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Expression of RhoC Protein in Ovarian Epithelial Cancer and Its Clinical
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Objective: To investigate the expression of RhoC protein in normal ovarian tissues, benign ovarian ep-
ithelial tumors, borderline malignancies and ovarian epithelial carcinoma, and to explore the correlation be-
tween the expression of RhoC protein and occurrence, progression and biological behavior of ovarian epithe-
lial carcinoma. Methods: The expression of RhoC protein was detected by immunohistochemistrical SP
method in 19 samples of normal ovarian tissues, 20 samples of ovarian benign epithelial tumor, 27 samples of
ovarian epithelial borderline tumor and 45 samples of ovarian epithelial carcinoma. The relationship between
RhoC protein and pathological feature was analyzed. Results: RhoC was absent in both normal ovarian tis-
sues and benign epithelial tumors. The positive rates of RhoC protein expression in borderline tumors and o-
varian cancer were 25.93% and 26.67%, respectively, significantly higher than in normal ovarian tissues and
benign ovarian epithelial tumors (P<0.05). No significant difference was found in RhoC protein expression be-
tween ovarian carcinoma and borderline tumors (P>0.05). The expression of RhoC protein was correlated
with clinical stage and histological differentiation, but not associated with pathological type (P>0.05). Tissues
from ovarian carcinoma of late stage and poor differentiation presented with increased RhoC expression.
Conclusion: RhoC protein may play an important role in the occurrence and development of ovarian cancer.
The detection of RhoC protein expression may be helpful in predicting the malignant degree of ovarian tumor
and its prognosis.
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Figure 2 Expression of RhoC in ovarian mucous cystadenocarcinoma
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Table 1 Expression of RhoC protein in ovarian tissues

RhoC &1L PAMERIAR

i e e w8
IEH B S 19 0 19 0 <0.05%
R - et 20 0 20 0 <0.05%+
S R 27 7 20 2593 >0.05%%x
G ERE b pe Mg 45 12 33 26.67

#TE T B HEL R0 5 e St b B R O S e A B S 1 B
VA 5 o B L R b B PR IR 20531 5 5 S b B 1 5L R g
S b B LU oo s PR B P B S RE 5 B0 5L b B s LE A

2.2 RhoC & IRk 55 O8I R P98 I PR 38R
TER O FR

2RI, ISR b R M4 20 RhoC 2R Y
PH 1 2 15 238 51 IR 43 00 B0 41 802 23 9 A % (P<
0.05) , 5 B IR EIE R (P>0.05) . BRI F 7
PRI G R o 3 A e, 2 402 o s, oAbl
RhoC 4 1 1Y R I AV i m , Ge it 2% o i A Wi 3%



-1186-

¥ @ 0 BIE A

2008 445 35 4545 20

%2 RhoCEAMIRZEGINE LK IEEIRK
FRIZFHERIRER
Table 2 Relationship between RhoC expression and clinicopathological

features in patients with ovarian epithelial cancer
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