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Expression of DAB2IP and Snail in gastric cancer and its relationship
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Abstract Objective: To study the expression of DAB2 interacting protein(DAB2IP) and zinc finger protein
(Snail) in gastric cancer, and analyze the relationship between the two and the clinicopathological data and progno-
sis of patients. Methods: A total of 82 gastric cancer patients who were hospitalized in our hospital from From
January 2016 to December 2017 were collected. Immunohistochemical technique was used to detect the positive ex-
pression rates of DAB2IP and Snail in gastric cancer and normal tissues adjacent to the cancer, and to analyze the
correlation between the two and the relationship with clinical pathological data. The follow-up period was 3 years.
Kaplan-Meier test was used to analyze the relationship between the expression levels of DAB2IP and Snail and the
prognosis of gastric cancer patients. Results: The expression of DAB2IP in gastric cancer was significantly lower
than that in normal adjacent to cancer, while the expression of Snail was higher than that in normal adjacent to
cancer. The expression of DAB2IP and Snail was negatively correlated in gastric cancer(r=—0. 747, P =0. 000).
The expressions of DAB2IP and Snail in gastric cancer were related to tumor TNM stage, cell differentiation and
lymphatic metastasis(P<0. 05), but not to age, gender and tumor diameter(P>>0. 05). The 3-year survival rate
of DAB2IP positive patients was higher than that of negative patients, and the 3-year survival rate of Snail positive
patients was lower than that of negative patients(P<C0. 05). Conclusion: The expression of DAB2IP decreased and
the expression of Snail increased in gastric cancer, which was related to tumor TNM stage, cell differentiation and
lymphatic metastasis. Both are involved in the occurrence and development of gastric cancer. and are expected to
become a new biological target for the diagnosis and treatment of gastric cancer.
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