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2015 年 10 月 13 日，西安交通大学医学部基础医学院癌症研究所的伊利?王（Yili Wang）等人在《Medical oncology》杂志（第 32 卷第 250 篇文章）上发表了一篇题为《IL-37 mediates the antitumor activity in renal cell carcinoma》的研究论文，该研究主要探讨了 IL-37 在肾细胞癌中的抗肿瘤活性，对于深入了解肾细胞癌的发病机制及治疗具有重要意义。
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然而，文章发表后引发了网友质疑。2015 年，网友 Elisabeth M Bik 指出论文中 2C 和 4C 图的流式细胞术面板，代表不同细胞系或实验的区域似乎存在相似之处，并用相同颜色框标注出了多个此类区域。对此，作者之一 Yazhuo Jiang 回应称已注意到该问题，并检查了原始研究工作，承认这是个错误，且已联系编辑进行更正。但 Elisabeth M Bik 进一步追问，希望 Yazhuo Jiang 说明象限部分出现明显重复的具体原因，以作教育用途。
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2017 年左右，网友 Sholto David 称这篇论文与其他多篇论文共享相同的流式细胞术数据，并附上图表展示。他指出这些图形式多样，有些可能是对相同数据进行了不同选通分析，部分图乍看之下不相似，怀疑有些部分是后期用 Photoshop 等软件克隆的。他建议作者仔细对比高质量图像，识别数据点的独特组合，还推荐使用 ImageTwin.ai 辅助识别，并列出了图表中涉及的多篇论文的相关信息，希望作者核查并回应。
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12032-015-0695-7
https://pubpeer.com/publications/D9F8F5786A8AEDCC4A4E6CB417EB9D#4
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Figures 2C and 4C. Flow cytometry panels representing different cell lines or experiments appear to share areas

of similarity. Boxes of the same color draw attention to several of these areas.
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show what I mean. The plots have various forms, in some cases it seems possible that the same data was

analysed with different gating, so not all the plots marked with coloured rectangles appear similar at first glance,

perhaps some parts were cloned in photoshop (or similar) after the fact. I've added some coloured rectangles to

show where the plots are more similar than expected, for confirmation

I recommend carefully comparing high

quality images against each other to identify the unique constellations of data points. ImageTwin.ai is a great

help in identifying these.
Would the authors please check and comment?
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