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About me

• Ph.D.: University of Hawaii (rodent models of anxiety, fear, stress)

• Postdoc: NIH (Autism mouse models)

• Assistant professor: UC Davis MIND Institute (Autism mouse models)

*dropped off the chasing tenure game 

• Core Director/Assistant professor: 2016-present Columbia

• Co-authored 60+ research articles. Citation count ~8700



Topics
• The first case: Domenico Pratico (Temple University)

• The biggest case: Eliezer Masliah (UCSD, NIA)

• Current focuses: 

• Targeting “papermills”

• Problematic journals

• Fighting unjust “Corrections”

• What can you do?: Open dialogues on the “publish or perish” toxic culture. 



In another word….
• Personal stories

• Big cases

• Sleuth psychology 

• Publish or Perish, the f***

• Capitalism sucks

• Nobody is immune

• Systemic issues

• Power to the little people  



Retractions caused

Total: ~150 since 2022

2020-2022: 1

2025: 14



“Publish or Perish”

“Grant $$$ or Perish”

Publishers prioritize $ 
over quality

Papermills industrialize 
publishing fake papers

current peer review 
system





Notable case: An entire book retracted 



Notable case: “Batch” retractions



My first case



February 2020



June 2024



Dr. Richard Morris and Morris water maze



Morris water maze test for spatial memory 

Yang et al., 2012



Polydoro et al, 2009
Qian et al, 2018



RETRACTED: Giannopoulos and Pratico, 2018. Molecular Neurobiology 

• Very old

• Both sexes 

• Mixed background 
(recessive RD 
mutations) 

• N=10/group

• Mice are not natural 
swimmers

“Once again, the watermaze data show a striking linear pattern



RETRACTED Giannopoulos and Pratico., 2018. Molecular Neurobiology

“Once again, the latency to escape declines in an almost exactly linear 
fashion in all groups over days 1-3” --- Richard Morris



“…..indeed, they do require a certain “suspension of 
disbelief”. Which is how the British diplomatic service 
describes things of which don’t believe a single word!”-
---- Richard Morris



Completely stone-walled by Office for Research 
Integrity (ORI) and journal EICs



The master sleuths who helped to push the case 
forward (Dr. Elisabeth Bik, “Cheshire” and many others)



Fig 3F Fig 2E Fig 3 Fig 3F

Images often re-used to indicate different experimental conditions



Images often re-used to indicate different experimental conditions



Re-use, re-use, re-use



When in trouble, blame the student 





The biggest case: Eliezer Masliah, former director of 
Neuroscience at National Institute of Aging (NIA). 

• NIA’s Division of Neuroscience budget was 2.6 

billion last year

• Over 800 papers published

• Over 130 flagged for potential misconduct

• Over 500 co-authors impacted

• His research was behind the development of 

several anti-Parkinson’s drugs  that target α-

synuclein. 

• 22 papers on effects of Cerebrolysin, 8 

flagged



Charles Piller Elisabeth Bik

Matthew Schrag Kevin Patrick (@Cheshire)



Disclosure: ImageTwin AI



Fig 2: Several overlapping images in this 
panel reportedly describe different 
experimental conditions. 

MY







Fig 5: line-9 alpha-syn image appears to 

contain cloned sections





RETRACTED

Fig 5A: Potentially duplicated / cloned 

regions detected



Fig 2 Fig 4

Fig 2 legend reads “Arrows indicate 

dystrophic neuritis containing alpha-

synuclein accumulation”. Red circles in 

the Fig 4 image indicate regions 

obviously different between these images 

which should have come from the same 

tissue sample.  







2015 Mice2013 Rats





Fig 5
Fig 1



2014,2016

Fig 1A: The HIV+ image was from a 2014 study, differently 

cropped. Experimental conditions are completely different. 

Fig 6C



NOT in the NIH dossier



NOT in the NIH dossier



NOT in the NIH dossier



NOT in the NIH dossier



Forensically 

NOT in the NIH dossier



Check Pubpeer for the all evidence



Recent effort

Papermills, Journals (chemistry, material 
sciences etc.)



Forensically (free) 



Research Rabbit (free) 



Fig  2: All the traces appear identical 
RETRACTED







Fig 1b in the Prakash paper and 
Fig 1b in the Singh paper are 
identical, but representing 
different materials





Fig 3: a and b are pixel-identical except for the region between 5 and 6 KeV 



Fig 1: PD-ZMOF@LNs and ZMOF traces have identical noises





One journal at a time

• Reported 80 papers to 
Environmental 
Research in Nov 2024

• 14 retracted by Jan 
2025



Figure 4C: Ti does not seem to have peaks between 2 and 4 KeV

RETRACTED



Fig 1: The two traces are identical
RETRACTED



Table 2: 0.577 occurred 18 times as SE

RETRACTED



Fighting cavalier 
“corrections”

Bad corrections 
effectively launder fraud 
into the literature



“Corrected”

Pink boxes indicate sections that are extremely similar

“Corrected”



Flagged 



“Corrected”  



Not to blame capitalism for everything, but…..

Google “Elsevier profit margin”



What can you do: Reporting

• Not everything is “maybe I just don’t understand something…” 

• Post on Pubpeer
• No personal attacks
• Be descriptive, and refrain from interpreting what it means or the intention

• Benefits of the doubt
• Hostile posts will be moderated out 

• Report to journals and Ethics department of each publisher



What can you do ----- to not fall down the slippery slope

• Most importantly, identify sources of toxic pressure, and resist
 
• External pressure: 

• “You are 4th year student, you need to graduate soon.”
• “If I don’t get this grant, I don’t have $ to support  you next year……and can you 

give a graph to show XYZ”
• “The parents are so supportive of our work on developing cures for Autism”

• Internal pressure
• “I just need that one big paper to get the faculty job”
• “I need my visa sponsored for my family”
• “I worked so hard for so long this experiment, something has to  work.”



Pubpeer



Pubpeer dos and don’ts

• Don’t use fraud, fake, fabricated, it is just wrong etc. etc

• Do be descriptive, clear and plain.

• Don’t start petty arguments about “bad experiments”. It is not a place to 

show that you know better. 

• Don’t assume culpability  

• Do provide supporting evidence (links to reputable data bases, related 

papers etc.)

• Do respect the moderators (who could be wrong)







Earth is mostly water

Science is mostly negative data

Both are life

Peace out 
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