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2018 年 11 月 22 日，来自南华大学附属第二医院妇产科等单位的 Jue Liu、Xiaobo Zhang 等研究人员在《Oncology Letters》（《肿瘤学快报》，影响因子 2.5，Q3 区）上发表了一篇题为 “miR - 200b and miR - 200c co - contribute to the cisplatin sensitivity of ovarian cancer cells by targeting DNA methyltransferases” 的研究论文。该研究指出，miR - 200b 和 miR - 200c 通过靶向 DNA 甲基转移酶，共同影响卵巢癌细胞对顺铂的敏感性，这一成果对卵巢癌治疗研究具有重要意义。
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然而，论文发表后，网友们纷纷留言提出质疑。有网友 Actinopolyspora biskrensis 指出，该论文中流式细胞术图与至少 4 篇其他论文存在相似之处，如 2013 年《Cancer Letters》、2015 年《Oncotarget》、2018 年《Oncology Letters》自身以及 2018 年《Frontiers in Pharmacology》中的相关图。网友 Aphilanthops foxi 提出多个问题，比如论文中对 miR - 200b - 3p、miR - 200c - 3p 与 miR - 200b - 5p、miR - 200b - 5p 存在混淆；FISH 探针序列与成熟 miRNA 相同，而正常应是靶标的反向互补序列；PCR 引物方面也存在诸多疑问，如给出两组 “miR - 200b” 引物，部分引物与 miR - 200 家族的关系不明等；研究 miR - 200b - 5p 或 miR - 200c - 5p 的理论依据不足，引用的参考文献中有的并无相关 miRNA 信息；qPCR 数据分析中未提及参考 RNA 及相关引物。

2025 年 3 月 4 日，该论文被撤回。有读者向编辑指出论文中部分流式细胞术检测数据已在其他不同作者、不同研究机构发表的文章中出现过。编辑要求作者对此作出解释，但未收到回复。最终编辑决定撤回该论文，并向读者致歉。
https://pubpeer.com/publications/B34BAF6DDD57B1D9C9416B5AD34D36

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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#6 Aphilanthops foxi comment accepted August 2024

According to the methods, qPCR data were analyzed by the delta-delta Ct method. However, no reference RNAis
mentioned (the first "delta" in "delta-delta"). Could the authors please share the reference RNA and the primers
used to measure t?
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#7 Hoya camphorifolia comment accepted March 2025

Retracted 4 March 2025.

Following the publication of this paper, it was drawn to the Editor’s attention by a concerned
reader that certain of the flow cytometric assay data shown in Fig. 2 on p. 1456 had already
appeared in a pair of previously published articles written by different authors at different
research institutes. Owing to the fact that the contentious data in the above article had

already been published prior to its submission to Oncology Letters, the Editor has decided

that this paper should be retracted from the Journal. The authors were asked for an

explanation to account for these concerns, but the Editorial Office did not receive a reply.

The Editor apologizes to the readership for any inconvenience caus% ARE - Pub peer
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Retracted article

See the retraction notice
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2019 Feb;17(2):1453-1460. doi: 10.3892/01.2018.9745(). Epub 2018 Nov 22.
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#1Actinopolyspora biskrensis comment accepted August 2024

Concerning flow cytometry plot similarities across at least 4 papers.

discussed here:

0.18632/0ncotarget. 4039, discussed here:

o Figure 4A, Cancer Letters (2013), doi: 10.1016/j.canlet.2013.06.027(¢

o Figure 3C, Oncotarget (2015), doi:

* Figure 2D, Oncology Letters (2018), doi: 10.3892/01.2018.9745(+) LLg2%] discussed here:

« Figure 3A, Frontiers in Pharmacology (2018) doi: 10.3389/fphar.2018.01245 [ discussed here:

Figure 4A - excerpt
Cancer Letters (2013)
doi: 10.1016/j.canlet.2013.06.027

Figure 3C
Oncotarget (2015)
doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.4039

Propidium lodide

Figure 2D - excerpt
Oncology Letters (2018)
doi: 10.3892/01.2018.9745

Figure 3A— lower plots
Frontiers in Pharmacology (2018)
doi: 10.3389/fphar.2018.01248
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#2 Aphilanthops foxi comment accepted August 2024

‘miR-200b-3p and miR-200c-3p (or

200b-5p and miR-200b-5p. Mature microRNAs are processed from a precursor hairpin molecule, and mature

iR-200b" and "miR-200c") appear to be confused in this paper with miR-

microRNAs are typically designated by a "-5p" or "-3p" suffix based on the originating arm of the precursor.
Sometimes, this suffix is omitted when referring to the predominant or exclusive arm, that s, if one arm is mostly
or exclusively retained. In this paper, the 5p arms of miR-200b and miR-200c are incorrectly and presumably
mistakenly presented as "miR-200b" and "miR-200c" when they should be referred to as "miR-200b-5p" and
“"miR-200c-5p". These sequences are in the minority and may not be represented at all in some samples (see
below, images from miRBase.org, miR-200b and mik-200c). Also below, the sequences presented in the methods
for the two miRNAs are identical to the 5p arms, not, as one would assume, the 3p arms.

RiR-2008-5p RiR-200b-3p

100k
||I S0k

ccageucgggcageeguggcCAUCUUACUGEGE GAuggagucaggucucUAAUACUGCCUGGUAAUGAUGACggcggageccugeacg
Cn CO O L O (s 1NN DN D)
Liu et al FISH probe 5'-CAUCUUACUGGGCAGCAUUGGA-3'

# Reads

RiR-200c-5p miR-200c-3p oo

2006
II 100k

€CCUCGUCUUACCCAGCAGUGULUGG9ugCgguUg9gaguEUCUARUACUGCCGOGUARLGAUGGAGY
O OO U Caaeeae2))DD)20000000)0000))) 0 ))
Liu et al FISH probe 5'-CGUCUUACCCAGCAGUGUUUGG-3"

# Reads
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#3 Aphilanthops foxi comment accepted August 2024

Asis also clear from the illustration in #2, the FISH probe sequences from the Methods section are identical to the
mature miRNAs (and the listed miRNA mimics). To function as a hybridization probe, the sequence would instead
need to be the reverse complement of the target.

#4 Aphilanthops foxi comment accepted August 2024

The PCR primers for the mature miRNAS are provided as: "The primer sequence for miR-200b was as follows:
Forward, 5'-CACACTGAAATCCTGTCAGCTTC-3" and reverse, 5-CTA ACT. The primer sequence for miR-200b mimics

was sense, 5'-UUCUCCGAACGUGUCACGUTT-3' and anti-sense, 5'-ACGUGACACGUUCGGAGAATT-3".

This raises several questions:

1. Why are two sets of "miR-200b" primers given? Should the second set be "miR-200c"?
2. How does the first forward primer, 5'-CACACTGAAATCCTGTCAGCTTC-3, relate to miR-200b-5p (or -3p)?
3. The first reverse primer, CTAACT, is only six nucleotides long. How would this primer function?

4. How does the second forward primer relate to any miRNA in the miR-200 family?
5. Why are the primers in the second set presented as RNA/DNA hybrids?

#5 Aphilanthops foxi comment accepted August 2024

The rationale for studying miR-200b-5p or miR-200c-5p s presented in two sentences in the introduction,
supported by three references:

One particular miRNA family, the miRNA-200 family, regulates DNA methylation in a number
of types of cancer (12,17). Ectopic overexpression of the two miRNAs increased the
sensitivity of the resistant ovarian cancer cells to cisplatin by promoting apoptosis by
directly suppressing DNMT3A and DNMT3B, and also indirectly decreasing the expression of
DNMT1 via the downregulation of specificity protein (Sp)1, a transactivating factor of the
DNMT1 gene (12,18).

Of these three references, Reference 12, Lin et al, 2010, contains no information on microRNAs. Reference 18, Liu
et al, 2008, contains no information on microRNAs. Reference 17, Lynch et al, 2016, does not appear to offer
support, as it covers miR-200c-3p, not miR-200c-5p. What was the rationale for studying these miRNAs?
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