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Establishment of Dose Prediction Equation of Postoperative Sufentanil Analgesia Administration Based on
Gene Polymorphism

CHENG Huawei?, ZENG Rong®, SUN Yancai® (The First Affiliated Hospital of University of Science and Technology of
China, Anhui Provincial Cancer Hospital, a. Department of Pharmacy, b.Department of Anesthesiology, Hefei 230031, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To establish a predictive equation for the individual administration of sufentanil for postoperative
analgesia. METHODS Performed gene sequencing of the CYP4503A4*1G enzymes, COMT Vall58Met, OPRM1 A118G,
ABCBI1 C3435T and combined with patient basic clinical information, established individualized dosage sufentanil analgesia
postoperatively in patients with gastric cancer prediction equation, and taken the information of patients with lung cancer surgery
for validation. RESULTS The predictive equation of postoperative sufentanil dosage in patients with gastric cancer was
y=4.104—-0.222x[gender]+0.021x[OPRM1 A118G]+0.249x[ABCB1 C3435T]. The information of patients with lung cancer
surgery was substituted into the obtained predictive equation, and the results showed no significant difference with the actual
dosage of sufentanil. CONCLUSION The prediction equation of postoperative sufentanil is effective and can be used for
clinical reference.

KEYWORDS: sufentanil; gene polymorphism; multiple linear regression equation
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CYP3A4 fF1EFE N L2251, B % AR L K
35T 40 PO, CYP344*1G J& CYP3A4 M5 Jt
K, 520 CYP3A4 BiE M, 78 EDUGR AR T
KR E R 22.1%~37%78 . A B 5E kB
CYP344*1G MBI TR 2 5% (single nucleotide
polymorphism, SNP)sZH | H [ {255 = AR s
PR RIC IR AR 2GRN &Y LA e 80 S e B
fiti COMT &1k N LA I e i) 2L AC IR, FH T
PR ™ Az 22 B AR DY 04 LS 193 P 21 40 Joi AR i
JKIKF-, COMT AL LA I AR 3 40y 3k 3
b, 5L LRE. B LEERS5Z2EEMMA
W, 25 TEFRENMRE . COMTVall58Met
SNP i fR A M ER A MM AR, BT
COMT (WG EtEMmA gk, Sm T 425 Ke
FEAR N AR, BT R o fUR B A [ O,
Bif J- 2 25 ) I BRI 97 A S RSO I R A R Bk
H T 8 Bl 324K |« Bl 5244 S p Bl 7 32 44 3 Fefrfoey
3z, Hof OPRMI iy BT R 3244, %32 4%
PIURPEFNAMEAMEBT 5 BB . A2 L O AL
N AP 5, 75 OPRMI B:RHY, A118G i 5,
S I RN e B 28 A8 . A RS R B L
FE R AR BRAIR T 45 PRI 7 28250 ie, #E4 GG
I B H T B 2 i R 252590, A i
7R OPRMI A118G 752> R 3E BUR U 4
5121, PR 1 (P-gp) & die i WL At is ik, 3L
AR — PP AT E s E L, BN
YN N s B ANEAN, S5 R8P
FEBAT F 225 M) 5632 . P-gp H ABCBI1 JE[R 4
ABCBI1 SNP 50 T P-gp FUTIRE, M S T &
SR BN 2= U3, ABCB1 SNP f5 3 L ) 2
C3435T. CI236T F1 G26774/T, H C3435T
G2677T or s 1 5 AW 27 v DU B P i
BWFFERI C3435T 7 s R A2 BE AN
H P-gp AUFRIRUST, BT EAWFIE S HE ik 4 Fh
SRR AR S5 EF 25 R e e AR AR K iz
HREA R EAEN, ARERLE LS R
H 4 PRI SNP S IR IEAF B E#EAR G &7 2F
KRR R 25 245 77 12t 1) 700000 5 72
1 #&REFEE
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YEHEE 2019 4FE 7 H—2019 4 12 H 1E2808 b
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HEATARSE , A BRI 5 S AHE(E BRL (5 -
18 2020 2F 31 5). WARRME: DFEE=18 % ;
QFEE B EINES YR TRk 1%, @R
HE, SRR B H 40 (patient controlled
analgesia, PCA)RHE ; W& FMEFE . Hikr
P OMLHE M. ST AR ; @XFF 2k
AT R
1.2 [k

P BB RS R, ARREEIKE
T, R BUTEIR 8 EE 5 K (numerical rating
scale, NRS)X| & WEIRHIEITRIETAL, 0 5320
TCI , 1~3 53 AR FEIRIR L 4~6 43 A EEYR , 7~10
Oy R PERG . 24 NRS>3 40, #lki: 4725 K
JE 5 ug, NRS N 1~2 srif s R R (RS
YZB/[E 5671-2011; # £ i5e N B y7 #5684 B2 7))
HBEAT PCA. BB RN T . M RRET 5K
JEVEST IR (P E B AAR-50 ug: 1 mL)150 pg+i: 5
ERRRFCIE F B RS R -5 mg)10 mg, S FER K
TR 150 mL, 15 schiid 3 1.0 mL-h™!, B3
AR ENBRR 0.4 mL, BUERE] 15 min, 4ERF
B EUIRZAF NRS<3 45
1.3 SEPRAI vk

FHE 140 1 F 4N I 2 mL & T EDTA $i#t
%, FIH Bzup A= IEF 41 DNA il &
(¥4 T Sangon Biotech) X AE fhii 1T DNA $2H,
iid PCR §"14, PCR KR FR I 25 ul, DNA #
M 2uL, L. #1945 1 ul, Taq f§ 0.2 uL;
PCR W 4514 : 95 °CHlZEPE 5 min, 94 °CAZ % 30 s,
58 °CiB & 305,72 °CHEAH 60 s, 3 38 MFFR, 72 °C
BE I 10 min, £FEEN 0 B FHES Y0
F 1, BUPCR §"34 728 5 uL, BT 1% IE BRI
HLPK(150 V, 100 mA, 20 min), 3] 3730XL il
AL (ZEE ABI ARN)XT CYP344*1G rs2242480.
COMT Vall58Met rs4680 . OPRMI AlI8G
rs1799971 . ABCBI C3435T rs1045642 ) PCR =¥
HEATMY, FFH Sequence Analysis FXFHEA T 7047
1.4 WEFEFR

SR NRS SR PEor 5 A 5L A R A A A
24 h IR IEATIE o IESREBRE ARG 24 h &7 28K
Je R . ME A ARG 24 h IR B & A .
1.5 Geileeabag

i 1 SPSS 23.0 F A4 X4 E AT b o A
THEVORMF G IER G, MR X 5 £, A1t
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#=1 A HEFEMEPCR AT

Tab.1 PCR primers for each gene site
FE R 5, 519

CYP344*1G . 5°-AAATGCTTATTGTTAGATGCCACT-3
152242480 N

TUE: 5-GGGATTTGA GGGCTTCACTTA-3’
comT ;. 5°-CCTACTGTGGCTACTCAGCTGTG-3’
Vall58Met rs4680

Tiif: 5°-TGGGTTTTCA GTGAACGTGG-3’
OPRM1 . 5°-CACTGATGCCTTGGCGTACT-3"
Al118G rs1799971

TiE: 5°-CACGCACACGATGGAGTAGAG-3’
ABCBI . 5°-ATCACACAAACTTTTCCTTAATCTC-3’
C3435T rs1045642

T##: 5°-ACCCAGACTCTGTACTTGGACTTAA-3’

AR FU8E 2 A0 A R FITORE ff 22 5% o

=2 AMEFEAH SNP B E
Tab.2 SNP assignment of four genotypes

FL[R Y T A
CYP3A4*1G rs2242480 WP A1 CC/CT 1
GRAFR TT 0
COMT Vall58Met rs4680 B GG/GA 1
BT AA 0
OPRMI A118G rs1799971  EFAET AA 1
RAFH GG/GA 0
ABCBI C3435T rs1045642 B} CC/CT 1
GAFR TT 0

HPCRHME A IR IES S, WER A TP A 8RR (B K
5. w/MA), RIS R, SRR
YRR A 2 R R 2 RN E 4y
BRFISIARA T K50 K B R Iy 225001, RH
Z UL [l RS R A <7 W O AR, SRR AL
ANIRAPAR M E, L 0.05 VER7AE 8B AR
HE, 0.1 fENABRFRIE . P<0.05 NEFALGITFE
SCo PR ARG 67 25 e SRR A 2 791 2 S A2 0 A
WO AT RS, RV A2 gt
& y=In(1+AR 5 & 5 K e F & gD, il Jr f2
W, HARRDEBRFE MR . R B R
ARJG NRS P53, 4 FpEER AL SNP . A R,
A REF YRR . R 4 ik A
SNP., ANRE RN K524, HIkiERAZ sk
PERIE SRR, B BHEE R 0, ZHEWEN 1,
AR RN 1, oA K BIRAE A 0,45 SNP
TR LR 2. R = -H4FFJE UMann-Whitney,
U-test) 635 FZURFE FERR (Wilcoxon) A5 FAAG 16 46
TEAR J5 &F 25 A JE B 45 24700 & 1) 2 oo 4 v Il )3
P U-test 2RI 2 PMREA ST BIR A BR T Bk (H
IS E MR 2 AR, BIRERX 2 A
R BEE A BF 22507, Wilcoxon #40iE
FFREOSFEAZ S B EWRRIS, 2-HiEe U
i %6 5 Wilcoxon £ 5 Bk A 64 fe B FH 9 b S7 AR A
BB TTE, TF B i g e, AT
I FARFEALH

2 #R
2.1 BEEATR

FEE I REEASE B L 3, B R AL RN g 4L T
A B AL B R 47 & H-W(Hardy-Weinberg)
FAF(P>0.05), BRASR RSN, HAh2 R T5 T
2.2 AV BEEANREIFRCERALH RN ZT
2 [l 9 5 AR

RN R I 25, B EE MR OPRMI
A118G. ABCBI C3435T 3 ARJG 725K JE BSR4
AR M2 FAGIFE L, SRR 4. KL
b3 AR Em R AR EEISKE 425 AR
ATE R Z ekt mE 5 #5538 8o, il
BRCR AR B (R?=0.150, F=3.893, P=0.013),
D-WAEA 1.477, UEBAAS B A% i [A) & AH AT Y
P2 VIF=1.006<10, JERAS [ A8 &R ATF
i Y L e S P Ao e LD b N = i
KRB 7B y=4.104-0.222 x [T 51]1+0.021 X
[OPRM1 A118G]+0.249 x [ABCBI C3435T\(3% 5),
ZEH R, ¥ ABCBI C3435T My JLDH 7 [ 2
X FHAR T BBk K, 11T OPRM1 A118G W) FEH
BRI Z STmk/, MR N OAESE, mrfEdn
Wl AR AEA IR 22 B (B 1Rl R el 5 R b
fbF% 2 B IES S, X7 PR BRI H S AR S5 4T
ISR IR 2R O

Tab.3 Baseline information of patients undergoing gastric cancer

A e K NRs  CYP344%1G — COMTvallsSmet OPRMIAIISG — ABCBI C343T ..
HAARR AR Hlem  AFEkg 000 CCL CTEMERY GG, GAPE AABPER)/GG, CC. CTEE
/%) WO rroemm)  wyaaceEm)  cagemm) myrroesm)
B 62.59£10.08 40/30 164.83+7.95 60.35£12.05 1.59+0.98 66/4 64/6 35/35 59/11 16/54
W 61.64£12.01 4228 164.4148.18 62.50+9.17 1.96+1.02 65/5 61/9 40/30 58/12 10/60
Fif 2539 4209 0.045 0.000 0.228 0.470 2.707 1437 0.205 4.955
BEE g6 023 0sso 1.000 0.634 0.494 0.102 0.233 0.651 0.028
UB)MH
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Tab. 4 Results of univariate analysis of variance of
postoperative sufentanil dosage in patients with gastric
cancer

SRR F1i P{E
A 0.874 >0.05
3B 6.096 0.016
B 0.955 >0.05
A 0.564 >0.05
ARJG NRS #43 0.611 >0.05
CYP344*1G 0.418 >0.05
COMT vall58met 0.596 >0.05
OPRMI A118G 5.048 0.027
ABCBI 4.519 0.037
AR R 0.102 >0.05

x5 ZUAEEETFERAK

Tab. S Coefficient of multiple linear regression equation

RbrEAL 25

o B RERRE .y g
B PR 22 Beta
s 4.104 0.110 37326  0.000
()
PR ~0222 0.085 0297  —2611 0011
OPRMI 0.021 0.079 0.012 2018  0.046
ABCBI 0.249 0.108 0.261 2298 0.025
FH{E=9.60x 107
5 | hREZE=0978
/ N\ =0
10
=
.g:z
B
x S|
0 J:

-2 0 2 4
B R 22
E1 ZuhtEBEanEmENKEETE
Fig. 1 Standardized histogram residuals of multiple linear
regression equation

2.3 SRR 2R e M 45 250 R 2 ou Sk bk
ESpx

O Mg RIA R, UTFHA
it Je BB BB . OPRMI . ABCBI SNP, fRAn]
IH BRI 70 20 B E AR5 &7 25 R e 45 255
i, ITREE A I R PR AR S &7 28K e
FIRERIRG I, 25 5 W, U-test Ko {EN 2 066.500,
Wilcoxon K46l K 4 551.500, &L EARGEFISK
Je 45 25 590 i 3 S AT SR FH 25 30 1 o Bl
e, A5 R S R 2R K e 4 24 50 B T AE
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(4.23440.349) F1 52 BRAE (4.313+0.396) ] 22 5 TC 58 11
S (Z=1.599, P=0.110), Vi BHEARGE
ISR 25 25 TN i () 22 Je 2k In1 I R AL
3 Wig

B I e T UL A E M, oRUE T
B LR, HORFRRMIET R B4R T340,
IR EA R T R E IR . B ETTE I IR
IR IS e By NI Ry s W) & ]|
REZ RN B IR, HARGE S BEHRE RK
L, R R R S A TR B RO R R 2
EERIEE R SR T R EE AR ME, W5
KL, AMBEFARWAT IR IR A BB T, %t
THETFARNEE, FARERAEWEKRD O,
TR LU . AR5 HCE IR 5 48 55 1 2k
PIF — BAL R Y 2 S BB PE 2 U 1,
RIERBET, A BN JG R 2 R B R IR
Zahb, FREAIRTFARIFARE RS, iR E e
BEmfli], BEACEFEIGIT A, S EERGHE
AR SRR DL BRI A B TR SR R 5 U
AT AT REM:, AT I RLR M R E LK
FARJGBPIRIRIT I 2GR E & .

AT 5 ) A TR 7 R S R A BB I R S A
fa B LA, FBT9 AT CYP344*1G . COMT
Vall58Met. OPRMIA118G . ABCBI C3435T SNP,
XX AL T 5 7 1) S Ao 5 BRI o TR e 2R Ty
FiFEHR, CYP344*1G Fl COMT Vall 58Met SNP 4/
A, FEZERZWT, WAiE IR, B
WFEUER T CYP3A4 5B 7 22k A G &
HY), (HWAEH NI CYP KGR T
CYP3A4, FHAMFEHEAI(U. CYP 142, CYP246,
CYP2C8)#B 23 5% W &7 25 K J& g AL, iy %
COMT SNP 4 A0 SO 5 4 HH SNP 5 AR 5T
G YR 4h 25 R To RPN FEAR IR
BRLLERTRER Z ISR, A T REJE P A R
HHLLE 2 FRILHAIA R FES R R, HAb
M/ FH a8 1 [ 728 o PR 2R 55 Ak 1 JH: 38 o iy
DTk . AR R, LA TES . OPRMI Al
ABCB1 SNP AJ il 8 25 AR J B e &7 75 K JE iy
A E2TB1 i g

BARADI R OIS RE 2 I A T REMS I B 3
PR PT A IR IRAE B 50k, EorREd R E M/,
HARYE BN 3R 5 22 0 Hrse g g A0 [ 7228 i /D
PRI AE 4 T AR5 v i 2 4 T 22 i S PR 2%
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FERAESE [R5 & RN AF 5T Sy [ Py s L
0] DU ABEAR J5 &7 25 K e 22 25 2577 4 Tl
DU 7 FEAA R B R i, PRI ok X % 56 PR 7R ) B
AT T GEASBUHEAT T X 43, AKX 45 FE R B i 4l
TR R H G FRASMATIK 4o 45 BIWE5E
EEEX G T LA TR T, [FE
T2 8 BEAZ KA 1 mT R 2 M A8 R I B 1) s A TR
£, PR IEN DNA B3 b 5B 3 b . BN
I SR 2k . A4S RNA (5 855, A%
Ty AR R L XS T AR e, AR
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