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Figure 1_,_Rgprin_t__o_f Table 1 in Sanna et al. (2011)

| Table 1
- Charitable contributions, helping, compassion, and cooperating and moods by physical
| (vertical) height.

Physical (vertical) height

Study/measure High Low Control
Study 1
Proportion contributing .16 (59/368) .07 (26/391) .11 (37/350)
Study 2
Mean time helping 11.36((2.82) 6.772.75) 8.74((2.96)
(minutes)
Study 3
Mean compassion 39.74|(25.09) 85.74(24.58) 65.73|(25.65)
(hot sauce grams)
Study 4
Mean cooperating 32.93{(9.24) 20.60(9.54) 23.66((9.82)
(fish returned)
Mean moods 5701(1.13) 5.46 (1.19) 3591(1.11)

' Note. Proportions rounded to nearest decimal with numbers contri buting and totals in
: parentheses for Study 1; standard dewattoni in parentheses for Studies 2-4.

Notes: Rectangles added for emphas:s sho*mng stnkmg smulanty of standard deviations across conditions.
Study 1 1s not an experiment and involved a binary variable. It is not discussed here.




& P

f
0 P Q

N
P
Q
N

) P6
/ Q




+RHP MBIGIQ) YRRUIRRUGHBIQ W KHUNHQOHQY!




YOFRQ YIHUVRRUMQ YRRIRRUGH®IO 1 RYXP 2 UDOXP

"GROWEXV  WEBP VRRUN' HZ DDUDHP 1QJ KHWIMGH ] LOWLI @NH Rl YHOAMBQGHDMH
L\ DI KDQNHDM YDQ GH P HQVHINH QDWXUHQ QUHWSUP DLUYDQ GH Z HINHIMKHG | HD
( HQ Z HWIQVFKDSSHIWH YUDDI WA 1P STEHHUAGH Z DDUOHP HQGH GHONHQGH HQ
RQGH RHNHQGH P HQV + HEEHQ YIWHQ SINY' + RH ] RHNWHHQ ELVGH QHNVBU

-GROM VSHFXV KROJWRW 3 HWRRQMAH GLRIEHHGH) WRNSDDUGMV GIH RS

RSYRHGIQJ JHZ RRQW HQ VRHYD@I H RP WBQGL] KHGHQ EHUXMIMQ ] R GRHQ Z H GIW
DOAKG DO YUM P DUNVE HUINQJ

"GRD IR WHDWIU 2 SYDWQJIHQ RYHUKHWJ H RQGH YHUAMDQG 0 HQVHQ P HOHQ GO
] IMKXQ Z RRUGHQ GRRUGH UHGH EHKHHUHQ P DDUKHWARP \WRRUGDWZ RRUGHQ KHW
YHUOMDQG EHKHHUHQ ] RDAY Z RRUGHQ YRRUGIQI HQ GIH QHVEHWEDQ WALZ LD

DQGH LBV YRRUGLQI HQ GLH EHVVDQ Z RRUGHQ ROVEUHNHQ MQVERWA | LD HU

Z RRUGHQ GIH P HHUGDQ HHQ RI GXEEHDIQQLIH EHM\HIVKHEEHQ ELM ' DV-FK
LEKW ELM- HGHI JHU QIHWRHWEDUH WHRUH Q] RDAY ELV) UHXG HQJ

"GRD WHDWL 9 RRURRUGHBIQ XIMWHUARXZ HQ RS DXVRUMWMW-HGHUH QIHXZ H

| LHQVZ LIYIH EUHQI W DEHY YRRUAZ DDUXIW LPAHYH Z HUIHGHQ Z RUGHQ J HFROWAKHHUG

KHARDQ VRFK QIHW R ] LMD GDW  KRIHUMADI I HQ JHHIWP LOGHUFUP LODDMW
UHWIMHY GH YRE DWHOKHIG EHIIOWELM  NaDU
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CROSS-SECTION of the HUMAN EYE
CROSS-SECTION of the INSECT EYE
T he hrmarn eve is one of the best in na-
twre. It has a single lens whose shape carn
be changed by surrounding mwuscles to_jfo-
cres an image of either distant or nearby
objects sharply on the retinal nerve cells
at the rear of the eve. IFEach qf these nerve
cells transmits a tiny portion of the total « 7 . -
irnage to the brain, but there are so many er coarse-grained picture, like a mosaic.
af them (betwweert r5 and 2o million) that Tfuf rnore facetls its eve has, the more de-
the picture they transmit seems to be a tailed a picture the insect can perceive.
continuowus whole—not brokern up at all Irnisects that have ferwer tharn roo facetls

can scarcely distinguish shapes at all.

T he compound insect eyve cornsists of rmarny
tznzy individual eves, each conrnected to its
owwr: nerve endings. 1 ke eve as a whole
does not move, nor carn its lenses be fo-
cused. Fach catches a small piece of the
surrowunding scene and the reswlt is a rath-
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0 DDU : HWIQVRKDSSHOW Z DQIHGUDI 1V Z HOMGI HERQGHQ

“Ulrich, rhar's dad science and pon koot i1
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“See anything?™
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Subject: A confidential request from the Editor of the BMJ

Dear colleague,

The BMJ would be very grateful if you could answer three quick
questions in an online survey about research misconduct. Your
answers will be completely anonymous and will only be analysed
and presented in aggregate form to help inform UK policy.

Do feel free to email me separately and in confidence if you have
any queries or issues you would like to raise in relation to these
questions.

The BMJ is sending this invitation to all its authors and reviewers
based in the UK. To access the survey please click on the link below
or paste the link into your internet browser:

1112 9 2 (T

Many thanks and best wishes,
Fiona Godlee (fgodlee@bmj.com)




Are you aware of any cases of possible research
misconduct at your institution that, in your view, have not
been properly investigated?

163/ 2782 (6%)

responses said YES




Have you witnessed, or do you have firsthand knowledge
of, UK-based scientists or doctors inappropriately
adjusting, excluding, altering or fabricating data during
their research or for the purposes of publication?

354/2782 (13%)
responses said
YES




Vanaf zoos Gegrond
Leiden 1P
LUMC 10
uu 2P
UMC Utrecht 1P, 10
TU Eindhoven 10
RUG/UMC 3P
UwvA 1P, 1A
TU Twente -
Radboud 2P, 3F, 10O
TU Delft 1P
vuU 2P
VUmc P, F, 10O
Maastricht -
Erasmus MC 1A, 1F
EUR 1P, 1F, 1A
Unrniv. Tilburg 1F
Wageningen 1F
AMC 1F, 1A
MNKI 1F
TNO 1F
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Table 4. The top “repeat offenders” are collectively responsible for 52% of the world's retractions due to alleged research
misconduct.

. Number of Justification given
Researcher Retraction years Country Field of study retractions for retractions

Joachim Boldt' 2010-2011 Germany Anesthesiology 88 Lack of IR approval

Adrian Maxim’ 2007 USA Electrical enginesting a8 Alleged data fraud and
fictitious co-authors

H. Zhong® 2010 China Chemistry 43 Alieged data fraud

Jon Hendrick Schon’ 2002-2004 USA Physics 33 Alleged data fraud

1.t 010 Chira Chemistry s Alteged data frawd

Robert A. Siutsky” 1985 1987 USA Cardilogy 75 Alieged data fraud

Scott S. Reuben’ 20002010 USA Anesthesiology 24 Alieged data fraud

Naoki Mori® 2010-2011 Japan Oncology 23 Alleged data fraud

Friedhelm Herrmann® 1997-2003 Germany Oncology 22 Alleged data fraud

lohn R. Darsee® 19821984 USA Cardiology 19 Alleged data fraud

Pattium Chiranjeevi’ 2008 india Chemistry 19 Plagiarism

Wataru Matsuyama” 2007-2010 Japan Immunology 17 Alleged data fraud

Suresh Radhakrishnan® 2010 USA immunology 15 Alleged data fraud

M. Quik, G, Gokistein and collaborators 1993-1994 Canada Physiology i5 Artifact {contamination)

Jon Sudbe® 20062007 Finland Oncology 14 Alleged data fraud

iThm cases distort figures for individual joumnals, years, countries and subdisciplines, and are distributed throughout North America, Europe and Asia. Nine of the 15 are
in medical fields.

TExcluding one 2010 retraction, the Boldt case accounts for 87 (49%) of the 176 retractions for the entire EU-27 thus far in 2011.

izﬁttwding to the (EEExplore database, this author has aflegediy fabricated data in 39 publications and co-authors of 14 additional publications.

The 72 retractions of these two authors represent 34% of China's 210 retractions for 2010 and 8.9% of all 811 retmctions for China,

*These four authors account for 101 {7.5%) of all 1,355 USA retractions. It is noteworthy that Dr. Schon's retractions include 10 articles from Science and 7 from Nature.
5These two authors account for 40 (16%] of all 263 retractions for Japan.

This author accounts for 19 (6.8%) of all 280 retractions for india. Despite only 19 retractions, an institutional review alieged “plagiarizing and/or falsifying more than 70
research papers” [34] by this author.

1-65-%ncluding 39 of De. Maxim's articles with allegedly fabricated data, these 13 authors account for 391 (54%) of the wodd total of 725 retractions due to alleged
research misconduct. -

doir10.137 Vjoumnal.pone.00441 18.1004
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