ISSN 1009-3079 CN 14-1260/R 2003 5 15 11 5 681
100700 1
100021
:8112—66721’6120;)700’ () TNM
:2002-10-07 :2002-10-17 1 63 T,N;Mg b
2 63 ToN:M,
3 51 T.N:M,
4 58 T,NoMg a
5 51 T.NoM, a
6 74 T3NoMg b
:16 3 7 62 TsNoMg b
DNA DNA 8 73 TaN:Mo
9 64 T3NoMo b
DNA 10 51 TaN; Mg
11 50 T4N; Mo
12 64 T4N; Mg
DNA 13 58 T, No My
3q 17q 20q 8q 9q 14 55 TsN:M,
_ 15 55 T5N:M,
11qg 5p 17p; 4q 4p 99 18q 6 8q 16 26 TN My
17 77 TsNoMo b
DNA 18 50 T3N:Mg
19 68 ToNiM,
DNA
1.2
1.2.1 DNA
’ 2003;;].1(5):651—684 DNA.
http://www.wjgnet.com/1009-3079/11/681.htm 1.2.2 (CGH) (1)
Biotin-16-dUTP DNA Digoxin-
11- dUTP ( )DNA
0 500-1 200 bp. (2)
(500 ng/ ) Cot-1 DNA
DNA 5 pL
( 40 % )
. 1999-08/2000-05 19 20 min. 3)
(4
RNase 1%
. () (a)
75 8 min 37 20 min. (b)
L 70%
1.1 16 3 2XSSC 73 2 min.
10 9 2XSSC 2 5 min. . (6)
-170
37 60-72 h.
(G 50 % 2XSSC 43 15 min. 2XSSCX2




682 ISSN 1009-3079 CN 14-1260/R 2003 5 15 11 5
(7) 3 13 ( 2
FITC-avidin - avidin ( ) ( 3).CCD
antidigoxin-TRITC - ( 2 ( 3
4 6- -2- (DAPI)
1.2.3 CGH (1) 2 19 DNA
63 DNA DNA
(CCD) (prinston inc) 1 3927,5p15,7p1-13,9921,11,17, 1p13-31,4935,18q2,xp22
DAPI TRITC FITC 3 3 20g12,21q21-222,xp21
3 2 1q,1p1-21,29,3q 1p32-pter
.(2CGH CGHanalyzer  ( 3 la 2q
) 4 5p,8¢,11913,20q 5013-qter,6q,8p2,9,18G2,xp
12 5 5,8q12-139q,110,149,19911-12,  4,22,x
20q11
() 080) ¢ D 6 1032-gter,2q1,3927,6p21-22,  3p3q14435,5p,6023-pler,6G27
6015-22,7¢21,1113,140,16,20q12,
xp21
7 2p22-23,5p13-15.2,7p13-15, 4
7011.2,19,21q,17
8 2p16,2032,3927,5p,80,11q13,  2p25,80,1512-21,18021-qter
13q,15922-qter,17,21,xp22
9 1p31-pter,39,4p,9934,12,13 X
15026,17,18p
10 3021-27,4p15-032,8q12-241  1p35,7q3,21
11 1p2,3q
1 1 12 301,3g24-qter,5031,8q,10021,1502 1932,4p15-pter,9,10p,xp22
0 19q11-12
13 19,39,139,7,8 19
14 1p,3q,5p31-pter,7p15-21,9p11-13, 4,50,9p22-pter,12,14,15,16,x
9q,11,13,17,18,19,20,21q
15 30,13q,17
16 1922,3q,5p,9
17 20,3,169,20 5p,12,21,19,xp22
18 30,493-qter,6,8p25-pter,11p, 11
18q,20q91,21q
19 1p,9,13,15 1q
3
2 CCD (  14).
' § " . : (n =16) (n=16)
I E | i i 3q 12 4q 5
: J ! : 3027 12 4935 5
i 5p 7 4p 4
I : t : 1 : i 5p15 6 % 2
8q 5 9p22-pter 3
i J, AERY 8q12 6 18q 3
9q 5 18g2 3
TIINIT |: . 11q 6 Xp22 7
11q13 6
3 : 1.0 17q 7
08 1.2 .DNA 17p 6
5 20q 5
20q12 5

16 3 ;




ISSN 1009-3079 CN 14-1260/R 2003 5 15 11 5 683
DNA 39(12 11q 6 31.6 %
75 %) 17q 5p(7 43.7 %) 8q 11g 17p(6 2 4 11q
375 %) 9q 20q(5/16 31.3 %). DNA . myc 8q
49 4p 99 18g xp.DNA
(MMPS) 89
DNA . 8q
6 ( 37 %) 3
DNA
. 6 5 (83.8 %) 8 APC
3 (375%) 2 [7-9] 5921 DCC
1 Barrett APC
[/ APC MCC
3027 20g11-12 8qgl2-13 8qgl2-24.1 5pi5 5
18g2 4qg35 3/16 X DNA
, Tr N 1T N6M 89 18q 3 (316 188 %),
3iN1IVIo 4IN1IVIQ . DNA
DNA
3
ONA Watanabe et al ™! 78 DNA
(high grade aneuploid HGA) ( 55%)
DNA . DNA
73.3 %
(comparative genomic hybridization CGH) 20.0 %" DNA
/ (2, Varis et al *¥
DNA
CGH 200(50%) 17q(39 %) ; 20q 36.8%
(11/17 ) 179 31.6%(6/17 ). [1415]
DNA DNA 6q 9q .
69 9q - 17.7 %(3/17 )
DNA DNA
19
DNA
. 4q 14q 2p 17p
' 89 5p
; DNA 18q 4q
L DNA
. 39
2(epithelial cell transforming sequence,
ECT)); P63 CPG
4 .D’ Cruz et al
3q . c-myc ras
‘Tadaetal © c-myc
36 ras
39(75 %) 8923-
gter(50 %) 11913(44 %) . hisl
cyclin-D(bcl-1) 11913 X DNA

11q13-qter



684 ISSN 1009-3079 CN 14-1260/R

2003 5 15 11 5

Takashi U,Akira T,Shigefumi Y,Toshihiro A,Hiroaki T,Tomoko
F,Shigeto K,Atsunori O,Masaaki O,Kohsuke S. Gain of 5p15
detected by comparative genomic hybridization as an inde-
pendent marker of poor prognosis in patients with esophageal
squamous cell carcinoma. Clin Cancer Res 2002; 8:526-533
Yen CC, Chen YJ,Chen JT, Hsia JY,Chen PM, LiuJH, Fan F S,
Chiou TJ,Wang WS,Lin CH. Comparative genomic hybridiza-
tion of esophageal squamous cell carcinoma: correlations be-
tween chromosomal aberrations and disease progression/
prognosis.Cancer 2001;92:2769-2777

Petersen I,Langreck H,Wolf G, Schwendel A,Psille R,Vogt P,
Reichel MB,Ried T,Dietel M. Small-cell lung cancer is character-
ized by a high incidence of deletions on chromosomes 3q,4q,5q,
10q,13q and17. Br J Cancer 1997;75:79-86

El Rifai W,Frierson HF Jr,Moskaluk CA,Harper JC, Petroni GR,
Bissonette EA, Jones DR, Knuutila S,Powell SM. Genetic differ-
ences between adenocarcinomas arising in Barrett’s esophagus
and gastric mucosa. Gastroenterology 2001;121:592-598
Tada K,Oka M,Hayashi H,Tangoku A,Oga A,Sasaki K. Cyto-
genetic analysis of esophageal squamous cell carcinoma cell
lines by comparative genomic hybridization: relationship of
cytogenetic aberrations to in vitro cell growth. Cancer Genet
Cytogenet 2000;117:108-112

Tada K,Oka M,Tangoku A,Hayashi H, Oga A, Sasaki K. Gains
of 8g23-gter and 20q and loss of 11g22-qgter in esophageal
squamous cell carcinoma associated with lymph node
metastasis. Cancer 2000;88:268-273

Bektas N,Donner A,Wirtz C,Heep H,Gabbert H E,Sarbia M.
Allelic loss involving the tumor suppressor genes APC and
MCC and expression of the APC protein in the development of
dysplasia and carcinoma in Barretts esophagus. Am J Clin
Pathol 2000;114:890-895

Werner M,Walch A. Morphologie and biologie der invasion am
beispiel des barrett-karzinoms. [Morphology and biology of
invasion with Barret’s carcinoma as an example]. Verh Dtsch

ISSN 1009-3079 CN 14-1260/R 2003

27

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

Ges Pathol 2000;84:62-68

Dolan K,Garde J,Walker S J,Sutton R,Gosney J,Field J K. LOH at the
sites of the DCC, APC, and TP53 tumor suppressor genes occurs in
Barrett’s metaplasia and dysplasia adjacent to adenocarcinoma of
the esophagus. Hum Pathol 1999;30: 1508-1514

Mehlen P, Rabizadeh S, Snipas SJ, Assa-Munt N, Salvesen GS,
Bredesen DE.The DCC gene product induces apoptosis by a
mechanism requiring receptor proteolysis. Nature 1998;395:
801-804

Watanabe M,Kuwano H,Tanaka S,Toh Y,Sadanaga N,
Sugimachi K. Flow cytometric DNA analysis is useful in de-
tecting multiple genetic alterations in squamous cell carcinoma
of the esophagus. Cancer 1999;85:2322-2328

Sarlomo Rikala M,EI Rifai W,Lahtinen T,Andersson LC,
Miettinen M,Knuutila S. Different patterns of DNA copy num-
ber changes in gastrointestinal stromal tumors, leiomyomas,
and schwannomas. Hum Pathol 1998;29:476-481

Varis A,Puolakkainen P,Savolainen H,Kokkola A,Salo J,
Nieminen O,Nordling S,Knuutila S.DNA copy number profil-
ing in esophageal Barrett adenocarcinoma: comparison with
gastric adenocarcinoma and esophageal squamous cell
carcinoma. Cancer Genet Cytogenet 2001;127: 53-58

Hu N,Roth MJ,Emmert-Buck MR,Tang ZZ,Polymeropolous M,
Wang QH,Goldstein AM, Han XY,Dawsey SM, Ding T,Giffen
C,Taylor PR. Allelic loss in esophageal squamous cell carci-
noma patients with and without family history of upper gas-
trointestinal tract cancer. Clin Cancer Res 1999; 5: 3476-3482
van Dekken H,Geelen E,Dinjens WN,Wijnhoven BP,Tilanus H
W, Tanke HJ,Rosenberg C. Comparative genomic hybridiza-
tion of cancer of the gastroesophageal junction: deletion of
14Q31-32.1 discriminates between esophageal (Barrett’s) and
gastric cardia adenocarcinomas. Cancer Res 1999;59:748-752
D’Cruz CM,Gunther EJ,Boxer RB,Hartman JL,Sintasath L,
Moody SE,Cox JD,Ha Sl,Belka GK,Golant A,Cardiff RD,
Chodosh LA. C-MYC induces mammary tumorigenesis by
means of a preferred pathway involving spontaneous kras2
mutations. Nat med 2001;7:235-239

610083

Meckel 4

(14.8
1 37 )
100
875

100 B

) crohn” s 3 (111 )
83.3
66.7
235

259 85.7

, . L. 27
2003;11(5):684-685

http://www.wjgnet.com/1009-3079/11/684.htm

) 610083
,610083, )
lishi@mail.sc.cninfo.net
:028-86570526
:2002-05-31 :2002-07-25
27
27 B
14 (519 ) (185 )





