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The response to the COVID-19 pandemic has witnessed rapid growth in the number of 
articles published in scientific journals and posted to preprint servers. As of June 10, 2020, 
22,746 articles had been published in periodicals indexed in PubMed, and 4,967 articles 
had been posted to the preprint servers medRxiv (4,017 articles) and bioRxiv (950 articles).

This is an unprecedented phenomenon, accompanied by growth in articles that are 
withdrawn or retracted, some just a few days after publication (https://retractionwatch.
com/retracted-coronavirus-covid-19-papers/).

The scenario has raised some speculation that practices detrimental to research may 
be occurring 1,2, including lack of rigor in the conception, planning, and execution of re-
search projects, as well as in the analysis and publication of results 3. Collaboration be-
tween researchers has been encouraged in clinical pharmacological studies 1,2, as well as 
the adoption of protocols that assess multiple treatments continuously and adaptively 4. 
The latter, compared to traditional randomized clinical trials, allow obtaining valid results  
more quickly.

Scientific studies in public health are essential for understanding the COVID-19 pan-
demic’s various dimensions and its health, social, political, and economic consequences. 
Such studies also help orient various types of public policies and organization of health 
services and healthcare provision. At a time when physical distancing is necessary, there is 
an increased need for alternative ways to collect primary data in empirical studies, in addi-
tion to using documents and secondary sources.

This edition of CSP features an article by De Boni 5, which, aligned with good research 
practices, addresses the precautions that must be taken when carrying out and reporting 
studies based on web surveys. The article discusses this method’s advantages (speed, large 
numbers, scope, low cost, and ease of implementation) and limitations. Among others, such 
aspects indicate the importance of describing the way the questionnaire was developed and 
validated, ethical issues related to the participants’ privacy and data security, strategies for 
publicizing the questionnaire and recruiting participants, and the study’s limits in relation 
to the research question.

We recommend that articles submitted to CSP follow the author’s recommendations, 
including those in the Checklist for Reporting Results of Internet E-Surveys (CHERRIES) 6.
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