DOT :10. 160167j. 1000 5404. 2004. 16. (26
26 16 Vol. 26 No. 16

1488 2004 8 ACTA ACADEMIAE MEDICINAE MILITARIS TERTIAE Aug. 2004

I E G5 1000-5404(2004)16-1488-03

Fas. FasL
REE B A T FEFE 40004
. B Fas  FasL . HE
42 20 Fas  FasL N O Fas
(P<0.0D; FasL (P<0.0D; Fas
FasL. (r=0. 885, P 0.0D), Fas  FasL (r=—0.245 P>0.05. QFas
(P> 0.05) , Fas (P<0.01)
(P> 0. 05); FasL, (P
=>0.05, , FasL (P<0.0D;
(P<0.05. 451® Fas FasL . ,
; Fas; Fasl;
: Q51; R730.2 R737.11 : A

Expressions of Fas and FasL in renal cell carcinoma and its significance

WU Guo-ying, JIN Feng-shuo, LI Qian-sheng, JIAN Jun, II Yan-feng (Depatment of Urology Surgery, Daping Hospitab Third
Military M edical Univewsitys Chongqing 400042, China)

Abstract. Objective To evaluate the role of Fas and FasL in renal cell carcinomas (RCC) and its relationship
with clinicopathology. Methods Fas and FasL. expressions in 42 cases of RCC and 20 cases of normal kidney tissues
were measured by SP immunohistochemical technique. Results (DFas expression rate in renal cell carcinomas was
lower than that the in the normal kidrey tissues (P<Z0. 01), but FasL expression rate in renal cell carcinoma was
higher than that in nomal kidney tissues (P<0.01). The expressions of Fas and FasL had a correlation in normal
kidney tissues (»=0.885, P<C0.01), but not in renal cell carcinomas (r=—0.245, P=>0.05). @The protein
expression rate of Fas and FasL showed no significant difference between the pathological types and clinical stages (P
>>0.05). With the advance of RCC cell grade, the Fas protein expression rate increased (P<0.01), but the Fasl
potein expression rate decreased (P<T0.01). Fasl protein expression was significantly higher in the group with
lymph node metastasis than that in the group without lymph node metastasis (P<Z0.05), but no significant difference
of Fas protein expression was found between two groups (P> 0. 05). Conclusion Dysfunction of the interaction
between Fas and Fasl. may play an important role in occurrence and progression of renal cell carcinoma. The Fas and
Fasl. protein expressions may be associated with pathological grade.
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Fig1 Positive expression in the normal renal tissues (S-PX200)

A: Fas; B: FasL
2 (S-PX 2000
Fig 2 Positive expression in the renal clear cell carcinoma (S-PX 200)
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Tab 1 Expressions of Fas and FasL in renal carcinoma and their
L _ 0 Fas. FasL
rel ation with clinical pathology [ (x=+s) %] (59
Ttems " Positive expression Positive expiession ’ °
of Fas of FasL ,Fas\FasL
Normal renal tissues 20 51. 6947.38 16. 60+ 2.78
Renal carcinana 42 22. 2345.76 67. 78+11. 43 ** ’ ’
Clear cell arcinama 2 23. 10+5.08 67. 36 11. 36 » Fas » FasLL
Granular cell carcinoma 8 20. 98+5.84 68. 19£11. 67 y . ,
Mixel types 5 19. 16+8. 89 9. 61+13. 84
. Fas  FasL )
Stage [ 11 23. 09+4.48 68. 0810. 14
Stage I 14 2. 0346.10 65. 92411. 84 , Fas
Stage 11 9 22. 314+6.53 67. 66113. 83 Fasl. R Fas /FaSL
Stage IV 8 21. 29+6.73 70. 78+ 11. 05
Grade 1 10 28. 56+4.03 51. 54+ 3.40 ’ Fas  FasL ’
Grade 2 11 25. 65+1.67 &4 81+ 3.71 . , Fas FasL
Grade 3 13 18. 5342.44 75. 40+ 4.72
Grade 4 8 15. 62£2.84 79. 79+ 5.40 [F
Metastasis of lymph nodes 8 19. 81449 75. 22 6.0l Fas FasL
Nonrmdastasis of lymph nodes 34 23.5545.51 66. 03+11. 75 N ’ Fas
*%. P<0.0l, vs nomal renal tissues FasL., .
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