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A Meta analysis on NOS3 G894T polymorphism and cancer susceptibility
Zhang Dong ,Chen Liang Song Peng s Lu Ming , Zhao Qinghong”
(Department of General Surgery sthe Second Af filiated Hospital of
Nanjing Medical University,Nanjing,Jiangsu 210011, China)

Abstract: Objective To investigate the relation between polymorphism of NOS3 G894T and susceptibility of cancer. Methods
Literatures under the inclusion and exclusion criteria about relation between polymorphism of NOS3 G894 T and susceptibility of
cancer were collected by computer— based retrieval and manual retrieval. The pools ORs with 95% CI were calculated to assess the
association strength between polymorphism of NOS3 G894T and cancer risk by Meta methods. Sensitivity and publication bias were
evaluated. Results 19 literatures with 7679 cases of cancer and 8180 cases as control group were included. The pooled result indica-
ted that no significant association between its polymorphism and cancer(ORT versus G=1. 030,95% CI=0. 964 —1. 101; ORTT
versus GG=1.056,95%CI=0. 895—1. 245; ORTG versus GG=1. 045,95% CI=0. 977 —1. 119; ORTT/TG versus GG=1. 047,
95%CI=0.981—1.117;ORTT versus TG/GG=1.005,95%CI=0.900—1.123). No significant association was observed in sub-
group analysis based on ethnicity,cancer type,and source of control group. Conclusion There was no relationship between NOS3

G894T polymorphism and cancer susceptibility.
Key words: NOS3 G894 T ; polymorphism; cancer; Meta analysis
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