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999: 384-387/.

G. Gaskell et al., “Worlds
genetically modified
S.” (16 Jul. 1999, p.
eby retracted because, unknown to
s, at the time of publication

All the data sets in

e now in the public domain, or will be
ortly, and may be obtained through the
appropriate national data archives ( ).
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http://www.sciencemag.org/lookup/doi/10.1126/science.285.5426.384
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Robert+B.+Tracy&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
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icing inhibitor in extracts from
ith HIV-1"- by D. Gutman
hed in the 16 September
(volume 241, p.

). The data in
r be considered reliable.’
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1477-1481.

orial Effects of Odorant Mixes in
escribed subcellular patterns of
n in anterior piriform cortex
ter mice had been ed to odorants. We
some cortical neurons express Arc in

 mix of two odorants but not either odorant
poratory has been unable to reproduce this
therefore retracting the Report. | sincerely
iny confusion that its publication may have



http://www.sciencemag.org/content/311/5766/1477
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/311/5766/1477
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/311/5766/1477
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/311/5766/1477
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Robert+B.+Tracy&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Linda+B.+Buck&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
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/ing out experiments that
xtension of our recent Science paper
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es in |mmunoglobulm class switch

_ . Because of
thors are retracting the entire paper on
recombination ( ). We are deeply regretful
tific misconceptions that have resulted
these studies.


http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Robert+B.+Tracy&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Michael+R.+Lieber&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Robert+B.+Tracy&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Michael+R.+Lieber&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Chih-Lin+Hsieh&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Chih-Lin+Hsieh&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Chih-Lin+Hsieh&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Michael+R.+Lieber&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/332/6026/251
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Michael+R.+Lieber&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/332/6026/251
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=D.+A.+Stapel&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/332/6026/251
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=D.+A.+Stapel&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
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2011: Vol. 334 p. 1202
h chaos: How disordered contexts
discrimination” ( ) reported the
ment on human stereotyping
31 October 2011, Tilburg
announce findings of

tory behavior
d a press conferen

repo
=

apel. Coauthor Lindenberg was in no way
olved in the generation of the data and agrees to the
retraction of the paper.
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http://www.sciencemag.org/content/332/6026/251
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/332/6026/251
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/332/6026/251
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/332/6026/251
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/332/6026/251
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=D.+A.+Stapel&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=S.+Lindenberg&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=D.+A.+Stapel&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=S.+Lindenberg&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/300/5620/undefined
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Editorial Expressio
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009, Science published the Report “Detection of an infectious

5 of patients with chronic fatigue syndrome,” a study by

that a retrovirus called XMRV (xenotropic murine leukemia
1e blood of 67% of patients with chronic fatigue syndrome

ntrols (1). Since then,

by other investiga
XMRYV in indeper ' : [...]

rdi et al. (1) attracted considerable attention, and its publication in Science
ng impact on the community of CFS patients and beyond.

validity of the study by

2= lelg e i)y (4=, and attaching it to Science's 23 October 2009 publication by Lombardi

.S. National Institutes of Health is sponsoring additional carefully designed studies to
ascertain whether the association between XMRV and CFS can be confirmed. Science eagerly
awaits the outcome of these further studies and will take appropriate action when their
results are known. ‘

Bruce Alberts, Editor-in-Chief
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Report, “Detection of an Infectious
ells of patients with chronic fatigue
hors, Silverman and Das Gupta,

¥ [+ 11 more]
Science 14 October 2011


http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Robert+H.+Silverman&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/300/5620/undefined
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Robert+H.+Silverman&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/300/5620/undefined
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aport “detection of an infectious retrovirus,
ients with chronic fatigue syndrome” ( ).

g those of the original authors ( ), have failed
rine leukemia virus—related virus (XIMRV) or
—related viruses in chronic fatigue

here is evidence of poor quality

, Editor-in-Chief
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http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Bruce+Alberts&sortspec=date&submit=Submit

Science

A Single Molecular Sg J. H. Schon, et al.
18 April 2002

1S a result of the report of the Beasley Committee to Bell
Lucent Technologies, several papers on which J. H. Schon
author have been retracted. Another paper ( ) that was
cience was not formally analyzed by the Beasley
Although we recognize that some parts of this paper may
e note that key parts depend on and cite results or
hods derived from two of the already retracted papers ( , ). We
therefore advise the scientific community that the validity of all of the
results in this paper cannot be established.

, Editor-in-Chief


http://www.sciencemag.org/content/300/5620/undefined
http://www.nap.edu/catalog/12192.html
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Donald+Kennedy&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencemag.org/search?author1=Donald+Kennedy&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
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ipotent Human Embryonic Stem Cell Line Derived

g Hyuk Park, Eul Soon Park, Eu Gene Lee, Ja Min Koo, Hyun
ng, Sun Jong Kim, Curie Ahn, Jung Hye Hwang, Ky

2004: 1669-1674.Published online 12 February 2004

ific Embryonic Stem Cells Derived from Human SCNT

, Sung Il Roh, Byeong Chun Lee, Sung Keun Kang, Dae Kee Kwon, Sue
un Jong Kim, Sun Woo Park, Hee Sun Kwon, Chang Kyu Lee, Jung Bok Lee, Jin
im, Curie Ahn, Sun Ha Paek, Sang Sik Chang, Jung Jin Koo, Hyun Soo Yoon, Jung
Hye Hwang, Youn Young Hwang, Ye Soo Park, Sun Kyung Oh, Hee Sun Kim, Jong Hyuk
Park, Shin Yong Moon, and Gerald Schatten

Science 17 June 2005: 1777-1783.Published online 19 May 2005
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On December 1, 2006, Science published, on this Web site, the report of a
committee commissioned by the journal to review its practices in the period leading
up to the publication of the 2004 and 2005 stem cell papers by Hwang ef al.. which
were subsequently retracted. On this page, we are making available direct links to
the report, Science's response, and an accompanying editorial

To provide additional context on the history of the controversy, we also provide on this
page links to Science’s editorial retraction of the papers and other official statements
on the situation, the original Science papers, associated news coverage on the
controversy, letters and a Policy Forum on the controversy, and another Policy
Forum on stem cell ethics published earlier in 2005

COMMITTEE REPORT AND SCIENCE RESPONSE

Jump to features in

special collection:

* Committee Report
* Science Statements
v The FPapers
Mews Coverage
v Letters/

Folicy Forum

In its 1 December issue, Science published an editonal, authored by Editor-in-Chief Don Kennedy
discussing the journal's internal review process in the wake of the Hwang scandal, as well as the review
conducted by a committee including members of the journal's Senior Editorial Board, the U.S. executive
editor of another major scientific journal, and two distinguished members of the stem cell research

community. Links to the editorial and associated report appear below

Editorial: Responding to Fraud

Donald Kennedy

Science 1 December 2006 314: 1353 [DOI: 10.1126/5cience. 1137840]
Full Text »PDF =

Supporting Online Material: Committee Report and Science Response

Committee Report: John Brauman, John Gearhart, Douglas Melton, Linda Miller, Linda Partridge, Gearge

Whitesides
Response: Donald Kennedy
PDF »

Poster

I s
Browse and
download posters.

.

The new journal
from AAAS
& Science.

At the expanding
intersection of basic scienc
and clinical medicine.
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Impact of

pon manuscript submission, to

d authorship and con t-of-interest disclosure
cceptance by all authors.

es checked at revision for inappropriate

Restrictions on data/materials access minimized.

- No unpublished data allowed. All references/data must be
available at the time of publication.
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support. 100%
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hor from each lab or group
guestion: | have personally

Yes Not applicable; | am not the
ior author or lab head.

as, these data are presented in these
figures and tables (including the Supporting
Online Material):




Science policy:

aterials availability: All data
derstand, assess, and extend

aterials must be fulfilled. Any restrictions
n the availability of data or materials,

eements), must be disclosed to the
editors upon submission. “
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and public access to research data not only makes
ication more visible, it is also a condition for
e replication and meta-analysis....”
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ures as the print publication.
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ion process can be long and complex.
) to demands for instant reaction
is different.

e think we’ve seen it all, there’s a new twist
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community's interest
e trustworthin results and close
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raise responsible actions, especially
n those carry personal costs.

Donald Kennedy
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Science

S

Ty = 1 —_mwam 1 ceamma

SATURDAY, JULY 3. 188o.

S e e ———— ]

Toe Correspondents,

All communications should be addressed to the Editor—Box 5838, P,
0., New York—with name aed addiess of writer, not secrsanily for pub-
Bication without conseni,

Scwentific papers and vorres pondence intended for publication, should be
written Jeyddfy on one side only of the paper.  Articles thus received will
be returned when lousd waseitable for the Jeurnal,

These engaged in Scientific Kesearch are invited to make this Jowrnal
the medium of recording their work, amd facilities will be extended to
Ebose desirous of publishing eriginal communications possersing merit,

Preceedings of Scientific Secieties will be recorded, but the absaraces
farnibed must be sipned by the Secretaries,

Both questions and answers in ™ Notes and Queries ™ should be made
us brief as possible ; an onsver appearing to demond am eloborate reply,
may be written in the form of an aricle,
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