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nuclear receptor subfamily 1, group D member 1 ( Nr1D1, also known as REV-ERBa) expression, corelation and
clinical pathological significance in human normal gastric tissues and gastric cancer tissues. Methods Collected 50
paraffin specimens with human normal gastric tissues and gastric cancer tissues. The expression of RORa and REV-
ERBa in human normal gastric tissues and different clinical pathological stages were detected by immunohistochem—
ical staining and Western blot. Results The expression of RORa and REVERBa in human gastric cancer tissues
were reduced. They were significant in gastric cancer TMN stage ( P =0.013,0.010) and lymph node metastasis
(P =0.001,0.002) ,however, age,sex and tumor size had no statistical difference. Additional ,there was a positive
correlation between RORa and REV-ERBa in human gastric cancer tissues by McNemar analysis ( Kappa =0. 377,
P =0.007) . Western blot results demonstrated that the RORo and REV-ERBa was reduced in human gastric canc—
er tissues with increased TMN stage ( P <0.05) . Conclusion RORa and REV-ERBa are closely associated with
TMN staging and lymph node metastasis in human gastric cancer tissues,and RORa and REV-ERBa may be syner—
gistically expressed and regulated in human gastric cancer tissues, which may affect the expression of RORa and

REV-ERBa in human gastric cancer occurrence and development.
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todymphocyte ratio in colorectal cancer: a systematic review and

Relationship between NLR, LMR,PLR and the prognosis

of esophageal squamous cell carcinoma

Yang Liu',Lu Gaofeng' ,Liu Zongwen’ et al
( 'Dept of Gastroenterology,” Dept of Oncology ,
The Second Affiliated Hospital of Zhengzhou University , Zhengzhou 450000)

Abstract Objective To investigate the prognostic significance of the neutrophil-todymphocyte ratio( NLR) , lym—
phocyte-to-monocyte ratio( LMR) and platelettodymphocyte ratio ( PLR) in patients with esophageal squamous cell
carcinoma( ESCC) . Methods A restropective review was performed on 1 061 patients who diagnosed ESCC. All
patients were diagnosed with ESCC by pathological examination. Results Based on these cut-off value, NLR =
2.46,LMR =200. 26 and PLR =3. 88, the 5—year overall survival rate was 19. 10% in patients of the high NLR
group and 47. 07% in those of the low NLR group( P <0.001) . The 5-year overall survival rate was 57. 00% in pa—
tients of the high LMR group and 26. 00% in those of the low LMR group( P =0. 006) . The 5—year overall survival
rate was 40. 15% in patients of the high PLR group and 42. 98% in those of the low PLR group( P =0. 283) . Single
factor analysis showed that gender, age , esophageal stage , tumor markers Cyfra21-4 and squamous cell carcinoma an—
tigen, NLR, PLR and LMR were significant correlated with the prognosis of patients ( P <0. 05) . Multivariate Cox
regression analysis showed that gender,age ,NLR levels,and LMR levels were independent prognostic factors for o—
verall survival in patients. Conclusion NLR and LMR are one of the predictors of prognosis in patients with e—
sophageal squamous cell carcinoma,NLR=2.46 and LMR <200. 26 have shorter survival time.

Key words esophageal squamous cell carcinoma; prognosis; neutrophil-todymphocyte ratio; lymphocyte-to-mono—

cyte ratio; platelet4todymphocyte ratio



