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ABBREVIATIONS 

(RCC)Renal cell carcinoma  

(PKM2) pyruvate kinase M2  

(ADP) adenosine di-phosphate 

(ATP) adenosine triphosphate 

(BMI) body mass index 

(ELISA) enzyme linked immunosorbent assay 

(SEER) surveillance, epidomology and end result 

(DM) diabetes mellitus  

(HTN) hypertension 

AUC= Area under the Curve 

PPV= Positive predictive value. 

NPV= Negative predictive value. 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Renal cell carcinoma (RCC) is the second common and 

the most lethal cancer in urinary system. It accounts for 

about 2-3% of all cancers. RCC originates within the 

renal cortex, is responsible for 80 - 85% of all primary 

renal neoplasms. The incidence of RCC varies widely 

(by as much as 10-fold) across the world with the highest 

rates reported in Europe and North America and the 

lowest rates in Asia and Africa. In USA, there are 

approximately 64,000 new cases and almost 14,000 

deaths/ year from RCC.
[1]

 In the European Union, there 

were about 84,000 cases of RCC and 35,000 deaths/ year 

due to renal cancer.
[2]

 In Egypt, National Cancer Institute 

reported that RCC represent 0.8% of all newly diagnosed 

cancers and 6% of the newly diagnosed cancers in 

genitourinary system, the estimated number of RCC in 

2015 was about 1528 patients and 1438 in 2013, the 

Incidence rates/100,000 population of kidney cancer in 

Upper Egypt 0.95% and 0.64%, Middle Egypt 1.53% 

and 1.25%, and lower Egypt 1.61% and 0.87% in males 

and females respectively.
[3] [4]

 RCC with different types 

have specific genetic and histopathological 

characteristics. There is a 1.5:1male predominance, with 

a highest incidence between 60 and 70 years. Risk 

factors for RCC include smoking, obesity
[5]

, 

hypertension, acetaminophen and non-aspirin non-

steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs
[6]

, and viral hepatitis.
[7]

 

Increased body mass index (BMI) is associated with a 

higher risk of RCC.
[8]

 Pyruvate kinase is an enzyme that 

catalyzes the conversion of phosphoenolpyruvate and 

ADP to pyruvate and ATP in glycolysis and plays a role 

in regulating cell metabolism.
[9]

 Inhibition of the 

pyruvate kinase step in glycolysis is necessary for 

channeling of metabolites into the pentose phosphate 
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ABSTRACT 

Renal cell carcinoma (RCC) is the most common cancer in the kidney. Pyruvate kinase is an enzyme that catalyzes 

the conversion of phosphoenol pyruvate and ADP to pyruvate and ATP in glycolysis. Aim of the study: The 

current study was conducted to evaluate pyruvate kinase M2 (PKM2) level in serum as a tumor marker in renal cell 

carcinoma. Subjects and Methods: serum PKM2 level of 120 patients with RCC and 80 healthy volunteers was 

detected by ELISA, and correlated with tumor stage and grade. Results: serum PKM2 level was significantly 

higher in RCC group than in control groups. There was a significant positive correlation between PKM2 and both 

of tumor stage and grade. ROC curve revealed that, at a cut -off point of (2.27 ng/ml), the sensitivity of PKM2 in 

diagnosis of renal cancer was 70%, the specificity was 68.27%, and accuracy of the test was 66.46%. Conclusions: 

Serum PKM2 could be considered as a diagnostic marker for RCC. 

Highlights 

 Hypertension and diabetes are risk factors for development of  RCC 

 Serum PKM2 is significantly increased in RCC group when compared to controls. 

 Serum PKM2 may have a role in RCC staging , helping in clinical evaluation. 

 

KEYWORDS: ELISA-PKM2-RCC-tumor. 
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pathway to support nucleotide biosynthesis required by a 

rapidly dividing cell.
[10]

 Attention was increased because 

PKM2 is expressed in essentially all human cancers, and 

efforts have been made to use PKM2 as a cancer 

biomarker.
[11]

 A direct connection between PKM2 and 

oncogenic signaling was made when it was shown that 

PKM2 interacts with peptides and proteins 

phosphorylated on tyrosine residues in the context of a 

src-like motif, and that these interactions facilitate tumor 

growth by inhibiting the enzyme to promote anabolic 

metabolism.
[12]

 PKM2 is expressed in some 

differentiated tissues, such as lung, fat tissue, retina, and 

pancreatic islets, as well as in all cells with a high rate of 

nucleic acid synthesis, such as normal proliferating cells, 

embryonic cells, and especially tumor cell.
[13]

 

 

The aim of work is to evaluate serum levels of pyruvate 

kinase (PKM2) as diagnostic marker in renal cell 

carcinoma.  

 
Subjects and Methods 

I- Subjects 

This study was carried out by cooperation between 

Clinical Oncology & Nuclear Medicine, Medical 

Biochemistry Departments, Faculty of Medicine, 

Menoufia University in the period from January 2016 to 

March 2018. It included 200 subjects. They were 

classified into two groups, group I: It included 120 

patients with RCC,(64 males and 56 females),. Their 

ages ranged between (29 and 55) years. group II: It 

included 80 healthy subject served as acontrol group. 

They were 32 males and 48 females. Their ages ranged 

between 29 and 55 years. RCC patients’ inclusion 

criteria were: 1-histological diagnosis of RCC the 

following subtypes: clear cell, papillary, chromophobe 

and unclassified RCC, all disease stages, 2-all patients 

received standard treatment; complete surgical resection 

for stage I, II, III and multi-tyrosine kinase inhibitor oral 

drug Sunitinib 50 mg for four weeks every 6 weeks per 

treatment cycle as first line in stage IV disease clear and 

non clear cell histology. We excluded patients with poor 

initial performance status; we also excluded patients with 

incomplete clinical and survival data, and patients with 

who refused treatment and patients with sarcomatoid 

histopathological features, collecting duct and medullary 

histological subtypes as they have different treatment 

options. 

 

II- Methods 

Prior to collection of blood samples, written informed 

consent (approved from Committee of Ethics and Human 

Rights in Research at Faculty of Medicine, Menoufia 

University) was obtained from all subjects enrolled in 

this study. They were subjected to the following: history 

taking, physical examination including anthropometric 

measurements. Weight was evaluated in kilograms and 

height was measured in meters. Body mass index (BMI) 

is the ratio of weight (in kilograms) divided by the 

squared height (in meters). Patients were classified 

according to BMI by the World Health Organization into 

underweight (BMI< 18.5 kg/m
2
), normal weight (BMI= 

18.5 - 25 kg/m
2
), overweight (BMI= 25 - 30 kg/m

2
), and 

obese (BMI> 30 kg/m
2
).

[14]
 Staging was done according 

to the American Joint Committee on Cancer (7
th

 

edition).
[15]

 Data of histopathological subtypes, grade and 

stage were collected.  

 

Specimen Collection: 5 ml of venous blood were 

withdrawn from every subject. the blood were 

transferred into plain tube, left at 37ºC for 30 min to clot 

then centrifuged for 10 min at 4000 r.p.m. The serum 

obtained was kept frozen at - 20ºC divided into two 

fractions: 

a--3ml of serum used for detection of serum urea 

colorimetric method using Diamond urea kits, 

Germany
[16]

 and serum creatinine by kinetic method 

using international serum creatinine kits, England
[17]

 

(Bowers and Wong., 1980), b--2 ml were kept in 

collecting tubes for PKM2assay. It was done in steps 

using a double-antibody sandwich enzyme-linked 

immune sorbent assay. The chroma of color and the 

concentration of the Human Substance PKM2 sample 

were positively correlated.
[18]

 

 

Statistical analysis 

Results were collected, tabulated, statistically analyzed 

by IBM personal computer and statistical package SPSS 

version 20. Chi-square test is used to study association 

between two qualitative variables and whenever one of 

the expected cells is less than 5, Fisher’s Exact test was 

used. The student t- test is used to assess the statistical 

significance of difference between two groups having 

quantitative variables. Mann-Whitney test 

(nonparametric test) is used for comparison between two 

groups not normally distributed having quantitative 

variables. Kruskal-Wallis test (nonparametric test): is 

used for comparison between three or more groups not 

normally distributed having quantitative variables. The 

ROC curve is a graphic representation of the relationship 

between sensitivity and specificity at different cut-off 

points for a diagnostic test. Pearson correlation was used 

for normally distributed quantitative variables, while 

Spearman correlation was used for not normally 

distributed quantitative variables or when one of the 

variables is qualitative. P < 0.05 is considered 

significant. 

 

RESULTS 

Our result revealed that, there was no significant 

difference between the two study groups regarding age & 

gender (Table 1). 

 

There was significant statistical difference between the 

two studied groups as regards history of DM & 

hypertension while there was no significant statistical 

difference between the two groups regarding weight, 

height, BMI, smoking and family history of cancer 

(Table 2). 

 



Ibrahim et al.                                                                  European Journal of Pharmaceutical and Medical Research  

  

www.ejpmr.com 

 

91 

The distribution of different grades in patients with renal 

cell carcinoma revealed that 30.8% of RCC were of 

grade I, 46.2% of RCC were of grade II and 23% RCC 

were of grade III(fig 1). 

 

The distribution of different stage in patients with renal 

cell carcinoma (n=120) was showed the highest percent 

of RCC patients are of stage IV 53,85% followed by 

stage II 23,08%, followed by stage I 15.38, and the 

lowest percent was of stage III 7.69% (Fig 2). 

 

There was significant statistical increase in serum urea & 

creatinine levels in RCC group when compared to 

controls (Table 3). 

 

There was significant statistical increase in serum levels 

of PKM2 in RCC group when compared to controls 

(Table 3 & fig 3). 

 

There was a significant statistical positive correlation 

between the serum PKM2 level and BMI (P value <0.05) 

(Table 4 & fig 4), while there was no significant 

correlation between serum PKM2 level and each of age, 

sex, weight and height in patient with RCC.(Table4). 

 

There was a significant statistical positive correlation 

between serum PKM2 level and tumor staging (P value 

<0.05) (Table5). 

 

There was significant positive correlation between serum 

PKM2 and tumor stage (r=0.427) in RCC Patients 

(n=120) was showed in fig (5). 

 

At cut of point of (2.27 ng/ml), the sensitivity of serum 

PKM2 in diagnosis of RCC is (70%), the specificity is 

(68.27%), the negative predictive value is (61.6), the 

positive predictive value is (75%) and the accuracy of the 

test is (66.46) (Table 6). 

 

ROC (Receiver Operating characteristic) Curve of cut of 

point for serum PKM2 in diagnosis of renal cell 

carcinoma (n=200), AUC = 0.738was showed in fig (6). 

 

Table (1): Comparison of demographic data between the two studied groups (n=200). 

Groups 

 

Variables 

Group I 

(Cases) n=120 

Group II 

(Control) n=80 X2 
P value 

No % No % 

Age (years) 

(mean±SD) 
45.41±12.41 58.45±9.45 1.956 0.086 

Gender: 

Female 

Male 

 

56 

64 

 

46.2 

53.8 

 

48 

32 

 

56.4 

43.6 

0.404 0.376 

X2: chi squre 

P value <0.005 is (significant)  

 

Table (2): Comparison of anthropometric and general characteristics between the two studied groups (n=200). 

Groups 

 

Variables 

Group I 

(Cases)n= 120 

GroupI1 

(Control) n=80 
X2 

P value 

No % No %   

Weight(Kg) 

(mean±SD) 
80.41±19.41 77.14±18.41 .535 .600 

Height (cm): 
(mean±SD) 

165.74±8.45 165.41±6.75 .076 .940 

BMI (Kg/m2): 
<18.5 

18.5-24.9 

 

25-29.9 

>30 

 

0 

44 

 

20 

56 

 

0 

38.5 

 

15.4 

46.1 

 

0 

32 

 

20 

28 

 

0 

43.2 

 

18.4 

37.4 

.309 0.857 

History of DM 
Yes 

No 

 

52 

68 

 

42.5 

57.5 

 

0 

80 

 

0 

100 

9.142 0.002 

History of HTN 

Yes 

No 

 

32 

88 

 

23.4 

76.6 

 

0 

80 

 

0 

100 

4.250 0.044 

Smoking 
Yes 

No 

 

64 

56 

 

53.8 

46.2 

 

36 

44 

 

43.8 

56.3 

0.404 0.376 

Family history of cancer 
Yes 

No 

 

36 

84 

 

26.9 

73.1 

 

16 

64 

 

12.5 

87.5 

1.245 0.224 
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DM= diabetes mellitus  

HTN=hypertension  

P value <0.005 is (significant)  

BMI: Body Mass Index 

 

Table (3): Comparison of laboratory (biochemical) parameters between the studied groups (n=200). 

Groups 

Lab tests 

Group I 

(n=120) 

Group II 

(n=80) 
T- test P value 

Serum urea (mg/dl) 
(mean±SD) 

45.2.2±6.74 31.33±9.41 8.726 <0.005 

Serum creatinine 

(mg/dl) 
(mean±SD) 

1.42±.65 0.75±.32 6.904 <0.005 

Serum PKM2: 
(ng/ml) (mean±SD) 

8.78±8.45 2.12±.64 4.046 <0.005 

PKM2: Pyruvate kinase marker isoform (m2).  

 

Table (4): Pearson correlation between TUMPK and different parameters in renal cell carcinoma group 

(diseased) (n=120). 

Parameter r P value 

Age 0.277 0.171 

*Sex 0.100 0.304 

Weight 0.373 0.061 

Height 0.100 0.627 

BMI 0.421 <0.05 

* Spearman correlation 

 

Table (5): Pearson correlation between serum TUMPK & each of tumor stage & grade in renal cell carcinoma 

group (group 1) (n=120). 

Parameter r P value 

Tumor stage 0.427 <0.01 

Tumor grade 0.279 0.077 

 

Table (6): Validity test of serum TUMPK in diagnosis of RCC (n=200). 

AUC P value Cutoff point Sensitivity Specificity PPV NPV Accuracy 

0.738 0.010 2.27 70% 68.27% 75% 61.6% 66.46% 

 AUC= Area under the Curve. 

 PPV= Positive predictive value. 

 NPV= Negative predictive value. 

 

Figure legends 

Figure 1: Tumor grading in RCC patients. 

Figure 2: Tumor staging in RCC patients. 

Figure 3: Comparison of serum PKM2 levels between two studied groups (n=200).  

Figure 4: Pearson correlation between serumTUMPK and BMI 

Figure 5: Pearson correlation between Serum TUMPK and Tumor stage of renal cell carcinoma patients.  

Figure 6: ROC (Receiver Operating characteristic) curve of Serum TUMPK level.  
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Figures 

 
Figure 1: Tumor grading in RCC patients. 

 

 
Figure 2: Tumor staging in RCC patients. 
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Figure 3: Comparison of serum PKM2 levels between two studied groups (n=200). 
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Figure 4: Pearson correlation between serumTUMPK and BMI. 

 

 
Figure 5: Pearson correlation between Serum TUMPK and Tumor stage of renal cell carcinoma patients. 

 

 
Figure 6: ROC (Receiver Operating characteristic) curve of Serum TUMPK level. 
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DISCUSSION 
Renal cell carcinoma (RCC) is the most common cancer 

in the kidney, accounting for approximately 85% of all 

renal neoplasms. Most RCCs are of clear cell type and 

they harbor somatic mutations in the Von Hippel Lindau 

(VHL) gene.
[19]

 Renal cell carcinoma is a kidney 

cancer that originates in the lining of the proximal 

convoluted tubule, a part of the very small tubes in the 
kidney that transport primary urine. Pyruvatekinase 

catalyzes the last step within glycolysis, the 

dephosphorylation of phosphoenolpyruvate to pyruvate, 

and is responsible for net ATP production within the 

glycolytic sequence.
[21]

 PKM2 is an isoenzyme of 

the glycolytic enzyme pyruvate kinase. Depending upon 

the different metabolic functions of the tissues, different 

isoenzymes of pyruvate kinase are expressed. PKM2 is 

expressed in some differentiated tissues, such 

as lung, fat tissue, retina, and pancreatic islets, as well as 

in all cells with a high rate of nucleic acid synthesis, such 

as normal proliferating cells, embryonic cells, and 

especially tumor cells.
[22]

 PKM2 is an ubiquitous 

prototype enzyme present in all tissues during the 

embryonic stage and is gradually replaced by other 

isozymic forms in specific tissues during development. 

Although the primary function of PKM2 is to catabolize 

glucose, it is possibly involved in many other 

nonglycolytic functions too.
[23]

 PKM2 has recently been 

found to translocate into the nucleus upon mitogenic and 

oncogenic stimulation In the nucleus, PKM2 functions as 

a transcriptional co-activator and a protein kinase that 

phosphorylates histones, highlighting the crucial role of 

PKM2 in the epigenetic regulation of gene transcription 

that is important for the G1-S phase transition and the 

Warburg effect (which states that most cancer cells 

produce energy by a high level of glycolysis followed by 

lactic acid fermentation).
[24]

 

 

The aim of work is to study serum level of tumor marker 

M2 purvate kinase (TUM2PK) in patients with renal cell 

carcinoma.  

 

In this study, there is no significant statistical difference 

between the two studied groups regarding age; this is due 

to selection of the control group and patients to be age 

matched with renal cell cancer group. 

 

In the current study, the mean age of renal cell cancer 

patient was (45.41±12.41) years, which is approximate to 

the results of Weikert et al.,
[25]

 SEER (surveillance, 

epidomology and end result) data indicate that RCC 

incidence rates increase with age for all racial groups 

until the age of 70 years. Howlader et al.,
[26]

 and Ferlay 

et al.,
[27]

 found that, RCC incidence indicates that men 

are at an increased risk of developing RCC and in the 

present study, male to female ratio was 1.14. 

  
In this study; male predominance among renal cancer 

patients is manifested as 53.8% of the malignant cases 

are of male gender. These results are in accordance with 

Aron et al.,
[28]

 who reported that, RCC is approximately 

twice as common in men than in women. Chen et al.,
[29]

 

also reported that, the ratio of male to female is 1.7 in the 

United States of America, 1.37 in Europe and 1.90 in 

China. 

  

The current study reported that, there was significant 

statistical difference between studied groups regarding 

history of DM (42.5%). This high percentage of history 

of DM in renal cancer patients is in agreement with the 

results obtained by Robert, et al
[30]

 who reported that, 

(40%) of renal cancer patients were diabetics. Joh et 

al.,
[31]

 stated that, history of diabetes mellitus is reported 

to be associated with increased risk of RCC in some 

North American, Asian, and European studies. 

 

Kim et al.,
[32]

 stated several mechanisms implicated in 

the development of renal cancer in diabetes have 

included increased growth factors and/or their receptors, 

hyperinsulinemia and glucose availability.  

 
The current study reported that, there was significant 

increase of history of hypertension in RCC group when 

compared to control group these result come in 

agreement with the results conducted on the USA and in 

the People’s Republic of China by Macleod et al,
[33]

 who 

reported that hhypertension is a significant risk factor for 

RCC. 

 

Haase et al.,
[34]

 and Weikert et al.,
[35]

 reported that,. The 

biological mechanism underlying the relationship 

between elevated blood pressure and increased risk of 

RCC remains unknown. One theory suggests that the 

chronic renal hypoxia accompanying hypertension 

promotes tumor cell proliferation and angiogenesis by a 

transcription factor known as hypoxia inducible factor. 

Gago-Dominguez et al.,
[36]

 reported that, individuals with 

elevated BMI, patients with essential hypertension also 

exhibit increased lipid peroxidation, which has been 

implicated in the pathogenesis of RCC.  

 

The present study reported that there was a significant 

increase of serum urea/creatinine levels in RCC group 

when compared to control. Kamal et al.,
[37]

 & Suresh et 

al.,
[38]

 reported that, creatinine tests diagnose impaired 

renal function and measure the amount of creatinine 

phosphate in blood. Urea and creatinine are good 

indicators of a normal functioning kidney and increase in 

the serum are indications of kidney function… Blood 

tests for Blood Urea Nitrogen (BUN) which is a major 

nitrogenous end product of protein and amino acid 

catabolism and creatinine which is a breakdown product 

of creatine phosphate in muscle are excreted by kidneys. 

BUN is an indirect and rough measurement of renal 

function that measures the amount of urea nitrogen in 

blood and is directly related to excretory function of 

kidney Gowda et al.
[39]

 

 

In this study, there was significant statistical difference 

among studied groups regarding TUMPK level. It is 

significantly increased in renal cell cancer group when 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kidney_cancer
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kidney_cancer
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Proximal_tubule
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Proximal_tubule
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Adenosine_triphosphate
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Isoenzyme
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Glycolysis
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Enzyme
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pyruvate_kinase
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lung
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fat
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Retina
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pancreatic_islet
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/DNA_synthesis
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compared with the control group. These results are in 

accordance with Wechsel et al.,
[40]

 & Nisman et al.,
[41]

 

and Roigas et al.,
[42]

 who found. Serum level of TuM2PK 

were significantly elevated in patients with RCC than 

healthy patients.  

 

Wechsel et al.,
[43]

 found that,, The isoenzyme TuM2Pk 

could be demonstrated in RCC and their metastasis by 

immunohistochemistry with a monoclonal antibody 

specific for pyruvate kinase type M2. In normal kidney 

cells pyruvate kinase type M2is not detectable. The 

stability of TuM2Pk was studied in the serum within 30 

minutes. No circadian rhythm was found. Most serum 

TuM2Pk comes from tumor. Serum evaluation in healthy 

persons was used to determine normal values, with an 

upper concentration of 28 U/ml of TuM2Pk. Serum 

evaluation in RCC showed a significant difference to 

healthy persons and a positive correlation with Robson 

stage and grading. 

 

Nisman et al.,
[44]

 reported that significantly higher levels 

of TuM2-PK were found in patients with RCC compared 

with healthy participants TuM2-PK was significantly 

associated with tumor grade. The presence of extensive 

tumor necrosis (> 50%) was associated with high TuM2-

PK. The 5-year recurrence-free survival for patients with 

elevated TuM2-PK was significantly lower compared 

with those for patients with normal marker levels. 

Christofk.,
[45]

 stated that, TuM2PK has been implicated 

as a driver of aerobic glycolysis, and shown to be a 

marker of malignancy in several neoplasms potentially 

useful urinary marker. The current study showed that, 

there is significant increase TUMPK level in different 

stages and grade of renal cell cancer group. These results 

come in line with Gayed et al.,
[46]

 who stated that, in 

renal cell carcinoma, elevated preoperative levels of 

TuM2PK significantly correlated with increased tumor 

size and advanced grade. Nisman et al.,
[47]

 stated that 

elevated levels of TuM2Pk were significantly associated 

with worse pathological features, including grade and 

tumor necrosis and revealed that patients with elevated 

circulating TuM2PK had worse 5-year RFS than patients 

with normal marker levels. 

 

In an attempt to evaluate TUMPK level in serum as 

tumor marker for RCC, the current study found, a cutoff 

value for TUMPK level of (2.27 ng/ml) that gives a 

sensitivity of 70% and a specificity of 68.27% for 

diagnosis of renal cell cancer. The area under ROC curve 

was 0.738., the negative predictive value is (61.6%), the 

positive predictive value is (75%) and the accuracy of the 

test is (66.46%).  

 

Weinberger et al.,
[48]

 and Gayed et al.,
[49]

, reported that, 

the benefit of using Tu M2-PK as a tumor marker for 

primary detection of RCC by (ROC) analysis. The area 

under the curve was 0.674, and the sensitivity, specificity 

and positive predictive value (PPV) were 44.4%, 87.5% 

and 88%, respectively, at the ROC optimal cut-off of 

28.2 kU/L. Roigas et al.,
[50]

 found that, only patients with 

RCC (non metastatic and metastatic) showed 

significantly increased concentrations of TU M2-PK 

compared to normal individuals. In metastatic RCC, TU 

M2-PK levels were highest and were also significantly 

enhanced compared to non-metastatic RCC. The 

sensitivity for non metastatic RCC was 27.5% and for 

metastatic RCC 66.7% at the 95% reference value of the 

control group. These results indicate that PKM2 

concentrations in serum may be a potential biomarker of 

advanced RCC. 

 

CONCLUSION 

Serum pyruvate kinase M2 could be consider a powerful, 

none invasive, rapid, sensitive approach for diagnosis of 

renal cell carcinomas. Serum PKM2 can aid in tumor 

staging and help in clinical evaluation of RCC patients. 

 

Notes on contributors 

Ibrahim T. Esay
 
planned the study. 

Sally M. El-Hefnway
 
performed the laboratory tests and 

submitted the study. 

Alshimaa M. Alhanafy collected blood samples and data 

from patients. 

Khadiga M.Sallam analyzed the data statistically.  

 

Funding: This research did not receive any specific 

grant from funding agencies in the public, commercial, 

or not-for-profit sectors. 

 

Conflict of Interest: No conflict of interest was reported 

by the authors. 

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS  
We acknowledge all patients and controls participated in 

the current study, also many thanks to DR. Eman Badr 

(Central Laboratory Manager) and all members of central 

laboratory at faculty of medicine, menoufia University. 

 

REFERENCE 

1. Siegel RL, Miller KD, Jemal A. (2017) Cancer 

Statistics, 2017. CA Cancer J Clin., 67: 7. 

2. Ferlay J, Steliarova-Foucher E, Lortet-Tieulent J, et 

al (2013). Cancer incidence and mortality patterns in 

Europe: estimates for 40 countries in 2012. Eur J 

Cancer, 49: 1374. 

3. Ibrahim A S, Khaled H M, Mikhail NH, et al. 

(2014): Cancer Incidence in Egypt: Results of the 

National Population-Based Cancer Registry 

Program. Journal of Cancer Epidemiology, Volume 

2014, Article ID 437971, 18 pages. 

4. Ghosn M, Jaloudi M, Larbaoui B, et al. (2015): 

Insights into the epidemiology of renal cell 

carcinoma in North Africa and the Middle East Pan 

Arab Journal of Oncology/Vol. 8/No. 2/ June 38-43. 

5. Sun, M., et al. (2013): Management of localized 

kidney cancer: calculating cancer-specific mortality 

and compteing-risks of death tradeoffs between 

surgery and active surveillance. J Urol, 189: e672. 

6. Masson-Lecomte, A., et al. (2013) A prospective 

comparison of the pathologic and surgical outcomes 

https://www.uptodate.com/contents/epidemiology-pathology-and-pathogenesis-of-renal-cell-carcinoma/abstract/3
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/epidemiology-pathology-and-pathogenesis-of-renal-cell-carcinoma/abstract/3
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/epidemiology-pathology-and-pathogenesis-of-renal-cell-carcinoma/abstract/4
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/epidemiology-pathology-and-pathogenesis-of-renal-cell-carcinoma/abstract/4
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/epidemiology-pathology-and-pathogenesis-of-renal-cell-carcinoma/abstract/4
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/epidemiology-pathology-and-pathogenesis-of-renal-cell-carcinoma/abstract/4


Ibrahim et al.                                                                  European Journal of Pharmaceutical and Medical Research  

  

www.ejpmr.com 

 

97 

obtained after elective treatment of renal cell 

carcinoma by open or robot-assisted partial 

nephrectomy. Urol Oncol, 31: 924. 

7. Choi, J.E., et al. (2015): Comparison of 

perioperative outcomes between robotic and 

laparoscopic partial nephrectomy: a systematic 

review and meta-analysis. Eur Urol, 67: 891. 

8. Renehan AG, Tyson M, Egger M, Heller RF, 

Zwahlen M.(2008) Body- mass index and incidence 

of cancer: a systematic review and meta-analysis of 

p rospective observational studies. Lancet (London, 

England).; 371: 569-78. 

9. Tilg H and Moschen A (2006) Adipocytokines: 

mediators linking adipose tissue, inflammation and 

immunity. Nat Rev Immunol, 6: 772–783. 

10. Eigenbrodt E, Reinacher M, Scheefers-Borchel U, 

Scheefers H, Friis R. Double role for pyruvate 

kinase type M2 in the expansion of 

phosphometabolite pools found in tumor cells. Crit 

Rev Oncog., 2013; 3: 91–115. [PubMed: 1532331] 

11. Mazurek S. Pyruvate kinase type M2: a key 

regulator of the metabolic budget system in tumor 

cells. Int J Biochem Cell Biol., 2011; 43: 969–80. 

[PubMed: 20156581]  

12. Lunt SY, Muralidhar V, Hosios AM, Israelsen WJ, 

Gui DY, Newhouse L, et al. Pyruvate kinase isoform 

expression alters nucleotide synthesis to impact cell 

proliferation. Mol Cell., 2015; 57: 95–107. 

[PubMed: 25482511 

13. Husain Z, HuangY, and Sukhatme V(2013) 

“Tumour derived Modified anti tumour response” J-

Jmmnuol, 191: 1486-1495. 

14. Enyioma O; Michael PT; Abd-Ishakur A; Mustapha 

S and Mona A (2002):Leptin, lipid and lipid 

metabolism related hormones in chronic renal failure 

in Arabia. Nephrology, 7: 115-119. 

15. Edge SB, Byrd DR, Compton CC, et al (eds) (2012): 

The American Joint Committee on Cancer (AJCC) 

cancer staging manual, ed 7
th

, New York, , Springer. 

Used with AJCC, Chicago, IL. 

16. Tobacco, A., F. Meiattini, E. Moda, P. Tarli, 1979. 

simplified enzymic colorimetric serum urea nitrogen 

determination. Clin. Chem., 25(2): 336-337.  

17. Bower, L.D., E.T. Wong, 1980. kinetic serum 

creatinine assays. A critical evaluation and review. 

Clin. Chem., 26(5): 555-561.  

18. Chen L, Shi Y, Liu S, Cao Y, Wang X, Tao Y. 

PKM2: the thread linking energy metabolism 

reprogramming with epigenetics in cancer. Int J Mol 

Sci., 2014; 15(7): 11435-45. 

19. Siegel RL, Miller KD, Jemal A. (2017) Cancer 

Statistics, 2017. CA Cancer J Clin., 67: 7. 

20. Curti, B; Jana, BRP; Javeed, M; Makhoul, I; 

Sachdeva, K; Hu, W; Perry, M; Talavera, F (26 

February 2014). Harris, JE, ed. "Renal Cell 

Carcinoma". Medscape Reference. WebMD. 

Retrieved 7 March 2014. 

21. Brinck U, Eigenbrodt E, Oehmke M, Mazurek S, 

Fischer G (1994). "L- and M2-pyruvate kinase 

expression in renal cell carcinomas and their 

metastases". Virchows Archiv., 424(2): 177–185. 

22. Vaupel P, Harrison L (2004). "Tumor hypoxia: 

causative factors, compensatory mechanisms, and 

cellular response". The Oncologist, 9 Suppl 5: 4–9.  

23. Shimada N, Shinagawa T, Ishii S. Modulation of 

M2-type pyruvate kinase activity by the cytoplasmic 

PML tumor suppressor protein. Genes Cells., 2008; 

13: 245–254. [PubMed] 

24. Yang W, Xia Y, Hawke D, Li X, Liang J, Xing D, 

Aldape K, Hunter T, Alfred Yung WK, Lu Z. PKM2 

phosphorylates histone H3 and promotes gene 

transcription and tumorigenesis. Cell., 2012; 150: 

685–696. [PMC free article][PubMed] 

25. Weikert S, Boeing H, Pischon T, et al. Blood 

pressure and risk of renal cell carcinoma in the 

European prospective investigation into cancer and 

nutrition. Am J Epidemiol., 2008; 167: 438–446. 

[PubMed] 

26. Howlader N Noone A M Krapcho M et al. 

http://seer.cancer.gov/csr/1975_2010/, based on 

November 2012 SEER data submission, posted to 

the SEER web site, April 2013. 

27. Ferlay J, Shin H R, Bray F, Forman D, Mathers C, 

Parkin D M. Estimates of worldwide burden of 

cancer in 2008: GLOBOCAN 2008. Int J Cancer., 

2010; 127(12): 2893–2917. [PubMed] 

28. Aron M, Nyugen MM, Stein RJ, Gill IS. Impact of 

Gender in Renal Cell Carcinoma: An Analysis of the 

SEER Database. Eur Urol, 2008; 54: 133-42.  

29. Chen J, Shi B, Zhang D, Jiang X, Xu Z. The clinical 

Int J Urol, 2009; 16: 554-7. 

30. Joh HK, Willett WC, Cho E. Type 2 diabetes and 

the risk of renal cell cancer in women. Diabetes 

Care., 2011; 34: 1552. [PMC free article] [PubMed] 

31. Kim YI. Diet, lifestyle, and colorectal cancer: is 

hyperinsulinemia the missing link? Nutr Rev., 1998; 

56: 275–279. [PubMed] 

32. Macleod LC, Hotaling JM, Wright JL, et al. Risk 

factors for renal cell carcinoma in the VITAL 

study. J Urol., 2013; 190: 1657. [PMC free 

article] [PubMed] 

33. Haase VH. The VHL/HIF oxygen-sensing pathway 

and its relevance to kidney disease. Kidney 

Int., 2006; 69: 1302–1307. [PubMed] 

34. Weikert S, Boeing H, Pischon T, et al. Blood 

pressure and risk of renal cell carcinoma in the 

European prospective investigation into cancer and 

nutrition. Am J Epidemiol., 2008; 167: 438–446. 

[PubMed] 

35. Gago-Dominguez M, Castelao JE. Lipid 

peroxidation and renal cell carcinoma: further 

supportive evidence and new mechanistic 

insights. Free Radic Biol Med., 2006; 40: 721–733. 

[PubMed] 

36. Kamal A. Estimation of blood urea (BUN) and 

serum creatinine level in patients of renal disorder. 

IJFALS., 2014; 4(4): 199–202.  

37. Suresh G, Ravi Kiran A, Samata Y, Naik P, Kumar 

V. Analysis of blood and salivary urea levels in 

http://emedicine.medscape.com/article/281340-overview#showall
http://emedicine.medscape.com/article/281340-overview#showall
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18298799
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3431020/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22901803
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18048375
http://seer.cancer.gov/csr/1975_2010/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21351269
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3120193/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21602426
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9763878
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4420476/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4420476/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23665301
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16531988
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18048375
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16458203


Ibrahim et al.                                                                  European Journal of Pharmaceutical and Medical Research  

  

www.ejpmr.com 

 

98 

patients undergoing haemodialysis and kidney 

transplant. J Clin Diagn Res., 2014; 8(7): ZC18–20. 

[PMC free article] [PubMed] 

38. Gowda S, Desai PB, Kulkarni SS, Hull VV, Math 

AAK, Vernekar SN. Markers of renal function tests. 

N Am J Med Sci., 2010; 2(4): 170–73. [PMC free 

article] [PubMed]. 

39. Wechsel HW
1
, Petri E, Bichler KH, Feil G. 

Anticancer Res., 1999 Jul-Aug; 19(4A): 2583-90. 

40. -Nisman B
1
, Yutkin V, Nechushtan H, Gofrit 

ON, Peretz T, Gronowitz S, Pode D. Urology., 2010 

Aug; 76(2): 513.e1-6. doi: 

10.1016/j.urology.2010.04.034. Epub 2010 Jun 22. 

41. Roigas J, Schulze G, Raytarowski S, Jung K, 

Schnorr D, Loening SA. TumorM2 pyruvate kinase 

in plasma of patients with urological tumors. 

Tumour Biol., 2001; 22(5): 282–5. 

42. Wechsel HW
1
, Petri E, Bichler KH, Feil G. 

Anticancer Res., 1999 Jul-Aug; 19(4A): 2583-90. 

43. Nisman B
1
, Yutkin V, Nechushtan H, Gofrit 

ON, Peretz T, Gronowitz S, Pode D. Urology., 2010 

Aug; 76(2): 513.e1-6. doi: 

10.1016/j.urology.2010.04.034. Epub 2010 Jun 22 

44. Christofk HR, Vander Heiden MG, Harris MH, 

Ramanathan A, Gerszten RE, Wei R, et al. The M2 

splice isoform of pyruvate kinase is important 

forcancer metabolism and tumour growth. Nature., 

2008; 452(7184): 230–3. 

45. Gayed BA
1
, Gillen J

2
, Christie A

3
, Peña-Llopis 

S
4
, Xie XJ

5
, Yan J

6
, Karam JA

7
, Raj G

8
, Sagalowsky 

AI
9
, Lotan Y

10
, Margulis V

11,1
 BMC Urol., 2015 Apr 

3; 15: 24. doi: 10.1186/s12894-015-0019-4.  

46. Nisman B, Yutkin V, Nechushtan H, Gofrit ON, 

Peretz T, Gronowitz S, et al. Circulating tumor M2 

pyruvate kinase and thymidine kinase 1 are 

potentialpredictors for disease recurrence in renal 

cell carcinoma after nephrectomy. Urology., 2010; 

76(2): 513. e511-516. 

47. Weinberger R
1
, Appel B, Stein A, Metz Y, Neheman 

A, Barak M. Eur J Cancer Care (Engl)., 2007 Jul; 

16(4): 333-7. 

48. Gayed1†, Jessica Gillen2†, Alana Christie3†, 

Samuel Peña-Llopis4, Xian-Jin Xie3, Jingsheng 

Yan3, Jose A Karam5, Ganesh Raj1, et al Gayed et 

al. BMC Urology, 2015; 15: 24. DOI 

10.1186/s12894-015-0019-4  

49. Roigas J
1
, Schulze G, Raytarowski S, Jung 

K, Schnorr D, Loening SA. Tumour Biol., 2001 

Sep-Oct; 22(5): 282-5. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4149136/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25177630
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3354405/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3354405/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22624135
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Wechsel%20HW%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10470199
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Petri%20E%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10470199
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Bichler%20KH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10470199
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Feil%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10470199
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10470199
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Nisman%20B%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Yutkin%20V%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Nechushtan%20H%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gofrit%20ON%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gofrit%20ON%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Peretz%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gronowitz%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Pode%20D%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Wechsel%20HW%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10470199
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Petri%20E%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10470199
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Bichler%20KH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10470199
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Feil%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10470199
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10470199
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Nisman%20B%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Yutkin%20V%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Nechushtan%20H%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gofrit%20ON%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gofrit%20ON%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Peretz%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gronowitz%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Pode%20D%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20573390
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gayed%20BA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gillen%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Christie%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Pe%C3%B1a-Llopis%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Pe%C3%B1a-Llopis%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Xie%20XJ%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Yan%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Karam%20JA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Raj%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sagalowsky%20AI%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sagalowsky%20AI%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Lotan%20Y%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Margulis%20V%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25885592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Weinberger%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17587357
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Appel%20B%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17587357
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Stein%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17587357
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Metz%20Y%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17587357
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Neheman%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17587357
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Neheman%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17587357
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Barak%20M%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17587357
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17587357
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Roigas%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11553857
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Schulze%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11553857
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Raytarowski%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11553857
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Jung%20K%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11553857
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Jung%20K%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11553857
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Schnorr%20D%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11553857
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Loening%20SA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11553857
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11553857

