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The expression of LMP- gene in juvenile lupus nephritis

Xiang Wei® et al
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Child Health Care Hospital of Hainan Province Haikou 570206)

Ding Yan'’

Abstract Objective

Liao Wang'

To discuss the role of latent membrane protein 1 ( LMP-) in the pathgenesis of juvenile lu—

pus nephritis ( LN) through investigating expression of LMP-4 by RT-PCR immunohistochemistry and ELISA.

Methods

RT-PCR immunohistochemistry and ELISA were applied to detect expression of LMP- in PBMCs kid—
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ney tissue and serum from 20 patients with LN and 12 healthy control subjects respectively. Results (1) There was

signifcant difference between juvenile LN patients and healthy controls by RT-PCR immunohistochemistry and
ELISA Positive rate were 65.9% vs 8.3% 95.1% vs 16.7% 22.0% vs 8.3% respectively( P <0.05) . (2) Pos—
itive rates of LMP- in juvenile LN were significantly different among three methods and the positive rate detected
by immunohistochemistry was higher than the other two methods ( P <0. 05) . Conclusion The results demonstrate
that there are aberrant expression of LMP- gene in juvenile LN thepositive rate of LMP- in kidney tissue is high—
est suggesting that LMP- gene may contribute to the pathgenesis of juvenile LN.
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