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Table 1 The relationship of the expression of VEGF, MVD and
the T, N, M, TNM staging of nasopharyngeal carcinoma (2, %))
Staging | VEGF ~ MVD
Negetive Positive 15~30 31~45 31~45
T
T1 21(77.8%) 6(22.2%) 17(83. 0%) 7(25.9%) 3(11.1%)
T2 36(67.9%) 17(32.1%) 32(60. 4%) 11(20. 8%) 10(18.9%)
T3 37(45.1%) 45(54.9%) 23(28.0%) 38(25.6%) 18(46.3%)
T4 724.1%) 22(75.9%) 4(13.8%) 724.1%) 18(62.1%)
N
NO 46(76.7%) 14(23.3%) 42(70. 0%) 14(23.3%) 4(6.7%)
N1 25(56.8%) 19(43.2%) 29(65.9%) 8(18.2%) 7(15.9%)
N2 27(38.0%) 54(62.0%) 58(81.7%) 3(4.2%) 10(14.1%)
N3 3(18.8%) 13(81.3%) 3(18.8%) 7(43.8%) 6(37.5%)
M
MO 92(57.1%) 69(42.9%) 127(78.9%) 21(13. 0% 13(8.1%)
Mi 9(30. 0%0) 21(70. 0%) 5(16.7%) 11(36.7%) 14(46.7%)
TNM
I 13(72.2%) 5(27.8%) 13(9. 8%) 309. 4% 2(7.4%)
i 24(57.1%) 18(42.9%) 31(23.5%) 6(18.8%) 5(18.5%)
m 34(55.7%) 27(44.3%) 43(32.6%) 10(31. 3% 8(29. 6%)
I\ 30(42.9%) 40(57.1%) 45(34.1%) 13(40. 6%) 12(44.4%)
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