélan om
tillsyn.

Forberedande undersékning

138§
For den forberedande undersokningen ansvarar Namnden.

14 8
Den forberedande undersékningen ska genomfdras skyndsamt och

med iakttagande av storsta mojliga skydd av den personliga
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integriteten for bade den som misstanks for andra avvikelser fran god
forskningssed och den som framfort anklagelsen.

Vid den forberedande undersdkningen ska fakta i arendet insamlas
och den som &r part i &rendet ska, innan beslut fattas, beredas tillfalle
att inom viss tid skriftligt eller muntligt yttra sig dver allt material av
betydelse for beslutet, dvs. eventuell anmalan och 6vriga uppgifter
som eventuellt tillforts &rendet, om det inte ar uppenbart obehovligt
(25 § forvaltningslagen). Aven andra personer kan komma att horas
under undersokningen.

Under den forberedande undersokningen kan Namnden vid behov
bitrddas av amnessakkunnig. Sakkunnig utses av Namnden.

Nér personer hdrs muntligen i den férberedande undersokningen ska
tjansteanteckning upprattas, vilken ska aterge vad personen uppgett.

158§
Rektor ska efter det att den forberedande undersékningen ar avslutad

avgora om omstandigheterna ar sadana

a) att drendet ska lamnas utan vidare atgard, eller

b) att en fullstdndig utredning ska utforas, eller

c) att, i fall en fullstandig utredning &r uppenbart obehdvlig, andra
avvikelser fran god forskningssed an oredlighet i forskning
forelegat.

Fullstandig utredning

16 §
For den fullstdndiga utredningen ansvarar Namnden.

17 §
Den fullstdndiga utredningen ska genomforas skyndsamt och med

iakttagande av storsta mojliga skydd av den personliga integriteten for
bade den som misstanks for avvikelser fran god forskningssed och den
som framfort anklagelsen.

Namnden ska vid den fullstandiga utredningen bitradas av minst tva
amnessakkunniga knutna till andra l&rosaten. Sakkunniga utses av
Namnden.
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Namnden ska ge den som &r part i drendet och i de fall en anmalan
gjorts ge anmélaren mojlighet att uttala sig infor Namnden. Den som
ar part i drendet har rétt att narvara nar anmalaren uttalar sig infor
N&mnden, om inte sérskilda skél talar emot det. Den som &r part i
arendet ska ges mojlighet att yttra sig 6ver det som anmélaren uppger
vid sammantradet. Namnden kan om den finner det lampligt besluta
att den som gjort anmélan eller att andra personer ar narvarande da
den som &r part i arendet uttalar sig infor n&mnden.

Nér personer hors muntligen i utredningen ska tjansteanteckning
uppréttas, vilken ska aterge vad personen uppgett.

18 8
Rektor ska efter det att den fullstdndiga utredningen ar avslutad

avgora om omstandigheterna ar sadana att andra avvikelser fran god
forskningssed &n oredlighet i forskning forelegat eller ej.

Uppfoljning och atgérd

198
| de fall en person funnits skyldig till avvikelse fran god

forskningssed, enligt beslut som fattats av den nationella Namnden for
granskning av oredlighet i forskning eller enligt beslut som fattats av
universitetet, ska information omedelbart l&mnas till bertrd del av
forskarsamhéllet. Hur informationen ska lamnas bedoms efter
omstandigheterna i det enskilda fallet.

20 8
I enlighet med 13 8 i lag om ansvar for god forskningssed ska

universitetet i de fall den nationella Ndmnden for prévning av
oredlighet i forskning fattat ett beslut om att det har forekommit
oredlighet i forskning, eller om det framgar av ett beslut att en
allvarlig avvikelse fran god forskningssed i form av fabricering,
forfalskning eller plagiering utan att uppsat eller grov oaktsamhet har
kunnat konstateras, inom sex manader efter att beslutet har vunnit laga
kraft rapportera vilka atgarder som vidtagits eller vilka atgarder som
avses att vidtagas med anledning av beslutet.
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Rapporteringen ska ske till den nationella Namnden for prévning av
oredlighet. FOr rapporteringen ansvarar universitets namnd for
utredning av avvikelser fran god forskningssed i forskning och sker
efter samrad med fakultet, institution eller motsvarande.

218§
Eventuell atgard kan beddmas med utgangspunkt i hur forseelsen

skadat forskningsprocesserna, forsdmrat relationerna mellan forskare,
undergravt tilliten till och trovardigheten hos forskningen, utgjort ett
sloseri med resurser eller har utsatt foremalen for forskningen,
anvandarna, samhallet och miljon fér onddig skada.

22 8
I enlighet med 18 8§ hdgskolefdrordningen ska en redovisning av de

arenden som provats vid universitetet arligen lamnas till den
nationella Namnden for prévning av oredlighet i forskning.

23 8
Vad géller tjanstefel enligt 20 kap brottsbalken (1962:700) eller

tjansteforseelse enligt 14 § lag (1994:260) om offentlig anstallning ska
beslut om drendets dverlamnande till Statens ansvarsnamnd i fraga om
professorer fattas av rektor. Ansvarsnamnden fattar darefter beslut om
huruvida disciplindra atgarder ska vidtas eller om drendet ska anmélas
till atal.

Vad géller tjanstefel eller tjansteforseelse begangen av 6vrig personal,
fattas beslut om disciplinara atgarder eller om arendet ska lamnas till
atal av universitetets personalansvarsnamnd.
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Jag vill bara informera dig om att Lunds universitet lamnat éver inkomna handlingar till Overklagandenamnden for etikprévning fér bedémning.

Bifogar &ven de individuella studieplanerna som hamtats in i arendet.

Vanliga hélsningar
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft
utredare

Namnden for utredning av avvikelser fr&n god forskningssed

Lunds universitet
Universitetsledningens stab

Box 117, 221 00 Lund

Besoksadress: Wrangel, Biskopsgatan 5
Telefon: +46 46 222 7268

Internpost: HS 59

jessica.salomonsson_enetoft@rektor.lu.se
avvikelse_god_forskningssed@rektor.lu.se
Www.lu.se

Nér du skickar e-post till Lunds universitet behandlar vi dina personuppgifter i enlighet med géllande lagstiftning.

Mer om hur dina personuppgifter behandlas hittar du p& Lunds universitets webbplats: www.lu.se/integritet

Fran: Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft

Skickat: den 31 oktober 2022 11:06

Till: Adrian Mehic <adrian.mehic@nek.lu.se>

Kopia: Goéran Sandberg <goran.sandberg@construction.lth.se>
Amne: underrattelse

Hej Adrian,
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Det har inkommit en anméalan gentemot avseende misstankt annan avvikelse fran god forskningssed. P& uppdrag av Namnden fér utredning av avvikelse fran god forskningssed 6versander
jag harmed den anmalan som inkommit. Bifogat hittar du ocksa universitets riktlinjer som reglerar hur vi hanterar den har typen av skrivelser som inkommer, samt en formell underréttelse.

Namnden kommer att diskutera anmélan pa sitt nasta mote som &r i mitten av november.
Du har mojlighet att lamna ett yttrande déar du kommenterar anmalan.

Anmalan har fatt diarienummer: 2022/10022.

Hor garna av dig till mig eller till Géran Sandberg om du har nagra fragor. Géran &r cc:ad detta email.
Vanliga hélsningar

Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft

utredare

Namnden for utredning av avvikelser fr&n god forskningssed

Lunds universitet

Universitetsledningens stab

Box 117, 221 00 Lund

Besoksadress: Wrangel, Biskopsgatan 5

Telefon: +46 46 222 7268
Internpost: HS 59

jessica.salomonsson_enetoft@rektor.lu.se
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Joakim Gullstrand
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Joakim Westerlund;
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Tack Adrian och vi jobbar pa det. Tyvarr verkar det som om namnden fungerar som ett rundmarke
sa fort det handlar om etik eftersom da skickas det vidare med en gang enligt Jimmie. Men som
sagt Alf och jag jobbar pa det.

Jag haller med dig om att en tidig kommunikation hade varit det absolut basta oavsett om man
hade kommit till samsyn eller inte. Men tydligen sker all diskussion pa armslangt avstand och
ovanfoér mitt huvud, vilket ar underligt.

/joakim

From: Adrian Mehic <adrian.mehic@nek.lu.se>

Sent: Wednesday, November 2, 2022 7:53:07 PM

To: Joakim Gullstrand <joakim.gullstrand @nek.lu.se>; Joakim Westerlund <joakim.westerlund@nek.lu.se>; Andreas
Bergh <andreas.bergh@nek.lu.se>

Subject: SV: Begiaran om omedelbart méte

Nej, jag har inte fatt svar frdn Mats eller Maria. Konstigt! Jag tycker att vi ska forstatta jobba for att be dem
dra tillbaka anmalan till Onep. Anmalan ar ju ocksa formulerad som en fraga, och de hade Iitt kunnat fa
svar pa dessa fragor om bara hade fragat mig.

Jag forstar inte riktigt varfér de hianger upp sig pa samtyckesfragan. Ar forskningen inte tillstdndspliktig
enligt 4 § etikprévningslagen, sa kravs inget samtycke. Vad de sedan tycker om den lagen ar inte relevant.
Jag tror att manga fragor hade kunnat [6sas har om vi bara hade satt oss ner och diskuterat med LTH (inte
nédvandigtvis med studenterna) och redogjort for gallande lagar.

/Adrian

Fran: Joakim Gullstrand

Skickat: den 2 november 2022 18:37:18

Till: Adrian Mehic; Joakim Westerlund; Andreas Bergh
Amne: Re: Begiran om omedelbart méte

Jag hade ocksa ett samtal med Jimmie och da Iat han mer inférstadd. Tror att han kanner en press
fran LTH och tyvarr kommunicerar de endast pa samma niva, vilket innebar allt hander ovanfor
vara huvuden pa dekannivan. Och samtidigt har EHL ledningen haft en ganska lag profil. Har du
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Bilaga 6

Fran: REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed
Skickat: den 7 november 2022 21:58

Till: Adrian Mehic

Kopia: Goran Sandberg

Amne: Sv: Svar pd anmalan

Hej Adrian,

Tack for ditt svar pa anmalan. Dessvarre forbisag vi att lata dig yttra dig fore 6verlamnandet till
ONEP, vilket vi ber om ursakt for.

Vi har fér avsikt att 6verlamna ditt inkomna yttrande till ONEP och ber dig att héra av dig senast nu
pa onsdag, dvs den 9 november 2022, om du har invandningar mot det.

| det inkomna yttrandet refererar du till en datafil; bilaga 1 ( se sidan 4, andra stycket). Ar detta ndgot
du 6nskar komplettera med det inte bifogats nagon bilaga i det inkomna yttrandet fran dig?

Vanliga halsningar
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft
utredare

Namnden for utredning av avvikelser fran god forskningssed

Lunds universitet
Universitetsledningens stab

Box 117,221 00 Lund

Besoksadress: Wrangel, Biskopsgatan 5
Telefon: +46 46 222 7268

Internpost: HS 59
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Bilaga 7

Fran: Cecilia Ohlsson

Till: REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed
Arende: VB: Awvikelse fr&n god forskningssed?
Datum: den 31 oktober 2022 11:25:19

He;j!

Jag skriver for att jag ifragasitter om Mehic, Adrian, 'Student beauty and grades under in-
person and remote teaching', Economics Letters., 219, 2022
avvikit fran god forskningssed. Jag ifragasétter det pa foljande grunder:

Att anvinda forskningsmaterial 1 strid med ingédngna avtal eller 6verenskommelser — dvs
har man verkligen genom att godkdnna anvindaravtal med Meta, dven gett sitt
godkénnande till att detta anvinds 1 forskning utan ens explicita medgivande till detta?

Kopplat till detta, dr det inte att visa bristande respekt for en forskningsperson, att utan att
frdga anvénder sddant som dr publicerat pa sociala medier, speciellt som jag antar att man
kan begira ut underlaget for bedomningen, forskningsunderlaget, dvs bilderna och
darigenom identifiera forskningspersoner som alltsa fétt sitt utseende bedomt av en “jury”
och ddrmed - att genom sitt agerande brista 1 respekt for forskningspersoner, exempelvis

vid insamling, hantering eller redovisning av forskning,

Samt att, kopplat till ovanstdende: Data pa sociala medier kan innehélla material som é&r
skyddat av upphovsritten. Om insamlingen av material i réttslig mening betraktas som
beredning av ett kapitel, omfattar de upphovsréttsliga aspekterna dven
materialinsamlingsfasen. De upphovsrittsliga faktorerna ar relevanta dven dé det géller
vidareanvandningen av materialet dd forskningspublikationer eventuellt 6ppnas och gors
tillgdngliga.

Troskeln for ett verk uppnas da det dr frdga om resultatet av ett unikt, sjdlvstandigt
skapelseverk. Fotografier som tagits av forskningsobjekt &r t.ex. i regel sédana, men dven
ett enskilt tweet har 1 réttslig beméarkelse ansetts vara ett verk.”
(https://vastuullinentiede.fi/sv/forskningsarbetet/anvander-du-data-fran-sociala-medier-i-
din-forskning) och att detta kan gélla dven i1 Sverige.

Mvh

Cecilia Ohlsson

Student, Studie- och yrkesvigledarutbildningen, Malmé Universitet

Skickades fran E-post for Windows


mailto:cicci.ohlsson@outlook.com
mailto:avvikelse_god_forskningssed@rektor.lu.se
https://vastuullinentiede.fi/sv/forskningsarbetet/anvander-du-data-fran-sociala-medier-i-din-forskning
https://vastuullinentiede.fi/sv/forskningsarbetet/anvander-du-data-fran-sociala-medier-i-din-forskning
https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986
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Svara alla )
Ta bort Bilaga 8

Skrappost

Sv: Svar pa anmalan
2
REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed

Svara alla

ti 2022-11-08, 10:07
Adrian Mehic;
Géran Sandberg

Inkorg
Inkorg
Du svarade den 2022-11-08 10:20.

02 a Anmalan MaU P 2022-10022 Avvikelse fran god forskningssed_.pdf 147 kB

Visa alla 1 bifogade filer (147 kB) Ladda ned i
Tack for detta, bilagan laggs till i pagaende drende pa Lu samt kommer 6verlamnas till ONEP.

Bifogar ytterligare en anmalan som inkommit i arendet, denna har lagt till i pAgaende drende P 2022-10022.

Vanliga halsningar
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft
utredare

Namnden for utredning av avvikelser fran god forskningssed

Lunds universitet
Universitetsledningens stab

Box 117, 221 00 Lund

Besoksadress: Wrangel, Biskopsgatan 5
Telefon: +46 46 222 7268

Internpost: HS 59

jessica.salomonsson enetoft@rektor.lu.se

avvikelse god forskningssed@rektor.lu.se

www.lu.se

Nér du skickar e-post till Lunds universitet behandlar vi dina personuppagifter i enlighet med géllande lagstiftning.

Mer om hur dina personuppgifter behandlas hittar du pa Lunds universitets webbplats: www.lu.se/integritet



https://webmail.lu.se/owa/service.svc/s/GetFileAttachment?id=AAMkADg1YmVkMDlmLWY5YTItNGFiNy1hNGY0LWRhYTNjOWU3OTM2OQBGAAAAAACwN4pZqe%2F5Sqor5qg2FHm4BwB%2BKjEuA5N2QYJXmpitD7xiAAAAAAEMAAB%2BKjEuA5N2QYJXmpitD7xiAAPyBzC%2BAAABEgAQABPj4%2BKYNj9ElQ5%2B7z0N4XQ%3D&X-OWA-CANARY=3rEN34FxhEOX81JCslZ3BoANkkP6BtsIOuPuEaBisXFEeQraPcaAVxV4lQHKdtHwXxRgk2HdWuY.&isDocumentPreview=True
mailto:jessica.salomonsson_enetoft@rektor.lu.se
mailto:avvikelse_god_forskningssed@rektor.lu.se
http://www.lu.se/
http://www.lu.se/integritet
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Bilaga 9

2022-11-07

Kommentarer kring anmélan med diarienummer 2022/10022:

Detta &r ett svar pa en anmalan om en misstanke om avvikelse fran god forskningssed som i sig

inte pastar att en avvikelse har gjorts utan staller upp ett antal fragor som anmalaren (Anders

Ahlberg vid LTH) skulle vilja ha utrett. En viktig punkt som upp &r i vilken man kansliga

personuppgifter inkluderas i studien, vilket den inte gor i etikprovningslagens mening.

Anmalaren tar upp tre punkter; (1) en fraga huruvida etikprovning har gjorts, (2) en fraga om

samtycke fran, och information till, deltagare, och (3) en mer allman kommentar kring vilka

atgarder som har vidtagits for att sakerstélla anonymitet. Jag kommer nu kommentera dessa i

angiven ordning.

1. Etikprovning har inte genomforts. Etikprévning behovs for forskning som beskrivs i 3—
4 8§ etikprovningslagen. | 3 § regleras kansliga personuppgifter, och paragrafen
hanvisar till unionsratten, ndrmare bestamt kap 11, art. 9, p. 1 i dataskyddsférordningen
(hadanefter benamnd GDPR) for att definiera vad som ska anses kansligt. Fran GDPR
framgar tydligt att kon och socioekonomisk status inte ar att betrakta som kansliga
personuppgifter, vilket anmalaren felaktigt havdar. Inte heller ar foton pa personer
kansliga personuppgifter.! Studien som anmalaren riktar sina anklagelser mot har inte
behandlat kansliga personuppgifter och fragan om en etisk prévning utifran dessa

grundvalar kan darmed lamnas utan avseende.

Notera att den aktuella studien endast behandlar personuppgifter fran de registrerade
studenterna. Det innebdr att 4 § 2 etikprévningslagen inte ar tillamplig, eftersom det
enligt forarbetena (prop. 2007/08:44, s. 33-34) kravs en aktiv handling [fran forskarens
sida]” dar forskningspersonen uppenbart riskerar att skadas fysiskt eller psykiskt,
alternativt att forskningsprojektet syftar till att paverka forskningspersonen fysiskt eller
psykiskt genom att en direkt reaktion hos forskningspersonen ska kunna registreras
(ibid., s. 33), for att detta lagrum ska kunna tillimpas. Som ett exempel pa det

! Notera att biometriska uppgifter raknas som kansliga. Fran Integritetsskyddsmyndighetens hemsida

framgar det emellertid tydligt att ”foton pa manniskor ar bara biometriska uppgifter nar de behandlas

med teknik som mojliggor identifiering eller autentisering av en person, till exempel teknik for

ansiktsigenkanning”. Vanliga foton raknas alltsa inte som kansliga personuppgifter.



forstndmnda namns forskningsprojekt dar intervjuobjektet ombeds beskriva tidigare
erfarenheter av tortyr (ibid., s. 35), respektive “forskning inom klinisk psykologi som
avser att finna behandlingsmetoder” (ibid., s. 34-35); bada dessa ligger mycket langt
fran denna studie. Det heller inte sa att sjalva vetskapen, som personen kan ha fatt via
media eller genom att besdka forskarens hemsida, att personens registerdata eventuellt
har anvants i forskningen, kan skada personen psykiskt. For det forsta ror det sig inte
om en aktiv handling visavi den registrerade fran forskarens sida, for det andra séger
forarbetena att aven om en sadan registerstudie skulle ha samlat in kéansliga
personuppgifter (vilket alltsa inte ar fallet har), “torde [en sadan situation] inte paverka
den enskilda individen i nagon storre utstrackning” (ibid., s. 26), och for det tredje ar
det inte troligt att “en typisk forskningsperson” (ibid., s. 52) skulle likstalla en sadan
vetskap med upplevelser av tortyr. | punkt 3 kommenterar jag ytterligare vilka atgarder

som har vidtagits for att sékerstélla anonymitet.

Det enda samspelet mellan forskare och forskningspersoner i detta projekt sker vid
insamlingen av jurymedlemmarnas poangsattning av bilderna. Det &r emellertid inte alls
sd att sjalva bedomandet av bilders utseende ar en sadan psykisk paverkan som avses i
4 § 2 etikprovningslagen; detta har for 6vrigt redan prévats av Oneps féregangare (dnr
O 24-2007). Sedan dess har lagen utokats med att forskningspersonen inte far 1opa en
uppenbar risk att bli negativt psykiskt paverkad av forskningsprojektet (detta maste
ocksa galla en typisk forskningsperson”; se prop. 2007/08:44, s. 52). Hur en
bedémning av bilder som genomfors av samtyckande personer kan likstallas med en
sadan extrem psykisk paverkan som forarbetena beskriver framgar inte av anmalan, och

kan lamnas utan avseende.

Jag vill aven géra Namnden uppmarksam pa att Etikprovningsmyndigheten har uttalat
sig i frdgan via media. Sveriges Radio P3 (Instagraminlagg 2022-10-31) skriver
foljande:  “Enligt Etikprovningmyndigheten blir det allt vanligare med
forskningsresultat som anvander sig av material fran sociala medier och det finns inga
krav pd att den typen av material ska granskas. ’En ménniskas utseende behover ju inte
sdga nagot om personens halsa eller religiosa overtygelse, utan det kan ju bara visa en
persons utseende rakt upp och ner. Det i sig behdver inte innefatta nagon kanslig
personuppgift, sidger Johan Modin vid Etikprovningsndmnden’ (sic, recte

Etikprovningsmyndigheten)”.



En registrering i PULU har som brukligt gjorts, och kan fas pa begaran.

Data rérande betyg, kon, och foraldrars inkomst har inhamtats fran offentliga register.
Dessa ar offentliga handlingar i enlighet med 2 kap. tryckfrihetsforordningen. Bilder pa
studenter finns offentligt tillgdngliga via sociala medier. Ett verk som enligt 8 §
upphovsréttslagen har gjorts tillgangligt for allménheten rédknas som offentliggjort i
lagens mening. Det &r uppenbart att en publicering pa sociala medier, som flera
miljarder ménniskor i vérlden kan ta del av, rdknas som ett offentliggérande. Det vore
aven tillatet att inkludera de offentliggjorda bilderna i sjalva artikeln/avhandlingen (2
kap. 23 § 1 upphovsrattslagen), vilket jag emellertid inte har gjort med hansyn till de
registrerades integritet. Studenter som inte kunnat hittas pa sociala medier har inte

anvants.

Saval i amerikansk lag som i unionsratten finns motsvarande skydd for forskare som
vill anvanda publikt tillgangligt material i sin forskning. I unionsréatten &r det exempelvis
sd att aven om forskningen skulle goras pa det som betraktas som kansliga
personuppgifter och som i normalfallet vore forbjudet — notera dock att kon, foraldrars
inkomst och bilder pa personer inte réaknas hit — sa skulle det vara majligt att genomféra
om “behandlingen rér personuppgifter som pa ett tydligt sétt har offentliggjorts av den
registrerade” (kap. II, art. 9, p. 2e i GDPR). Vidare &r det naturligtvis frivilligt att
offentliggora bilder pa sig sjalv i sociala medier, och som anvéandare av sociala medier
bér man kénna till att bilderna kan anvandas av andra. Det forfarande som anvénts i min

artikel &r alltsd standard i litteraturen.

Angaende samtycke géller att behandling av personuppgifter i forskning anses vara en
uppgift av allmént intresse som ar laglig grund enligt GDPR artikel 6 och da behovs inte
samtycke. Faktum dr att statliga myndigheter helst inte ska anvanda sig av samtycke

som réttslig grund (https://www.imy.se/verksamhet/dataskydd/det-har-galler-enligt-

gdpr/rattslig-grund/samtycke/). Saledes gar det att konstatera att om uppgifterna inte

hamtas direkt fran forskningsdeltagarna utan fran offentliga kallor och det inte finns
nagon direkt interaktion mellan forskare och forskningsperson, sa kréavs inget samtycke.
Detta framgar dven av universitetets egna riktlinjer, vilka finns pa Medarbetarwebben

(https://www.medarbetarwebben.lu.se/stod-och-verktyg/personuppgifter-och-



https://www.imy.se/verksamhet/dataskydd/det-har-galler-enligt-gdpr/rattslig-grund/samtycke/
https://www.imy.se/verksamhet/dataskydd/det-har-galler-enligt-gdpr/rattslig-grund/samtycke/
https://www.medarbetarwebben.lu.se/stod-och-verktyg/personuppgifter-och-dataskydd/omradesspecifik-information/forskning

dataskydd/omradesspecifik-information/forskning). Samtycke kan dock dven krévas

nar forskning sker pa kansliga personuppgifter i 3 §, vilket emellertid inte ar fallet har
och som darmed inte behdver behandlas i detalj. Daremot har samtliga jurymedlemmar

samtyckt till att vara med i studien.

Aven om samtycke inte kravs, kraver unionsratten att deltagarna i studien informeras
om sina réattigheter. Det har gjorts pa sa satt att det under studiens gang har funnits
offentligen tillgangligt (via min hemsida) ett dokument som &r utformat enligt kap I1.,
art. 14, p. 1-2 i GDPR, och dar olika aspekter av studien diskuteras, bl.a. vilka uppgifter
som samlats in och vem som &r personuppgiftsansvarig. Detta har tagits bort i samband
med publicering av artikeln. Notera att det inte &r sa att denna information behdver
skickas ut enskilt till alla deltagare om forskaren beddémer det som férknippat med
alltfor stor arbetsborda (jmf. kap 11., art. 14, p. 5 i GDPR); bara att ”lampliga atgarder
[ska vidtas] for att skydda den registrerades réattigheter och friheter och beréttigade
intressen, inbegripet gora uppgifterna tillgangliga for allmanheten” (ibid.). Aven detta

tas upp pa Medarbetarwebben (https://www.medarbetarwebben.lu.se/stod-och-

verktya/personuppgifter-och-dataskydd/omradesspecifik-information/forskning)

| likhet med andra tidskrifter krdver Economics Letters att data finns tillganglig for att
mojliggora replikation. | datafilen finns inga uppgifter som kan knytas till den enskilde.
Det &r alltsd inte majligt att identifiera hur attraktiva ens klasskompisar ar, om detta
vore syftet (notera dock att en sadan uppgift inte &r en kanslig personuppgift). Jag har
vidare vidtagit foljande atgarder utover det som svensk lag och unionsratten foreskriver

for att ytterligare dka forskningsdeltagarnas integritet:

i) Jurymedlemmarna har enbart sett bilden i ca 15 sekunder. Jurymedlemmarna har
inte sett namnet pa forskningspersonen, utan enbart en anonymkod.

i) Jurymedlemmarna har inte kant forskningspersonerna. De allra flesta
jurymedlemmarna bor i orter hundratals kilometer fran Lund.

iii) 1 den forskningsreplikationsdata som kan erhallas pa begaran finns inga namn,
personnummer eller uppgifter om hemkommun.

iv) 1 den forskningsreplikationsdata som kan erhallas pa begaran star inte uttryckligen
for vilken kurs som vilket betyg tillndr. Detta gors for att undvika

bakvégsidentifiering.


https://www.medarbetarwebben.lu.se/stod-och-verktyg/personuppgifter-och-dataskydd/omradesspecifik-information/forskning
https://www.medarbetarwebben.lu.se/stod-och-verktyg/personuppgifter-och-dataskydd/omradesspecifik-information/forskning
https://www.medarbetarwebben.lu.se/stod-och-verktyg/personuppgifter-och-dataskydd/omradesspecifik-information/forskning

v) Data har lagrats pa universitets servrar, och inte i molntjanster sisom Dropbox.

vi) Inga bilder pa registrerade kommer publiceras i avhandlingen.

Sammantaget har alla regler kring etikprovning, samtycke, information till registrerade och
anonymisering foljts. Min bedémning kring etikprévning har stod i offentliga uttalanden av
expertmyndigheten. Anmalan, som bestar av ett antal fragor &n att anmalaren pekar ut nagra
formella fel, vilket ger dokumentet ett intryck av att samla pa sig ett antal spekulationer i
stéllet for att konkretisera sina misstankar. Dessa spekulationer hade anmélaren enkelt kunnat

fa besvarade genom att kommunicera direkt med mig.

Jag vill aven papeka tva saker. For det forsta har ett antal individer hort av sig till LTH:s
rektor med synpunkter kring forskningen. Hon har dérefter spridit detta vidare i media. | flera
av dessa fall har det visat sig att de kritiska personerna inte sjalva har varit med i studien.
Precis som i fallet med denna anmélan hade sadana missforstand kunnat undvikas genom mer
kommunikation internt inom universitetet, snarare &n att undertecknad ska l6pa gatlopp i
media. Att forskare fritt ska fa forska ar ett fundament i var demokrati. Da ska man inte
behdva fundera pa om man riskerar att bli utsatt for medial smutskastning eller
okynnesanmalningar dar anmalaren inte har kollat upp vad som &r en kanslig personuppgift i

etikprovningslagens mening.

For det andra har studien genomgatt peer review och har publicerats i det som anses vara
varldens framsta tidskrift inom nationalekonomi for korta (under 2000 ord) vetenskapliga
artiklar. Eftersom artikeln ar tankt att inga i min avhandling, har den dven lasts av en extern
sakkunnig forskare, som har erfarenhet av dylik forskning pa utseende. Vederbdérande hade
inga anmarkningar avseende vare sig forskningsetik, samtycke eller databehandling.

Forskningsfragan och metoden ar med andra ord tydligt forankrade i litteraturen.

Eftersom jag ar doktorand har mina handledare, l&st och stéllt sig bakom denna skrivelse. For

juridiska fragor har vi haft stod fran medarbetare fran universitetets juridikavdelning.

Adrian Mehic

Doktorand i nationalekonomi



Joakim Westerlund

Professor i nationalekonomi, huvudhandledare

Andreas Bergh

Docent i nationalekonomi, bihandledare



Svara alla
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Skrappost

SV: Klargérande om arende
Johanna Sjocrona <Johanna.sjocrona@onep.se>

Svara alla

to 2022-11-17, 15:00
Adrian Mehic

Inkorg
Inkorg
Du svarade den 2022-11-17 15:26.

image001.png_12 kB T 19-2022 AB 2_1 dverldmning av anmaélan, Lunds universitet.pdf 950 kB

Ladda ned
Hej Adrian,

Jag bifogar det epostmeddelande som diarieférts som inkommande fran LU. Hor gérna av dig om det kvarstar nagot fragetecken. Jag skummade igenom handlingarna fran LU
och jag kan inte se det yttrandet som du nimner. Du 3r fér 6vrigt alltid vilkommen att I3mna in ett yttrande i drendet. ONEP kommer dock att skicka en begiran/frdga om vi
behoéver nagon ytterligare information.

Med vanlig halsning

Johanna Sjécrona

“https://www.onep.se/media/2624/logga-horisontell.png?
anchor=center&mode=crop&height=70&rnd=13190891351000(

Overklagandenimnden for etikprévning

Tfn: 08-546 440 96, 0765-267 137

E-post: johanna.sjocrona@onep.se
Hemsida: www.onep.se

Fran: Adrian Mehic <adrian.mehic@nek.lu.se>
Skickat: den 17 november 2022 13:58

Till: Johanna Sj6crona <Johanna.sjocrona@onep.se>
Amne: Re: Klargérande om irende

Klargérande: Det har allts3 inte kommit mig till kinna att det skulle finnas tvd anmélningar hos Onep.

/Adrian

Fran: Adrian Mebhic <adrian.mehic@nek.lu.se>

Datum: torsdag 17 november 2022 13:56

Till: "johanna.sjocrona@onep.se" <johanna.sjocrona@onep.se>
Amne: Klargérande om drende

Hej Johanna,

Jag har tva frdgor om anmalan som ligger mot min artikel. Jag kdnner bara till att en anmélan har skickats fran universitetet till Onep. Diremot vet jag att tva anmailningar har
kommit in till universitets namnd fér utredande av avvikelser fran god forskningssed. Ordféranden i denna ndmnd har gatt ut i media och hivdat att tva anmalningar har
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Misstanke om annan avvikelse fran god forskningssed dn oredlighet

Det ar viktigt att aspekter av undervisning och studenters larande kan beforskas, men da i
enlighet med forskningsetiska principer och ramverk. Vi pa CEE-LTH ar oroade av en ny
publikation déar ett stort antal av vara programstudenter vid LTH (fyra kohorter 2015-2019)
utgor forskningspersoner at forfattaren som ar doktorand vid Ekonomihogskolan:

Mehic, Adrian: 2022 Student beauty and grades under in-person and remote teaching,
Economics Letters 219 (2022), https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econlet.2022.110782 (se separat bilagd

pdf).

Forfattaren korrelerar i studien examinationsutfall, socioekonomiska uppgifter och kén med
jurybedémd skonhet/fulhet hos LTH-studenterna, utan att redogéra for om grundlaggande
forskningsetiska atgarder tillampats i studien. Tidsskriften Economics Letters ingar i Elsevier
som kraver sadan redovisning, men detta tycks ha passerat peer-review anda.

Vi menar att féljande behdéver utredas:

e Har LTH-studenterna som i studien blivit skonhetshedémda pa webbfoton varit
medvetna om detta, och har de informerats och givit sitt samtycke till att en inhyrd
jury bedoémer fotografier av dem? Hur har webbfoton av de undersdkta studenterna
hittats, valts ut eller sparats upp? Har forfattaren t. ex. letat upp dem pa studenternas
privata sociala medier?

e Har etisk provning genomforts, med tanke pa de kansliga personuppgifter som
hanterats (studenters och jurymedlemmars kon, fordldrars socioekonomiska status,
fotografier pa studenter)? Har personuppgiftshantering gjorts i universitetets system
for detta, PULU?

e Ar data lagrad separat, i anonymiserad form? Hur férvaras potentiellt psykiskt
skadliga uppgifter om hur vackra/fula studenterna bedémts vara i juryns dgon? Data
kan enligt artikeln delas ut av forfattaren, pa begaran. Innehaller publikt delad data
kénsliga personuppgifter?

Mvh,
Anders Ahlberg

Anders Ahlberg,
Studierektor forskarutbildningen LTH
Stf avdelningsforestandare LTH Centre for Engineering Education (CEE)
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This paper examines the role of student facial attractiveness on academic outcomes under various
forms of instruction, using data from engineering students in Sweden. When education is in-person,
attractive students receive higher grades in non-quantitative subjects, in which teachers tend to
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1. Introduction

It is well-known that physical appearance is an important
predictor for success in life. Attractive people are more satisfied
with their lives, earn higher wages and grades, and are less likely
to engage in criminal activity (Mocan and Tekin, 2010; Hamer-
mesh, 2011). However, the explanation for the beauty premium
is subject to debate, where the traditional viewpoint according to
which it is a consequence of taste-based discrimination (Hamer-
mesh and Biddle, 1994; Scholz and Sicinski, 2015) is increasingly
challenged by findings suggesting that beauty is a productive
attribute (Cipriani and Zago, 2011; Stinebrickner et al., 2019). As
an example of the latter, attractive individuals are likely to be
more self-confident, which can positively affect human capital
formation (Mobius and Rosenblat, 2006).

In this paper, I use data from mandatory courses within a
Swedish engineering program to examine the role of student
facial attractiveness on university grades. I first consider aca-
demic outcomes when education is in-person, and the faces of
students are readily available to teachers. The results suggest that
beauty is positively related to academic outcomes, however, the

* [ am grateful to the Editor, as well as one anonymous referee. I thank
Annette Brondin, Ivan Premovski, Hanna M. Stdlhammar, and Sara Swartling for
providing assistance in recruiting raters. This work has benefited from discus-
sions with Niclas Berggren, Andreas Bergh, Joakim Westerlund, and numerous
seminar participants. I gratefully acknowledge financial support from the Arne
Ryde Foundation.

E-mail address: adrian.mehic@nek.lu.se.
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results are only significant in non-quantitative courses, which
to a greater extent rely on interactions between teachers and
students. The beauty premium on grades in non-quantitative
subjects hold for both male and female students. Then, using
the COVID-19 pandemic as a natural experiment, and utiliz-
ing a difference-in-difference framework, I show that switching
to full online teaching resulted in deteriorated grades in non-
quantitative courses for attractive females. However, there was
still a significant beauty premium for attractive males.

Taken together, these findings suggest that the return to facial
beauty is likely to be primarily due to discrimination for females,
and the result of a productive trait for males. The former result
in line with the findings by Hernandez-Julian and Peters (2017),
while the latter is new to the literature. An advantage with the
empirical strategy of this paper is that the switch to online teach-
ing during the pandemic enables us to more credibly isolate the
effect of appearance. This is because only the mode of instruction
changed, and not the structure of the courses. Additionally, my
identification strategy removes the problem of self-selection into
courses.

The reminder of the paper is structured as follows. Section 2
describes the setting. Section 3 describes the data, while Sec-
tion 4 presents the empirical strategy, and the results. The paper
concludes with Section 5.

2. Setting

The Industrial Engineering Program (denoted I) at Lund Uni-
versity is a five-year program, leading to an MA in Engineering.

0165-1765/© 2022 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
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Table 1
Course structure.
First year
Period Subject Gender of instructor Mode of examination

Calculus in One Variable Sep-Dec Mathematics M Final exam

Industrial Engineering Sep-Dec Business w Final exam, seminars, oral
presentations, group assignments

Linear Algebra Nov-Dec Mathematics M Final exam

Multivariable Calculus Jan-Mar Mathematics M Final exam

Classical Mechanics Apr-May Physics M (15-16) Final exam

W (17-)
Energy and Environmental Physics Apr-May Physics W (15-17) Final exam, group assignments
M (18-)
Second year
Term Subject Gender of instructor Mode of examination

Microeconomic Theory Sep-Oct Economics M Final exam, group assignments

Supply Chain Management Sep-Oct Business W Final exam, seminars, oral
presentations, group assignments

Mathematical Statistics Sep-Dec Mathematics M Final exam

Marketing Nov-Mar Business M Final exam, seminars, oral
presentations, group assignments

Programming Nov-Mar Programming w Final exam, seminars, oral
presentations, group assignments

Complex Analysis Jan-Mar Mathematics M Final exam

Industrial Engineering, Apr-May Business M Final exam, seminars, oral

advanced course presentations, group assignments

Systems and Transforms Apr-May Mathematics M Final exam

Note. The table shows the course structure for the Industrial Engineering program.

The number of students admitted each Fall is about 100. The first
two years consist of a total of 15 mandatory courses in mathe-
matics, physics, computer science, business, and economics, after
which students choose one specialization track. Thus, to avoid se-
lection bias, I restrict the sample to include the first two years of
the program. To evaluate heterogeneous effects, I classify courses
as either quantitative or non-quantitative; all mathematics and
physics courses are classified as quantitative, and the reminder
are considered non-quantitative. Non-quantitative courses have
a higher share of group assignments, seminars, and oral presen-
tations, whereas mathematics and physics courses rely almost
exclusively on final written exams. Thus, in non-quantitative
subjects, teachers are more likely to interact with and "get to
know” students, making it reasonable to expect that the beauty
premium is higher in non-quantitative courses. Table 1 outlines
the course structure for the first two years of the program, and
provides additional details.

Towards the end of the 2019-20 academic year, all Swedish
universities switched to online teaching to mitigate the spread
of COVID-19. The start date for these measures was March 17,
2020, and the measures were in place until the end of the 2020-
21 academic year, that is, in May 2021. Consequently, students
who started the program in 2018 had two online courses in
their second year, whereas students starting in 2019 had two
online courses in their first year, and eight online courses in their
second year. At the time of the switch, the first part of the Spring
semester had just finished, and the second part of the Spring
semester had not yet started. Thus, there were no courses in
which both on-campus and online teaching was used.

During online teaching, the course structures as presented in
Table 1 were left unchanged, however, written individual exams
were conducted via Zoom with students required to have two

cameras turned on. Similarly, lectures and seminars were con-
ducted remotely, and although students were encouraged to have
their cameras turned on, there was no formal requirement to do
so. Hence, online learning significantly reduced teacher-student
interaction. Taken together, the identification strategy allows us
to causally distinguish between the part of beauty premium due
to taste-based discrimination, and the part of beauty premium
that is due to productivity.

3. Data

For all courses, passing grades are given by 3, 4, and 5, where
5 is the top grade.! The grading scale is absolute, meaning that
the cutoff level for each grade is determined before the start of
the course, and is not affected by the relative performance of stu-
dents. I use data from five cohorts, namely from students starting
their studies in 2015, 2016, 2017, 2018, and 2019. The cohorts
are denoted 115, 116, 117, 118, and 119, respectively. In total, the
full sample includes 307 students. To facilitate interpretation, I
standardize all grade data so that the sample mean is equal to
zero, and the sample standard deviation is equal to unity.

To quantify beauty, I recruit a jury consisting of 74 individ-
uals. Due to the large number of students in the sample, each
jury member rates one-half of the sample only. Thus, each face
receives an average of 37 independent ratings. By using publicly
available pictures of all students, I let each juror grade the faces
using a scale from 1 to 10, where 1 is extremely unattractive,

1 The failing mark is "U” (Swed. underkdnd, meaning “failed”). If a student
did not take an exam, that particular course is treated as a missing observation.
If the student did take the exam, but failed, I assign the value 1 to the course
in question.
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Table 2
Grades and attractiveness: Pre-pandemic estimates.
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Quantitative Non-quantitative

Outcome variable: All courses courses only courses only
Standardized grades (1) 2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Grade;_; 0.097 0.104 —0.518* —0.533** —0.276 —0.401
[0.551] [0.511] [0.055] [0.043] [0.283] [0.140]
Attractiveness 0.034 0.032 0.047 0.061 0.076™** 0.054***
[0.161] [0.120] [0.329] [0.130] [0.006] [0.008]
Course FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
Method GMM GMM GMM GMM GMM GMM
Observations 3,085 3,065 1,814 1,801 1,271 1,264
Mean dep. var. 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Hansen ] test p-value [1.00] [1.00] [1.00] [1.00] [1.00] [1.00]
AR(2) test p-value [0.20] [0.20] [0.15] [0.12] [0.63] [0.98]

Note. Outcome variable: Standardized grades. Controls: The student’s gender, age, average parental income, median income of the
student’s home municipality, and the gender of the instructor. Standard errors are clustered by the G = 5 cohorts. To adjust for the
small number of clusters, p-values are calculated using a t-distribution with G — 1 degrees of freedom (Cameron and Miller, 2015).

*kE

and 10 is extremely attractive. Intercoder reliability was excellent
(Cronbach’s alpha = 0.94). Again, | standardize the jury ratings,
so that the mean and standard deviation of the full sample is
equal to zero and one, respectively.

As control variables, I include the student’s age, gender, and
for each course, the gender of the professor. To account for
socioeconomy, I include the average taxable income of both par-
ents, and the median income of the student’s home municipality.
Figure A.1 of Online Appendix A illustrates the histogram of
estimated beauty over each of the five cohorts, whereas Table A.1
presents the summary statistics. Online Appendix B presents the
data sources for all variables, and provides additional definitions.

4. Empirical strategy and results
4.1. Pre-pandemic estimates

I begin by examining the link between appearance and grades
when teaching is fully in-person. This relationship can be esti-
mated using the AR(1) dynamic panel model

Yiet = Cic + ®Yic.—1 + BXic + ¥ Wic + wr + &it (M

Here, y;. is the grade of student i in cohort c in the course (sub-
ject) t, aj. are student fixed effects, X;. is the beauty of student
i in cohort ¢, Wj. is a vector of student-level controls, w; are
course fixed effects, and &;.¢ is an idiosyncratic error term. In this
specification, the coefficient of interest is 8.2 Since OLS estimates
of the dynamic panel model are biased and inconsistent, I use the
system GMM of Blundell and Bond (1998) to estimate 5.

Table 2 presents the results. When all courses in the pro-
gram are considered, there is a positive, albeit statistically in-
significant relationship between attractiveness and grades. How-
ever, when using the division of courses into quantitative and
non-quantitative, the coefficient for attractiveness is highly sig-
nificant for the non-quantitative courses. The results suggest
that one standard deviation higher beauty is associated with
around 0.080 higher grades. The magnitude of the estimated
coefficient is slightly lower when the full set of controls is in-
cluded. Concomitantly, there is no significant relationship be-
tween attractiveness and grades for the non-quantitative courses.

2 The coefficient ¢ measures the impact of the lagged grade, that is, the grade
obtained by the student in the previous course. It is included to account for the
significant one-period autocorrelation present in the data. However, I will show
that the main findings of the paper are not sensitive to the inclusion of the
lagged dependent variable.

, and *** denote significance at the 10&, 5&, and 1% level, respectively.

Given the lower weight on teacher-student interactions in math-
ematics and physics teaching outlined previously, this finding is
expected.’

As noted in Table 1, the first year physics course Energy and
Environmental Physics is classified as a quantitative course, al-
though it has some element of group assignments. Hence, we can
expect somewhat more teacher-student interaction in this course
compared to other quantitative courses. Table A.2 of Online Ap-
pendix A presents the main results with this course instead
classified as a non-quantitative course. The magnitude of the
beauty effect in the non-quantitative courses decreases slightly,
although the coefficient estimates are still highly significant, and
the conclusions outlined previously are robust to this change.
As an additional robustness check, it is possible to show that
the exclusion of the lagged grade in (1) does not impact the
coefficient estimates.*

4.2. Difference-in-difference estimates

Having established that beauty is significantly related to
grades when the faces of students are visible to teachers, I now
re-visit this relationship when teaching is fully online, as was
the case during the COVID-19 pandemic. Figure A.2 of Online
Appendix A illustrates the parallel trends plots, one comparing
the 115-117 cohorts, who had finished their first two years before
the pandemic, with 118, and one comparing 115-117 with 119. The
parallel trends plot show no indications of pre-trends.

Having established the absence of pre-trends, I now continue
with the difference-in-difference estimates. Let the binary vari-
able Online be equal to zero for all courses taken before March 17,
2020, and unity after this date. Table A.3 of Online Appendix A
shows the results when interacting Online with standardized
beauty without differentiating between course types. The results
suggest that the switch to online learning did not result in an
overall deterioration of the grades of high-attractive students.
In most of the quantitative courses, teachers are not likely to
interact much with students, so this finding does not come as a
major surprise. Building on this, Table 3 presents the results when

3 An additional regression, in which (1) is augmented to include the inter-
action between student gender and attractiveness, suggests no heterogeneous
effects with respect to student gender.

4 Overall, the coefficient estimates are slightly lower when excluding the
autoregressive term. Exclusion of the AR(1) term yields a coefficient estimate
B of 0.059 (p = 0.009) for the non-quantitative courses (with no controls
included), and 0.037 (p = 0.361) for the quantitative courses. These results
are very similar to those obtained previously.
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Table 3
Grades and attractiveness: Difference-in-difference estimates.
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Outcome variable: All students Male students Female students
Standardized grades (1) (2) 3) (4) (5) (6)
Grade;_4 0.001 —0.028 —0.042 —0.070 —0.084 —0.100
[0.993] [0.730] [0.837] [0.737] [0.772] [0.737]
Online 0.005 —0.081 0.015 —0.101 0.053 —0.023
[0.933] [0.181] [0.866] [0.224] [0.254] [0.730]
Non-quantitative course —0.336** —0.520 0.127 1.090* —0.062 0.173
[0.045] [0.357] [0.587] [0.078] [0.730] [0.822]
Attractiveness 0.032 0.033 0.082 0.079 0.000 0.008
[0.453] [0.387] [0.479] [0.490] [1.000] [0.888]
Online x Attractiveness —0.002 0.020 0.002 0.009 —0.017 0.019
[0.970] [0.643] [0.985] [0.925] [0.744] [0.779]
Online x Non-quantitative course —0.069 0.018 —0.071 0.003 0.048 0.064
[0.419] [0.815] [0.612] [0.985] [0.534] [0.474]
Attractiveness x Non-quantitative course 0.008 0.006 —0.038 —0.040 —0.003 —0.008
[0.866] [0.895] [0.689] [0.663] [0.881] [0.723]
Online x Attractiveness x Non-quantitative course 0.043 0.042 0.091 0.102 —0.061** —0.060"**
[0.387] [0.383] [0.396] [0.183] [0.029] [0.005]
Course FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
Method GMM GMM GMM GMM GMM GMM
Observations 3,992 3,950 2,428 2,400 1,564 1,550
Mean dep. var. 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Hansen ] test p-value [1.00] [1.00] [1.00] [1.00] [1.00] [1.00]
AR(2) test p-value [0.12] [0.16] [0.82] [0.87] [0.63] [0.67]

Note. Outcome variable: Standardized grades. Controls: The student’s age, average parental income, median income of the student’s
home municipality, and the gender of the instructor. Standard errors are clustered by the G = 5 cohorts. To adjust for the small
number of clusters, p-values are calculated using a t-distribution with G — 1 degrees of freedom (Cameron and Miller, 2015). * **
and *** denote significance at the 10%, 5% and 1% level, respectively.

augmenting the model by including the indicator variable for
non-quantitative course. Now, the triple interaction between On-
line, attractiveness, and the indicator for non-quantitative course
is highly significant for female students. This finding suggests that
the grades of female students deteriorated in non-quantitative
subjects, with grades declining with attractiveness. There is no
equivalent relationship for males.

Table A.4 of Online Appendix A re-estimates (1) for the non-
quantitative courses when education is online, interacting stan-
dardized beauty with gender. While the coefficient for beauty is
positive, the interaction coefficient between beauty and female
gender is negative. This finding suggests that the beauty premium
is present only for males, and is consistent with the difference-
in-difference results. Taken together, these results suggest that
the beauty premium in education is due to discrimination for
females, whereas for male students, it is primarily the result of
a productivity-enhancing attribute.

Why is beauty a productivity-enhancing attribute for males in
non-quantitative subjects? Generally, it is difficult to disentangle
the reasons behind why beauty improves productivity (Hamer-
mesh and Parker, 2005). However, relative to other students,
attractive men are more successful in peer influence, and are
more persistent, a personality trait positively linked to academic
outcomes (Dion and Stein, 1978; Alan et al, 2019). In addi-
tion, attractive individuals are more socially skilled, have more
open social networks, and are more popular vis-a-vis physically
unattractive peers (Feingold, 1992). Importantly, possession of
these traits is significantly linked to creativity (Soda et al., 2021).
In our setting, the tasks faced by students in non-quantitative
subjects, for instance in marketing and supply chain manage-
ment, are likely to be seen as more "creative”, and significantly
contrast the more traditional book-reading and problem-solving
in mathematics and physics courses, the latter presumably per-
ceived as more monotonous. Together with the large use of

group assignments in non-quantitative courses, these theoretical
results imply that socially skilled individuals are likely to have a
comparative advantage in non-quantitative subjects.

5. Concluding remarks

This paper has shown that students’ facial attractiveness im-
pact academic outcomes when classes are held in-person. As
education moved online following the onset of the pandemic, the
grades of attractive female students deteriorated. This finding im-
plies that the female beauty premium observed when education
is in-person is likely to be chiefly a consequence of discrimination.
On the contrary, for male students, there was still a significant
beauty premium even after the introduction of online teaching.
The latter finding suggests that for males in particular, beauty can
be a productivity-enhancing attribute.

Data availability
Data will be made available on request.
Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary material related to this article can be found
online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econlet.2022.110782.
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Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective






Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

|Course work and seminars.

B4. Demonstrate the ability in both national and international contexts to present and discuss research and research findings authoritatively in speech and writing and
in dialogue with the academic community and society in general.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

|Course work and seminars.

B5. Demonstrate the ability to identify the need for further knowledge.
Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

|Course work and seminars.

B6. Demonstrate the capacity to contribute to social development and support the learning of others both through research and education and in some other qualified
professional capacity.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

|Course work and seminars.

C. Judgement and approach — for the Degree of Doctor the third-cycle student shall

C1. Demonstrate intellectual autonomy and disciplinary rectitude as well as the ability to make assessments of research ethics.
Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

|Course work and seminars.

C2. Demonstrate specialised insight into the possibilities and limitations of research, its role in society and the responsibility of the individual for how it is used.
Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

|Course work and seminars.

11 Attachments






LUNDS UNIVERSITET

Individual study plan for postgraduate studies

Reference number

ISP 2020/10290:3

Agreement doctoral student Date
Adrian Mehic 8/20/20
Agreement principal supervisor Date
Joakim Westerlund 8/20/20
Established by Head of Department or equivalent Date
Joakim Gullstrand 9/4/20

Basic information

Doctoral student

Name Civic registration number
Adrian Mehic 19940328-1059

Phone number Email address

-- No content -- adrian.mehic@nek.lu.se

Home address

-- No content --

Organisation
Faculty Department

School of Economics and Managment Economics

Section, unit or equivalent

-- No content --

Participating departments and/or divisions Other participating institutes of higher education and organizations

-- No content -- -- No content --

Education
Subject

Economics (SANAEKO00)

Admission applies to

Doctoral degree

Date of commencement of studies Permanent leave from studies
2018-09-01 -- No content --
Education fulfilling entry requirements Graduate school

Master in Economics -- No content --





Intending to obtain Licentiate degree Intending to obtain doctoral degree

No Yes, 2023 Spring

Information about the general study syllabus

-- No content --

The doctoral student has read the general study syllabus
Yes

Rate of study and Student finance

Time plan

Year Semester %

Study period used (%) - Ladok Comment

45 -- No content --
Employment period used (%) Comment

-- No content -- -- No content --
Fundings

Current funding

Year Semester % Form Comment
2018 Autumn 100 Doctoral studentship

2019 Spring 100 Doctoral studentship

2019 Autumn 100 Doctoral studentship

2020 Spring 100 Doctoral studentship

Planned funding

Year Semester % Form Comment





Departmental duties: to date and planned

Year

Semester % Task

Past and present leaves/appointments eligible for extensions

Year

Semester %/ Day(s) Reason

%

Available variable resources

Available fixed resources

Office space
No

Computer

No

Other available fixed resources

Comment

Courses and conferences

Planned courses

Compulsory courses within third-cycle studies

Course code Course Comment
NEKN32 Mathematical Methods,

Advanced Level

NEKP35 | Econometric Theory

EHNEOO08 Microeconomic Theory

Elective courses within third-cycle studies

Course code Course Comment

NEKN42 | Applied International

Macroeconomics

Completed courses

Course code

EHNEOO3

EHNEO42

EHNEO12

EHNEOO6

Course HEC
Economics: Advanced Macroeconomic Theory 7.5

Economics: Applied International 7.5
Macroeconomics

Economics: Mathematical Methods, Advanced 7.5
Course

Economics: Statistical Methods for Econometrics 7.5

Description

HEC
7.5

15

7.5

HEC
7.5

Date
2/4/19
2/5/19

2/21/19

11/27/19

Level Year
Second 2018
Cycle

Third 2019
Cycle

Third 2019
Cycle

Level Year
Second 2018

Cycle

Course examinator

Klas Fregert
Martin Strieborny

Milda Norkute

Peter Jochumzen

Semester
Autumn

Spring

Spring

Semester

Autumn





Course code Course HEC Date Course examinator

EHNEOO7 |Economics: Econometric Theory 7.5 11/27/19 Peter Jochumzen
EHNEOO2 |Economics: Microeconomics - Strategic 7.5 6/2/20 Erik Mohlin
Interaction
EHNEO71 |Economics: Advanced Course in Economic 7.5 8/5/20 Fredrik Sjoholm
Integration
Total 52.5

Credited courses

Decision on credited courses equals Decision on credited courses made by Decision date
Course Course/courses/other activity Education level University

Course(s) replace(s)

Total points credited courses: 0.0

Exam on research level exists
No

Planned and completed participation at conferences

Year Date Name and location of the conference Type and/or title of any contribution
2019 Feb 21-22 11th RGS Doctoral Conference in
Economics, Bochum

Planned and completed activities, including international participation

Year Date Information

2018 Oct 24 Brownbag seminar

Type of mobility abroad Country Duration of stay in weeks
Year Date Information

Type of mobility abroad Country Duration of stay in weeks

Planned and completed seminars

Year Date Type of seminar

2019 Sep 24 Seminar, Dept. of Politics, Univ. of Gothenburg





Supervision and examination

Supervisor

Name

Joakim Westerlund

Department/Institute

Economics

E-mail

joakim.westerlund@nek.lu.se

Completed formal training in supervision/equivalent

No

Current employment and employer

Forms of supervision/Plan for supervision

Other planned commitments limiting the Principal supervisor’'s availability

Assistant supervisor

Name

Andreas Bergh

Department/Institute

Economics

E-mail

andreas.bergh@nek.lu.se

Completed formal training in supervision/equivalent

Yes

Current employment and employer

Forms of supervision/Plan for supervision

Other planned commitments limiting the assistant supervisor’s availability

Title
-- No content --

Section, unit or equivalent

-- No content --

Docent (Reader)/equivalent

No

Title
Docent

Section, unit or equivalent

-- No content --

Docent (Reader)/equivalent
No

Director of studies/Deputy Head of Dept. of third-cycle studies

Name

Erik Wengstrém

Department/Institute

Department of Economics

E-mail

erik.wengstrom@nek.lu.se

Title
-- No content --

Section, unit or equivalent

-- No content --





Additional persons

Name Title

-- No content -- -- No content --

E-mail Phone

-- No content -- -- No content --

Current employment and employer

Role and availability
Allocation of supervisory contribution
Person Year Semester
Tommy Andersson 2018 Autumn
Jerker Holm 2018 Autumn
Thesis

Title of the thesis or doctoral project

"Essays on political economy" (prel.)

Description of thesis or doctoral project

Three papers on political economy, using econometric methods.

Planned form of thesis
Aggregation

Hours

27





Parts of the thesis/component papers completed

0. "Half-panel jackknife estimation for dynamic panel models" (not part of thesis at this point, put published in Econ.
Lett, 2020)

1. "Regional aspects of immigration-related changes in political preferences" (submitted)

2. "The electoral consequences of nuclear disaster: Evidence from Chernobyl" (submitted)

Abstracts:

0. This paper extends the half-panel jackknife (HPJ) estimator to GMM models with fixed effects. The
Monte Carlo results show that the HPJ significantly reduces finite-sample bias for both the difference
and system GMM estimators of the dynamic panel model.

1. This paper investigates how right-wing populist voting in response to the 2015 refugee wave was affected by
regional characteristics, using data from a quasi-natural experiment in Sweden. The results suggest that voting
outcomes are heavily dependent on pre-influx municipal characteristics. In localities with strong anti-immigration
sentiments during the 1990s refugee wave, as well as in areas with high crime rates before the refugee wave, there
is a positive relationship between immigration rates and anti-immigration voting. However, the immigration-related
increase in the right-wing populist vote is significantly smaller in depopulation areas. These polarizing effects are
exacerbated when considering immigration of a particular refugee group dominated by young men.

2. What are the political effects of a nuclear accident? Following the 1986 Chernobyl disaster, environmentalist
parties were elected to parliaments in several nations. This paper uses Chernobyl as a natural experiment creating
variation in radioactive fallout exposure over Sweden. | match municipality-level data on cesium ground
contamination with election results for the anti-nuclear Green Party, which was elected into parliament in 1988. After
adjusting for pre-Chernobyl views on nuclear power, the results show that voters in high-fallout areas were more
likely to vote for the Greens. Additionally, using the exponential decay property of radioactive isotopes, | show a
persistent, long-term effect of fallout on the green vote. However, the Chernobyl-related premium in the green vote
has decreased substantially since the 1980s. Detailed individual-level survey data further suggests that the results
are driven by a gradually decreasing resistance to nuclear energy in fallout-affected municipalities.

Thesis work in progress

Planned thesis work
3. Third paper - TBD.

Deviations from previous study plan

Meetings

Progress meetings

Date Participants Comment

Continuous discussions.





Professional planning

Have principal supervisor and doctoral student discussed future career
path?

No
Planning meetings

Date Comment

Supervisory meetings

Date Participants Comment

Comments

Doctoral comments

Supervisor comments

The student has only been in the PhD program since September 2018. So far | don't see any problems. Everything is
going according to plans (course work and seminar participation).

Approvals

Permits required

No

Experiments on animals will be included Ethical trial required

No No

Experiments on humans will be included Notification of processing of personal data (GDPR) required
No No

Indicate which approvals have been applied for and granted
At this point, we have not discussed this issue (but may do so later).

Degree objectives

Degree of Doctor

Scope: A Degree of Doctor is awarded after the third-cycle student has completed a study programme of 240 credits
in a subject in which third-cycle teaching is offered.

General Qualifications: Degree of Doctor, The Higher Education Ordinance, Annex 2, Qualifications Ordinance
(2006:1053): The connection between the third-cycle studies and the objectives of the Higher Education Ordinance
are documented here together with the particular activities planned and realized in order to fulfil each objective. See
also the aims stated in the general study syllabus for the third-cycle subject. On each occasion for revision new
realized activities should be entered.





A. Knowledge and understanding — for the Degree of Doctor the third-cycle student shall

Al. Demonstrate broad knowledge and systematic understanding of the research field as well as advanced and up-to-
date specialised knowledge in a limited area of this field.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

A2. Demonstrate familiarity with research methodology in general and the methods of the specific field of research in
particular.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B. Competence and skills — for the Degree of Doctor the third-cycle student shall

B1. Demonstrate the capacity for scholarly analysis and synthesis as well as to review and assess new and complex
phenomena, issues and situations autonomously and critically.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B2. Demonstrate the ability to identify and formulate issues with scholarly precision critically, autonomously and
creatively, and to plan and use appropriate methods to undertake research and other qualified tasks within
predetermined time frames and to review and evaluate such work.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B3. Demonstrate through a dissertation the ability to make a significant contribution to the formation of knowledge
through his or her own research.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B4. Demonstrate the ability in both national and international contexts to present and discuss research and research
findings authoritatively in speech and writing and in dialogue with the academic community and society in general.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.





B5. Demonstrate the ability to identify the need for further knowledge.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B6. Demonstrate the capacity to contribute to social development and support the learning of others both through
research and education and in some other qualified professional capacity.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

C. Judgement and approach — for the Degree of Doctor the third-cycle student shall

C1. Demonstrate intellectual autonomy and disciplinary rectitude as well as the ability to make assessments of
research ethics.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

C2. Demonstrate specialised insight into the possibilities and limitations of research, its role in society and the
responsibility of the individual for how it is used.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

Attachments

-- No attachments added --






LUNDS UNIVERSITET

Individual study plan for postgraduate studies

Reference number

ISP 2021/10290:4

Agreement doctoral student Date
Adrian Mehic 8/4/21
Agreement principal supervisor Date
Joakim Westerlund 8/18/21
Established by Head of Department or equivalent Date
Joakim Gullstrand 9/1/21

Basic information

Doctoral student

Name Civic registration number
Adrian Mehic 19940328-1059

Phone number Email address

-- No content -- adrian.mehic@nek.lu.se

Home address

-- No content --

Organisation
Faculty Department

School of Economics and Managment Economics

Section, unit or equivalent

-- No content --

Participating departments and/or divisions Other participating institutes of higher education and organizations

-- No content -- -- No content --

Education
Subject

Economics (SANAEKO00)

Admission applies to

Doctoral degree

Date of commencement of studies Permanent leave from studies
2018-09-01 -- No content --
Education fulfilling entry requirements Graduate school

Master in Economics -- No content --

1/11





Intending to obtain Licentiate degree/Half way review (planning for lic Intending to obtain doctoral degree (planned date)
or half way and planned date)

No Yes, 2023 Spring

Information about the general study syllabus

-- No content --

The doctoral student has read the general study syllabus
Yes

Rate of study and Student finance

Time plan

Current rate of study

Year Semester % Comment

2018 Autumn 100

2019 Spring 100

2019 Autumn 80

2020 Spring 80

2020 Autumn 80

2021 Spring 80

Total current study period used (%) - Ladok Comment

65 -- No content --
Employment period used (%) Comment

-- No content -- -- No content --

Planned rate of study

Year Semester % Comment

Fundings

Current funding

Year Semester % Form Comment
2018 Autumn 100 Doctoral studentship

2019 Spring 100 Doctoral studentship

2019 Autumn 100 Doctoral studentship

2020 Spring 100 Doctoral studentship

2020 Autumn 100 Doctoral studentship

2021 Spring 100 Doctoral studentship

2/11





Planned funding

Year Semester % Form

Comment

Departmental duties/Teaching: to date and planned

Year Semester

%

% / Day(s) Task

Past and present leaves/appointments eligible for extensions

Year Semester %/ Day(s) Reason

%

Available variable resources

Available fixed resources

Office space

No

Other available fixed resources

Comment

Courses and conferences

Planned courses

Compulsory courses within third-cycle studies

Course code Course Comment

NEKN32 Mathematical Methods,
Advanced Level

NEKP35 Econometric Theory

EHNEOO08 Microeconomic Theory

Description
Computer
No
HEC
7.5
15
7.5

Total | 30.0

Level Year
Second 2018
Cycle

Third 2019
Cycle

Third 2019
Cycle

Semester

Autumn

Spring

Spring

3/11





Elective courses within third-cycle studies

Course code Course Comment
NEKN42 | Applied International
Macroeconomics

Completed courses

Course code Course HEC

EHNEOO3 |Economics: Advanced Macroeconomic Theory 7.5

EHNEO42 |Economics: Applied International 7.5
Macroeconomics

EHNEO12 Economics: Mathematical Methods, Advanced 7.5
Course

EHNEOO6 Economics: Statistical Methods for Econometrics 7.5

EHNEOO7 Economics: Econometric Theory 7.5
EHNEOO2 |Economics: Microeconomics - Strategic 7.5
Interaction
EHNEO71  Economics: Advanced Course in Economic 7.5
Integration
EHNEOO8 |Economics: Microeconometric Theory 7.5
Total 60.0

Credited courses

Decision on credited courses equals Decision on credited courses made by

HEC
7.5

Total | 7.5

Date

2/4/19

2/5/19

2/21/19

11/27/19
11/27/19
6/2/20

8/5/20

10/8/20

Level Year

Second 2018
Cycle

Course examinator
Klas Fregert
Martin Strieborny

Milda Norkute

Peter Jochumzen
Peter Jochumzen
Erik Mohlin

Fredrik Sjoholm

Peter Jochumzen

Decision date

Course Course/courses/other activity Education level

Course(s) replace(s)

Total points credited courses: 0.0

Exam on research level exists
No

Planned and completed participation at conferences

Year Date Name and location of the conference

2019 Feb 21-22 11th RGS Doctoral Conference in
Economics, Bochum

University

Type and/or title of any contribution

Semester

Autumn

4/11





Planned and completed activities, including international participation

Year Date Information

2018 Oct 24 Brownbag seminar

Type of mobility abroad

Year Date Information

Type of mobility abroad

Planned and completed seminars

Year Date

2019 Sep 24

Supervision and examination

Supervisor

Name

Joakim Westerlund

Department/Institute

Economics

E-mail

joakim.westerlund@nek.lu.se

Completed formal training in supervision/equivalent

No

Current employment and employer

Forms of supervision/Plan for supervision

Other planned commitments limiting the Principal supervisor’s availability

Assistant supervisor
Name

Andreas Bergh

Department/Institute

Economics

E-mail

andreas.bergh@nek.lu.se

Completed formal training in supervision/equivalent

Yes

Country Duration of stay in weeks

Country Duration of stay in weeks

Type of seminar

Seminar, Dept. of Politics, Univ. of Gothenburg

Title
-- No content --

Section, unit or equivalent

-- No content --

Docent (Reader)/equivalent

No

Title
Docent

Section, unit or equivalent

-- No content --

Docent (Reader)/equivalent
No

5/11





Current employment and employer

Forms of supervision/Plan for supervision

Other planned commitments limiting the assistant supervisor’s availability

Director of studies/Deputy Head of Dept. of third-cycle studies

Name Title

Erik Wengstrém -- No content --
Department/Institute Section, unit or equivalent
Department of Economics -- No content --
E-mail

erik.wengstrom@nek.lu.se

Additional persons

Name Title

-- No content -- -- No content --
E-mail Phone

-- No content -- -- No content --

Current employment and employer

Role and availability

Allocation of supervisory contribution

Person Year Semester

Tommy Andersson 2018 Autumn
Jerker Holm 2018 Autumn
Thesis

Title of the thesis or doctoral project

"Essays on labor economics and political economy" (prel.)

Description of thesis or doctoral project

Three papers on political economy and labor , using econometric methods.

Planned form of thesis
Aggregation

Hours
27

6/11





Parts of the thesis/component papers completed

0. "Half-panel jackknife estimation for dynamic panel models" (not part of thesis at this point, put published in Econ.
Lett, 2020)

1. "Regional aspects of immigration-related changes in political preferences"” (R+R 2nd round, Journal of Regional
Science)

2. "The electoral consequences of nuclear disaster: Evidence from Chernobyl" (R+R 1st round, Journal of Public
Economics)

3. "Get Rich or Fail Your Exam Tryin': Gender, Socioeconomic Status and Spillover Effects of Blended Learning"
(with C. Olofsson, submitted)

Abstracts:

0. This paper extends the half-panel jackknife (HPJ) estimator to GMM models with fixed effects. The
Monte Carlo results show that the HPJ significantly reduces finite-sample bias for both the difference
and system GMM estimators of the dynamic panel model.

1. This paper investigates how right-wing populist voting in response to the 2015 refugee wave was affected by
regional characteristics, using data from a quasi-natural experiment in Sweden. The results suggest that voting
outcomes are heavily dependent on pre-influx municipal characteristics. In localities with strong anti-immigration
sentiments during the 1990s refugee wave, as well as in areas with high crime rates before the refugee wave, there
is a positive relationship between immigration rates and anti-immigration voting. However, the immigration-related
increase in the right-wing populist vote is significantly smaller in depopulation areas. These polarizing effects are
exacerbated when considering immigration of a particular refugee group dominated by young men.

2. What are the political effects of a nuclear accident? Following the 1986 Chernobyl disaster, environmentalist
parties were elected to parliaments in several nations. This paper uses Chernobyl as a natural experiment creating
variation in radioactive fallout exposure over Sweden. | match municipality-level data on cesium ground
contamination with election results for the anti-nuclear Green Party, which was elected into parliament in 1988. After
adjusting for pre-Chernobyl views on nuclear power, the results show that voters in high-fallout areas were more
likely to vote for the Greens. Additionally, using the exponential decay property of radioactive isotopes, | show a
persistent, long-term effect of fallout on the green vote. However, the Chernobyl-related premium in the green vote
has decreased substantially since the 1980s. Detailed individual-level survey data further suggests that the results
are driven by a gradually decreasing resistance to nuclear energy in fallout-affected municipalities.

3. We evaluate a natural experiment at a Swedish university, in which students were randomized to either taking all
their courses online, or to have some courses online and some on campus (blended learning). Our setting creates
two groups for the online courses: One group with no access to campus whatsoever, and one group treated with
campus classes in parallel, but unrelated, courses. We show that campus access in parallel courses improved
grades in online courses only among female students with affluent parents. Detailed individual-level survey data
suggests that there was no relationship between socioeconomy and adverse mental health amid the COVID-19
pandemic. Instead, by estimating each student's network position, linked with administrative data on parental
income, we show that female students with wealthy parents have significantly less constrained social networks,
enabling them to utilize scarcely available campus time to communicate with classmates more efficiently.

Thesis work in progress

4. "Superficial Peer Characteristics and Academic Achievement” (probably JMP)

7/11





Planned thesis work

Several other research ideas, but only 3 papers neccessary for PhD degree.

Deviations from previous study plan

Meetings

Progress meetings

Date Participants Comment

Continuous discussions.

Professional planning

Have principal supervisor and doctoral student discussed future career
path?

No
Planning meetings

Date Comment

Supervisory meetings

Date Participants Comment

Comments

Doctoral comments

Supervisor comments

The student has only been in the PhD program since September 2018. So far | don't see any problems. Everything is
going according to plans (course work and seminar participation).

Director of studies/Deputy Head of Dept's comments

Approvals

Permits required

No

Experiments on animals will be included Ethical trial required

No No

Experiments on humans will be included Notification of processing of personal data (GDPR) required
No No

8/11





Indicate which approvals have been applied for and granted

At this point, we have not discussed this issue (but may do so later).

Degree objectives

Degree of Doctor

Scope: A Degree of Doctor is awarded after the third-cycle student has completed a study programme of 240 credits
in a subject in which third-cycle teaching is offered.

General Qualifications: Degree of Doctor, The Higher Education Ordinance, Annex 2, Qualifications Ordinance
(2006:1053): The connection between the third-cycle studies and the objectives of the Higher Education Ordinance
are documented here together with the particular activities planned and realized in order to fulfil each objective. See
also the aims stated in the general study syllabus for the third-cycle subject. On each occasion for revision new
realized activities should be entered.

A. Knowledge and understanding — for the Degree of Doctor the third-cycle student shall

Al. Demonstrate broad knowledge and systematic understanding of the research field as well as advanced and up-to-
date specialised knowledge in a limited area of this field.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

A2. Demonstrate familiarity with research methodology in general and the methods of the specific field of research in
particular.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B. Competence and skills — for the Degree of Doctor the third-cycle student shall

B1. Demonstrate the capacity for scholarly analysis and synthesis as well as to review and assess new and complex
phenomena, issues and situations autonomously and critically.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B2. Demonstrate the ability to identify and formulate issues with scholarly precision critically, autonomously and
creatively, and to plan and use appropriate methods to undertake research and other qualified tasks within
predetermined time frames and to review and evaluate such work.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

9/11





B3. Demonstrate through a dissertation the ability to make a significant contribution to the formation of knowledge
through his or her own research.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B4. Demonstrate the ability in both national and international contexts to present and discuss research and research

findings authoritatively in speech and writing and in dialogue with the academic community and society in general.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B5. Demonstrate the ability to identify the need for further knowledge.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B6. Demonstrate the capacity to contribute to social development and support the learning of others both through
research and education and in some other qualified professional capacity.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

C. Judgement and approach — for the Degree of Doctor the third-cycle student shall

C1. Demonstrate intellectual autonomy and disciplinary rectitude as well as the ability to make assessments of
research ethics.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

C2. Demonstrate specialised insight into the possibilities and limitations of research, its role in society and the
responsibility of the individual for how it is used.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

10/11





Local degree objectives (only used by the PhD programmes in Human Ecology and
Sustainability Science)

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Attachments

-- No attachments added --

11/11






LUNDS UNIVERSITET

Individual study plan for postgraduate studies

Reference number

ISP 2021/10290:5

Agreement doctoral student Date
Adrian Mehic 1/20/22
Agreement principal supervisor Date
Joakim Westerlund 1/23/22
Established by Head of Department or equivalent Date
Joakim Gullstrand 1/24/22

1. Basic information

1.1 Doctoral student

Name Civic registration number
Adrian Mehic 19940328-1059

Phone number Email address

-- No content -- adrian.mehic@nek.lu.se

Home address

-- No content --

1.2 Organisation

Faculty Department

School of Economics and Managment Economics

Section, unit or equivalent

-- No content --
Other participating departments and/or divisions Other participating institutes of higher education and organizations
-- No content -- -- No content --

1.3 Education

Subject
Economics (SANAEKO00)

Admission applies to

Doctoral degree

Date of admission Permanent leave from studies
2018-09-01 -- No content --
Education fulfilling entry requirements Graduate school

Master in Economics -- No content --

1/11





Intending to obtain Licentiate degree/Half way review (planning for lic Intending to obtain doctoral degree (planned date)
or half way and planned date)

No

Yes, 2023 Spring

Information about the general study syllabus

-- No content --

The doctoral student has read the general study syllabus

Yes

2. Rate of study and study finance

2.1 Time plan

Current rate of study

Year Semester % Comment

2018 Autumn 100

2019 Spring 100

2019 Autumn 80

2020 Spring 80

2020 Autumn 80

2021 Spring 80

2021 Autumn 80

Total current study period used (%) - Ladok Comment

75 -- No content --
Employment period used (%) Comment

-- No content -- -- No content --
Planned rate of study

Year Semester % Comment

2.2 Fundings

Current funding

Year Semester % Form Comment
2018 Autumn 100 Doctoral studentship

2019 Spring 100 Doctoral studentship

2019 Autumn 100 Doctoral studentship

2020 Spring 100 Doctoral studentship

2020 Autumn 100 Doctoral studentship

2/11





Year Semester % Form Comment

2021 Spring 100 Doctoral studentship
2021 Autumn 100 Doctoral studentship

Planned funding

Year Semester % Form Comment

2.3 Departmental duties/Teaching: to date and planned

Year Semester %l days/hrs Task

%

2.4 Past and present leaves/appointments eligible for extensions

Year Semester  %/days/hrs Reason Description

%

Available variable resources

2.6 Available fixed resources

Office space Computer

No No

Other available fixed resources

Comment

3. Courses and conferences

3.1 Planned courses

Compulsory courses within third-cycle studies

Course code Course Comment HEC Level Year
NEKN32 'Mathematical Methods, 7.5 |Second 2018
Advanced Level Cycle
NEKP35 Econometric Theory 15 Third 2019

Cycle
EHNEOO08  Microeconomic Theory 7.5 Third 2019
Cycle

Semester

Autumn

Spring

Spring
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Course code Course

Comment

Elective courses within third-cycle studies

Course code Course
NEKN42 | Applied International
Macroeconomics

Comment

3.2 Completed courses

Course code Course HEC

EHNEOO3 |Economics: Advanced Macroeconomic Theory 7.5

EHNEO42 |Economics: Applied International 7.5
Macroeconomics

EHNEO12  Economics: Mathematical Methods, Advanced 7.5
Course

EHNEOO6  Economics: Statistical Methods for Econometrics 7.5

EHNEOO7 |Economics: Econometric Theory 7.5

EHNEOO2 |Economics: Microeconomics - Strategic 7.5
Interaction

EHNEO71  Economics: Advanced Course in Economic 7.5
Integration

EHNEOO8 |Economics: Microeconometric Theory 7.5

EHNEO72 |Economics: Advanced Trade Theory 7.5

EHNEOO9 |Economics: Time Series Theory 7.5

EHNEOO1  Economics: Microeconomics - Individual Choice 7.5

Total 82.5
3.3 Credited courses
Decision on credited courses equals Decision on credited courses made by

Course

Course/courses/other activity

Course(s) replace(s)

Total points credited courses: 0.0

3.4 Exam on research level exists

No

3.5 Planned and completed participation at conferences

Year
2019

Date
Feb 21-22

Name and location of the conference

11th RGS Doctoral Conference in

Economics, Bochum

HEC
Total 30.0

HEC
7.5

Total 7.5

Date
2/4/19

2/5/19

2/21/19

11/27/19
11/27/19
6/2/20

8/5/20

10/8/20
3/18/21
9/1/21
11/29/21

Level Year Semester

Level Year Semester
Second 2018 Autumn
Cycle

Course examinator

Klas Fregert
Martin Strieborny

Milda Norkute

Peter Jochumzen
Peter Jochumzen
Erik Mohlin

Fredrik Sjoholm

Peter Jochumzen
Bengt Séderlund
Peter Jochumzen

Tommy Andersson

Decision date

Education level

University

Type and/or title of any contribution
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3.6 Planned and completed activities, including international participation

Year Date Information

2018 Oct 24 Brownbag seminar

Type of mobility abroad

Year Date Information

Type of mobility abroad

3.7 Planned and completed seminars

Year Date

2019 Sep 24

4. Supervision and examination

4.1 Supervisor

Name

Joakim Westerlund

Department/Institute

Economics

E-mail

joakim.westerlund@nek.lu.se

Completed formal training in supervision/equivalent

No

Current employment and employer

Forms of supervision/Plan for supervision

Other planned commitments limiting the Principal supervisor’s availability

4.2 Assistant supervisor
Name

Andreas Bergh

Department/Institute

Economics

E-mail

andreas.bergh@nek.lu.se

Completed formal training in supervision/equivalent

Yes

Country

Country

Type of seminar

Duration of stay in weeks

Duration of stay in weeks

Seminar, Dept. of Politics, Univ. of Gothenburg

Title
-- No content --

Section, unit or equivalent

-- No content --

Docent (Reader)/equivalent

No

Title
Docent

Section, unit or equivalent

-- No content --

Docent (Reader)/equivalent
No
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Current employment and employer

Forms of supervision/Plan for supervision

Other planned commitments limiting the assistant supervisor’s availability

4.3 Director of studies/Deputy Head of Dept. of third-cycle studies

Name

Erik Wengstrém

Department/Institute

Department of Economics

E-mail

erik.wengstrom@nek.lu.se

4.4 Additional persons

Name

-- No content --

E-mail

-- No content --

Current employment and employer

Role and availability

4.5 Allocation of supervisory contribution

Person

Tommy Andersson

Jerker Holm

5. The thesis

5.1 Title of the thesis or doctoral project

"Essays on labor economics and political economy" (prel.)

5.2 Description of thesis or doctoral project

Title
-- No content --

Section, unit or equivalent

-- No content --

Title
-- No content --

Phone
-- No content --

Year Semester
2018 Autumn

2018 Autumn

Three papers on political economy and labor , using econometric methods.

5.3 Planned form of thesis

Aggregation

Hours
27
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5.4 Parts of the thesis/component papers completed

0. "Half-panel jackknife estimation for dynamic panel models" (not part of thesis at this point, put published in Econ.
Lett, 2020)

1. "Regional aspects of immigration-related changes in political preferences"” (R+R 2nd round, Journal of Regional
Science)

2. "The electoral consequences of nuclear disaster: Evidence from Chernobyl" (R+R 1st round, Journal of Public
Economics)

3. "Get Rich or Fail Your Exam Tryin': Gender, Socioeconomic Status and Spillover Effects of Blended Learning"
(with C. Olofsson, submitted)

Abstracts:

0. This paper extends the half-panel jackknife (HPJ) estimator to GMM models with fixed effects. The
Monte Carlo results show that the HPJ significantly reduces finite-sample bias for both the difference
and system GMM estimators of the dynamic panel model.

1. This paper investigates how right-wing populist voting in response to the 2015 refugee wave was affected by
regional characteristics, using data from a quasi-natural experiment in Sweden. The results suggest that voting
outcomes are heavily dependent on pre-influx municipal characteristics. In localities with strong anti-immigration
sentiments during the 1990s refugee wave, as well as in areas with high crime rates before the refugee wave, there
is a positive relationship between immigration rates and anti-immigration voting. However, the immigration-related
increase in the right-wing populist vote is significantly smaller in depopulation areas. These polarizing effects are
exacerbated when considering immigration of a particular refugee group dominated by young men.

2. What are the political effects of a nuclear accident? Following the 1986 Chernobyl disaster, environmentalist
parties were elected to parliaments in several nations. This paper uses Chernobyl as a natural experiment creating
variation in radioactive fallout exposure over Sweden. | match municipality-level data on cesium ground
contamination with election results for the anti-nuclear Green Party, which was elected into parliament in 1988. After
adjusting for pre-Chernobyl views on nuclear power, the results show that voters in high-fallout areas were more
likely to vote for the Greens. Additionally, using the exponential decay property of radioactive isotopes, | show a
persistent, long-term effect of fallout on the green vote. However, the Chernobyl-related premium in the green vote
has decreased substantially since the 1980s. Detailed individual-level survey data further suggests that the results
are driven by a gradually decreasing resistance to nuclear energy in fallout-affected municipalities.

3. We evaluate a natural experiment at a Swedish university, in which students were randomized to either taking all
their courses online, or to have some courses online and some on campus (blended learning). Our setting creates
two groups for the online courses: One group with no access to campus whatsoever, and one group treated with
campus classes in parallel, but unrelated, courses. We show that campus access in parallel courses improved
grades in online courses only among female students with affluent parents. Detailed individual-level survey data
suggests that there was no relationship between socioeconomy and adverse mental health amid the COVID-19
pandemic. Instead, by estimating each student's network position, linked with administrative data on parental
income, we show that female students with wealthy parents have significantly less constrained social networks,
enabling them to utilize scarcely available campus time to communicate with classmates more efficiently.

5.5 Thesis work in progress

4. "Superficial Peer Characteristics and Academic Achievement” (probably JMP)
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5.6 Planned thesis work and publication plan

Several other research ideas, but only 3 papers neccessary for PhD degree.

5.7 Deviations from previous study plan

6. Meetings

6.1 Progress meetings

Date Participants Comment

Continuous discussions.

6.2 Professional planning / Career planning

Have principal supervisor and doctoral student discussed future career
path?

No
Planning meetings

Date Comment

6.3 Supervisory meetings

Date Participants Comment

7. Comments

7.1 Doctoral comments

7.2 Supervisor comments

The student has only been in the PhD program since September 2018. So far | don't see any problems. Everything is
going according to plans (course work and seminar participation).

7.3 Director of studies/Deputy Head of Dept's comments

8. Approvals

Permits required

No

Experiments on animals will be included Ethical trial required

No No

Experiments on humans will be included Notification of processing of personal data (GDPR) required
No No
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Indicate which approvals have been applied for and granted

At this point, we have not discussed this issue (but may do so later).

9. Degree objectives

Degree of Doctor

Scope: A Degree of Doctor is awarded after the third-cycle student has completed a study programme of 240 credits
in a subject in which third-cycle teaching is offered.

General Qualifications: Degree of Doctor, The Higher Education Ordinance, Annex 2, Qualifications Ordinance
(2006:1053): The connection between the third-cycle studies and the objectives of the Higher Education Ordinance
are documented here together with the particular activities planned and realized in order to fulfil each objective. See
also the aims stated in the general study syllabus for the third-cycle subject. On each occasion for revision new
realized activities should be entered.

A. Knowledge and understanding — for the Degree of Doctor the third-cycle student shall

Al. Demonstrate broad knowledge and systematic understanding of the research field as well as advanced and up-to-
date specialised knowledge in a limited area of this field.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

A2. Demonstrate familiarity with research methodology in general and the methods of the specific field of research in
particular.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B. Competence and skills — for the Degree of Doctor the third-cycle student shall

B1. Demonstrate the capacity for scholarly analysis and synthesis as well as to review and assess new and complex
phenomena, issues and situations autonomously and critically.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B2. Demonstrate the ability to identify and formulate issues with scholarly precision critically, autonomously and
creatively, and to plan and use appropriate methods to undertake research and other qualified tasks within
predetermined time frames and to review and evaluate such work.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.
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B3. Demonstrate through a dissertation the ability to make a significant contribution to the formation of knowledge
through his or her own research.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B4. Demonstrate the ability in both national and international contexts to present and discuss research and research

findings authoritatively in speech and writing and in dialogue with the academic community and society in general.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B5. Demonstrate the ability to identify the need for further knowledge.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

B6. Demonstrate the capacity to contribute to social development and support the learning of others both through
research and education and in some other qualified professional capacity.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

C. Judgement and approach — for the Degree of Doctor the third-cycle student shall

C1. Demonstrate intellectual autonomy and disciplinary rectitude as well as the ability to make assessments of
research ethics.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.

C2. Demonstrate specialised insight into the possibilities and limitations of research, its role in society and the
responsibility of the individual for how it is used.

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

Course work and seminars.
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Local degree objectives (only used by the PhD programmes in Human Ecology and
Sustainability Science)

Activities realized in order to fulfil the objective

Activities planned in order to fulfil the objective

10. Attachments
DSC_0236.jpg
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Adrian Mehic


Svara alla B|Iaga 12

Ta bort
Skrappost

SV: éverlamning av anmalan, Lunds universitet
ONEP Kansli <kansli@onep.se>

Svara alla

fr 2022-11-18, 08:25

REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed;
ONEP Kansli <kansli@onep.se>;
Adrian Mehic

Inkorg
Inkorg
Bekriftar mottagandet av nedanstadende handling.

Med vanlig halsning

Johanna Sjocrona

“https://www.onep.se/media/2624/logga-horisontell.png?
anchor=center&mode=crop&height=70&rnd=13190891351000(

Overklagandenamnden fér etikprévning

Tfn: 08-546 440 96, 0765-267 137

E-post: johanna.sjocrona@onep.se
Hemsida: www.onep.se

Fran: REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed <avvikelse_god_forskningssed @rektor.lu.se>
Skickat: den 17 november 2022 18:24

Till: ONEP Kansli <kansli@onep.se>

Amne: Sv: 6verlamning av anmalan, Lunds universitet

Hejsan!

Har kommer ett yttrande for verlamning angaende drende som skickades till ONEP den 2 nov, se nedan. Den anmailde 6nskar att bifogad handling 6verlamnas till er. Aterkom
om nagot ar oklart eller om hanteringen bor ske pa annat vis.

Bekrafta vanligen att ni tagit emot handlingen.

Vanliga hélsningar
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft
utredare

Namnden for utredning av avvikelser fran god forskningssed

Lunds universitet
Universitetsledningens stab

Box 117,221 00 Lund

Besoksadress: Wrangel, Biskopsgatan 5
Telefon: +46 46 222 7268

Internpost: HS 59

jessica.salomonsson_enetoft@rektor.lu.se

avvikelse god forskningssed @rektor.lu.se

www.lu.se

Nér du skickar e-post till Lunds universitet behandlar vi dina personuppgifter i enlighet med géllande lagstiftning.
Mer om hur dina personuppgifter behandlas hittar du pa Lunds universitets webbplats: www.lu.se/integritet

Fran: REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed
Skickat: den 2 november 2022 10:56

Till: 'kansli@onep.se' <kansli@onep.se>

Amne: 6verlimning av anmalan, Lunds universitet

Hejsan,

Lunds universitet 6verlamnar harmed anmalan med bilagor som inkommit till universitetets namnd for utredning av avvikelser fran god forskningssed; universitetets Dnr P
2022/10022. Handlingarna 6versands bade som Word/Excel-dokument och som PDF-dokument.
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Svara alla Bi|aga 13
Ta bort

Skrappost

forberedande utredning
L

REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed
Svara alla

fr 2022-12-16, 07:46
Joakim Westerlund;
Andreas Bergh;
Adrian Mehic;

Mats Benner

Inkorg
Inkorg
Hej,

Den 27 samt den 31 oktober 2022 inkom anmalningar om avvikelse fran god forskningssed till Lunds universitet.
Anmalningarna ror studien "Student beauty and grades under in-person and remote teaching” .

Namnden foér utredning om avvikelse for avvikelse fran god forskningssed har inlett en forberedande undersokning
for att darefter kunna fatta beslut om ndmnden ska rekommendera rektor att besluta om omstandigheterna ar
sadana att drendet ska lamnas utan vidare atgard, eller att en fullstindig utredning ska utforas, eller att, i fall en
fullstdndig utredning ar uppenbart obehovlig, andra avvikelser fran god forskningssed an oredlighet i forskning
forelegat.

| den forberedande utredning som pagar dnskar namnden for utredning av avvikelse fran god forskningssed samla in
mer fakta i drendet, varfor en redogérande processbeskrivning fran er anmodas rérande:

1. Hur har undersékningen bedrivits?

2. Vilket material har insamlats?

3. Hur har material insamlats?

4. Hur har material lagrats infor studien?

5. Hur har material hanterats under tiden medan studien pagick och hur lagras material efter studien?

6. Ta del av eventuella kommentarer fran och svar till tidskriften i samband med peer reeview samt annan

eventuell korrespondens med tidskriften.

Namnden skulle vilja ta del av samtligt material som anvéants i studien.

Namnden skulle vilja ta del av denna redogérelse senast den 9 januari 2023. Aterkom om ni 6nska forlangd tid att
inkomma med underlaget.

Vanliga halsningar
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft
utredare

Namnden for utredning av avvikelser fran god forskningssed

Lunds universitet
Universitetsledningens stab

Box 117, 221 00 Lund

BesoOksadress: Wrangel, Biskopsgatan 5
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Svara alla

Ta bort Bilaga 14
Skrappost

Sv: forberedande utredning
L

REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed

Svara alla

ti 2022-12-20, 07:22

Joakim Westerlund;

REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed;
Andreas Bergh;

+2 till
Inkorg
Inkorg
Hej,

De fragor som LU identifierar och utreder ar inget som ONEP tittar pa, darfér kan inte namnden utrednings avvakta
tills att ONEP &r klara.

Namnden ska utreda skyndsamt, och d& ONEP och LU har olika delar att utreda 3r dessa utredningar oberoende av
varandra.

Namnden kan delvis tillmotesga er begéran om férlangd tid for deadline; namnden skulle vilja ta del av denna
redogorelse senast den 1 februari 2023.

Vanliga halsningar
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft
utredare

Namnden for utredning av avvikelser fran god forskningssed

Lunds universitet
Universitetsledningens stab

Box 117, 221 00 Lund

Besoksadress: Wrangel, Biskopsgatan 5
Telefon: +46 46 222 7268

Internpost: HS 59

jessica.salomonsson enetoft@rektor.lu.se

avvikelse god forskningssed @rektor.lu.se

www.lu.se

Nér du skickar e-post till Lunds universitet behandlar vi dina personuppagifter i enlighet med géllande lagstiftning.

Mer om hur dina personuppgifter behandlas hittar du pa Lunds universitets webbplats: www.lu.se/integritet

Fran: Joakim Westerlund <joakim.westerlund@nek.lu.se>

Skickat: den 19 december 2022 09:56

Till: REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed <avvikelse_god_forskningssed @rektor.lu.se>; Andreas Bergh
<andreas.bergh@nek.lu.se>; Adrian Mehic <adrian.mehic@nek.lu.se>
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Bilaga 15
Svara alla
Ta bort
Skrappost

Sv: Angaende begaran av handlingar
L
REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed

Svara alla

to 2022-12-08, 12:56
Adrian Mehic;
Joakim Westerlund;
Andreas Bergh

Inkorg
Inkorg
Den som begart ut handlingarna heter Martin Peterson.

Vanliga halsningar
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft
utredare

Namnden for utredning av avvikelser fran god forskningssed

Lunds universitet
Universitetsledningens stab

Box 117, 221 00 Lund

Besoksadress: Wrangel, Biskopsgatan 5
Telefon: +46 46 222 7268

Internpost: HS 59

jessica.salomonsson_enetoft@rektor.lu.se
avvikelse god forskningssed @rektor.lu.se
www.lu.se

Né&r du skickar e-post till Lunds universitet behandlar vi dina personuppagifter i enlighet med géllande lagstiftning.
Mer om hur dina personuppgifter behandlas hittar du pa Lunds universitets webbplats: www.lu.se/integritet

Fran: Adrian Mehic <adrian.mehic@nek.lu.se>
Skickat: den 7 december 2022 16:11

Till: REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed <avvikelse_god_forskningssed @rektor.lu.se>; Joakim Westerlund
<joakim.westerlund@nek.lu.se>; Andreas Bergh <andreas.bergh@nek.lu.se>

Amne: SV: Angéende begiran av handlingar

En annan sak: | enlighet med tryckfrihetsforordningen onskar jag ta del av vem som har begart ut handlingarna i det

aktuella drendet.

/Adrian
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Fran: Adrian Mehic

Skickat: den 7 december 2022 16:09:31

Till: REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed; Joakim Westerlund; Andreas Bergh
Amne: SV: Angdende begiran av handlingar

1. Nej
2. Nej, de kommer daremot inga i avhandlingen. Denna &r planerad att ske i maj 2023. Avhandlingen ska spikas nagra
veckor i forvag, sa de kommer anses offentliggjorda forst da.

Halsningar
Adrian

Fran: REKTOR - avvikelse god forskningssed

Skickat: den 7 december 2022 15:56:41

Till: Joakim Westerlund; Andreas Bergh; Adrian Mehic
Amne: Angdende begiran av handlingar

Med anledning av att det inkommit en begiran om att fa ta del av handlingar i arende P 2022-1022 skulle jag behover
er hjalp med féljande:

o Anser ni att de individuella studieplanerna innehaller uppgifter som omfattas av sekretess?

« Angaende artiklarna; Gender, Socioeconomic Status, and Student Performance when Education is Partially
Online samt Peer Desirability and Academic Achievement. Ar dessa artiklar publicerade eller pa att sitt
offentliggjorda?

Vanliga halsningar
Jessica Salomonsson Enetoft
utredare

Namnden for utredning av avvikelser fran god forskningssed

Lunds universitet
Universitetsledningens stab

Box 117, 221 00 Lund

Besoksadress: Wrangel, Biskopsgatan 5
Telefon: +46 46 222 7268

Internpost: HS 59

jessica.salomonsson enetoft@rektor.lu.se

avvikelse god forskningssed@rektor.lu.se

www.lu.se

Nér du skickar e-post till Lunds universitet behandlar vi dina personuppagifter i enlighet med géllande lagstiftning.
Mer om hur dina personuppgifter behandlas hittar du pa Lunds universitets webbplats: www.lu.se/integritet
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