245 4 Aan Vol. 24, No. 4
201244 Chinese Bulletin of Life Sciences Apr., 2012
XE/S: 1004-0374(2012)04-0310-06

AT e

O OE . EW AN S T A EE M ZRL RS AL BRIR AL ™ A 1) ATP 21t

JoE AN B IR AR T o, AR AL Th BE PRI
CIBUIN VL Fi e S U S RN I Mk T

SR ERREL

A
R KA B B S B AR PR 2R, it

AsB L

DN

210009)

LIEHW A MEA, b

ALK, g 40 B 4 A7 S B IR A B A 0 i el T b A Y BEAN
AR BRI TR, A 2 B I R A S AL B IR AL D RE A2 SE B 1

IR AT SRR TR AR ) X3 B N At 2 PR 3R (B e R B IR SRR AL L ARSI . mtDNA SRAZ4E )

LR TERIIEE R
KRR « MR B SRR

FE4EE : R730; R73-34 TRRFRERD : A

Energy metabolism of cancer: glycolysis or oxidative phosphorylation?

ZHENG lJie
(Department of Pathology, School of Medicine, Southeast University, Nanjing 210009, China)

Abstract: Metabolic activities in normal cells rely primarily on mitochondrial oxidative phosphorylation
(OXPHOS) to generate ATP for the energy. Unlike normal cells, glycolysis is enhanced and OXPHOS capacity is
reduced in various cancer cells. It has long been believed that glycolytic phenotype in cancer is due to a permanent
impairment of mitochondrial OXPHOS proposed by Otto Warburg. This view is challenged by recent investigations,
which found that the function of mitochondrial OXPHOS in most cancers is intact. Aerobic glycolysis in many
cancers is mainly caused by various factors (e.g., oncogenes, tumor suppressors, hypoxia microenvironment,
mtDNA mutation, et al.). This article reviews recent advances on this issue.
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TE 40 I i G AR A A A 2 R A
2 b AR N TS BEFR L (oxidative phosphorylation,
OXPHOS), XFCH Jy Bk Tt MFWm.
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HHTA E R (aerobic glycolysis), XFiE LIRA
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e 40 B AN AR KR R e A, o e AR T
AW R SRR . iR AR X R e A T R A
20 2 20 AR 15 [F B 2K Otto Warburg WL %%
B, WCLFR Warburg %W

JibgRg A — e e, B AP AR H O
AR RE A, B[R] — b, P ) R PR AN [) ik e
A AR T X R 220 BRI
S R 4 M ) AR T 2, (R Eek R A Ak R AL

{I5%F Al ATP A Py oaik, 5 L8 e i 2R Ko 7
H, OXPHOS 42 ] RE & 4% L EAEH . ZIKI/JEHfPﬁ
A1 RS R AR A S OXPHOS (1) ) U — 2k
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R 1 At X b vty 22 1) 7 g 7 2UAE 1A ok R o e £
BNk, WA WERER AR N R UL PR A 2 T Al
ZU e AR R R PR U2, B AR L 2 2 AR
B 2 R ik At B M# A OXPHOS & — %
AR IE A I R OB B R A M AT, AT AR
2 ATP, EIRA Y NEIRAEAA R T, HEA
SRR A AL B S L5 S A(acety]-CoA, Ac-CoA)
G, SEWE OGRS MATRIR, JT I =R IR G R
(tricarboxylic acid cycle, TCA cycle) 1 OXPHOS ( AJ
PLF= 4 36 A~ ATP). [ L, AT R S TCA 1 35
A1 OXPHOS M J5Ukt. FESRESAT T, P I U 4
FLER I &M A(lactate dehydrogenase A, LDH-A) i& Ji
HFLER, HEH A sh.

R B (17 HH 2 40 ) B 2 0 7 SR AR HH R — I
Moo PRI, 4 ATP £ H B 20 M DR A0 ] B A
55 B AN [R] T A BT AN | B 4 3 2 S 0 e i A
OXPHOS IX Wy Fiig 12K 77 4 ATP, 2 13X 1 fift ™
REIRAZ A0 20 i 7™ e v 1 A8 DS A 55 0 48 i 1) AN [)
A 22 e IEW AN AL, 25
OXPHOS " ATP, iX—id FEH L T 4n Mo A T 7=
REHEL IR 70% ; MAEGAN DL, BERE IS VA &
nR, FH M2 PR i AT 52 3501 OXPHOS T g 95 o
DR, S AR R OXPHOS AH H. T 4 35 /) 4 R 41
M RE B Pl BT 4 iR R ATP Db — W 4k, W iR
OXPHOS DRSS, BHIFMR 1 HI 0 AR EE G 5 A fig
YEFF NN RE R o Sk W R OXPHOS DIfiEIEH
IR ST AN R AR R TR AR R A IR S I, X
FEA RedEFra b s P ¥ 5 IER A RAR, £
KR AR AT UL A B A, HT LARE AR 2™
fie 738, H) Warburg R0

2 MEEREARREAR

i JeE 4 i A e AR B IE 40 A IR O A
[A], & AT TRERE I & 2 B A 2 2 e % (glutamine) $EHL,
WEAT A7 SRR e, &5 7 R KR FLIR AN /b B ATP.
R SO S PR, AR IR A B R
R B R]— e A [ ik e 4 B A A T X
AR 2N . (EAT — R I IR 4 M AR T
FIFAE— AR, T2 B A TR B IR AR AT AN A
A, HH R R A A5 e 20 Ji BE £ AN 1R AR A7 A
Ty PREFIEFEIE AR
21 EEREX S SR

Ji9eg T A M SRR AR BE AN ), AERT
A R 0 S 2 T R B TR AR, T LR R A 0o e 9B

s ATP DTkt AN 1%~64% ANZE Y, 40, Su-
ganuma 5 P FPREREMEAN I 2- B -D- HZTHE (2-
deoxy-D-glucose, 2-DG) Al OXPHOS I ] 71| 5 #f %%
(oligomycin) 5T T 4 R M40 i, 45 I NB4
XS 2-DG L HA 3 B Mgk, BRitk, NB4 4H
JHLA DA Ay e 0 PR A 2 TR ) (1 I A0 B e 5 1 I
Y THP-1 21 B HI XS 2-DG #KHT, 1HAF 55 288
J&, DA, THP-1 44 Ja 4 0 8 J2 OXPHOS i 11
ML 40 o X SERIFFE 45 AR 7R AN [F] e (1) fig = AX
WA RN, kPR EAW 2 Wa T b
I, NSRS A R i) e ARSI, XFEARE
PR T HR YT R

Warburg WA & VIR 41 i 2 fir DL AT 46008 9% 1
Vo0 A= ZERE AU 5 X DR A 8 4 2 br 4 Dy fig
HH AN P A (R 4405 T 3 35000, AR — WA H R
ARG AN 8 40 i o e f 2 b T
PEREEIEH] T OXPHOS, M EZbi A hfE AN ]
T (7, T A TR A R A, )T b
L RLA ) OXPHOS™ . {140, Fantin 25 1 f) %2
B Y FL W i S5 A (LDH-A) %% #7046 5, OXPHOS
T TGO, IXAE AT RME TR I A ek /D 1) ATP
X — W 58 7 I 98 A0 PR VR B 00 B IR A OE AN 2 i
T2 KAk OXPHOS ik [, i 1 30 BK 1045 15 A
T LR ) OXPHOS. Fantin 45 [7] It ) 42 3]
Yy LDH-A #4060 S5, i 4n i i) AR KR R B0
PEHE R B, B UIIE55 1) OXPHOS Jif AT AN RE i A2 b
AN A KT K, $E78 LDH-A 2 I8 iy #E

F T 3 7 A2 T e 6 40 Jif AL ATP (1) DT ik — AN
It 50%~60%", K 1t, OXPHOS 17 %} I8 41 g 1)
ATP A5 A M 0 vT ke A 090 S 7% BAR N il oJee 4 i
(HL60. HeLa. 143B 1 U937) #li/e: LAk {A OXPHOS
KR AN AE K Y, (HX P S AR BRI A
SR AEAS, fltn, E #E HeLa 40 M AL IR g
MCF-7 40 Jfd /v 1E & 1% &L, OXPHOS *f 4 Jitu ATP
(K TTHR 20 59 4 79% F1 91%, (HAEHAN, XA
HR AT 20 791 B4 2] 29% AT 36%",  HE 75 Jil 8 41w 11
Wi 5 22 1] g S B4 K . Moreno-Séanchez 45 U
L 7E JE AP 253 T 4 L B AR OWHE IR A A R e
AU R E A, EAT A A S L 41 e LA
OXPHOS {4 I S B =g ik 12, B0 & 0 9% @
A1 OXPHOS i £ 4, FE L6 00, i J8d 40 e i1
OXPHOS [ 5y R 5 28 vy 1 1 40 i o 503 7
SERHIE N G AN G S35 0 52 5 40 B 25 1 58 2 11
RRifk, HATBRHIR AR 7 R SRR A
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MR MG 1, AEREAT OXPHOS, 7=/ ATP, {HLL
I AN U

Smolkova %5 U iR 2 ok R rb AR 2
VU B BE (waves). 25— B BE o T 41 i % 40 B B,
FERI A ERE A R S0 . 28 i BOh B
S B, 45 HIF. AMPK Fl NF-xB %515 52 1%
NG o B — AN R B DN o B A R R I
Warburg 2%, OXPHOS 5z 2|, 25 =K Bt A1k
BB B, BB B TR AR K, S EUE SRS
=, it LKB-AMPK-p53 #4128k ( il )PI3K-Akt-
mTOR &1%, FfFAED R Egfe, 45 AL dohigm)
OXPHOS 3 2|l 73 k&, X H 5 Myce /T 14
AW NEEN TCATEIA — 2 KR BIUHBA
LERLARTRE BB, K OXPHOS. B HE < 4i
AT R, e AR T UR AN AL, Zoki
A4 1y B AL A, = s 240 L P 5 a4 R

A NF2 H 1) il X n) Warburg 248 (reverse
Warburg effect) th 52 £ It 245 OXPHOS Thfig .
FT 18 R ] Warburg 250N 2 F8 I8 J& ] 11 9 AH OC e -
4E4H Y (carcinoma-associated fibroblasts, CAFs) £
M AE R, Be s AU e ) A U, X e
CAFs B8 A B FLIR 1 4 5 P 1 1% vl e b Rz
Jis 4 M HH A RE &R U, E N TCA i 3, A H
OXPHOS =4 ATP!), S I g AN B4l 2 g 4
JHL Ry e, e g R TR 5 40 L 0 35 AN T 4y i
[FAA . IXF AT RETE AR, DA R s 40 i 5 W) A
FEALHEAL (co-evolution) 1EHE, U7 JFieg 4 il “ #
7 TR, R TR) TR AT A AN i i AR B CAFs, |
s 41 Pt A% R i 98 AH D% B I 41 Y (tumor-associated
macrophages, TAMs), 1 0L 40 B A% s i 87 AH O rh
PRI (tumor-associated neutrophils, TANs) 45, iX
L6 fib e A DG ) T) 5 240 i AN (7] D >R 1 1 40 M,
FELE B FI M AL s, SLARU 25 R AR AH . 2
A%, e S g A ) OC R AT AR G R . AR
CA ARG S e 20 i D] g 4 1T - 500 e
SRR R R I LRI ARVE A R AR, e gL
b e e 4 i s ] L TR) 5 40 1 4 fe k), AEFLIR
It & B(LDH-B) 46 T #A2 leA g, S8 5 1E
e R A BEAT OXPHOS™ '™, Mk, R i i 5
B 40 AN AR Al L DR 7 A As i, fefe AR B
WA, EAVER T 4 AR LA 4A (metabolic
symbiont). X EERIFFTHE S MR S0 HT FLIR I 77 2
T, BOAFLIR P R e A4, [RJ N A BATH]
AN LA R e vE 9T R FE A T R TR

AT 2 e 40 A OR B AT OXPHOS Ll e 1 4
N AT A A AR IR AR A R L S AR R AR ?
B GURAT LR JL Ao (1) W B A B8 35 5 e 40 fifw
PR Mg AR I IE R AZURE, ST E e
i, TR K SRS A R T, PR
oY R [ TCA 734 (truncated TCA cycle) [ H i) =
YIIELF TR M A M T Az R . TR s R B
M (2) HOAR B % f% Lk OXPHOS 7= 4= ATP /b,
B¢ Lk OXPHOS fig HE Pt = A ATP, IXARIE 5 PR
AR R AN 7 Rk M — ok b, PR AE K
() 4 B LU 248 A A 1) 4 B S AR AR A, T 23 AT
20 B DA At OXPHOS™ 51 41 FH i e A 90 61 551) 3-
RN M % (3-bromopyruvate, 3-BP) >k iA 7 IR, ‘&
X RS TH A A IR IR AR A 28, AHR IR Ee 2z 18 AR G
(IR WA 22 D AVE T () AR A2 i 4 2335
FEAERIIR G, WA LE I ORAIE T i ed 40 B A 3K PfAS
R B IR B Ao WA = A B LR
e 4 A, MRS R . XA IR A IR L
IR0 I AL AR, AR Rg 2 251 2 A
(R, e T T e e A i ) A AR I R . (4) Y
TR G ARV IR BE IR H R0, P AR TR AR R
(reactive oxygen species, ROS) Mgt AH N5 />, X w]
REVR I ROS S 98 40 i (1) B 2k

AR, JMRg 41 W] e Ok BT OXPHOS L figJ
ANGE T M98 41 M e AT 26 Rk OXPHOS #ifi, fiLe
I8 VB IR A S PR T bR Th e a0 s 22,
TR LC 54 G FE TR P R 4 N e b R Ry . #RE 1 TCA
AN 2 AR i e ol /D IR I BE IR R B . ATP 75
J B A G . 2Rk DNA (mtDNA) X 460
PR AR 1 2 T
2.2 FLRhEMAaR sEF AR MERIEAREERIE

AR AE 0 2 BRI R L Y
T ) L), 5T 2500 A A2 M — (1) 40 Jf e ok
U, AN A Z B AR S (glutaminolysis) 7] GE 2
— LR 1 ) AR RE R IR AR BN, DR iR
2 i A7 9 FE R B 2 R 1R R AR 1979 4,
Reitzer %5 ™ g $12 i 15 7% ¥) HeLa 41 J /2 F FH 45
Tk fre 7 A BEAE A I R kUi, B S Bl 2 SOk RoE
2T e mT ot P e A P A g R IR B2
PEAH L, A 2 A A e e R 5 AN D 35 26 e 8 4
f, JEAE I BT R g U

B AW NG L N E Ak ASCT2 HEAN4IM )5, 1E
2 WE N B (glutaminase, GLS) MI/E T, KM &
BRIMR (glutamate) FZ . %R 5 - B A H
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R &h A JE A e H K (glutathione, GSH). GSH
JVPARET NMET 4R, 25 AR A E
SRS, AN EERPUEA N T BERIR
WA AR Y, o- i 1R (a-ketoglutarate, a-KG), I
A TCA 13347 OXPHOS, 4l g it v AR i
PIRIRE &, XFRE DUAEBRLY TCA IR W] 2,
BT by PR 2 S R A TR T A A S 1) TCA G i
NIEEE, A/ BEA R A AR s L T, 45
SN ) AR A g A M B it Y. X — A
Bk A, AR UE W] e 4 i 2 e 8 41 Ff OXPHOS ;™
= ATP (1),

EAT— B0, e 40 8 2 2 It e 1) 4
5 3 Mye IECA IR KGR (WF ). H Myce
I DR % /N UV 6 1 2T 4E 40 B (mouse embryonic
fibroblasts, MEF), 4% 5 3 MEF X 4 2 Wt i 1) A7
B3I, 4 RNA T4 (RNA interference, RNAI)
N Mye FERIFIE, WU AT AR AN ) 45 S It I (1 ik
AR Y AR AR S RS R R AR 1 S Myc
AIRKIHR AR T L BRI A0 K 5 TR B B IR I et
Y, K TR ET, X — RS Myc iE T
T, AFETRETHUE (HH PR B R 77
SERE TR N AT Edn i, )3 550 Mye 3 11 RO 97
T2 PO, BRSO TR iR, A S AR i
Al RS LU TP A BT B LF (VR T7 2R . Rk
PRI DL A AR 1 2 o 40 PRt T o sk i oy 7R 55 At
BARRRIRe . A AN A S B 1 AR AR
WF IR0 i, ol tan, 2 PR AR R I, Rt
IR AR L T IR0 440 M ] DK P 4 i OXPHOS™

3 EERMAEERENSR S IREEHAMEE R
B REEE RS

A AT 2 T 968 A A SRR 1 At X IR A )
AT, IR R A AR R e BT Y R
SR HE DRI SRR ARG R B,

S HE ) Ras 1 Myc 1) 58 A Bl i 3 1 A8 8% 1 b
Je TP R AR LIRS, e AT R U A e e 4 )
FRAVH 0] WEIER . Ras AL PI3K-Akt-mTOR {55
& 4248 mTOR ¥#3%, mTOR nf A AR 5 2 N
(hypoxia inducible factor, HIF) & i P 5 (i 3k b 1%
fift o HIF 2 40 o 17 3 I ol 460 0 B PR 356 110 75 A 1 o
SRR, R BE IR SE A R B, w9710
(DB R A2 S 7 R 1 2%, A v o ) o A X 1Rl 1
(14 1. mTOR B& T 0 4 5 HIF ik sh B, sk wy
FLHE BB RE AR O SR ARIRTT, A 2K 1R S 3 b

INESTVE L b mil

PEMR AR, XM
U2 PRI 1 3 D e L IR L

EN
MRk, g Rl
JHu4h

Myc == EE7E W 5 11 52 Wi Ji 87 40 L ) Warburg 2%
I, — 7 T W e A DGR R R & 1, 9 — 7 Tl
BN WA P Myc S5m0 IZ B S A
T, BB 221K 15% B NI R SR IE, B H5 4 I A
A GLUT JERFEIE, X FEAL I8 40 1 (1) e 5 AT
1] Warburg 24 % . Myc 14 68 {1 14F i 40 i 75 2 9t i (1)
TEIBCFIACH, AT A4 28 LG AR 7 ) o-KG BEA
TCA 1§ ¥ 2k 17 OXPHOS, & 41 Jf $2 it fig . 4
Myec B4 4 Z B AR 0 4n it pe iy, 40 s
PO XA AR . 55 Ras il i) PI3K-Akt-mTOR
55 AR TR AN A, Myc 39Ny 28 BhiA i
FFEAIS PIBK-Akt {75 5 1% 4%, i ] PI3K-Akt 5 5
AT ) B A R, (RIS A
R KR Y,

A5 41942, Ras Fl Myc 75 5% W 8 40 fo 4 ¢
WIS, BE PR 5l TCA Ja 3 (1 VF 22 18] = ) A, 2k 98
A AR T R JEURE 524, o e i
GERNSIEPLE S e

JHRE I B 1 pS3 R, HAT 2R
Y ohhe, GERAERae AR, B/ P OXPHOS
HNUBE PR 2 () Py st B 22 A (5. p53 23 1) i e 4 i
R I A A LU A9 T vy B, AEEF AR pS3 10
44 W e HCT116 40 v, B 9 % %) ATP 1) o1 iR 11
40% FriAi, TMAE p53 5878 B (R 40 Mo b, W I A 5
ATP [ SRR U b 2 66% 7e 47 B p53 3% T 5K
B e A LU A T e R S RS 2 07 T, IR ST,
p53 U 4 B e iz B LR GLUTT 1 GLUTA4 1)
Fik, FHFUMEAECHEMNE B 2 (synthesis of
cytochrome c oxidase 2, SCO2) Fl p53 175 S HH I A1
JAT1 57 A (TP53-induced glycolysis and apoptosis-
regulator, TIGAR) ik (K 1), [Ft, p53 40 ke
S AU RN IR 52 Wi A A0 0 A, {2 F OXPHOS.
SCO2 KIMEH &S A3 an (i 3 C A0l (fr T
AR EE R BRIV ), B S Ek R AL AT
Fo p53 JIE AT BRAK SCO2 3P, MM 8Lk ki 1A
OXPHOS 632451 9. TIGAR il i 2 IR A% T
a0 M B HE -2,6- W R (fructose-2,6-bisphosphate,
Fru-2,6-P,) 07K, DA IT 0000 e o 6- 1l 1 SR Bl
P I 1(6-phos-phofructokinase 1, PFK-1) f# 1t 6-
1% R (Fru-6-P) JE I 1,6- W2 S8 (Fru-1,6-P,),
SR R T ) E BRI . SR -2,6- R
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24 0 A QO DB IR A R
4 NG

AT 2 bR 2 AN TR 1 g ARy e
g6, R I BTN, HIR A A IR A
], ARHRBANFIASE P BIMER R — iR,
DR I Ay RS FRD 768 40 1 PR AN [0 i S A 2 1Y iy 2
Sto IXPPAE [R]— iR N IR AN TR 40 A, AEACE B
W ANR R, BRI AR ok, R4
A REAG I RS S DAL 18 T 1 A AR KR 1 e 22
AWK LR g, L& NG AR AL, 45 R e hE
WA 55 OXPHOS Xf ATP (K]t (h s ik L], 7] %6
B E O ATP fR7 i F) oIk EE ], BAE 28 /
A E LM S Mg 107 1 0T E R A0 Tk b9 S5 T A e AN
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