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Background: The most promising serum biomarkers for hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC)
patients include PIVKA-II, AFP, and AFP-L3. Nevertheless, the effectiveness of combining

biomarkers is still up for debate. This meta-analysis aimed to evaluate the diagnostic accuracy

of PIVKA-II+AFP and PIVKA-II+AFP-L3.

Methods: Following a systematic search of the literature in PubMed, Medline, Web of Science,
Scopus, the Cochrane Library, Embase, Google Scholar and CINAHL, thirty relevant papers
were found. Pooled sensitivity, specificity, and diagnostic odds ratio (DOR) were evaluated

using a random-effects model.

Results: The pooled sensitivity, specificity and DOR values of PIVKA-II+AFP were 0,79,
0,83, and 24,95, respectively; which were slightly lower to those of PIVKA-II+AFP-L3 (0,77,
0,88, and 29,73, respectively) except for sensitivity . Furthermore, PIVKA-II+AFP-L3
presented higher diagnostic accuracy (AUC=0,923) than did PIVKA-II+AFP (AUC=0,895).
Neither threshold effects nor continent or etiology of HCC were found to be sources of
heterogeneity. Interestingly, we demonstrated proof of publication bias for DOR values using
Egger’s regression test (p < 0,05) and funnel plots. Sensitivity analysis proved the strong

reliability of this meta-analysis.

Conclusion: The combined assay of PIVKA-II+AFP-L3 seemed to be more adequate than
PIVKA-II+AFP for the diagnosis of HCC. Hence, diagnostic tests combining many biomarkers

will be clinically significant for HCC decision-making processes.
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INTRODUCTION

Liver cancer is the leading cause of cancer-related deaths worldwide and has become a
significant global public health issue. According to global cancer statistics, liver cancer
accounted for 4.7% of all cancer cases and 8.3% of all cancer-related deaths in 2020 [1].
Hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) represents 70-85% of all primary liver cancers, making it the
most common form of the disease [2]. Most HCC patients are diagnosed at middle or late stages
because the disease does not present clinical symptoms early on. Consequently, surgical
treatment is often considered, though it may adversely affect patients' quality of life [3].
Imaging techniques remain the primary methods for monitoring and diagnosing HCC [4].
However, serum biomarker detection should be the preferred method for quick clinical
decision-making due to its non-invasive nature, ease of use, low cost, high efficiency, and high
throughput. The protein induced by vitamin K absence or antagonist II (PIVKA-II), first
described in 1984 [5], has been identified as a suitable serum biomarker for HCC detection,
with a specificity of 90% [6]. In clinical practice, alpha-fetoprotein (AFP) is the most commonly
used serological biomarker, especially for high-risk cirrhosis patients, where it is often used in
combination with hepatic ultrasonography for HCC detection [7]. Recent studies have
identified other notable serum biomarkers, such as the Lens culinaris-agglutinin-reactive
fraction of AFP (AFP-L3), which is a specific AFP subtype that binds to the lectin Lens
culinaris agglutinin [8]. Evidence suggests that AFP-L3 can predict the aggressive potential of

HCC, regardless of tumor size or AFP levels in the serum [9].
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Patients with HCC typically show significantly higher serum levels of these biomarkers,
making them valuable diagnostic indicators. The diagnostic values of these biomarkers vary
considerably, with PIVKA-II having sensitivities ranging from 48%-62% and specificities from
81%-98% [10], AFP showing sensitivities of 40%-65% and specificities of 80%-94% [11], and
AFP-L3 exhibiting sensitivities from 30%-70% and specificities from 90%-92% [12]. Some
studies suggest that combining assays for these biomarkers offers much higher diagnostic
accuracy than individual assays [13], while other studies argue that adding more biomarkers
does not significantly improve the diagnostic value of AFP alone [14]. As there is ongoing
debate regarding the combination assays for HCC serum biomarkers, more comprehensive
analysis panels are needed to validate the diagnostic effectiveness of different biomarkers.
Therefore, the aim of this meta-analysis is to assess the diagnostic accuracy of two combined

tests: PIVKA-II + AFP and PIVKA-II + AFP-L3 for HCC detection.

METHODS

This systematic review and meta-analysis study was conducted according the Preferred
Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines [15]. The
protocol of this systematic review was registered on 07/03/2024 at PROSPERO (registration

number: CRD42024517499)

Search strategy

The following databases were searched from database inception until January 2024:
PubMed/Medline, Web of Science, Scopus, the Cochrane Library, Embase, Google Scholar and

CINAHL. The search strategy was based on the following key search terms: “hepatocellular
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carcinoma” OR “liver cancer” OR “hepatoma” OR “HCC” AND “Des-gamma-carboxy
prothrombin” OR “DCP” OR “protein induced by vitamin K absence II” OR “PIVKA-II” AND
“alpha-fetoprotein” OR “AFP” AND “Lens culinaris agglutinin-reactive fraction of a-
fetoprotein” OR “Alpha-fetoprotein-L3” OR “AFP-L3”. We also manually searched the
references mentioned in narrative reviews and pertinent non-systematic papers to find further

relevant studies that our search approach could have overlooked. All retrieval processes were

performed independently by two authors ( Al and SB)

Inclusion and exclusion criteria

Relevant articles were initially screened based on their titles and abstracts, with duplicates
removed. Studies were deemed eligible if they investigated the diagnostic accuracy of
PIVKA-II + AFP and/or PIVKA-II + AFP-L3 for detecting HCC. Full-text reviews were

conducted on the remaining studies to confirm their inclusion.

The inclusion criteria were as follows:

- Observational studies evaluating the diagnostic performance of PIVKA-II + AFP
and/or PIVKA-II + AFP-L3 for HCC.

- Studies involving patients diagnosed with HCC based on widely accepted radiological
criteria.

- Publications providing data on sensitivity and specificity.

- Use of serum as the specimen type.

- Original research articles.

Exclusion criteria included:
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- Unavailability of full-text articles online.
- Publications in languages other than English.

- Comments, letters, editorials, protocols, guidelines, or review articles.

- Studies with insufficient outcome data.

Data extraction

Two independent authors ( Al and SB) retrieved information from the eligible articles following
the inclusion and exclusion criteria, and information were collected on a standardized data sheet
that included: (1) study ID (name of first author, year of publication), (2) country, (3) sample
size of HCCs/Controls, (4) etiology of HCC, (5) type of controls, (6) mean Age (SD) or median
age (range) of HCC/Control, years, (7) male, n (%), HCC/Control, (8) cut-off value of PIVKA-

IL, (9) cut-off value of AFP, (10) cut-off value of AFP-L3, and (11) type of combination.

Quality assessment of the studies

The methodologic quality of the included studies was evaluated independently, by 2 authors
SB and AA using the Quality Assessment of Diagnostic Accuracy Studies-2 (QUADAS-2) tool,
which includes four criteria: "patient selection", "index test", "reference standard", and "flow
and timing" and judge bias and applicability [16]. Each is assessed in terms of risk of bias, and
the first 3 domains were assessed with respect to applicability. Each item is answered with
“yes,” “no,” or “unclear.” The answer of “yes” means low risk of bias, whereas “no” or

“unclear” means the opposite. Any disagreements were resolved by inviting a third author AZ

to participate in the discussion.

Statistical Analysis

This diagnostic meta-analysis was conducted on the analytical software Meta-disc 1.4 and the

statistical software Comprehensive Meta-Analysis version 3 (Biostat Inc. USA) in order to
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analyze the pooled sensitivity, specificity, Diagnostic Odds Ratio (DOR), and the area under
the curve (AUC) values with 95% confidence intervals (Cls) across studies. The data were
considered statistically significant when two-sided p < 0,05. The summary receiver operating
characteristic (SROC) curve was also used based on the sensitivity and specificity of each study
to assess the diagnostic performance. Because of the differences in the basic features of the
included articles, their diverging results may have been caused by heterogeneity or random
error. Therefore, the Cochrane chi-squared test was used to evaluate heterogeneity among
articles, with p < 0,05 indicating the existence of heterogeneity. To estimate the impact of
heterogeneity on the meta-analysis, I> value was also calculated. If p <0,05 and 1> >50%,
heterogeneity was defined as significant. In order to explore heterogeneity, the threshold effect
was assessed using the Spearman correlation coefficient. A strong positive correlation would
suggest a threshold effect. Meta-regression analysis was also performed to identify potential
sources of heterogeneity according to the year of publication, geographical origin of studies and
etiology of HCC. Furthermore, a sensitivity analysis was conducted to evaluate the validity and

robustness of the meta-analysis. Finally, Egger’s test was conducted to evaluate publication

bias. This latter was further assessed by the visual inspection of the symmetry in funnel plots.

RESULTS

Identification of studies

The database search identified 1267 studies to be screened, of which 698 abstracts were
identified as potentially eligible and retrieved for full-text review. Eligibility criteria were met

by 30 articles, which were included in this systematic review and meta-analysis study. The

PRISMA flowchart is shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. PRISMA flow diagram of the literature study process and selection.

Characteristics of included studies

The included articles were published between 2007 and 2023 and distributed among 7
countries: China (n=15), Republic of Korea (n=5), USA (n=3), Italy (n=3), Vietnam (n=2),
Germany (n=1), France (n=1). Among the 49 articles included in this systematic review and
meta-analysis, 10 were cross-sectional studies and 39 were cohort studies (prospective or
retrospective studies). The sample size of the included articles varied from 36 to 419
participants for HCC group and from 60 to 644 participants for control group. Twenty-nine

studies reported the diagnostic effectiveness of PIVKA-II+ AFP, while ten studies compared
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the diagnostic effectiveness of both PIVKA-II+ AFP and PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3. However, one
study described the diagnostic value of only PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3.

Characteristics of included studies are summarized in Table 1.
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Table 1. Characteristics of the studies included in the meta-analysis

Study ID Country Sample size of | Etiology Type of | Mean Age (SD) or | Male, n (%), | Cut-off value of | Cut-off value | Cut-off | Type of combination
HCCs/Controls of HCC controls median age (range) | HCC/Control PIVKA-II of AFP value of

of HCC/Control, AFP-L3

years
Best et al. | Germany 285/402 Mixed chronic liver | 66.8 (10.8)/ 48.4 | 63 (22.1%)/ 215 | 7.5 ng/mL 10 ng/mL 10 % PIVKA-II+ AFP
2016 [17] disease 14.7) (53.5%) PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3
Chen et al. | China 202/644 Mixed HBV (n=215) | 57.2 (11.5) /459 | 170  (84.2%)/ | ND 20 ng/mL ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2018 18] LC  (n=226) | (11.0) 392 (60.4%) PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3

HC (n=203)

Choi et al. | Republic of | 90/79 Mixed Benign  liver | 59.7 (10.1) /55.6 | 64 (71.1%)/ 51 | 40 AU/L ND 10% PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3
2013 [19] Korea disease (12.5) (65.4%)
Choi et al. | Republic of | 42/168 Mixed Benign  liver | 59.7 (6.3)/ 29 (69.0%)/ >20 mAU/mL > 5 ng/mL ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2019 [20] Korea disease 58.8 (6.7) 116 (69.0%)
Feng et al. | China 168/153 ND HC ND ND 35.60 mAU/ml 17.76 ng/ml ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2021 [21]
Gentile et | Italy 56/104 HCV HCV 70 (56-77)/66 (57- | 41 (73.2%)/59 | =36 mAU/mL >12 ng/mL ND PIVKA-IT+ AFP
al. 2017 72) (56.7%)

[22]
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Huang et | China 55/108 HBV Mixed 55.9(9.1) /48 (11.05) | 48 (69.6%) / >40 mAU/mL >20 ng/mL ND PIVKA-II+ AFP

al. 2017 85 (57.5%)

(23]

Jang et al. | Republic of | 208/193 Mixed LC 61.02 (11.71)/ 57.85 | 171 (82.2)/ 107 | >10 ng/mL > 20 ng/mL ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2016 [13] Korea (10.97) (55.4)

Lee et al. | China 158/62 HBV HBV ND 116 (73.4%) /34 | 40 mAU/mL 10 ng/mL ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2021 [24] (54.8%)

Lim et al. | Republic of | 361/276 Mixed Mixed 58.0 (52.0-73.0)/ | 258  (71.5%)/ | 40 mAU/mL 20 ng/mL 10% PIVKA-II+ AFP
2016 [25] Korea 55.0 (48.0-64.0) 173 (62.7%) PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3
Liu et al. | China 105/172 HCV HCV 60.8 (9.3) 558 | 82 (78.1%)/ 98 | 40 mAU/mL 20 ng/mL 10% PIVKA-IT+ AFP
2022 [26] (12.2) (57.0%) PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3
Loglio et | Italy 64/148 HBV HBV 66 (40-83)/60 (22- | 54 (84%)/ 115 | >82 mAU/mL >7 ng/mL ND PIVKA-II+ AFP

al. 2020 85) (78%)

[27]

Marrero et | USA 419/417 Mixed LC 60.5 (10.1)/55(8.8) | 333 (79.5%)/ | 150 mAU/mL 20 ng/mL ND PIVKA-II+ AFP

al. 2009 290 (69.5%)

(28]

Nguyen et | Vietnam 170/170 HBV LC 59.8 (11.3)/ 46.5 | 136 (80%) /90 | 20.91 mAU/mL 5.1 ng/mL 1.05% PIVKA-II+ AFP

al. 2022 HCV (13.8) (53%) PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3

[29]
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Pan et al. | China 125/280 ND Mixed 55 (42-76)/42 (28- | 87 (69.6%) | 30.70 mAU/mL 15.24 ng/mL | 7.26% PIVKA-II+ AFP
2019[12] 71) /192(68.6%) PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3
Park et al. | Republic of | 79/77 Mixed LC 62.33(10.96) / 55.59 | 73 (92.4%)/ 59 | >40mAU/mL >10ng/mL >10% PIVKA-II+ AFP
2017 [14] Korea (9.98) (76.6%) PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3
Qi et al. | China 120/89 ND LC 56 (48-66)/47 (35- | 92 (76.7%)/ 54 | >39.54 mAuw/mL | >8.78 ng/mL | >7.26 PIVKA-II+ AFP
2020 [30] 57) (60.6%) ng/mL PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3
Song et al. | China 100/67 HBV LC 53.72 (10.53)/ | 77 (77%)/ | 38 mAu/mL 10 ng/mL 10% PIVKA-II+ AFP
2020 [31] 45.77(7.50) 43(64%)

Sterling et | USA 74/298 HCV HCV 54.9 (6.8) /52.1 (66) | 61 (82.4%)/ 218 | 7.5 ng/mL 20 ng/mL 10% PIVKA-II+ AFP

al. 2009 (73.2%) PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3
[32]

Sultanik et | France 46/116 HCV and | HCV and HBV | 60 (52-68)/52 (45- 36 (78%) /65 | 128 mAU/mL 20 ng/mL ND PIVKA-II+ AFP

al. 2016 HBV 60) (56%)

[33]

Tang et al. | China 176/98 HBV LC 51.9 (12.4)/ 483 | 154(87.5%) 40.5 mAU/ml 12.3 ng/ml ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2017 [34] 9.8) 173(74.5%)

Tian et al. | China 145/101 ND HC 589 (10.8)/ 39.8 | 121(83.4%)/ 49.74 mAU/ml 6 ng/ml ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2023 [11] (11.3) 44(43.6%)

Tran et al. | Vietnam 296/385 Non-viral | ND 63 (61-64)/57 (55- | 228 (77%)/ 57.7 mAU/ml 3.8 ng/ml ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2023 [35] HCC 59) 218 (56.6%)
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Viggiani et | Italy 60/60 ND Benign  liver | 47 (39-86)/58 (26— | 41 (68.3%) 70 mAU/mL 20 mAU/mL | ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
al. 2016 disease 84) /23 (38.3%)
[36]
Volk et al. | USA 84/169 Mixed LC 59 (12)/ 67 (80%)/ 103 | 150 mAU/ml 23 ng/ml 3% PIVKA-II+ AFP
2007 [37] 53(8) (61%) PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3
Wang et al. | China 176/359 HBV HBV 53 (47-62)/49 (39- | 152(86.3%)/ 162.22 mAU/ml 145.65 ng/ml | ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2019 [38] 59) 281 (78.3%)
Wu et al. | China 143/131 ND HC + LC + | 53.58 (10.95)/ 48.51 | 124 (86.7%) /85 | 40 mAU/ml 10 ng/ml ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2018 [39] Chronic (10.56) (64.8%)

hepatitis
Wu et al. | China 198/176 HBV HC + LC + | ND 144 (72.7%) /98 | ND ND ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2020 [40] Chronic (55.6%)

hepatitis B
Yang et al. | China 286/211 HBV LC + Chronic | 53.4 (10.4)/ 47.7 | 241 (83.4%)/ | 43 mAU/mL 8.6 ng/mL ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2019 [41] hepatitis B (14.25) 132 (62.5%)
Yu et al. | China 36/108 ND ND 45.5(39.5-52.0) 26 (72.2%)/ 78 | 32 mAU/mL 5 ng/ml ND PIVKA-II+ AFP
2016 [42] /46.0(39.0-52.0) (72.2%)

HCC: hepatocellular carcinoma; LC: liver cirrhosis; HC: healthy control; HBV: hepatitis B virus; HCV: hepatitis C virus; ND: not defined.
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Quality assessment of studies

The methodological quality of the 30 studies was evaluated using the QUADAS-2 tool.
Regarding the patient selection domain, most studies (25 out of 30) were found to have
a high risk of bias due to the absence of consecutive or random sampling. Conversely,
a low risk of bias was observed in the index test domain, primarily because a preset
threshold was used (1 out of 30 studies). The reference standard and flow and timing

domains showed no significant risk of bias.

Additionally, there were minimal concerns about the applicability of the included
studies. High applicability concerns were identified in five studies for the patient
selection domain and in one study for the index test domain. Further details of the

quality assessment are presented in Figure 2.

patient Selection [ NNGTGTGTEIEIEGEGEGEGNNNN B

index Test MM

Reference Standard _ _
Flow and Timing L INNRMEME

0% 25% 50% 7A%  100% 0% 25% 50% 75%  100%

Risk of Bias Applicability Concerns
B Hioh [Junciear B Lo

Figure 2. Risk of bias and applicability concerns graph: review authors' judgments

about each domain presented as percentages across included studies.

Data analysis

PIVKA-II+ AFP
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Twenty-nine studies reported the diagnostic accuracy of the combination of PIVKA-
II+ AFP. From forest plots of pooled data, we found significant heterogeneity in
sensitivity (Chi>=215,51, p=0,0000, I’= 87%, Figure 3), specificity (Chi*=333,74,
p=0,0000, 1= 91,60%, Figure 4), and DOR (Chi’*=159,40, p=0,0000, 1= 82,40%,

Figure 5) outcomes. Consequently, the random-effect model was used to calculate the

pooled estimates of these evaluation indicators.

The pooled estimates of PIVKA-II+ AFP for the diagnosis of HCC were 0,79 (95% CI:
0,77-0,80) for sensitivity (Figure 3), 0,83 (95% CI: 0,81-0,84) for specificity (Figure

4), and 24,95 (95% CI: 17,33-35,91) for DOR (Figure 5).
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Figure 3. Forest plot for the sensitivity of PIVKA-II+ AFP for the diagnosis of HCC
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Figure 4. Forest plot for the specificity of PIVKA-II+ AFP for the diagnosis of HCC
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Figure 5. Forest plot for the DOR of PIVKA-II+ AFP for the diagnosis of HCC

Moreover, we plotted the SROC curve to evaluate the diagnostic accuracy of PIVKA-

II+ AFP (Figure 6). AUC was 0,895 (95% CI: 0,890-0,900), suggesting an outstanding

diagnostic accuracy of PIVKA-II+ AFP.
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Eleven studies reported the diagnostic accuracy of the combination of PIVKA-II+ AFP-

L3. From forest plots of pooled data, we found significant heterogeneity in sensitivity

(Chi*>=106,26, p=0,0000, I’= 90,6%, Figure 7), specificity (Chi>=27,8, p=0,0019, I’=

64%, Figure 8), and DOR (Chi>=37,70, p=0,0000, I’= 73,5%, Figure 9) outcomes.

Consequently, the random-effect model was used to calculate the pooled estimates of

these evaluation indicators.

The pooled estimates of PIVKA-II+ AFP for the diagnosis of HCC were 0,77 (95% CI:

0,74-0,79) for sensitivity (Figure 7), 0,88 (95% CI: 0,86-0,90) for specificity (Figure

8), and 29,73 (95% CI: 18,28-48,36) for DOR (Figure 9).
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Figure 7. Forest plot for the sensitivity of PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3 for the diagnosis of

HCC
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Figure 9. Forest plot for the DOR of PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3 for the diagnosis of HCC
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Moreover, we plotted the SROC curve to evaluate the diagnostic accuracy of PIVKA-

II+ AFP-L3 (Figure 10). AUC was 0,923 (95% CI: 0,915-0,931), suggesting an

outstanding diagnostic accuracy of PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3.
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Figure 10. SROC curve for the diagnostic accuracy of PIVKA-II+ AFP-L3
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Threshold effects and meta-regression analysis of heterogeneity

The threshold effect is the primary source of heterogeneity in a diagnostic test. The
Moses model was weighted by inverse variance, and the Spearman correlation
coefficient was used to assess the threshold impact. The findings revealed that the
Spearman correlation coefficient was 0,313 (p = 0,099) and 0,396 (p = 0,228) for
PIVKA-II+AFP and PIVKA-II+AFP-L3, respectively. Thus, the threshold effect was

not found to cause variations in the accuracy estimates among individual studies.

Apart from the threshold effect, there exist other plausible factors that could cause
heterogeneity in this meta-analysis, including the etiology of HCC, the year of
publication, and the geographical origin of studies. In order to examine these factors, a
meta-regression analysis was carried out. Table 2 revealed that these factors did not
provide any evidence for interpreting the source of heterogeneity (p>0,05). It is clear
that insufficient power was provided by the current meta-regression study to

comprehend the potential causes of heterogeneity.

Table 2. Meta-regression analysis

Variable Marker Coefficient Standard P value
error
Continent PIVKA-II+AFP -0,086 0,374 0,820
PIVKA-TI+AFP-L3 0,055 0,876 0,951
Etiology of HCC PIVKA-II+AFP 0,147 0,164 0,378
PIVKA-II+AFP-L3 -0,106 0,289 0,727
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Year of publication PIVKA-II+AFP -0,196 0,708 0,784

PIVKA-II+AFP-L3 -0,015 0,979 0,988

Publication bias

To assess the potential publication bias of included studies, the funnel plot symmetry
test was conducted. We revealed proof of publication bias for DOR values analyzed
using Egger’s regression test for PIVKA-II+AFP (p=0,0001) and PIVKA-II+AFP-L3
(p=0,0003) biomarkers. Moreover, a visual inspection of the funnel plot showed an

asymmetrical funnel (Figure 11).
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Figure 11. Funnel plot showing publication bias in terms of DOR values among the

studies investigating (A) PIVKA-II+AFP and (B) PIVKA-II+AFP-L3.
Sensitivity analysis

A leave-one-out sensitivity analysis was performed to assess the robustness of this
meta-analysis using the pooled analysis of DOR values. The outcome did not differ

markedly when a single study was omitted, which indicates that the meta-analysis had
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strong reliability (Table 2). Indeed, the DOR values of PIVKA-II+AFP ranged from
17,88 (95% CI: 15,38-20,80) to 20,60 (95% CI: 17,66-24,03). Similarly, the DOR
values of PIVKA-II+AFP-L3 ranged from 24,09 (95% CI: 18,67-31,09) to 31,88 (95%

CI: 24,39-41,65) (Table 2).

Table 2. Sensitivity analysis of DOR outcome

Study ID PIVKA-TI+AFP PIVKA-TI+AFP-L3
DOR (95% CI), p DOR (95% CI), p

Best et al. 2016 [17] 18,38 (15,79-21,41), | 26,22 (20,17-30,07),
p=0,000 p=0,000

Chen et al. 2018 [18] 18,38 (15,79-21,39), | 26,58 (20,47-34,52),
p=0,000 p=0,000

Choi et al. 2013 [19] NA 24,67 (19,03-31,96),

p=0,000

Choi et al. 2019 [20] 19,96 (17,12-23,28), | NA
p=0,000

Feng et al. 2021 [21] 17,89 (15,38-20,80), | NA
p=0,000

Gentile etal. 2017 [22] | 18,81 (16,16-21,88), | NA
p=0,000
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Huang et al. 2017 [23] 18,61 (15,99-21,67), | NA
p=0,000

Jang et al. 2016 [13] 18,94 (16,26-22,06), | NA
p=0,000

Lee et al. 2021 [24] 18,17 (15,64-21,12), | NA
p=0,000

Lim et al. 2016 [25] 19,00 (16,30-22,14), | 27,01 (20,76-35,14),
p=0,000 p=0,000

Liu et al. 2022 [26] 17,92 (15,40-20,84), | 24,62 (19,10-31,72),
p=0,000 p=0,000

Loglio et al. 2020 [27] 18,43 (15,87-21,40), | NA
p=0,000

Marrero et al. 2009 [28] 19,11 (16,41-22,27), | NA
p=0,000

Nguyen et al. 2022 [29] 17,88 (15,38-20,80), | 24,10 (18,63-31,18),
p=0,000 p=0,000

Pan et al. 2019 [12] 18,09 (15,55-21,33), | 24,86 (19,18-32,22),
p=0,000 p=0,000

Park et al. 2017 [14] 18,36 (15,80-21,33), | 28,72 (22,16-37,22),
p=0,000 p=0,000



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.25.24317930
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.25.24317930; this version posted November 27, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Qi et al. 2020 [30] 18,67 (16,03-21,73), [ 25,72 (19,80-33,41),
p=0,000 p=0,000

Song et al. 2020 [31] 19,21 (16,48-22,38), | NA
p=0,000

Sterling et al. 2009 [32] | 20,60 (17,66-24,03), | 31,88 (24,39-41,65),

p=0,000 p=0,000

Sultanik et al. 2016 [33] 18,49 (15,88-21,53), | NA

p=0,000

Tang et al. 2017 [34] 18,03 (15,49-20,98), | NA

p=0,000

Tian et al. 2023 [11] 18,04 (15,53-20,95), | NA

p=0,000

Tran et al. 2023 [35] 18,21 (15,66-21,18), | NA

p=0,000

Viggiani et al. 2016 [36] | 20,32 (17,42-23,70), | NA

p=0,000

Volk et al. 2007 [37] 17,97 (15,45-20,91), | 24,09 (18,67-31,09),
p=0,000 p=0,000

Wang et al. 2019 [38] 18,19 (15,64-21,16), | NA

p=0,000
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Wu et al. 2018 [39] 18,70 (16,07-21,76), | NA
p=0,000

Wu et al. 2020 [40] 19,21 (16,49-22,39), | NA
p=0,000

Yang et al. 2019 [41] 18,12 (15,58-21,09), | NA
p=0,000

Yu et al. 2016 [42] 18,04 (15,50-20,99), | NA
p=0,000

NA: Not applicable.
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DISCUSSION

Hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) is a major global public health challenge. Early
detection is crucial for effective treatment, improved patient outcomes, and prolonged
survival. While serum immunological assays for protein biomarkers remain practical
for HCC follow-up, recent studies exploring molecular biomarkers, such as non-coding
RNA, have aimed to identify gene barcodes for HCC diagnosis [43]. To enhance the
diagnostic performance of protein biomarkers, efforts should focus on combining

individual assays into panels.

In this meta-analysis, we evaluated the diagnostic accuracy of double biomarker
combinations for HCC diagnosis, addressing the limitations of single biomarker assays
and the varying conclusions of prior studies [13,14,40]. To our knowledge, this is the
first meta-analysis exclusively examining the combined panels of PIVKA-II + AFP and
PIVKA-IT + AFP-L3. Sensitivity, specificity, diagnostic odds ratio (DOR), and area
under the curve (AUC) were used as outcome measures to assess the diagnostic

performance. Our goal was to achieve an optimal balance between improved diagnostic
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accuracy and the trade-off between sensitivity and specificity, as increased sensitivity

often leads to reduced specificity [13].

The DOR, a single metric combining sensitivity and specificity, is defined as the ratio
of the likelihood that a person with the disease will test positive to the likelihood that a
person without the disease will test negative [44]. DOR values range from 0 to infinity,
with higher values indicating better diagnostic performance. Among the combinations
analyzed, the PIVKA-II + AFP-L3 panel demonstrated superior performance, with a

DOR of 29.73 compared to 24.95 for the PIVKA-II + AFP panel.

The SROC curve and AUC are essential tools for evaluating diagnostic accuracy in
meta-analyses. The SROC curve provides a comprehensive assessment beyond
sensitivity and specificity alone [45,46]. The AUC, an index derived from the SROC
curve, ranges from 0 (a test with no diagnostic value) to 1 (a perfect test). The AUC
findings in this study aligned with the DOR values, reinforcing the conclusion that
double biomarker assays offer greater clinical benefits compared to single biomarker
assays. In previous meta-analyses, the AUCs of PIVKA-II, AFP, and AFP-L3 were
0.797, 0.835, and 0.710, respectively [48], which were lower than the AUCs of the

combined biomarkers identified in this study.

High heterogeneity was observed in both biomarker combinations, as indicated by
elevated I? values. A meta-regression analysis was conducted to explore potential

sources of heterogeneity, excluding threshold effects. However, factors such as
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continent, HCC etiology, and publication year did not account for the observed

heterogeneity. Consequently, the exact sources of heterogeneity remain unexplained.

Sensitivity analyses, performed by removing each study in turn, showed stable DOR
outcomes for both combinations, underscoring the reliability of this meta-analysis.
However, publication bias was identified in both panels, highlighting the need for

further research to validate these findings.

This meta-analysis offers several advantages over previous studies [47,49-51]. First, it
evaluates the clinical utility of combining assays from three distinct biomarkers instead
of relying on a single biomarker for HCC diagnosis. Second, it includes a
comprehensive review of recent literature, providing updated insights into combined
biomarker panels. Third, it presents a novel perspective on the clinical application of

these biomarkers and addresses concerns about the efficacy of combining them.

Despite these strengths, some limitations exist. Promising biomarkers such as GP73,
DKK-1, and GPC3 were not included, though their potential clinical value warrants
further exploration. Additionally, standardization of assay interpretation and evaluation
is urgently needed, as variations in laboratory methodologies reduce comparability and
uniformity. Finally, factors such as HCC etiology, clinical stage, and control group

heterogeneity should have been more thoroughly considered in this analysis.
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Further research is necessary to investigate the diagnostic accuracy of combined

biomarker panels, including additional biomarkers, and to establish standardized

protocols for their clinical application.

CONCLUSION

The results of this meta-analysis showed that the double biomarker assay with the
PIVKA-II and AFP-L3 panel exhibited significantly higher diagnostic accuracy for
HCC than did PIVKA-II and AFP panel. At this point, new approaches are desperately
needed to standardize different clinical studies in terms of comparability, timeliness,
and reproducibility for the detection of HCC biomarkers. Moreover, additional
biomarkers should be combined with PIVKA-II and AFP-L3 for comprehensive

diagnosis of HCC.
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