
appropriate web site such as the Duke controlled web site. The site could also include 
potentially include data, methods, and software for the papers that contain identified 
issues. 

Specifics of Charge 1 

We have reviewed the specific issues raised by Baggerly and Coombes and 
responses from Nevins and Potti. Our thoughts are summarized below. 

1. Case Study 1: Doxorubicin 
a. Training data labels are reversed. 

We agree that the labels in the heatmap were reversed and that the 
reversal did not affect the models that were built. The posting of 
supplementary document #2 is a full and appropriate response. 

b. Duplications and mislabeling of samples in the ALL dataset 
It is unfortunate that full clinical data and relationships among the 
samples was not communicated to Drs Potti and Nevins by the 
data source, but based on supplement #3 the labeling for 
doxorubicin is correct. 

2. Case Study 2: Cisplatin and Pemetrexed 
a. Cisplatin genes are offset by one. 

This has been recognized and corrected, but it not clear if the 
corrected data has been put on the website. Putting the correct 
data on the website will be fully responsive. 

b. 41/45 genes in heatmap are correct; 4 additional genes 
This has been addressed. 

c.	 For pemetrexed, genes are offset and sensitivelresistant labels reversed 
Again this is an issue with the heatmap, which impacted the 
paper, but not the predictor. This has been sufficiently addressed. 

3. Case Study 3: Combination Therapy 
a. Treatment is confounded by run date 

The batch effect does not appear to have an effect, but a bit better 
explanation of the particulars is probably merited. 

b. Three different combination rules were used 
The explanation appears to be sufficient, but as written was not 

particularly clear and required us to carefully review the papers. 
Thus this explanation could do with clarification. 

c.	 They can't match the accuracy of predictions 
The issues with replication are probably due to inadequate 
explanation of methods as we note above. Drs. Potti, Nevins and 
Barry have attempted to correct this in but much 
greater detail is needed to allow for repeatability of analysis. 

d. Sensitivity to cyclophosphamide doesn't separate the cell lines used, 
pemetrexed does 
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