
Cancer Medicine. 2023;12:6675–6688.     | 6675wileyonlinelibrary.com/journal/cam4

Received: 2 November 2022 | Accepted: 9 November 2022

DOI: 10.1002/cam4.5455  

R E S E A R C H  A R T I C L E

Combined plasma C- reactive protein, interleukin 6 and 
YKL- 40 for detection of cancer and prognosis in patients 
with serious nonspecific symptoms and signs of cancer

Alex N. Videmark1  |   Ib J. Christensen2 |   Claus L. Feltoft1 |   Mette Villadsen1 |   
Frederikke H. Borg1 |   Barbara M. Jørgensen1 |   Stig E. Bojesen3,4  |    
Caroline Kistorp4,5  |   Randi Ugleholdt1,4  |   Julia S. Johansen1,4,6

This is an open access article under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits use, distribution and reproduction in any medium, provided 
the original work is properly cited.
© 2022 The Authors. Cancer Medicine published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd.

1Department of Medicine, Copenhagen 
University Hospital -  Herlev and 
Gentofte, Herlev, Denmark
2Department of Gastroenterology, 
Copenhagen University Hospital -    
Amager and Hvidovre, Hvidovre, 
Denmark
3Department of Clinical Biochemistry, 
Copenhagen University Hospital 
-  Herlev and Gentofte, Herlev, Denmark
4Department of Clinical Medicine, 
Faculty of Health and Medical 
Sciences, University of Copenhagen, 
Copenhagen, Denmark
5Department of Endocrinology, 
Copenhagen University Hospital -    
Rigshospitalet, Copenhagen, Denmark
6Department of Oncology, Copenhagen 
University Hospital -  Herlev and 
Gentofte, Herlev, Denmark

Correspondence
Julia S. Johansen, Department 
of Medicine, and Department of 
Oncology, Herlev and Gentofte 
Hospital, Borgmester Ib Juuls Vej 1, 
DK- 2730 Herlev, Denmark.
Email: julia.sidenius.johansen@
regionh.dk

Funding information
Gentofte Hospital

Abstract
Background and methods: Inflammation is a hallmark of cancer and its pro-
gression. Plasma levels of C- reactive protein (CRP), interleukin- 6 (IL- 6) and 
YKL- 40 reflect inflammation, and are elevated in patients with cancer. This study 
investigated whether plasma CRP, IL- 6 and YKL- 40 had diagnostic value in 753 
patients referred with nonspecific signs and symptoms of cancer to a diagnostic 
outpatient clinic.
Results: In total, 111 patients were diagnosed with cancer within 3 months and 
30 after 3  months. CRP, IL- 6 and YKL- 40 were elevated in 44%, 60% and 45% 
of the cancer patients, and in 15%, 33% and 25% of the patients without cancer. 
Elevated levels of all three markers were associated with risk of cancer within 
3 months: CRP (odds ratio (OR) 4.41, 95% confidence interval (CI) 2.86– 6.81), 
IL- 6 (OR = 2.89, 1.91– 4.37) and YKL- 40 (OR = 2.42, 1.59– 3.66). Multivariate ex-
plorative analyses showed that increasing values were associated with the risk 
of getting a cancer diagnosis (continuous scale: CRP (OR  =  1.28, 1.12– 1.47), 
carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA) (OR  =  1.61, 1.41– 1.98), CA19- 9 (OR  =  1.15, 
1.03– 1.29), age (OR  =  1.29, 1.02– 1.63); dichotomized values: CRP (OR  =  2.54, 
1.39– 4.66), CEA (OR = 4.22, 2.13– 8.34), age (OR = 1.42, 1.13– 1.80)). CRP had the 
highest diagnostic value (area under the curve = 0.69). Combined high CRP, IL- 6 
and YKL- 40 was associated with short overall survival (HR = 3.8, 95% CI 2.5– 5.9, 
p < 0.001).
Conclusion: In conclusion, plasma CRP, IL- 6 and YKL- 40 alone or combined 
cannot be used to identify patients with cancer, but high levels were associated 
with poor prognosis. CRP may be useful to indicate whether further diagnostic 
evaluation is needed when patients present with nonspecific signs and symptoms 
of cancer.
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1  |  INTRODUCTION

Cancer is a major global burden, with an estimated 18.1 mil-
lion new cancer cases and 9.6 million deaths yearly.1,2 Early 
diagnosis is important for the curability of cancers, but the 
European Society of Medical Oncology (ESMO) and the 
American Society for Clinical Oncology (ASCO) guide-
lines do not recommend the few known protein tumour 
biomarkers for screening of patients suspected of having 
cancer. Today, only carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA), 
carbohydrate antigen (CA) 19- 9, cancer antigen (CA) 125 
and prostate- specific antigen (PSA) are used routinely in 
daily clinical practice in the management of patients with 
known cancer, but their sensitivity and specificity are too 
low to be used in screening of patients suspected of having 
cancer.3– 9

Inflammation is one of the hallmarks of cancer,10 since 
it plays an important role in its development and progres-
sion.11– 13 The stromal elements in the tumour microen-
vironment have a dynamic interaction with cancer cells 
and can influence growth and metastatic potential, and 
cancer- associated fibroblasts modulate the extracellular 
matrix and promote motility, invasion and angiogene-
sis.14,15 The relationship between chronic inflammation, 
as measured by inflammatory circulating biomarkers in-
cluding C- reactive protein (CRP) and interleukin- 6 (IL- 6), 
and cancer incidence has recently been described in a sys-
tematic review and meta- analysis.16

Plasma CRP is the most widely used biomarker of inflam-
mation, although CRP is produced mainly by hepatocytes 
and not by inflammatory cells.17 Other circulating biomark-
ers of inflammation, like IL- 6 and YKL- 40, are secreted by 
inflammatory cells, stromal cells and cancer cells.18– 20 IL- 6 
stimulates CRP secretion, regulates stromal desmoplasia, pro-
motes tumour- induced immunosuppression and angiogene-
sis, inhibits apoptosis, stimulates cancer cell proliferation and 
facilitates metastasis, including formation of a pro- metastatic 
niche in the liver.17,21,22 High plasma IL- 6 levels are associated 
with short overall survival (OS) in patients with inflammatory 
diseases19 and different types of cancer.23– 27

YKL- 40, also known as chitinase 3- like 1 protein, stim-
ulates angiogenesis, cell proliferation and differentiation, 
re- modulates extracellular matrix, activates Akt signal-
ling, protects against apoptosis and promotes metastases 
and cancer progression.20 In the general population, high 
levels of plasma YKL- 40 are associated with increased risk 
of gastrointestinal cancer and death from gastrointestinal 
cancer.28– 31 In patients with various solid tumours, high 
plasma YKL- 40 is associated with a short OS.32

In order to improve the long diagnostic interval, the 
poor survival of Danish cancer patients and to reduce the 
time between the first suspicion of cancer and a diagnosis 
of cancer, a diagnostic fast- track patient pathway was de-
signed and implemented in 2012 in Denmark for patients 
presenting with nonspecific symptoms of cancer.33,34 
Identification of cancer risk- stratifying biomarkers at first 
visit might accelerate this process further.

We therefore tested the hypothesis that elevated plasma 
CRP, IL- 6 and YKL- 40, alone and as a combined bio-
marker score, could identify groups of patients with non-
specific signs and symptoms of cancer, with high cancer 
risk and poor survival. We investigated this prospectively 
in 753 patients included in the Danish MICA study (“New 
biomarkers in patients referred because of suspected seri-
ous illness— are they giving new diagnostic information”).

2  |  MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1 | Study design

The Danish MICA study was initiated in July 2016 with the 
aim of conducting translational biomarker research regarding 
early detection of cancer. The MICA study is an open cohort 
study including patients (older than 18 years) referred to the di-
agnostic cancer patient pathway at the Diagnostic Outpatient 
Clinic at Copenhagen University Hospital— Herlev and 
Gentofte in the Capital Region of Denmark (Figure 1A). The 
patients are followed from time of first visit to the Diagnostic 
Outpatient Clinic to death, emigration or October 20, 2020, 
whichever came first. Relevant clinical characteristics of the 
patients are included in the MICA database.

All patients gave written informed consent. The study 
was performed according to the declaration of Helsinki. 
The MICA study protocol was approved by the Danish 
Regional Ethics Committee (H- 7- 2014- 011) and the 
Danish Data Protection Agency (HEH- 2014- 105; I- Suite 
03330; PACTIUS P- 2020- 578). All patients received oral 
and written information on the study and gave written 
consent before inclusion according to the guidelines of the 
Danish Ethics Committee.

2.2 | Inclusion in the present biomarker 
study of CRP, IL- 6, and YKL- 40

From 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2019, 3968 patients were re-
ferred via the dedicated fast track pathway, of which 873 
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(22%) patients were included in the MICA study. The in-
clusion criteria were patients referred to the Diagnostic 
Outpatient Clinic, age older than 18 years. In all, 120 pa-
tients were excluded due to reasons shown in Figure 1B, 
resulting in a total of 753 patients in the present biomarker 
study. The reasons for the low inclusion rate were the fol-
lowing: (1) Few percent of the referred patients did not 
show up to their appointment or refused participation; 
and (2) Due to high workflow in the outpatient clinic, the 
doctors did not have time to ask the patients to partici-
pate in the study. Most of the patients were therefore only 
included in the study when medical students were em-
ployed to inform patients about the MICA study, collect 
the signed informed consent and draw the blood samples.

Time to cancer diagnosis, cancer- specific mortality and 
death due to other causes were recorded until 20 October 2020.

2.3 | Study objectives

The primary study objective was to investigate the utility 
of plasma CRP, IL- 6 and YKL- 40 concentrations alone and 

as a combined score to predict risk of a cancer diagnosis 
within 3 months from blood sample collection at the time 
of referral to the diagnostic cancer patient pathway at the 
Diagnostic Outpatient Clinic at Copenhagen University 
Hospital— Herlev and Gentofte, Denmark (baseline 
visit). The secondary study objectives were to investigate 
whether these biomarkers (alone or as a combined score) 
could predict a specific cancer diagnosis and prognosis 
during follow- up.

2.4 | Setting, source population and  
organisation of the diagnostic cancer 
patient pathway

In Denmark, all the citizens have free access to public 
healthcare and are registered with a local general prac-
titioner as the primary healthcare contact. If the general 
practitioner finds serious nonspecific signs and symptoms 
of cancer and the patient does not fit into any of the estab-
lished organ- specific cancer patient pathways (e.g. hae-
matological, breast, head and neck, reproductive system, 

F I G U R E  1  Flowchart showing diagnostic workup of patients referred to the Diagnostic Outpatient Clinic (A) and the inclusion and 
exclusion of patients to produce the final study group (B). (C) illustrates the number of patients diagnosed with cancer within 1, 1– 3, 3– 
12 months, and after 12 months. DLBCL, diffuse large B- cell lymphoma; MDS, myelodysplastic syndrome; MGUS, monoclonal gammopathy of 
unknown significance; SCC, squamous cell carcinoma; UPT, unknown primary tumour. Other haematological: Chronic myeloid leukaemia, 
Hodgkin's lymphoma, T- cell lymphoma, Follicular lymphoma, extraosseous plasmacytoma. Other: Gastric cancer, gastrointestinal stromal 
tumour, granular cell tumour, melanoma and endometrial, head and neck, oesophagus, ophthalmological, and thyroid cancer.
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brain, skin, lung, colorectal and upper gastrointestinal 
cancer patient pathways), the general practitioner refers 
the patient to the diagnostic cancer patient pathway.33 
Patients can also be referred from private and hospital- 
based physicians. The referring physicians will often order 
and evaluate blood and urine tests, abdominal ultrasound, 
chest x- ray or endoscopies prior to the diagnostic referral. 
However, these tests are not a criterion for referral to the 
cancer patient pathway. Occasionally, the referral will 
be based on symptoms and medical history and/or find-
ings from the physical examination only. The diagnostic 
workup flow is depictured in Figure 1A.

2.5 | Data sources and covariates

All clinical data and results of the predefined blood tests 
were collected from patient records and saved in indi-
vidual Case Report Forms. The included covariates were 
selected based on earlier studies reporting them to be as-
sociated with risk of cancer and/or mortality.33– 41 Baseline 
clinical parameters and covariates are listed in Table S1. 
Symptoms at the time of referral were reported by patients 
at first visit with a physician in the diagnostic outpatient 
clinic. No predefined categories were used and symptoms 
collection were based on the referral and the physicians' 
anamnesis. High alcohol consumption was defined as al-
cohol intake above 7 (women) and 14 (men) drinks per 
week (1 drink ≈12 g of alcohol). Body mass index was cal-
culated by measured weight in kilograms (at enrolment) 
divided by measured height in meters squared. We cal-
culated Charlson comorbidity index (CCI) using journal 
information on pre- existing conditions and ECOG per-
formance status (PS). Other covariates collected during 
follow- up were surgery (yes/no), presence of metastasis, 
tumour size and stage.

The date a cancer was diagnosed, and the type of can-
cer based on tissue biopsies in the clinical pathological in-
formation system (The Danish Patobank) were obtained 
from the patient records together with the results of ra-
diological findings, including computed tomography scan 
(CT), positron emission tomography- computed tomog-
raphy (PET- CT) or magnetic resonance imaging (MRI). 
A few patients (n = 13) did not have a tissue biopsy per-
formed since they were terminally ill or refused further 
diagnostic evaluation.

Cancer types were divided into the following catego-
ries based on the primary origin: basal cell, biliary tract, 
bladder, breast, central nervous system, cervical, colorec-
tal, haematological-  (including leukaemia, lymphoma, 
multiple myeloma and myeloproliferative neoplasia), 
head and neck, gastric, kidney, liver, lung, malignant 
melanoma, Merkle cell, neuroendocrine, oesophageal, 

ovarian, pancreatic, penile, prostate, sarcoma, squamous- 
cell, and testicular cancer or unknown primary tumour. 
Premalignant diagnoses were categorised into monoclo-
nal gammopathy of undetermined significance (MGUS), 
intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm (IPMN), super-
ficial spreading melanoma in situ (SSM) and idiopathic 
hypereosinophilic syndrome (IHES). If a cancer was diag-
nosed, the American Joint Committee on cancer (AJCC) 
Tumour, Node, Metastasis (TNM) classification for solid 
cancers and Lugano classification for lymphomas were 
recorded.

Date of death and causes of death were collected from 
patient records and categorised into death due to a cancer, 
cardiovascular disease or other/unknown cause.

2.6 | Blood sample collection

Blood samples were obtained while patients were being 
evaluated in the Diagnostic Outpatient Clinic at Herlev 
and Gentofte Hospital and before a diagnosis was finally 
made. Peripheral blood was collected in one K3EDTA 
tube (1  × 9  ml), two serum gel tubes (2 × 8 ml) and 
two PAXgene blood RNA tubes (2 × 2.5 ml) (Becton & 
Dickinson). Samples were processed according to the na-
tionally approved standard operating procedure for blood 
collection and handling. Whole blood (1 × 1.5 ml) was ali-
quoted and stored at −80°C. Within 2 h, tubes were cen-
trifuged at 2000g at 4°C for 10 min. After centrifugation, 
EDTA plasma, buffy coat and serum were aliquoted into 
two tubes with 2 ml plasma EDTA, one tube with 1.5 ml 
buffy coat (from the EDTA tubes) and 4 tubes with 2 ml 
serum. Buffy coat, EDTA plasma and serum were stored 
at −80°C. The 2.5 ml whole blood in two PAXgene Blood 
RNA tubes was collected and handled according to the 
manufacturer's instructions. PAXgene Blood RNA tubes 
were kept at room temperature for 2– 72 h, then frozen at 
−20°C for 24– 48 h and thereafter stored at −80°C.

2.7 | Biochemical analysis

CRP was determined in fresh serum samples as a part 
of routine blood tests according to manufacturer's in-
structions, using a previously validated highly sensitive 
CRP immunoturbidimetric method on an automated 
analyser (Kit- test SENTINEL CRP Ultra (UD), 11,508 
UD- 2.0/022015/09/23). The measurement range is 0.3– 
640 mg/L, with an intra- assay coefficient of variation (CV) 
of <3% and an inter- assay CV of <15%. Elevated CRP was 
defined as >10 mg/L.

IL- 6 was determined in thawed serum samples in 
duplicate by a commercial two- site, sandwich- type 



   | 6679VIDEMARK et al.

enzyme- linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) (HS600B, 
R&D Systems). The detection limit was 0.01 ng/L. The 
intra- assay CV was ≤8% and the inter- assay CV was ≤11%. 
Patients were grouped as having low or high values, di-
chotomized using a cut- off for IL- 6 of >4.92 ng/L, the 95th 
percentile in healthy blood donors.42

YKL- 40 was determined in thawed serum samples in 
duplicate by a commercial two- site, sandwich- type ELISA 
(Quidel Corporation). The detection limit was 10 μg/L. 
The intra- assay CV was <5% and the inter- assay CV was 
<6%. Elevated serum YKL- 40 was defined as higher than 
the age- corrected 95th percentile.43

CA 19- 9 was determined in fresh serum samples using 
the Immulite 2000 GI- MA assay (Siemens, Catalogue 
Number L2KG12), a solid- phase, two- site sequential che-
miluminescent immunometric assay. Imprecision was 
monitored with two internal controls at 16 and 83 kU/L, 
with coefficients of variation of 8% and 9%. Accuracy was 
monitored within the standard UK NEQAS programme. 
Elevated CA 19- 9 was defined as >37 kU/L.

CEA was determined in fresh serum samples using 
an Atellica IM analyzer. The measurement range is 0.5– 
10,000 μg/L, with an intra- assay CV of <5% and inter- 
assay CV of <6%. Elevated CEA was defined as >5 μg/L.

CA- 125 was determined in fresh serum samples using 
an Atellica IM analyzer. The measurement range is 20– 
12,000 kU/L, with an inter- assay CV of <4.1%. Elevated 
CA- 125 was defined as >35 kU/L.

PSA was determined in fresh serum samples using 
an Atellica IM analyzer. The measurement rage is 0.01– 
10,000 μg/L, with an inter- assay CV of 6.5%. Elevated PSA 
was defined as >4 μg/L.

2.8 | Statistical analysis

Results are reported in accordance with the REMARK 
(Reporting Recommendations for Tumour Marker 
Prognostic Studies) guidelines.44 Descriptive statistics 
were performed to describe demographics and base-
line clinical characteristics for all included individuals. 
Exposure variables were CRP, IL- 6, YKL- 40, CEA, CA 
19- 9, PSA, age, gender, PS and CCI and outcome vari-
ables were detection of cancer, type of cancer and death. 
Results are described as absolute numbers, percentages, 
median and ranges. Spearman's correlation coefficient 
rank test was used to examine the relationships be-
tween plasma concentrations of CRP, IL- 6 and YKL- 40. 
Established tumour markers (CEA, CA 19- 9, CA- 125, 
PSA) were also included. Differences in median be-
tween groups were calculated using the Mann– Whitney 
U- test. The associations between biomarkers and the 
risk of cancer were analysed using logistic regression 

analysis, and CRP, IL- 6 and YKL- 40 levels, also includ-
ing established tumour markers (CEA, CA 19- 9, CA- 
125, PSA) were either applied in the model using the 
dichotomized values or as log2- transformed continu-
ous values, resulting in odds ratio (OR) per twofold in-
creases in biomarker levels.

Discriminations between cancer and non- cancer pa-
tients were evaluated by the receiver operator curve (ROC) 
and the area under the curve (AUC), with OR and 95% 
confidence intervals (CI) for each biomarker separately 
and for the number of elevated biomarkers.

The cumulative mortality in relation to plasma CRP, 
IL- 6 and YKL- 40, and CEA, CA 19- 9, CA- 125 and PSA 
levels (alone and combined) were plotted on Kaplan– 
Meier curves by dichotomizing the protein levels ac-
cording to pre- specified definitions. Inequality between 
groups was tested for by the log- rank test. The relative 
risk of mortality was calculated by means of Cox propor-
tional hazards regression for both continuous variables 
and dichotomized variables with time since baseline visit 
as the underlying time variable. This was presented as 
unadjusted hazard ratios (HRs) for two- fold differences 
in biomarker levels and corresponding 95% CI as well 
as HRs adjusted for age, sex (when appropriate), PS and 
CCI. All analyses were either made in SAS version 9.4 
or R Studio version 1.2 using a 5% significance level in 
two- sided tests.

3  |  RESULTS

3.1 | Patient characteristics

From July 2016 to July 2019, 873 patients at the Diagnostic 
Outpatient Clinic at Herlev and Gentofte Hospital, 
Copenhagen University Hospital, Denmark were in-
cluded in the MICA study. We excluded 120 patients 
for the following reasons: duplicates (n = 5), missing or 
withdrew consent (n = 22), not enough blood for analysis 
(n = 85) and blood drawn after a cancer diagnosis was 
determined (n = 8) (Figure 1B). Of the remaining 753 pa-
tients, a total of 141 (19%) patients were diagnosed with 
cancer. Of these 141 patients with a cancer diagnosis, 111 
(15%) were diagnosed with cancer within 3 months, and 
30 patients (4%) were diagnosed in the remaining follow-
 up period.

A total of 27 patients were diagnosed with basal- cell 
carcinoma, 19 patients with the premalignant disease 
MGUS, t with IPMN, 3 with SSM and 1 with IHES. These 
53 patients were added to the group of 559 participants not 
diagnosed with cancer during the follow- up period and 
612 patients were therefore assigned to the non- cancer 
group (Figure 1B).
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The clinical characteristics of the study cohorts are 
shown in Table 1. The most common referral symptoms 
were unexplained weight loss (52%) (mean weight loss 
7.6 kg) and fatigue (37%). One hundred and thirty- five 
(18%) patients had a previously diagnosed cancer, and 24 
(18%) patients had active earlier cancer or signs of recur-
rence at time of inclusion.

The baseline clinical characteristics categorised by type 
of cancer diagnosed within 3 months is shown in Table S2.

3.2 | Cancer events

A detailed outline of time from blood sampling until a 
cancer is diagnosed is shown in Figure 1C. Sixty- six per 
cent of cancers were diagnosed within 1 month. The most 
common cancer diagnoses were lung cancer (n  =  21, 
15%), colorectal cancer (n  =  16, 11%) and breast cancer 
(n  =  11, 9%). Ten (7%) patients were diagnosed with a 
recurrence of earlier cancer. The number of each cancer 

T A B L E  1  Baseline characteristics of the 753 included patients with suspicion of cancer

No cancer diagnosis 
N = 612

Cancer diagnosis within 
3 months N = 111

Cancer diagnosis after 
3 months N = 30

Age, years, median (range) 69 (18– 98) 75 (21– 92) 73 (52– 85)

Male 260 (42%) 56 (50%) 15 (50%)

Female 352 (58%) 55 (50%) 15 (50%)

Tobacco, current/former user 353 (60%) 66 (59%) 18 (64%)

Alcohol, current/former user 144 (26%) 29 (26%) 8 (31%)

BMI, underweight (<18.5) 40 (7%) 10 (9%) 2 (7%)

BMI, normal weight (18.5– 25) 299 (49%) 51 (47%) 15 (52%)

BMI, overweight (25– 30) 158 (26%) 37 (34%) 9 (31%)

Obesity (>30) 108 (18%) 11 (10%) 3 (10%)

PS 0 478 (78%) 71 (63%) 19 (66%)

PS 1 107 (17%) 27 (24%) 10 (34%)

PS ≥2 24 (4%) 14 (13%) 0 (0%)

CCI 0 322 (53%) 53 (47%) 9 (31%)

CCI 1– 2 221 (36%) 40 (36%) 18 (62%)

CCI ≥3 69 (11%) 19 (17%) 2 (7%)

Diabetes 75 (12%) 15 (13%) 5 (17%)

Acute myocardial infarction 19 (3%) 2 (2%) 2 (7%)

Chronic heart failure 41 (7%) 14 (13%) 1 (3%)

Hypertension 126 (21%) 26 (23%) 4 (14%)

CEA, μg/L, median (range) 3 (1– 18) 2 (1– 1140) 2 (1– 7)

CEA, % with elevated levels 5% 26% 10%

CA 19– 9, kU/L, median (range) 9 (0.3– 4440) 17 (0.3– 33,200) 16 (0.3– 140)

CA 19– 9, % with elevated levels 11% 26% 24%

CA- 125, kU/L, median (range) 18 (0.2– 1010) 12 (3– 31,390) 10 (3– 2290)

CA- 125, % with elevated levels 6% 15% 13%

PSA, μg/L, median (range) 1 (0.1– 36) 2.8 (0.2– 1794) 1.3 (0.1– 7.6)

PSA, % with elevated levels 12% 35% 36%

CRP mg/L, median (range) 1.8 (0.1– 273) 6.9 (0.1– 131) 3.8 (0.5– 56.5)

CRP, % with elevated levels 15% 44% 34%

IL- 6 ng/L, median (range) 2.9 (0.4– 5000) 6.4 (0.4– 925) 6.7 (1.1– 19.2)

IL- 6, % with elevated levels 33% 60% 62%

YKL- 40 μg/L, median (range) 106 (20– 4640) 176 (24– 3035) 190 (31– 1093)

YKL- 40, % with elevated levels 25% 45% 37%

Note: Values are number (%) if not otherwise stated.
Abbreviations: BMI, body mass index; CA 19- 9, carbohydrate antigen; CCI, Charlson comorbidity index; CEA, carcinoembryonic antigen; CRP, C- reactive 
protein; DM, diabetes mellitus; IL- 6, interleukin 6; PS, performance status; PSA, prostate specific antigen.
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type, the number and type of former cancers, and number 
of patients with signs of active earlier cancer are shown in 
Table S3.

3.3 | Biomarkers in relation to 
cancer diagnosis

Among patients diagnosed with cancer within 3 months, 
44% had elevated CRP, 60% had elevated IL- 6 and 45% had 
elevated YKL- 40. For the patients diagnosed with cancer 
during the remaining follow- up period, 34% had elevated 
CRP, 62% had elevated IL- 6 and 37% had elevated YKL- 40 
(Table 1). In patients not diagnosed with cancer, 15% had 
elevated CRP, 33% had elevated IL- 6 and 25% had elevated 
YKL- 40.

Boxplots for each biomarker in the different groups 
(non- cancer group, cancer within 3 months and can-
cer during later follow- up) are shown in Figure  S1A– 
G. Patients diagnosed with cancer within 3 months had 
higher plasma CRP (p < 0.001), IL- 6 (p < 0.001), YKL- 40 
(p < 0.001), CA 19- 9 (p < 0.001), CEA (p < 0.001), CA- 125 
(p = 0.0075) and PSA (p < 0.001) than patients not diag-
nosed with cancer.

In patients diagnosed with cancer within 3 months, 
CRP correlated with IL- 6 (r = 0.75) and YKL- 40 (r = 0.42) 
and IL- 6 correlated with YKL- 40 (r = 0.46). In patients not 
diagnosed with cancer, CRP correlated with IL- 6 (r = 0.59) 
and YKL- 40 (r = 0.34), and IL- 6 with YKL- 40 (r = 0.54). 
In patients diagnosed with cancer, age was less correlated 
with the biomarkers (IL- 6 r = 0.31; YKL- 40 r = 0.24) than 
it was in patients not diagnosed with cancer (IL- 6 r = 0.36; 
YKL- 40 r = 0.42) (Table S4).

3.4 | Diagnostic accuracy of the 
biomarkers for detection of cancer

The unadjusted univariate analyses showed increased 
risk of cancer with increasing plasma CRP, IL- 6, YKL- 40, 
CEA, CA 19- 9, CA- 125, PSA, age, former cancer diagnosis 
and PS ≥2 (Figure 2A).

Table 2 shows the AUC, sensitivity (70%, 80% and 90%) 
and specificity for the biomarkers. Using a sensitivity of 
90%, corresponding to a cut- off for CRP > 16.5, the speci-
ficity of continuous CRP was 0.35, the positive predictive 
value was 0.39 and the negative predictive value was 0.88. 
Using a cut- off for CRP > 10 mg/L, the sensitivity was 0.44, 
specificity was 0.85, the positive predictive value was 0.35 
and the negative predictive value was 0.89.

The univariate age-  and sex- adjusted model using 
log2- transformed continuous variables showed that a 
doubling of CRP (OR = 1.30, 95% CI 1.18– 1.43, p < 0.001), 

IL- 6 (OR = 1.20, 95% CI 1.07– 1.34, p = 0.001) and YKL- 40 
(OR = 1.28, 95% CI 1.09– 1.51, p = 0.003) were associated 
with an increased risk of cancer.

When the biomarkers were used as dichotomized vari-
ables in the univariate age-  and gender- adjusted model, 
elevated CRP (>10 mg/L) (OR = 3.36, 95% CI 2.14– 5.28, 
p < 0.001), IL- 6 (>4.92 ng/L) (OR = 2.18, 95% CI 1.42– 3.36, 
p < 0.001) and YKL- 40 (>age- corrected 95th percentile 
age- corrected 95th percentile) (OR = 2.20, 95% CI 1.43– 
3.39, p < 0.001) were associated with an increased risk of 
cancer.

The ROC analysis of the non- adjusted log2- 
transformed variables showed that PSA (AUC = 0.72) and 
CRP (AUC = 0.69) had the highest AUC for the prediction 
of cancer. This was slightly lower for IL- 6 (AUC = 0.67) 
and YKL- 40 (AUC = 0.66) (Table 2). If CRP, IL- 6 and YKL- 
40 were combined, the AUC was 0.71 for predicting can-
cer in the cohort of patients with non- specific signs and 
symptoms of cancer. A combination of CRP, IL- 6, YKL- 40, 
CEA and CA 19- 9 was the best predictor of cancer (AUC 
of 0.77).

In multivariate analysis including continuous CRP, 
IL- 6, YKL- 40, CEA, CA 19- 9, age, sex (dichotomized), 
BMI (categorised), PS, CCI and a former cancer diagno-
sis (dichotomized), CRP (OR  =  1.28, 95% CI 1.12– 1.47, 
p < 0.001), CEA (OR  =  1.61, 1.41– 1.98, p < 0.001), CA 
19- 9 (OR = 1.15, 1.03– 1.29, p = 0.014), a 10- year increase 
in age (OR = 1.29, 1.02– 1.63, p = 0.037) and BMI 25– 30 
(OR = 1.80, 1.14– 2.83, p = 0.010) were associated with a 
cancer diagnosis (Figure 2B).

In multivariate analysis including dichotomized CRP, 
IL- 6, YKL- 40, CEA, CA 19- 9, age (continuous), sex, BMI 
(categorised), PS, CCI and a former cancer diagnosis, CRP 
(OR = 2.54, 95% CI 1.39– 4.66, p = 0.003), CEA (OR = 4.22, 
2.13– 8.34, p < 0.001), a 10- year increase in age (OR = 1.42, 
1.13– 1.80, p  =  0.003) and BMI 25– 30 (OR  =  1.66, 1.08– 
2.55, p = 0.022) were associated with a cancer diagnosis 
(Figure 2C).

3.5 | CRP, IL- 6, YKL- 40 and prediction of 
overall survival

A total of 106 of the 753 included patients (14%) died 
within the follow- up period. The cancer- specific mortality 
was 7.4% (56 patients). In the 141 patients diagnosed with 
cancer, the overall mortality was 47% (66 patients) during 
the follow- up period and the cancer- specific mortality was 
39% (55 patients). In the 612 patients not diagnosed with 
cancer, the overall mortality was 6% (37 patients). Patients 
referred to the diagnostic unit with elevated CRP, IL- 6 
or YKL- 40 had significantly (p < 0.001) shorter OS than 
patients with normal biomarker levels (Figure  3A– C). 
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Patients with combined high levels of CRP, IL- 6 and 
YKL- 40 had the shortest OS (HR  =  3.8, 95% CI 2.5– 5.9, 
p < 0.001) (Figure 3D). Patients with only elevated CEA, 
CA 19- 9, CA- 125 or PSA had significantly (p < 0.001) 
shorter OS than patients with normal biomarker levels 
(Figure 3E– H).

Patients referred to the diagnostic unit, with a cancer 
diagnosis, with only elevated IL- 6, CEA, CA 19- 9 or CA- 
125 had significantly shorter OS than patients with a can-
cer diagnosis, without elevated biomarkers (Figure S2).

In all 753 patients, multivariate analysis including age, 
sex, PS, CCI and dichotomized CRP, IL- 6, YKL- 40, CEA 
and CA 19- 9 showed that elevated IL- 6 (HR = 1.88, 95% CI 
1.14– 3.1, p = 0.013), CEA (HR = 2.54, 1.58– 4.1, p < 0.001), 
CA 19- 9 (HR  =  2.72, 1.77– 4.2, p < 0.001) and a 10- year 

increase in age (HR = 1.68, 1.34– 2.1, p < 0.001) were prog-
nostic for OS. Analysis of continuous biomarker variables 
showed that YKL- 40 (HR  =  1.23, 1.04– 1.40, p  =  0.015), 
CEA (HR = 1.18, 1.06– 1.3, p = 0.003), CA 19- 9 (HR = 1.23, 
1.13– 1.3, p < 0.001), a 10- year increase in age (HR = 1.54, 
1.23– 1.3, p < 0.001) and a PS of ≥2 (HR = 2.01, 1.01– 4.0, 
p = 0.046) were prognostic for OS (Table S4).

4  |  DISCUSSION

In 2012, the Danish Health Authority implemented a 
fast- track cancer patient pathway designed for patients 
with nonspecific signs and symptoms of cancer. The 
purpose was to reduce delays in the diagnosis of cancer 

F I G U R E  2  Graphical presentation of odds ratio (OR) and 95% confidence interval (CI) for univariable analysis (A), multivariate analysis 
using biomarkers as continuous values (B), and multivariate analysis using biomarkers as dichotomized values (C).
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F I G U R E  2   (Continued)
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and thereby enhance survival probability.33,34 In the 
Diagnostic Outpatient Clinic, a panel of routine blood 
tests was collected as part of initial screening and ad-
ditional tests could be ordered during the diagnostic 
work- up.

Inflammation is one of the hallmarks of cancer and 
plays an important role in cancer development and pro-
gression.10 Plasma concentrations of the inflammatory 
biomarkers CRP, IL- 6 and YKL- 40 are associated with 
poor prognosis in patients with advanced cancer.23– 27,32 

F I G U R E  3  Kaplan– Meier curves in all patients showing overall survival (OS) according to high versus. normal levels of CRP (A), IL- 6 
(B), YKL- 40 (C), combinations of CRP, IL- 6, YKL- 40 (D), CEA (E), CA 19– 9 (F), CA- 125 (G), and PSA (H).
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In this prospective biomarker study of 753 patients re-
ferred to a Diagnostic Outpatient Clinic in Denmark, 
111 patients (15%) were diagnosed with cancer within 
3 months. The diagnostic performance was best for 
plasma CRP compared to the other two inflammatory 
biomarkers. If the general cut- off for CRP (>10 mg/L) 
was used, the sensitivity was 0.44, specificity was 0.85, 
the positive predictive value was 0.35 and the negative 
predictive value was 0.89 for a cancer diagnosis. The 
multivariate analysis also showed that elevated CRP 
was associated with an increased risk of cancer. A pre-
vious study of patients referred to another Diagnostic 
Outpatient Clinic in Denmark also found that high CRP 
and soluble urokinase plasminogen activator recep-
tor were associated with cancer diagnosis.41 No earlier 
studies have evaluated the diagnostic utility of plasma 
IL- 6 and YKL- 40 in patients referred to a Diagnostic 
Outpatient Clinic with nonspecific signs and symptoms 
of cancer (Table S6).33– 41,45,46

Therefore, CRP alone cannot identify patients with 
cancer, but when elevated, it may be used to indicate 
whether further diagnostic evaluation is needed in pa-
tients with nonspecific signs and symptoms of cancer. We 
hope that there will be a general awareness of suspicion of 
cancer in a subject with nonspecific symptoms of cancer 
and with high plasma CRP and no known inflammatory 
disease.

In accordance with earlier studies of patients with can-
cer,23– 32,35,41 we found that high plasma concentrations 
of CRP, IL- 6 and YKL- 40 either alone or combined were 
associated with short OS in patients suspected of cancer. 
This was also found for CEA, CA 19- 9, PSA and CA- 125.

A limitation of our study was that the sample size of 
patients with the different types of cancer was small and 
too low to determine whether specific cancer types had 
higher levels of inflammatory biomarkers, and whether 
the diagnostic and prognostic utility of the biomarkers 
were different between the cancer types. Therefore, the 
study was not able to provide insight regarding the diag-
nostic and prognostic utility of the biomarkers tested re-
garding specific types of cancer.

A strength of our study is the large group of patients 
with nonspecific signs and symptoms of cancer referred 
to a Diagnostic Unit. But a limitation of this explorative 
study of the diagnostic utility of plasma CRP, IL- 6 and 
YKL- 40 in detection of cancer is the lack of a validation 
cohort. A much larger study, with longer follow- up time, is 
needed to better determine the risk of false negatives, false 
positives and overdiagnosis. The potential consequences 
should also be studied at the societal and the patient level 
if plasma CRP is included as a routine biomarker in pa-
tients referred with nonspecific signs and symptoms of 
cancer to a Diagnostic Unit. We have recently started to 

include more patients in the MICA study (up to 3000) for 
this purpose.

In conclusion, our study showed that plasma CRP, IL- 6 
and YKL- 40 alone or combined cannot be used to iden-
tify patients with cancer. However, it did indicate that a 
combination of CRP, IL- 6, YKL- 40, CEA and CA 19- 9 can 
identify a subgroup of patients with nonspecific signs and 
symptoms of cancer who will develop cancer, and that 
they have a very poor prognosis if all biomarkers are ele-
vated. Further studies are needed before the low- cost bio-
marker CRP can be recommended to be used to indicate 
whether further diagnostic evaluation is needed when 
patients present with nonspecific signs and symptoms of 
cancer.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
Alex Neergaard Videmark: Data curation (lead); formal 
analysis (supporting); writing –  original draft (lead); writ-
ing –  review and editing (equal). Ib J Christensen: Formal 
analysis (lead). Claus Larsen Feltoft: Conceptualization 
(equal); funding acquisition (equal); writing –  review and 
editing (equal). Mette Jegstrup Villadsen: Data cura-
tion (supporting); writing –  review and editing (equal). 
Frederikke Borg: Data curation (equal). Barbara Meyer 
Jørgensen: Data curation (equal). Stig E Bojesen: 
Conceptualization (equal); writing –  review and editing 
(equal). Caroline Michaela Kistorp: Conceptualization 
(equal); writing –  review and editing (equal). Randi 
Kjaersgaard Ugleholdt: Conceptualization (equal); 
data curation (equal); writing –  review and editing (lead). 
Julia S. Johansen: Conceptualization (lead); data cura-
tion (equal); funding acquisition (equal); writing –  review 
and editing (lead).

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
Biomedical laboratory technicians Ulla Kjaerulff- Hansen, 
Marianne Sørensen and Syela Azemovski, Department 
of Medicine, Herlev Hospital are thanked for determi-
nations of the plasma concentrations of IL- 6 and YKL- 
40. The nurse Rikke Frederiksen is thanked for her help 
in coordinating the inclusions of patients in the MICA 
study. Many thanks to the staff at the Department of 
Clinical Biochemistry, Herlev Hospital for handling the 
blood samples. Many thanks to all the patients included 
in the MICA study. The Department of Oncology, Herlev 
Hospital is thanked for funding of the IL- 6 and YKL- 40 
ELISA kits

FUNDING INFORMATION
The salaries of ANV, FH and BMJ and analysis of CRP, 
IL- 6 and YKL- 40 were paid by the Departments of 
Medicine and Oncology, Herlev and Gentofte Hospital, 
Denmark.



   | 6687VIDEMARK et al.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
The authors declare no conflict of interest.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
The dataset generated during the current study is avail-
able after approval from the study group and the Danish 
Data Protection Agency.

CONSENT FOR PUBLICATION
Obtained from all authors.

ORCID
Alex N. Videmark   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-8212-8774 
Stig E. Bojesen   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4061-4133 
Caroline Kistorp   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-3019-6775 
Randi Ugleholdt   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-6656-0137 
Julia S. Johansen   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-4217-6560 

REFERENCES
 1. Ferlay J, Colombet M, Soerjomataram I, et al. Estimating the 

global cancer incidence and mortality in 2018: GLOBOCAN 
sources and methods. Int J Cancer. 2019;144:1941- 1953.

 2. Rahib L, Wehner MR, Matrisian LM, Nead KT. Estimated pro-
jection of US cancer incidence and death to 2040. JAMA Netw 
Open. 2021;4:e214708.

 3. Parker C, Castro E, Fizazi K, et al. Prostate cancer: ESMO clin-
ical practice guidelines for diagnosis, treatment and follow- up. 
Ann Oncol. 2020;31:1119- 1134.

 4. Vogel A, Cervantes A, Chau I, et al. Hepatocellular carcinoma: 
ESMO clinical practice guidelines for diagnosis, treatment and 
follow- up. Ann Oncol. 2019;30:871- 873.

 5. Argilés G, Tabernero J, Labianca R, et al. Localised colon can-
cer: ESMO clinical practice guidelines for diagnosis, treatment 
and follow- up. Ann Oncol. 2020;31:1291- 1305.

 6. Locker GY, Hamilton S, Harris J, et al. ASCO 2006 update of 
recommendations for the use of tumor markers in gastrointes-
tinal cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2006;24:5313- 5327.

 7. Ducreux M, Cuhna AS, Caramella C, et al. Cancer of the 
pancreas: ESMO clinical practice guidelines for diagno-
sis, treatment and follow- up. Ann Oncol. 2015;26(Suppl 
5):v56- v68.

 8. Sohal DPS, Kennedy EB, Cinar P, et al. Metastatic pancre-
atic cancer: ASCO guideline update. J Clin Oncol. 2020;38: 
3217- 3230.

 9. Ledermann JA, Raja FA, Fotopoulou C, Gonzalez- Martin A, 
Colombo N, Sessa C. Newly diagnosed and relapsed epi-
thelial ovarian carcinoma: ESMO clinical practice guide-
lines for diagnosis, treatment and follow- up. Ann Oncol. 
2013;24:vi24- vi32.

 10. Hanahan D. Hallmarks of cancer: new dimensions. Cancer 
Discov. 2022;12:31- 46.

 11. Crawford HC, Pasca di Magliano M, Banerjee S. Signaling 
networks that control cellular plasticity in pancreatic 

tumorigenesis, progression, and metastasis. Gastroenterology. 
2019;156:2073- 2084.

 12. Tuomisto AE, Mäkinen MJ, Väyrynen JP. Systemic inflamma-
tion in colorectal cancer: underlying factors, effects, and prog-
nostic significance. World J Gastroenterol. 2019;25:4383- 4404.

 13. Altorki NK, Markowitz GJ, Gao D, et al. The lung microenvi-
ronment: an important regulator of tumour growth and metas-
tasis. Nat Rev Cancer. 2019;19:9- 31.

 14. Kalluri R. The biology and function of fibroblasts in cancer. Nat 
Rev Cancer. 2016;16:582- 598.

 15. Turley SJ, Cremasco V, Astarita JL. Immunological hallmarks 
of stromal cells in the tumour microenvironment. Nat Rev 
Immunol. 2015;15:669- 682.

 16. Michels N, van Aart C, Morisse J, Mullee A, Huybrechts I. 
Chronic inflammation towards cancer incidence: a systematic 
review and meta- analysis of epidemiological studies. Crit Rev 
Oncol Hematol. 2020;157:103177.

 17. Sproston NR, Ashworth JJ. Role of C- reactive protein at sites of 
inflammation and infection. Front Immunol. 2018;9:754.

 18. Johnson DE, O'Keefe RA, Grandis JR. Targeting the IL- 6/
JAK/STAT3 signalling axis in cancer. Nat Rev Clin Oncol. 
2018;15:234- 248.

 19. Jones SA, Jenkins BJ. Recent insights into targeting the IL- 6 
cytokine family in inflammatory diseases and cancer. Nat Rev 
Immunol. 2018;18:773- 789.

 20. Zhao T, Su Z, Li Y, Zhang X, You Q. Chitinase- 3 like- protein- 1 
function and its role in diseases. Signal Transduct Target Ther. 
2020;5:201.

 21. West NR. Coordination of immune- stroma crosstalk by IL- 6 
family cytokines. Front Immunol. 2019;10:1093.

 22. Lee JW, Stone ML, Porrett PM, et al. Hepatocytes direct the 
formation of a pro- metastatic niche in the liver. Nature. 
2019;567:249- 252.

 23. Vainer N, Dehlendorff C, Johansen JS. Systematic literature re-
view of IL- 6 as a biomarker or treatment target in patients with 
gastric, bile duct, pancreatic and colorectal cancer. Oncotarget. 
2018;9:29820- 29841.

 24. Liao C, Yu Z, Guo W, et al. Prognostic value of circulating in-
flammatory factors in non- small cell lung cancer: a systematic 
review and meta- analysis. Cancer Biomark. 2014;14:469- 481.

 25. Ding X, Zhang J, Liu D, et al. Serum expression level of IL- 6 
at the diagnosis time contributes to the long- term prognosis of 
SCLC patients. J Cancer. 2018;9:792- 796.

 26. Noman AS, Uddin M, Chowdhury AA, et al. Serum sonic 
hedgehog (SHH) and interleukin- (IL- 6) as dual prognostic 
biomarkers in progressive metastatic breast cancer. Sci Rep. 
2017;7:1796.

 27. Lippitz BE, Harris RA. Cytokine patterns in cancer patients: a 
review of the correlation between interleukin 6 and prognosis. 
Onco Targets Ther. 2016;5:e1093722.

 28. Allin KH, Bojesen SE, Johansen JS, Nordestgaard BG. Cancer 
risk by combined levels of YKL- 40 and C- reactive protein in the 
general population. Br J Cancer. 2012;106:199- 205.

 29. Johansen JS, Bojesen SE, Mylin AK, Frikke- Schmidt R, Price 
PA, Nordestgaard BG. Elevated plasma YKL- 40 predicts in-
creased risk of gastrointestinal cancer and decreased survival 
after any cancer diagnosis in the general population. J Clin 
Oncol. 2009;27:572- 578.

 30. Johansen JS, Bojesen SE, Tybjaerg- Hansen A, Mylin AK, 
Price PA, Nordestgaard BG. Plasma YKL- 40 and total and 

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8212-8774
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8212-8774
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8212-8774
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4061-4133
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4061-4133
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3019-6775
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3019-6775
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3019-6775
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6656-0137
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6656-0137
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6656-0137
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4217-6560
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4217-6560
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4217-6560


6688 |   VIDEMARK et al.

disease- specific mortality in the general population. Clin Chem. 
2010;56:1580- 1591.

 31. Kjaergaard AD, Nordestgaard BG, Johansen JS, Bojesen SE. 
Observational and genetic plasma YKL- 40 and cancer in 
96,099 individuals from the general population. Int J Cancer. 
2015;137:2696- 2704.

 32. Bian B, Li L, Yang J, et al. Prognostic value of YKL- 40 in solid 
tumors: a meta- analysis of 41 cohort studies. Cancer Cell Int. 
2019;19:259.

 33. Ingeman ML, Christensen MB, Bro F, Knudsen ST, Vedsted 
P. The Danish cancer pathway for patients with serious non- 
specific symptoms and signs of cancer- a cross- sectional study 
of patient characteristics and cancer probability. BMC Cancer. 
2015;15:421.

 34. Bislev LS, Bruun BJ, Gregersen S, Knudsen ST. Prevalence of 
cancer in Danish patients referred to a fast- track diagnostic 
pathway is substantial. Dan Med J. 2015;62(9):A5138.

 35. Jorgensen SF, Ravn P, Thorsen S, Worm SW. Characteristics and 
outcome in patients with non- specific symptoms and signs of 
cancer referred to a fast track cancer patient pathway; a retro-
spective cohort study. BMC Cancer. 2017;17:809.

 36. Lebech AM, Gaardsting A, Loft A, et al. Whole- body (18)F- FDG 
PET/CT is superior to CT as first- line diagnostic imaging in pa-
tients referred with serious nonspecific symptoms or signs of 
cancer: a randomized prospective study of 200 patients. J Nucl 
Med. 2017;58:1058- 1064.

 37. Moseholm E, Lindhardt BO. Patient characteristics and cancer 
prevalence in the Danish cancer patient pathway for patients 
with serious non- specific symptoms and signs of cancer- a na-
tionwide, population- based cohort study. Cancer Epidemiol. 
2017;50:166- 172.

 38. Naeser E, Fredberg U, Moller H, Vedsted P. Clinical characteris-
tics and risk of serious disease in patients referred to a diagnos-
tic Centre: a cohort study. Cancer Epidemiol. 2017;50:158- 165.

 39. Naeser E, Moller H, Fredberg U, Frystyk J, Vedsted P. Routine 
blood tests and probability of cancer in patients referred with 
non- specific serious symptoms: a cohort study. BMC Cancer. 
2017;17:817.

 40. Naeser E, Moller H, Fredberg U, Vedsted P. Mortality of pa-
tients examined at a diagnostic Centre: a matched cohort study. 
Cancer Epidemiol. 2018;55:130- 135.

 41. Rasmussen LJH, Schultz M, Gaardsting A, et al. Inflammatory 
biomarkers and cancer: CRP and suPAR as markers of incident 

cancer in patients with serious nonspecific symptoms and signs 
of cancer. Int J Cancer. 2017;141:191- 199.

 42. Knudsen LS, Christensen IJ, Lottenburger T, et al. Pre- analytical 
and biological variability in circulating interleukin 6 in healthy 
subjects and patients with rheumatoid arthritis. Biomarkers. 
2008;13:59- 78.

 43. Bojesen SE, Johansen JS, Nordestgaard BG. Plasma YKL- 40 lev-
els in healthy subjects from the general population. Clin Chim 
Acta. 2011;412:709- 712.

 44. Altman DG, McShane LM, Sauerbrei W, Taube SE. Reporting 
recommendations for tumor marker prognostic stud-
ies (REMARK): explanation and elaboration. PLoS Med. 
2012;9:e1001216.

 45. Moller M, Juvik B, Olesen SC, et al. Diagnostic property of di-
rect referral from general practitioners to contrast- enhanced 
thoracoabdominal CT in patients with serious but non- specific 
symptoms or signs of cancer: a retrospective cohort study on 
cancer prevalence after 12 months. BMJ Open. 2019;9:e032019.

 46. Rasmussen LJH, Schultz M, Iversen K, et al. Soluble urokinase 
plasminogen activator receptor (suPAR) is lower in disease- free 
patients but cannot rule out incident disease in patients with 
suspected cancer. Clin Biochem. 2020;84:31- 37.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information can be found online 
in the Supporting Information section at the end of this 
article.

How to cite this article: Videmark AN, 
Christensen IJ, Feltoft CL, et al. Combined plasma 
C- reactive protein, interleukin 6 and YKL- 40 for 
detection of cancer and prognosis in patients with 
serious nonspecific symptoms and signs of cancer. 
Cancer Med. 2023;12:6675-6688. doi:10.1002/
cam4.5455

https://doi.org/10.1002/cam4.5455
https://doi.org/10.1002/cam4.5455

	Combined plasma C-reactive protein, interleukin 6 and YKL-40 for detection of cancer and prognosis in patients with serious nonspecific symptoms and signs of cancer
	Abstract
	1|INTRODUCTION
	2|MATERIALS AND METHODS
	2.1|Study design
	2.2|Inclusion in the present biomarker study of CRP, IL-6, and YKL-40
	2.3|Study objectives
	2.4|Setting, source population and organisation of the diagnostic cancer patient pathway
	2.5|Data sources and covariates
	2.6|Blood sample collection
	2.7|Biochemical analysis
	2.8|Statistical analysis

	3|RESULTS
	3.1|Patient characteristics
	3.2|Cancer events
	3.3|Biomarkers in relation to cancer diagnosis
	3.4|Diagnostic accuracy of the biomarkers for detection of cancer
	3.5|CRP, IL-6, YKL-40 and prediction of overall survival

	4|DISCUSSION
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	FUNDING INFORMATION
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	CONSENT FOR PUBLICATION
	REFERENCES


