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2022 年 4 月 29 日，来自美国南加州大学凯克医学院分子微生物学与免疫学系等单位的 Raphael Serna、Ambika Ramrakhiani 等研究人员在《iScience》杂志上发表了一篇题为 “c-JUN inhibits mTORC2 and glucose uptake to promote self - renewal and obesity” 的研究论文，该杂志 2022 年影响因子为 4.6Q1 。
论文发表后，网友 Barley stripe 等陆续在评论区指出诸多问题。比如论文中存在明显重复使用的免疫印迹图像，这些图像本应代表不同分子质量的多种不同蛋白质，如 c-JUN 和波形蛋白、DNMT3、HMGB1、RICTOR 等；还有肌动蛋白印迹图、显微镜图像也出现相似或重复的情况，甚至不同年份发表的、代表不同小鼠遗传品系的组织显微镜图像也有重复。
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面对质疑，作者 Keigo Machida 曾回应称是在准备图片时的粗心疏忽，并附上了修改后的图片。但网友 Chilodus zunevei 等认为替换后的图片仍存在问题，比如 SIN1 和 ACTIN 印迹图未显示左侧边缘之外的内容，要求作者展示所有印迹图的原始未裁剪图像。
由于这些问题，2025 年 3 月 19 日，《iScience》杂志发布撤稿通知，于 2025 年 4 月 18 日正式将该论文撤稿。杂志编辑表示，发现论文存在多处潜在图像重复问题后，向作者索要原始数据以澄清，然而作者的回应和提供的数据并不令人满意，编辑对论文的完整性失去信心，最终决定撤稿。作者和杂志均向科研界致歉。此次撤稿事件，也为科研诚信敲响了警钟。
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35601917/
https://pubpeer.com/publications/9004C903E1D3D69063E60D6742DD85
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
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The actin blots shown in Figure 2A and 2B appear much more similar than expected. Could the authors please

check and show the original uncropped scans?
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Apparently duplicate images for immunoblots reported as representing two different proteins (mTOR and SIN1)
which migrate at different molecular masses. Could the authors please explain and provide the raw uncropped
blots for each image?
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the raw uncropped blots for each image? R AR5 - Pubpeer




image9.png
#7 Inocybe epidendron comment accepted May 2024

Serna et al., 2022, iscience 25,104325

M rm A o A0, U415 Kumar, Machida et al., 2016, Gastroenterology

http://dx.doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2015.11.002

€ HORDIMICUmNSSA  HCFD s Ab:Croz NS5k

HCED
W

5T

I Figure 1C

Duplicate overlapping microscopy images published 6 years apart, and for tissues that are indicated as
representing different mouse genetic strains (c-JUN fl/flin Kumar et al, 2016, and Tlr4-/- in Serna et al., 2022).
Could the authors please explain and provide the complete set of uncropped mi&fgsc6py/images for this paper?




image10.png
#10 Barley stripe comment accepted November 2024

Serna et al., iScience 25,104325 2022

Keigo Machida et al., 2010 Hepatology 5://doi.org/10.1016/j.15ci.2022.104325
Figure 1D DOI 10.1002/hep.23697 Mipe/fdooes/ / i
D@ oirsignc e
2
]
8
]

Duplicate microscopy images published 12 years apart, and for tissues that are indicated as representing
different mouse genetic strains (wild-type in Machida et al, 2010, and Alb-cre fl/flin Serna et al., 2022). Could the
authorsplease explain and provide the complet set of uncropped microscopy rfBgesorthiSPaPE?( b e
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Retracted 19 March 2025.

The journal was alerted to the presence of multiple potential image duplication issues in this article concerning
Figures 1E, 2A, 2B, 2D, 2F, 6F, and 7E, as well as a potential duplication of Figure 1C with Figure 1C from an article
in Gastroenterology (Kumar et al., 2016, Gastroenterology 150, 707-719,
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2015.11.002)¢). The editors requested clarification from the authors and asked
for the raw data to address the concerns. However, the authors’ response and data provided were deemed

unsatisfactory. As a result, the editors lost confidence in the integrity of the article and decided to retract it.
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Retracted article

See the retraction notice
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Apparently duplicate overlapping images for immunoblots reported as representing two different proteins (c-JUN
and Vimentin) which migrate at different molecular masses. Could the authars please comment on this

discrepancy and provide the raw uncropped blots for each image?




