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Abstract
Background: Objective to systematically evaluate the diagnostic value of long noncoding RNA (IncRNA) in gastric cancer (GC) in |

the Chinese population.

Methods: PubMed, Web of Science, EMBASE, Cochrane Library, CNKI, and Wanfang Database were searched. According to the
search strategy and inclusion and exclusion criteria, 2 staff members screened the relevant kinds of literature from January 2010 to
December 2020 and extracted the relevant data. Revman5.3, Meta-Disc1.4, and Stata15.1 software were used to analyze the
relationship between INcRNA from exosomes and the diagnosis of GC. The combined values of sensitivity (SEN), specificity (SPE),
positive likelihood ratio, negative likelihood ratio, and diagnostic odds ratio (DOR) and their corresponding 95% confidence intervals
(Cls) were calculated. The summary receiver operating characteristic curve was drawn and the area under the ROC curve (AUC) value
was calculated.

Results: In 9 studies, 1314 samples were included, including 792 cases in the case group and 522 cases in the control group. The
combined SEN was 0.82 (95% Cl: 0.77-0.86), the combined SPE was 0.78 (95% CI: 0.72-0.83), the combined positive likelihood
ratio was 3.7 (95% Cl: 2.9-4.6), the negative likelihood ratio was 0.23 (95% Cl: 0.18-0.29), and the DOR was 16 (95% Cl: 12-23),
AUC was 0.87 (95% ClI: 0.84-0.90). Subgroup analysis showed that the SEN, SPE, likelihood ratio, DOR, and AUC of plasma-
derived INcRNA in the diagnosis of GC were better than those of serum.

Conclusions: Exosome-derived INCRNA may be a new potential biomarker for the clinical diagnosis of GC.

Abbreviations: AUC = area under the ROC curve, Cl = confidence interval, DOR = diagnostic odds ratio, GC = gastric cancer,
IncRNA = long noncoding RNA, NLR = negative likelihood ratio, PLR = positive likelihood ratio, SEN = sensitivity, SPE = specificity.
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1. Introduction prevention, diagnosis, and treatment of GC have been improved.
Gastric cancer (GC) is the most common malignant tumor  However, most patients are in the advanced stage when the
worldwide and also the most common malignant tumor of the  diagnosis is confirmed, and there is no significant advantage of
digestive tract in China. In China, GC ranks second only to lung ~ surgery and chemotherapy as the main treatments for patients
cancer in morbidity and mortality."*! In recent years, the  with advanced GC, resulting in a poor prognosis. Through
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continuous research on molecular and cellular mechanisms,
monoclonal antibodies have been used for the treatment of GC,
but they induce new complications and are currently mainly used
as an adjuvant and second-line treatment for patients with
advanced GC.®! Early detection, diagnosis, and treatment are
important principles to improve the survival and prognosis of
GC. Early diagnosis is the prerequisite for early treatment,
therefore, early diagnosis of GC is particularly important.[*!
Endoscopic and pathological examination are the gold standards
for the diagnosis of GC, but this examination has such problems
as a large population, causing pain and discomfort to patients due
to operation, and relying on the level of examiners.”! In addition,
although serum tumor markers such as carcinoembryonic
antigen (CEA), CA199, and CA724 commonly seen in clinical
play a role in the auxiliary diagnosis, their sensitivity (SEN) and
specificity (SPE) are not ideal.'®! Therefore, there is a need for a
novel and effective biological marker for a better diagnosis of GC.
Exosomes are membranous extracellular vesicles released by
living cells and exist in blood, urine, saliva, and other body fluids,
with a diameter of 30 to 100nm. They contain DNA, mRNA,
microRNA, long noncoding RNA (IncRNA), and other nucleic
acid molecules, as well as a variety of proteins.l”! In addition,
exosomes are considered to be ideal biomarkers for early
diagnosis of cancer due to their increased number when tumors
invade the body, stable existence in body fluids, availability, and
difficulty in enzyme decomposition.!® IncRNA is a kind of RNA
molecule with a length of more than 200 nucleotides, a lack of a
specific open reading frame, and no protein-coding function.
Studies have demonstrated that exosome-derived IncRNA plays a
key role in the regulation of GC biology and is closely related to
the occurrence, development, invasion, metastasis, and prognosis
of GC.P!' At present, many studies have found that the expression
level of exosome-derived IncRNA in GC patients is significantly
different from that without disease, which may become a
biomarker for GC diagnosis and prognosis evaluation.”!
Therefore, in this study, we intended to evaluate the clinical
value of exosome-derived IncRNA in the diagnosis of GC in the
Chinese population by systematic meta-analysis, to provide an
evidence-based reference for the diagnosis of GC.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Ethics statement

All analyses were based on previously published studies, this
article does not contain any studies with human participants or
animals performed by any of the authors; thus, ethical approval
and patient consent are not applicable.

2.2. Search strategy
2.2.1. Database. Foreign databases include PubMed, Web of

Science, EMBASE, Cochrane Library, and Chinese databases
include China National Knowledge Infrastructure, Wanfang
Database.

2.2.2. Search keywords. The English search terms were

“exosomes”, “exosome”, “IncRNA”’, “long noncoding
RNA™, “stomach neoplasm™’, “stomach carcinoma”’, “stomach
cancer™, “Gastric cancer”, “gastric carcinoma”, and “gastric

neoplasm”.

2.2.3. Years retrieved. Chinese and English kinds of literature
from January 2010 to December 2020.
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2.3. Inclusion and exclusion criteria
2.3.1. Inclusion criteria.

(1) Cancer patients were diagnosed by the gold standard.

(2) To evaluate the diagnostic value of exosome derived
IncRNAs for GC in a Chinese population.

(3) To extract the SEN, SPE, and area under the ROC curve
(AUC) values of exosomal IncRNAs for cancer diagnostic
accuracy from raw data.

(4) The number of cases was clear and could be used to construct
a 2 x 2 Quad surface for diagnostic analysis.

2.3.2. Exclusion criteria.

(1) Study subjects were not patients.

(2) Type of literature: reviews, conference reports, case reports,
etc.

(3) Complete data could not be obtained and a 2 x 2 table for
diagnostic analysis could not be constructed

(4) Duplicate literature.

2.4. Data extraction and quality assessment

Two staff members screened the relevant literature and extracted
relevant data according to the search strategy and inclusion—
exclusion criteria. We mainly included the study population, first
author, publication year, type of IncRNA, expression level,
tumor type of sample source, number of samples, SEN, SPE,
AUC, etc, and applied statistical software to calculate the true
positives, false positives, false negatives, and true negatives if
disagreement was resolved by discussion. The QUADAS-2
quantity was used to evaluate the quality of pieces of literature
finally included in the meta-analysis.

2.5, Statistical analysis

Revman$.3, Meta-disc1.4, and Statal5.1 software were used to
analyze the relationship between exosomal IncRNAs and tumor
diagnosis, and the pooled values of SEN, SPE, positive likelihood
ratio (PLR), negative likelihood ratio (NLR), and diagnostic odds
ratio (DOR) and their corresponding 95% confidence intervals
(ClIs) were calculated. The summary receiver operating charac-
teristic curve was drawn and AUC value was calculated. The
closer the AUC value to 1, the higher the diagnostic efficacy. The
presence or absence of a threshold effect between studies was
assessed using the Spearman correlation coefficient test;
heterogeneity from nonthreshold sources of effect was assessed
using the I? test, and significant heterogeneity was considered
when I? was > 50%. Subgroup analysis and multiple regression
analysis were performed to explore the causes of between-study
heterogeneity, the stability of meta-analysis was verified by SEN
analysis, and a Deek funnel plot was used to assess publication
bias, with P< .1 indicating publication bias.

3. Results

3.1. Literature screening results

A total of relevant articles were retrieved through the search
strategy: EMBASE 24, PubMed 102, Web of Science 25,
Cochrane Library 0, CNKI 22, and Wanfang Database 5. After
excluding 79 duplicates and initially screening the titles, 81
remained.31 articles were excluded after abstract reading, leaving
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Figure 1. Literature screening and results.

40 articles. After reading the full text, 9 articles were included,
and the process of literature screening and the results are shown
in Figure 1.

3.2. Basic information and bias assessment of included
literatures

Of the 9 studies finally included, a total of 1314 samples were
included, 792 cases and 522 controls, the basic characteristics of
the included studies are shown in Table 1.""""°! Evaluation of
article quality using the QUADAS-2 rating scale for diagnostic
trials results in Figure 2 shows that the quality of the included
literature was found to be high.

3.3. Heterogeneity analysis and diagnostic accuracy
evaluation of exosomal IncRNA

Meta-disc1.4 software was used for threshold effect analysis, and
the Spearman correlation coefficient was 0.126, the P-value was
.748, which indicated that no threshold effect existed in this study
and the data could be pooled. In this study, there was
heterogeneity in pooled SEN and SPE are shown in Figure 3
(’=68.37%, I?’=63.89%), so the random-effects model was
chosen. The pooled SEN was 0.82 (95% CI: 0.77-0.86), the
pooled SPE was 0.78 (95% CI: 0.72-0.83), the pooled PLR was
3.7(95% CI: 2.9-4.6), the pooled NLR was 0.23 (95% CI: 0.18—
0.29), and the DOR was 16 (95% CI: 12-23) and the AUC was
0.87 (95% CI: 0.84-0.90). Forest plots of exosomal IncRNA

Basic characteristics of included studies.

Studys Countrys IncRNAs Expression Tumors Origin Case/control TP FP FN TN Sen Spe AUC
Pan et al (2017)("" China ZFAST Up Gastric  Serum 40/37 32 9 8 28 0800 0757 0837
Lin et al (2018)!'? China UEGC1 Up Gastric  Plasma 51/60 45 10 6 50 0.882 0.833 0876
Zhao et al (2018 China HOTTIP Up Gastric  Serum 126/120 88 18 38 102 0698 0.850 0.827
Zhang et al (2019 China RPN2—4 Down Gastric Serum 47/32 41 13 6 19 0872 0594 0772
Cai et al (2019)"® China PCSK2—2:1 Down Gastric  Serum 63/29 53 4 10 25 0840 0.865 0.896
Li et al (20191 China Inc-GNAQ-6:1 Down Gastric Serum 43/27 36 12 7 15 0837 055 0.732
Piao et al (2020)!"" China CEBPA-ASI Up Gastric  Plasma 281/80 247 17 34 63 0879 0788 0.824
Zhou et al (2020)"¥  China HI9 Up Gastric  Serum 81/78 60 13 21 65 0743 0.839 0.849
Zheng et al (2020)"®  China Inc-SLC2A12-10: 1 Up Gastric  Plasma 60/60 47 15 13 45 0783 075 0776

AUC=area under the ROC curve, FN=false negativity, FP =false positivity, SEN = sensitivity, SPE = specificity, TN =true negativity, TP =true positivity.
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Figure 2. Quality assessment of included studies using QUADAS-2.
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Figure 3. Forest plot of sensitivity and specificity of exosomal IncRNAs for GC.
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diagnostic accuracy for GC and summary receiver operating
characteristic are shown in Figure 4. Meanwhile, the Fagan
nomogram was used to describe the possibility that exosome-
derived IncRNA detection identified or excluded patients with
GC, as shown in Figure 5. For those with a 20% risk of GC before
testing, the probability of GC after testing would reach 48 % if the
exosome-derived IncRNA test was positive, however, if the test
was negative, it would mean that the probability of GC after
testing would drop to 4%. Therefore, IncRNA detection from
exosome sources plays an important role in GC diagnosis.

3.4. Meta regression analysis and subgroup analysis

Because there was heterogeneity between studies due to
nonthreshold effects, IncRNA expression, exosome source, and
sample number were included in the meta-regression analysis
model to explore the source of heterogeneity. The results showed
that P> .05, and no source of heterogeneity was found in Table 2.
LncRNA expression, source of exosomes, the number of samples
were subjected to subgroup analysis. The results showed that the
SEN, SPE, likelihood ratio, DOR, and AUC of plasma-derived
exosomal IncRNA for the diagnosis of GC were superior to those

of serum. The SPE, likelihood ratio, DOR, and AUC of exosome
derived IncRNAs detected with a sample size > 100 for the
diagnosis of GC were superior to those of the subgroups with a
sample size < 100, and the SPE, likelihood ratio, and AUC of
exosome derived IncRNAs detected with an upregulated
expression for the diagnosis of GC were superior to those
detected with a downregulated expression are shown in Table 3.

3.5. Sensitivity analysis

The results of SEN analysis are shown in Figure 6 that the study is
stable, and the goodness of fit and bivariate normality show that
the bivariate model of random effects is suitable for analysis
(Fig. 6A, B). The impact analysis found that Zhao et al,"*! Zhang
et al,'"! Cai et al,/*! Piao et al™”! had a large weight (Fig. 6C).
The detection of outliers suggests that the above studies may be
responsible for the heterogeneity (Fig. 6D).

3.6. Publication bias

Another factor affecting the accuracy of diagnosis is publication
bias. Deek test was used to evaluate the publication bias of the
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Figure 5. Fagan nomogram for exosomal INcRNA diagnosis of GC.

included articles. Deek method was used to measure publication
bias are found in Figure 7. No significant publication bias was
found.

4. Discussion

GC is the fifth most common cancer worldwide, and its mortality
rate is high.[*”! The incidence and mortality of GC in the Chinese

Medicine
Table 2
Meta regression analysis results.
Estimating
Regression  standard
Var coefficient errors Pvalue DOR 95%CI
LncRNA expression 0.587 0.7989 5033  1.80 0.20-16.53
Origin of exosomes 0.789 0.5981 2576 220 0.42-11.58
Number of samples 0.001 0.0022 6226 1.00 1.00-1.01

Cl=confidence interval, DOR = diagnostic odds ratio.

population is the second-highest among malignant tumors, which
poses a serious threat to human life and health.”?! Some patients
with GC are in the advanced stage of cancer when they see a
doctor and lose the chance of surgical cure. The prognosis is very
poor. With the promotion and application of standardized
treatment for tumors, the five-year survival rate of patients with
early diagnosis and therapeutic effects has been significantly
improved.??! Therefore, early diagnosis is particularly impor-
tant. Endoscopy combined with pathological biopsy is the gold
standard for the diagnosis of early GC at present, but this method
is invasive and not easy to be used as a long-term method for
diagnosis and monitoring of tumor progression./**! At present,
indicators commonly used in clinical practices such as CEA and
carbohydrate antigen (CA-199) have low SEN and SPE for early
GC. Therefore, molecular markers that can predict, screen, and
diagnose GC at an early stage have been further explored. In
recent years, studies have found that molecular markers such as
noncoding RNA, exosomes, and circulating tumor cells are
important signals for the occurrence and development of the
tumor microenvironment. These markers can be detected in the
blood, and have good clinical application prospects in the early
diagnosis of GC.*¥

Exosomes are membranous extracellular vesicles released by
living cells and present in various body fluids, with a diameter of
30 to 100nm, and contain nucleic acid molecules such as DNA,
mRNA, microRNA, IncRNA, as well as various protein.
Compared with conventional biomarkers, exosome biomarkers
have the following advantages: higher SEN and SPE; It widely
exists in body fluid and is easy to be obtained, including blood,
tears, urine, saliva, milk, ascites, etc., making exosome detection
have a great prospect in tumor diagnosis and treatment, and can
become an ideal “liquid biopsy” method.**! Tumor cells have a
precise targeted regulation mechanism for exosomes, suggesting
that exosomes play an important role in the formation and
development of tumors.?®! [ncRNA is a noncoding RNA with a

Results of subgroup analysis of exosomal IncRNA diagnosis of GC.

Subgroup Number SEN (95%Cl) SPE (95%Cl) PLR (95%Cl) NLR (95%CI) DOR (95%Cl) AUC
IncRNA
Up 6 0.81 (0.74~0.86) 0.81 (0.77~0.85) 4.2 (3.5~5.2) 0.20 (0.18~0.32) 18 (12~26) 0.85
Down 3 0.85 (0.78~0.90) 0.67 (0.56~0.77) 2.6 (1.4~4.5) 0.21 (0.25~0.32) 12 (5~31) 0.91
Origin
Serum 6 0.80 (0.73~0.85) 0.76 (0.66~0.84) 3.3 (2.4~4.6) 0.27 (0.21~0.34) 12 (8~19) 0.85
Plasma 3 0.86 (0.83~0.90) 0.79 (0.73~0.84) 4.0 (3.0~5.2) 0.19 (0.12~0.29) 22 (11~43) 0.84
Number
>100 5 0.81 (0.73~0.86) 0.81 (0.77~0.85) 4.3 (3.5~5.4) 0.24 (0.17~0.33) 18 (12~28) 0.86
<100 4 0.84 (0.78~0.89) 0.70 (0.57~0.81) 2.8 (1.9~4.2) 0.23 (0.16~0.33) 12 (6~24) 0.85

AUC=area under the ROC curve, DOR=diagnostic odds ratio, NLR =negative likelihood ratio, PLR = positive likelihood ratio, SEN = sensitivity, SPE = specificity.
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Figure 6. Sensitivity analysis of exosome INcCRNA in the diagnosis of GC. A: Goodness-of-fit; B: bivariate normality; C: influence analysis; D: outlier detection.

length of more than 200 bp and is abundant in exosomes. Studies
have shown that the exosome IncRNA is related to the occurrence
and development of GC.!"* In recent years, Lin et al'* found
that IncRNA UEGCT1 is highly expressed in plasma exosome of
GC patients and GC cell exosome, and this study also found that
almost all of the IncRNA UEGCT isolated from plasma is present
in the exosome, which indicated that the plasma exosome
IncRNA UEGCT1 has a development prospect as a noninvasive
biomarker in the early diagnosis of GC. In addition, Yang et al'*”!
found a high expression level of anti-differentiation antagonistic
nonprotein-encoded RNA (DANCR) targeting IncRNA-LET in
serum exosomes of patients with GC. The results of ROC curve
analysis showed that DANCR could indirectly reflect the level of
IncRNA-LET and was superior to traditional serological markers
CEA and carbohydrate antigen 19-9 (CA19-9) in the diagnosis
of GC. More and more studies have reported that exosome
IncRNA has potential application value in the clinical diagnosis
of GC.I''="?!

Nine studies with a sample of 1314 patients, 792 in the case
group and 522 in the control group, were included in this study.
Meta-analysis showed that pooled SEN was 0.82 (95% CI:
0.77-0.86), pooled SPE was 0.78 (95% CI: 0.72-0.83), pooled

PLR was 3.7 (95% CI: 2.9-4.6), pooled NLR was 0.23 (95%
CI: 0.18-0.29), and DOR (PLR) was 0.7) was 16 (95% CI: 12—
23) and the AUC was 0.87 (95 % CI: 0.84-0.90). The closer the
AUC value was to 1, indicating the higher value of this study,
and the AUC of this study reflects that exosomal IncRNAs have
a high value in tumor diagnosis. The DOR value can reflect the
correlation between the diagnostic results and the disease, and
a larger value indicates a higher diagnostic value for the
disease.*®! With a DOR > 1, the larger the value, the better
the discriminative effect of the diagnostic test. The DOR of
this study was 16, further illustrating that exosomal IncRNAs
have a high value in tumor diagnosis. By threshold effect
analysis of Meta-disc1.4 software, the Spearman correlation
coefficient was 0.126, and the P-value was .748>.05,
indicating that the heterogeneity of this study was not caused
by the threshold effect. In addition, IncRNA expression, source
of exosomes, and several samples were included in the meta-
regression analysis model to explore the source of heterogene-
ity, and the source of heterogeneity was not found. It was
found by a SEN analysis that the studies of Zhao et al,/?!
Zhang et al,!**! Cai et al,!**! Piao et al'”! may be the cause of
heterogeneity.
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Figure 7. Publication bias of diagnosis of GC from Deek test.

5. Conclusions

Exosomal IncRNAs have a high diagnostic value for tumors and
can be used as one of the auxiliary indicators for tumor diagnosis.
There are still many limitations in this study, including the
overabundance of tumor types, regional limitations, and the
existence of heterogeneity among studies. Therefore, exosomal
IncRNAs have a promising prospect in the diagnosis of tumors,
but the conclusions of this study need caution in clinical
promotion, and high-quality studies still need to be carried out
for validation.

Author contributions

Data curation: Kangle Zhu.

Formal analysis: Kangle Zhu.

Funding acquisition: Jinxian Yang.

Investigation: Kangle Zhu.

Methodology: Kangle Zhu.

Software: Kangle Zhu.

Supervision: Qingqging Wang, Huixia Zhu

Writing — original draft: Kangle Zhu.

Writing — review & editing: Kangle Zhu, Huixia Zhu, Qingging
Wang.

References

[1] Siegel RL, Miller KD, Jemal A. Cancer statistics 2020. CA Cancer ] Clin
2020;70:7-30.

[2] Chen JD. Current situation and development trend of incidence and
mortality of various cancers in China. ] Zunyi Med Coll 2018;41:653-62.

[3] Afshari F, Soleyman-Jahi S, Keshavarz-Fathi M, Roviello G, Rezaei N.
The promising role of monoclonal antibodies for gastric cancer
treatment. Immunotherapy 2019;11:347-64.

[4] Zhang Dong Huan, Zhang Su Yun, Yang L. Exosomes in the diagnosis
and treatment of gastrointestinal cancer. | Pract Cancer 2021;36:300-35.

[5] Yu Changmin, Zhang Dan, Ming Min, Wang Tingting, Zhang Jidong.
Advances in exosomal miRNAs as early diagnostic markers for cancer.
Chin J Immunol 2020;36:2786-90.

[6] Zhang Helong, Yang JH, She QL, et al. Research progress on the role of
exosomes in gastric cancer. Cancer 2019;39:215-22.

[7] Lee MW, Kim GH, Jeon HK, et al. Clinical application of circulating
tumor cells in gastric cancer. Gut Liver 2019;13:394-401.

[8] Kanda M, Kodera Y. Recent advances in the molecular diagnostics of
gastric cancer. World J Gastroenterol 2015;21:9838-52.

[9] Ting Tian, Wen Bin, Sun Jialing, et al. Research progress of
exosomal ncRNAs in hepatocellular carcinoma. Chinese Pharmacol
2020;1041-4.

[10] Ni SFOfan, Zhang YH, Xu M. Exosome derived long non-coding RNAs
in digestive cancers. J Jiangsu Univ (MED) 2020;30: 293-97 + 301.

[11] Pan L, Liang W, Fu M, et al. Exosome-mediated transfer of long
noncoding RNA ZFAS1 promotes gastric cancer progression. ] Cancer
Res Clin Oncol 2017;143:991-1004.



Zhu et al. Medicine (2021) 100:51

[12] Lin LY, Yang L, Zeng Q, et al. Tumor-originated exosomal IncUEGC1 as
a circulating biomarker for early-stage gastric cancer. Mol Cancer
2018;17:84.

[13] Zhao R, Zhang Y, Zhang X, et al. Exosomal long noncoding RNA
HOTTIP as potential novel diagnostic and prognostic biomarker test for
gastric cancer. Mol Cancer 2018;17:68.

[14] Zhang HL, Cai CC, Zhang MM. Expression and screening value of
serum exosomes derived long-non coding RNA RPN2-4 in gastric
cancer. Chin J Clin Lab Sci 2019;37:331-3.

[15] Cai C, Zhang H, Zhu Y, et al. Serum exosomal long noncoding RNA
pesk2-2:1 as a potential novel diagnostic biomarker for gastric cancer.
Onco Targets Ther 2019;12:10035-41.

[16] Li S, Zhang M, Zhang H, et al. Exosomal long noncoding RNA Inc-
GNAQ-6:1 may serve as a diagnostic marker for gastric cancer. Clin
Chim Acta 2020;501:252-7.

[17] Piao HY, Guo S, Wang Y. Exosomal long non-coding RNA CEBPA-AS1
inhibits tumor apoptosis and functions as a non-invasive biomarker for
diagnosis of gastric cancer. Onco Targets Ther 2020;13:1365-74.

[18] Zhou H, Shen W, Zou H. Circulating exosomal long non-coding RNA
H19 as a potential novel diagnostic and prognostic biomarker for gastric
cancer. | Int Med Res 2020;48:30006052093429.

[19] Zheng P, Zhang H, Gao H, et al. Plasma exosomal long noncoding RNA
Inc-SLC2A12-10:1 as a novel diagnostic biomarker for gastric cancer.
Onco Targets Ther 2020;13:4009-18.

www.md-journal.com

[20] Eusebi LH, Telese A, Maeasco G, et al. Gastric cancer prevention
strategies: a global perspective. ] Gastroenterol Hepatol 2020;35:
1495-502.

[21] Chen W, Zheng R, Baade PD, et al. Cancer statistics in China, 2015. CA
Cancer J Clin 2016;66:115-32.

[22] Zheng XH, Yi B. Diagnosis and treatment of advanced gastric cancer in
China. Cancer Res 2019;17: 13-19 + 48.

[23] Li ZA, Mao Wang, Zang Xue Yan, Cheng Jiang Peng, Xu Wen Rong,
Zhang Xu. Progress of circrnas in gastric cancer. ] Clin Exam 2021;
39:213-7.

[24] Vafaei S, Roudi R, Madjd Z, Aref AR, Ebrahimi M. Potential
theranostics of circulating tumor cells and tumor-derived exosomes
application in colorectal cancer. Cancer Cell Int 2020;20:288.

[25] Bai Lian Mei, Yi Chen Liu, Kai Li Guo, Wang . Climbing research
progress of exosomes in cancer diagnosis and treatment. ] Cell Biol
2019;41:508-15.

[26] Kok VC, Yu CC. Cancer-derived exosomes: their role in cancer biology
and biomarker development. Int ] Nanomed 2020;15:8019-36.

[27] Yang L, Lei P, Wei L, et al. Detection and clinical value of serum
exosomal DANCR in gastric cancer patients. Chin J Clin Lab Sci
2017;35:171-4.

[28] Jian Zhen Wang, Teng Fei Guo, Ting Ting Ting Wu, et al. Early
diagnostic value of urinary TIMP-2 x IGFBP-7 in acute kidney injury: a
meta-analysis. Lab Med Clin 2020;17: 2122-5 + 2129.


http://www.md-journal.com

	Diagnostic value of exosome derived long noncoding RNA in gastric cancer in Chinese population
	1 Introduction
	2 Materials and methods
	2.1 Ethics statement
	2.2 Search strategy
	2.2.1 Database
	2.2.2 Search keywords
	2.2.3 Years retrieved

	2.3 Inclusion and exclusion criteria
	2.3.1 Inclusion criteria
	2.3.2 Exclusion criteria

	2.4 Data extraction and quality assessment
	2.5 Statistical analysis

	3 Results
	3.1 Literature screening results
	3.2 Basic information and bias assessment of included literatures
	3.3 Heterogeneity analysis and diagnostic accuracy evaluation of exosomal lncRNA
	3.4 Meta regression analysis and subgroup analysis
	3.5 Sensitivity analysis
	3.6 Publication bias

	4 Discussion
	5 Conclusions
	Author contributions
	References


