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Prognostic Analysis of Intensity — modulated Radiotherapy (IMRT) for Nasopharyngeal Carcinoma in Young Adult Patients. Chen Lisha,
Zhang Enhuan, Wu Junxin, et al. Department of Radiation Oncology, Cancer Hospital of Fujian Medical University, Fujian 350014, China

Abstract Objective To evaluate the treatment outcome and prognostic factors of young adults with nasopharyngeal carcinoma un-
der intensity — modulated radiotherapy (IMRT). Methods One hundred and one nasopharyngeal carcinoma patients of young adults (35
years old or below) who were treated by IMRT at our institution from January 2004 to December 2007 were reviewed and analyzed.
Results The median follow — up for all 101 patients was 70.3 months (range, 7.5 - 110.5 months). The 5 - year local - regional recur-
rence — free survival ( LRRFS) , overall survival (0S) , distant metastasis free survival (DMFS) , and disease — free survival ( DFS) were
93.8% , 85.0% , 79.9% and 76.6% , respectively. Multivariate factors analyses revealed that N classification was the significant prog-
nosticator for OS (P =0.018), DMFS (P =0.001) ,DFS (P =0.003) and gender was an independent prognostic factor for DMFS (P =
0.050). Chemotherapy failed to benefit treatment outcome (P >0.05). Conclusion Intensity — modulated radiotherapy seems to length-
en 5 —year OS and to achieve a reasonable local — regional control in young adults nasopharyngeal carcinoma patients. N classification was
the related prognostic factor influencing the long — term curative effect of IMRT of the youth with nasopharyngeal carcinoma, and distant
metastasis remained the dominant failure pattern of our series.

Key words Youth with nasopharyngeal neoplasm; Radiotherapy; Intensity — modulation plan; Prognosis
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Abstract Objective To investigate the effect of HBeAg on dendritic cell phenotype and function of murine bone marrow — derived
DCs. Methods The murine bone marrow cells were cultured and induced in vitro into immature DCs. These cells were divided into the

control group, HBeAg — stimulated group, LPS — stimulated group, LPS plus HBeAg — treated group. Then,immunophenotyping, T — cell
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