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Pumpose: The aim of this study wes to investigate the fre—

guency of loes of heferczygesty and the microeatelite inst—

abiity & muliple turnor suppressor gene loal in gestic ade— M =

nocarcinomas.

Materials and Methods! Loss of heterozygosity and the 39k opAo} A el 7hF Eale] A oY F

microsatelite instabilty at several tumor suppressor gene ok Z2] 37 Lehldlel i A ok Foke] 209% 5
loci were aralyzed in 28 primeary gastic cacinomes by using AT Q3 A= FAdel A A Foko] 24.4%, A
microdissection and the polymerase chain reaction. A AL 163%9) Hle 2 Bkl 9ok = B =

= 16.3% =5 L 2 () HZ B AAEE
Resuls: Twenty—three (70%) of the 29 cases demorstrated o mag oke] B Aale] BAT L Bole A E
kess of heterczygosty at one or more keal. The frequency ME Eo H ; L = il OE e
of ks of helerozygosly at the P47 locus wes the highest @S AAE AIEAFE A apoptosis) B3 72074, 128132

(63%) and those at the UL, ARG pid Ay MENT, GRCAL, 2 EAHadhesion moleculeyEo] RHE R o] F2] HF
DFC4 321, and 16013 region were 41%, 6%, 19%, 2%, 3 7138 Bhal7] 9% BE AT o] A9 2 Yok, o)
33%, 2B%, 21%, 32%, and 119%, respectively. Compared ol3) okl Wiel o|afel T3 L FAe] o} 5jeke]
wiin hstdlogioal os, oS of helbrozygosty Wes Mo 0om= why w) A syol T3t BAAESE 7] A& ofd wkalA)

mon in diffuse—type gestic cancer (P<0.01). Interestingly, w914 oho
9 of 10 tumors wih dklic delefion at the p53 lbous showed ® -

kss of heterozygosity at other tumor suppressar gene e, drbH o g QA o) RAE FARAAS 2% F
The micrcsatelite instabiity wes also detected in 6 (20%) A AR FEAHNE T FEd dukA 3
of the 28 cases at one or more loci. 22 oA Ut2) o] F A el AL = Foky

AfAze 3 2249 7|42 dEdy &4, 24
wo] 8|3l 33 promotor) 7519 wlLe Pibel 3
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ZFAAFAANS AEEE Rh@) p33.5) pl66), APC(T)
VHL,(8), BRCAL (9) DPC4,(10), FHIT(11), TSC2,12) L&
MENI(13) 47} So| Yot ol & TUAAFAA} 5 ps3
FAAE QA 9 oF 50%4 2 we|t LAY T e
o AEFI)E 8 AL o A2 ADAl T T
sle] fgke] what e WA dPye] I AR g
7] Qoh(14) o] Yol T AE el 23 IS )=
fir-catenin A FA DA A ficatening®] ubiquitinations %
sl APC 279 cyclin D1} cdkdf6s] B84 A4S o
AsHe pl6 FAAT ALA WLy 3 2% =
FAZE LA ddh(15,16)

B, 5 0 dFEE R F e diEd ] 248 e
o) RAH YA £42L 14 (generation)d /107 Dojube A
Zdwol ¥ Eale] 1A B [I0°E Bhgele] FkelA)
+A2E BEYHA7) = T3 71A F9 3R A7
2 ok SHFAS, AT BALE FHEE £4
Fole F52 FAXY 4o A 55 dABlE £
SAAFARE] BAE T Qo] o] F o] &3l b2 A
o] Bi3la BA1E AFF of|F3s AR o) 83l
3k F3elo] doh

=3 Hol B2 B9 A (microsatellite instability)2
DNA A28 X3 F& DNA F3% 24 #27
(mismatch repair gene)S<] Foiulo] 2 waysic), ofo o
9 SARRE KMSH2, hMLHI, hMSHS, hPMS1, hPMS2 5
o] <A Yok So|FAIS hMSH2 hMLH] AR 7
S F2 Eodulo|x 2843le]e] DNAC A %] Ay
3lo] aMiH1S SR8 oAl st 1 BAS AR
BT goh(7) elE3 FAAES] Sduield THY
o7 Jepge o) B 2934 ALE v EY o
ek, 27 WEeE Sl el Qe A el A= ¢
10~15%A LAAG ch(18,19)

A= Ut 4 2 EE U eR oln g
A e A7 FEAAFAANEY QA FHel Fz
9 o|HFYA 245 Hu) B B34 HEE 24
sl 2 FRAAFAAE T4 A= dygE A
24N fa| Fpa| BkgA o] 42 JEHQ AF Lo}
21z stek

I:é!-

L3

1) {2 % DNA F£&

10% 34 223 329 ¥ sehd Ea99 2949
A4 =32 AL319 00 hematosylin & eosin® T 23 A
He g =24 AAEE 27919 Wyl 2y
Lauren # Efel whe} Az st os RBisld:s
B,20) 9 $eko] 2205 00 mHredo] B TolETh

AAAEY Yo U3 dPEHE &4 H5A4E W

A7l A A% AR EZ A3 eosin B4 3 &
"u) 7 slel| A dlo| A F o] &3 HAZAIE HA3le] A
Ho g A E WS 44 dHION LMD, BicKahn Co, Seoul,
Koreay. TE3F 432 DNAE ASH 224 24T 5
Ak g o HAYA 24 FAE HA3N7) A = H2A
AE 500070 o249 AEr} EJEEF g A4
DNA A7} gl § 74 =AY H= ol A £E53
ok v ARBAD AESSE FA) 005 M Tris-HCL 10 mM
ethylenediamine teira-acetic acid (EDTA)S} 1% Tween 20
(Sigma, St. Louis, MO)7} E38 &3 £-H 3000 @& o
£ 0.1 mg/ml proteinase K (pH 8.0)3 733 37°Coll A wk
A A o proteinase K& 224214 7]7] $13) 95°Cell
A 158 78 AR oh 108 Sl SR E ARG
AH-g3t o)

2) EARIY M

BT B4R A3 & 2 vsd gF@AE AE A
ZAFLAS o] 200 bp o3l TS AAY
o} FHIT 52477 A8 3pl4~23 55 D3SI1234,
pl6 $A7 A= DISITL B IFNA, p53 FA7} SR E
TP53, VHL S-37E D3S1038 2 D3SI110, APC #-3A
D58346 B APCIL, R F-3AF= DI3SIS3, BRCA! AR
DI178855, DPC4 F-AZE DI8S474, MENI £AZHE PYGM
gl g2, 2|3 TSC2 FAATE AASE 6pls BHE
D1684238 A&sle] ALk

QA E 9 A4 AE DNAE <] &3 FTHEL AR
94°CollA] 40, 55C WA 60°Cell A 40%, e 2 72°Col| A
4025 P V2 o] BT 35F7)E AR 3 A
Aol Wy =FFELAEe 2L D3S1234, D5S346,
APCII, D9S171, IENA, DI35153, D165423, D178855, DI8S474
& 55°C, TP53, PYGM, int-2& 58°C, 8] D3S10383}
D3S1110¥ 60°CE annealing L5 3lgdoh T a4 A4
HhSoHe Lo template DNA, 7 primer 0.4pM, 02 mM
dNTP, 1.5 mM MgCl,, 04 U Taq polymerase, 0.051L [o-
“PIACTP (10 mCymL), 28] 10 X buffer LT ZFo)
7t 6 A kg S8 DNAE E39 formamide
loading dye (95% formamide, 20 mM EDTA, 0.05% bromo-
phenal bHlue, 0.05% xylen cyanol)&F 42 o}-2 95°Cel| 4] 5E
7HHAAH S WA " A4 g8l £9 DNAY vho4kE 2L
£ 83 M urea® T3 6% polyacrylamide sequencing gelel]
A 80 WE 3AZF F) A7)95E 2 A9E
3. 3 MM chromatography paper (Whatman, Maidstone, Engl-
and)ell &2 AZAF) 3, X-OMAT 2 E(Fastman Kodak,
Rochester, USA)ll =241A A4 DNASH tj=3le T4
DNAS] 3% iy fAX7) 443 £ A9 Ho|x] &%
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W& o1F A L4z Bedsigoh =3 DNA 24
2FE A= DNA B 23 AR wolz 2y
3 "u) Fpa 2984 A4 DNAeY H3EE o ¢
#lef] TR 4 bp o) Zpol7} s wr) BEAEE A
$2 3932

4y EAS B

A% g waky sk A7) 243 E Wil 3 F

A B4L Chi-Square test® 153.29] P Zhe] 0.05 v|dHe]
AL 497t 9= AR ARG

- a

290)|9) Zjeks iAo 10709 FAAFAR 599
ol FHGA A4 An) Fp Bk s 249k
2 9 ALz A shi T& 3l o8] EA4 A
A olAATA S HF3 I, olF 239(79%) =
4 s o) 2he] ZAA} A, 164(55% ) 270 o)) B4
AellA) B2 119(38%) A= 370 o)4ke] EAR A o)
WAL 245 LAY 7 PP oHFg. 1, Table 1). & 1070

Das174

9 8 17 13
N T NT NT

NTNT

9] ZUHAA AR AABE DA 5] T ps3z FAR
7} EA3h 17p13 B0} ol FA TS 2 160 F 109
(3%l &85 B 7 22 HIEY o|FHYA &4
& R T vhTable 1). 2 A FAA HES o F73
GA 24 WIS ¥ v A7 X E ol HBAAE
Kol 224 5 9ol|(41%), APC FAA} B5E 224 5 g9
(36%), p16 FAA -9 21e0 F 4ol (19%), Rb 7R
14el] Z- 493l(29%), MENIF-R 2z 249]] F- 81(33%), BRCAI
FRAZE 199 F 59(26%), DPC4 FRAZE 140l F- 34
(21%), FHIT %37 19 5 6dll(32%), 18| TsC2 4
A 189 F 29(11%)el A ol RAHTA &85 #2285
912 cH(Table 1).

ZA8A B o HFYA 248 w23y v|RHE 7
o] 25 g o]4he] T4A A o|HH P 245 W
Ror] AL 220 F 160(73%)7F shk o] 3] EA A}
A ol HFEA 245 HolFo] o|FHYPAY 22 WIEE
mlabg o] el wid &Y A P <0.01, Table 2).
A8 FTHAARAAE FA4 ol FHYAD 2409 o
DA 2AAE, p53 547 FHA o HFY 245
RHoJFE 100 5 9ol A OB FFAAFAA B
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Fig. 1. Representative examples of LOH analysis at multiple tumor suppressor gene loci. N = normal DNA; T = tumor DNA. The numbers

at the top represent the case mumbers.
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Table 1. LOH and microsatellite instability at multiple mmer suppressor gene loci in gastric carcinema

Case Type YHL APC plo Rb P53 MEN1 BRCALl DPC FHIT TSC2I LOH MI

1 In NI + - - + - - NI - - AE

2 In + NI - - NI - - - + - U8

3 In - NI NI - + + - + + - 48

4 In + +, MI - ND - + + + - Ml 58 2

5 D - - NI - - + - NI NI - 147

) In + + NI NI - - + - + 58

7 In + - +, MI NI NI - NI - ND - 26 1

E In MI + NI ND + - NI Ml + MI 34 3

9 In - - - + NI - NI - - - 18

10 In - - - NI NI - - - NI - Of7

11 In + - - - NI - - - + - 2/9

12 D - - - NI + - NI NI - NI 146

13 D NI + - - NI + + NI NI - 3o

14 In NI - - ND ND - - ND - - /6

15 In + + NI ND NI + NI - - - 36

16 In NI - MI + - - NI - NI NI 15 1

17 In MI + + Ml + + + MI MI + 66 4

18 D - NI + + + NI - - NI NI 36

19 In - NI NI - + + + NI + - 447

20 In NI - - NI NI - - NI NI NI 074

21 In - + - NI NI - - NI - NI 16

22 D - NI + NI - NI - NI - N 15

23 In + - NI NI + NI + - - - 37

24 In - - - - - - NI NI - - 08

25 In - NI - NI NI - - NI NI - 05

26 D + NI - - - - NI - NI NI 146

7 D + - - + NI NI NI - - - 217

8 In - - - - + + - MI + MI e 2

9 In - - - NI NI NI NI NI - NI 074

1LOH 9422 8f22 4421 414 10/16 8f24 5419 314 619 2/18 2329

% 41 36 19 29 63 33 26 21 32 11 79 20
Type = histolegic type; In = imtestinal type; D = diffuse type; NI = non-informative; + = positive for LOH; - = negative for

LOH;, MI = microsatellite instability; ND = not determined.

Table 2. Number of LOH at multiple tumor suppressor loci in
gastric carcinoma according to the Lauren’s classifi-

cation
One Twe Three or mere Total (%)
]ntcstma] 3 4 9 16422 (73}
Diffuse 4 1 2 7 (100)
Total 7 5 11 23429 (79)

| FHLA AA4E HelFo] ps3 7AIR}S) 240 HE F
FAAFAA S AHEL L0 A2 A AR B

dout TAR Al ggddh FHFAS AR A 3

of| i 10709 FokdAl FAA 5 BFelA o @ AHRA
445 da] B 2340 BAE g

HHEEE dr] A2 A T& AL 47)= dn
Tz 2R AE 29901 9) Y9t F 6ol 0%yl A BRH )
o] o548 =FEH EiE BEF A% Yol YohFg.
2). DPC4 FAA} T8C2 FAA B3 & 24 3ol A Fu)
A B2 MR on case 17/ 4709 QA
A F5elA B A o] e 9l chTable I).

[

I

HZ A% Qo) BAAHl FER w2} e B
e A A% AT AT FFAAGAR), TERAR
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Fig. 2. Representative examples of microsatellite mstability at mul-
tiple tumor suppressor gene loci. N = normal DNA; T =

D165423

tumor DNA. The numbers at the top represent the case
numbers.

22|32 DNA 24 #4719 o)) 24 wighy) 492 o8
A GAEE WPz S43 Jeh)s B3 gols)
A gle] g A ol dFER AL LA o]
& o] gl ent gk =7) Ak, <k Ayl Wk AH
3 A7 AL g 2L A3 kA9 AeE 9% g
FAAY B 5L ol xR A e ddz B
Aok =3 vl 2F7Az 23T o) HFTA 242 55 ol
£3led 5ok el AR dBie] Y= FARE
BEsly] A8 oot kel FE G 20 ol 7kA]
Eo]d ZFAAFAAG Fefel] D AR 4R =
glE Aok

o] oA feldet ¢ 23E dA2E & £
Aolld] Eold FAAAFAAR gHA I 107 FAR)
99 o)A A4 Pn| B 293 AE 243
Sk 2 A, 29609) §]9 5 239(W%)E S o4, 169
(55%) 270 ©)4, 28l 116|(38%) oA E 37 o4y &
A Z)el| A o) FH A G £48 LAY 5 I9d & 527}
W2 AE F£7) £ 61 AR (arrest) & A EAE A ] o]
Bl ps3 AR 47 7 =& W 635 o FPY
A A28 HgchTable 1). D272 A5 oJsld ps3 &
Azpe] g2 24 9 Fdulo]s 50% o4 HdelA
WAE 2 9o o] Wik FAEY A4S S9FE
ZAoR ¥ Aoh(14,22) £, p53 #A7} wlol= A
2y Z27)0 dojue] p53 AR Euol = AEAE
A Azl #2937 Y Ao Rude] 3§
oh(23) o2 8 AL ES T3 ps3 FAA 539 o)H
HEA 242 A9 LA =7 dojuhe] el H 7h3-

E3 2AYE £33 "elgtn & 5 Yok

A 5@1 FHell AT Pe APC FAAE ps3
A AE FHe T2F GE S (atenind] HHF
FE5E FARAR f9Y o 4~-22%)4 Eduo]r) B
2] F£32 A8 el A Holr) 3 AT H ¥
Aok o] el APC FAZ} FH8 o|FFPA &4
< T HSGeRE HAE R 20 o] A o E AT E
o] 248} Hl=9) FA3L (24) APC A7 B9 o|BH
o2 R o 2 g e 2 B 100 BBV i o R S e i B |
b 28y el A APC FARY] Edde] HlEE v
A gong ol APC FAA} AXT Qe 521 F
Helli= AL LAY PHEYE o FTHAAFARY &
A 7S AT 5 gidh

B, A 3y okl o] AL 9k =23 A ETeA
v 23 E3F dHHE £do] N fgke] vy 3
Hy FTAGAFARN} EAE Aoxw FEE Yoh25)
o] @itell s VHL # AR} EAlsls FH14 41% 28
3 PHIT FAR B5le)A 32%9] ofHAgA L0 P2
Hook 2t o dabe] 24 b el
VHL #3172 B39 o] AFHTA £ W 67%% £
VHL 7428 ol glo] o] R3]l o& 5 ¢ Sol
Zok A AR VA o] ARIE Y ohee) $HE, FHIT
A s Bd-24 3 9 S ARl AEAEA
9 71A e w wAs ks AAsl Y ek X34
o g dd #4AAE dFE2 P27 2HEE QA
A3 E 9 B§E 9 gos tidos Ay A
A4 B3t 2§37 gk wle] 2401 H alez) A
Z+g e}

FHFAS ohA] ] F9k el A wlo) 7t s
£ MEN! $ARE s e diRE 2 Wl o 2243
Hi AR 4@A k@) of dellA MENI 7A1A
AA B 11q13 FH = 241 99 33%00A4 o H{e
A AAo| PA% o] MEN! FARAF} A Y Eu] Fk
o] ef] o] Aol = Foj s AheAE ARk 9
o} MEN? A7} AE9) menin CHil-2 proteinase C, raf L
2]3 mitogen-activated protein kinasesl] &3 A 8x =
matrix metalloproteinase 99 LH-E HAsle] T AEY
A ARl Ae® <48A doh9) 2 ER o o
ol LA MEN! AR F5]9 o FHEA £4 L o)
L §19ke] Aol o AR A 4o F H
2 22 nenin Thile] 75 LA i A5 Bas)
o3 Hodo

o] %ol S Rb, BRCAI, DPC4, pl6, Z1BlR T5C2 AR
2319 o|HAARA £AL 9%, 26%, 21%, 19% L3
11%9 A1 =2 329G o] F kb FAAE AFE F7]e
Al S phaseE 9] o]3e]] Hh=A] B e ¥ FAAR odk 46 &
A HAL dATR30) ple =& Gl DAl kb &
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HEA 238 R 7 392 1 AE 37 o449 &
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2 FAEE B % o e € Yo g
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AFAEL 29909 ARE AP 10702 Tl
A7 2ol NP oHARY 245 A=) 3 2
WYL 2Aslel o PHY 2% P Hm) R4
g gel A WA 2 Aol Ty 9BL B}
E A & 5 golch m=9 oe TALARAA F ps3

A7 B9 288 JelA AP Esbed o2 A%
ps3 AR AL OFE QA Ree) £AT 2R
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