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Correlation research of in-vitro chemosensitivity of chemotherapy drugs in gastric cancer”
ZHAO Fazhi', XIAO Shuomeng' ,ZHAO Ping' ,DING Zhi',ZHOU Xiang',
TANG Lingchao' \CHEN Xiaodong'**

(1. Gastrointestinal Surgery Center ,Sichuan Cancer Hospital ,
Chengdu,Sichuan 610041,China;2. School of Medicine ,University of Electronic
Science and Technology of China ,Chengdu,Sichuan 610054 ,China)

[ Abstract] Objective To investigate the correlation among clinicopathological features, chemotherapy-
associated gene expression levels and in-vitro chemosensitivity of chemotherapy drugs in gastric tumor pa-
tients. Methods Collected the baseline information and surgicopathological characteristics of 127 gastric canc-
er patients histologically confirmed and surgically treated. The mRNA expression levels of thymidylate syn-
thase (TYMS), excision repair cross complementation group 1 (ERCCI1), breast cancer susceptibility gene 1
(BRCA1D) and B-tubulin-[ll (TUBB3) in tumor tissue were identified by branched-DNA liquid chip quantita-
tive analysis. Adenosine triphosphate based tumor chemosensitivity assay (ATP-TCA) was performed to indi-
cate the chemosensitivity index (CSI) . Chemosensitivity properties of different agents were calculated. Corre-
lations among clinicopathological characters, chemotherapy-associated gene mRNA expression levels and che-
mosensitivity properties were analyzed. Results Correlation analysis indicated that epigastriectomy was in
connection with high expression of ERCC1 (P<C0. 05). Bormann type I was in connection with high expression
of TUBB3 (P<C0.05). Less than or equal to 60 years old,subgastrectomy were in connection with low CSI of
oxaliplatin (OX). mesogastric tumor was in connection with CSI of docetaxel (DOC),N stage 2—3 and CSI of
paclitaxel had statistical significant difference (P <C0. 05). Correlations between chemotherapy-assocaited
genes mRNA and CSI of corresponding agents showed no statistical correlation (P>>0. 05). Conclusion There
is no correlation between chemotherapy-associated genes expression and in-vitro chemosensitivity in gastric cancer.

[Key words ] stomach neoplasms; pathologic processes; chemotherapy-associated genes; drug screening
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397 33 J S BR TR DD B A T AT FE R B4k
I7 o AT R HGETE T ARG IT ALy B o T
ARIBST BB E I S A7 T R A K iR R
Pt SR AR S B ALY R A E K
B B 300 P 8 X ALy 25 0 0 SR RS R ot 500 . H
BiC 4 & B B2 & A (thymidylate synthase,
TYMS) . ¥ %15 38 X H 4p 3 K 1 (excision repair
cross complementation group 1, ERCC1) . %, I# % 5
% 1 (breast cancer susceptibility gene 1,
BRCAD) J¢ 3 #1 B i %& % 11 (B-tubulin-[Il , TUBB3) 4§
YRR AT 250 RN A O . R AR B o i AR
TRV TR B8 28 BORE, PR 9T B 0 A3 i PR BELRR AE
AT A SR AL R 3 2k UK K- 5 40 7 25 W) U 9 R B G

AL BAREIT .
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48 s B2 B 8 B AP BT ARG M B s VIR F R B .
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37 BTG A A L RS s (20 JC MR s b 5 % . HEBR bR i
ARFTEA HPPAG b JE vk VIR A48 © & A 1 R AR
T T AR R M AR AL IR F2 B Bk 55 A 16 ik L 45
e JE B RN A B m AL R R . SR gl A 127 ) 8 o AR
HLHA Y95 B, 2 32 ], o M AR R (58, 010, 7)
& AR 60 %, R A BE B 35 [ R IR P AR
HECOG) PF43/NT 85 T 2 4, /B 4R AR £ W
T8 FRAR I 8 K (PG-SGA) PR /N F % F 3 43, i
T G BRGERE : bR S AR R R (5. 730 2) em, A AR
ZEH5.0 cm, B T ERMPIE (82 )65 #i1(51.2 %),
KA L Bormann 2p BIDLTT (I AL i 22 . 4% 36 )90
A Z 2 (AJCOA I 55 7 O AR dE 1T TNM 43
W1 8 . 1 AR A 23 ). T4 A 5 86 il
IVHARE 10 ], 200 B2 R0 15 i 2y B 8 40 i 4
Hoa o g R b 67 B Ak . IR ZH 2 Her-2
G 45 S B M A LG 46,900

1.2 Jiik

1.2.1 A OCHE R mRNA £ R A 43 3 DNA
WA IS B AR (25 38 AR W BRI A BRA F)D € = A
W H ) mRNA ik, 145 TYMS,ERCC1.BRCAI,
TUBB3 4t 4 i, FZEAERE Ty (D BIR A 284
WU R M A AE IR, 56 “C N R SN 2 h A T 2 A
HE mRNA 4B, (2) ¥ br A 2L W% 7 205 8 i
B A SRR ORI R R R R
B H T L B WO A BER IR R G VR 1
min J5 R IGELR FIEWR . ZAPBRELEBE 3 K. (OIMA
P18 GE AR PR AT FIARICHR £ .50 CREM RN 1 h )5 i fE
W5 E 1 min, WSR2 B S WRG FH R IR IRGE 2 IR
(O A5 R R M R-BELAE A, 50 CEY RN 30
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min, (G)PEEMFHE 3 . F Luminex [ L _F 305k
o 75 A 25 2R

1.2.2 Abyr 25 Uk R il R A ATP i fb )7
RO AT I CATP-TCA) 32051 & G N it 81 28 9 B 52
AR 2w A dE A A X AR B BE (5-FUD |4
(DDP) , B ¥ F41 (OX) R A2 B (PTX) K £ 7 fill 3§
(DOO) (P MRSMEST R PE . B ERBEAR . (D
BB ) 18 AR A IUR S A — YR I R SR L R
W 75 %0 LBENR YR W IF AT 1~2 min, BCES O 40 il
A& H® R 200 U/mL fEEE ER 200 U/mL 1y #5
FRE IR 25 min [ AR . (O HRTRL IS
9 2 2 BT R BOBIR L A & TR A T A B B R 3L 2
h J5 F 200 H i /1 58 4K 15 5 40 Mg B YRk S B
WG A g . ORI 258 I A 96 fL
Begi b, B 259 B 100 % 25 4 3Rk JE (test drug
concentration, TDC) £ % 25 ¥ 76 AR N 1 I 3% vk B %
EH: 5-FU 25.0 pg/mL . DDP 3.8 pg/mL,OX 5.0
pg/mL . PTX 3.6 png/mL.DOC 3.7 png/mL,B& H2
MIEREA 25 W) vk 5 2 vk BE AR IR . AN 2 ik
200%.,100%.50%.,25%.12. 5% 5 4~ TDC. & 4~
TDC 2 P47 4L 3 2 HEC8 L) Je 2 FLAE X AR —
R IC LR B (MO) s —HE R 25 0 IR (MDD 54X 200 pL
S8R FR AL A AT AR . (4) 2 ol 933 400 B L A
37 °C.5% CO, &AM %5 d g mALIMA 50 pL 52
O FR a0 G U I AR AR AE I i OB .

1.2.3  ZRSEOHUBRANE N @ bR g A5G E [R
mRNA 33k i Luminex [ 32 % B £z 45 & {4 .
127 {5) 8 25 A6 W F 3 b A2 50 oy B /D T 8055 T b A
B R AR, KT A BO A S . AT SO PE
ATP-TCA A0 25 5 iy B I & 1Y 2O 158 1 H 5
FEFR B G I 98 A= K 3 4 % (tumor growth inhibition
rate, TGI) | b J7 il B 38§ % (chemosensitivity index,
CSD .\ IC50 f 1C90, &4E4n4% T A itH . TGI= (1 —
2 b B AL 9 5 B H/JC 25 % BR AL SO B D X
100% ., CSI=500—4% TDC {3l 2 Z F1, HAL 8/
PR AT 25 ) XE i I8 20 % 0 ) AR 5 . 1C50 . el
50 % b8 48 i A2 K ) TDC, TC90: 31 1k 90 %% i 924 4t
Mid K i TDC. fbd7 25 W) SURAE IR 4 & LT 25 9
TDC, CSI, IC50 K I1C90 43 M. fif j2&%, 1C50 << 25%
TDC; %% B i g, 1C90 << 100% TDC H. 1C50 > 25%
TDC, 85§ CSI<{300; 24 ,1C90>100% TDC HIC50>
25% TDC H. CSI>>300,

1.3 Gt abs RA] SPSS19. 0 8R4 47 £ 40 43
e IEZ AR RR DL T4 s Fan . 1% 8728 1 i A1 56
PE 531 R F Pearson FRAR AH G HG 50 3 28 748 & 1Y G HK
PEZr BT R ] Spearman S8 g AH K 55 . L P<<0. 05
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2 & B
2.1 BT 24 W A 5 I DR A T e Ak 9T 2 W 1k A
JEE G ) 25 127 fil 2 % TYMS.ERCC1.BRCAL1,
TUBB3 3t 4 kg7 A & 3 ) mRNA 33k o A7 i {E
I A 43 3k« 0. 137 (0. 088,0. 218),0. 614 (0. 475,
0.727).0.066(0. 047,0.096) .0. 068(0. 038,0. 126)
PR AMEST RS %€ 5-Fu,DDP,OX . PTX,DOX 4t 5
FiALIT 25 4 19w fr CST 4351 7. 316 (276, 351) . 316
(284,358).,322(289,367),197(124,257),265(166,
326) . AN[METT 259 BoA 09 Ak g7 B0 v iR E BBk
CF + SIOJRK e 3 50U AN B0 I ) < 5-Fu 10,37, 80
il ,DDP 5.40.82 fi] ,OX 4.37.86 fi], PTX 64,44 .19
%, DOC 43,39 .45 i,
2.2 RGN BURRAE 5 107 A0 G FE B mRNA {4
FHOCHE 9o BRASFAE 5 1057 A DG 355 D51 0 6 A OGP 43 7
/A B TS ERCCL & 235 . Bormann [#I & 5
TUBB3 & 2254 % (P<<0.05), H R ¥ RL KT 5
em 5 TYMS m 3Rk A K (P<<0.01), 1 1,

®1  BEGRFESESKTEXEERRN

i BHET I mRNA ik Kp
’ [#(%)]  TYMS ERCCI BRCAl TUBB3
AR ()
<60 62(48.8)  0.165 0.645 0.073 0.104
=60 65(51.2)  0.195 0.617 0.082  0.150
P57
i 32(25.2)  0.158 0.651 0.074  0.144
L 95(74.8)  0.188  0.624  0.079  0.122
it Jeg A7
b 45(35.4)  0.182 0.569 0.082 0.124
g 17(13.4)  0.205 0.584  0.085  0.092
T8 65(51.2) 0.173 0.686* 0.073  0.139
Ji 9 /N Cem)
<5 em 68(53.5)  0.144 0.645 0.074 0.126
=5 cm 59(46.5)  0.223> 0.614 0.082  0.129
Borrmann 437
17 4(3.1) 0.223 0.729 0.082 0.587"
I # 68(53.5) 0.177 0.614 0.078  0.111
I 7 45(35.5)  0.169 0.632 0.075 0.116
I\ 10(7.9) 0.240  0.698 0.086 0.109
HIEAE e
178 20 fitd 8 15(11. 8) 0.149 0.721  0.075  0.067
A% 431k g 9 67(52.8)  0.202 0.647 0.080 0.152
A4k B g 32(25.2)  0.157  0.600 0.076  0.120
Ay A R g 13¢10.2)  0.169  0.518  0.075  0.090
T 43
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gk EEGKRFEFESLTHEXERKGD
. BHTH mRNA ik kT
[»(%)]  TYMS ERCCI BRCAl1 TUBB3

T1~2 15(11.8)  0.144  0.639 0.068  0.068

T3~4 112¢88.2)  0.186  0.630 0.079  0.136
N 4311

NO~1 57(44.9)  0.176  0.593  0.078  0.132

N2~3 70(55.1)  0.184 0.662 0.078  0.124
M 431

MO 117¢92.1)  0.178  0.632  0.079  0.132

M1 10(7.9) 0.215 0.613  0.061 0.077
TNM 433

11 8(6.3) 0.168 0.572  0.079  0.063

11 3t 23(18.1)  0.169  0.601  0.076  0.096

1 5 86(67.7)  0.181  0.646  0.080  0.148

Vit 10(7.9) 0.215 0.613 0.061  0.077
Her-2

BH 36(36.7) 0.179  0.679  0.075 0.187

+ 16(16.3)  0.176  0.632 0.086  0.105

++ 36(36.7)  0.178 0.636  0.073  0.095

+++ 10¢10.3)  0.166  0.526  0.087  0.124

@, P<<C0.05;": P<C0.01

2.3 BHIEREILAFAE S CSTASCE o #k 127 4]
SR R B RRIE 5 CSTAH G, R AR RS K T 3%
F 60 % 5 OX K CSI. & L& M5 OX ik CSIL B
TR 5 DOC ik CSI & N 43 #] 2~3 #1 5 PTX ik
CSI A % (P<<0.05), L3 2,

2 BERKFESES CSImEXE

BET Csl

WiH
[n(Y0)] 5FU  DDP  OX PTX DOC

IR ()

<60 62(48. 8) 314 322 335 192 229

=60 65(51.2) 303 310 3120 193 259
LR

ke 32(25.2) 309 308 322 202 254

Uil 95(74. 8) 309 318 324 189 241
fivsgg o2

b 45(35. 4) 308 311 309° 220 248

g 17(13. 4 332 337 351 160 183

THB 65(51.2) 304 312 327 184 258
i3 /N Cem)

<5 68(53.5) 313 320 323 201 256

=5 59(46. 5) 304 310 325 182 231

Borrmann 437

17 4(3. D 314 291 295 236 269
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gk 2 BEGRFBEFMES CSIMEXN
SH BEAIL Csl
[(»(’»]  5FU DDP  OX PTX DOC

JIE! 68(53.5) 305 314 315 201 252

1% 45(35.5) 310 313 331 1742 234

VA 10(7.9) 325 352 359 193 227
HEERESS oS

ik 4 s 15(11. 8) 292 317 340 180 249

R s 67(52.8) 303 314 322 193 253

oA 32(25.2) 330 312 316 181 216

BN 13(10.2) 306 325 330 224 264
T 73

T1~2 15(11.8) 310 302 314 228 278

T3~4 112(88.2) 309 318 325 186 240
N3

No~1 57(44.9) 309 316 324 216 255

N2~3 70(55.1) 309 315 323 1742 235
M 434

Mo 117¢92. D 308 315 321 191 245

M1 10(7.9) 323 321 356 212 229
TNM 434

B 8(6.3) 306 298 339 208 215

1131 23(18.1) 317 321 312 221 281

1B 86(67.7) 305 315 321 180 239

IV 10(7.9) 323 321 356 212 229
Her-2

BT 36(36.7) 297 310 339 191 251

+ 16(16.3) 328 314 327 195 228

++ 36(36.7) 298 318 310 184 252

+4++ 10€10. 3) 311 327 332 197 215

*, P<<0.05

2.4 ALIT WA IEIE NS CST by 24 4 At 1) A
Pt Pearson B AH I Z BUK: 56 16 7T 245 W) AH > £ A
mRNA 35 K55 %% 17 2459 CSIAE iy A &P, 25 3% 18
7 TYMS 5 5-FU,ERCC1 5 DDP/OX.BRCAL 5
DDP/OX.BRCA1 5 PTX/DOC. TUBB3 45 PTX/
DOC A B[] £ oK 2 B A O (P = 0. 846.,0. 917/
0.994.0. 107/0. 522.0. 100/0. 092, 0. 816/0. 504),
#E— 20 mRNA R B AR B 5 @R B #1750
2% >k H Spearman SEHAH M1 mRNA £k S
FHRE 25 9 1 CST 43 At [8] B 8 78 — 2 1] R 32 B0 40 A 56
(P =0. 989, 0.800/0. 876, 0. 180/0. 633.,0. 425/
0.306.,0. 810/0.792), #%& {i ik b 48 43 54 TYMS,
ERCC1.BRCA . TUBB3 #: [ mRNA ;{5 5 A )
T I7 245 ) 0 P CRIURR 5 0 0% L Tt 245D 47 A OGP 4y
MR /s 2 6] 76 3 AH 56 % (P = 0. 925, 0. 838/
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0.889.,0. 087/0. 614, 0. 603/0. 204, 0. 452/0. 588),
A Hl K AN () R R mRINA A A — 43 2 b 38 5 %)
N AT U AT AH G M 4 B s 3 2 A A RN H
i E R L (P = 0. 620, 0. 975/0. 904, 0. 260/
0.810.,0.372/0. 588.0. 645/0. 465) , L3 3,

®3 BEUFHWEXEERNARIKS

LIFBEEX R (1)
i POIT R /AN B
5-FU DDP 0X PTX DOC
TYMS
iR ik 23/41 —/= —/= —/— —/=
Bk 24/39 —/= —/—= —/—= —/—=
ERCC1
flk £k —/= 24/40 21/43 —/— —/—
SR 32N —/= 21/42 20/43 —/— —/—
BRCAI1
137 —/— 27/37 21/43 51/13 40/24
[SE32N —/= 18/45 20/43 57/6 42/21
TUBB3
iRk —/= —/— —/— 53/11 42/22
(B —/= —/= —/= 55/8 40/23

A U R e R — R

30 #

Xof H 2 ARIR PR TR DD BR v 2E R 0 R R B
A O A5 DN Ry B3R L g VDI A 02 BB B D2 3t 98k EEL 25 7
PPN ARG REMAT . 2RE RSk
SR Al FARIE R T RAE B IARTES .

5-Fu BELAHIRRARE REM AT RN — XK
FAZ5 77 %8 SCHR 3 H AT R0 AE 30 %0 ~ 5024, T i
PTX 251 3 25 5 A %kl Lk 8 50% L B9,
YT 3 T A RN RN 48 B R R AR
WM . R R L LR Rk I K e B
RRAE 55 22 4 B 0 S o2k, 30T R yT 25 L
AT 259 0 O 22 S BORDY . B i AR T A 56 3
DRG0 7 0F 9% 8 e BUAS 1 — i 0 i (ELBIE 9 0 A B A
— 5w, TYMS fEH T DNA & BUd f 02 5-Fu )
il e 2 KA M S 2 — . R AMIF ST R TYMS %
KK FE 5-Fu 28 (5-Fu, R i i B8 %) 25 W1k
I7 IR B A O . ARBIFSE & B TYMS 3k K P
5 5-Fu 25 Yy Ut R 0 U W A G M . SRR I &5
TRELT B9 o e L 5 b, TYMS ik g my 5-
Fu {b 7 S0 mT B 55 b 56 14 R e AS R M 5 9 3 3k
75 54 5% A TRk — 28 36 I K 4y 1 )2 10 1 BF 52 0k
B, ROGOZA %" 58 @n TYMS kK V5
BAE IO A R IE M 06, HHAE Lauren i B0 1
SR VH T R R R R ARk . R Sk ek
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ERCC1.BRCA1 % TUBB3 3K 5 5 5 1k 7 25 W fi%
M R PR 458 88 — 8. ERCCL 2 4% 11 ik 4b
YMEE RGN 5L .25 DNA i 2o fit. 25
5% 2 B 9 4 o ERCC1 23k K 541282591057
SR 22 Ta] S A 5T, 4R X ERCCL & ERCC2
I 9% 22 S 7E S TR 2 250 1 O ke B S 36 IR 7Y
5407 24 AT 6 (H LI DR M 4 7 R R AR 1 1F
JEAEAE . BRCAT 2512625 Y v 8 DNA i & &
S, K@k 50K 24 ¢, TUBB3 3k
P 4 i 1) TUBB3 WU 2 Bt S 38 25 90 1 32 2 4 s
FCPHME R R 5 Ws A O

WFSE R - R K F 5 om., TR MR &
Bormann T #Y 58 & 0l G843 B XF 5-Fu 2K AR R &K 2
KGR, HETFARBRAITF Y EIEAES
P I7 SO PE R 2 B0 Hh A OGP L b iR B AE S5 1k T 24
PIUSNE O R W 45 A AR A R D B A e . RS
SRR GE A BN AL PR AR K T T 65 %
Xf 5-Fu K& OX AU, i OX.DDP,5-Fu & PTX %}
A8 20 A 98 AT O B B SRR . R — 2B A 53T R 4l
A 22 5B W DR B Ak S 6 AR I A AR 5 R A7 B 5
PAPFAR A6 7 25 4 1) SO 5 TS 1 6 &R .
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