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Complications after Radical Gastrectomy with SOX Neoadjuvant Chemotherapy for Advanced Gastric Cancer Li Tao, Feng Daofu, Liang
Meixia, et al. Department of General Surgery, General Hospital of Chinese PLA, Beijing 100853, China
Abstract

Objective To evaluate the impact of S =1 combined with oxaliplatin (SOX regimen) as neoadjuvant chemotherapy on

the morbidity of related complications after radical gastrectomy. Methods We randomly assigned 80 patients to the neoadjuvant group
and 90 patients to surgery — alone group from February 2012 to September 2013. The patients in the neoadjuvant group had been received
D, radical gastrectomy after preoperative chemotherapy. In the neoadjuvant group, the treatment was performed 2 — 4 cycles before
surgery. The complications after D, surgery were statistically analyzed for the patients of two groups. Results There were no differences
in the morbidity of complications between neoadjuvant and surgery alone groups (P =0.704). For the significant surgical complications,
the incidence of anastomic fistula was of no difference between two groups (0% vs 2.2% , P =0.499). Also, the morbidity of postopera-
tive hemorrhage was similar (3.8% vs 1.1% ,P =0.343). Conclusion SOX regimen as neoadjuvant chemotherapy did not impove post-
operative morbidity compared with surgery alone.
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Study on MT - ND1 3571C > T Mutation in Leber’s Hereditary Optic Neuropathy Pedigrees.
et al. School of Laboratory Medicine and Life Science, Wenzhou Medical University, Zhejiang 325035, China
Abstract Objective
with MT = ND1 3571C > T mutation in three Chinese families. Methods

Zhu Jinping ,Meng Xiangjuan, Zhang Sai,

To study clinical, genetic, and molecular characterization of Leber’s hereditary optic neuropathy ( LHON)
Sixty — six members in 3 pedigrees and 116 healthy people were
enrolled. PCR and DNA sequencing were used to screen for the presence of mtDNA mutation. The results were analyzed by bioinformat-
ics. Results  Molecular analysis of mitochondrial DNA in these pedigrees revealed the absence of three common LHON associated m.
3460G > A, m.11778G > A and m. 14484T > C mutations but the presence of homoplastic LHON associated m. 3497C > T and m.
3571C > T mutations in probands and all matrilineal relatives, and not in paternal relatives and 116 Chinese healthy controls. It is well
known that m.3497C > T is associated with LHON. Conclusion m.3497C > T and m.3571C > T mutations may increase the danger of
LHON development. We can consider the susceptibility locus of LHON family.

Key words Leber’s hereditary optic neuropathy ; Mitochondrial DNA ;ND1 mutations ;Incomplete penetrance
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