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The value of combined detection of 3 indicators in diagnosis and staging of ovarian cancer
Fu An
(Department o f Clinical Laboratory ,Shangrao Municiple Hospital ,Shangrao, Jiangzi 334000, China)

Abstract: Objective To investigate the clinical value of combined detection of serum human epididymis protein 4(HE4) , carbo-
hydrate antigen 125(CA125) and tumor marker(CEA) in the diagnosis and staging of ovarian cancer. Methods 90 cases of ovarian
cancer(ovarian cancer group) 120 cases of benign ovarian disease(ovarian benign group) and 60 cases of healthy women(healthy
control group) were selected from March 2014 to 2016 March in our hospital. The levels of HE4 and CA125 and CEA were detected
by immunochemiluminescence assays,the results of the three groups were compared and analyzed. Results The positive rate of 3
indicators in the ovarian cancer group was significantly higher than that of the ovarian benign group and the healthy control group

(P<20.05). The positive rates of combined detection of | — IV in ovarian cancer were 81.2%,92.1%,97. 4% and 100. 0% ,and

CEA,CA125 and HE4 joint inspection in different stages of ovarian cancer positive rate is significantly higher than that of single in-

dex positive detection rate. Conclusion
ian cancer is significant,it is worth to be further promoted.
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