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What to do if you suspect fabricated data
(b) Suspected fabricated data in a published article

( Reader expresses suspicion of fabricated data )

( Thank reader and state your plans to investigate )

(Consider getting a 2nd opinion from another reviewer )
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( Assemble evidence of fabrication ) ............ If raw data are supplied these
should be assessed by a
* suitably qualified person,
Contact author to explain your concerns h ideally in cooperation with the
Request raw data/lab notebooks as appropriate | author’s institution
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Author replies ' No response authors (check
Medline/Google for emails)
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body .
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been detected)
Inform reader of outcome v
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Contact regulatory body
(e.g. GMC for UK doctors)
requesting an enquiry
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