u

) <

The University of Osaka
Institutional Knowledge Archive

Tale Drainage of Tumor-Derived DNA into Sentinel
Lymph Nodes in Breast Cancer Patients

Author(s) |=H, #B#F

Citation |KFRKZ, 2019, HIHwX

Version Type

URL https://hdl. handle.net/11094/73453

rights

POEB/BRWERI’H B EFANBEMBERILEEEL -

72, EXICRKATEOHRBTOENZARBHLTWWE

Note T, EXDZHHZCHFLEDIZEIX. <a
href="https://www. Library. osaka-

u.ac. jp/thesis/#closed”> KR KFEDIEBLEHHRTICD W

K/ TSREI W,

The University of Osaka Institutional Knowledge Archive : OUKA

https://ir. library. osaka-u. ac. jp/

The University of Osaka



[Format-HO07]

MYXBFEEORROEEFERUCELFH

(PAEKL) B #Er

(i) 5K %

B O#E KRR g3 0 Zé‘ = é"F

B # KKk ’i H b —

A # KK 5 (LE /’6‘&_/“ V{)
T

PiCEEE N

HNEEOKENEER

RFXEIL, ctDNAR Y ASERICEA LR Y 8 BIET DR ® 5 2, PIACA-HI0ATREE B Dok o F
AN Rl (SN) MR Bt L 6ol % Rrfic, i L7z U >R ETOOFFPEE A oD E EDNA R GPCRTHRESE Lz, U o8
W O RONABRAE SRS L U3 B —41E, non-SN X USNICEWTHBICE < (/~0.038, £0.010). SNEOIERDNA
PEREF e TG BB AR T (P=0.075) . E 7= SLN O 28 BDNAS MERE) 0 B BLIZ 81 Dapoptotic index{d,
FetEiEfl L v HEICE 2l (1L 17% vs 0.79%, /=0.003), & 5ICIEBIEMSN o ZERDNAIZS00bp R TH 9 |
apoptosisis & DML OB & A8 qug X i,

ApoptosisiZ & VBT b EFLicctDNADS LA 720 G < SRR U 30T & BRI OB AT B AR % 8 U 7o AdR i,
M-ERRREA N O S IC T A EE L BN A,
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Synopsis of Thesis
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A SCRE4, | Drainage of Tumor-Derived DNA into Sentinel Lymph Nodes in Breast Cancer Patients
Title (LA DB R EDNAE  F R U 3 I iEAT B)

MXABEOEE
(B (Purpose)]

FIRF BT, MR ORI &P R IFEITIDNA (ctDNA)DFFIENSE SN TV D, cDNAD XA HI L
LT, apoptosisiZ & ¥ Wi {b S DNAS SR D BHGE S & FH8T 5 L £ 2 5 TWn5, HMEEEkixm
BT TRV AELEEND 2D cDNAD U /YR L A LIS & R ORRS TR U o Ui B4
DHAEMEBZ L BN S, £ CHRA . LHEORTBY v 3 HitE OcDNAZBH L, FOHBICOXHMAT 5 L4 B
E LT, RFEEIT o2,

(J5 &7 & UM A (Methods/Results))

PIK3CA-H1047RZE BIBMEFHAE 123D 5 B, B F HA U b (SLNWEREMECOM % eF 84T, Wi L 72 SLN(n=134)33
& Unon-SLN(n=8 1 }(OFFPER A= (D 28 R DNA % digital PCR{APCRY % fH W THEE LV, & Bz, HFIMEmARHc >\ T b
FHUZAPCRCPIKICAE R TR % 1T o7, U v /i OERDNAMESEE L U= E—#E, non-SLN X ¥ SLNITEBWT
BRIEETH T (21.6% vs 8.6%, P=0.038; 4.36 vs 3.14 copy, P=0.010), SEHIBEOAZHFCIZ. SLNTZEREDNAKLME T
2 T fE033%(4/12)Hnon-SLNT & ZE R EENE T o 72 0123 L. SLN TR &M O H @ 5 Bnon-SLNTEREMETH
D DRV TYDHTIhodz, Eiz, SLNEUEIZ BT S RDNA D E— 3O FEEI, non-SLNEHIZ I L THEIC &
BT H Y (P=0.007), ZZRDNAZIEEHIE & SRR R -SLN—non-SLN & HiN T < Z & AFRB &, -
FDNAD EAEOIEFIESLN T O 2 RDNA b Btk Cb 2 i 2 38 (P=0.075), P IZDNAZ T 5 FLIBESENDZ b
B Lo LR s,

WIT, JR¥E M DapoptosisiZ D & TUNELEE Tl LZEEDNA & OB & Hi3s L 7= 558, FL% i Dapoptotic indext®. 15
FEMESLNFR D28 RDNABERES] T, ZRIEEMEM L 0 HBIEE THh - 72(1.17% vs 0.79%, P=0.003), Bzl ogF
FDNARGHEREG) Trd, 2 RIBEREMIZE U Tapoptotic index S H iz Bl T 2 72(1.41% vs 0.86%, £=0.006), fL#%iz.
OSNAMTE Tl & 3 lysate & W CSLNH O PIK3CAZE RDNAD W A B2 2 X MRE L7, lysatet ODNA % B & 48
500bp kY RV H O &G DI SHE LS 4 dPCRTRNT L7248 F . R EAIRB M SLN P O PIKICAZE R DNAIL500bp
MM b Ric b0 Thote, ZREOFEN G, BFHE Tapoptosis 25 1 7= MEEHNAL = ODNAMW A1k X Uik
HY & D BTREME R AR & e,

[#  ¥&(Conclusion))
PIK3CAZE RIGESLM OWEE M ) ST ICERDNAR TR L, 2 OERIGH L RDNA copyiXitnon-SLN L ¥

SLNTHEBERHETH -, FERBREIZB VW Tapoptosisic X 9 B A B S LizatDNAS, P70 T <) o iic d
B CRATAAEESTEEN,




