J Med Res,Sep 2011,Vol. 40 No.9

carcinomal J . Int J Cancer,2007,120(1) :32 - 38

Tao Q, Chan AT. Nasopharyngeal carcinoma: molecular pathogenesis

undifferentiated nasopharyngeal carcinoma. Int J Oncol,2003,22(4) .
869 - 874

and therapeutic developments [ ] ]. Expert Rev Mol Med, 2007, 9 9  Corn PG, Kuerbitz SJ, vanNoesel M, et al. Transcriptional Silencing of
(12):1-24 the p73 gene in acute lymphoblastic leukemia and Burkitt’s lym-
Lo KW, Huang DP. Genetic and epigenetic changes in nasopharyngeal phomais associated with 5'CpG island methylation[ J ]. Cancer Res,
carcinoma. Semin Cancer Biol,2002,12(6) :451 -462 1999,59(14) :3352 - 3356

Schuster A ,Schilling T,De Laurenzi V,et al. DeltaNp73beta is onco- 10 Siu L,Chan J,Wong KF e al. Specific patterns of gene methylation in

genic in hepatocellular carcinoma by blacking apoplosis signaling via
death receptors and mitochondria[ J]. Cell Cycle,2010,9(13) [ Epub
ahead of print]

AR VL2 R, 55 pT3 SE R B A1 21 KAk E X

natural killer cell lymphomas :p73 is consistently involved[J]. Am J
Pathol ,2002,160(1) :59 - 66

Nomoto S, Haruki N,Kondo M, et al. Search for mulations and exami-

nation of allelic expression imbabance of the p73 gene at 1p36.33 in

[J7. WK 2R ,2005;26(6) :707 — 709,733
7 BRMGEE, TS F IR, G BB AL p73 R IS
Ik PR AR 1 0 3R [ 7] S IR AE ) i ,2002,17 (4 ) :380 - 382
8 Wong TS, Tang KC,Kwong KL, et al. Differential gene methylation in

human lung cancers[ J]. Cancer Res, 1998 ,58(7) ;1380 - 1383
(ihii :2011 - 02 - 16)
(&M 2011 - 06 -27)

PEFAHXTRHAEX

N

T A RS H RN R

Wz HigEZz F OB X # 4n

M E B WECEBERTIZETA L 50 2 UL E v A R SRR SR A L DL R B S R IR O,
oM S RPE TR R MR . ik K 8O L SRS s 2 T A R AR R 84 A T A i SR AN LA S 2 Ui
TR G5 9% DA L3 28 52 9 AR 3D 5% ( CHROMagar ) 78 B B S8 (8 1% 77 S 4G A 10 M 78 2R TR 495 7105 15 00 01400 20 S 8 T b, 45 5 i PR 3R L
BWr LR PE TR o Logistic Z2 N ZR [P1IH 70 My i BE5 SO P T S8 EURARSC I PR o 855 B T4 L4 19 84 37 52 K0 % ok ihy S
PEORBE 27T N, 32.1% o iR S RE, b 0 R B R & 6 A, i SO 1 8 BE 1Y 22. 2% 5 11 58 P EC B gL
210 N, 5 RO S B E /Y 77.8% s RA I RAMAT WL . KRG 0 0, 8F 5H 2 SO 05 BB Y 2 ma R &R (P =
0.007) s ZZ MLV RETE 5 B U PE TR (P =0.055) o AR ERTE A M 1T R (M B R BEAH E (P =0.005) , #it & KREI2
1 B0 P i 558 1) & 2R B S SO T S R BE AR OG (P =0..005) o A IA1 8 SC4 il SCH4 1 11 98 BE A 56 (P = 10..007 )

XER SHKE B R BRAEA

Prevalence of Denture Stomatitis in Elderly People Wearing Upper Denture. Fan Bin,Deng Xuliang , Feng Hailan ,Wan Zhe ,Li Ruoyu,
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Abstract Objective

To investigate the prevalence of denture stomatitis in elderly patients over 50 years old wearing upper den-
ture. To identify the most common Candida species and to analyze the affect factors. Methods 84 elderly patients wearing upper denture
were examined. Their saliva and plaque from the palatal fitting surface of denture were cultured. The germ tube test and CHROMagar Can-
dida were used to identify Candida species. Combined with clinical manifestations, denture stomatitis was diagnosed. Logistic regression was
used to explain factors predisposing to Candida infection. Results Among the 84 individuals wearing upper denture,27 patients had den-
ture stomatitis, which constituted 32. 1% of examined people. 100% patient had positive fungal cultures, of which 6 with Candida carrige

and other 21 with Candida infection. No patients with denture stomatitis had negative culture. Calculated statistically , wearing dentures over

night was a predisposing factor to denture stomatitis( P =0.007) ; women might be more predisposing to denture stomatitis than men( P =
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0.055). C. albicans was significantly associated with denture stomatitis( P =0.005) . Conclusion C. albicans constituted most percentage

of Candida species. It was common in the oral cavity with the most potent pathogenicity and significantly associated with denture stomatitis

(P =0.005). Wearing dentures over night was a predisposing factor to denture stomatitis( P =0.007).
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Study on the Repair Ability of Ant Extract on DNA - Protein Crosslinks.
of Environmental Science, College of Life Science, Central China Normal University, Hubei 430079, China
Abstract

Liao Jing,Zhou Mengchen,Wang Nana,Yang Xu. Laboratory
Objective To investigate the repair capacity of ant extract (AE) on the DNA - protein crosslinks ( DPC). Methods
Calf thymus DNA and ovalbumin mixture with formaldehyde solution were pretreated and they were made to form DPC. Then different con-
centrations of AE were used for DPC repair, and finally SDS — KCI precipitation method was used to detect DPC repair capacity of different
AE groups. Results When the formaldehyde exposure concentration was at 0. 544mol/L for treating the mixture of 10pwg/ml calf thymus
DNA and 10pg/ml ovalbumin, the DNA — protein crosslink was up to the highest level. When 2% AE solution was made with pH =7.6
disodium phosphate — sodium dihydrogen phosphate buffer, the AE had the highest capacity to repair the DPC, and when 2% AE solution
was made with pH =3.6 citric acid - sodium citrate buffer, the AE also had some capacity to repair the DPC. Along with AE concentra-
tion increasing, (0.002% , 0.02% , 0.2% and 2% ) the DPC repair capacity of AE solution increased, and an obvious dose — response
effect between AE concentration and DPC repair capacity of AE can be found. Conclusion This paper presents the optimal buffer pH for
making ant extract (pH =7.6), and finds the ant extract has a certain DPC repair capacity.

Key words Ant; Ant extract; DNA — protein crosslinks; Repair ability
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