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[ E] B TR EE NS R Z 7 1 (lymphatic vessel endothelial hyaluronan receptor 1,LYVE-1) | 7]
U5 5 B £ SE % S T 1 (prospero—related homeobox 1, Prox—1) 3815 5 5 N B AR ERAFIE I C R . ik EEL
T E N AU A 57 ), B IGHT B N B 21 B i SR A SR AL 38 4], SRSl 8k AR BRI
(Western blotting ) \ SZH 5 Y6 52 it 135 55 538 3R 4 By 5% I 7 ( Realtime RT—PCR)REM LYVE-1, Prox—1 7EJ8 4140 i 55 4141
TG ERIR, AATIX 2 R IR A1 U SIS A U I Rk 25 R S IG AR BRI C R . R Oausdifb s, 41412
I T GUB AN Prox—1 FAMEFGA RS T T4, MABE, ZRAHITERE L (P<0.05); IR A B
(lymph vascular space invasion, LVSI) [H P E 0 LYVE=1 BAPEFR A T LVSI Bt , 2R A8 52 X
(P<0.05); LVSI BH: W51 78 AR S 2021 Prox—1 IR BHPE TR, 5 LVSI B K R H L2 A S
T4 L (P<0.05) . @Realtime RT-PCR & Western blotting #:il] i 7 , AHXFF IOk L2556 R L i s 41 20, kL 45546 %
éﬂﬁ%% Prox-1 #E[13RiA 4 1.250 0£0.008 2(P<0.05),LYVE-1 & 15K 1.860 0£0.012 4(P<<0.05) ; HX T4 55
HE, WA R 4w 20 21 Prox—1 mRNA FiA 4 0.693+0.083(P<0.05),LYVE-1 mRNA ik 0.4240.16(P<
0.05)0 Z5i8 : LYVE-1.Prox—1 W BERT 5 N IRIE I VAL R OV AT AR , 78 P 0 55 A L P bk L4526 T g S50k
LA G,
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[Abstract] Objective:To analyze the relationship between clinicopathological features and the expression levels of
lymphatic vessel endothelial hyaluronan receptor 1 (LYVE-I) and prospero -related homeobox 1 (Prox-1) in endometrial
carcinoma. Methods: Selected 57 cases of paraffin section specimens and 38 cases fresh tumor tissues and paracancer tissues of
endometrial carcinoma. Immunohistochemistry, Western blotting, and Realtime RT-PCR were used to detect the expression of
LYVE-1 and Prox—1 in tumor tissues and paracancer tissues. Analysis of the relationship between the expression of these two
proteins and the clinicopathological features in tumor tissues and paracancer tissues. Results: (DImmunohistochemical display:
The positive expression rate in tumor tissues of Prox—1 in the histologic grade I patients was statistically higher than that of grade
II and grade Il patients, the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05). The positive expression rate of LYVE-1 in the
paracancer tissues of LVSI patients was statistically higher than that of those without LVSI (P<0.05). The positive expression
rate of Prox—1 of LVSI and advanced patients increased in the paracancer tissues, compared with those without LVSI and the
early patients, the difference was statistically significant (P <0.05). @ Realtime RT-PCR and Western blotting detection:
compared with the paracancer tissues without lymph node metastasis, the expression of Prox—1 protein in the lymph node
metastasis group was 1.250 0+£0.008 2 (P<C0.05) and the expression of LYVE-1 protein was 1.860 0£0.012 4 (P <0.05).
Compared with that in the paracancer tissues, the expression level of Prox—1 mRNA in the tumor tissues in the lymph node
metastasis group was 0.693 +0.083 (P <0.05) and the expression level of LYVE -1 mRNA was 0.42+0.16 (P <0.05).

Conclusions: LYVE-1 and Prox—1 may be potential markers for lymph node metastasis in endometrial carcinoma. The results
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also suggest that the generation of lymphatic vessels in paracancer tissue is related to lymph node metastasis.

[Keywords] LYVE-1; Prox—1; Endometrial carcinoma; Clinicopathology; Blotting, portein; Polymerase chain reaction
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N R A VAL A SO Tl AT S8 A R L A8,
B2 A WFIEIN T AR IR PN A T A ik T A, 4D
VAT I IR LA R DIRE , 10 e Jil Bl 8 55 2H 2 P Ak
CLAER I A T SOIR A, A T REME , bk L2 A8 P A1 it
e Tez 24 R, BV e oA R A ok 2 A A2 B
T2 R AR AR R, i EL A8 9 B bR s &
HRTRY LI, A BTt — 2D B AR ik
B EHMEEER FUSTEOLZ AN OCR o I EVE N %
A 5 % 52 1A 1 (lymphatic vessel endothelial hyaluronan
receptor 1, LYVE-1) Fl[a] i 5 8 & 3L K % S IR -7 1
(prospero-related homeobox 1, Prox—1)J& Tk L& N
B ARSI, LYVE-1 J2& 20 HHE42 90 40K B —Fh
125 W JB e 2 T B A P AV FH 58 1) 325 W T e 52 4K,
FERIRTWEE N EZM (lymphatic endothelial
cell ,LEC) , [R] isf ta. 78 fifr I 2H 27 ) 11 bk EL 38 N B2 o 5
IR, Prox—1 JE MR I prospero FEPH (1 [m] I 3
BN B bR IC ), AR R8s S M i
R RSB, AR AV A LYVE-1
1 Prox—1 7 5 881 LR I R rp 5 bk 1 5
BA K. BT, A X LYVE-1 575 NBEk e %S
KAMPIR A HAEESUL, MG Prox-1 5FE N
TSI K LA RS AT 9 B AR DG SR o APl i e
PEH ZUAL2E B T BN (Western blotting ) | S A 2¢
TG T SR G EEE S (Realtime RT-PCR)J7
VRGN 5B N B Rk N R 55 LU LYVE -1,
Prox—1 AU AT mRNA BYRIRIK 4 kb e i
SHEH LIRS B IS 18 N IR L A R RO A
Kb,

1 X&5FH%

1.1 FFEIEK BEHC 2012 4F 1 A—2014 42 9 AR T
BN R R ST I A 1 4L, R I R 2 SRR AR i
TFRPE AU Y 4 LVYE-1 Fl Prox—1 MIRIE 5 18
PRI I ARG B R A 56 2R o D3 2016 4F- 8 H—2017 4F
2 AR T8 PR F 38 A s 2 4, R BT et 1
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W R 5 4R AR, dli Western blotting ,Realtime
RT-PCR ¥l LYVE—1.Prox—1 7EJ# 20 2 B S 58 tH 40P il 3
Ko FTA BE YT ARAREEIS N T e NI, AR 21
A0 P BEGERN (50) A A1 B AR DL R RYT TR
I 2N TF I B s B T B A4 e BRI e E VIR +
XUFH DI85 + 2 10 A/ 8 BBk SR L 5 Wk . ARAIFIE L 48
RO P R B A 2 By S, FLR B 2% T
TR A 2 R E AR L2 1 Ak 2,
x1 F1HABEEXRER

BEBEAER n FA R (%)

ot <60 % 43 75.4
=60 ¥ 14 24.6

SRR I 36 63.2
Gl 9 15.8

G2 12 21.1

G3 15 26.3

1A 21 36.8

TFARBHSH 1 27 474
la 21 36.8

Ib 6 10.6

| 29 50.8

Ma 3 53

b 1 1.8

Mecl 24 42.1

M2 1 17

\Y 1 1.8

WUz <12 28 49.1
=112 29 50.9

LVSI (&L 25 56.1
[ 32 43.9

R ¥ 31 54.4
A 26 45.6

TE: LVSI ik C A ) Bt

1.2 WRFE  BICE 1 AR08 T8 B A K 57
AN IR TR R, 2R IO K R R AL AL
) B A S R, FH T A s L ZA b2 L6 s BTS2 A B R
& E RN T8 RS KR B S S L PR A
&L RNA 2L,

1.2.1 SEHSUEERI (IS H S EOESI R R 04 um,
R 60 Cid 1%, Fidk i B LVYE-1(1:200) . Prox—1(1:250)
B e i, N Envision A YL @RI 2 Fhdk (£ IL,
TERUE SR BEPLIEER 5 A~ = A ALEF , R R EF 145 2 i
200 A, R R E T C A IR A SR T e
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F2 F28BFEELEM

BEIAER n FIRH (%)
AR <60 % 24 63.2
=60 % 14 36.8
SR HS Y A 29 76.3
1A 9 23.7
TR 1 23 60.6
la 18 474
Ib 5 132
I 3 7.9
iif 11 28.9
Ma 5 132
mb 1 2.6
Mel 4 10.5
M2 1 2.6
\1 1 2.6
Va 1 2.6
Vb 0 0
LTS J 32 84.2
H 6 15.8

122 Western blotting $2HUAI L EE )5 ,BCA %M E HE
FIMEE, 39 40 pg 2 TR 20 pl. ERERFRGEA T2 1 OEEIR
HLUK , FE IS 5% MWils 4 05 il B 1 h, LYVE=1(1:1 000) |
Prox—1(1:2 000) .B-actin(1:10 000)4 CHFH 1< % , W5 7 % W7
ZHURREEOE, UL B-actin ANS, 25 TE R EG T R
ST, LLTC R 1w s U B BB 1, LA
2 PR AR A A B S s AU ek
123 Realtime RT-PCR 5|%H 75 M & M AL W8 vl &
B FH R 3, $RIUZHAUR RNA SRR 5E 370 &bl 4%
¢DNA J5 47 Realtime PCR, #5988 55 4H 21 55 93 1 2H 21
LYVE-1 Hl Prox-1 mRNA AY3ik

*3 HHERRHNSEERRSIYFS

S BikZi2l!

LYVE-1 3¢ :5° ~AAGAATGAAGCTGCTGGGTTT-3’
TUif:5’~-GACATAGCAAAATCCAAGACCA-3’
Prox—1 U7 :5"~AAAGGAAAGCTCATGTTTTTTTATA-3’
FU#:5"~-GTAAAACTCACGCAAATTGGTAAA-3’
2¥i#: 5" ~GACTTAGTTGCGTTACACCCTTTC-3"
5’ -TGCTGTCACCTTCACCGTTC-3’

B-Actin

1.3 ZHIRXF  Rabbit anti-LYVE-1,Rabbit anti-Prox-1 £
SLREPUIRI N [ S 1E abeam 23 7, Mouse anti—-B—Actin £ 7o
Pilkly A 3% E Proteintech 22 7] . RNA $2HGRF Trizol M H 4>
KEAEYFARB R A RNA F5E 57 &0 A 55 E Thermo
/3 H), Western blotting T I A1 i 21 4 2 (NC I ) 14 5 32 [=
Millipore INT

14 SeitEAsE SR SPSS 23.0 Gui 4 b T 4s 4 i
TE R PORER T B AR 22 (xoes ) F2 %, 21 A] HU 38R A P A A7

FEAKIELIN ¢ K 5 e PR BORER R (1 23 He ) 2o 218 Lo
BRAF IR, P<0.05 F#mERAGHIHFE L,

2 #£ER

2.1 BREAHAANZEFERN LYVE-1.Prox-1 #£F
BEHNREALARESHARHNRIE

2.1.1 LYVE-1 FH#:RES 75 P BRI KR E e
IERIRER 7 FE NS AN AR i HE
I A5 TF AR NUZ RS
EUE SRR LVSLIEILE 1 LYVE-1 BHE ik %2z
SGEE L (P>0.05), RS Sh  LVSI FH
PEEFE Y LYVE-1 PP RIA 3w T LVSI IR #
2B G E R L (P<0.05) ; A [RIAE IS s FE 2k
R ALY TFAREL I 2R 5 R
ERHERER LYVE-1 IR Z R LFE 2B X
(P>0.05). W& 4.

2.1.2  Prox-1 FA¥ERES FE P G KW BAFME
BIXR TETENBEmAL T, H80E09% 1 9k
T Prox—1 FHMERIBRE T I M EH, 25A
Giita#E L (P<0.05) 5 AN A B AF Y g B2 T~
RS ELS ) WUZ RSO R E R AR LVSI 1
LY Prox—1 FHMER AR 2 RIegiit = a L (P>
0.05). TERESZAH L LVST B B35 1Y Prox—1 FAME
FIRAE T LVSL IR, A0 /I 1911
BEET LGRS, 2RYAHRITFEL (P<
0.05); AN R4 g B 212250 20 U2 R
T KB RFEREE 1Y Prox—1 PR RIA R £ 57
TGt L (P>0.05), Wik S5,

2.2 Realtime RT-PCR.Western blotting 77 % &
il LYVE-1.Prox-1 mRNA X EH#EFE NIEE
HEAMFESALFRRIE  BEE 2 ARF AR
S ZE , 1] Realtime PCR J7iEN 5 NI 2H
Z41d1 LYVE-1 .Prox—1 mRNA %3k 247 A % 2
R, 25 R B0, bk L 2 5 RS 2 s A U T o5 2
41 Prox -1 mRNA R ik &4 0.693+0.083 (P<
0.05),LYVE-1 mRNA & ik & H 0.42£0.16 (P <
0.05) ; Western blotting 6 25 53 B, A% T JCitk L
SERERS A B SR AL IR L S5 L RS 4R 55 Prox—1 1R
H ik R 1.2500+0.0082(P<0.05),LYVE-1 & 1
FIRHEN 1.8600+0.0124(P<0.05), VLKA 1.

3 it
LYVE-1 2 —Fhis b 1, EE5- MG 7E LEC
(R s TR AN RS T . 76/ BRI AR p LY VE-1 X
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F4 %14 LYVE-1 RERIZESFERRERKFREFENX R

s sk g A T4t

PP PHMER(%) X P PP PHMER(%) X P

AR (%) <60 43 27 62.8 0.142 0.706 3 7.0 0.705 0.401
=60 14 8 57.1 2 143

SR ST I 36 22 61.1 0.004  0.953 3 8.3 0.023  0.878
17 21 13 61.9 2 9.5

T #4222 5y 9% 1 9% 9 4 44.4 2.034 0362 1 11.1 2.545 0.280
173 12 7 58.3 2 16.7
|| E53 15 11 73.3 0 0

FARIREL ] 119 27 14 51.9 1.975 0.160 3 11.1 0.351 0.554
T/1V 3 30 21 70.0 2 6.7

WUz <12 28 14 50.0 3.020 0.082 3 10.7 0.259 0.610
=12 29 21 72.4 2 6.9

MRS H 26 19 73.1 2749 0.097 2 7.7 0.070  0.792
Jc 31 16 51.6 3 9.7

LVSI PR 25 20 80.0 6.498  0.011 2 8.0 0.033  0.856
[ 32 15 46.9 3 9.4

£ 5 514 Prox-1 AMERIES FENERIGERFEHENXR
W e . A ALY

PP PEMER(%) X P PRMEEL  FAMER(%) X P

A (%) <60 43 28 65.1 0.885 0.347 3 7.0 0.000  0.983
=60 14 11 78.6 1 7.1

SRR W 36 24 66.7 0.139  0.709 2 5.6 0320 0572
JI gL 21 15 715 2 9.5

T H Y R 20 222 57 90 I % 9 4 44.4 3500 0.174 2 222 6.353 0.042
114 12 10 83.3 0 0
I3 15 10 66.7 0 0

FAIGHL 1 27 15 55.6 3.930  0.047 2 7.4 0012 0913
/v 30 24 80.0 2 6.7

WU <12 28 18 64.3 0.436 0.509 3 10.7 1.153 0.283
=12 29 21 724 1 3.4

WREFER H 26 21 80.8 3374 0.066 2 7.7 0.033 0.855
TG 31 18 58.1 2 6.5

LVSI PR 25 22 88.0 7.901  0.005 1 4.0 0.621 0431
AT 32 17 53.1 3 9.4

FRT3RIRTE LEC, I HH G 3358 510k VA8 AR A G
HETE AR T, B T 335 T LEC 4h, LYVE-1 1E
ELREAM | IS 04 P B AR R 5 ARG S 4
JfL oA TR RELRASTS , A N AR A
(vascular endothelial growth factor A, VEGF-A) Jg& Il
A UM A A U — N E LR 3R AR LECs il
FUKRRZH LYVE-1 SMIREIX, 1557/ VEGF-A,
PR S IR A BT AR HETA PR LY VE-1
TEFLMRE A RIA 5 EURALA SR, T E N

k)

9z I S B AR AAE 5 9 LA A i =2 T G AR AR BIE T
DU, —TRETSE s, T E R E N LYVE-1
JCFIE , — AR R 7 bk EL A s B, i 55—
I RPEH LU A A LY VE=1 PHEMR A B % BLE
RS IR i1 2% 2 200 AEALEF RO ILZ NIk, A ¢
LYVE-1 #rIC AR EE % B (lymphatic vessel density,
LVD) 575 A s BRARAE A 70U B AR SCHERT ST
B, MR JE Bl LVD (peri—tumoral CVD,P-LVD) J&
TE B O R A A SRS AR A B S U
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Prox-1 LYVE-1

1 :NLNM A JCHREL S5 56 52 LNM itk B2 45 54 7 |, Paracancer(P)
fESFALEY, Tumor (T) ALY, *P<0.05,
B 1 Western blotting Z5 R B R% 2 48 Prox-1.LYVE-1 EBA K%
KEERBERBHXR

E R ) b N A oo oby N 2y A el ey £ (
JHUS BfEg PN EB LVD (intratumoral VD, I-LVD) 5 fif
IS HIY T, Prox—1 VE I R4 %
B FEEREEE T, S 5K A & ZE P LA,
A RN wik= i ] 1= I IR N A T ) o A
I LEC A& E R, bk A dE g, X AR
Fisher X BB 4T Prox—1 F LYVE-1 ML & #H,
Prox—1 JEREN TANMIAZ, BB I 535 T4
JEr) LY VE-1 X ZpFk , 2 B s U bric e,
Prox—1 AEMIEIE AL 2238 33 T H R IEBF IR A
T R T A AR UL 1 7 1 GO B 00 B PN R 7
NS T, Prox—1 B BH P 2Rk 5 305 2 ik
Jig 3k AR Rk BV A OGP, AEFLIE R
KIA WL AU TC I LA B AL 1Y Prox—1 ik
ZRAGH L, Prox—1 FIKI0 5 H 2N
G-V RN | P A R (0 TS A OG . H R Py Ak
FETCA IS 77 MRS b T A A DG R A5 114 S
kAR IE

AR5 G AU 2R 25 B4R LYVE-1  Prox-1
A NN NG = e o VAR e ) AT A NSk = 7 NI = 4
FEE ke, TARE L2 PO Ik A e (55, A s R 5 o T AR
7, AN, RS, T 5 NSRRI
LYVE-1 ZR3k i FHH: 5 5 B AT I A BLARRAE 24 JC AR
Kbk, IbgER S E NN LI —8G Kl EE
Prox—1 76T & W IR 52 41 2L rp 23R A0 BHH: R B 25
T 1, 5 2 SO A I 185 g ik
A Ko AT GIE N BU 2R G SRR |, BRI 5

21 LVSI BH: 83 LYVE-1 Prox—1 FEik 1) BH:
R T LVSI PR H LYVE-1 fPIPESR L 54
Tk B AN G . 3l 1 B OB e 4 BUbR A A T
Western blotting il Realtime RT-PCR Al , X} H i 52
KN LYVE-1 F 5 450, R 55 A 41
LYVE-1 mRNA 35 gkt I B, ke %%
HBER N RS LYVE-1 mRNA K25 T 0
B s IR 56 AL B 98 5% Prox—1 mRNA /KF & F
TR SR Ja kb N B A bk B A
(IERGN K= s e RN 1 YA S B TR e Nk
EIRBA G BRI TS 8T8 B 7] B i 240 B {2
VA KA SRR AE (Y Ibk O A8 1 IR, T e ¥
I X 4ok J] P14 e O A A k25 g T e s, [ st
S SUR S I 9K, ALY B E R
A WA RG, LA =S AR, 20k B 70
IR HETE Btk 25 00 % o (0 iR Tk A R 15>
{Jits KRFEA SRR .

JrRE 2 WKAS ZR GeA= 28 DT R 2B A AL e A8 258
M~ P A P T i S R R 2 — o i T
6 A FE B TR P AR T, P A LA A st R AR
B2 b N = oy NS e N 2 S e S e I [ R i o
i Ie 4 A e AR v VR, o VEGFC/D-VEGE
4K 3 (vascular endothelial growth factor receptor 3,
VEGFR3 )/NRP2 %l % 55 i Jed bk L 54 35 35 U AH OC
LYVE-1 . Prox—1 J&iZ i % th B A R M 09 40 3¢ 4
F,Prox—1 "] A -8 LYVE-1 il VEGFR3 fJ#£ ik,
fE VEGFC BFIEFT B G R o9 (75 MBS , 75
T LEC 200 B s, o ey 20 i i 32 RS e T g s,
HEEFEPBE T, A5 LYVE-1 5kEHEER
FHIERFFTEL /L, TG Prox—1 5757 P BRI R L6 7%
PR CHERFSY, A9 LR MR S5 U rbop ARk
A U R R AR R A E RN, HB T
W RS BE IR D, VR R S LEC bRk,
B i 5 2 2 A 1 B A bR A LA B b b A
POk A NG I A R R R R T R, KOS
LYVE-1.Prox-1 BJC&R, LANPFEZET LA F
B BRI T AL A A T IR, R 15 AT LA
TE BRI S PR o5 0 75 1 — 25T

2 % X W
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