新乡医学院第三附属医院Oncology Research论文被撤稿，菌落、流式、免疫印迹图全 “翻车”
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2018 年，来自新乡医学院第三附属医院肿瘤内科第三科室的陈建立以及广东医学院附属医院肿瘤中心的陈小文，在《Oncology Research》杂志上发表了一篇名为《MYBL2 Is Targeted by miR-143-3p and Regulates Breast Cancer Cell Proliferation and Apoptosis》的论文，该杂志影响因子为 2.0，属于 Q3 区。这篇论文主要研究成果聚焦于 MYBL2 被 miR-143-3p 靶向，并调节乳腺癌细胞的增殖和凋亡，对乳腺癌研究有着重要意义。

然而，论文发表后，在 PubPeer 平台上出现了网友质疑的声音。网友 Hoya camphorifolia 指出，论文中菌落形成图像边缘相同，疑似同一图像复制；流式细胞术图形状可疑；蛋白质免疫印迹图也存在异常。还提到该论文与超 400 篇论文存在相似之处，这些论文共享相似的蛋白质免疫印迹条带、背景模式、标题结构、论文布局、条形图设计以及部分流式细胞术面板，怀疑这些论文出自 “论文工厂”。
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另一位网友 Gerris caucasicus 也表示，论文中的细胞数据存在可疑区域，不同实验结果本应不同，但周围细胞分布却异常相似，且蛋白质免疫印迹中的蛋白条带形状不典型、异常。
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面对这些质疑，期刊联系了作者，希望他们对这些问题作出解释并提供原始未修改的图片，然而作者并未回应。2025 年 2 月 28 日，期刊主编对论文数据的完整性失去信心，决定撤回这篇论文。所有作者至今未对撤稿事宜作出回应。此次撤稿事件，让大家再次关注科研诚信问题，也为科研界敲响了警钟，提醒科研人员应坚守学术道德底线，保证研究数据真实可靠 。
https://pubpeer.com/publications/A7B92E9628F2AF0ECA53F265982417#2

来源：公众号pubpeer原创，文章涉及作者姓名都为音译名字；转载贴子请注明出处，若没注明pubpeer公众号出处，构成侵权。
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声明：转载此文是出于传递更多信息之目的。若有来源标注错误或侵犯了您的合法权益，请作者持权属证明与本网联系，我们将及时更正、删除，谢谢

Pubpeer，专注科研工作者。关注请长按上方二维码。投稿、合作、转载授权事宜请联系本号，回复2025，微信ID：BikElisabeth  或邮箱：Pubpeer@qq.com
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Retracted, February 28, 2025: https://doi.org/10.32604/0r.2024.056911*)

Following the publication, concerns have been raised about a number of figures in this article.
An unexpected area of similarity was identified in terms of the cellular data, where the results

from differently performed experiments were intended to have been shown, although the

areas immediately surrounding this area featured comparatively different distributions of
cells. In addition, the western blots in this article were presented with atypical, unusually

shaped and possibly anomalous protein bands in many cases.

The authors were contacted and invited to comment on the concerns raised and to provide the
original, unmodified figures, but did not respond. The Editors-in-Chief therefore no longer have
confidence in the integrity of the data in this article and decided to retract this article.

a responsible

publisher, we hold the reliability and integrity of our published content in high regard. We
deeply regret any inconvenience caused by this situation to our readers and all concerned

arties. -
’ & AR5 - Pubpeer
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Retracted 28 February 2025

@ Aretraction of this article was approved in
Retraction: MYBL2 s targeted by miR-143-3p and regulates breast cancer cell proliferation and apoptosis
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Note combination of colony-formation images with identical edges (as if copies of the same image have been
dotted with a felt-pen), implausible flow-cytometry plots resembling lutes or mandolins, and Western blots

composed of designer telephone handpieces.
Plagiarising a comment by Elisabeth Bik:

This paper belongs to a set of over 400 papers (as per February 2020) that share very similar Western blots with
tadpole-like shaped bands, the same background pattern, and striking similarities in title structures, paper
layout, bar graph design, and - in a subset - flow cytometry panels. Despite these similarities, these papers are

authored by researchers from different departments and institutes, with almost no overlap in authors.

The list of these papers is available here: https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1KXqTAyl4j-
JVorFPMD2XRpr76LcIKJOCVYIVRj0exYQ/edit?usp=sharing

Amore detailed description of this set of papers, suspected to all be generated by a common source, a ‘paper
mill, can be found here:

o https://forbetterscience.com/2020/01/24/the-full-service-paper-mill-and-its-chinese-customers/ (January
2020)
« https://scienceintegritydigest.com/2020/02/21/the-tadpole-paper-mill/ (February 2020)

The same paper mill has been described in these papers:

« Jana Christopher - Systematic fabrication of scientific images revealed - FEBS Letters (2018) -
https://febs.onlinelibrarywiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/1873-3468.13201¢)

« Jennifer A Byrne and Jana Christopher - Digital magic, or the dark arts of the 215t century—how can journals
and peer reviewers detect manuscripts and publications from paper mills? - FEBS Letters (2020) -

https://febs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/1873-3468.13747( m .
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