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Scientific integrity is the condition resulting from adherence to professional
values and practices when conducting, reporting, and applying the results of
scientific activities that ensures objectivity, clarity, and reproducibility, and
that provides insulation from bias, fabrication, falsification, plagiarism,
inappropriate influence, political interference, censorship, and inadequate
procedural and information security.

https://www.usda.gov/our-agency/staff-offices/office-chief-scientist-ocs/scientific-integrity-and-research-misconduct
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Harvard and the Brigham call for 31 retractions of cardiac stem cell research - STAT 211119, 2:24 PM

Harvard teaching hospital to pay $10 million
to settle research misconduct allegations

Brigham and Women’s Hospital and its parent health-
care network have agreed to pay $10 million to the U.S.

Harvard and the Brigham call for more than 30 retractions of cardiac stem cell research  cvermment o resoeatesations i faudutenty o

tained federal funding.

B}l M @_mmmv and Wm The case, which involves three former Harvard stem
cell researchers, dates back several years. In 2014, Cir-
culation retracted a paper by Piero Anversa, Annarosa

“ober 14,2018

Leri, and Jan Kajstura, among others, amidst a univer-
sity investigation into misconduct allegations. Anversa
and Leri — whose lab was described as filled with

“fear” by one former research fellow — later sued the

hospital for notifying journals of that investigation. They lost.

Piero Anversa

Harvard Medical School and Brigham and Women’s Hospital have recommended that 31 papers from a
former lab director be retracted from medical journals.

The papers from the lab of Dr. Piero Anversa, who studied cardiac stem cells, “included falsified and/or
fabricated data,” according to a statement to Retraction Watch and STAT from the two institutions.

Last year, the hospital agreed to a $10 million settlement with the U.S. government over allegations
Anversa and two colleagues’ work had been used to fraudulently obtain federal funding. Anversa and Dr.



Harvard Medical School Requests
Retractions for Former Professor’s  Harvard Medical

Research School - Research
Misconduct Leads to

After years of lawsuits, investigations, and controversy surrounding research $ 10 M | I | ion
malpractice, Harvard Medical School and Brigham and Women’s Hospital S ettl ement
requested retractions Sunday for 31 papers written by a former faculty member.

Last updated May 21,2018

NEJM retracts article tfrom tormer researcher once
hailed as heart stem cell pioneer oo

Owen Dyer ::':::“
The BMJ ;;ewous

The New England Journal of Medicine has retracted one paper’ emerged that Harvard and Brigham were investigating Anversa’s
and issued an “expression of concem™ about two others” within laboratorv and warnine ioumals of their worries. He and his
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What pushes scientists to lie? The
disturbing but familiar story of Haruko

John Rasko and Carl Power
Wed 18 Feb 2015 13.30 GMT

The spectacular fall of the Japanese scientist who claimed to have triggered stem
cell abilities in regular body cells is not uncommon in the scientific community:.
The culprit: carelessness and hubris in the drive to make a historic discovery

he year 2014 was one of extremes for Haruko Obokata. A year of high highs and

even lower lows. Barely 30 years old, she was head of her own laboratory at the

Riken Center for Developmental Biology (CDB) in Kobe, Japan, and was taking the

male-dominated world of stem cell research by storm. She was hailed as a bright

new star in the scientific firmament and a national hero. But her glory was short-
lived and her fall from grace spectacular, completed in several humiliating stages.
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Corbis

Raj Persaud

For the results of the research
integrity study see Nature 2008;
453: 980-82. DOI:10.1038/
453980a

Fighting plagiarism

On June 21, the UK’s General Medical Council suspended
Raj Persaud from practice for 3 months, after an
investigation into plagiarism. Persaud has admitted
plagiarising others’ work in newspaper pieces, journal
articles, and a book. He has apologised and blamed
his “confused mental state” and “cutting-and-pasting
errors”. As well as being a practising psychiatrist,
Persaud is a media celebrity in the UK, having appeared
as an expert consultant on TV and radio talk shows. His
status has brought the issues of plagiarism and scientific
misconduct into the limelight, but how many other
cases go unnoticed or unchallenged?

Sandra Titus and colleagues report the results of a
research integrity study in the June 19 issue of Nature.
2212 researchers from 605 institutions across the USA
were asked whether they had witnessed fabrication or
falsification of results, or plagiarism, during a 3-year
period. The results equated to three cases of misconduct
being observed per 100 researchers every year. Over a
third of the incidents were plagiarism.

Plagiarism is a serious issue for the scientific community;
itis intellectual theft, and totally unacceptable. Yet tackling
the issue is fraught with problems. The boundaries of
what constitutes plagiarism are blurred. Although several
organisations have guidelines including the Committee of
Publication Ethics and the US Office of Research Integrity,
they are not uniform in their definitions. Emerging
technologies (eg, electronic referencing programmes
and cut-and-paste techniques) have brought with them
greater risks of accidental errors, so identifying and
proving dishonest manipulation is complicated.

Plagiarism undermines the value of research. The onus
is on the whole scientific community to promote a state
of professional integrity. Individuals must be honest,
educated in authorship etiquette, and accountable for
their actions. Peers should be prepared to report unethical
behaviour, and be supported by their seniors and funders.
All institutions must strive to achieve an environment of
sound research integrity that researchers can be proud of,
and that the public know they can trust. B The Lancet

www.thelancet.com Vol 371 June 28, 2008
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Abstract

er selective intracoronary administration of adenosine distal to the occlusion
balloon inflation reduces microvascular obstruction (MVO) as assessed with
cardiac 2 e imaging (MRI). Using contrast-enhanced sequences, microvascular obstruction

| . We found 81 patients presenting with STEMI within 12 h from symptom onset who
he study. In 80/81 (100%) patients receiving the study drug, MRI was performed on Day 1
ngioplasty. Results. The prevalence of MVO was reduced in the patients treated with

were eligible
after primary
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Our core practices

Core practices are the policies and practices joumals and publishers need, 10 reach the highest standards in publication ethics. We
indude cases with advice, guidance for day-to-day practice, education modules and events on topical issues, 10 support journals and
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"You are completely free to carry out whatever research
you want, so long as you come to these conclusions."
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