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At the 2015 Rio de Janeiro World Conference on Research Integrity, it was suggested to follow up on the development
of national systems with respect to research integrity, through the use of ”country reports” or ”country cards”, to be
presented at subsequent World Conferences [1, 2]. This presentation contributes to that effort by mapping the research
integrity landscape in Belgium, a federal state with a strong research focus.

After setting the scene with some key figures about the research intensity in Belgium, we will outline the country’s
research integrity governance. Although governmental competence for research policy lies mainly with the Flemish and
the French-speaking community, both parts of the country have very similar structures and policies. Research integrity is
safeguarded by a reporting-based system: institutional commissions for research integrity, embedded in the institutions,
investigate reported allegations. An overarching community-level body can give a second advice (comparable to Finland
and the Netherlands). Given the scale of both communities, it is also possible to exchange
best practice.

We highlight some unique features of the system, such as the Flemish modular online training course on research
integrity “Mind the GAP (Good Academic Practice)” and the use of the ALLEA code (instead of a national code) as the
primordial framework in assessing alleged violations of research integrity, as well as some persisting and new challenges we
face as research integrity professionals and which we consider to go broader than the Belgian context.

This information will be gathered based on both institutional policies and the professional experience and practi-
tioner’s perspective of the authors involved. The authors coordinate the Commissions for Research Integrity at the five
universities in Flanders (Dutch-speaking Belgium), or represent the second-advice bodies in both parts of the country.
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