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Posted in Uncategorized

Breast cancer studies by fired Pfizer employee retracted

without comments

Last year, Pfizer fired one of Its sclentists following an ¢

investigation that ended with requests for retraction of five ol @) Most Visaes

her studies. Now, two of the five papers, which were flest
flagged on PubPeer, have been retracted

One notice cites the Plizer investigation, which found that
cancer researcher Min-jean Yin had Included duplicated imag
in all five papers. Yin is the last author on both retracted pap

Mere’s the first notice from Clinical Cancer Research, which s
maost or all of the questioned images appear to be duplicates,
and Plizer — who sponsored the study and requested the retr
Read the rast of this entry »
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Undisclosed conflicts of interest usually lead to corrections - but

for some journals, that's not enough

with one comment

When authors are faced with filling out a journal’s conflict of Interest form, deciding
what gualifies as a refevant conflict can be tricky. When such omissions come to ligh
only rarely 9o they resull in retractions - and certainly not author bars, But there are
exceptions

In October, the Journal Chest retracted a 2015 review article exploring how
mechanical ventilation can be used most effectively to manage acute respiratory
distress syndrome (ARDS) after finding that the authors failed “1o disclose all relevan
confiicts of interest.” What's more, the journal inmially planned ta ban the two
authors with undisclosed conflicts from submitting papers to the journal for three
years, but uitimately decided agamnst it

The Commitzee on Publication Ethics says that retractions may be warranted in cases
of interest, but i our experience, most notices that cite that reason mention other ¢
as well. Not this case - here, the only thing that seemed wrong with the paper was tt
mention their ties 10 & ventilator company. The authors requested 3 Correction - the
the other journals they contacted « but to Chest, that wasn't enough

Here's the retraction notice for “Mechanical Ventifation 2s a Therapeutic Tool to Red
the rest of this entry »

s

Sadly,cheating is all ted Comman --- (ackily we have vbatd\dn’:.l

c retrantionwatch com

o Pepuw

outed data fevty avelable.obtecton to
eadih salrty. sage unted atatey

% AAFPW FCC Bvam

> 980
X Emoatny Can Fuel
2§ Solect Language ¥
Archives

Archives
Selact Mosth °)

Retraction posts by
author, country, journal,

< retracticnwatch.com

(&) Most Visked ~

% Apple @ Getting Started Yahoo! f Google Maps B YouTube 8 Wikipedia [ Nows -

Written by han Oransky
January 21st, 2017 at 5:30 am

Posted in weekeng reads

“We made big mistakes:" Gastric paper pulled with u|

without comments
Sometimes we come across a real head-scratcher.

That happened this week, when we saw a retraction notice for a2 2015 paper on
gastric cancer in the International journal of Clinical and Experimental

Medicine, which only says the authors “made big mistakes® and contains two fairly
significant typos.

Although there's no sign of a retraction on PubMed, the table of contents for the
latest issue of the Journal lists the retraction — but includes no hyperlink to the

notice, The only way to see it is via a Web cached version. Here's the text:

Read the rest of this entry »
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