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ORIGINAL ARTICLE

Value of Serum Galectin 3 in Patients with Hepatocellular Carcinoma:  
A Meta-Analysis

ABSTRACT

Objective: To investigate the connection of Galectin 3 with hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) 
risk.
Methods: Publications were searched using PubMed, MEDLINE, EMBASE and the Chinese 

Results:

Conclusion: The serum Galectin 3 level in HCC is higher than that in hepatitis and healthy 
person. Serum Galectin 3 may be a possible biomarker for diagnosis of HCC.
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common cancer, and the third most common cause 



SUBJECTS AND METHODS
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Statistical analysis
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DISCUSSION

diagnosis of HCC.
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Chi-square = 13.38; df = 1 (p = 0.0003)
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Random Effects Model
Pooled Diagnostic Odds Ratio = 116.78 (0.13 to 102122.46)
Cochran-Q = 20.34; df = 1 (p = 0.0000)
Inconsistency (I-square) = 95.1%
Tau-squared = 22.7429
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Cochran-Q = 22.27; df = 1 (p = 0.0000)
Inconsistency (I-square) = 95.5%
Tau-squared = 11.1663
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Chi-square = 19.77; df = 1 (p = 0.0000)
Inconsistency (I-square) = 94.9%

0 10.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

10.01 100.0



CONCLUSION
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