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KEYWORDS Abstract Matrix metalloproteinase (MMP) is involved in the upper airway remodeling process.
Chronic We hypothesized that MMP had an additive effect on the formation of recurrent nasal polyp.
rhinosinusitis; We also investigated the association between the functional promoter polymorphism of MMPs
Matrix and the intensity of labeling index. Expressions of MMP-2 and MMP-9 were assessed via immu-
metalloproteinase-2; nohistochemical staining and compared between different groups, including recurrent nasal
Matrix polyps, nonrecurrent nasal polyps, and control nasal mucosa. Two promoter functional
metalloproteinase-9; single-nucleotide polymorphisms (rs3918242 for MMP-9 and rs243865 for MMP-2) were selected
Nasal polyp; to correlate with staining intensity. Expression of MMP-9 was significantly enhanced in gland for
Single-nucleotide recurrent nasal polyp (p = 0.016) and nonrecurrent nasal polyp (p = 0.005) compared to the
polymorphism control. MMP-2 positivity was significantly increased in surface epithelium for recurrent nasal

polyp (p = 0.004) compared to the control (p = 0.061). However, there was no significant
difference in MMP-9 and MMP-2 expressions between recurrent and nonrecurrent nasal polyps.
Genetic polymorphism of MMP-2 and MMP-9 functional promoters was not associated with the
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intensity of labeling index. These results suggested that up-regulation of MMP-9 in gland and
MMP-2 in surface epithelium was characteristic of both recurrent and nonrecurrent nasal
polyps. Pathogenesis of recurrent nasal polyps may involve a mechanism other than MMP.

Copyright © 2012, Kaohsiung Medical University. Published by Elsevier Taiwan LLC. All rights

reserved.

Introduction

Nasal polyposis, a subgroup of chronic rhinosinusitis,
remains one of the most difficult challenges in clinical
rhinology. Its etiology and pathophysiology are still
controversial, medical treatment is unsatisfactory, and
recurrences necessitate repeated surgical interventions.
Histological appearance of nasal polyposis is characterized
by inflammatory cell infiltration, modifications of epithelial
cell differentiation, and tissue remodeling including base-
ment membrane thickening, gland modifications, extra-
cellular matrix (ECM) accumulation, and edema. The fact
that nasal polyposis and asthma share characteristic
inflammatory features and histopathologic findings of
airway remodeling led researchers to investigate the
possibility that the airway remodeling occurring with nasal
polyps was similar to that with asthma.

Matrix metalloproteinases (MMPs), a family of zinc- and
calcium-dependent endopeptidases that can collectively
degrade almost all ECM components, is important in the
process of airway remodeling [1,2]. Among the MMP family,
MMP-2 (72-kD type IV collagenase, gelatinase A) and MMP-9
(92-kD type IV collagenase, gelatinase B) more specifically
hydrolyze denatured collagens (gelatin); native types IV, V,
and XI collagens; and elastin [3—5]. They were character-
istically secreted as latent zymogens that could be acti-
vated in vitro by several proteases, via cleavage of
propeptides [1,2]. Although the substrate specificities of
gelatinases appeared similar, these two enzymes were
known to be synthesized by various cells. MMP-2 was
constitutively produced by numerous cell types, whereas
MMP-9 was produced by inflammatory cells such as macro-
phages [6], neutrophils [7], and airway epithelial cells
[8,9].

Roles of MMPs in lung disease are established. In trans-
genic animal studies, an elevated level of MMP-9 and MMP-
2 was associated with defects in bronchial architecture
[10]. MMPs produced by inflammatory cells appeared to be
responsible for microvascular permeability leading to
edema and cell transmigration, and ECM remodeling in
asthmatic airways [11—13]. MMPs also played a role in
bronchial subepithelial fibrosis in asthmatic airways [13].
Previous studies suggested that polyposis formation
involved ECM protrusion through an initial localized
epithelial defect [14]. Many studies had also mentioned the
occurrence of tissue remodeling and the involvement of
MMPs in the formation of nasal polyp, but the results were
inconsistent and none of them discussed the expression of
MMPs in the recurrent nasal polyp. These findings led us to
investigate the relative expression of MMPs in the nonre-
current and recurrent nasal polyps as compared to control
individuals.

Materials and methods
Participants

We recruited 30 fresh patients of bilateral chronic rhinosi-
nusitis with nasal polyposis (CRSWNP) who were admitted to
the Kaohsiung Medical University Hospital for endoscopic
sinus surgery. The diagnosis of CRSWNP was made on the basis
of the definition in European position paper on rhinosinusitis
and nasal polyps 2007 (EPOS 2007) [15]. Patients with
malignancies or asthma were excluded from the study. After
surgery, we routinely used topical steroid spray for at least 6
months postoperatively. Nasal saline irrigation was also
advised and carried out in the patients. All the patients were
followed weekly for the first month and then monthly for at
least 6 months postoperatively. None had recurrent nasal
polyp 6 months after operation. Recurrence of nasal polyp
was defined as newly developed pedunculated nasal polyps
(instead of cobblestone or polypoid mucosa) fully occupying
the middle meatus in a patient 6 months after surgery, as
seen by either anterior rhinoscope or nasal endoscope.
Recurrence was identified in 32 patients for whom revision
surgery was performed at our institution. Thirty-one patients
with chronic rhinitis with septal deviation admitted for sep-
tomeatoplasty were recruited as controls. Inferior turbinate
mucosa from control individuals was used for immunohisto-
chemical (IHC) staining. None of the controls reported major
disabling diseases upon enrollment. Information on demo-
graphic characteristics was collected. The study was
approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) of our
hospital (KMUH-IRB-940216), and written informed consent
was obtained from each participant.

SNP selection and genotyping

Genomic DNA was extracted from peripheral blood by
astandard method. Two promoter functional polymorphisms
were selected from the HapMap project (International Hap-
Map Consortium), both with the minor allele frequency >10%
in the Han Chinese population. The two promoter functional
single-nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) are MMP-9 promoter
functional SNP (rs3918242, i.e., —1562 C/T) and MMP-2
promoter functional SNP (rs243865, i.e., —1306 A/G). Gen-
otyping for the two SNPs was carried out by using the TagMan
5 nuclease assay (Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA, USA).
The details were given in our previous studies [16,17].

IHC staining for MMP-2 and MMP-9

IHC analysis was performed on 4-um-thick paraffin sections.
Paraffin sections of all samples were deparaffinized,
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rehydrated, and autoclave-treated at 121°C for 10 minutesin
DAKO Target Retrieval Solution, pH 9.0 (DAKO, Glostrup,
Denmark), to induce antigen retrieval. Endogenous peroxi-
dase in the section was blocked by incubation in 3% hydrogen
peroxide for 5 minutes. After blocking with 0.5% goat serum
for 60 minutes, the sections were incubated with primary
antibodies MMP-2 and MMP-9 (NeoMarkers, Union City, CA,
USA) at room temperature for 1 hour. Then, the DAKO REAL
EnVision Detection kit (DAKO) was applied for 30 minutes.
Finally, sections were incubated in 3’,3-diaminobenzidine for
5 minutes, followed by Mayer’s hematoxylin counterstaining
and mounting. Negative controls were obtained by replacing
the primary antibody with nonimmune serum. Samples of
breast carcinoma known to produce MMP-2 and MMP-9 were
used as positive controls. MMP-2 and MMP-9 expression in
nasal polyp and inferior turbinate mucosa were evaluated
and quantified in surface epithelium and gland. The methods
to quantify MMP labeling index were identical to those
described by Lechapt-Zalcman et al. [18]. Epithelial labeling
indices were estimated as the percentage of positive surface
epithelial fields over the total number of surface epithelial
fields present on each slide (final magnification 200x). For
inferior turbinate mucosa, images of about 20 consecutive
high-power fields were obtained and the positively stained
epithelial fields were counted. For nasal polyps, images of
about 40 consecutive high-power fields were obtained and
the positively stained epithelial fields were counted. Gland
labeling indices were expressed as the percentage of glands
with positive cells over the total number of glands counted in
10 randomly selected high-power fields (final magnification
200x). For inferior turbinate mucosa, images of about 80
glands were obtained and the positively stained glands were
counted. For nasal polyps, images of about 40 glands were
obtained and the positively stained glands were counted.

Statistical analysis

ANOVA with post hoc test was used for statistical analysis
(SPSS 16.0 for Windows, SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA). Chi-
square test was used to calculate the relationship
between results of IHC staining and genotyping. A p value of
less than 0.05 was considered to be statistically significant.

Results

Results of IHC staining

In all samples, cytoplasmic immunostaining for MMP-2 and
MMP-9 was observed in the surface epithelium, glands, and
connective tissue. In the surface epithelium, MMP-2 posi-
tivity was present in basal cells and in ciliated cells, where
it was concentrated in the apical part of their cytoplasm,
while MMP-9 immunolabeling was detected mainly in the
basal cells. Intense staining of MMP-9 was also detectable in
polymorphonuclear cells. The differences in the intensity of
IHC staining for each group are detailed in Figs. 1 and 2.
Comparison of IHC labeling index in the recurrent nasal
polyp and control nasal mucosa showed a significant
increase in the surface epithelium for MMP-2 (p = 0.004),
and a significant increase in the gland for MMP-9
(p = 0.016). Comparison of IHC labeling index in the
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Figure 1. MMP-2 labeling index in epithelium and gland in
each group.

nonrecurrent nasal polyp and control nasal mucosa also
showed a significant increase in the gland for MMP-9
(p = 0.005) and a p value toward significance in the
surface epithelium for MMP-2 (p = 0.061). However, there
was no significant difference in MMP-2 and MMP-9 labeling
indices between nonrecurrent and recurrent nasal polyps in
either surface epithelium or gland.

Result of genotyping

Results of genotype for these two promoter functional SNPs
and their relation to the intensity of MMP-2 and MMP-9 [HC
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Figure 2. MMP-9 labeling index in epithelium and gland in
each group.

staining are shown in Table 1. The difference in the
intensity of IHC staining for each allele did not reach
statistical significance.

Discussion

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to
investigate the expression of MMP-2 and MMP-9 in recurrent
CRSWNP. This study compared the relative protein expres-
sion of MMP-2 and MMP-9 in nonrecurrent nasal polyp,
recurrent nasal polyp, and control mucosa from inferior

Table 1 Relationship between MMP-2 and MMP-9 geno-
type and intensity of labeling index in epithelium and gland
in each group.

MMP-2 rs243865
genotype

MMP-9 rs3918242
genotype

cC CcT T GG GA AA

Subgroup

LI in epithelium (%)

r-Polyp 78.75 72.14 92.5 78 74 NA

m-Polyp 67.75 66.25 85 66 30 90

Control 66 62 90 55 29 NA
LI in gland(%)

r-Polyp 61 44 90 65 53 NA

m-Polyp  61.5 65.56 75 65 30 93

Control 40 23.75 10 55 37 NA

LI was expressed as the percentage of epithelium (or glands)
with positive cells over the total number of cells in epithelium
(or glands). All p > 0.05 and do not reach statistical signifi-
cance, which means that the genotype does not correlate with
the LI of MMPs in either epithelium or glands. LI = labeling
index; m-polyp = nonrecurrent polyp; NA = nonapplicable;
r-polyp = recurrent polyp.

turbinate. Distribution of MMP-2 and MMP-9 in nasal polyps
is demonstrated by immunohistochemistry using specific
antibodies. We showed that both control mucosa and nasal
polyp intensely expressed MMP-2 and MMP-9. MMP-9
expression was significantly enhanced in the gland in
recurrent nasal polyps and MMP-2 expression was signifi-
cantly enhanced in the surface epithelium in recurrent
nasal polyps, both compared with control mucosa. As ex-
pected, MMP-9 was expressed mainly in inflammatory cells,
but this was also the case in epithelial cells. We also
observed intense MMP-2 and MMP-9 expression in the glands
and vessels, which was characteristic of nasal polyps.

The relevance of MMP-2 to nasal polyp is controversial.
The presence of MMP-2 in nasal polyp was demonstrated in
several studies [18—21], but only Bhandari et al. [20]
detected a significantly higher MMP-2 mRNA expression in
nasal polyp compared to the control tissue (inferior turbi-
nate). MMP-2 is known to be produced by activated fibro-
blasts, and its role in tissue repair and remodeling within
the respiratory epithelium has been proved in vitro [8].
Surface epithelium injured by inflammation might be
a potential source of MMP-2. This hypothesis is supported by
our IHC results, which showed that injured respiratory
epithelium in recurrent nasal polyp expressed significantly
higher MMP-2 as compared to the control mucosa. There
was also a p value near significance (p = 0.061) when
comparing MMP-2 labeling index in surface epithelium in
nonrecurrent nasal polyps to that in the control.

The presence of MMP-9 in nasal polyp is also a contro-
versial issue. Clinically, patients with poor-healing reaction
after sinus surgery had more severe edematous and fibrotic
changes [22], and higher amounts of MMP-9 in both nasal
secretions and connective tissue [23] when compared with
good healers. Bhandari et al. [20] stated that they could not
find any MMP-9-positive cells in either nasal polyp or infe-
rior turbinate mucosa. Some previous studies showed that
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MMP-9 was expressed in both surface epithelium and gland,
and its expression was significantly higher in nasal polyp
[24—26]. In our study, MMP-9 was significantly enhanced in
the gland, but not in the surface epithelium, of recurrent
nasal polyps as compared to the control. This supported
a relationship between MMP-9 and ECM remodeling in nasal
polyp. The formation of nasal polyp glands has been well
described histologically, but the cellular mechanisms
remain poorly understood. The “epithelial rupture theory”
postulated that polyp formation results from the protrusion
of connective tissue through an initial epithelial defect,
which is subsequently re-epithelialized [27]. Gland buds
could be formed within this area of re-epithelialization by
epithelial basal cell proliferation and migration into the
underlying connective tissue. As has already been shown for
tracheal gland morphogenesis and ureter bud branching,
some morphological findings suggest the involvement of
MMPs in nasal polyp gland formation [28,29]. Most nasal
polyp glands were either cystically dilated or elongated
tubular glands, suggesting a remodeling and developing
process. Enhanced MMP-9 expression in the gland supports
the hypothesis that MMPs are involved in these morpho-
logical changes.

In this study, we demonstrated that MMPs were highly
expressed in chronic inflammation of the sinuses as
compared to control nasal mucosa. We suggest that this
release pattern of enzymes, released by inflammatory
cells in the pseudocyst formations as well as vascular,
epithelial, and glandular elements, is characteristic of
nasal polyp. However, we found no difference between
nonrecurrent and recurrent nasal polyps. In other words,
we were unable to demonstrate that the MMP-2 and MMP-9
had more up-regulation in the process of recurrent nasal
polyp.

Regulation of MMPs is complex. It is considered that
regulation of MMP activity occurs at three levels: gene
transcription, activation of the secreted proenzyme, and
inhibition by specific and nonspecific inhibitors [30].
Furthermore, MMP-9 protein [24,26,31,32], MMP-9 mRNA
[24,26], MMP-2 protein [19,20], and MMP-2 mRNA [20]
levels were reported to be different in patients with the
CRSWNP. Although Zhang et al. [33] reported that the T
allele of promoter SNP rs3918242 at MMP-9 had a higher
promoter activity, which would lead to a higher produc-
tion of MMP-9, neither a recent study [34] nor our results
found any differential expression between the T and C
alleles. Our results also showed that there was no signifi-
cant difference in MMP-2 labeling index between the A and
G alleles.

Our study had certain limitations. First, because nasal
polyps may recur several years after surgery, extended
follow-up might be required. Second, the sizes of the
samples used for comparing MMP-2 and MMP-9 labeling
index and SNPs were small. We emphasize that this was an
exploratory study and future confirmatory studies may be
warranted. As we did not make any sample size calculation
due to the lack of publications on this subject, the risk of
type Il error or an underpowered study is unavoidable.
Third, the use of inferior turbinate mucosa as control might
not be appropriate. However, we were not allowed to
harvest sinus mucosa from patients without sinus lesion by
our hospital IRB due to the ethical issue.

In conclusion, this study characterized the MMP-2 and
MMP-9 expression in normal and inflamed upper airways. In
normal nasal tissues, gelatinases in stromal and epithelial
cells could be required for the maintenance of ECM
homeostasis and submucosa gland remodeling. Nasal polyp
exhibited higher levels of MMP-9 in glands and of MMP-2 in
surface epithelium. Based on these results, we suggest that
both MMP-2 and MMP-9 may play a part in the formation of
nasal polyp and, more generally, in inflammatory airway
remodeling. As therapeutic strategies with anti-MMP
molecules are currently being developed [35], local
control of the release and/or activation of MMPs may be
another strategy for the treatment of nasal polyp, which is
a common and disabling disease.

Acknowledgments

The authors acknowledge the assistance of the Statistical
Analysis Laboratory, Department of Medical Research,
Kaohsiung Medical University Hospital, Kaohsiung Medical
University. This work was supported by Grant 97-KMU-03
from Kaohsiung Medical University intramural funding.

References

[1] Shapiro SD, Senior RM. Matrix metalloproteinases. Matrix
degradation and more. Am J Respir Cell Mol Biol 1999;20:
1100-2.

[2] Stetler-Stevenson WG. Dynamics of matrix turnover during
pathologic remodeling of the extracellular matrix. Am J
Pathol 1996;148:1345—50.

[3] Collier IE, Wilhelm SM, Eisen AZ, Marmer BL, Grant GA,

Seltzer JL, et al. H-ras oncogene-transformed human bron-

chial epithelial cells (TBE-1) secrete a single metalloprotease

capable of degrading basement membrane collagen. J Biol

Chem 1988;263:6579—87.

Wilhelm SM, Collier IE, Marmer BL, Eisen AZ, Grant GA,

Goldberg Gl. SV40-transformed human lung fibroblasts secrete

a 92-kDa type IV collagenase which is identical to that

secreted by normal human macrophages. J Biol Chem 1989;

264:17213-21.

[5] Okada Y, Gonoji Y, Naka K, Tomita K, Nakanishi I, lwata K,

et al. Matrix metalloproteinase 9 (92-kDa gelatinase/type IV

collagenase) from HT 1080 human fibrosarcoma cells. Purifi-

cation and activation of the precursor and enzymic proper-
ties. J Biol Chem 1992;267:21712—9.

Welgus HG, Campbell EJ, Cury JD, Eisen AZ, Senior RM,

Wilhelm SM, et al. Neutral metalloproteinases produced by

human mononuclear phagocytes. Enzyme profile, regulation,

and expression during cellular development. J Clin Invest
1990;86:1496—502.

[7] Hibbs MS, Hasty KA, Seyer JM, Kang AH, Mainardi CL.
Biochemical and immunological characterization of the
secreted forms of human neutrophil gelatinase. J Biol Chem
1985;260:2493—500.

[8] Buisson AC, Zahm JM, Polette M, Pierrot D, Bellon G,

Puchelle E, et al. Gelatinase B is involved in the in vitro wound

repair of human respiratory epithelium. J Cell Physiol 1996;

166:413—-26.

Yao PM, Buhler JM, d’Ortho MP, Lebargy F, Delclaux C, Harf A,

et al. Expression of matrix metalloproteinase gelatinases A

and B by cultured epithelial cells from human bronchial

explants. J Biol Chem 1996;271:15580—-9.

[4

[nar

[6

—

[9

—



MMPs in recurrent nasal polyposis

31

[10] Wert SE, Yoshida M, LeVine AM, lkegami M, Jones T, Ross GF,
et al. Increased metalloproteinase activity, oxidant produc-
tion, and emphysema in surfactant protein D gene-inactivated
mice. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 2000;97:5972—7.

[11] Ohno I, Ohtani H, Nitta Y, Suzuki J, Hoshi H, Honma M, et al.
Eosinophils as a source of matrix metalloproteinase-9 in
asthmatic airway inflammation. Am J Respir Cell Mol Biol
1997;16:212—9.

[12] Lemjabbar H, Gosset P, Lamblin C, Tillie I, Hartmann D,
Wallaert JB, et al. Contribution of 92 kDa gelatinase/type IV
collagenase in bronchial inflammation during status asthma-
ticus. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 1999;159:1298—307.

[13] Hoshino M, Nakamura Y, Sim J, Shimojo J, Isogai S. Bronchial
subepithelial  fibrosis and  expression of  matrix
metalloproteinase-9 in asthmatic airway inflammation. J
Allergy Clin Immunol 1998;102:783—8.

[14] Caye-Thomasen P, Hermansson A, Tos M. Polyp patho-
genesis—a histopathological study in experimental otitis
media. Acta Otolaryngol 1995;115:76—82.

[15] Fokkens W, Lund V, Mullol J. EP30S 2007: European position
paper on rhinosinusitis and nasal polyps 2007. A summary for
otorhinolaryngologists. Rhinology 2007;45:97—101.

[16] Wang LF, Chien CY, Tai CF, Kuo WR, Hsi E, Juo SH. Matrix
metalloproteinase-9 gene polymorphisms in nasal polyposis.
BMC Med Genet 2010;11:85.

[17] Wang LF, Chien CY, Kuo WR, Tai CF, Juo SH. Matrix
metalloproteinase-2 gene polymorphisms in nasal polyps. Arch
Otolaryngol Head Neck Surg 2008;134:852—6.

[18] Lechapt-Zalcman E, Coste A, d’Ortho MP, Frisdal E, Harf A,
Lafuma C, et al. Increased expression of matrix
metalloproteinase-9 in nasal polyps. J Pathol 2001;193:
233—41.

[19] Lee YM, Kim SS, Kim HA, Suh YJ, Lee SK, Nahm DH, et al.
Eosinophil inflammation of nasal polyp tissue: relationships
with  matrix metalloproteinases, tissue inhibitor of
metalloproteinase-1, and transforming growth factor-beta1. J
Korean Med Sci 2003;18:97—102.

[20] Bhandari A, Takeuchi K, Suzuki S, Harada T, Hayashi S, Ima-
naka-Yoshida K, et al. Increased expression of matrix
metalloproteinase-2 in nasal polyps. Acta Otolaryngol 2004;
124:1165—70.

[21] Li X, Meng J, Qiao X, Liu Y, Liu F, Zhang N, et al. Expression of
TGF, matrix metalloproteinases, and tissue inhibitors in
Chinese chronic rhinosinusitis. J Allergy Clin Immunol 2010;
125:1061-8.

[22] Watelet JB, Claeys C, Van Cauwenberge P, Bachert C.
Predictive and monitoring value of matrix metalloproteinase-9
for healing quality after sinus surgery. Wound Repair Regen
2004;12:412-8.

[23] Watelet JB, Demetter P, Claeys C, Van Cauwenberge P,
Cuvelier C, Bachert C. Neutrophil-derived metalloproteinase
-9 predicts healing quality after sinus surgery. Laryngoscope
2005;115:56—61.

[24] Chen YS, Langhammer T, Westhofen M, Lorenzen J. Rela-
tionship between matrix metalloproteinases MMP-2, MMP-9,
tissue inhibitor of matrix metalloproteinases-1 and IL-5, IL-8
in nasal polyps. Allergy 2007;62:66—72.

[25] Can IH, Ceylan K, Caydere M, Samim EE, Ustun H, Karasoy DS.
The expression of MMP-2, MMP-7, MMP-9, and TIMP-1 in
chronic rhinosinusitis and nasal polyposis. Otolaryngol Head
Neck Surg 2008;139:211-5.

[26] Watelet JB, Bachert C, Claeys C, Van Cauwenberge P. Matrix
metalloproteinases MMP-7, MMP-9 and their tissue inhibitor
TIMP-1: expression in chronic sinusitis vs nasal polyposis.
Allergy 2004;59:54—60.

[27] Larsen PL, Tos M. Origin of nasal polyps. Laryngoscope 1991;
101:305—12.

[28] Tournier JM, Polette M, Hinnrasky J, Beck J, Werb Z,
Basbaum C. Expression of gelatinase A, a mediator of extra-
cellular matrix remodeling, by tracheal gland serous cells in
culture and in vivo. J Biol Chem 1994;269:25454—64.

[29] Lelongt B, Trugnan G, Murphy G, Ronco PM. Matrix metal-
loproteinases MMP2 and MMP9 are produced in early stages of
kidney morphogenesis but only MMP9 is required for renal
organogenesis in vitro. J Cell Biol 1997;136:1363—73.

[30] Shaida A, Kenyon G, Devalia J, Davies RJ, MacDonald TT,
Pender SL. Matrix metalloproteinases and their inhibitors in
the nasal mucosa of patients with perennial allergic rhinitis. J
Allergy Clin Immunol 2001;108:791—6.

[31] Eisenberg G, Pradillo J, Plaza G, Lizasoain |, Moro MA.
[Increased expression and activity of MMP-9 in chronic rhino-
sinusitis with nasal polyposis]. Acta Otorrinolaringol Esp 2008;
59:444—7.

[32] Shin HW, Han DH, Lim YS, Kim HJ, Kim DY, Lee CH. Non-
asthmatic nasal polyposis patients with allergy exhibit greater
epithelial MMP positivity. Otolaryngol Head Neck Surg 2009;
141:442—7.

[33] Zhang B, Ye S, Herrmann SM, Eriksson P, de Maat M, Evans A,
et al. Functional polymorphism in the regulatory region of
gelatinase B gene in relation to severity of coronary athero-
sclerosis. Circulation 1999;99:1788—94.

[34] Magbool A, Turner NA, Galloway S, Riches K, O’Regan DJ,
Porter KE. The -1562C/T MMP-9 promoter polymorphism does
not predict MMP-9 expression levels or invasive capacity in
saphenous vein smooth muscle cells cultured from different
patients. Atherosclerosis 2009;207:458—65.

[35] Brown PD. Matrix metalloproteinase inhibitors in the treat-
ment of cancer. Med Oncol 1997;14:1—10.



	Expression of matrix metalloproteinase-2 and matrix metalloproteinase-9 in recurrent chronic rhinosinusitis with nasal poly ...
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Participants
	SNP selection and genotyping
	IHC staining for MMP-2 and MMP-9
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Results of IHC staining
	Result of genotyping

	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References


