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The expression and significance of c-Met VEGF

in the AFP—positive gastric cancer

Wang Lin' Li Guimei® et al

(' Dept of Medical Oncology *Dept of Pathology Anhui Medical University Affiliated
81 Hospital of PLA Nanjing 210002)

Fang Yu'

Abstract Objective To investigate the expression of c-Met and vascular endothelial growth factor( VEGF) in the

alpha fetoprotein( AFP) —positive gastric cancer and to explore the relationship between expression of c-Met and
VEGF with clinicopathological features of AFP—positive gastric cancer. Methods A total of 21 cases AFP—positive
gastric cancer tissues were selected as a test group while collected 21 cases ordinary gastric which had consistency
with AFP—positive gastric cancer in stage as a control group. The expressions of c-Met and VEGF were detected by

immunohistochemistry  then the differences of c-Met

VEGF expression in two kinds of tumor were analyzed and
compared. Results The positive expression rates of c-Met protein in AFP—positive gastric cancer and ordinary gas—

tric carcinoma were 85. 7% ( 18/21) and 71.4% ( 15/21)
protein were 76.2% (16/21) and 47.6% (10/21)

respectively. The positive expression rates of VEGF
respectively. Compared with ordinary gastric cancer AFP-
positive gastric cancer was significantly higher than the former in the expression of VEGF and c¢-Met protein ( P <

0.05) . Spearman rank correlation analysis showed that c-Met and VEGF expressions were positively correlated ( r,
=0.621 P <0.05) in the AFP—positive gastric carcinoma. AFP-positive gastric cancer which was intestinal type
by the Lauren classification was more likely to express c-Met. The expressions of c-Met and VEGF were not sig—
inificantly associated with the clinicopathological features in AFP—positive gastric cancer such as age sex tumor
location degree of differentiation lymph node metastasis liver metastasis survival time and AFP levels. Conclu—
sion The expressions of c-Met and VEGF in AFP-positive gastric cancer tissues are significantly higher than ordi—
nary gastric cancer tissues. They may be involved in the occurrence and development of AFP—positive gastric cancer
and have synergistic effect on pro-angiogenesis.
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