Journal of Chinese Oncology,2018,Vol.24,No.8

HERABEEEF AR EMEMEA
DNA FEARPREZR 517

An Analysis of Positive Rate of Peritoneal Exfoliated Cells and DNA Heteroploid Before and
After Operation in Patients with Advanced Gastric Cancer # ZHANG Hai-biao,CUI Hui-nan
KR, & M
(IRUETITER — R IBE , N 58l 2R 16 024000)

M OE(EM] 0Tk e TR A IR E DR ROV AN K DNA SR BH %
[J7 3k ] SeFEE 23R (0 2 0 B e i3 201 ), 43 0 R I ks 8% (101 451 AR I 47 B & D,
HEIE AR (100 Bi)) , 76 T AR5 53 590 UG J e 0, O % 0 R 47 8 T % W 4 it °F (peritoneal
lavage cytology) Bl PLC 4 , ffi H] Feulgon 4% (& , & ) I B8 7% 40 e S DNA S A5 b PE 5, [45
TR B A R i L s R YO Y T A0 A 4 R T B 3R 20.799%(21/101) , DNA 53475 14 B 4 2
9 28.71%(29/101 ) 5 F I 2H A i i e 12 I 08 0 V82 b JId % 440 B BH 1k 32 2y 18.00%(18/100), DNA
SEAG R BEPE 2, 28.00% (28/100) , 20 ] A 22 5 #4 JTCGe 15 25 30 o W I B8 20 R Jis 1 s B ok Vi
JE 9% 440 i BH P 3 R R 9.90%(10/101), DNA AR BHE R N 17.82% (18/101), ¥ I 41 5 Ik
VHE VR VL TBE 5 440 L 1 BH A %6 9.00%(9/100) , DNA 575 14 BH % %47 17.00%(17/100), 51 15 B2 41
EH M 22 S TG B S B B TR TS PLC 1 DNA S A5 7R 09 FR 2 1T A3 K T
A, 22 5 A e h2F 2 L (P<0.05) ; TFIE 41 F AR A5 PLC A DNA 5 i 44 B 25 1 B 90K F
M, 225 AH G 2F 73 L (P<0.05) . [£518 ] DNA 545 R il 4G I 2% 5% BE 4 5 & T PLC, I B 8%
TRITTHE T B D, ARG AR MR YT AR AR

FRAR B I IR T R I 95 A I s DNA S5 A

MESHEE R7352  XEFIREG.B  XEHS:1671-170X(2018)08-0838-03
doi:10.11735/j.issn.1671-170X.2018.08.B017

2 A DL AR IR 2 — | B TR R T
KRB R T, TR B R B A A R
fem  BRZ BB A ERen & oy R, AT
HRYE YT ARG, A R W B, BT P50 B w8
HAEARJG MBI R, W58 R I It P I v
F1% 7 15 988 A0 R AR/ g8 b oK Bl B Ik B B
WA ARG JR i A A B s Rl AL, e 50% 1 B
BEICT IR AR RS > (R R R R R 5
LR BA R & R, SOl A 1 AL B e IR
I I [A] 5 DRIk RIS PN I 9% 9 400 i S DNA S 47 A
BH PR 25 B T 5 X 15 e S0 B IR IR AT 297 L R S
1 BT 5 A 45 TR T

1 #ERERFE

11 B2EZH
[ PR EHL 2011 4 1 H £ 2015 45 1 A fEAR B

BIWER : KR, ¥, FETE _ERBRA, ARE 8B K FER
il RKF A EHA 15 (024000);E-mail : zxmzjg@yeah.net
%% H#A:2017-07-20; & [E H #§:2017-09-25

838

JIFRELRG B B2 32 o7 Y E JR A 1S R A 201 1, B
e WU B A B2 IR O E R A e HLOR AT
7. K BrA B s TR T o AL, 23R
FH R I 58 (101 91) A1 T M F 47 8 9 D, ARG AR (100
B, B A R DO R G A b LA KL T T
SERINVINA . PR AR GO ) A 1 2 X
2SI L (P ¥1>0.05) , T UL Table 1,
1.2 MANFHEBR IR

TANAT B ARG B B O B A R E A
JRIU) B e B O E RO UL R e
A ISE RGN B FARFTBA BEAT AT T BT A
FRIRT B T [ EZS SAR T R

He PR AT R O IIRE B IR T I RE SR AT
W A B RO TR 0 I R A
89 AN T A 1) SR B R A P P R
XEAEIR ST BT 265 W0 A o SORE R A 8 8 e
KIEAFEZ 50,
1.3 HRAE

F AT ik ARG AN TR B bR AL M B 2
FOT R A 8 PR TR 7 AR IR H AR 2 14 W

e £ 7 & 2018 4 5% 24 %% 8 H



Table 1 The general clinical data of the patients in different groups

E RS THECPERUARU R R R 4] H

Gz Gender Average age Weight BMI2 R H X2 K. P<0.05 N 2E A%
(M/F) (years) (kg) (kg/m?) apn gy

Laparoscopic group 101 75126 60.59+11.79 59.46+10.86 19.27+2.36 TS

Open group 100 75/25 61.02+12.04 58.21+11.30 20.12+1.95

Xt - 0.015 0.256 0.800 0.600 2 _Q_E %

P - 0.904 0.798 0.425 0.125
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Table 2 The PLC and DNA heteroploid level of patients between the two groups

Laparoscopic group

Open group

VFZ BB RAE PR BN B

frdex PLC positve UNA PPy e DNA heteroploid i g S S e, DT
Preoperative 20.79%(21/101) 28.71%(29/101) 18.00%(18/100) 28.00%(28/100) I D, BRARTEFA, AEAF R A S
Postoperative  9.90%(10/101) 17.82%(18/101)  9.00%(9/100) 17.00%(17/100) KM, H B R ETEARIR 75 B
X 1.367 1.583 1.842 1761 43 e EEFL T oY Fe OB s
P 0.016 0.023 0.017 0.025 DAL I 6 %) 7 5 98 400 i R 1/ N9
Table 3 The positive rate of exfoliated cells and DNA heteroploid in different stage patients
I i}
Groups The positive rate of DNA heteroploid The positive rate of DNA heteroploid ~— X* r e pe
exfoliated cells(%) positive(%) exfoliated cells(%) positive rate(%)

Laparoscopic surgery

Before surgery 8(14.55) 12(21.82) 13(28.26) 17(36.96) 3.254 0.031 3.275 0.015

After surgery 3(5.45) 7(12.73) 7(15.22) 11(23.91) 3.187 0.026 2.573 0.024
Open surgery

Before surgery 7(12.07) 10(17.24) 11(23.91) 18(42.86) 2981 0.017 3.647 0.027

After surgery 3(5.17) 4(6.90) 6(14.29) 13(30.95) 3.546 0.023 2.881 0.019
Note: *: The positive rate of exfoliated cells was compared

A :The positive rate of DNA heteroploid was compared
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