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Course description:

The course is designed for master’s students, postgraduate students, and practitioners who plan to conduct
research on corruption or public integrity. It is structured around the stages of research in the social sciences
and focuses on methodological approaches as they are applied to corruption research in particular. The
course combines framing sessions by the main instructor with guest lectures by leading scholars working
with different methods and designs.

Course objectives

By the end of the course, students should be able to:
D> Learn about the role of methods in improving our understanding of corruption and public integrity.
D> Understand the strengths and weaknesses of individual methods and research designs.
D> Learn how to choose between methodological approaches to address different questions about
corruption.
D> Design their own research project and evaluate its potential challenges and feasibility.

Course structure

Format: Interactive online course (live sessions)

All classes will be held online on the designated platform [to be specified]. The course consists of 12 sessions
combining framing lectures by the course instructor and guest lectures.



SCHEDULE

Session Topic Lecturers Date and time Changes
Introduction: Why methods ~ Joseph January 24,  10:00 to 11:20
matter. Pozsgai-Alvarez 2026 Kyiv time
Quantitative Approaches ALfrer January 24, 11:30 to 12:50

2 . Hernéndez L
(Big Datal. ) 2026 Kyiv time
Sanchez
Conceptualisation,
operationalisation, and Joseph January 31, 10:00to 11:20
3 p P y
indicators in corruption Pozsgai-Alvarez 2026 Kyiv time
research.
4 Designing and Iva Parvanova January 31,  11:30 to 12:50
administering surveys. 2026 Kyiv time
From question to research  Joseph February 21, 10:00to 11:20
design. Pozsgai-Alvarez 2026 Kyiv time
) . . . February 21, 11:30 to 12:50
6 Experimental designs. Nils Kobis 2026 Kyiv time
Theoretical tensions and Joseph February 28, 10:00to 11:20
empirical blind spots. Pozsgai-Alvarez 2026 Kyiv time
8 Exploring corruption Gustavo Gouvéa  February 28, 11:30 to 12:50
tolerance. Maciel 2026 Kyiv time
9 g&?ngasti'vﬁsai';dcgarfj o Joseph March7,  10:00to 11:20
y aesig P Pozsgai-Alvarez 2026 Kyiv time
research.
Interviews and journalistic March 7 11:30 t0 12.50
10 techniques applied to Fernanda Odilla ' P
: 2026 Kyiv time
academic research

11-12 Presentations.
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Joseph
Pozsgai-
Alvarez

March 14,

2026

10:00 to
12:50 Kyiv
time




EXPECTATIONS, LATE WORK AND Al USE

Students must come to class having read the
required reading and be ready to discuss it and
answer questions. Active participation in discussion
and exercises is expected and contributes to the
participation grade.

Late work will be penalized by 5% of the
assignment’s points for each day after the deadline,
unless a prior extension has been agreed for
documented reasons.

Work must include a statement on the use of Al. Al
may be used for support functions—such as idea
exploration, language improvement, LLM-assisted
searching, or coding assistance—only with human
oversight and careful review for errors. It may not be
used to replace core scholarly responsibilities (e.qg.,
generating original insights, analyzing or interpreting
data, or drawing conclusions), to generate original
research data, or to create or manipulate images or
figures.

Standard academic integrity rules apply. Plagiarism
or other forms of academic misconduct will result in
penalties according to institutional regulations.

ACADEMIC INTEGRITY

All students in this course are expected to adhere
to standards of academic integrity. Cheating,
plagiarism, misrepresentation, and other forms

of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. This
includes, but is not limited to: turning in written
work that was prepared by someone other than you,
making minor modifications to the work of someone
else and turning it in as your own, or engaging in
misrepresentation in seeking a postponement or
extension, presenting somebody’s else thoughts,
ideas, conclusions, findings etc. as your own,
manipulation with information, non-fact-checking,
failure to refer to the resources of information (idea,
thought, finding etc). Ignorance will not be permitted
as an excuse to ask for clarification.

Rules during the lesson:

Please, turn off your phones during the classes
and come in kindly in time. Do your best to express
your comments, suggestions, arguments, concerns
in absolutely polite, not abusive manner. Give
reasonables grounds. Be tolerant and open for
oposite views.

Ethical rules for writing tasks:

All students must work on researches individually.
Students are required to make references in their
work and cite all sources and publications. Research
without references is considered to be plagiarism.
Plagiarism is unacceptable and will lead to the loss

of the right to receive credits for the course.

Evaluation. Course rules and requirements.
Grade for the course:

ECTS Grade Scores (Points) Signification
A 91-100 Excellent
B 81-90 Very Good
C 71-80 Good
D 66-70 Satisfactory
E 60-65 Sufficient
F 30-59 Insufficient
F 0-29 Failed




ASSIGNMENTS

RESEARCH PROPOSAL (4 DELIVERABLES)

Students will select one of the methodological
approaches discussed in class and build a research
proposal around it. The methodological approaches
available are:

@ Bigdata

@& Survey design

@ Experimental design

@ (Qualitative design

@ Metric/index construction

These options will be evenly distributed on a first-
come, first-served basis.

The research proposal will be developed through

four written deliverables:

1. Deliverable 1 - Introduction
(Session 5; 10%)]
A concise introduction presenting the topic,
the research problem, and its relevance to
corruption or public integrity.

2. Deliverable 2 - Literature review
(Session 7; 10%)]
A focused review of the relevant literature,
identifying the state of the art, main debates,
and the gap that the proposed research intends
to address.

3. Deliverable 3 - Theoretical framework
(Session 9; 15%)]
A clear articulation of the theoretical approach,
concepts and, where appropriate, mechanisms
or hypotheses that will guide the research.

4.  Deliverable 4 - Methodology
(Session 11: 25%)])
A detailed description of the research design,
chosen method(s), data sources, indicators, and
analytical strategy, including a discussion of
feasibility and anticipated challenges.

Suggested lengths:
> Introduction: 800-1,000 words
D> Literature review: 1,000-1,500 words
> Theoretical framework: 1,000-1,500 words
> Methodology: 1,500-2,000 words

All written work must follow a consistent citation
style (e.g., APA) and include a brief statement on the
use of Al tools.

FINAL PRESENTATION (20%])

Students will present their research proposal
during the last two sessions (Sessions 11 and 12).
Each student will:
D> Prepare a slide deck of maximum 6 slides
(including title slide, excluding references).
D> Deliver a 10-minute presentation.
> The presentation should clearly explain the
research question, theoretical framework,
chosen method(s) and basic design, and
anticipated challenges.

Overall grading:

Assignments accomplished during classes Scores

Total 100

Methodology of Corruption Research

In-class participation: 20%
Research proposal - Deliverable 1: Introduction (Session 5) 10%
Research proposal - Deliverable 2: Literature review (Session 7) 10%
Research proposal - Deliverable 3: Theoretical framework (Session 9) 15%
Research proposal - Deliverable 4: Methodology (Session 11) 25%
Final presentation (Sessions 11-12) 20%

()]



RUBRICS

DELIVERABLE 1 - INTRODUCTION (10%)

Clarity and relevance of the topic and research problem (linked to corruption/public integrity) 4%
Justification and context (why the problem matters; basic positioning in the field) 3%
Coherence and structure of the introduction (logical flow, clear signposting]) 2%
Writing quality, referencing, and formatting (including Al-use statement] 1%
Total 10%

DELIVERABLE 2 - LITERATURE REVIEW (10%)

Selection and coverage of relevant, high-quality literature 3%
Critical engagement and synthesis (comparison, dialogue, not mere summary) 4%
Clear derivation of the research gap and anticipated contribution 2%
Writing quality, referencing, and formatting (including Al-use statement) 1%
Total 10%

DELIVERABLE 3 - THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK (15%])

Clarity of key concepts and theoretical approach (well defined, internally consistent) 4%
Logical development of arguments, mechanisms and/or hypotheses 5%
Coherence between theory, research question, and chosen methodological approach 4%
Writing quality, referencing, and formatting (including Al-use statement) 2%
Total 15%




DELIVERABLE 4 - METHODOLOGY (25%)

Criterion Weight

Appropriateness of chosen method(s) to the research question and theoretical framework 7%
Clear description of research design (cases/sample, indicators, data sources, procedures) 7%
Feasibility and anticipated challenges (access, ethics, bias, data quality, limitations) 6%
Strategy for data analysis and how it will answer the research question 3%
Writing quality, referencing, and formatting (including Al-use statement) 2%
Total 25%

FINAL PRESENTATION (20%)

Criterion Weight

Clarity and structure of the presentation [Logical flow, clear introduction, body, conclusion; 5%
within time limit)

Explanation of research question, theory, and chosen method (coherence with written 7%
proposal; ability to justify choices)

Use of slides and visual aids (up to é slides, readability, focus on key points) 3%
Engagement and delivery (spoken clarity, pacing, ability to respond to questions]) 3%
Professionalism and technical preparation (slide submission on time, proper referencing, Al- 2%

use statement where relevant)

Total 20%

Methodology of Corruption Research 7



PLAN OF THE COURSE

METHODOLOGY
OF CORRUPTION
RESEARCH



SESSION 1. SESSION 2.
INTRODUCTION: QUANTITATIVE
WHY METHODS MATTER. APPROACHES (BIG DATA).

Q Agenda Q Agenda

® This session outlines the overall research ® This session explores the differences between
architecture (problem, question, theory, design, the use of traditional data (i.e. surveys) and big
methods) and show how each guest session fits data (i.e. procurement] can be used to measure
into it. corruption. Students will understand how

statistical methods and machine learning can be
applied to measure the complex phenomenon of
Q Required reading: procurement. We will use real world examples
of both.
@ Fazekas, M., & Sanchez, A. H. (2021).

Emergency procurement: The role of big open

data. Public Procurement Regulation in (a)

Crisis, 559-574.
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SESSION 3. SESSION 4.
CONCEPTUALISATION, DESIGNING AND
OPERATIONALISATION, ADMINISTERING SURVEYS.
AND INDICATORS IN

CORRUPTION RESEARCH.  Agenda

® This session reviews the steps in developing
and implementing surveys, from formulating
% Agenda questions and choosing response formats to
sampling and fieldwork logistics. It will pay
particular attention to sources of bias and to
ethical and practical challenges.

® This session clarifies how corruption-related
concepts become measurable constructs and
indicators, using a few concrete index/survey
examples and basic critique.

Q Required reading:

@ Parvanova, |., & Lagarde, M. (2025). Framing of
sensitive topics in surveys measuring corruption
in healthcare. Social Science & Medicine, 364,
117521.



SESSION 5. SESSION 6.
FROM QUESTION TO EXPERIMENTAL DESIGNS.
RESEARCH DESIGN.

Q Agenda

% Agenda ® This session highlights how experiemnts can be
used to assess individual and situational factors
® This session helps students turn research of corruption but also as a proxy to assess
questions into basic design choices anticorruption policies.

(observational, comparative, experimental,
qualitative) and see what each can and cannot
answer.

Q Required reading:

@& Kobis, N., Oded, S., de Bruijn, A. L., Huang,
S., & van Rooij, B. (2025). Is Less More? Field
Evidence on the Impact of Anti-Bribery Policies
on Employee Knowledge and Corrupt Behavior.
Regulation & Governance.
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SESSION 7. SESSION 8.
THEORETICAL TENSIONS EXPLORING CORRUPTION
AND EMPIRICAL BLIND TOLERANCE.

SPOTS.

Q Agenda

% Agenda ® This session explores and understand what
it means to tolerate corruption. This involves
® This session highlights key tensions in studying its definition, how it relates to different
corruption research (norms vs behaviour, types of corruption, how it is measured and its
context vs comparability) and the empirical blind potential manifestation—even in democratic
spots that different methods leave. contexts.

Q Required reading:
@& Gouvea Maciel, G. (2021]). What we (don't) know
so far about tolerance towards corruption
in European democracies: measurement

approaches, determinants, and types. Social
Indicators Research, 157(3), 1131-1153.



SESSION 9.
COMPARATIVE AND
CASE STUDY DESIGNS IN
CORRUPTION RESEARCH.

Q Agenda

® This session introduces main comparative and
case-study logics and how they support different
kinds of inferences in corruption research.

Q Required reading:

@ Odilla, F., & Veloso, C. (2024). Citizens and
their bots that sniff corruption: Using digital
technology to monitor and expose politicians
who misuse public money. American Behavioral
Scientist.
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SESSION 10.

INTERVIEWS AND
JOURNALISTIC TECHNIQUES
APPLIED TO ACADEMIC
RESEARCH.

Q Agenda

® This session focuses on different types of
interviews, how to analyze them, while reflecting
on how journalistic techniques can strengthen
academic research by enabling richer data
collection and more compelling communication
of results.



SESSION 11-12.
PRESENTATIONS.

Q Agenda

® In the last two sessions, students present their
individial papers on a selected session topic
covered during the course.



LECTURER

Joseph Pozsgai-Alvarez

is Associate Professor at The University of Osaka
and Director of the Human Sciences International
Undergraduate Degree Program. He has a doctorate
in political science from the University of Tsukuba.
He founded the Japan Network of Anti-Corruption
Researchers (JANAR) and serves on various steering
and advisory boards related to (anti-Jcorruption and
integrity. Dr. Pozsgai-Alvarez is the editor of The
Politics of Anti-Corruption Agencies in Latin America
(Routledge 2021) and The Routledge Handbook of
Anti-Corruption Research and Practice [Routledge,
2025). He has also worked as a consultant for various
public and private institutions around the world.
Since 2022, he hosts the monthly Virtual Roundtable
on Measuring Corruption series.
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