www.aging-us.com AGING 2023, Vol. 15, No. 10

Correction
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This article has been corrected: The authors found that in Figure 6J the wrong images were used to illustrate
migration of UM-UC-3 cells treated with si-circRGNEF+inhibitor or si-circRGNEF+KIF2C. The same error occurred in
Figure 71, where migration images of UM-UC-3 cells treated with negative control (NC) or T24 cells treated with
mimic+KIF2C were incorrect. The authors corrected these errors with the images from the original sets of
experiments, the same images used for the statistical analysis. The authors also found that the bar graph in Figure
7M, which should have represented statistical analysis data for UM-UC-3 cell invasion, was mistakenly replaced
with duplicate UM-UC-3 migration data. The authors replaced the Figure 7M bar graph with the correct graph using
the original data. These corrections do not change the content of the publication and do not affect the conclusions
drawn from this research.

Corrected Figures 6 and 7 are presented below.
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Figure 6. Downregulation of miR-548 or overexpression of KIF2C restored proliferation, migration, and invasion after
circRGNEF silencing. (A—F) RT-qPCR shows the expression of circRGNEF (A, B), miR-548 (C, D), and KIF2C (E, F) in T24 and UM-UC-3 cells
following transfection or treatment with NC, si-circRGNEF, miR-548 inhibitor, KIF2C overexpression vector (KIF2C) single or combined. Data are
presented as the mean + SD. "™*P < 0.001 vs. NC. #*##P < 0.001 vs. si-circRGNEF. (G—I) Cell proliferation was analyzed by EdU assays. Data are
presented as the mean + SD. *"*P < 0.001 vs. NC. #*P < 0.001 vs. si-circRGNEF. (J-N) Cell migration and invasion were assessed in T24 and UM-
UC-3 cells using Transwell assays. Data are presented as the mean + SD. *""P < 0.001 vs. NC. ###P < 0.001 vs. si-circRGNEF.
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Figure 7. KIF2C overexpression reversed miR-548-induced cell migration, invasion, and growth inhibition in vitro. (A-D) T24 and
UM-UC-3 cells were transfected with miR-548 mimics with or without the KIF2C overexpression vector. RT-qPCR shows the expression of miR-
548 (A, B) and KIF2C (C, D) in T24 and UM-UC-3 cells. Data are denoted by the mean = SD. "™P < 0.001 vs. NC. ##P < 0.001 vs. mimic.
(E-H) EdU assay showing the proliferation of T24 (E, F) and UM-UC-3 (G, H) cells. Data are denoted by the mean + SD. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.001.

###P < 0.001 vs. mimic. (I-M) Cell migration and invasion were determined in T24 and UM-UC-3 cells by Transwell assays. Data are denoted by
the mean £ SD. ***P < 0.001 vs. NC. #*#P < 0.001 vs. mimic.
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