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Abstract: Over the last decade, national and international agencies have 
repeatedly called for research practices aligned with the Responsible Research and 
Innovation (RRI), with varied effects on different disciplines and countries. The 
COVID-19 pandemic made this need even more critical. This study aimed to explore 
whether and how, from researchers’ point of view, the COVID-19 pandemic has led 
to changes in RRI-based research practices in the different disciplines and, more 
generally, society’s perception of science. 1499 researchers in the three Catalan-
speaking regions of Spain responded to an online questionnaire in the first months of 
the pandemic. Results showed that while only half perceived an impact on RRI-based 
practices, this proportion was higher for Health Sciences and Social Sciences 
researchers in all the dimensions. Most researchers perceived a positive impact on 
societal actors’ views of science, although researchers in the Humanities were more 
sceptical than those in other disciplines. The analysis of open-ended questions 
revealed researchers from all disciplines were also concerned about fake news and 
claimed that researchers’ working conditions and research funding across all 
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disciplines needed to be improved for future research to be capable of coping with 
current and future challenges.

Keywords: responsible research; COVID-19; pandemic; researchers; disciplines; 
RRI principles.

I.  Introduction

Over the last decade, the concept of Responsible Research and Innovation 
(RRI) has gained visibility and traction in Europe, specifically in the 
European Commission (EC) policy context. RRI is a key action of the 
European Union’s Science with and for Society (SwafS). It asks for a shift in 
research practices towards a new interdisciplinary, sustainable, ethical, and 
society-oriented research approach. RRI claims that, for research and 
innovation processes and outcomes to be relevant, they must align with 
society’s values, needs and expectations. To that end, not only researchers 
but all societal actors (e.g., citizens, policymakers, professionals, and civil 
organisations) must be involved in all the phases of the research process, 
which means that their views are taken into account when designing and 
conducting research and that they can easily access the results and outcomes 
of such research (European Commission, n.d.).

RRI advocates for the development of inter/transdisciplinary and 
intersectoral projects, knowledge transference and governance commitment to 
research to generate innovation and changes in and for society. However, the 
degree of implementation of these principles is very disparate within the 
European Arena. Differences among countries in their RRI implementation are 
in line with the financial investment of the countries in research and development 
(Mejlgaard et al. 2019; OECD 2021). Specifically, Spain, with a domestic 
public and private expenditure in Research & Development (R&D) below the 
OECD average (European Commission 2020), has deficits in some of the RRI 
principles, such as public engagement, the use of technologies, interdisciplinarity, 
and internationalisation of research, among others (European Commission 
2021; Mejlgaard et al. 2019). These principles are especially relevant to facing 
the consequences posed by COVID-19 in a post-pandemic scenario.

The COVID-19 pandemic is one of the most unexpected and far-reaching 
challenges facing researchers worldwide, not only in terms of health but also 
of its psychological, social, and economic effects. Crucial and new ethical 
scientific challenges emerged due to the pandemic regarding research 
objectives, priorities, methodologies, resources, and processes (Kara and 
Khoo 2020). The R&D ecosystem was also under scrutiny during COVID-19, 
and several gaps emerged. Coordinated and sustained research funding, an 
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efficient end-to-end R&D ecosystem, and efficient research structures and 
policies are some of the most critical gaps faced by the R&D ecosystem, 
along with the need to ensure global equitable access to research-related 
outcomes and products (Lurie et al. 2021).

In this sense, the difficulties of communication between science and society, 
that is, effective communication of research results and research-based 
recommendations, have also been palpable during the COVID-19 pandemic. 
The ‘infodemic’ and rise of fake news have made it even more difficult for 
citizens to access, understand and use trustworthy research-based information 
(Hartley and Vu 2020; Lu et al. 2021; van Der Linden et al. 2020). Some 
studies found that citizens’ views about science and researchers are significant 
predictors of the extent to which they engage and use scientific information 
and disease-preventing behaviours (Chu et al. 2021; Lu et al. 2021). The study 
of Post et al. (2021) suggested that citizens have different informational 
needs, which are related to their views of science, policymaking, and media. 
Their results also highlighted the importance of enhancing citizens’ 
understanding of scientific knowledge as refutable and temporary and 
clarifying the connection and boundaries between scientific results and 
policymaking to avoid dogmatic views of science and the alienation of people 
seeking to construct their own opinions (Post et al. 2021).

The RRI principles of co-creation and responsible research constitute a 
unique opportunity to cope with all the challenges mentioned above (Kara 
and Khoo 2020). However, aside from the developments of the knowledge, 
treatment and prevention of the virus itself, the extent to which the COVID-19 
pandemic has impacted research and, more specifically, the RRI processes 
globally and locally is unclear.

Researchers’ perceptions of these changes are especially relevant, as 
they are both key informants of such impact and central actors in implementing 
the RRI principles. Studies exploring researchers’ voices regarding the 
impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on their work are scarce. A notable 
exception is a study conducted by Frontiers (Rijs and Fenter 2020). A survey 
distributed among Frontiers editors, reviewers and authors in May and June 
2020 obtained more than 25.000 responses from Health and Science 
researchers worldwide. Besides offering evidence of COVID-19 impact on 
participants’ personal and institutional work, results show researchers’ 
worries about the long-lasting effects of the pandemic on funding, the fake 
news and the need to promote research-based policies (Rijs and Fenter 2020). 
In line with the RRI principles, the study claims the need to improve society’s 
science education -including political leaders- and to promote interdisciplinary 
research to enable research-based responses to current and future threats. The 
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authors also found that the pandemic resulted in an increased willingness to 
publish open-access articles, share data, and use preprint servers. Although 
not further explored, significant disciplinary and geographical differences 
appeared in almost all the variables (Rijs and Fenter 2020). These findings 
call for in-depth exploration of the differential impact of the COVID-19 
pandemic among researchers of different backgrounds.

The present study aims at exploring researchers’ perceptions about the 
impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on their disciplines, with an emphasis on 
RRI-based practices (i.e., interdisciplinary collaborations, knowledge transfer 
and dissemination, and engagement of non-academic actors) and on the 
perceptions of the main societal actors at the beginning of the COVID-19 
pandemic. These were the aims of this study, guided by the following questions:

1.	� What are researchers’ perceptions about the impact of the COVID-19 
pandemic on RRI-based practices in their discipline?

2.	� What are the differences among disciplines in researchers’ perceptions 
of the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic?

3.	� What are researchers’ perceptions about the impact of the COVID-19 
pandemic on citizens’, politicians’, media’s, and professionals’ 
perception of science?

4.	� What are the differences among disciplines in researchers’ perceptions 
of the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on citizens’, politicians’, 
media’s, and professionals’ perception of science?

5.	� What are the lessons learnt and future opportunities emerging from 
the COVID-19 pandemic from researchers’ perspectives?

II.  Method

II.1.  Participants

1499 researchers from the three Catalan-speaking regions of Spain 
(Catalunya 57.4%; Valencia 36%, and the Balearic Islands 6.6%) participated 
in the study, 52.9% of which were female, 45.8% were male, and 1.3% 
identified with non-binary categories. The mean age of participants was 
44.29 years old (age range = 23-79). Participants were distributed among 
disciplines: Sciences (27.4%), Social Sciences (25.6%), Humanities (17.3%), 
Health Sciences (16.4%) and Engineering and Architecture (13.3%). Most 
respondents were PhD holders (64.2%), 27.2% were pre-doctoral researchers, 
and 8.7% were other research staff (e.g., lab and research assistants).
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II.2.  Instrument

Data were collected through an online survey developed as part of a 
larger project on researcher development. This survey focused on the impact 
of the COVID-19 pandemic on different aspects of the lives and work of 
researchers. The survey was available in Spanish and Catalan1 and took 10 to 
15 min to complete. The present study focused on two scales of the survey, 
one related to the changes researchers perceived in their discipline due to the 
pandemic (5 items), and the other focused on the impact they thought the 
pandemic had had on the perceptions of science of different societal actors (4 
items) (see Table 1 for more detail on the items of each scale). All items were 
Likert Scale questions with five answer options (1 -very negative impact- to 
5 -very positive impact-). The survey also included one open-ended question 
where they could extend their responses and reflect on what changes they 
thought should be maintained and why.

Table 1

Survey Items

Dimension Item Answer options

Discipline Do you think that 
the COVID-19 
pandemic has 
had an impact 
on the research 
of your discipline 
in relation to the 
following aspects?

• � The prioritisation of 
knowledge transfer 
and dissemination

• � Interdisciplinary 
collaborations

• � Collaborations 
outside the 
academic field

• � The emergence of 
new research topics

• � Funding 
opportunities

1 = Very negative 
impact
2 = Negative impact
3 = No impact
4 = Positive impact
5 = Very positive 

Social 
Science 
perception

What impact 
do you think 
the COVID-19 
pandemic has had 
on these groups’ 
interest in science 
and research?

• � Citizens
• � Politicians
• � Media
• � Professionals

1 = Very negative 
impact
2 = Negative impact
3 = No impact
4 = Positive impact
5 = Very positive 

1  The full survey, as well as details on the aims and procedures of the project, can be 
accessed here: https://www.researcher-identity.com/impactocovid19.
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Dimension Item Answer options

Changes to 
maintain 

Which of these 
changes do 
you think will 
be relevant to 
maintain? Why?

Open-ended

II.3.  Procedure

Responses were collected in May and June 2020. Institutional e-mail 
addresses of researchers from all the universities in the three regions were 
collected from universities’ public websites. Potential participants were sent 
an e-mail with basic information about the project and a link to the project’s 
website, where they could get further information about the aims and 
objectives, funding, risks, and advantages of participating, and they could 
download the complete questionnaire. Participants accessed the survey 
through this website. The link to the questionnaire was not included in the 
e-mail to ensure participants had full information about the project before 
answering. At the beginning of the questionnaire, participants gave their 
consent to participate according to the ethics clearance procedures. The study 
aims and procedures were approved by the ethics committee and the data 
protection delegate of our institution.

II.4.  Data analysis 

Descriptive analysis was conducted for all items of the two scales: 
changes in the discipline and changes in societal actors’ perception of 
science. Rather than being interested in assessing the intensity of perceived 
impacts, we aimed at knowing and comparing the direction (or type) of 
impact researchers perceived: positive, negative or no impact. Therefore, 
answers were classified into three categories (1-negative impact-; 2-no 
impact-; 3- positive impact) by collapsing the two ends of the 5-point 
responses of the Likert scales (“very negative impact” and “negative impact” 
were merged into “negative impact” and “very positive impact” and “positive 
impact” were integrated into “positive impact”). With these categories, 
descriptive analysis was conducted for the two scales. Pearson’s Chi-square 
test was used to analyse differences between disciplines for the two scales’ 
questions. Corrected standardised residuals were calculated for all the cases 
to assess the strength and location of the association. Overall, this analysis 
allowed us to assess the frequency and distribution of the three types of 
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impact (negative, positive and no impact) and compare disciplines regarding 
each type instead of comparing the intensity of the impact (e.g., mean scores) 
perceived by each discipline.

Responses to the open-ended question (n = 494) were analysed using a 
consensual qualitative research approach (Hill 2012) by four researchers to 
ensure consistency around the overall themes. The aim was not to quantify 
participants’ qualitative responses but to organise data to illustrate regularities 
in researchers’ views. Thus, emerging themes were organised and grouped 
into categories related to the different dimensions of RRI, and representative 
examples of each category were selected to illustrate these categories.

III.  Results and discussion

III.1.  �What are researchers’ perceptions about the impact of the COVID-19 
pandemic on the RRI- based practices of their discipline?

Regarding the first aim of the study, results across disciplines showed 
that, at the beginning of the pandemic, approximately half of the respondents 
perceived no impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the RRI-based practices 
of their disciplines (see Figure 1), namely knowledge transfer and 
dissemination, interdisciplinary collaboration, and collaborations with non-

Figure 1

Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on RRI-based practices
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academic sectors. Researchers were slightly more positive about the impact 
of the pandemic on the emergence of new topics and more negative regarding 
the impact on funding, with more than one-third reporting negative effects. 
Given that the study was conducted during the first months of the COVID-19 
pandemic, it is possible that non-traditional research collaborations were not 
yet put into place, although this aspect seems the best tool for fighting against 
COVID-19 (Lee and Haupt 2021). Future studies can analyse if this 
perception changed in the later stages of the pandemic, and researchers now 
perceive a higher impact of the RRI principles in their disciplines.

III.2.  �What are the differences among disciplines in researchers’ 
perceptions of the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on RRI-based 
practices?

Despite many researchers did not perceive any impact of the COVID-19 
pandemic on the practices of their discipline, further results showed 
statistically significant differences among disciplines in all the items analysed 
(see Table 2): prioritization of knowledge transfer and dissemination (X² (8) 
= 35.910, p < 0.001); interdisciplinary collaborations (X² (8) = 38.807, p < 
0.001); collaborations outside academia (X² (8) = 39.770 p < 0.001); 
emergence of new topics (X² (8) = 164.885, p < 0.00); and funding 
opportunities (X² (8) = 57.275, p < 0.001).

Table 2

Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the RRI-based practices of each discipline

Science
Social 

Sciences
Humanities

Health 
Sciences

Engineering 
and 

Architecture

Knowledge transfer and dissemination

Negative 
impact

89 (21.7%) 65 (16.9%)
z = -2.7 

63 (24.3%) 66 (26.8%)
z = 2.1 

44 (22.1%)

No impact 197 (47.9%) 165 (43%) 137 (52.9%)
z = 2.2

96 (39%)
z = -2.7

107 (53.8%)
z = 2.1

Positive 
impact

125 (30.4%) 154 (40.1%)
z = 4.3

59 (22.8%)
z = -3.3

84 (34.1%) 48 (24.1%)
z = -2.4

Interdisciplinary collaborations

Negative 
impact

88 (21.4%) 61 (15.9%)
z = -2.7

65 (25.1%) 54 (22%) 43 (21.6%)
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Science
Social 

Sciences
Humanities

Health 
Sciences

Engineering 
and 

Architecture

No impact 204 (49.6%) 163 (42.4%)
z = -2.2

137 (52.9%)
z = 2

101 (41.1%)
z = -2.1

104 (52.3%)

Positive 
impact

119 (29%) 160 (41.7%)
z = 4.7

57 (22%)
z = -3.8

91 (37%) 52 (26.1%)

Collaborations outside academia

Negative 
impact

84 (20.4%) 71 (18.5%) 73 (28.2%)
z = 2.7

55 (22.4%) 45 (22.6%)

No impact 242 (58.9%)
z = 3.5

180 (46.9%)
z = -2.2

118 (45.6%)
z = -2.2

116 (47.2%) 118 (59.3%)
z = 2.3

Positive 
impact

85 (20.7%)
z = -3.1

133 (34.6%)
z = 4.2

68 (26.3%) 75 (30.5%) 36 (18.1%)
z = -2.9

The emergence of new topics

Negative 
impact

66 (16.1%) 32 (8.3%)
z = -3.4

35 (13.5%) 40 (16.3%) 28 (14.1%)

No impact 221 (53.8%)
z = 5.3

89 (23.2%)
z = -9.0

142 (54.8%)
z = 4.3

82 (33.3%)
z = -3.3

107 (53.8%)
z = 3.4

Positive 
impact

124 (30.2%)
z = -6.6

263 (68.5%)
z = 11.3

82 (31.7%)
z = -4.3

124 (50.4%)
z = 2.3

64 (32.2%)
z = -3.6

Funding opportunities

Negative 
impact

161 (39.2%) 116 (30.2%)
z = -3.1

120 (46.3%)
z = 3.5

79 (32.1%) 75 (37.7%)

No impact 172 (41.8%)
z = -2.2

190 (49.5%) 126 (48.6%) 106 (43.1%) 103 (51.8%)

Positive 
impact

78 (19%) 78 (20.3%)
z = 2.2

13 (5%)
z = -5.6

61 (24.8%)
z = 3.7

21 (10.6%)
z = -2.5

z = Corrected adjusted residuals.

Results show that Social Sciences researchers were more likely to 
perceive a positive impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the RRI-based 
practices of their discipline. Specifically, they were more likely to perceive a 
positive impact on the prioritisation of knowledge transfer and dissemination 
(40.1%) than their counterparts were in the Humanities (22.8%) and 
Engineering and Architecture (24.1%). Interestingly, Health Sciences 
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researchers were more likely to perceive a negative impact on this RRI-based 
practice than their counterparts were (26.8%). Differences between Social 
Scientists and Humanities researchers were also evident in regards to 
interdisciplinary collaborations (41.7% and 22%, respectively, perceived a 
positive impact) and in the collaborations outside academia, where social 
scientists tended to perceive a more positive impact (34.6%) and Humanities 
researchers were more likely to perceive a negative impact (28.2%). In this 
regard, Sciences and Engineering and Architecture researchers were more 
likely to perceive no impact than the other disciplines (58.9% and 59.3%, 
respectively).

The most significant differences among disciplines are observed in the 
emergence of new topics. Again, Social Scientists (68.5%), along with 
Health Scientists to a lesser extent (50.4%), were much more likely to report 
a positive impact on the emergence of new topics than their counterparts 
were (Science: 30.2%, Humanities: 31.7%, Engineering and Architecture: 
32.2%). Finally, concerning funding opportunities, although, as explained 
above, most of the researchers perceived negative or no impact on their 
discipline, differences among disciplines follow a similar trend: researchers 
in Health (24.8%) and Social Sciences (20.3%) were more likely to report a 
positive impact than researchers in the Humanities (5%) and Engineering and 
Architecture (10.6%) were.

At the beginning of the COVID-19 outbreak, Health Sciences researchers, 
especially those in medical disciplines, were the first to be called upon to 
respond to the crisis, focusing on the study of the COVID-19 virus and, 
consequently, as expected, new topics and many new opportunities for 
funding emerged. However, at the early stage of the pandemic, they perceived 
a more significant negative impact on knowledge transfer and dissemination 
than researchers in the other disciplines.

In contrast, Social Sciences researchers were the ones that perceived a 
more positive impact of the COVID-19 pandemic in all the assessed areas, 
including knowledge transfer and interdisciplinary collaborations, showing 
that the COVID-19 pandemic has had a positive impact on promoting change 
toward the RRI principles in these disciplines. Interestingly, the immediate 
social consequences (e.g., economic, psychological, and educational effects) 
in the early stage of the pandemic and the lockdowns seem to have promoted 
interdisciplinary collaborations, collaborations with non-academic sectors 
and knowledge transfer to respond to the current social demands to a greater 
extent in the Social Sciences than in the other disciplines. In addition, Social 
Science researchers perceived that the COVID-19 pandemic provoked the 
emergence of new research topics and more funding opportunities. Thus, it 
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seems the COVID-19 pandemic stimulated beyond Health Sciences. Social 
Scientists perceived more benefits for their discipline than researchers in the 
other disciplines. This is a surprising result, as the Health Sciences, especially 
medicine, seemed to dominate the interest and focus of the first strategies to 
deal with the crisis. However, these disciplines were already much better 
funded and publicly valued than others before the pandemic (European 
Commission 2020). In contrast, while still in the background of crisis 
management, Social Sciences researchers perceived a significant increase in 
funding, new research topics, and the public’s interest and recognition of 
their disciplines.

On the other hand, Science, and Architecture and Engineering 
researchers were more likely to perceive no impact on the RRI-based 
practices and opportunities in their disciplines. It seems that, at the 
beginning of the pandemic, when this study took place, these disciplines 
were not summoned to face the pandemic and its consequences, despite 
calls for interdisciplinary collaborations and the omnipresence of 
technology in the way people coped with the situation (Kara and Khoo 
2020; Vargo et al. 2021). It is unknown whether the role of these disciplines 
changed in later phases of the pandemic.

Finally, Humanities researchers were the least positive in their perception 
of the impact of the pandemic on their discipline. They were more likely to 
report a negative impact on the RRI-based practices (interdisciplinary 
collaborations, collaborations outside academia and knowledge transfer), the 
emergence of new topics, and funding opportunities. They also perceived a 
decrease in resources for research in the Humanities during the COVID-19 
pandemic.

III.3.  �What are the researchers’ perceptions about the impact of the 
COVID-19 pandemic on citizens’, politicians’, media’s, and 
professionals’ perception of science?

Regarding the third objective, analysing researchers’ views about the 
impact on the perceptions that citizens, politicians, media, and professionals 
had about science (see Figure 2), overall, researchers reported a positive 
impact of the COVID-19 pandemic, especially on citizens’ (78.3%) and 
media (70.9%) perceptions. They were less positive about the impact on the 
views of politicians (47.6%).

Although results show an overall positive impact of the COVID-19 
pandemic on the perception of science in all societal sectors, according to 
researchers, they were more sceptical about the impact on politicians.
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Figure 2

Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on citizens, politicians, media,  
and professionals’ perception of science

III.4.  �What are the differences among disciplines in researchers’ 
perceptions of the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on citizens’, 
politicians’, media, and professionals’ perception of science?

Further analysis into researchers’ perceptions of the impact on societal 
actors showed statistically significant differences among disciplines 
regarding changes in science perceptions of the four different agents: 
citizens (X² (8) = 30.373, p < 0.001), media (X² (8) = 29.126, p < 0.001), 
professionals (X² (8) = 33.990, p < 0.001), and politicians (X² (8) = 28.339, 
p < 0.001) (see Table 3).

Table 3

Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on citizens, politicians, media, and 
professionals’ perception of science according to researchers in each discipline

Science
Social 

Sciences
Humanities Health

Engineering 
and 

Architecture

Citizens

Negative 
impact

40 (9.7%) 40 (10.4%) 47 (18.1%)
z = 4.3

15 (6.1%)
z = -2.5

17 (8.5%)
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Science
Social 

Sciences
Humanities Health

Engineering 
and 

Architecture

No impact 40 (9.7%) 37 (9.6%) 34 (13.1%) 25 (10.2%) 31 (15.6%)
z = 2.1

Positive 
impact

331 (80.5%) 307 (79.9%) 178 (68.7%)
z = -4.1

206 (83.7%)
z = 2.3

151 (75.9%)

Media

Negative 
impact

58 (14.1%) 43 (11.2%)
z = -2.0

62 (23.9%)
z = 4.9

27 (11%) 23 (11.6%)

No impact 65 (15.8%) 60 (15.6%) 34 (13.1%) 30 (12.2%) 34 (17.1%)

Positive 
impact

288 (70.1%) 281 (73.2%) 163 (62.9%)
z = -3.1

189 (76.8%)
z = 2.2

142 (71.4%)

Professionals

Negative 
impact

37 (9%) 32 (8.3%) 41 (15.8%)
z = 3.9

17 (6.9%) 14 (7%)

No impact 131 (31.9%) 105 (27.3%) 821 (31.7%) 55 (22.4%)
z = -2.8

75 (37.7%)
z = 2.6

Positive 
impact

243 (59.1%) 247 (64.3%) 136 (52.5%)
z = -3.0

174 (70.7%)
z = 3.5

110 (55.3%)

Politicians

Negative 
impact

61 (14.8%) 54 (14.1%) 69 (26.6%)
z = 4.9

28 (11.4%)
z = -2.3

34 (17.1%)

No impact 151 (36.7%) 136 (35.4%) 85 (32.8%) 91 (37.0%) 77 (44.2%)

Positive 
impact

199 (48.4%) 194 (50.5%) 105 (40.5%)
z = -2.5

127 (51.6%) 88 (44.2%)

These most significant differences were between Health and Humanities 
researchers. Despite generally having positive views of the impact of the 
COVID-19 pandemic on societal actors’ perception of science, researchers 
from Health Sciences were more likely to perceive a positive impact on 
citizens (83.7%), media (76.8%), and professionals (70.7%) and less likely to 
perceive a negative impact on politicians (11.4%). In contrast, researchers 
from the Humanities were less likely to perceive a positive impact on the four 
groups of societal actors: citizens (68.7%), media (62.9%), professionals 
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(52.5%) and politicians (40.5%) and were also more likely to report a 
negative impact on the views of these groups (18.1%, 23.9%, 15.8% and 
26.6%, respectively) than researchers in the other disciplines.

Similar to the impact perceived on their disciplines, Humanities 
researchers were the most critical regarding the impact of the COVID-19 
pandemic on societal actors’ views of science, and, as expected, Health 
Sciences researchers perceived a more positive impact on the four social 
agents. This is not surprising as their disciplines were central in the COVID-19 
pandemic and took the spotlight in debates everywhere.

III.5.  �What are the lessons learnt and future opportunities emerging from 
the COVID-19 pandemic from researchers’ perspective?

Finally, regarding the fifth objective, we identified four topics regarding 
the lessons learnt and future opportunities emerging from the COVID-19 
pandemic among researchers’ responses to the open-ended question (n = 
494). These topics were the following: the relevance of science for citizens 
and society, fake news and the role of media, the importance of improving the 
relationship between science and politics, and the need to improve research 
investment.

III.5.1.  Relevance of science to citizens and society

In line with the main aim of the RRI principles, promoting societal actors’ 
engagement with science, researchers highlighted the importance of the 
connection between science and citizens and society by making science more 
accessible to citizens. Comments included the need to promote citizens’ 
interest and appreciation of the value of science and to open science to society.

III.5.1.1. � Maintaining citizens’ interest and appreciation of the value 
of science in improving society

Some respondents acknowledged an improvement in the awareness of the 
value of science due to the COVID-19 pandemic and highlighted the need to 
maintain and increase citizens’ interest in science and their perception of 
science as a useful and necessary way to improve society (“Citizens’ awareness 
of the need for science and research should be maintained”, SS3846). In 
addition, many researchers also mentioned the need to recognise researchers’ 
role in society (“Social recognition of science and scientists for their 
contribution to progress and improvement of social conditions”, EA3749).
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III.5.1.2.  Opening science to society

Secondly, researchers in our study perceived the COVID-19 pandemic as 
an opportunity to open science to society. Participants highlighted the need 
for science to be available and easily accessible for everyone to promote a 
better and more rigorous understanding of the world. The following two 
excerpts are illustrative examples of this theme: “All research should be 
interesting for the non-specialised public and should be available to 
everybody” (S905), and “I think it has been an opportunity for citizens to get 
closer to science and research than ever, but we need to keep working and 
making science accessible to everybody” (SS1374).

III.5.2.  Fake news and the role of media

The second category was related to the media’s mediation in the 
relationship between science and citizens during the pandemic. Despite 
researchers clearly valuing the role of media in disseminating scientific 
advancements during the COVID-19 pandemic, they were worried about the 
increase of fake news, a phenomenon that has been one of the most critical 
challenges during the crisis (Van Der Linden 2020). Many participants 
mentioned the importance of fake news in disseminating research during the 
COVID-19 pandemic and how this influenced citizens’ trust in science. They 
also suggested ways to fight them back, mainly through scientific education 
and rigorous dissemination. Some respondents claimed for more rigorous 
dissemination of science, while others stressed the danger of fake news and 
how science education would help fight them back. Researchers in our study 
joined the claims of others (Lu et al. 2021; Post et al. 2021) in advocating for 
better science education to be able to understand and use science and rigorous 
dissemination of science in the media as the most effective means to fight 
fake news.

III.5.2.1.  Rigorous media dissemination of scientific advancement

Researchers stressed the need to maintain and increase the presence and 
interest of rigorous science and scientists in media, not only during the 
pandemic, to disseminate scientific advancements adequately and thus, 
again, to fight misinformation (“[what should be maintained is] the presence 
of rigorous scientific content in media”, SS1168).

Moreover, researchers claimed that media should not only disseminate 
research knowledge directly connected to the COVID-19 pandemic but also 
those advances related to the other social, environmental, and economic 
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challenges that affect our society. The following is an illustrative example of 
these claims: “Evidently, I’d like scientists to replace talk show guests who 
want to talk about everything; this would improve the information citizens 
receive. However, the debate should not only focus on the pandemic but also 
on other social and economic issues that need to be treated by experts” 
(SS3996).

III.5.2.2.  Fighting fake news through the improvement of scientific education

Researchers acknowledged the harm of these phenomena and stressed 
the need to fight against them to ensure rigorous scientific knowledge reaches 
society: “There is a general lack not only of interest but also of basic 
scientific knowledge. We have seen the worst misinformation situations. 
There is a terrifying amount of fake news that only increases mistrust of 
research” (S3359).

Better scientific education was considered a crucial element to fighting 
fake news and citizens’ misinformation; for example: “Regarding citizens, a 
basic scientific education is crucial in moments like the one we are living 
now, and in our country, it doesn’t exist” (SS912).

III.5.3. � Importance of improving the relationship between science 
and politics

Another group of answers mentioned that one of the most important 
lessons learnt from the COVID-19 pandemic was the need to improve the 
relationship between science and politics by developing research-based 
policies and incorporating scientists into political bodies. They stress the 
importance of strengthening citizens’ appreciation of science to promote the 
development of research-based policies and increase research funding (Rijs 
and Fenter 2020).

III.5.3.1.  Developing policies based on scientific evidence

Some researchers claimed that politicians need to trust and collaborate 
with researchers to develop policies based on scientific evidence: “Scientific 
evidence has to be the basis of the development of policies and media 
discourses” (SS1278). The following excerpt also discusses the role that the 
public’s interest in science can play in developing research-based policies 
(“it’s good that public trust that politicians use scientific experts because this 
may lead to developing more research-based policies”, SS957).
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III.5.3.2.  Increasing the presence of scientists in political bodies

Other participants stressed the need to listen to scientists to develop 
policies and to increase the means of collaboration (“Channels between 
politicians and scientists have been created, and they should think how to 
resize and maintain them in the future”, H4029) and to incorporate scientists 
into political bodies to influence the day-to-day of politics (“give more 
importance to scientists as counsellors of the government and citizens”, 
S3630).

III.5.4.  Need for more public research investment and funding

Finally, a large group of researchers mentioned that the COVID-19 
pandemic emphasised the need for more research investment in their context. 
These results resonate with the low R&D investment in Spain, below the EU 
average (European Commission 2020; Mejlgaard et al. 2019), which 
indicates problems in research conditions are not new, but participants in our 
study claimed the COVID-19 pandemic stressed even more the importance 
of solving this problem.

III.5.4.1. � Investment for all scientific disciplines and improvement 
of researchers’ work conditions

Many researchers acknowledged the increase in research funding to face 
the COVID-19 pandemic. However, they claimed that one lesson learnt from 
this crisis was the importance of maintaining and further increasing research 
funding to prevent future crises (social, economic, energetical, climatic, 
etc.): “the increase in R&D investment needs to be very significant” (H886). 
Some demanded that these raises be applied to all disciplines and research 
topics relevant to society, not only those connected to the COVID-19 
pandemic. These comments were more frequent among researchers in 
disciplines other than Health Sciences, and especially from those in the 
Humanities and Social Sciences: “In general, society has noticed the 
importance of research in health fields. However, I think research in all 
knowledge areas is necessary for societal progress. This conception, though, 
I think was absent from the media” (H2988).

Connected to this, many researchers claimed the COVID-19 pandemic 
stressed even more the precarious work conditions of researchers in Spain 
and the difficulties of obtaining research funding, despite their high-level 
training and constant efforts to be at the forefront. Thus, they highlighted the 
need to develop public policies aimed at improving research conditions 
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(research projects funds and research staff): “The interest of citizens and 
politicians in science should be maintained so researchers’ work would not 
be so precarious, and their work conditions would improve” (2893).

III.5.4.2. � Maintain citizens’ and media interest to pressure politicians 
to invest in research

Finally, some researchers also highlighted the recently gained interest in 
science, this time as a way to increase research funding through the increased 
reputation and recognition of the value of science. The following are two 
illustrative examples of these claims: “Changes in the perception of citizens 
and media should be maintained to put pressure on politicians, so research 
and science are more recognised” (HS3384) and “Citizens must see research 
as an investment, not as an expense. I think citizens now have a better vision 
of research, which is important, especially so finally everybody is aware of 
the need to increase investment in research” (S3882).

IV.  Conclusions

This study aimed to analyse researchers’ perceptions about the impact of 
the COVID-19 pandemic on the RRI-based practices of their discipline and 
the impact on citizens’, politicians’, media’s and professionals’ perception of 
science at the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic. Differences between 
disciplines were analysed to understand researchers’ perceptions better. In 
addition, the study aimed to identify the lessons learnt and future opportunities 
that emerged during the COVID-19 pandemic from the researchers’ point of 
view.

Regarding the first and second aims, although nearly half of the 
respondents did not perceive an impact on the RRI-based practices in their 
discipline. This proportion was slightly smaller for the emergence of new 
topics and bigger for collaborations outside the academic field and 
interdisciplinary collaborations. More importantly, there were significant 
differences among disciplines. As expected, Health Sciences researchers had 
more positive views of the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the 
practices of their disciplines. This is not surprising given the nature of the 
crisis and its critical consequences on people’s health. In Spain and elsewhere, 
great economic investments were made from the beginning of the pandemic 
to cope with the crisis. However, Health Sciences researchers perceived a 
negative impact on the transfer and dissemination of knowledge. These 
findings might be explained by the qualitative findings that showed 
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participants’ concerns about misinformation, a problem particularly acute for 
these disciplines, as most pieces of fake news were directly connected to the 
virus and the pandemic (Hartley and Vu 2020; Van Der Linden et al. 2020).

Comparison among disciplines also provided some unexpected findings, 
namely the positive impact perceived by Social Sciences researchers in all 
the areas. It seems that researchers in these disciplines were well aware of the 
social consequences right from the beginning of the crisis and felt more 
compelled to take action than their counterparts. In contrast, researchers in 
the Humanities, Science, and Engineering and Architecture perceived no 
impact on the RRI-based practices and opportunities in their disciplines in 
the early reaction to the pandemic, despite it being the most global and 
critical crisis of recent years. Moreover, despite calls for addressing the 
consequences from all angles, this study shows that in Spain, at the beginning 
of the pandemic, the response to the COVID-19 pandemic focused on the 
health and social consequences. Future studies might explore whether the 
observed changes in RRI-based practices were maintained and whether other 
disciplines were involved in managing the crisis.

Regarding the third and fourth aims, results showed an overall positive 
perception of the impact that the COVID-19 pandemic had on the perception 
of science in the four actors, although researchers were slightly more 
sceptical about the impact on politicians’ views. This scepticism might be 
explained by the qualitative findings on researchers’ frequent claims for 
evidence-based policies and improving work conditions and funding in the 
different disciplinary areas. Researchers in the Humanities were again the 
most critical about the impact on societal actors’ views of science, partly due 
to the lack of involvement of their disciplines in debating historical and 
philosophical implications of the pandemic.

Regarding the last objective concerning the lessons learnt and 
opportunities, results indicate that although RRI principles in science are not 
yet commonplace in Spanish research practices (European Commission 
2021; Mejlgaard et al. 2019) and that researchers are aware of the need to 
promote them in order to address global challenges. Among RRI principles, 
researchers in our study stressed the importance of establishing stronger ties 
between science and other societal actors by making science more accessible 
to citizens, ensuring rigorous dissemination of scientific knowledge to fight 
fake news, and improving the connection between politics and science. 
Moreover, there is a great need for collaboration among all societal actors to 
advance scientific knowledge and especially to be able to cope with and 
overcome these and future crises (European Commission, n.d.; Hartley and 
Vu 2020; Kara and Khoo 2020; Lurie et al. 2021).
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Finally, although researchers generally perceived increased funding 
opportunities in their field, through their answers, many participants 
demanded this improvement be extended to research conditions, including 
researchers’ precarious work conditions and funding opportunities in all the 
disciplines, to enhance multi- and interdisciplinary approaches and to prevent 
future crises.

This study has some limitations. The results are based on a single 
questionnaire administered in the first months of the COVID-19 pandemic. 
Further research is needed to explore if researchers’ perceptions about the 
pandemic’s impact on their discipline have changed and how these changes 
are perceived in each discipline. Qualitative follow-ups, through interviews 
with key informants, would also help deepen the understanding of the 
effect of the COVID-19 pandemic on changes towards RRI-based practices, 
and especially on the consequences of these changes. Despite these 
limitations, this study offers interesting insights into the impact of the 
COVID-19 pandemic on research in Spain and how this impact may differ 
among disciplines. Results can guide further steps towards implementing 
the RRI principles in all the disciplines in the R&D ecosystem in Spain and 
elsewhere.

References

Haoran Chu, Shupei Yuan, and Sixiao Liu. 2021. “Call them COVIDiots: Exploring 
the effects of aggressive communication style and psychological distance in the 
communication of COVID-19.” Public Understanding of Science 30(3): 240–
257. https://doi.org/10.1177/0963662521989191.

European Commission. n.d. “Responsible research & innovation”. Accessed July 20, 
2021. https://ec.europa.eu/programmes/horizon2020/en/h2020-section/
responsible-research-innovation.

European Commission. 2020. “Spain Horizon 2020 country profile.” Accessed July 
10, 2021. https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/dashboard/extensions/CountryProfile/
CountryProfile.html?Country=Spain.

European Commission. 2021. “European innovation scoreboard 2021 – Spain.” 
Accessed July 10, 2021. https://ec.europa.eu/growth/industry/policy/innovation/
scoreboards_en.

Kris Hartley and Minh Khuong Vu. 2020. “Fighting fake news in the COVID-19 era: 
policy insights from an equilibrium model.” Policy Sciences 53(4): 735-758. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-020-09405-z.

Helen Kara and Su-ming Khoo. 2020. Researching in the Age of COVID-19, Volume 
III: Creativity and Ethics. Bristol University Press. https://doi.org/10.46692/ 
9781447360438.

https://doi.org/10.18543/tjhe.2324
http://www.tuningjournal.org/
https://doi.org/10.1177/0963662521989191
https://ec.europa.eu/programmes/horizon2020/en/h2020-section/responsible-research-innovation
https://ec.europa.eu/programmes/horizon2020/en/h2020-section/responsible-research-innovation
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/dashboard/extensions/CountryProfile/CountryProfile.html?Country=Spain
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/dashboard/extensions/CountryProfile/CountryProfile.html?Country=Spain
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/industry/policy/innovation/scoreboards_en
https://ec.europa.eu/growth/industry/policy/innovation/scoreboards_en
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-020-09405-z
https://doi.org/10.46692/9781447360438
https://doi.org/10.46692/9781447360438


Researchers’ perceptions of COVID-19 impact	 Sala-Bubaré, Corcelles, Suñé-Soler, and Castelló

261
Tuning Journal for Higher Education
© University of Deusto • p-ISSN: 2340-8170 • e-ISSN: 2386-3137 • Volume 10, Issue No. 1, November 2022, 241-262 •
doi: https://doi.org/10.18543/tjhe.2324 • http://www.tuningjournal.org/

Jenny J. Lee and John P. Haupt. 2021. “Scientific collaboration on COVID-19 
amidst geopolitical tensions between the US and China.” The Journal of 
Higher Education 92(2): 303-329. https://doi.org/10.1080/00221546.2020.1
827924.

Hang Lu, Haoran Chu, and Yanni Ma. 2021. “Experience, experts, statistics, or just 
science? Predictors and consequences of reliance on different evidence types 
during the COVID-19 infodemic.” Public Understanding of Science 30(5): 
515–534. https://doi.org/10.1177/09636625211009685.

Nicole Lurie, Gerald T. Keusch, and Victor J. Dzau. 2021. “Urgent lessons from 
COVID 19: why the world needs a standing, coordinated system and sustainable 
financing for global research and development.” The Lancet 397: 1229-1236. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(21)00503-1.

Niels Mejlgaard, Carter Bloch, and Emil Bargmann Madsen. 2019. “Responsible 
research and innovation in Europe: A cross-country comparative analysis.” 
Science and Public Policy 46(2): 198-209. https://doi.org/10.1093/scipol/scy048.

OECD. 2021. Main Science and Technology Indicators, Volume 2020, Issue 2. Paris: 
OECD Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1787/0bd49050-en.

Senja Post, Nils Bienzeisler, and Mareike Lohöfener. 2021. “A desire for 
authoritative science? How citizens’ informational needs and epistemic beliefs 
shaped their views of science, news, and policymaking in the COVID-19 
pandemic.” Public Understanding of Science 30(5): 496-514. https://doi.
org/10.1177/09636625211005334.

Chantelle Rijs and Frederick Fenter. 2020. “The academic response to COVID-19.” 
Frontiers in Public Health 8: 621563. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2020.621563.

Sander Van Der Linden, Jon Roozenbeek, and Josh Compton. 2020. “Inoculating 
against fake news about COVID-19.” Frontiers in Psychology 11:566790. 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.566790.

Deedra Vargo, Lin Zhu, Briana Benwell, and Zheng Yan. 2021. “Digital technology 
use during COVID-19 pandemic: A rapid review.” Human Behavior and 
Emerging Technologies 3(1): 13-24. https://doi.org/10.1002/hbe2.242.

About the authors
ANNA SALA-BUBARÉ (Annasb4@blanquerna.url.edu), PhD, is a lecturer at the 

FPCEE Blanquerna-Universitat Ramon Llull and member of the SINTE research 
team (www.sinte.me). Her research topics include writing, doctoral education 
and entrepreneur education.

MARIONA CORCELLES (corresponding author, Marionacs@blanquerna.url.edu), 
PhD, is lecturer at FPCEE Blanquerna-Universitat Ramon Llull, educational 
counselor, and member of the SINTE research team (www.sinte.me). Her 
research topics include early career education, writing and collaborative 
learning.

NÚRIA SUÑÉ-SOLER (Nuriass4@blanquerna.url.edu), PhD, is an associate 
professor at the FPCEE Blanquerna-Universitat Ramon Llull and member of the 

https://doi.org/10.18543/tjhe.2324
http://www.tuningjournal.org/
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221546.2020.1827924
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221546.2020.1827924
https://doi.org/10.1177/09636625211009685
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(21)00503-1
https://doi.org/10.1093/scipol/scy048
https://doi.org/10.1787/0bd49050-en
https://doi.org/10.1177/09636625211005334
https://doi.org/10.1177/09636625211005334
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2020.621563
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.566790
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbe2.242
mailto:Annasb4@blanquerna.url.edu
http://www.sinte.me/
mailto:Marionacs@blanquerna.url.edu
http://www.sinte.me/
mailto:Nuriass4@blanquerna.url.edu


Researchers’ perceptions of COVID-19 impact	 Sala-Bubaré, Corcelles, Suñé-Soler, and Castelló

262
Tuning Journal for Higher Education

© University of Deusto • p-ISSN: 2340-8170 • e-ISSN: 2386-3137 • Volume 10, Issue No. 1, November 2022, 241-262 •
doi: https://doi.org/10.18543/tjhe.2324 • http://www.tuningjournal.org/

SINTE research team (www.sinte.me). Her research topics include doctoral 
education and entrepreneur education.

MONTSERRAT CASTELLÓ (montserratcb@blanquerna.url.edu), PhD, is a full 
professor and Director of the Research Institute on Applied Psychology at the 
FPCEE Blanquerna-Universitat Ramon Llull and member of the SINTE research 
team (www.sinte.me). Her research topics include academic writing and identity 
of Early Career Researchers.

https://doi.org/10.18543/tjhe.2324
http://www.tuningjournal.org/
http://www.sinte.me/
mailto:montserratcb@blanquerna.url.edu
http://www.sinte.me

