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Expression of Shh and Glil in Cervical Cancer and Its Clinical Significance. Fan Xufei,Zhang Zhenlin. Department of Obstetrics and Gy-
necology, Jinhua Municipal Central Hospital, Zhejiang 321000 ,China

Abstract Objective To study the expression of Shh protein and downstream transcription factor Glil protein in hedgehog signal
transduction pathway in cervical cancer. Methods The expression of Shh and Glil proteins were detected by Immunohistochemical S - P
method in 83 cases of cervical squamous cell carcinoma, 39 cases of cervical intraepithelial neoplasia( CIN) and 23 cases of normal cervi-
cal specimens. Results The expression rates of Shh and Glil proteins were raised gradually from normal specimens, CIN to cervical
cancer with significantly differences of three group (P <0.01). The expression of Shh and Glil proteins was associated with pathological
grades and clinical stage of cervical cancers (P <0.01). The Shh and Glil positive expression rates in lymph node metastasis were signif-
icantly higher than those without lymph node metastasis (P <0.01). The expression of Shh and Glil had positive correlation (P <0.01).
Conclusion The over-expression of Shh upregulates the expression of the downstream transcription factor Glil protein in cervical cancer.

The activation of hedgehog signal transduction pathway may play important role in the development of cervical cancers.
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Gender Differences In Dependablity Between Anticipation for Risk of Cardia — Cerebrovascular Disease with the apo B/apo Al Ratio and Ca-
rotidartery Intimal — Medial Thickness. Ye Guiyun, Hu Wangping, Chi Xidi,et al. Department of Lab Med, Fujian Medical University Af-
filiated Nanping First Hospital, Fujian 353000, China

Abstract Objective To investigate the value of the apoB/apoAl ratio and carotidartery intimal — medial thickness(IMT) in carot-
id atherosclerosis risking and study gender difference of carotid atherosclerosis risking for the apoB/apoaAl ratio and IMT. Methods The
lipid levels and IMT in 400 patients were determined and the apoB/apoAl were calculated. Results The mean age of male (66.8 +
11. 97 years) were not predominance difference than that of female (65.15 £11.03 years) (P >0.05). Through gender classified into
two groups, the levels of CHOL, TG, HDL, LDL, apoAl and apoB in women group were obviously higher than that of male group( P <
0.01). The apoB/apoAl ratio was strongest correlation with IMT in patients lipid indexes and IMT correlation analysis (P <0.001). The
apoB/apoAl ratio was strongest correlation for women group than other groups in lipid Indexes and IMT correlation analysis of different
gender patients( P <0.001). The patients were divided into three groups with CAS diagnosis standard of IMT, the apoB/apoAl ratio was
significant different (P <0.01). Conclusion The apoB/apoAl ratio is closely related to IMT, especially for older women. The apoB/
apoAl ratio is an important predictor of cardio — cerebrovascular disease of atherosclerosis and a superlative risk factor.

Key words ApoB/apoAl; Carotidartery intimal — medial thickness; Atherosclerosis; Anticipation risk value; Gender difference
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