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Abstract—The use of social media data in research is common, o) Methodology
spanning fields from computer science to social science, from human- )
computer interaction to law and criminology. However, social media data
often contains personal and sensitive information. While prior work
discusses the ethics of research using social media data, focusing on
ethics broadly can be insufficient to unravel granular privacy risks and
possible mitigations. Focusing on research papers that use social media
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@ Only 35% of security and privacy papers using social media data mention any considerations of
data anonymization, availability, and storage.
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. Key Takeaways
* Tools exist to respect user privacy—we must hold ourselves and each other accountable to
implement them.
* Initiate privacy-conscious research design, not just compliance.
* Encourage documenting and reporting privacy decisions.
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