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Abstract; Objective
level of f-tubulin-[ll mRNA in patients with stage ]I NSCLC. Methods The expression of g-tubulin-[[[

To explore the relationship between chemotherapy sensitivity and the expression

mRNA was measured by Quanti-Gene assay. All patients accepted NP chemotherapy, and disease-free
survival time (DFS) and overall survival time (OS) was analyzed. Results The OS of patients was relat-
ed with the expression level of g-tubulin-[ll (P<C0.01), the DFS was related with the expression level of
B-tubulin-[ll and lymph node metastasis (P<C0. 01). The OS and DFS in patients with lower-expression
level of B-tubulin-[lI were longer than those with over-expression (P<C0. 05). Conclusion The expression
of B-tubulin-[[ in patients with stage [[ NSCLC might be a predictive factor for chemotherapy sensitivity
and the prognosis,and a reference for agents choose.
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Figure 1  Survival curve of 70 NSCLC patients
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Table 1 The single factor Cox analysis of OS of 70 NSCLC patients

95%ClI for Exzp(B)

Variables B SE Walb df Sig. Exp(B)
Lower Upper
Gender = 0. 0606 0. 653 0. 860 1 0.354 0. 546 0. 152 1. 963
Age 0. 564 0. 400 1. 991 1 0. 158 1. 758 0. 803 3. 847
TUBB3 0. 402 0.178 9. 032 1 0. 003 1. 548 1.152 1. 992
Pathology = 0. 0049 0. 401 0. 015 1 0. 902 0. 952 0. 434 2. 090
Tumor size 0. 409 0.301 1. 848 1 0.174 1. 506 0. 835 2.716
Differentiation 0. 999 1. 038 0. 926 1 0. 336 2.716 0. 355 20. 779
LNM 0.216 0. 158 1. 855 1 0.173 1.241 0.910 1. 693
Note: TUBR3: g-tubulin-[l ; LNM: lymph node metastasis
F2 70 BldE/NREARTE £E DFS HEE R Cox 4
Table 2 The single factor Cox analysis of DFS of 70 NSCLC patients
. ) 95%CI for Exp(B)
Variables B SE Walb df Sig. Exp(B)
Lower Upper
Gender =0.032 0. 506 0. 004 1 0. 950 0. 969 0. 359 2.614
Age 0. 399 0.317 1. 585 1 0. 208 1. 491 0. 801 2.775
TUBR3 0. 423 0. 140 9. 097 1 0. 003 1.526 1. 160 2. 009
Pathology 0. 304 0. 354 0. 741 1 0. 389 1. 356 0. 678 2.712
Tumor size 0.123 0.218 0.316 1 0.574 1. 131 0.737 1.735
Differentiation 1. 038 0. 741 1. 962 1 0. 161 2. 823 0. 661 12. 062
LNM 0. 345 0.120 8. 191 1 0. 004 1. 412 1.115 1. 788
1.0 1 1.04 .
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