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Evaluation of Effect in Primary Culture of Testicular Yolk Sac Tumor by Different Methods in Childhood. Zhang Haochuan ,Shen Jinhui,
Chen Congde ,Li Zhongrong ,Chen Xiaoming. Depariment of Pediatric Surgery,The Yuying Children Hospital of Wenzhou Medical College ,
Zhejiang 325027 , China

Abstract Objective To compare and establish an ideal method for the primary culture of testicular yolk sac tumor in childhood in
vitro. Methods  The tissues of testicular yolk sac tumor were separately cultured by three methods: physical disassociation, tissue diges-
tion and tissue explant. The cell culture efficiency, cell vitality and cell morphology were observed and evaluated by phase — contract mi-
croscopy and trypan — blue dying methods. The cell source was identified by immunohistochemistry. Results Methods applied in primary
culture were important factors affecting the subsequent outcome. The successful rate and cell vitality of tissue explant was significantly high-

er than others. The primary cell of testicular yolk sac tumor was positive for AFP and negative for § — HCG. Conclusion The tissue ex-

plant is an ideal method for the primary culture of testicular yolk sac tumor in childhood in vitro. It may provide a methodological and ex-

perimental foundation for isolation, subculture and biological characterization of testicular yolk sac tumor in future.
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Influence of Disease Uncertainty on Toxic and Side Effect Scores of Chemical Therapy Among Epithelial Ovarian Cancer Patients. Sun

Chunyan, Huang Yue, Bai Tianmei, Yang Hong, Wang Kun. Department of Gynaecology and Obstetrics, The 202 Hospital of Chinese

PLA, Liaoning 110003 ,China

Abstract Objective To analyze the influence of disease uncertainty on toxic and side effect scores of chemical therapy among epi-

thelial ovarian cancer patients. Methods A total of 59 patients with epithelial ovarian cancer were treated by chemical therapy (Program

PAC) , while they were also evaluated according to Missals Uncertainty in Illness Scale, cancer — related fatigue assessment scale, and
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