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Association between CD14 Promoter —260 C/T Gene Polymorphism and Susceptibility of Gastric Cancer: a Meta — Analysis. Wang Ming-
zhu, Tan Shiyun, Li Ming, et al. Department of Gastroenterology, Renmin Hospital of Wuhan University, Hubei 430060, China

Abstract Objective The CD14 promoter —260 C/T gene polymorphism have been shown to confer genetic susceptibility to gastric
cancer, but the results are inconsistent. In order to accomplish a more precise estimation of the relationship, a meta analysis was per-
formed. Methods All eligible case — control studies published up to Jan. 2015 were identified by searching PubMed, Medline, EMbase,
BM, CNKI, VIP , etc. Meta — analysis was performed by RevMan 5.2 and stata 12. 0 software. Results A total of 10 studies including
2365 cases of patients and 3497 cases of controls. There was no significant association between CD14 promoter — 260 C/T gene polymor-
phism and gastric cancer susceptibility was found in overall meta — analysis ( dominant models: OR =1.07,95% CI.0.83 - 1.39; reces-
sive models; OR =1.08,95% CI:0.89 —1.30; TT vs CC models; OR =1.11,95% CI1:0.79 —1.56;CT vs CC models:OR =1.06,95%
CI.0.83 -=1.35). In subgroup analyses of source of controls and ethnicity, we didn’t found a significant association between CD14 pro-
moter — 260 C/T gene polymorphism and gastric cancer susceptibility ( dominant models; HB source; OR =1.02,95% CI:0.63 -1.65,
PB source:OR =1.12, 95% CI:0.85 - 1.49; Caucasian;:OR =1.02,95% CI:0.80 —1.30, Asian:OR =1.12, 95% CI1:0.73 -1.71).
Conclusion The CD14 promoter — 260 C/T gene polymorphism was not related to susceptibility of gastric cancer, and genotype TT and
CT + TT didn’t increase the risks of suffering from gastric cancer.
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