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[Abstract] Purpose To explore the clinical significance of VEGF in the diagnosis treaiment and prognosis of cam -
mon malignant imors M ethods The levels of senm VEGF were measured by sandwich enzyme linked mmunosotbent as-
say (ELISA) in 544 patients with malignant tmors and 87 healthy subjects At the same tine another 6 umormarkers in-
cliding CEA and CA50 were measured by immunormadiom etric assay (RMA ) in 544 malignant tumor patients Sensitivity
specificity  positive predictive value and negative predictive value of VEGF detection were calculated respectively The re-
lationship between the pre-treament levels of seum VEGFE and their clinical effect and between the positive expression
number of five kinds wmor martkers jointly and the therapeutic effect were analyzed respectively Results 1 The semum
VEGF levels i patients with all kinds of malignant tmors were higher than those of the controls the mean serum VEGF
were relatively higher in patients with gastric cancer liver cancer and ling cancer 2 According to the cutoff of medicine
reference of VEGF (200. 6ng/L ), its sensitivity and specificity were 54 226 and 95. 4% respectively There was a signifi-
cant difference between the sensitivity of senim VEGF in patients with tmor burden (74 96 ) and that in patients without
tmor burden (20. 4% )(P<C0. 01). 3. W ith the rising of the senm VEGF level the patient’s therapeutic effect gradually
declined (P<<0. 05). The canbined analysis suggested thatwith the increase of the positive number of serum tumormark-
ers the proportion of meffective patients showed a growing trend W hen the positive numbers of serun tumor markers
reached 3 ormore than 3 the treament of about 89%0 patients showed meffective Conclisions The serim VEGF is a
broad “spectum tmormarker and is an mportant index in the diagnosis of different kinds ofmalignant wmors VEGF is a
good detection marker when the diagnosis of the patients wasmade for the first tine and its wle in differential diagnosis is
more mportant than that of the other6 tmormarkers Assay of semm VEGF and other tmormarkers jointly can help to e~
valuate clinical therapeutic effect and prognosis and itmay be used to follow the patient’s malignancy cond ition
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