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Expression and Clinical Significance of IMP3 in Triple — negative Breast Cancer. Deng Zaixing, Chen Liping, Zhu Kai, Lat Shiping, Ji
Cunli. Department of Pathology, Huzhou Maternity & Child Health Hospital, Zhejiang 313000, China

Abstract Objective To study the expression of Insulin — like growth [l mRNA - binding protein 3 (IMP3) in triple — negative
breast cancer( TNBC) and its clinical significance. Methods A total of 62 triple — negative breast cancer samples were collected. Ex-
pression of ER, PR and HER -2 was detected by inmmnohistochemical staining, and compared with those of 60 cases of non — TNBC,
then the correlation of IMP3 expression with patients’clinical and pathological features was analyzed. Results The positive expression
rates of IMP3 in TNBC and non — TNBC were 56.5% and 8.3% respectively and its difference had statistical significance (P <0.001).
The expression of IMP3 was correlated to histological grade and Ki67 index and its difference had statistical significance (P <0.01).
There was high positive rate in high grade and high Ki67 index patients. Conclusion IMP3 protein highly expressed in TNBC. IMP3 is
association with tumor proliferation and invasiveness, and it may be a protential target for targeted therapy of TNBC.

Key words Breast neoplasmas; Triple — negative breast cancer;IMP3 ; Immunohistochemistry
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In vitro Culture of Human Musculus Constrictor Pharyngis Superior Cells for Tissue Engineering Research. Chen Jingjing ,Shen Zhisen ,
Zhu Yabin, Kang Cheng. The Medical School of Ningbo University, Lihuili Hospital of Ningbo University, Zhejiang 315211, China
Abstract

Objective To explore in vitro culture condition of human pharyngeal constrictors cell, observe its growth status in the

polymeric scaffolds. Methods Human pharyngeal constrictors cells from body tissue of nine volunteers of hypopharyngeal carcinoma pa-
tients were isolated by explanting method. The 4th generation cells for growthing on modified polyurethane (PU) scaffolds were collected
with linearly aligned microgrooves. The cell morphology and the status of the proliferation and differentiation were identificated by morphol-
ogy observation and immunohistochemistry analysis. Results Cells were cultured in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium ( DMEM) , sup-
plemented with 20% foetal bovine serum ( FBS) under conditions of 37°C, 5% CO, as the best condition for vitro culture. Silk fibroin
(SF) grafting greatly improved scaffold’s biological activity which led to the high cell biocompatibility. Conclusion The findings demon-
strate that cells obtained from explanting method seeded on such scaffolds hold, which is promise for guiding human pharyngeal constrictors
tissue construction.

Key words Human pharyngeal constrictors ; In vitro culture ; Polyurethane scaffold; Silk firbrin

e BT AL A iR R DL G R 2 — , 2 o 4
AR R R E Y 8% o ATAF R VR BE T R A W
A W M 88 DA 2 R 4 Sk 2003 8 1 iR R AR R e AN
TR A7 R AN T P R 2

BEATH WTLAR 7 B AR BAIH (R2101166 ) 5 5 7 8 K (8
) L85 (2008 C50019 )

PEH BN 315210 7 il K 2% BE 4 B (BR e 22 Wk L 98 ) 5
315040 I T BT 0 2 MR PR B (TR AR AR )

WIRAEH LA B 154 1 5287216@ 163. com

FHUFA R EREREIRIT  (HR P AR LR
N Sk 3503 20 S A5, R A | K e I ) RE Y B A
FEERL T U R P W R AR
SR MG LA U A A T IR 1, s 4
FA T Bl AR 58 1Ay TR B 6 Rl o 4% A oh T 5
B LA LU 5 B R T, T LA 28 52 RE 1 A FR,
18 52 S — A~ Hh AT g = DR 2R PR S 4 R 3R A 3
[F) P10 8] 58 Y 52 2% HL 5t 22 e BE A Gd AR, TR I TGk 0k
BTy RE AN F AKX R B R R TN AT R AR
-85 -



	YXYJ1303 82.pdf
	YXYJ1303 83.pdf
	YXYJ1303 84.pdf
	YXYJ1303 85.pdf

