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Introduction: Identifying integrity issues in clinical trials is challenging, particularly when 
inconsistencies are buried across preregistrations, grant reports and publications. The problem is 
compounded by the limited transparency of peer review processes and the difficulty of publishing 
critical commentaries. Hypnosis research is emerging, with many theories being suggested. As 
these theories are being investigated, research rigorousness is paramount. Objective: To 
investigate the reliability of the reported data, the existence of the claimed effect, and the 
reproducibility of the findings in Faerman et al.’s (2024) trial. Methods: We critically examined a 
randomised controlled trial [1] on Repetitive Transcranial Magnetic Stimulation for enhancing 
hypnotisability in patients with fibromyalgia. We initially assessed the trial according to the 
Cochrane Risk of Bias 2 tool, then compared preregistered documents, the published article and 
National Institutes of Health grant report to identify inconsistencies. Results: We identified 
contradictions regarding the number of participants and withdrawals in the trial, omission of a 
prespecified primary outcome that showed null results, deviations from the preregistered analysis 
plan, and changes to blinding and control procedures [2]. Additionally, a second sham control 
group described in the preprint was absent from the final article. Attempts to publish critical 
commentaries in two journals were rejected. Conclusion: The inconsistencies discovered in this 
trial have implications for the pain research field, for clinicians who implement treatments in 
practice and patients receiving and paying for therapies. All the irregularities were compiled and 
submitted to the Open Science Framework, the host university, the ethics committee and funding 
agency. 
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