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Expression of Jade —1 and B — catenin in Renal Cell Carcinoma and Its Clinical Significance.

al. Department of Urology,The First Affiliated Hospital of Wenzhou Medical College ,Zhejiang 325000 , China

Lian Xin,Weng Zhiliang , Wu Xiuling, et

Abstract Objective To investigate Jade — 1 expression and their significance in the pathogenesis and progress of renal cell carci-
noma and the correlation of expression between Jade — 1 and B — catenin. Methods Immunohistochemistry and fluorescent quantitative
RT - PCR was used to explore the protein and mRNA expression of Jade — 1 and B - catenin in 60 cases of renal cell carcinoma and 11 ca-
ses of normal kidney tissue. Results (DImunohistochemical MD values of Jade — 1 protein in renal cell carcinoma was 0. 1655 (0. 1191,
0.2830) and normal kidney tissue was 0.7438(0.7190,0.8059) and mRNA expression levels compared with normal tissues was 0. 202
times, which were lower (P <0.05). The MD values of B - catenin in renal cell carcinoma 0.2756(0.2178,0.3738) was higher than that
of normal kidney tissue 0.0855(0.0366,0.1029) (P <0.05), but mRNA expression levels was 1. 014 times than normal tissue, which
has no statistically significant (P >0.05).@In renal clear cell carcinoma,the poorly differentiated carcinoma of Jade — 1 protein was low-
er (P <0.05) and B - catenin protein of was higher (P <0.05) than that of well - differentiated carcinoma. The relationship of Jade - 1
and B — catenin protein expressions in renal cell carcinoma tissue were negatively correlation (r = — 0.695,P <0.01). Conclusion
Jade — 1 expression was significantly lower in renal cell carcinoma. Jade — 1 low — expression and B — catenin over — expression was a neg-
ative correlation. These results may suggest that Jade — 1 could cause B - catenin low — expression which plays an important role in the
pathogenesis of renal cell carcinoma.
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Prognosis of Rhythm Control vs Rate Control of Atrial Fibrillation; a Systematic Review. Chen Zhen, Li Wengiang, Liu Tao, Liu
Yafeng. Emergency Treatment Department ,People’s Hospital of Wuhan University, Hubei 430060 ,China

Abstract Objective To evaluate the difference of prognosis between rhythm control and rate control in patients with atrial fibrilla-
tion. Methods We searched the Pubmed (2000 —2010), Medline (2000 - 2010) ,

2010) ,EMbase (2000 —2010) to collect randomized controlled trials ( RCTSs).

Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews (2000 —
The quality of RCTSs was critically appraised and data
were extracted by reviewers independently. Meta analyses were conducted for the eligible RCTSs. Results Six RCTSs were included. For

the endpoints of death, ischaemic stroke and non — CNS bleeding, there was no significant difference from the RCTSs. Conclusion Com-

pared to rhythm control, rate control could decrease the risk of hospitalization and not increase the risk of other adverse endpoints. Optimi-
zing rate control and more widespread and effective anticoagulation are a good treatment for atrial fibrillation.

Key words Atrial fibrillation; Rhythm control; Rate control
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