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Health warning

If you are near to Ben W Mol at a medical conference 

you are at risk of being killed in the crossfire 
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• It is estimated that 30-40% of RCTs are untrustworthy



13

The Committee On Publication Ethics Guidelines 
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Study Aim 

To Quantify and Assess Publishers’ and 
Editors Post-Publication Responses on 

Papers with Potential Untrustworthy Data in 
Women's Health 



Methods

Identifying Studies 

Data collection

Searched through online databases 
(eg. PubMed, PubPeer, Google Scholar) 

Through independent reviews noted 
potential untrustworthy data

E-mail correspondence with 
editors and publishers 

Verified and noted initial correspondence and outcome dates
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Statistical Analysis 

• Calculate the time taken from the original email written to editor – 
outcome date [Retraction, Expression of Concern (EOC), etc]

• Kaplan-Meier analysis -

• Subgroup analysis - Journal, publisher and country

• SPSS Version 29.0
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Results
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Results
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Study 

characteristics
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Outcome of post-publication of papers 



Time To decision

 



Time To decision (stratified by type of decision)
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Publishe
rs & 
Societies 
(n=73)

No: of 
Flagged 
Papers 

(N=732)

Case 
Completi
on Rate 

(N,%)

Retrac-
ted

EOC
Correc-

tion

No 
Wrong-
doing

Pending

Median 
Time To 

Response 
(Months)

Elsevier 165 40 (24%) 27 8 1 4 125 40

Taylor & 
Francis 

140 48 (34%) 28 20 0 0 92 26

Springer 133 35 (26%) 19 11 2 3 98 44

Wiley 
Blackwell

102 21 (21%) 10 8 0 3 81 33

Wolters 
Kluwer

43 22 (51%) 5 14 0 3 21 16

Publisher’s Time To Response 
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Status Number of 
flagged 
Papers

Case 
Completion 

Rate (%)

Retraction Expression 
of Concern

Correction Investigation 
concluded no 

action

Pending 
Investi-
gation

Median 
Time to 

Response 
(Days)

Median 
Time to 

Response 
(Months)

J Matern Fetal 
Neonatal Med

78 (8.8%) 29 (37%) 11 (7.3%) 18 (24%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 49 (7.8%) 594 20

Int J Gynaecol 
Obstet

67 (7.5%) 22 (33%) 12 (7.9%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 10 (33%) 45 (7.2%) 724 24

Fertil Steril 57 (6.4%) 24 (41%) 14 (9.3%) 2 (2.7%) 1 (17%) 4 (13%) 36 (5.7%) 319 11

EJOG 38 (4.3%) 16 (42%) 14 (9.3%) 2 (2.7%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 22 (3.5%) 522 17

Eur J Contracept 
Reprod Health 
Care

24 (2.7%) 19 (75%) 18 (12%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 1 (4%) 5 (1.0%) 465 16

J Obstet 
Gynaecol

23 (2.6%) 12 (52%) 12 (7.9%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 11 (1.7%) 739 25

J Urol 15 (1.7%) 14 (93%) 0 (0%) 14 (19%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 1 (0.2%) 258 9

Journal Time To Response 



RCTs from Egypt (PubMed)



BMC Pregnancy and Childbirth

RCTs from Egypt (PubMed)



4x Mazen Abel-Rasheed

1x Ahmed Abbas

1x Ahmed Maged

6 RCTs In BMC in 2022/23



• The current post-publication review 

process is slow to issue an outcome

• Majority of investigated papers led 

to retractions/EOC

• Study shows a small percentage of 

a bigger problem in women’s health

• Harmful to mothers and babies
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