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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 more than 30 retractions of cardiac stem cell research

By [vaa Quamsky Brranacaasky and Sdun Mo ®arsans
‘ober 14,2018

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.
government to resolve allegations it fraudulently ob-
tained federal funding.

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
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
\nversa 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 lawsuaits, investigations, and controversy surrounding research

\‘ $10 Million
malpeactice, Harvard Medical School and Brigham and Woesen's Hospital
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requested retractions Sunday for 31 papers written by a former faculty member. B _S_et_tlem "
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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

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

Aims. Previous stu ~ ‘ut intravenous administration of adenosine improves myocardial
reperfusion and iffarct size in ST-elevation myocardial infarction (STEMI) patients. Intracoronary
administration of a ’ wn conflicting results. Methods. In this retrospective, single-centre, blinded

chéther selective intracoronary administration of adenosine distal to the occlusion
balloon inflation reduces microvascular obstruction (MVO) as assessed with

(MVO) w: , . We found 81 patients presenting with STEMI within 12 h from symptom onset who
were eligible he study. In 80/81 (100%) patients receiving the study drug, MRI was performed on Day 1
after primary angioplasty. Results. The prevalence of MVO was reduced in the patients treated with
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Our core practices

Core practices are the policies and practices joumals and publishers need, 1o 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
publishers fulfi their policies.

1. Allegations of misconduct 2. Authorship and contributorship 3. Complaints and appeals

4. Conflicts of interest / Competing
interests

5. Data and reproducibility 6. Ethical oversight
7. Intellectual property 8. Journal management 9. Peer review processes

10. Post-publication discussions and
corrections
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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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INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE of
MEDICAL JOURNAL EDITORS

ICMJE Uniform Disclosure Form for Potential Conflicts of Interest

Section 1. Identifying Information

Given Name:
(or first)

Are you the corresponding author? [ | Yes

Kermit

Sumame:
(or lact)

The Frog

X No

Effective Date: |24-September-2009

Format example: 07-August-2008

Corresponding author’s name: |Miss Piggy

Manuscript Title:

The effects of Sunstop on the function of sunlight on frog skin slime

Manuscript Identifying Number (if you know it): |FJ-12345
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RETRACTED: lleal-lymphoid-nodular hyperplasia, non-specifi... ! ~ Download PDF [942 KB]

Summary

Introduction

Patients and methods

Results

Discussion

References

Article Info

Figures

Tables

Methods

12 children (mean age 6 years [range 3-10], 11 boys) were referred to
a paediatric gastroenterology unit with a history of normal
development followed by loss of acquired skills, including language,
together with diarrhoea and abdominal pain. Children underwent
gastroenterological, neurological, and developmental assessment
and review of developmental records. lleocolonoscopy and biopsy
sampling, magnetic-resonance imaging (MRI),
electroencephalography (EEG), and lumbar puncture were done
under sedation. Barium follow-through radiography was done where
possible. Biochemical, haematological, and immunological profiles

were examined.

Findings




pervasive developmental disorder in children

The Editors of The Lancet

Published: February 06,2010 - DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(10)60175-4

Following tQ g M ®eiagal Medical Council's Fitness
e Panel on Jan 28, 2010, it has be
gof the 1998 paper by Wakefield gj
contrary to the sk g s vestigation. 2 In particular, the

yme clear that several

|1 are incorrect,

claims in the original paper that children were “consecutively
referred” and that investigations were “approved” by the local ethics
committee have been proven to be false. Therefore we fully retract

this paper from the published record.




Year Citation
retracted before

9. Viral pathogenicity deter- 2015 784

minants are suppressors of

transgene silencing in Nico-
tiana benthamiana. EMBO J;

NOV 1998.
Year of pyblication

Brigneti G, Voinnet O, Lt WX, Ji
LH, Ding SW, Baulcombe DC

Citation
after

65

Total
citation

849




Table 2 Individual reasons for retraction and classification into the main categories of honest error, misconduct or unclear

Honest
Reason for retraction error Misconduct Unclear
Breach of editorial policy 1
Co-authors unaware of manuscript submission 0
Compromised peer review 4
Data falsification/fabrication 10
Data unreliable 6 8
Duplicate publication 7 1
Image duplication 1 5
No consent 1
No ethical approval 5
No permission for data 3 2
Plagiarism 22
Published in error 10
Undeclared conflict of interest 3
Sub-totals per broad category 17 102 15

Moylan EC, Kowalczuk MK. Why articles are retracted: a retrospective cross-sectional study of
retraction notices at BioMed Central. BMJ Open 2016;6:e012047. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2016- 012047
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PDF [42 KB]
Retraction—Hydroxychloroquine or chloroquine with or without a

macrolide for treatment of COVID-19: a multinational registry analysis

Mandeep R Mehra Frank Ruschitzka « Amit N Patel

Published: June 05,2020  DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)31324-6

After publication of our Lancet Article, several concerns were raised
with respect to the veracity of the data and analyses conducted by
Surgisphere Corporation and its founder and our co-author, Sapan
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W M) Retraction—Hydroxychloroquine or chloroquine with or
without a macrolide for treatment of COVID-19:
a multinational registry analysis

Creavidars

Fuiblished Online
June 4, 2020

sypdiol oegy 10, 1016
D-6736{20)31324-6

After publication of our Lancet Articdle,” several concerns
were raised with respect to the veracity of the data
and analyses conducted by Surgisphere Corporation
and its founder and our co-author, Sapan Desai, in
our publication. We launched an independent third-
party peer review of Surgisphere with the consent of
Sapan Desai to evaluate the ongination of the database
elements, to confirm the completeness of the database,
and to replicate the analyses presented in the paper.

Cur independent peer reviewers informed us that
Surgisphere would not transfer the full dataset, client
contracts, and the full 150 audit report to their servers
for analysis as such transfer would violate dient
agreements and confidentiality requirements. As such,
our reviewers were not able to conduct an independent
and private peer review and therefore notified us of their
withdrawal from the peer-review process.

We always aspire to perform our research in accordance
with the highest ethical and professional guidelines. 'We
can never forget the responsibility we have as researchers
to sorupulously ensure that we rely on data sources that
adhere to our high standards. Based on this development,
we can no longer vouch for the veradty of the primary
data sources. Due to this unfortunate development, the
authors request that the paper be retracted.

We all entered this collaboration to contribute
in good faith and at a time of great need during
the COVID-19 pandemic. We deeply apologise to
you, the editors, and the journal readership for amy
embarrassment or inconvenience that this may have
caused.

MPBM reports personal fess from Abbott. Meadtronic Jamssen. Roieant,

Triphe Gane, Mesoblast, Baim institwte for Clinecal Research, Portola, Bager,
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Y Soman & Philip Felig (1978)

 NEJM sent Felig paper for review

e Felig passed paper to junior
colleague Soman

http://tinyurl.com/somanl11
http://tinyurl.com/felig11

e They rejected paper

e Few months later, Am J Medicine sent original author
paper by Soman to review

e Sections clearly copied from hers, plus additional
material later shown to be made up

Plagiarism
Fabrication
Violation of peer-review process

https://www.slideshare.net/cjrw2/infamous-cases-of-research-misconduct



Jon Sudbo (1993-2005)

e Research into prevention of oral cancer at Norwegian
Radium Hospital, Oslo

e 2005 paper in Lancetraised almost instant accusation
of fabrication as it included 900 patients from
database that didn’t exist at time cited

e Also found that second image in a 2001 NEJM paper
just enlargement of first VI et L.

e Eventually 15 papers (plus e ‘
PhD) retracted "IIH ﬂ:

x] Fabrication ’ {
x] Falsification |

http://tinyurl.com/sudbo11

https://www.slideshare.net/cjrw2/infamous-cases-of-research-misconduct
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