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1. This research explores the use of gold nanoparticles to activate the Nrf2 transcription factor in order to increase the resistance of human NK cells, TILs and CAR-T cells to oxidative stress during cancer treatment.
2. Low doses of gold nanoparticles were used to pre-treat these cells, which resulted in decreased accumulation of ROS and maintained anti-tumor activity despite H2O2 levels or monocyte-derived ROS.
3. Analysis of Nrf2-driven target genes showed that increased resistance to ROS was dependent on Nrf2 activation.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy, as it provides a detailed overview of the research conducted and its results. The authors provide evidence for their claims by citing relevant studies and providing data from their own experiments. Furthermore, they discuss potential limitations of their study, such as the fact that further research is needed to confirm their findings in vivo.
However, there are some potential biases present in the article that should be noted. For example, the authors do not explore any counterarguments or alternative explanations for their findings; instead, they focus solely on supporting their own hypothesis without considering other possibilities. Additionally, while they cite relevant studies throughout the article, they do not provide any evidence for some of their claims; this could lead readers to question whether these claims are supported by scientific evidence or not.
In conclusion, while this article is generally reliable and trustworthy due to its detailed overview of the research conducted and its results, there are some potential biases present that should be noted when evaluating its trustworthiness and reliability.
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· Alternative explanations for research findings
· Counterarguments to research findings
· In vivo research studies
· Evidence-based research
· Scientific evidence for claims
· Limitations of research studies
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