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Timeline:

2017

Aug: Nature press conference 

Aug 2nd: Ma et al publication in Nature

Aug 26th: Egli et al BCA submission to Nature
BCA post on bioRxiv

Oct 2nd: Editorial note

2018

Aug 8th: Egli et al BCA published, 
Ma et al Reply published



Issues:

Length to publication of criticism (BCA):

-Concern that results will be taken at face value and applied in a “rogue” clinic

-Oocyte donation (ovarian stimulation of healthy women): how did the home institution 
IRB board respond?
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Change in policy to allow new data collection:

-Makes clear that original paper cannot stand on its own

-Extreme pressure placed on authors to obtain supporting data in a short time

-Timeline did not allow a definitive results to be obtained

Concern about for-profit journals

-was timeline (or original publication) influenced by the for-profit status of the journal



What can be done:

Self regulation of publication?

-separate journal

-community insistence on publication of reviews

-prior review by an international committee



An important reason why I’m writing to you is that I believe the fight for the rights and 
proper care of Lulu, Nana and their family will definitely require efforts of the 
international scientific and medical community. Furthermore, this could be a great 
opportunity to introduce to the Chinese society the importance of the social work 
system, legitimate ethics committee in science and medicine, and proper caregiving. 
With more information being revealed to the global community, the incidence might be 
dealt as an internal or domestic affair, rendering the family more isolated from potential 
help. 

Email from student in US
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