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Abstract
[ Purpose / Significance ] By analyzing the current status and characteristics of
research data policies in Australian universities, this study provides references
for the formulation and implementation of research data policies in Chinese uni-
versities. [ Method / Process ] Based on 27 collected research data policies, this
paper analyzes the basic information of these policies (including policy makers,
formulation time, and revision cycle), the main content (encompassing preface,
scope of application, relevant concepts and definitions, data management sub-
jects and responsibilities, data management plan, data ownership, data storage
and preservation, data access and sharing utilization, data transfer, policy im-
plementation responsible persons, etc.), as well as related policies. On this
basis, the characteristics of research data policies in Australian universities are
summarized. [ Results / Conclusion ] Research data policies in Australian uni-
versities are characterized by policy standardization, clear content, well-defined
rights and responsibilities, emphasis on support and services for researchers,
and attention to correlation and coordination with other policies.
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Abstract
[Purpose/Significance] This study analyzes the current state and character-
istics of research data policies in Australian universities to provide reference
for the formulation and implementation of such policies in Chinese universities.
[Method/Process] Using 27 collected research data policies as the sample,
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this paper examines their basic characteristics (including policy makers, effec-
tive dates, and revision cycles), main content (encompassing preambles, scope,
definitions, data management roles and responsibilities, data management plans,
data ownership, storage and preservation, access and sharing, data transfer, and
responsible officers), and related policies. Based on this analysis, the distinc-
tive features of Australian university research data policies are summarized.
[Result/Conclusion] Australian university research data policies exhibit char-
acteristics of standardized formulation, clear content, well-defined rights and
responsibilities, emphasis on researcher support and services, and attention to
policy coordination and synergy.

Keywords: research data policy; research data management; research data
sharing

1 Introduction
Research data constitutes a crucial scientific output. With the proliferation of
data-intensive research paradigms, research data has become increasingly recog-
nized as a fundamental resource that drives new scientific discoveries, reduces
research costs, standardizes research processes, and promotes research integrity.
Consequently, research data management and sharing have emerged as strate-
gic priorities, garnering significant attention from international organizations,
government agencies, and research institutions.

However, research data management and sharing face numerous obstacles, in-
cluding low willingness to share, difficulties in controlling data quality, and
lack of funding for data management [1]. Formulating relevant policies to ad-
dress these challenges has become a common international practice. Research
and educational institutions serve as both primary producers of research data
and major recipients of research funding, making them key actors in research
data management [2]. Their research data policies have thus attracted consider-
able attention. In March 2018, China’s “Administrative Measures for Scientific
Data” stipulated that “relevant research institutes, universities, and enterprises
as legal entities are the responsible bodies for scientific data management” and
that “establishing and improving internal scientific data management systems”
constitutes one of their essential duties [3]. Against this backdrop, formulat-
ing institutional research data policies to promote and regulate data sharing
has become an important responsibility and urgent task for Chinese research
institutions. Currently, most Chinese research institutions, particularly univer-
sities, have yet to develop their own research data policies. In contrast, countries
such as Australia, the United Kingdom, and the United States have established
relatively systematic and comprehensive research data policies that can provide
valuable lessons for China in developing and improving its scientific data policies
and advancing data sharing practices [4]. This paper conducts a comprehensive
investigation of Australian university research data policies and performs con-
tent analysis to provide reference for Chinese universities in formulating and
implementing their own policies.
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2 Literature Review
The development of Australian research data policies originated with the Aus-
tralian Code for the Responsible Conduct of Research (2007) [5], which explicitly
required every university to formulate its own research data policy. Subse-
quently, the Australian National Data Service (ANDS) released the Outline of
a Research Data Management Policy for Australian Universities/Institutions in
2010 [6], providing guidance for universities and effectively promoting policy
development. In international scholarship, N. S. Mauthner and O. Parry an-
alyzed policy and practice factors affecting research data sharing, noting that
institutional policies often overlooked practical challenges, such as researchers’
reluctance to deposit data in repositories despite willingness to share with col-
leagues based on relationships or common interests. They recommended that
institutions consider these factors and provide researchers with more options
to better promote data sharing [7]. R. Higman and S. Pinfield examined the
relationship between research data management and sharing in UK universities,
finding that while data sharing should be the starting point for policy formula-
tion, the primary driver was actually requirements from research funders [8].

Domestic researchers have shown considerable interest in Australian university
research data policies to inform policy development in China. Existing research
can be categorized into three areas: (1) macro-level examinations of research
data policy systems in developed countries, with studies by Si Li and Xing
Wenming [9], Tang Yi [10], Zhang Yao and Lü Junsheng [11], Dong Kun and
Gu Liping [12], He Qingfang [4], and Wen Fangfang [13] demonstrating that
the UK, Australia, and US have established comprehensive multi-level policy
frameworks covering national/government, funding agencies, research institu-
tions, data repositories, and publishers; (2) comparative studies of university
policies across countries, with research by Si Li and Li Yueting [14], Ding
Pei [15], and Zhuang Xiaozhe [16] investigating policy characteristics across
nations; and (3) specific analyses of Australian university policies, with studies
by Wanyan Dengdeng [17] and Zhou Xiaoyan and Zai Bingxin [18-19] examining
management and sharing policies, preservation policies, and policy formulation
processes.

These studies provide valuable insights into Australian practices, but suffer
from two limitations: first, some adopt a macro perspective on international
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policy systems, limiting in-depth analysis of Australian policies; second, given
the rapid development of Australian policies, earlier studies or those based on
partial samples may not reflect current practices. Building on previous research,
this paper comprehensively investigates recent developments in Australian uni-
versity research data policies and conducts in-depth content analysis to provide
reference for Chinese universities.

3 Research Design and Approach
To comprehensively understand Australian university research data policies, this
study surveyed the Australian University Research Data Registry published by
ANDS [20], which details policies, resources, and services (including reposito-
ries, tools, and guidelines) for all 39 Australian universities. Most universities
have developed both a Code of Conduct for Research/Responsible Conduct of
Research Policy (containing research data management provisions) and a ded-
icated research data policy, while a few have only one type. For analytical
consistency, this study selected only dedicated research data policies (27 total)
as the sample, listed in .

The analysis proceeds by first examining basic policy information (approving
authorities, effective dates, revision cycles), then employing content analysis to
systematically review main policy components. Based on the ANDS Outline
of a Research Data Management Policy for Australian Universities/Institutions
[6], policies were categorized into: preamble (policy statements, objectives),
scope, definitions, data management roles and responsibilities, data ownership,
storage and preservation, access and sharing, researcher departure procedures,
responsible officers, and related policies. Key points were summarized to inform
Chinese policy development.

4 Basic Information on the Policies
4.1 Policy Approving Authorities

Many Australian university research data policies document their approving
authority. Analysis reveals two primary types: (1) academic boards or senates
(10 and 3 policies respectively), and (2) university vice-chancellors or presidents
(9 policies). RMIT University’s policy was approved by the Executive Director
of the Research Office.

4.2 Policy Effective Dates

Among the 27 policies, 26 indicated their effective date. Figure 1 [Figure 1: see
original paper] shows the number of policies by year. Australian universities
began formulating research data policies in 2008, with a fluctuating upward
trend peaking after 2012. This reflects the influence of the 2007 Australian
Code for the Responsible Conduct of Research [23], which mandated institutional
guidelines, prompting universities to develop their own policies.
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4.3 Policy Revision Cycles

Twenty-three policies indicated revision dates. Analysis of revision intervals (in
years) shows that 3-year cycles were most common (12 policies), followed by 1-
year and 5-year cycles (3 each). Most Australian university policies are revised
within 5 years, demonstrating commitment to regular updates. Nine policies
also specified next revision dates. However, some policies have not been revised
as scheduled. For instance, the University of Newcastle’s guideline indicated a
September 2013 revision, and the University of Melbourne’s policy a November
2013 revision, but updated versions could not be located.

5 Content of Australian University Research Data Policies
While most policies include sections, the headings vary. Drawing on the ANDS
outline [6], this analysis organizes policy content into: preamble (policy state-
ments, objectives), scope, definitions, data management roles and responsibili-
ties, data ownership, storage and preservation, access and sharing, researcher
departure procedures, responsible officers, and related policies.

5.1 Preamble

5.1.1 Policy Statements Fourteen policies include policy statements, most
commonly labeled “Statement” or “Introduction” (e.g., Charles Darwin Uni-
versity, RMIT University). Other terms include “Overview,” “Preamble,” and
“Principle.” These statements typically cover: (1) legal basis/background, with
many citing the Australian Code for the Responsible Conduct of Research (e.g.,
Charles Darwin University’s policy states it is “based on the fundamental prin-
ciples of the Code”); (2) significance and value of research data, with Australian
Catholic University’s policy noting that “research data is a valuable product of
research activities that helps researchers, staff, universities, and research institu-
tions better understand research profiles, increase returns on public investment,
enhance research transparency, and serve as evidence of research outcomes”; and
(3) basic policy positions, such as Federation University Australia’s statement
that “the university is committed to establishing research data management
standards to ensure adequate preservation of data and materials as evidence of
research outcomes and for when results are questioned.”

5.1.2 Policy Objectives Twenty-four policies include purpose statements,
focusing on: (1) standardizing research data management and preservation to
promote sharing and improve research efficiency; and (2) enhancing research
transparency, quality, and integrity through proper preservation of data, ma-
terials, and records as evidence of outcomes. Central Queensland University’s
policy states its purpose is “to provide guidance for researchers and students
in responsibly documenting, managing, and preserving research data, ensuring
appropriate preservation as evidence of research outcomes and for when results
are questioned.”
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5.2 Policy Scope

Twenty-two policies define scope, typically labeled “Scope,” “Application,” or
“Audience.” These define applicability in terms of both research activities (all
research conducted at the university) and personnel (all individuals involved in
research, including students, visitors, collaborators, and volunteers, regardless
of location or status). Australian Catholic University’s policy, for example,
applies to: (1) all staff, affiliates, visitors, and students involved in university-
related research, regardless of location; and (2) all research data and materials,
regardless of format.

5.3 Definitions

Twenty-six policies provide definitions for key terms. Those appearing more
than three times include: research data (24 times), researcher (15), primary
material (12), metadata (11), research (9), research data management planning
(8), research data management (7), data management (6), intellectual property
(4), research student (4), research records (3), and staff (3). These definitions
clarify terminology and facilitate policy implementation.

5.4 Data Management Roles and Responsibilities

Twenty-one policies specify data management responsibilities, covering respon-
sible parties and data management plans.

5.4.1 Data Management Responsible Parties Nine policies identify
responsibility holders, with seven universities (Australian Catholic University,
Charles Darwin University, Edith Cowan University, La Trobe University,
Monash University, Queensland University of Technology, University of South-
ern Queensland) stating that data management is a shared responsibility among
researchers, staff, students, and the institution. RMIT University’s policy
assigns responsibility solely to researchers, while the University of Adelaide’s
policy states that “individual researchers bear management responsibility for
data related to their research.”

Fourteen policies delineate institutional and researcher responsibilities in ded-
icated sections. Institutional responsibilities include: (1) ensuring policy im-
plementation and researcher oversight; (2) providing guidance, support, and
training on research methods, data management, and research ethics; (3) offer-
ing facilities and services for data storage and preservation; and (4) ensuring se-
cure, reliable storage, access, sharing, and handling of research data. Researcher
responsibilities include: (1) complying with relevant policies, standards, and
guidelines; (2) negotiating data management plans; (3) ensuring proper collec-
tion, processing, documentation, storage, preservation, and sharing of data; and
(4) ensuring data security and confidentiality.
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5.4.2 Research Data Management Plans Research Data Management
Plans (RDMPs) describe how research data will be collected, organized, man-
aged, stored, backed up, maintained, and shared. Sixteen policies mention
RDMPs, with ten specifying required content: (1) data collection; (2) data own-
ership and attribution; (3) storage location, methods, and retention periods; (4)
access and sharing agreements; (5) data reuse/sharing; and (6) disposal of data
beyond retention periods. Queensland University of Technology’s policy notes
that “the university provides an online research data management planning tool
to help researchers create effective plans.”

5.5 Research Data Ownership

Twenty-two policies address data ownership, generally stating that data from re-
search conducted at or using university facilities belongs to the university (or as
determined by intellectual property policies), except where laws, funding agree-
ments, or collaboration agreements specify otherwise. La Trobe University’s
policy states that “according to the university’s intellectual property policy,
ownership of research data created by university staff belongs to the university,
subject to third-party agreements.”

Some policies address ownership when researchers leave. Deakin University’s
procedure states that “data ownership and storage should be documented before
project commencement, clarifying whether ownership and storage are affected
by researcher departure or collaboration termination.” Federation University
Australia and the University of New England require that data and materials
remain with the university unless a written agreement with the legal office is
signed.

5.6 Research Data Storage and Preservation

Nearly all policies address data storage and preservation, covering: (1) storage
location; (2) retention periods; (3) data security; and (4) disposal of data beyond
retention periods.

5.6.1 Storage Location Sixteen policies specify storage locations, empha-
sizing that data should be stored in secure, university-provided or approved
facilities. Curtin University’s policy states that “the university will provide se-
cure and reliable storage facilities… research data and primary materials should
be stored in university-provided facilities unless otherwise contractually agreed.”
The University of Adelaide requires that “all research data and primary materi-
als must be stored in secure, accessible, and clearly identified locations approved
by the university.” Some institutions offer multiple options, such as Queensland
University of Technology’s Data Storage Options [37].

5.6.2 Retention Periods Twenty policies specify retention periods, which
vary by discipline and research type. The University of Tasmania’s policy states
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that “minimum retention periods should be determined according to the Aus-
tralian Code for the Responsible Conduct of Research, university records manage-
ment procedures, and legal, contractual, and funder requirements. Generally,
all research data and primary materials should be retained for at least 5 years.”
Several universities (Flinders, Adelaide, Canberra, New England, South Aus-
tralia, Tasmania, Newcastle) specify different retention periods for various data
types. excerpts the University of Tasmania’s provisions.

Retention periods must also consider special circumstances. The University of
Canberra’s policy states that “when research results are questioned or research
misconduct is alleged, all data and materials must be retained until the matter
is resolved.”

5.6.3 Data Security Sixteen policies address data security from both insti-
tutional and procedural perspectives. Institutionally, policies require secure
storage with regular backup, maintenance, and updates. Australian Catholic
University’s policy states that “research data must be stored securely to pre-
vent theft, misuse, damage, or loss.” Central Queensland University’s policy
specifies that “data, materials, and related records should be securely stored
in at least three different locations. Researchers may keep an active copy on
personal computers or portable drives, but original and master copies should
not be stored on removable drives, USB devices, or laptops. All master copies
should be stored on university-approved devices.” Many policies emphasize that
the university will provide facilities and guidance for secure storage, such as
Charles Sturt University’s commitment to “providing facilities for secure and
reliable storage of research data.”

5.6.4 Disposal of Data Beyond Retention Periods Twenty policies ad-
dress data disposal principles and procedures. RMIT University’s policy spec-
ifies: (1) consider whether minimum retention periods have been met and
whether data retains value; (2) comply with legal, funder, and contractual re-
quirements using appropriate, safe, and environmentally sound methods; (3)
obtain approval from researchers or faculty heads; (4) retain data related to
questioned results, legal allegations, or misconduct complaints until resolution;
and (5) use irreversible destruction methods (especially for sensitive/confidential
information). Several universities (Central Queensland, South Australia, Tas-
mania) require written approval for disposal.

5.7 Research Data Access and Sharing

Twenty-two policies address data sharing, access, and use. Policies establish obli-
gations for both data producers and users. Data producers should share data
post-project, subject to regulations, principles, and agreements. Curtin Uni-
versity’s policy states that “research data should be made as widely and freely
available as possible, subject to protecting participant privacy, confidential data,
intellectual property, sensitive data, and contractual arrangements (including
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funder and publisher requirements).” Flinders University’s policy notes that
“post-project or at appropriate stages, research data should be shared through
open access agreements (e.g., Creative Commons licenses), subject to relevant
regulations.”

Data users must also comply with requirements. Central Queensland Univer-
sity’s policy states that “publicly funded research must comply with funder
access requirements: ARC-funded research must follow the ARC Open Access
Policy; NHMRC-funded research must follow the NHMRC Open Access Policy.”
Charles Sturt University’s policy requires that “researchers using data should
consult producers or current managers and acknowledge them in publications
according to academic conventions and citation principles; confidentiality must
be maintained when accessing confidential information.”

5.8 Data Handling When Researchers Leave

Twenty policies address data handling upon researcher departure. Most require
that original data and materials remain with the university (unless otherwise
agreed), though researchers may take copies. The University of South Aus-
tralia’s policy states that “when leaving, researchers may negotiate with faculty
heads or research supervisors to take a copy for personal use, while original data
remains with the university.”

Some policies allow data transfer to new institutions. Central Queensland Uni-
versity’s policy specifies that “if a researcher leaves for another institution, an
agreement for transferring data and materials must be formed, complying with
Central Queensland University’s intellectual property policies.” Other policies
require departing researchers to arrange for data management and preserva-
tion, such as Edith Cowan University’s requirement that “data custodians must
identify appropriate successor custodians and update management plans before
leaving.”

5.9 Responsible Officers

Eleven policies identify officers responsible for policy implementation and in-
terpretation. Most common are: (1) Deputy Vice-Chancellor (Research) (Aus-
tralian Catholic University, Central Queensland University, Curtin University,
University of Queensland); and (2) Deputy Vice-Chancellor (Research and In-
novation) (University of Wollongong, Federation University Australia, Univer-
sity of Canberra). Other designations include Pro Vice-Chancellor (Research
Training and Performance Enhancement) at Deakin University and Executive
Director (Research) at the University of Melbourne.

5.10 Related Policies and Regulations

Eighteen policies list related policies, frequently citing: codes of research con-
duct, copyright and intellectual property policies, privacy policies, records man-
agement policies, human research ethics policies, information and IT policies,
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and open access policies. These fall into three categories: (1) funder require-
ments (e.g., Australian Code for the Responsible Conduct of Research, ARC
Open Access Policy, NHMRC Open Access Policy, NHMRC Data Sharing State-
ment) that provide policy context; (2) relevant laws and institutional regulations
(e.g., national IP, freedom of information, privacy and data protection laws, in-
stitutional codes, privacy policies, IP policies, records management policies)
that serve as implementation references; and (3) supplementary procedures and
guidelines (e.g., Australian Catholic University’s Research Data Retention Pol-
icy and Guidelines, Charles Darwin University’s Research Data Management
Procedure, Flinders University’s Research Data Management Guidelines, Grif-
fith University’s Best Practice Guidelines for Researchers Managing Research
Data and Primary Materials) that support policy implementation.

6 Characteristics of Australian University Research Data
Policies
6.1 Rapid Policy Development and Timely Updates

A 2014 survey identified 18 Australian universities with dedicated research data
policies [43], while this study found 27—a 50% increase. As Section 4.3 shows,
over 85% of policies indicate revision dates, with most revision cycles under 5
years, demonstrating commitment to regular updates.

6.2 Policy Drivers: Data Value and Regulatory Requirements

As Section 5.1 indicates, policy backgrounds and purposes include: (1) require-
ments from the Australian Code for the Responsible Conduct of Research; (2)
recognition of research data value; and (3) promoting research standardization
and sustainability. However, research shows that while data sharing should
be the starting point, the primary driver is actually requirements from re-
search managers/funders [8]. This suggests Chinese research management de-
partments, particularly funders, should promptly issue research data policies to
better drive institutional management and sharing practices.

6.3 Clear Rights and Responsibilities Centered on Data Management
Plans

As Section 5.4 demonstrates, Australian universities have established a man-
agement mechanism centered on research data management plans with clear
division of labor between institutions and researchers. Most policies require
RDMPs and specify their contents, with some institutions providing planning
tools. Policies clearly define responsibilities among university research offices,
faculties, researchers, and data repositories, ensuring feasibility through coordi-
nated efforts.
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6.4 Emphasis on Researcher Support and Services

Research data management and sharing depend not only on researchers but also
on institutional support. Australian policies explicitly state that universities and
relevant departments bear responsibilities beyond oversight to provide support
and services: offering guidelines and tools for RDMP development, providing
storage facilities and services, delivering consultation and training, and ensuring
secure, accessible data storage.

6.5 Attention to Policy Coordination and Synergy

Effective policy implementation requires coordination with related policies and
regulations. As Section 5.10 shows, 18 policies list related policies, with many
citing relevant regulations within the policy text. For example, Monash Uni-
versity’s policy states that “Monash University recognizes that research data
management must comply with relevant regulations, codes, and guidelines. This
policy follows the provisions of the Australian Code for the Responsible Conduct
of Research.” This ensures policy consistency and facilitates implementation.

7 Conclusion
Australian universities have developed relatively comprehensive and standard-
ized research data policies. This paper provides a thorough analysis of their ba-
sic information and main content to inform the development, improvement, and
implementation of research data management and sharing policies in Chinese
universities. Chinese universities should draw on these experiences to formulate
relevant policies promptly, thereby promoting and safeguarding the development
of research data management and sharing practices in China.

References
[1] Xie Yanqiu. Research on the Implementation Mechanism of Scientific Data
Co-construction and Sharing in Universities[D]. Nanjing: Southeast University,
2015.

[2] Yang Yunxiu, et al. Investigation and Analysis of Data Policies in Foreign
Research and Education Institutions: A Case Study of 10 UK Universities[J].
Library and Information Service, 2015, 59(5): 53-59.

[3] Central People’s Government of the People’s Republic of China. Notice of the
General Office of the State Council on Issuing the Administrative Measures for
Scientific Data[EB/OL]. [2018-08-04]. http://www.gov.cn/zhengce/content/2018-
04/02/content_{5279272}.htm.

[4] He Qingfang. Investigation and Analysis of Foreign Scientific Data Manage-
ment Policies[J]. Shanghai University Library and Information Work Research,
2016(2): 9-13.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202310.03068 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202310.03068


[5] National Health and Medical Research Council. Australian Code for the Re-
sponsible Conduct of Research[EB/OL]. [2018-08-04]. https://www.nhmrc.gov.au/guidelines-
publications/r39.

[6] Outline of a Research Data Management Policy for Australian Universi-
ties/Institutions[EB/OL]. [2018-08-04]. https://rdc-drc.ca/wp-content/uploads/Institutional-
Research-Data-Management-Policies.pdf.

[7] Mauthner N S, Parry O. Open access digital data sharing: principles, policies
and practices[J]. Social Epistemology, 2013, 27(1): 47-67.

[8] Higman R, Pinfield S. Research data management and openness: the role
of data sharing in developing institutional policies and practices[J]. Program,
2015, 49(4): 364-381.

[9] Si Li, Xing Wenming. Investigation of Foreign Scientific Data Management
and Sharing Policies and Implications for China[J]. Information and Documen-
tation Services, 2013, 34(1): 61-66.

[10] Tang Yi, Zhang Xiaomeng, Zheng Ran. International Scientific Data Shar-
ing Policy and Regulatory System: The Institutional Foundation of Linked
Science[J]. Library and Information Knowledge, 2013(3): 67-73.

[11] Zhang Yao, Lü Junsheng. Review of Foreign Research Data Management
and Sharing Policy Studies[J]. Library Theory and Practice, 2015(11): 47-52.

[12] Dong Kun, Gu Liping. Research on Open Policy Frameworks for Scien-
tific Research Data in Several Countries[J]. Science and Technology Resources
Review, 2016, 48(3): 51-57.

[13] Wen Fangfang. Research on Foreign Scientific Data Open Sharing Poli-
cies[J]. Library Science Research, 2017(9): 91-100.

[14] Si Li, Li Yueting. Analysis and Implications of Foreign Scientific Data
Preservation Policies[J]. Journal of Information Resources Management,
2014(2): 45-50.

[15] Ding Pei. Research on Foreign University Research Data Management
Policies[J]. Library Tribune, 2014(5): 99-106.

[16] Zhuang Xiaozhe. Investigation and Reflection on Foreign University Scien-
tific Data Preservation Policies[J]. Library Science Research, 2015(16): 68-72.

[17] Wanyan Dengdeng. Research on Scientific Data Management and Sharing
Policies in Australian Universities[J]. Journal of Information Resources Manage-
ment, 2016(1): 30-37.

[18] Zhou Xiaoyan, Zai Bingxin. Analysis of Research Data Preservation Policies
in Australian Universities[J]. Library and Information Knowledge, 2016(2): 122-
128.

[19] Zhou Xiaoyan, Zai Bingxin. Research on the Formulation of Research
Data Management Policies in Australian Universities[J]. Library Construction,

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202310.03068 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202310.03068


2017(2): 63-70.

[20] Australian National Data Service. ANDS Project Registry[EB/OL]. [2017-
07-28]. https://projects.ands.org.au/policy.php.

[21] Griffith University. Schedule of Retention Periods for Research Data and
Primary Materials[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. http://policies.griffith.edu.au/pdf/Schedule%20of%20Retention%20Periods%20for%20Research%20Data%20and%20Primary%20Materials.pdf.

[22] University of South Australia. Ownership and Retention of Data[EB/OL].
[2017-12-20]. http://w3.unisa.edu.au/policies/policies/resrch/res17.asp.

[23] Australian Code for the Responsible Conduct of Research[EB/OL]. [2017-
12-20]. https://www.nhmrc.gov.au/guidelines-publications/r39.

[24] Australian Catholic University. Research Data Management Pol-
icy[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. http://www.acu.edu.au/policy/research/general_{policies}/research_{{{data}}{{management}}}{policy}.

[25] University of Newcastle Australia. Research Data and Materials Man-
agement Guideline[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. http://www.newcastle.edu.au/about-
uon/governance-and-leadership/policy-library/document?RecordNumber=D09_{2041P}.

[26] The University of Melbourne. Management of Research Data and Records
Policy[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. http://policy.unimelb.edu.au/MPF1242.

[27] La Trobe University. Research Data Management Policy[EB/OL]. [2017-12-
20]. https://policies.latrobe.edu.au/document/view.php?id=106.

[28] Charles Darwin University. Research Data Management Policy[EB/OL].
[2017-12-20]. http://www.cdu.edu.au/governance/doclibrary/pol-055.pdf.

[29] Federation University Australia. Research Data Management Pol-
icy[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. http://policy.federation.edu.au/research/research_{{{integrity}}{{and}}}{compliance}/research_{ethics}/ch09.php.

[30] Central Queensland University. Research Data Management Policy and
Procedure[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. https://www.cqu.edu.au/policy/sharepoint-
document-download?file_{uri}={BE8380F3-F86D-4C55-AC0D-84A81EAFD6A2}/Research%20Data%20Management%20Policy%20and%20Procedure.pdf.

[31] RMIT University. Research Data Management Policy Process[EB/OL].
[2017-12-20]. http://www1.rmit.edu.au/browse;ID=fyhcgc6vidnlz.

[32] The University of Adelaide. Research Data and Primary Materials Pol-
icy[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. http://www.adelaide.edu.au/policies/4043/.

[33] Queensland University of Technology. Management of Research
Data[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. http://www.mopp.qut.edu.au/D/D_{{{02}}_{{08}}}.jsp.

[34] Deakin University. Research Data and Primary Materials Management
Procedure[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. https://policy.deakin.edu.au/document/view-
current.php?id=23.

[35] University of New England. Management and Storage of Research Data and
Materials Policy[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. https://policies.une.edu.au/view.current.php?id=00208.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202310.03068 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202310.03068


[36] Curtin University of Technology. Research Data and Primary Materials Pol-
icy[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. http://policies.curtin.edu.au/local/docs/policy/Research_{{{Data}}{{and}}}{{{Primary}}{{Materials}}}{Policy}.pdf.

[37] QUT Digital Data Storage Options[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. https://www.library.qut.edu.au/research/data/documents/GDL_{{{QUT}}_{{ResearchDataStorageOptions}}}.pdf.

[38] University of Tasmania. Management of Research Data Policy[EB/OL].
[2017-12-20]. http://www.utas.edu.au/__{data}/assets/pdf_{file}/0004/411997/Management-
of-Research-Data-Policy.pdf.

[39] University of Canberra. Management of Research Data and Primary Re-
search Materials Policy[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. https://guard.canberra.edu.au/policy/policy.php?pol_{id}=3276.

[40] Charles Sturt University. Research Data Management Policy[EB/OL].
[2017-12-20]. https://policy.csu.edu.au/view.current.php?id=00328.

[41] Flinders University. Management of Research Data and Primary Materials
Policy[EB/OL]. [2017-12-20]. http://www.flinders.edu.au/ppmanual/research/management-
of-research-data-and-primary-materials.cfm.

[42] Edith Cowan University. Research Data Management[EB/OL]. [2017-12-
20]. http://www.ecu.edu.au/GPPS/policies_{db}/tmp/ac076.pdf.

[43] Xing Wenming. Research on Policy Guarantee for Scientific Research Data
Management and Sharing in China[D]. Wuhan: Wuhan University, 2014.

[44] Monash University. Research Data Management Policy[EB/OL]. [2017-12-
20]. http://www.monash.edu/__{data}/assets/pdf_{file}/0011/797339/Research-
Data-Management-Policy.pdf.

Author Contributions: Xing Wenming: paper writing and revision; Hua
Xiaoqin: data collection and analysis.

Content Analysis on Research Data Policies of Australian University

Xing Wenming1, Hua Xiaoqin2
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Abstract: [Purpose/significance] In order to understand the situation of re-
search data policies formulated by Australian universities, so as to offer reference
to the establishment and implementation of research data policies in Chinese
universities. [Method/process] This paper took the collected 27 research data
policies as sample, analyzed these policies’ general information (including policy
maker, effective date and the revision cycle), the policies’ main content (includ-
ing policy preamble, policy scope, definitions, roles and responsibilities, data
management plan, data ownership, data storage and retention, data sharing
and reuse, data transfer, the responsible officer, etc.), and the related policies,
and on base of the analysis, it summarized the characteristic of Australian uni-
versities’ research data policies. [Result/conclusion] The Australian universities’
research data policies have the following characteristics: policies are normative,
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content is clear, rights and responsibilities are clear, emphasis on support and
service for researchers, and emphasis on correlation and collaboration with other
policies.

Keywords: research data policy; research data management; research data
sharing

Note: Figure translations are in progress. See original paper for figures.

Source: ChinaXiv — Machine translation. Verify with original.
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