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Leading vitamin sciertist facesfire over data

‘Vitamin data(Ch. 10y

STAT 231 —WH. Chery

Dodor contend nbors dealy aded by vtamins

BY JILL M AHONEY

A scienffic firestom has eupted ove the
work of Canadan ese&cher Ranjt Chan-
dra, who wam intendional acdaim for
graund-brealing dudies into maltivitamins
that ke laterusel to promote Hs owvn nutri-
tionalsypplement

An unpreceentededtorial in the pumal
Nutrition quesions the valdity of Dr. Chan-
dras findings, sging he 'failed to addres"
sefous onerrs and dd not provide raw
daa o an epertcauld che his gaistics.

'As a joumal, we reget tha our peerre-
view processfailed to identfy theseprob-
lems before pubication; wrote Michael Me-
gud, Nutritions editor-in-chief.

In 2001, the pumal pubished a per by
Dr. Chanda, who is an Gficer of the Qder
of Canada tha conduded that a spdfic
multivitamin and mneraformulation gedly
erhanceghe memaies d seniors. Dr. Chan-
dra holds the @tent for the fornula, which
is marketed wnderthe rame aveaan 9.

The dudy is rot the oly one ty Dr. Chan-
dra tha has keen throwninto question.

In 1992, ke wrote in The Lancet that the
sippement bd b a \ag improvenent n the
immunesystan of dder pele.

Shatly after Hs 200L paper was pbish-
ed two U S acadeniciars beganto daubt
his work becauseof conerrs oser his se
of qatistics.

"It studk me as petty suspidous nitially;'
Seh Roberss, a pychdogy profesorat the
University of Californa, Berkeley said in an
intervew

"The eslts seened incredbly good and
that wasit the aily thing tha was veird.
There were dl those dher things and he
morewe lodked into it, the nore problenms
thee sanedto be'

The mneerrs @aout Hs Nutrition work in-
clude: dfferencedn the makeup of the pa-
ceébo and supgement goups, which shaild
be dmilar if randomy selecteq abnormal
resilts in his subjeds memay tests and
numeical and érrindogicalinacaurecies

The mncans ..... include:
differencesin the makeup
of the placdbo and supple-
mert groups, which should
be similar if randomly
sdected, abnormal resuts
in his aubjects memay
teds; and numerica and

termi nologica inaccuracies.

1 i nvite Drs. Roberts and
Stanberg to try such a
supplemert for a persond
confirmation of aur
findings he wrote.

Dr. Robers and Saul Stenberg a psy-
chdogy professorat the Lhiversity of Pem-
syhania, wiotea leter autining the noonss-
tendes, which was pbished n the curent
edtion of Nutrition along with Dr. Chan-
dras repose

In his leter Dr. Chande questnel the
profes®rs’ motivationsand sgs the pumal
had his papers revieved bdore they were
published.

"Cana rutrient sipgement mprove func
tional outomein the dderly? The aswer
basedon the djective evidenceso fr is an

uneaiivocal yes | invite Drs. Robers and
Stenbergto try such a sipgement br a per
saal onfimation of air findings,he wrote.

Dr. Megud notedin his alitorial, Dr. Chan-
dras reponsedid not addres ther specific
concens

Debra $ado, Nutritions manaing edi-
tor, acknovledged that the nddent refleds
badly on the peerreview process

"Somdimes the per evievers, when
put tre acnus o them, theyre justtaking he
daa for ace value They arert stdisticiars,
shesad, addng tha the sste is a sibjed of
ongoing dsaus$on.

Ms. $adhro said the pumal dd not pub-
lish the @nerrs efier because it "waned
to make sire ha everything tha posdbly
cauld be dnewasbdng doneon kehalf of
the authot' She sail, Dr. Megud has a tick
folder of correpondence regading the
controva'sy.

In June The Lancet published a éter from
Dr. Robers, Dr. Serrberg and Kemeth Car-
penter professor emiiitus d nutrition at he
University of California, Berlkeley tha raises
simlar onerrs éaout Dr. Chandas 1992
pae. It dsoprinted Dr. Chandes reponse

Dr. Chanda dd not reppond to an email
se&ing mmment; an &sstant to . Chan-
dra sid he was taveling in a emde aea
of India.

Dr. Chanda mndictedhis rese&ch for the
1992 and 20QL papers in 8. bhn's, whee
he was a pofessor of pedatric reseach a
Memotial University's faallty of medcine
for 27 yeas He rired n 2001, dter his
Nutrition aricle was pubished.

Shaon Petes, \ice-dean & Memaialks
medicalsdool, did not return phone mes-
saes.
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