Case Study 1: Reviewer has interacted with a PI’s  large consortium
A temporary reviewer of a SRG identifies a potential conflict for the SRO to consider. He has  interacted with a consortium in the last two years where the main leader is one of the PI’s under review by the SRG.  The reviewer sent genetic data to the consortium that has been created to do large meta-analyses.  The temporary member did not consider this a conflict because the interaction was minimal and he is one of hundreds of geneticists in the community who interact with this consortium.  On investigation, the SRO discovered that the Consortium is supported by a set of collaborative U01s at different sites with each site covering a major disease sub category. The reviewer was not listed on the original consortium applications. The reviewer’s interaction was with one of the sites with a different leader.  One paper was published a year ago with the PI and reviewer as authors but there were over 100 co-authors .  

The application under review is entirely separate from the consortium. Can the reviewer be assigned to the application?

Resolution:  There is no COI.  The reviewer was part of a large collaboration with the consortium and had little contact with the PI.  A mega author paper resulted from the collaboration that does not create a conflict of interest.

Variations:

1. The reviewer is the first author on the mega author paper and the PI is last author.   Is there a COI?  This is a flag that there may be closer interaction than revealed by the reviewer. A conversation with the reviewer revealed that the reviewer worked closely with the PI to analyze the data and to write the paper. The reviewer will step out of the room.
2. When looking in Pubmed, a second paper was found published two years ago on a different topic with only five authors – both PI and reviewer are middle authors.  Is there a COI?  With both being middle authors, the possibility is raised that the two may not have interacted.  A call to the reviewer did reveal that the two had no interaction but both worked only with the senior author.  Hence, there is no conflict of interest.
3. The reviewer indicated that the two had collaborated to write a review article that was published last year but did not feel that this was an issue because they only co-edited drafts. In there a concern?  Co-writing a review article is not considered a conflict. What if the two were currently writing a review article? The interactions during the review process constitute a COI and the reviewer will leave the room.
4. The application under review will utilize a large amount of data from the consortium available to anyone who provided data to the consortium. There is a high likelihood that the reviewer’s data is part of the dataset to be used but all data is anonymized.  The reviewer does not expect co-authorship.   Is there a COI?  As the data is anonymized and available to the many investigators contributing data, there is no conflict.  What if authorship was expected because of use of the anonymized data but the paper will have 50 authors?  There is a conflict of interest because the reviewer will directly benefit from the application by obtaining authorship.
