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Autoria

Autor: pessoa que contribuiu

intelectual e substantivamente para

o trabalho

Autoria biomédica tem implicações

acadêmicas, sociais e financeiras de

grande importância



 No passado os leitores eram pouco informados

acerca das contribuições dos autores e daqueles

citados nos “Agradecimentos”

 Algumas revistas atualmente exigem e publicam

informações acerca dos contribuições de cada co-

autor para o estudo

 Os Editores são encorajados a desenvolver e

implementar uma política para co-autoria, bem

como a identificação de um co-autor que seja

responsável pela integridade do trabalho como um

todo

Autoria



 Decidida o mais cedo possível, quando
do desenho do experimento

 Somente incluir pessoas que:

- Possam defender o conteúdo intelectual do
trabalho, incluindo dados e conclusões

- Devem tornar público qualquer erro

- No caso de fraude, devem tornar pública a
natureza e a extensão da mesma, e
responder por isso

Autoria



Autoria: Critérios

Todos os seguintes critérios devem ser
obedecidos:

- Ter gerado pelo menos parte do conteúdo
intelectual (concepção e desenho, ou
análise dos dados, ou interpretação dos
mesmos)

- Ter participado da redação ou da revisão
crítica do conteúdo intelectual

- Ter aprovado a versão a ser publicada



Trabalhos multicêntricos:

- O grupo deve identificar o(s) indivíduo(s)
diretamente responsável(is) pelo
manuscrito

- Esses indivíduos devem preencher
completamente os critérios para co-autoria

- Os Editores solicitarão a esses indivíduos
para preencher os respectivos formulários
de autores e de conflitos de interesse

Autoria: Critérios



Trabalhos multicêntricos:

- O(s) autor(es) responsável(eis) devem
indicar claramente a ordem preferencial
dos co-autores e designar um nome para
o grupo

- As revistas, em geral, listam os demais
colaboradores nos “Agradecimentos”

Autoria: Critérios



Não justificam co-autoria:

- Obtenção de recursos

- Coleta de dados

- Supervisão geral do grupo de
pesquisa

- Empréstimo ou fornecimento de
material

- Autorização para utilizar facilidades

do laboratório

Autoria: Critérios



A ordem dos co-autores
deve ser uma decisão
conjunta de todos eles

Todos os autores devem
estar preparados para
explicar essa ordem

Autoria: Ordem



Algumas revistas adotam a ordem
alfabética

A maioria ordena de acordo com a
importância de cada autor no estudo

- O primeiro autor é o responsável primário pela
coleta e análise dos dados, e pela redação

- O último, um pesquisador experiente, é o
responsável final pelo estudo

- Os autores intermediários são listados de
acordo com sua importância no estudo

Autoria: Ordem



Os participantes que não possuam todas as
características de um co-autor devem ser
listados na seção “Agradecimentos”

- Exemplos:

- Indivíduo que prestou serviços puramente técnicos

- Assistente de redação

- Pesquisadores que contribuíram com apoio
inespecífico

 Todas as pessoas devem dar permissão escrita
para serem citadas nos “Agradecimentos”

Autoria: Agradecimentos



 Indivíduos que contribuíram materialmente
para o estudo, mas que não se qualificam
como autores podem ser listados como:
- “Clinical Investigators”
- “Participating Investigators”

 Suas funções ou contribuições devem ser
descritas:
- “Served as scientific advisor”
- “Critically reviewed the study proposal”
- “Collected data”
- “Provided and cared for study patients”

Autoria: Agradecimentos



 Os autores devem estar cientes das seguintes regras
quando submeterem um manuscrito para publicação:

- O manuscrito não pode estar sendo avaliado por outra
revista, e não será enviado para avaliação, até que o
periódico que o revê chegue a uma decisão

- O manuscrito é um trabalho original e verdadeiro, sem
invenções, fraudes ou plágios

- Os autores realizaram uma importante contribuição
científica e conhecem os dados originais

- Os autores leram o manuscrito e assumem a
responsabilidade pelo seu conteúdo, compreendendo
que se o artigo, ou parte dele, for incorreto ou
fraudulento, deverão dividir a responsabilidade pelo fato

Autoria: Responsabilidades



Autoria: Responsabilidades
Erratum: An Official American Thoracic Society Policy Statement. Pay-
for-Performance in Pulmonary, Critical Care, and Sleep Medicine

To the Editor:
Due to an oversight by the writing committee, one of the authors of the
ATS statement “Pay-for-Performance in Pulmonary, Critical Care, and
Sleep Medicine” (1) was omitted from the original print and electronic
publication of the document. The list of authors should have included Dr.
Tasnim Sinuff, M.D., Ph.D. We apologize to Dr. Sinuff for the error.
JEREMY M. KAHN, M.D., M.S.
ON BEHALF OF THE AMERICAN THORACIC SOCIETY
PAY-FOR-PERFORMANCE WORKING GROUP

Reference
1. Kahn MJ, Scales DC, Au DH, Carson SS, Curtis JR, Dudley RA,
Iwashyna TJ, Krishnan JA, Maurer JR, Mularski R, et al.; American
Thoracic Society Pay-for-Performance Working Group. An Official
American Thoracic Society Policy Statement: Pay-for-Performance in
Pulmonary, Critical Care, and Sleep Medicine. Am J Respir Crit Care Med
2010;181:752–761.

Amer J Respir Crit Care Med 182: 1456, 2010
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Science 317 (5839): 748, 2007
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Amer J Respir Crit Care Med 39: 380, 2008
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Eur. Respir. J. 38: 1490, 2011

“Impact of maternal asthma on perinatal outcomes”
F. Firoozi, C. Lemière, M-F. Beauchesne, S. Perreault, A.
Forget, and L. Blais
We regret that the above paper was retracted from publication in the
European Respiratory Journal. This editorial decision was taken due to
the existence of a closely related published paper that was not
disclosed by the authors at submission.

Respiratory Medicine (2010) 104, 1278-1287

Effect of maternal moderate to severe asthma
on perinatal outcomes
Faranak Firoozi, Catherine Lemière, Francine M. Ducharme,
Marie-France Beauchesne, Sylvie Perreault, Anick Bérard,
Ema Ferreira, Amélie Forget, Lucie Blais
Université de Montréal, Québec, Canada
Centre de Recherche de l’Hôpital du Sacré-Coeur de Montréal, Québec, Canada
Hôpital de Montréal pour enfants, Québec, Canada
Research Centre, CHU Ste Justine, Québec, Canada
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Permanent Address: http://www.scientificamerican.com/article.cfm?id=fudge-factor

See Inside

Fudge Factor: A Look at a Harvard Science Fraud Case
Did Marc Hauser know what he was doing?
By Scott O. Lilienfeld | Wednesday, December 15, 2010 | 13

As of this writing, the precise nature of Marc Hauser’s transgressions remains murky.
Hauser is Harvard’s superstar primate psychologist—and, perhaps ironically, an expert
on the evolution of morality—whom the university recently found guilty of eight counts of
scientific misconduct. Harvard has kept mum about the details, but a former lab assistant
alleged that when Hauser looked at videotapes of rhesus monkeys, in an experiment on
their capacity to learn sound patterns, he noted behavior that other people in the lab
couldn’t see, in a way that consistently favored his hypothesis. When confronted with
these discrepancies, the assistant says, Hauser asserted imperiously that his
interpretation was right and the others’ wrong.
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The Lancet 351: 637, 1998
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The Lancet 351: 637, 1998
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The Lancet 375: 445, 2010
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100 Pine Street, Suite 230, San Francisco, CA 94111
Phone: (415) 777-2750, Fax: (415) 777-2803

October 28, 2010

To our readers:

In December 2009 Anesthesia & Analgesia published the manuscript
“Cardiopulmonary Bypass Priming Using a High Dose of a Balanced
Hydroxyethyl Starch Versus an Albumin-Based Priming Strategy” by
Joachim Boldt, Stephan Suttner, Christian Brosch, Andreas Lehmann,
Kerstin Röhm, and Andinet Mengistu (Anesthesia & Analgesia 2009; 109:
1752-1762). Shortly following publication the Journal received several
letters from concerned readers that the variability in the cytokine assay
was too low to be believed. Upon reviewing the results, we concurred with
that assessment. We also believed that the variability in blood gas results
reported in the paper was too low to be believable.

Steven L. Shafer, MD
Editor-in-Chief



Autoria: Responsabilidades

After several months of inquiries we determined that Professor
Boldt’s institution, Klinikum Ludwigshafen, had no Institutional
Review Board. Instead, IRB review and ethical oversight of
research conducted at Klinikum Ludwigshafen is the
responsibility of Landesärztekammer Rheinland-Pfalz (“LÄK”), the
Rheinland State Medical Board. In May I sent a request for review
to LÄK, explaining my concerns about the veracity of the report
published in Anesthesia & Analgesia.

On October 25th I received notification from LÄK about their
findings. Professor Boldt’s manuscript describes IRB review,
written informed consent, prospective randomization, and a
follow-up questionnaire. LÄK determined that there was no IRB
approval, no informed consent, no randomization process, and no
follow-up questionnaire as described in the study. These are very
serious misrepresentations in Professor Boldt’s manuscript. As a
result, the entire manuscript is compromised, and is hereby
retracted.



Autoria: Responsabilidades

The primary concern investigated by LÄK was whether the data in
the manuscript were fabricated. Fabrication is easy to disprove by
providing original research data (e.g., patient medical records,
laboratory records, disk files from research equipment) to
demonstrate the validity of the report. Despite having several
months to collect such data, Professor Boldt has not provided
LÄK with any original research data to refute the allegation of data
fabrication. LÄK has not reached a conclusion that the data were
fabricated. This is still an open question, and LÄK is continuing
its investigation.

Based on the findings of LÄK, the report published in Anesthesia
& Analgesia is fraudulent. Numerous representations in the
manuscript are untrue. It is possible that the study was never
performed at all. If the study were performed as reported, then
that would represent a profound violation of research ethics, as
there was no IRB approval or patient informed consent.



Autoria: Responsabilidades

Professor Boldt has published more than 200 manuscripts in the
peer reviewed medical literature. A shadow has been cast over
that body of work based on a determination that the report
published in Anesthesia & Analgesia is fraudulent. In the coming
months and years we will work with LÄK to determine the veracity
of all reports by Professor Boldt published in Anesthesia &
Analgesia.

Editorial comments to accompany this retraction will appear in the
March 2011 issue of Anesthesia & Analgesia. However, our
responsibility to our readership, and to the
patients we care for, requires our immediately sharing the
findings of the inquiry by LÄK with our readership and the
academic community, and our immediate retraction of the
manuscript



Autoria: Responsabilidades

I apologize to our readership, and to the patients cared for by our
readership, for the publication of a fraudulent report in Anesthesia
& Analgesia. We will examine our editorial policies, the quality of
our peer review, and look for ways to detect fraudulent research in
the peer review process.

I appreciate the dedication to academic integrity demonstrated by
Landesärztekammer Rheinland-Pfalz in pursuing their
investigation into the veracity of a report published in Anesthesia
& Analgesia. They have been exceedingly helpful and forthcoming
at every step. I have absolute confidence that LÄK will work with
the Journal to review the veracity of the manuscripts published by
Professor Boldt in Anesthesia & Analgesia and restore the
integrity of the published scientific record.
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Sincerely,

Steven L. Shafer, MD Editor-in-Chief

Anesthesia & Analgesia



Autoria: Responsabilidades



Autoria: Responsabilidades



Autoria: Responsabilidades



Autoria: Responsabilidades
Retraction of Two Articles
On Behalf of the American Thoracic Society

Introduction
From the Editor:

Following an investigation by the staff of the American Thoracic Society as well as the University of
Louisville, and at the request of the authors, the American Journal of Respiratory Cell and Molecular Biology
has agreed to retract the following articles due to concerns related to digital manipulations and image
duplications that were performed by the first (also corresponding) author without the knowledge of the
coauthors, bringing into question the validity of the findings: ShouWei Han, Hilda N. Rivera, and Jesse
Roman (2005) “Peroxisome proliferator–activated receptor-ligands inhibit 5 integrin gene transcription in
non–small cell lung carcinoma cells” (1); and ShouWei Han, Jeffrey D. Ritzenthaler, XiaoJuan Sun, Ying
Zheng, and Jesse Roman (2009) “Activation of peroxisome proliferator–activated receptor / induces lung

cancer growth via peroxisome proliferator–activated receptor coactivator -” (2).

The first author has not responded to requests by coauthors. Therefore, the coauthors have requested
retraction of these articles and apologize to the readers of the journal.

THE EDITOR

the American Journal of Respiratory Cell and Molecular Biology

Copyright © 2012 by the American Thoracic Society

References

1.Han S, Rivera HN, Roman J. Peroxisome proliferator–activated receptor- ligands inhibit 5 integrin gene
transcription in non–small cell lung carcinoma cells. Am J Respir Cell Mol Biol 2005;32:350–359.

2. Han S, Ritzenthaler JD, Sun X, Zheng Y, Roman J. Activation of peroxisome proliferator–activated
receptor  induces lung cancer growth via peroxisome proliferator–activated receptor coactivator -1. Am
J Respir Cell Mol Biol 2009;40:325–331.

AJRCMB 46: 414, 2012
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Centre for DNA and Fingerprinting Diagnostics scientist in plagiarism controversy

Rahul Devulapalli, TNN Sep 22, 2012, 12.21AM IST

HYDERABAD: A plagiarism charge against a senior scientist of Centre for DNA and
Fingerprinting Diagnostics has rocked the premier research institution, which is now
conducting an investigation into the matter. The senior scientist, who even heads a
department in CDFD, allegedly copied work from other sources and got published it as
his research findings in an international science journal. The journal has now
approached CDFD with the complaints it received from a Japanese scientist, who
claimed that parts of his work was lifted by the Hyderabad-based scientist and passed
on as his own.

Sunil Kumar Manna, head and staff scientist of the immunology department of CDFD,
had submitted a paper on cancerous cells to the Journal of Biological Chemistry, a
leading US-based science periodical. After his paper was published, a Japanese
researcher complained to the journal that some information and photographs of the
research paper were from his work on the same subject and were copied and
manipulated by Manna. The journal then brought the complaint to the notice of CDFD.
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http://www.nlm.nih.gov/pubs/factsheets/errata.html

Fact Sheet
Errata, Retractions, Partial Retractions,
Corrected and Republished Articles,
Duplicate Publications, Comments
(including Author Replies), Updates,
Patient Summaries, and Republished
(Reprinted) Articles Policy for MEDLINE®



Autoria: Conflito de Interesses
Relacionados aos Autores

 Todos os autores devem não apenas
explicitar suas relações pessoais e
comerciais relacionadas com o trabalho,
mas certificar que qualquer conflito de
interesse encontra-se identificado e
resolvido

 Aqueles que assim não o fizerem devem

ser desqualificados da lista de autores



Todas as fontes financiadoras do estudo e
todas as ligações com empresas comerciais e
fundações privadas devem ser declaradas

Os autores devem assegurar que não
possuem ligações comerciais (salários,
direitos de propriedade intelectual,
assessorias, participação no capital da
empresa, ações, etc) capazes de gerar
conflito de interesses em relação ao trabalho

Autoria: Conflito de Interesses
Relacionados ao Financiamento



Os autores não devem concordar

com medidas que os impeçam de

ter acesso aos dados, analisá-los

independentemente, redigir

manuscritos e os publicar

Autoria: Conflito de Interesses
Relacionados ao Financiamento



Os autores devem descrever o papel dos

patrocinadores (se houver):
- no desenho experimental
- na coleta, análise e interpretação dos dados
- na redação de relatórios e trabalhos
- na decisão de submetê-los à publicação

Caso essa interferência não exista, o fato
deve ser declarado

Autoria: Conflito de Interesses
Relacionados ao Financiamento



O Editor pode solicitar a cada um dos
autores de um estudo financiado por
interessados nos resultados que
declare, por exemplo: “I had full
access to all of the data in this study
and I take complete responsibility for
the integrity of the data and the
accuracy of the data analysis”

Autoria: Conflito de Interesses
Relacionados ao Financiamento



Autoria: Conflito de Interesses
Relacionados ao Editor e Revisores

O Editor deve evitar a escolha de
revisores com óbvios potenciais conflitos
de interesse, tais como colegas de
Departamento ou Instituição de algum dos
co-autores

Os autores frequentemente fornecem ao
Editor os nomes de pessoas que não
deveriam atuar como revisores de
determinado trabalho



O revisor deve revelar ao Editor qualquer
conflito de interesse que possa enviesar
sua opinião acerca do manuscrito e se
desqualificar para a tarefa

O Editor que toma a decisão final acerca da
aceitabilidade de um trabalho não deve ter
envolvimento pessoal, profissional ou
financeiro com qualquer dos aspectos que
avalie

Autoria: Conflito de Interesses
Relacionados ao Editor e Revisores



Outros indivíduos que participam do
processo de análise (e.g., empregados do
Journal) e publicação de artigos devem
sempre atualizar o Editor em relação aos seus
interesses financeiros e se retirarem do
processo, se for o caso

Esses indivíduos, bem como os revisores dos
trabalhos, não devem utilizar informações dos
mesmos para benefício próprio

Autoria: Conflito de Interesses
Relacionados ao Editor e Revisores



“Relativity applies to
Physics, not Ethics”

Albert Einstein



Obrigado !




