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Abstract:



Elevated serum levels of cystatin C are found to be related to poor outcome and metastatic potential of some malignant disorders. To evaluate the clinical prominence of serum cystatin C in diffuse large B-cell lymphoma (DLBCL), blood samples were obtained from 58 patients at the time of diagnosis and paired blood samples were obtained from 22 patients at the time of remission. Also, serum cystatin C level was measured in matched healthy controls. Serum cystatin C levels were significantly more elevated in DLBCL patients than in controls (p < 0.0001). Furthermore, paired-sample analysis revealed that pretreatment cystatin C levels were reduced significantly in patients who achieved remission after therapy (p = 0.016). High serum cystatin C levels were correlated with age over 60 years (p = 0.049), extra-nodal involvement (p = 0.005) and with high serum lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) (p < 0.013). Elevated serum cystatin C levels were associated with extra-nodal involvement and they were significantly reduced to normal range after the remission. However, Kaplan–Meier curves revealed no survival difference in the pretreatment serum cystatin C levels. Therefore, serum cystatin C may be a novel biomarker that reflects tumor burden in DLBCL but bears no prognostic significance regarding survival.
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1. Introduction


The furthermost prevalent subtype of non-Hodgkin lymphoma (NHL) is diffuse large B-cell lymphomas (DLBCL) found in 30%–40% of all cases of lymphoma globally [1,2]. The core tactic for treating DLBCL is multidrug combination of immunochemotherapy. Nevertheless, extended survival is reached in only half of patients, which accentuates the necessity to evolve pioneering therapeutic strategies [2,3]. Over the past few decades, investigators and medical experts have been looking to identify prognostic factors in DLBCL, so it is apparent that a new therapeutic era can begin.



Tumor biomarkers are crucial for the screening, diagnosis and follow up of cancer. Definite biomarkers for lymphoma are also relevant to the treatment plan, prognostic mapping and in studying tumorigenesis. Present-day lymphoma clinical biomarkers are non-specific and scarce. Serum lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) is an example of the most commonly used biomarker in the diagnosis of lymphoma and is correlated to prognosis [4], though it has limited specificity and clinical applications since an increased LDH serum level is also noticed in other non-neoplastic diseases, as in myocardial damage [5].



Numerous serum biomarkers for lymphomas were proposed for their clinical value such as soluble intercellular adhesion molecule-1 (s-ICAM-1/s-CD54) [6]; soluble Fas/CD95/APO-1 [7]; soluble tumor necrosis factor receptor 2 (sTNF-R2) [8]; soluble interleukin-2 receptor (sIL-2R) [9]; nm23-H1 protein [10]; and soluble CD44 [11]. Conversely, these markers are non-specific for the detection of lymphoma as they are similarly increased in other cancer types and even in non-neoplastic conditions [12,13,14]. To date, a widely adapted prognostic biomarker that is directly released from diffuse large B-tumor cells and can be easily quantified repeatedly by a simple method has not been established.



Cysteine proteinase inhibitors, cystatins, are involved in mechanisms controlling intracellular and extracellular protein degradation. Under normal physiological conditions, small amounts of catalytically active proteases, released from lysosomes or secreted from infected or dying cells, are effectively blocked by cystatins. Cystatin C, a member of the family II of cystatins, is a non-glycosylated low molecular weight basic protein, as an inhibitor of cysteine proteases, distributed pervasively in almost all extracellular fluids. [15]. A wide-ranging scale of biological significance has been advocated for cystatin C, as well as for the regulation of protein catabolism, bone resorption, inflammation, control of hormone processing, antigen presentation and T-cell dependent immune response [16,17,18].



Cystatin C has also been proposed to have a role allied to the modification of the proteolytic system in cancer. In patients with lung and colorectal cancer, elevated serum cystatin C levels are linked to meager outcome of cancer [18,19]. In patients with melanoma, increased cystatin C serum levels correlated with the stage of disease were highest for metastatic melanoma patients [20]. Thus, cystatin C level was proposed for follow up of diseases, efficacy of chemotherapy, and prediction of disease outcome. It was detected that patients with B-NHL had significantly greater cystatin C levels compared to healthy controls; the same was detected in patients with relapse of the disease when compared to patients without relapse [21].



To further our understanding of the role of cystatin C in DLBCL, we analyzed the level of cystatin C in sera of DLBCL patients and prospectively evaluated its potential influence on disease outcome.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Patients: Clinical Data and Treatment


We used a prospective, consecutive entry design. Between February 2014 and February 2015, 58 previously untreated patients with DLBCL, in Oncology Center, Mansoura University, Mansoura, Egypt, confirmed by biopsy, participated in this study. Patients with a creatinine level above the upper physiologic limit, patients with autoimmune diseases, asthma, and other malignant diseases have been excluded from the study. Age- and sex-matched healthy blood donors served as controls. The current study was approved by the ethical committee of the Faculty of Pharmacy, Mansoura University, Mansoura, Egypt on February 10, 2014 with code number 2016-72. All procedures implemented in this study concerning human participants were in agreement with the ethical standards of the national and institutional research committee, also in accordance with the 1964 Helsinki declaration and its late amendments.



Blood samples were collected with informed consent and institutional ethical committee approval from all patients, at the time of diagnosis, before therapy. In addition, paired serum samples were obtained at the time of disease remission in twenty-two patients just before the fifth cycle of chemotherapy. A complete response (CR) was well-defined as the disappearance of all laboratory, clinical and radiographic evidence of lymphoma. Furthermore, patients who showed response with negligible residual radiographic abnormalities were identified as partial responders (PR).



Clinical stages of the patients were categorized according to the Ann Arbor staging system [22] by means of a physical examination; biopsy; systemic computed tomography (CT) examination; bone marrow aspiration; hemogram and differential cell counts; and routine biochemical tests. Median age of the included series was 57 years (ranging from 22 to 69). Twenty-five patients (43.1%) were male. Diagnosis for all cases was according to histological benchmarks based on the classification of the Revised European-American Lymphoma/World Health Organization (REAL/WHO). The key preliminary characteristics of the patients are recorded in Table 1. Advanced Ann Arbor staging was witnessed in 50 patients (86.2%) and extra-nodal involvement in 20 patients (34.5%). Forty-eight cases had high or high to intermediate risk based upon the score of the international prognostic index (IPI) [23].



Table 1. Main clinical characteristics of 58 patients with diffuse large B-cell lymphoma (DLBCL).







	
Variable

	
No. of Patients (%)






	
Age (years)

	




	
<60

	
38(65.5)




	
≥60

	
20 (34.5)




	
Male sex

	
25 (43.1)




	
Performance status a

	




	
<2

	
39 (67.2)




	
≥2

	
19 (32.8)




	
Ann Arbor stage

	




	
I/II

	
8 (13.8)




	
III/IV

	
50 (86.2)




	
B symptoms

	
28 (48.3)




	
Extra-nodal involvement

	
20 (34.5)




	
High serum lactate dehydrogenase (>ULN)

	
48 (82.8)




	
International prognostic index group

	




	
Low (0–1)

	
2 (3.4)




	
Low–intermediate (2)

	
8 (13.8)




	
High–intermediate (3)

	
22 (37.9)




	
High (4–5)

	
26 (44.8)








a European Cooperative Oncology Group criteria. ULN, upper limit of normal








Thirty-six patients received rituximab, cyclophosphamide, Adriamycin, vincristine, and prednisolone (R-CHOP) regimen (rituximab; 375 mg/m2 on day 1), 19 patients received CHOP without rituximab (cyclophosphamide, 750 mg/m2 on day 1; Adriamycin, 50 mg/m2 on day 1; vincristine, 1.4 mg/m2 on day 1; and oral prednisolone, 100 mg daily for five days) [3], while three patients did not receive any therapy due to early death. The treatment outcome was evaluated by the revised response International Working Group criteria [24].




2.2. Determination of Serum Cystatin C Levels


The serum level of cystatin C in lymphoma patients was measured by specific quantitative sandwich enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) using Human Cystatin C Kit ELISA catalog number MBS700210 (MyBioSource, San Diego, CA, USA).



Lactate dehydrogenase was measured using ELISA kit catalog number MBS009535 (MyBioSource).




2.3. Statistical Analysis


Statistical analysis was performed using SPSS statistics software release 22 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA). Quantitative data were tested for normality using the Kolmogorov–Smirnov test. Abnormally distributed data were given as median (minimum–maximum) while normally distributed data were given as mean ± standard deviation (SD). Non-parametric statistical tests of significance were applied; the Mann–Whitney U test was used to compare two independent groups and the Wilcoxon test was used to compare before/after chemotherapy. While in the case of normal distributed data, the independent Student’s t-test and paired match t-test were used instead.



Survival analysis was done using the Kaplan–Meier test. Correlations of cystatin C with clinical stages of disease, erythrocyte sedimentation rate (ESR), LDH, and IPI were defined by Spearman rank correlation analysis. All applied statistical tests of significance were two-tailed. In all tests, two-sided ps below 0.05 were considered significant. Receiver operating characteristic (ROC), carried out using MedCalc statistical software version 12.3 (Microsoft partner, Ostend, Belgium), was used to evaluate the diagnostic and prognostic accuracy of a test. The Youden index was used to find the cut-off point (i.e., the point that gives maximum correct classification). At this cut- off point, sensitivity and specificity were determined. Correlations were carried out using Pearson correlation (r) and Spearman correlation.





3. Results


3.1. Distribution of Serum Cystatin C in Patient and Control Sera


We examined the circulatory cystatin C levels of DLBCL patients. Median serum cystatin C levels of DLBCL patients at diagnosis were significantly higher than those of healthy controls (6.8091 vs. 3.1866 ng/mL, p < 0.0001, Figure 1).


Figure 1. Box plot shows a comparison between the median cystatin C level (Cys-C) (ng/mL) and its range in pretreated patients versus healthy controls.
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Paired-sample analysis of 22 patients revealed that cystatin C levels at diagnosis were significantly decreased at the time of remission (i.e., in the after-chemotherapy group compared to the before-chemotherapy group) (6.7728 ± 1.9435 vs 5.2098 ± 1.8025 ng/mL, p = 0.016; Figure 2).


Figure 2. Bar chart shows the difference in the mean serum cystatin C (Cys-C) levels and 95% confidence level in the before-chemotherapy group and the after-achieving-remission group (paired group analysis of the 22 patients at the time of diagnosis and then after achieving remission). * Significant different (p < 0.05).
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In the 44 patients with DLBCL who achieved response (PR/CR) after chemotherapy treatment, initial levels of cystatin C were significantly lower (median: 5.456; range: 2.49–15.17 ng/mL) compared with the non-responders (median: 7.037; range: 3.72–10.81 ng/mL; p < 0.001).




3.2. Diagnostic Value of Cystatin C Levels in Diffuse Large B-Cell Lymphoma


To detect the diagnostic role of serum cystatin C as a biomarker in DLBCL, the ROC analysis was adopted. Analysis results suggested that: The serum cystatin C level could distinguish the DLBCL patients from the healthy individuals at an optimal cut-off point of 3.9829 ng/mL. The cystatin C diagnostic specificity and sensitivity were found to be 91.4% and 70%, respectively. Moreover, the area under curve (AUC) was 0.886 (Figure 3a).


Figure 3. (a) Receiver operating characteristic curve (ROC) for serum cystatin C levels (diagnostic curve) in the fifty eight untreated group of patients; (b) Receiver operating characteristic curve (ROC) for serum cystatin C levels (prognostic curve comparing patients who achieve remission (responders) and patients who did not (non-responders).
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3.2.1. Relations between Serum Cystatin C Levels and Other Biological and Clinical Parameters


Levels of cystatin C in sera were correlated with various aspects depending on the patient classification:

	
Those aged over 60 years showed significantly more elevated levels of cystatin C than the others (p = 0.049; Spearman rank correlation coefficients, r = 0.260).



	
Those who had advanced disease with extra-nodal involvement also had higher levels of cystatin C compared to those without extra-nodal disease (r = 0.573, p = 0.005).



	
Moreover, high cystatin C levels were correlated significantly with high serum LDH level, with a rank correlation coefficient r = 0.325 (p < 0.013).



	
We did not observe any difference in cystatin C levels among patients according to performance status (r = 0.056, p = 0.763), or disease stage (r = 0.107, p = 0.491). Lastly, we found that cystatin C levels could not correlate with IPI score (r = 0.0874, p = 0.604).









3.2.2. Cystatin C, Response to Treatment and Outcome


Two-year overall survival (OS) and disease-free survival (DFS) of all patients was 91.4% and 87.9%, respectively. Considering the results obtained from factors associated with serum cystatin C levels, we evaluated whether serum cystatin C could be a powerful predictor of disease response. Five patients were excluded from the response analysis, since they died early during the course of disease before starting therapy. Using a cut-off value of 4.2877 for cystatin C, determined by ROC curve analysis (Figure 3b), two sub-groups with significant altered response to treatment were detected. Patients whose serum levels of cystatin C were less than or equal to this value were those who achieved response; and those with serum levels higher than the cut-off value showed no response. The probability that the test is significant in detecting treatment outcome of patients with NHL is 34.1% while the specificity is 88.9%.



Subsequently, we analyzed the survival according to two sub-groups divided according to the prognostic cut-off value of serum cystatin C levels. Only five patients died during the observation period, therefore OS between the two cystatin C subgroups was not statistically significant (2-year OS: 93.2% vs 85.7%, p = 0.612; Figure 4). Furthermore, patients with cystatin C levels equal to or lower than 4.2877 ng/mL at diagnosis showed no significant difference in DFS when compared to those with cystatin C levels higher than the cut-off value (2-year DFS: 88.1 vs 87.5, p = 0.843; Figure 5).


Figure 4. Overall survival according to the serum cystatin C prognostic cut-off value. Cum Survival: cumulative survival.
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Figure 5. Disease-free survival according to the serum cystatin C prognostic cut-off value. Cum Survival: cumulative survival.
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Patients were analyzed with respect to relapse of disease in two subsidiary groups where seven patients showed relapse and 37 showed no-relapse; analysis resulted in higher serum cystatin C levels in relapsed patients but of no significant difference versus non-relapsed patients (p = 0.167, mean ± SD 7.906 ± 1.460 and 6.738 ± 2.6, respectively; Figure 6).


Figure 6. Bar chart shows the difference in serum cystatin C levels among relapsed and non-relapsed diffuse large B-cell lymphoma patients.
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Furthermore, patients who died early due to aggressive disease or high tumor burden had a significantly higher median serum cystatin C level than the initial level of cystatin C for patients who achieved response after chemotherapy (7.792, range: 7.307–16.93 versus 5.456, range: 2.49–15.171 ng/mL, p = 0.013; Figure 7).


Figure 7. Box plot shows the difference in median and ranges of serum cystatin C (Cys-C) levels among responders, non-responders and patients who died. * Significant different (p < 0.05).
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4. Discussion


Much attention has been given recently to the identification of prognostic features in NHL. Several scoring systems have been designed and are currently used to define prognosis and, in some cases, to guide therapy. Perhaps one of the most powerful of these systems is the International Prognostic Index [23]. However, as more information becomes available on the pathogenesis of these tumors, the biologic factors that influence prognosis may be better understood. This is the leading study to analyze the influence of serum cystatin C level—showing sensitivity and specificity—on the disease-free survival and overall survival probability of DLBCL patients; DLBCL denotes the most common subtype of NHL, it is accounting for 30%–40% amongst lymphoma cases [1,2].



A previous report suggests the presence of high levels of cystatin C in the sera of patients with B-NHL compared with healthy controls [21]. In agreement with these results, we have confirmed the finding of high serum levels of cystatin C in patients with DLBCL compared to healthy controls. We have further demonstrated that increased levels of cystatin C in pretreated patients were decreased once those patients attained remission after treatment with chemotherapy, proposing that cystatin C levels are allied to tumor burden and could be valued and useful in monitoring the disease response.



In their study on 52 patients with B-cell lymphoma (41 aggressive lymphomas and 11 indolent lymphomas), Softić et al. [25] demonstrated a significant reduction of cystatin C levels with disease remission after the third cycle of chemotherapy, and that aggressive lymphomas almost completely contributed to the statistical significance of the complete sample. Whether it is due to a specific mechanism in aggressive lymphomas, not present in patients with indolent lymphoma, which contributes to decreased levels of cystatin C in disease remission, could not be precisely determined due to the small sample of patients with indolent lymphomas who enter remission after chemotherapy (N = 6) [25]. Along this line, a more elevated serum level of cystatin C has been also detected in patients with colorectal cancer and advanced melanoma than in patients with primary melanoma and healthy controls [18,20].



The optimum cut-off level that yields the finest classification of patients according to response in two main groups was noticed at 3.9829 ng/mL. We found that high levels of cystatin C, above the cut-off value, were correlated negatively with response to therapy. These results recommended that it was valuable to examine whether the negative or poor prognostic impression of cystatin C levels on response was due to its relation to the expression of further poor prognostic markers. In this regard, we compared the levels of cystatin C with established biochemical and clinical parameters.



The IPI is the widely accepted prognostic index for patients with aggressive lymphoma [23]. Our results show no correlation of cystatin C with the IPI, although the levels of the inhibitor were associated with two individual factors that are included in the IPI: age and serum LDH activity. In this patient population, serum cystatin C was significantly higher in patients over 60 years of age compared with those under 60 years of age. Elevated levels of cystatin C in patients over 60 years of age may be the result of weakening kidney function due to aging [26]. However, it should be noted that all the patients involved in the study had normal serum creatinine. We assumed that the serum cystatin C level and its correlation with age could not be attributed to a solitary factor such as physiological alteration, but to additional aspects such as effects of disease comorbidity. The cause behind the elevation in cystatin C levels in sera and age needs to be elucidated. Cystatin C levels were also significantly elevated in patients with elevated LDH activity compared to those with normal LDH activity.



Our study also revealed that cystatin C, at the time of diagnosis, correlates with extra-nodal disease. These results suggest the possibility that there is a specific mechanism in extra-nodal infiltration that drives the increased secretion of cystatin C in body fluids. Moreover, cystatin C is produced by all nucleated body cells, so the correlation of the inhibitor level and extra-nodal disease can be the result of the general response to the increased proteolytic activity. In malignancy, a misbalance among cysteine proteases and their inhibitors, accompanied by the metastatic phenotype of the tumor cell, is believed to promote the invasion of the tumor cell and metastasis [27]. Hence, the malignancy spread might be supposed to affect the levels of cystatin C.



In our study, there was no significant difference in the serum levels of cystatin C when comparing advanced to non-advanced disease, which was similar to the results in 39 lung cancer patients reported by Ohara et al. [28]. Different investigators stated that the level of cystatin C is influenced by the extent of the tumor, however, they were not able to find out if the significant correlation between cystatin C levels in sera and tumor burden is reliant on the primary site of the cancer [29]. This discrepancy could be due to the dissimilar biological features between diverse tumor types, and the probability that the role of cystatin C might vary according to type of cancer, cause, and site in addition to stage of cancer.



We have further demonstrated that there is no correlation between pretreatment cystatin C levels and presence of B symptoms. This is consistent with the results from Softić et al. [25], who found no correlation between cystatin C and B symptoms or between the inhibitor level and any of the acute phase reactants such as interleukin-6 or C-reactive protein (CRP), which was expected since the presence of B symptoms is associated with elevated inflammatory proteins including CRP and cytokines.



Mulaomerovi´c et al. [22] revealed more elevated serum cystatin C levels in patients with B-NHL who experienced relapse than those who did not. Hence, they considered cystatin C as a potential marker for relapse in patients with non-Hodgkin B-cell lymphoma. In contrast, we found that serum cystatin C levels have no influence on disease-free survival probability. Comparable trends were found when studying the effect of cystatin C level on overall survival. However, this analysis may be limited by the small number of events and short follow up duration. Only five patients died and seven patients relapsed during the observation period. Analysis of the relapsed group versus the non-relapsed one showed no significant difference; this may be because of the small number of patients who showed relapse. Therefore, we believe that further investigation including a larger number of patients and longer follow up will be required to confirm these findings.



The fact that cystatin C did not correlate with the IPI raises the possibility that it might independently add to the power of the IPI in predicting survival. Although the correlations with survival are compromised by the short duration of the study, and the low number of events, it should be examined whether combining the IPI and cystatin C makes a model that is more predictive than the IPI alone.



In summary, serum cystatin C levels are significantly higher in DLBCL patients than in healthy controls. Moreover, we explored cystatin C levels in DLBCL patients, as a promising biomarker for monitoring response to therapy. On the contrary, it bears no prognostic significance regarding survival.







Author Contributions


Nada E. Hammouda, Amal M. El-Gayar, Mamdouh M. El-Shishtawy and Manal A. Salah El-Din conceived and designed the experiments; Nada E. Hammouda performed the experiments; Nada E. Hammouda and Manal A. Salah El-Din analyzed the data; Manal A. Salah El-Din, Amal M. El-Gayar, Mamdouh M. El-Shishtawy and Nada E. Hammouda contributed materials, reagents and analysis tools; Nada E. Hammouda wrote the paper; Manal A. Salah El-Din contributed to discussion; Manal A. Salah El-Din, Amal M. El-Gayar and Mamdouh M. El-Shishtawy revised the manuscript.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	1. 
Chang, K.C.; Huang, G.C.; Jones, D.; Tsao, C.J.; Lee, J.Y.; Su, I.J. Distribution and prognosis of WHO lymphoma subtypes in Taiwan reveals a low incidence of germinal-center derived tumors. Leuk. Lymphoma 2004, 45, 1375–1384. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	2. 
Swerdlow, S.H.; Campo, E.; Harris, N.L.; Jaffe, E.S.; Pileri, S.A.; Stein, H.; Thiele, J.; Vardiman, J.W. WHO Classification of Tumours. of Haematopoietic. and Lymphoid Tissues, 4th ed.; WHO Press: Geneva, Switzerland, 2008. [Google Scholar]

	3. 
Coiffier, B. Immunochemotherapy: the new standard in aggressive non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma in the elderly. Semin. Oncol. 2003, 30, 21–27. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	4. 
Schneider, R.J.; Seibert, K.; Passe, S.; Little, C.; Gee, T.; Lee, B.J., 3rd; Miké, V.; Young, C.W. Prognostic significance of serum lactate dehydrogenase in malignant lymphoma. Cancer 1980, 46, 139–143. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	5. 
McAdam, B.; Smith, T.; Love, W.C.; Murphy, M.; Daly, P.A. Lactate dehydrogenase levels during MACOP-B chemotherapy for non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma. Med. Oncol. Tumor Pharmacother. 1993, 10, 95–101. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	6. 
Terol, M.J.; Tormo, M.; Martinez-Climent, J.A.; Marugan, I.; Benet, I.; Ferrandez, A.; Teruel, A.; Ferrer, R.; García-Conde, J. Soluble intercellular adhesion molecule-1 (s-ICAM-1/s-CD54) in diffuse large B-cell lymphoma: association with clinical characteristics and outcome. Ann. Oncol. 2003, 14, 467–474. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	7. 
Niitsu, N.; Sasaki, K.; Umeda, M. A high serum soluble Fas/APO-1 level is associated with a poor outcome of aggressive non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma. Leukemia 1999, 13, 1434–1440. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	8. 
Goto, N.; Tsurumi, H.; Takemura, M.; Hara, T.; Sawada, M.; Kasahara, S.; Kanemura, N.; Yamada, T.; Shimizu, M.; Takahashi, T.; et al. Serum-soluble tumor necrosis factor receptor 2 (sTNF-R2) level determines clinical outcome in patients with aggressive non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma. Eur. J. Haematol. 2006, 77, 217–225. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	9. 
Goto, H.; Tsurumi, H.; Takemura, M.; Ino-Shimomura, Y.; Kasahara, S.; Sawada, M.; Yamada, T.; Hara, T.; Fukuno, K.; Goto, N.; et al. Serum-soluble interleukin-2 receptor (sIL-2R) level determines clinical outcome in patients with aggressive non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma: in combination with the International Prognostic Index. J. Cancer Res. Clin. Oncol. 2005, 131, 73–79. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	10. 
Niitsu, N.; Okabe-Kado, J.; Okamoto, M.; Takagi, T.; Yoshida, T.; Aoki, S.; Hirano, M.; Honma, Y. Serum nm23-H1 protein as a prognostic factor in aggressive non-Hodgkin lymphoma. Blood 2001, 97, 1202–1210. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	11. 
Niitsu, N.; Iijima, K. High serum soluble CD44 is correlated with a poor outcome of aggressive non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma. Leuk. Res. 2002, 26, 241–248. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	12. 
Cimerman, N.; Brguljan, P.M.; Krasovec, M.; Suskovic, S.; Kos, J. Serum cystatin C, a potent inhibitor of cysteine proteinases, is elevated in asthmatic patients. Clin. Chim. Acta 2000, 300, 83–95. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	13. 
Konno, R.; Takano, T.; Sato, S.; Yajima, A. Serum Soluble Fas Level as a Prognostic Factor in Patients with Gynecological Malignancies. Clin. Cancer Res. 2000, 6, 3576–3580. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	14. 
Rentzos, M.; Michalopoulou, M.; Nikolaou, C.; Cambouri, C.; Rombos, A.; Dimitrakopoulos, A.; Vassilopoulos, D. The role of soluble intercellular adhesion molecules in neurodegenerative disorders. J. Neurol. Sci 2005, 228, 129–135. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	15. 
Abrahamson, M.; Barrett, A.J.; Salvesen, G.; Grubb, A. Isolation of six cysteine proteinase inhibitors from human urine. Their physicochemical and enzyme kinetic properties and concentrations in biological fluids. J. Biol. Chem. 1986, 261, 11282–11289. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	16. 
Henskens, Y.; Veerman, M.E.; Amerongen, A.V. Cystatins in health and disease. Biol. Chem. Hoppe-Seyler 1996, 377, 71–86. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	17. 
Pierre, P.; Mellman, I. Developmental Regulation of Invariant Chain Proteolysis Controls MHC Class II Trafficking in Mouse Dendritic Cells. Cell 1998, 93, 1135–1145. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	18. 
Kos, J.; Krašovec, K.; Cimerman, N.; Nielsen, H.J.; Christensen, I.J.; Brünner, N. Cysteine Proteinase Inhibitors Stefin A, Stefin B, and Cystatin C in Sera from Patients with Colorectal Cancer: Relation to Prognosis. Clin. Cancer Res. 2000, 6, 505–511. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	19. 
Zore, I.; Krašovec, M.; Cimerman, N.; Kuhelj, R.; Werle, B.; Nielsen, H.J.; Brünner, N.; Kos, J. Cathepsin B/Cystatin C Complex Levels in Sera from Patients with Lung and Colorectal Cancer. Biol. Chem. 2001, 382, 805–810. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	20. 
Kos, J.; Štabuc, B.; Schweiger, A.; Krašovec, M.; Cimerman, N.; Kopitar-Jerala, N.; Vrhovec, I. Cathepsins B, H, L, and their inhibitors stefin A and cystatin C in sera of melanoma patients. Clin. Cancer Res. 1997, 3, 1815–1822. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	21. 
The international non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma prognostic factors project. A Predictive Model for Aggressive Non-Hodgkin’s Lymphoma. N. Engl. J. Med. 1993, 329, 987–994. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	22. 
Mulaomerović, A.; Halilbašić, A.; Čičkušić, E.; Zavašnik-Bergant, T.; Begić, L.; and Kos, J. Cystatin C as a potential marker for relapse in patients with non-Hodgkin B-cell lymphoma. Cancer Lett. 2007, 248, 192–197. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	23. 
Carbone, P.P.; Kaplan, H.S.; Musshoff, K.; Smithers, D.W.; Tubiana, M. Report of the Committee on Hodgkin’s Disease Staging Classification. Cancer Res. 1971, 31, 1860–1861. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	24. 
Cheson, B.D.; Horning, S.J.; Coiffier, B.; Shipp, M.; Fisher, R.I.; Connors, J.M.; Lister, T.A.; Vose, J.; Grillo-López, A.; Hagenbeek, A.; et al. Report of an International Workshop to standardize response criteria for non-Hodgkin’s lymphomas. J. Clin. Oncol. 1999, 17, 1244–1253. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	25. 
Softić, A.; Begić, L.; Halilbašić, A.; Vižin, T.; Kos, J. The Predictive Value of Cystatin C in Monitoring of B Non-Hodgkin Lymphomas: Relation to Biochemical and Clinical Parameters. ISRN Oncol. 2013, 2013, 752792. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	26. 
Galteau, M.M.; Guyon, M.; Gueguen, R.; Siest, G. Determination of Serum Cystatin C: Biological Variation and Reference Values. Clin. Chem. Lab. Med. 2001, 39, 850–857. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	27. 
Sloane, B.F. Suicidal tumor proteases. Nat. Biotechnol. 1996, 14, 826–827. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	28. 
Ohara, G.; Miyazaki, K.; Kurishima, K.; Kagohashi, K.; Ishikawa, H.; Satoh, H.; Hizawa, N. Serum levels of cystatin C in elderly lung cancer patients. Oncol. Lett. 2012, 3, 303–306. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	29. 
Bodnar, L.; Wcislo, G.B.; Smoter, M.; Gasowska-Bodnar, A.; Stec, R.; Synowiec, A.; Szczylik, C. Cystatin C as a Parameter of Glomerular Filtration Rate in Patients with Ovarian Cancer. Kidney Blood Press. Res. 2010, 33, 360–367. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]























© 2017 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license ( http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).







nav.xhtml


  scipharm-85-00009


  
    		
      scipharm-85-00009
    


  




  





media/file8.jpg
Cumulative Survival

Survival Functions

ys-C Prognostic Cut-Off Value

Leabore the cutoff vaue.
[quat o tess than the cutoffvatwe

Above the Cut.Of Value Censared
wstor s thanthe ot Of Valo Cnsored

Disease Free Survival





media/file11.png
Cys-C (ng/mL)

10

Relapsed

Non- Relapsed






media/file6.jpg
Cumulative Survival

1o

o

Oy Prognostic Cut-Off Value.

+ Above the CuLOff Value:

 Equalor Less than the Cut Off Value

|+~ Above the Cut Ot Vaue Censored

1 qualor Less than the Cut.Off Value Censored

B3 3 o £

Overall Survival in months





media/file1.png
20.00 =

15.00 =

10.00 =

Cys-C (ng/mL)

5.00 «

0.00~

Pretreated group

Group

Control






media/file13.png
Cys-C (ng/mL)

20

15

10

1

I )
Died Non Responder
Response

]
Responder






media/file10.jpg
Cys-C (ng/mL)

10

T
Relapsed

T
Non- Relapsed





media/file7.png
Cumulative Survival

Survival Functions

0.8

067

0.2+

0.09

- I"!""‘!‘

Cys-C Prognostic Cut-Off Value

-+~ Above the Cut-Off Value
+ Equal or Less than the Cut-Off Value
-~ Above the Cut-Off Value Censored
I Equal or Less than the Cut-Off Value Censored

'8-

| L] I
5.00 10.00 15.00 20.00
Overall Survival in months





media/file12.jpg
20

15

(M/BU) 5-5AS

Respider

on Relpender

Response

ota





media/file9.png
Cumulative Survival

Survival Functions

0.6

0.0

Cys-C Prognostic Cut-Off Value

_rAbove the Cut-Off Value
_rEqual or Less than the Cut-Off Value
_, Above the Cut-Off Value Censored
! Equal or Less than the Cut-Off Value Censored

T T T
S0 100 150 200

Disease Free Survival





media/file5.png
Sensitivity

100

Co
o

®))
o

IN
o

N
-

o

Sensitivity: 91 .4
Specificity: 70.0

Criterion : >3.9829 |

0 20

40 60
100-Specificity

(a)

Sensitivity

100

80

60

40

20

Sensitivity: 34.1
Specificity: 88.9
Criterion : <=4.2877

20

40 60
100-Specificity

(b)

80

100





media/file3.png
Serum Cys-C level (ng/mL)

10

Pretreated Patients After Chemotherapy Treatment





media/file14.png





media/file4.jpg
100F 100|

Sonsity 914

Spocha 100
|Criterion : >3.9829 | )

60 60,

40

Sensitivity

40

20 20|

0 20 40 60 80 100
100-Specificity 100-Specificity

@ )





media/file0.jpg
1500

Cys-C (ng/mL)

g

000

Pretreated group . Conltrol
roup





media/file2.jpg
Serum Cys-C level (ng/mL)

10

Pretreated Patients After Chemotherapy Treatment





