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A& E A AT - TTBK2 #1 miR - 217
RIEKIGERFEE X

hBE B B WM AFF RLT KSR

M E BHH B miR -217 IR - TTBK2 76785 I 4 2UR0 55 41 U P 3R A 00, %6 miR - 217 3F4k - TTBK2 5
U R I R BRI S TS )R AR o TR WO R A R L X B 55 L 4% 69 ], SR 9t sE Bk PCR(qRT — PCR)
Kl miR - 217 FRAR - TTBK2 Rk KF-, BT 70Hr miR - 217 (FRofR - TTBK2 5 8 4 98 280 i RO BRI R BUR M C R . 48
B IR AL miR - 217 RkOKF B E R T 5440, 25 A ST (P <0.05) s R4k - TTBK2 3R ik K P 2. 3% 5 T 5%

HYU(P<0.05), MK ALUP miR -217 50K - TTBK2 KK M (r= -0.609,P <0.05) . miR -217 FFIR - TT-
BK2 &3k 7K P i Ik 55 B B A8 4 TNM 3300 iR 43 AL R B2 Rk L 45 5% B8 A 06 (P < 0..05) , 15 S AR i 1) o 78 8 A g 22
BRI IR (P >0.05) o miR =217 IR IKEE 3 AF77 15 3 (41.46% ) B F LT miR - 217 3£ 354 (78.57% ,P <0.05),
R - TTBK2 IR KK 3 44716 5 (37. 21% ) W] AR T 3000k - TTBK2 7 K5 & (88.46% ,P <0.05) . COX Z N R Hr i,
miR - 217 3k BRI - TTBK2 3k TNM 43 #1258 Wi £ 45 5 58 3 U5 19 2k 37 f& 16 9 %5 (HR = 2. 674,95% CI:1. 128 ~6.339;
HR =2.328,95% CI:1.097 ~4.940;HR =2.907,95% CI.:1.573 ~5.372;P 14 <0.05) , £ miR - 217 76 £ 4598 8 % Mg 414
AR AR IR BRAR - TTBK2 3215, % R IA 5 2 B BB B MR B R B UG A K.

X AR IR -TIBK2 miR -217  IGAREFHE 5

FESES R735.1 XEARIRED A DOI 10.11969/j. issn. 1673-548X.2019. 05. 037

Expression of Circular - TTBK2 and miR - 217 in Esophageal Carcinoma and its Clinicopathological Significance. ~ Xu Yongjun, Peng
Qin,Tan Zhengrong ,et al. Digestive Department of Yichang Second People's Hospital ( Second People's Hospital of China Three Gorges Uni-
versity) , Hubei 443000, China

Abstract Objective To detect the expressions of miR —217 and ring — TTBK2 in tumor tissues and paracancerous tissues of e-
sophageal cancer, and investigate the relationships between miR - 217 and ring — TTBK2 with the clinicopathological characteristics and
prognosis in patients with esophageal cancer. Methods 69 cases of tumor tissues of esophageal cancer and corresponding paracancerous
tissues were collected. Real time fluorescence quantitative PCR (qRT — PCR) was used to detect the expression levels of miR =217 and
ring — TTBK2. The relationship between miR —217 and ring — TTBK2 with clinicopathological characteristics and prognosis of esophageal
cancer was compared and analyzed. Results The expression level of miR — 217 in tumor tissues of esophageal cancer was significantly
lower than that in paracancerous tissues, and the difference was statistically significant (P <0.05). The expression level of ring — TTBK2
was significantly higher than that in paracancerous tissues (P <0.05). The expression of miR —217 was negatively correlated with the ex-
pression of ring — TTBK2 in tumor tissues of esophageal cancer (r= -0.609, P <0.05). The expression levels of miR —217 and ring —
TTBK2 were correlated with TNM stage, differentiation degree and lymph node metastasis of patients with esophageal cancer (P <0.05).
They were not related to age, sex, lesion location, pathological type and depth of invasion (P >0.05). The 3 year survival rate of pa-
tients with low expression of miR —217 (41.46% ) was significantly lower than that of patients with high miR =217 expression (78.57% ,
P <0.05). The 3 year survival rate of patients with low expression of ring - TTBK2 (37.21% ) was significantly lower than that of pa-
tients with ring — TTBK2 with high expression (88.46% ,P <0.05). COX multifactor analysis showed that miR - 217 expression, ring —
TTBK2 expression and TNM staging were independent risk factors for the prognosis of patients with esophageal cancer (HR 2.674, 95%
CI1.128 -6.339; HR 2.328, 95% CI 1.097 -4.940; HR 2.907, 95% CI 1.573 -5.372; P <0.05). Conclusion MiR -217 is
low expressed in tumor tissues of esophageal cancer patients, and the ring — TTBK2 is high expressed. Their expression is associated with
malignant degree of esophageal cancer and prognosis of patients.

Key words Esophageal cancer; Ring — TTBK2; miR —217; Clinicopathological features; Prognosis
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B4 I (esophageal cancer) JE T EE L 4HZH
S 3G AR R A — A LT A TE R . AT e
ST TE R, e O A R R DX AR R 4 0 1)
2 i R S B — 2R L T R IR
AW ZHRE IS C R R R Btk
WITRAL, BUG R 22 st R s . ARk
15 P8 D 3R Mgt A% B R 3R 45 2 T g SR A e 1Y
R AH A B BARBLE M AATE R . R, PR
W A R S BILA , SR B TR B A AU
HEAR W] S B R 2 W I R R T B U SR A
BB . ZIFRERY], N RNA(miRNAs) 2 5%
it A FRAR AR B, H S ARG 5 RE R IE S 2 AR
WK AR o Li 4 B, miR - 217 76 A 50
bR P TN AR GR 1 KK miR - 217 7] {2
HE R L b B2 IR A0 M i A K R E L (HOE T miR - 217
HEERNXRITRED,

UTAE AR SR W], L PR B SN IF A U AR 2
P RNA 2B i — 26 32K s 55 5K 3 AH 3% 19 3 2
S FR AR RNAs, Bk RNAs Z5 M 53 , 76 MR AT ZH 4L
AR NER € RSN (SR Tl SR SRS o T
P Tau 1545 5 93 2 (Tau tubulin kinase 2, TT-
BK2) & —Fh 22 % 1/ I3 R IR b , J& — Fh = 5 T 240
M B Z R, A RS S5 2 AR I6E,
e 2 A0 M B R B, Tau B AR E O YA
L AERUGE AH G 8 B P & A, TTBK2 2R RNA J8
AT miR217 45 3 1 A P e R R A
A58 S A O b miR - 217 (3RAR - TTBK2 7E &
IR A S s H VPRI 0L R = S
T I R AR AE B TR I E AR

M5 7%

L bRACR S B HR 2013 42 3 5 ~2015 423 H %
& B FERHISCAR 1Y B g AR R S R 4 2L k)
I 55 L AUbR A % 69 B BIF 58 X 4, A AR Y 47 ~
79 %S AERY 59. 67 £ 10.23 % Mo A i AL AR
A : BB UL ], FR B 40 f], R Be 18 f3i] s g B L. 57
o8t g 12 ) AE 80 s bR e AL R AL R 14

B oA 21 B AR Al R 34 B 5 3R T TR L
T, ~T, B 30 4], T, ~ T, & 39 ]k 455675 1
AL G, R AE JORE RS B 28 1 AR [ B 470 g
25 TNM Zp AR, 130 14 4, 10391 19 4, 10 4 36
il AT A SR AT O 3 A Y B IO
ek, DT H I BOE 2017 4 4 J1 30 H o 99 A bR
D2 B2 W e Uil 2 o & % 8 8 10 2L A
QAT 80 % B Y HLbRA ; W TNM S
S R s B3 AR A 5 (@ 55 28 2 B IR g ok 2H 2 B
Hd Sem P2 AR A © B 1Y I IR B B U7 %R 5¢
B HREBR bR UE : OAF 1 WS B8 R E s QF Bk
RS O H BB MR @ AR FIAT L IT 55 H
bl B Y7 B O RS BE DT BB A e e i . T
AR o S AR £ 7 A TR A SRR 55 A 4L, D) /N B
(FHfRF 1. 0cm x 1. Ocm x 1. Ocm) , #h i T4t 5 &
T Trizol I3, - 80CIRAF . LW FE 45t & R B
B2 A AR A 22 D S b M i, B A SR SR R 5 o R 34
(e YIS ==

2. F B 5 A « Trizol 77 H H A TaKaRa
N 5 AceQ qPCR SYBR® Green Mix Il H 75 52 vazyme
H W18 ) MystiCq® microRNA qPCR Assay Primer iy
H 2E [ Sigma 23 H] ;qRT - PCR 5|9l B2 T/EH)
2w G A ; qRT - PCR U A 56 [ Bio - Rad 2% F
%o

3. SZ B} %¢ O% % & PCR ( quantitative Real — time
PCR,qRT - PCR) f#& ] miR - 217 (#~:4k - TTBK2 ik
IR : Trizol 3% 42 HU M 41 £ 4 41 215 RNA | R ¢4k
% ¢cDNA, ###8 AceQ qPCR SYBR® Green Mix i % &
YL X miR - 217 (3R AR - TTBK2 gEAT9 44, 2 bi
KZ:F. R 5 (10pmol/L) % 0.5ul, SYBR®
Green Mix 5.0pl, ¢DNA ( 50ng/pl) 1.0pl, ddH,0
3.0wl, 3t 10.0wl, S W 45 14:95°C, 9055 95°C , 30s;
62°C ,30s;72°C ,20s;40 MG, K qRT - PCR [ #F
PR, 38 5 7 % 20 PF A qRT - PCR 9784 M1 A9 4
Sl RBIEEHUE CRH 2 o g R AT
M. qRT - PCR 51 P HIIEILE 1,

%1 qRT-PCRZ|#EF

miRNA ET 519 (5'—3") KRG (5'—3")
miR -217 TACTCAACTCACTACTGCATCAGGA TATGGTTGTTCTGCTCTCTGTGTC
U6 ATTGGAACGATACAGAGAAGATT GGAACGCTTCACGAATTTG
MR - TTBK2 AATAGTAGTTGGGTGGTGGTCT CTGCCAACTGTGGGATGTTC
B —actin GATCATTGCTCCTCCTGAGC ACTCCTGCTTGCTGATCCAC
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4. GiitaF ik AR SPSS 24.0 GEit 27 B A X 4
P IEAT G 0BT, T VR LA B = bR 22 (v 25) 3R
NLGATHE R I 220 M TR B LA E Ar B (%) &
RAT X K565 R A Kaplan - Meier 5 23 i 13 & 9 /&
HHEAFML AT Log — Rank 1555 ;% H] Pearson 47 %
A 56 P4 T 5 SR I COX (] I 455 780 49 A7 52 1) £ 45
FEHEDRRERNE, U P <0.05 hERA 40T

& ES

1. EEMIE AR s 4 P miR - 217 FRMR -
TTBK2 3R 3k 7K F- 1) P ¢ 1248 9 M9 2 40 miR -
217 AHXF R IB K B E AR TR 55 L, 22 5 A e it
B (P <0.05) ; 2B E MR AL IR - TTBK2 A
XFFGEKE B EE TS, 2R AGIFERE X
(P<0.05), %2,

x2 AEAEHLH miR -217 Ik - TTBK2

FikKFHI LR
21 5 n miR -217/U6 ok - TTBK2/B - actin
988 55 41 69 1.02 £0.22 1.03+£0.19
TEMRHAL 69 0.71 £0.15 3.75 £0.76
' - 10.413 31.055
P - 0.000 0.000

2. B E MR AL miR - 217 5K -
TTBK2 3K By AH KM : Pearson S} Hr 45 3R s, B &8
BF MR Z0% miR - 217 530K - TTBK2 %k 2
BEAMK(r=-0.609), 2 54 51128 L (P <
0.05) , 7L 1,

4.25 7 r=-0.609, P=0.000

4.00 1

hed
N
D

HR-TTBK2
W
S

3.25 4 . .

3.00 A

T T T T T T T T
030 0.40 050 0.60 0.70 0.80 090 1.10
miR-217

Bl AEEEEMBALA miR-2175
IRk - TTBK2 RiXHHEXE
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3. R R E MR AL miR - 217 AR - TT-
BK2 &5 1% B 5 6 R BRARAE 1 ¢ & : DL 69 fi 12 45
PR E IR AP miR - 217 FIPRAR - TTBK2 (1
BI7KF- BOT MR, B 3 70 miR - 217 (IR IA 40 41
Bl ,miR =217 s ik 4 28 fi, AR - TTBK2 ik ik
426 ], FRIR AL 43 B, A [l AE I 1 L R
AL e ERIE AL b 12 10 TR BE Y B R AR A I )
H miR =217 Bk - TTBK2 REKF #2254
A E (P >0.05) ;48 [F] TNM 4331 | i o3 A0 e B2
Stk CL 25 56 B 18 00 1 12 45 6 S8 IR 4 2 b miR -
217 AR - TTBK2 Kk KV L8, 22 % A it 2%
X (P<0.05),7 033,

4. KA miR - 217 FFbk - TTBK2 ik £ 4 9 B
H3ELDAEFENE A 2 s, miR -217 k%
K 3 AEALETE RN 41.46% (17/41) Bl B AL T miR -
207 B ERIXH 3 FLET K T8.57% (22/28, %" =
9.238,P <0.05) ; Jf4k — TTBK2 /& 3235 % 3 4EAETS
ZH 37.21% (16/43) , B B A% T FF4k - TTBK2 [ 7%
Fik# 3 4R A7 HK 88.46% (23/26,)° =15.780,P <
0.05),

5.5 A R B E S B COX (8l IH 43t A F
FOK B HE miR - 217 K3k FRIR - TTBK2 ik 4%
302 PR AR AL B BE 2R IR IR B L MR
b kS5 78 TNM 230 S8 I &=, g0 A 52 e B 45
BEBE R COX LGS BRI GEFT 400 B &R 55
Brai R R, miR - 217 £k AR - TTBK2 £k R
TR EE R 43 A6 K B 45 56 B8 L TNM 43 11 02 52 i 1%
TREBEEMAERKEER, EILEX4, ZRESTE
75, miR - 217 33k Rk - TTBK2 ik \ TNM 43 &
S0 4 e SR E U T fE R R L TR LR S

15 %
TR S I PR b — b A Ry i L %) 9 A A i

WA PR A A i O, H R 3R R R I R AR Rk
0.05% LA L, it 5 by b IX 2 — R 4E 2 20 77
NFEF R BT, AR EREBET A,
BLRT B T8 98 A9 DR v AN B, A 22 R
T BB A SRR BURCR B R S A, B AR AT
RERJE N EER . MIRER, B8RS 471K
T 45% , P AOLAFIE AR B 32 A A RS RE R , B
HYBL R R RS G W BUR AOR B2 I R R
IR SR AL, TR A REY 0 TR G, W
B R 1 i PR AL 150 36 9 AT 0 B 72 (46 L 0%



BeEBfscdeh 20194E5 A 48 B S - 1E = -
3 SEEEEMEALF miR -217 K] - TTBK2 RiZFER S ERBEFMLEZ B X R
. ] ﬁmm _217{& p . jqjc _ “BK{; I .
=] \ =) 8
4 51
A 30 9 21 2.464 0.116 16 14 1.825 0.177
b 39 19 20 27 12
ER (S
<60 25 13 12 2.121 0.145 14 1 0.667 0.414
=60 44 15 29 29 15
9 5
B 1 3 8 1.994 0.369 6 5 0.417 0.812
o B 40 19 21 26 14
TE 18 6 12 1 7
g B R
8 9 57 21 36 1.899 0.168 34 23 0.995 0.319
R T 12 7 5 9 3
Jio 93 o3 AL B
K51t 32 21 11 14.305 0.000 28 4 14.492 0.000
T A 35 7 28 15 20
5 1 R
T, ~T, 30 9 21 2.464 0.116 16 14 1.825 0.177
T, ~T, 39 19 20 27 12
NS5
x 28 6 22 7.168 0.007 13 15 5.067 0.024
4 41 22 19 30 1
TNM 438
I~ 33 5 28 16.961 0.000 14 19 10. 661 0.001
m 36 23 13 29 7
100 s £4 PMAEEBEWELEE COX BANLR
90 Lo W H HR 95% CI P
80 ée%r miR - 217 %k 3.576 1.237 ~10.338  0.000
S 204 & y,=0002 AR - TTBK2 %k 3.854 1.569 ~9. 467 0.000
ﬁﬁ . éﬁb. AR 1.615 0.577 ~4.520 0.251
& so- - miR-217{I45 & P 1.734 0.491 ~6. 124 0.134
‘ s o L EIT| 1.248 0.679 ~2.294 0.616
40 ~* miR=217F 4k $o R 1.976 1.109 ~3.521 0.043
30 . B s 7 - o TR 4L, 2.547 1.011 ~6.417 0.035
A (H) WL 3.039 1.348 ~6.851 0.015
- TNM 414 3.643 1.914 ~6.934 0.000
90
304 R5 FMRBTEEEMEZEE COXQPASTER
S W H HR 95% CI P
7 7 mik —217 %3k 2.674 1.128 ~6.339 0.000
E 60 A N FRIR - TTBK2 23k 2.328 1.097 ~4.940 0.000
504 -m FOR-TTBK2 ik A 1.514 0.483 ~4.746 0.223
404 -@- FRR-TTBK2AILF % 51 1.528 0.377 ~6.193 0.138
30 . . . . . . 6 B 2K 1.139 0.549 ~2.363 0.654
0 6 12 18 24 30 36 I 1.771 0.956 ~3.281 0.141
Ikl CH) i RE AL, 2.057 0.857 ~4.937 0.621
E2 RE miR -217 54 - TTBK2 £ 5 2 518 WU LR 1.896 0.974 ~3.691 0.245
TNM 431 2.907 1.573 ~5.372 0.005

EBEIFREFXRNILR
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/Iy RNA (microRNA ,miRNA) &4 18 ~25 M ¥%
FEER 2 B A5 0 A0 P — 2 85 A < 1) PR YR 1 P
JE T RNA L GE 5 8036 B mRNA 37k 45 B X 4% 5
2 B VR HE DR SR A I, 7 40 I B 40 L 40 1k %
I O e ol A ol (B o L Y o | o g g U R (B
M. Ansari 2" % P, miR - 93 miR - 143 7E 4%
Sl PR 40 i 96 e R 2EL 2 T ik W A, T S B8l
TEHIWETE A W bR B . Wang 17 BF 58 & B,
miR - 625 76 R4 4L 4Uh % 35 F L, K £ % miR -
625 ] 4 HE A IR 2N I B T A%, it 3k miR - 625
O30 o) £ A 90 40 I 9 A AT B, 4R R miR - 761 A B
1 49 £ 45 98 19 36 7 B 45 . Winther 257 BF 58 91,
miR - 21 75 £ 58 i g R0 & 48 R 98 I Al 2 rh ek 1
L, miR - 21 55 3 5k 5 A R A A IR AR I
T s Sk AR RN A R S, R
AN B 8l ST A B N L B8 miR - 21 A5 AR N
RO B B BUS I 0L A W bR S . UL R
72 miRNAs 75 &8 & R B b B s
B BORAE T, TR £ 45 08 10 T 7E UG A 0 2 b
FGITHIE SR miR - 217 16 B4 R 2R R R i 7
HR R FE AN T A

miR - 217 SR FL 309 WA miRNA 2 — {7 7E
TLMAM AL P, Su " LB, miR - 217 165
T T 988 20 2010 2 2 T 200 i 988 40 ffs 22 MIHCC -
O7H 4y ) Fe R B4 , 13 38 miR - 217 i MH-
CC -97H {222 J1, % W] miR - 217 A RE1E I i
7E (49 T 98 10 360 R T 2 5 T 40 i R 9 B % . Lin
SEUST OB R B, miR - 217 7 FIR RO 2 40 R0 40 i R
H IR TR, 5 R I R A0 b B G B R LA
20 ML S e W], 5 Fe ik miR - 217 AT 5 5 00 o) IR A
I 200 00 ) G B AT R R AR 2 ) B R A o AR PN e
K HRR miR - 207 1R g MR B T2 5 R R
K& . Zhang 25" % B miR - 217 1545 I 9 41 1
Fik W T AL B, 545 I 9 B I R 3 B &
BRAEAF AT S, 1 F2 3K miR - 217 W7 400 B % 20
IHE A2 P 40 UE T, HE D miR - 217 W] REAE S B
TS5 545 i KL . UL EBFsT4s B 8%, miR -
207 A5 A R % i 0 HE R rp B T AR Sy 000 3 TR 4
AT AR Ry B0 3 R R HEAE o

AWFFEXT 69 15 13 48 9 MR 4L 23 Je ) o7 9 55 2L 41
PEAT R, % BLET A5 4140 F miR - 217 £ KK FE 8
VAR, S5 miR - 217 4575 T 240 & | IR I o o i
Fkia—a Y R miR - 217 75 £ A5 ol g
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VE e 2 R A o A5 miR - 217 K5k
5 B TNM S5 397 e o A AR 2 K itk 2 45
A %, BEAE B TNM 23 100 I i L 0 A e 3 1Y %
I, b 2 b miR = 217 3k 7K V-2 W i, A ik
CL 45 5 7 1 f8 3 MR 2 20 miR - 217 Rk KF- &
TAREER B . Hoh TNM 23 B A5 B34k v] 5 g
5 AR BE 23 9153 90 ey, o AR B2 B 22 |, e 1) Sl
PEFE R HOE , 38 miR - 217 RE RS 5 aEIREK
Mk, 5 M B A G, #E— B ar R,
miR - 217 AKX FH 3 FAFIE F 2 F ML T miR -217
FRIBE PR miR - 217 (RRX 5 EE R EE 3 4F
FETE A O, 5 3 B B, #E miR - 217 AJ AR
Ry A g o MR B AR IS AR R AR AR .

AR RNAs J& — KA g i 25 [ BT ) ncRNAs, K
ZEAMR RNA ER8% 3 40 &+ X 38, H 2 50450 1 T 4i
Mus o JHABE ST R B, BRIk RNAs 72 B 95 45 W i
EHAE R G b W R E L, S 5B MR B R,
B AE Sy — R B A ) 2 bR AR ) T R RE e 1Y
s Tau 045 F 11 2 ( Tau tubulin kinase
2, TTBK2) s — i i, of fE 4k Tau & H A CE & 5
BEERAL IS . Bender %% & B, £k 1 TTBK2 i
35 55 5 i 240 L AR R DR €5 3R A i AR ) T 2 1 % U
FIK o Zheng %5 HRIE B , 16 5 T 21 4R 400 i 2% o
YRR IR - TTBK2 K3k B 3% FH, i 2t - TTBK2
FIRTC W AL AL, A S u 2P R I, o 3Rk FR
AR — TTBK2 i 3 Ji o 98 400 At 1 5 3T B8 i 28, mi bR
AR - TTBK2 ) /] S S0 P9 Bl i 1m0 13, 48 7R B
AR = TTBK2 5 32 35 8 7 I Jo e 2 i

AWETE K B, BB I R 4 4 BRIk - TTBK2
FFKFBETHE, 5 Zheng % 1 I TR b & B
— RN IR - TTBK2 76 & %8 & A4 i # vh nl fig
VE o S0 L R B /E T . AR BFSE P 3R - TTBK2 &£
K5 R R TNM 3 109 M 2 A0 F BE R itk B2 4%
MM & RE B TNM 3 010 Fh e o AR BE 1 %
I, b 2L b miR = 217 33K 7K P32 W &, $20R
MR - TTBK2 & RIAFRES 5 @S MBIk e, iF
— BT R, AR - TTBK2 & R385 3 4R (710 A
FALT IR - TTBK2 ik %3k % , #7837 4R - TTBK2
F RIS S B D W AR A O, 5 e S 1
J&  HEMFRAR - TTBK2 W] R AE Jhy ) Wy £ 45 i 2 9%
o B E R0 B I DL A W E AR S W . A EESE R
COX L A5 JX s 5 0 %6 52 i £ 465 9 8 3 T8 190 i 66 1A
RiAT 0, 45 R BoR, miR - 217 KK AR - TT-
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