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Clear cell renal cell carcinoma (ccRCC) is a common malignancy with high distant
metastasis rate. Long non-coding RNAs (LncRNAs) are reported to be upregulated
or downregulated in multiple cancers and play a crucial role in the metastasis
of tumors or prognosis. Therefore, the purpose of our study is to construct a
prognostic signature for ccRCC based on distant metastasis-related INncRNAs and
explore the involved potential competitive endogenous RNA (ceRNA) network. The
differentially expressed genes (DEGs) screened from the database of the cancer
genome atlas (TCGA) were used to construct a co-expression network and identify
the distant metastasis-related module by weighted gene co-expression network
analysis (WGCNA). Key genes with metastatic and prognostic significance were
identified through rigorous screening, including survival analysis, correlation analysis,
and expression analyses in stage, grade, and distant metastasis, and were verified
in the data set of gene expression omnibus (GEO) and the database from gene
expression profiling interactive analysis (GEPIA). The potential upstream miRNAs and
IncRNAs were predicted via five online databases and LncBase. Here, we constructed
a ceRNA network of key genes that are significantly associated with the distant
metastasis and prognosis of patients with ccRCC. The distant metastasis-related
INcRNAs were used to construct a risk score model through the univariate, least
absolute shrinkage selection operator (LASSO), and multivariate Cox regression
analyses, and the patients were divided into high- and low-risk groups according to
the median of the risk score. The Kaplan—-Meier survival analysis demonstrated that
mortality was significantly higher in the high-risk group than in the low-risk group.
Considering the other clinical phenotype, the Cox regression analyses indicated that
the IncRNAs model could function as an independent prognostic factor. Quantitative
real-time (QRT)-PCR in the tissues and cells of ccRCC verified the high-expression
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Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes; GO, gene ontology.

FIGURE 4 | Functional annotation for pink module. (A) The bar plot of top 10 most significant signaling pathways identified by KEGG pathway enrichment analysis.
The chord diagram of top 10 most significant GO terms and related genes in biological process (B) cell component (C) and molecular function (D). KEGG, Kyoto

To verify the prognostic value of six hub mRNAs, we
performed a survival analysis in the GEPIA database. The
results showed that all six hub genes were significantly
predictive of OS and DFS in patients with ccRCC
(Supplementary Figures 3M-X). Meanwhile, the external
validation data set, GSE53757 was used to confirm the expression
patterns of six hub mRNAs. Consistent with our previous
analyses in TCGA set, all six hub mRNAs were significantly

positively associated with the pathological stage of patients with
ccRCC (Supplementary Figures 4A-F) and were upregulated in
ccRCC tissues (Supplementary Figures 4G-L).

Screening of 3-Key miRNAs Linked to

Distant Metastasis of ccRCC
We predicted the upstream miRNAs of six hub mRNAs through
five online databases as mentioned above and selected genes
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FIGURE 5 | Grade and distant metastasis expression analyses of six hub mRNAs in the TCGA database. Expression analyses of BUB1B (A), CCNB2 (C), KIF18B (E),
PLK1 (G), PTTG1 (I), TOP2A (K) between distant metastasis samples (M1) and non-distant metastasis samples (M0). Expression patterns of BUB1B (B), CCNB2 (D),
KIF18B (F), PLK1 (H), PTTG1 (J), TOP2A (L) in different grades. The value of p < 0.05 iss considered statistically significant. TCGA, the cancer genome atlas;
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that co-occurred in two or more databases for further analysis
(Figures 6A-F). In view of miRNA functional mechanism and
oncogenic roles of six hub mRNAs, upstream miRNAs of the six
hub mRNAs could be tumor suppressive genes. Therefore, all
miRNAs-mRNAs pairs were selected for expression correlation
analysis, and 45 miRNAs were significantly negatively correlated
with targeting hub mRNAs. To evaluate the prognostic
value of these miRNAs, we performed survival analysis
for all of 45 miRNAs, and 18 miRNAs were significantly
associated with good prognosis in patients with ccRCC
(Supplementary Figure 5). Subsequently, we compared the
expression level between ccRCC samples and normal samples for
these 18 prognosis-related miRNAs, and 11 tumor suppressor
miRNAs significantly downregulated in ccRCC tissues were
identified (Supplementary Figure 6). Finally, we conducted
expression analyses in stage and distant metastasis in these 11
miRNAs. The results indicated that the three key miRNAs (hsa-
miR-10b-3p, hsa-miR-23b-3p, and hsa-miR-139-3p) were not
only significantly negatively related to the expression of four
targeting hub mRNAs (CCNB2, KIF18B, PLKI1, and TOP2A,
Figures 6G-K) and higher pathological stages in patients with
ccRCC (Figures 6L-N) but also significantly low-expressed in
distant metastasis tissues (Figures 60-Q). The detailed screening
process of key miRNAs is displayed in Supplementary Table 5.

Upstream Distant Metastasis-Related
LncRNAs of 3-Key miRNAs

We utilized LncBase database to predict the upstream potential
of IncRNAs that may be combined with the above 11 tumor
suppressor miRNAs. To obtain distant metastasis-associated
IncRNAs, an intersection was taken between the predicted
IncRNAs and genes in the distant metastasis-associated pink
module, and a total of 26 IncRNAs were finally obtained.
To fully screen the distant metastasis-related IncRNAs, we
chose the upstream 10 IncRNAs of three key miRNAs for
subsequent analysis (Supplementary Figures 7A-C). Based on
ceRNA mechanism, these IncRNAs may function as oncogenes in
ccRCC and could negatively regulate downstream key miRNAs.
Therefore, we conducted expression correlation analysis for
these 10 IncRNAs, and found that nine IncRNAs were
significantly negatively correlated with the downstream miRNAs
(Supplementary Figures 7D-M). Subsequently, the expression
differences of nine IncRNAs among different clinical traits
including stage, grade, distant metastasis, and normal and tumor
tissues were explored in the TCGA set. As a result, three
key IncRNAs (LINC01234, LINC02577, and LINC02609) were
identified, which not only significantly expressed higher in
advanced stages and grades than in the early stages and grades
(Figures 7A-F) but significantly upregulated in the tissues of
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FIGURE 6 | Prediction and screening of upstream potential miRNAs for six hub mRNAs. Venn diagram of target miRNAs for BUB1B (A), CCNB2 (B), KIF18B (C),
PLK1 (D), PTTG1 (E), and TOP2A (F). (G) The expression correlation between hsa-miR-10b-3p and PLK1 in ccRCC. (H) The expression correlation between
hsa-miR-23b-3p and CCNB2 in ccRCC. (l) The expression correlation between hsa-miR-23b-3p and PLK1 in ccRCC. (J) The expression correlation

between hsa-miR-23b-3p and TOP2A in ccRCC. (K) The expression correlation between hsa-miR-139-3p and KIF18B in ccRCC. Expression analyses of
hsa-miR-10b-3p (L), hsa-miR-23b-3p (M), hsa-miR-139-3p (N) among different stages. Expression pattern of hsa-miR-10b-3p (0), hsa-miR-23b-3p (P),
hsa-miR-139-3p (Q) between distant metastasis samples (M1) and non-distant metastasis samples (MO0). The value of p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.

tumor and distant metastasis than in the normal and non-distant ~ all three IncRNAs were significantly associated with poor
metastasis control (Figures 7G-L). Finally, survival analysis = prognosis in patients with ccRCC (p < 0.0001, Table 3).
indicated that the three IncRNAs were significantly associated ~ Then, the key IncRNAs were further evaluated by LASSO
with the poor prognosis of both OS and DFS in patients with  regression analysis, and we repeated the process 1,000 times
ccRCC (Figures 8A-F). The detailed screening process of key  to avoid over-fitting in the prognostic signature. The result

IncRNAs is shown in Supplementary Table 6. displayed that all of the three key IncRNAs could be

included for further analysis (Figures 9A,B). Subsequently,
Construction of ceRNA Regulatory through multivariate Cox regression analysis (Table 3), we
Network in ccRCC built the three IncRNA prognostic signature to predict OS

as follows:

Eleven tumor suppressor miRNAs and their interactions in
Risk score = (0.0977 x expression level of LINC01234)

the pink module were used to construct the IncRNA-miRNA- ’
mRNA network (Figure 8G). To further explore the potential + (0’1’?’ 50 x expression level of LINC02609) + (0.0464 x
mechanism of distant metastasis in ccRCC, all of the interactional ~ €XPression level of LINCOZ? 77). ]

key genes including the three key IncRNAs (LINCO1234, ' Of note, L.INC'01234 is all the most closely associated
LINC02577, and LINC02609), three key miRNAs (hsa-miR-10b-  With prognostic signature (p = 0.00022). The OS rate of
3p, hsa-miR-23b-3p, and hsa-miR-139-3p), and four hub mRNAs hllgh—rlslf patients was significantly lower than that of low-
(CCNB2, KIF18B, PLKI, and TOP2A) in the network were risk patients (Figure 9C). Furthermore, the area under ROC
extracted to form a core ceRNA network, and visualized by the =~ WIVe Was 0.718 _(Fig}“e D), shpwing a high p red'ictive 'ability
Sankey diagram, in which all genes were significantly associated of the prognostic signature. Flr.lally,. all 529 patients in the
with distant metastasis and prognosis in patients with ccRCC ~ LCGA set were divided into high-risk (n = 264) and low-

(Figure 8H). risk groups (n = 265) according to the median value of
the risk score. Risk curve and scatterplot separately displayed
The Distant Metastasis-Related LncRNA the risk score and survival status of each patient with ccRCC

Si t ) tic Indicat (Figures 9E,F). Patients in the low-risk group had lower
ignature as a Frognosuc Indicator mortality than patients in the high-risk group. The heatmap

Independent of Other Clinical showed the expression level of the prognostic signature in
Characteristics patients with ccRCC, indicating that the three key IncRNAs were
To further verify the prognostic potential of these three distant ~ obviously highly expressed in high-risk patients with ccRCC
metastasis-associated IncRNAs, a univariate Cox proportional  (Figure 9G). Additionally, the univariate and multivariate Cox
hazards regression analysis was performed. As a result, regression analyses of clinical characteristics displayed that
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FIGURE 7 | Expression analyses of three key IncRNAs in stage, grade, distant metastasis, normal, and tumor tissues. Expression analyses of LINC01234 (A),
LINC02577 (B), LINC0O2609 (C) among different stages. Expression patterns of LINC01234 (D), LINC02577 (E), LINC02609 (F) in various grades. Expression
analyses of LINC01234 (G), LINC02577 (H), LINC02609 () between distant metastasis samples (M1) and non-distant metastasis samples (MO0). Expression analyses
of LINC01234 (J), LINC02577 (K), LINC02609 (L) between normal tissues and tumor tissues.The value of p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant. INcCRNAs,
Long non-coding RNAs.

age, grade, M stage, and the risk score were the independent
prognostic factors (Figures 9H,I). The risk score of patients
with distant metastasis was significantly higher than that of
patients with non-distant metastasis, which indicated that the
patients with higher risk score were more likely to develop
distant metastasis compared to the patients with lower risk score
(Figure 9J).

GSEA of the Distant Metastasis-Related

LncRNA Signature

In order to explore the potential pathways of the 3-IncRNA
prognostic signature, we performed GSEA to the signature
in the TCGA set. The result indicated that the patients with
high-risk score were mainly associated with immunoregulatory
pathways, such as primary immunodeficiency, intestinal immune
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FIGURE 8 | Survival analyses of key IncRNAs and ceRNA network construction. Survival analyses of LINC01234 (A) LINC02577/RP5-884M6.1 (C),
LINC02609/RP4-665J23.1 (E) in OS, and survival analyses of LINC01234 (B), LINC02577/RP5-884M6.1 (D), LINC02609/RP4-665J23.1 (F) in DFS. (G) ceRNA
network of the 11 tumor suppressor miRNAs and their interactions in pink module. The green circle represents non-key INcCRNA, the red circle represents key INCRNA,
the blue hexagon stands for prognostic miRNA, the red hexagon stands for prognostic and distant metastatic miRNAs, the yellow triangle means hub mRNAs that are
related to key miRNAs, and the green triangle means hub mRNAs that are only associated with prognostic miRNAs. (H) The core ceRNA network associated with
distant metastasis and prognosis of patients with ccRCC was presented by Sankey diagram. The value of p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant. INcRNAs,
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TABLE 3 | Univariate and multivariate cox regression of key INcCRNAs.

Univariate cox regression Multivariate cox regression

Genename HR 95%Cl P-value Coef HR 95%Cl P-value
LINCO1234 1.151 1.11-1.20 <0.0001 0.0977 1.103 1.05-1.16 0.0002
LINC02577 1.122 1.08-1.17 <0.0001 0.0464 1.048 1.00-1.10 0.0759
LINC02609 1.304 1.15-1.48 <0.0001 0.1350 1.145 1.00-1.31 0.0458

network for lgA production, complement and coagulation
cascades, cytokine-cytokine receptor interaction, cell cycle,
and p53 signaling pathway (Figures 10A-F). Autophagy-related
and cancer-related pathways were mainly enriched in low-risk
patients, including regulation of autophagy, mTOR signaling
pathway, renal cell carcinoma, pathways in cancer, and MAPK
signaling pathway (Figure 10G), indicating that the autophagy
was mainly involved in patients with low-risk ccRCC. The top
eight signaling pathways in high- and low-risk groups based on
GSEA are shown in Table 4. These results suggested that a high-
risk score in patients with ccRCC may be linked to impaired
immune function, while a low risk score in patients with ccRCC
might be correlated with enhanced autophagy.

Validation of Distant Metastasis-Related
LncRNA Signature in Tissues and Cell

Lines
To verify the expression patterns of the 3-IncRNA prognostic
signature, the expression level of the three IncRNAs was further

verified by qRT-PCR, not only in 30 paired ccRCC/normal tissue
specimens that were collected at our institution but in one normal
renal tubular epithelial cell line (HK-2) and 4 ccRCC cell lines
(A498, 786-0, Caki-1, and ACHN). The results indicated that
the three key IncRNAs in the prognostic signature were not
only significantly expressed high in tumor tissues than in normal
tissues (Figures 11A-C) but significantly upregulated in the cell
lines of ccRCC compared to the cell line of normal renal tubular
epithelial cells (Figures 11D-F), which is in agreement with the
result of the database analysis from our study.

DISCUSSION

Clear cell renal cell carcinoma, one of the most common
malignancies of the urinary system, is prone to recur and result
in metastasis. Approximately 25-30% of patients with ccRCC
already exhibited distant metastasis at the initial diagnosis (24).
Although great progress has been made in the diagnosis and
treatment of ccRCC, the 5-year survival rate of patients with
ccRCC and distant metastasis remain very low (5). Therefore,
the exploration of prognostic biomarkers with high sensitivity
and specificity for distant metastasis in patients with ccRCC has
become increasingly urgent. The dysregulation and mutation of
IncRNAs could promote or inhibit the occurrence and metastasis
of tumors, which makes them to be the novel prognostic
biomarkers and promising therapeutic targets in cancers (7). At
present, some IncRNAs have been found to play an important
role in the prognosis of cancers, including CYTOR (25),

Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org

13

March 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 640150


https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/oncology#articles

Suetal Distant Metastasis-Related LncRNA Prognostic Signature
3 3 3 1 333333333333333322110
A S 3 E © .
s H o -
H 3 o v A
2 & § ., ] /
g b x o -
LR i ! 2
34 - ~
84 g T T T T T
y 7 ¥ 0 100 200 300 400 500
5 A - -2 s - -
C Log Lambda D Loghamaey F Patients(increasing risk score)
Survival curve (p=4.89e-08) ROC curve( AUC = 0.718)
e o
- High riskscore ey
Low riskscore
o~
@ | @ a2
S S
° 2 = 21
I 8 o ?
s F o
@
g 34 g v | £ oA
o3 o o ]
8 2 HIEE
o ~ 2
b (- o~ 4
=R 2 ° A
T T T T ° 4 T T T T T
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 00 02 04 06 08 10
G Time (Days) False positive rate Patients (increasing risk score)
0 type 35type
[ nigh
low
25
LiINCo2600 [l 2
15
1
0.5
0
LINC01234
LINC02577
HR 95% CI P-value HR 95% CI P-value 5
Age 1.032 1.019-1.046 <0.001 Age 1.036 1.016-1.057 <0.001 T-test, p =27e-06
Gender 1.058 0.776-1.443 0.720 — Gender 0.837 0.534-1.311 0438 - 4
i
Race 1.088 0.801-1.478 0.590 — Race 1.052 0.675-1.811 0.691 —t— <
o3
Grade 2292 1.871-2.808 <0.001 —_— Grade 1.385 1.012-1.897 0.042 — § M
Stage 1.872 1.642-2.136 <0.001 - Stage 1273 0.939-1.726 0.120 x—1 ﬂ 2 E Mo
¥ 6422. o ¥ 9391 2 ] & w1
N 3.296 1.752:6.214 <0.001 —_— N 1.602 0.790-3.248 0.191 H—— ©
1
L 4.254 3.112-5.812 <0.001 —_— M 2472 1.089-4.334 0.028 ———————
Riskscore 1.757 1.512-2.044 <0.001 - Riskscore 1313 1.013-1.703 0.039 =— 0
azart ratio s Hazara fatio ¢ Mo M1

FIGURE 9 | Constructionand assessment of the 3-IncRNA prognostic signature. (A) The coefficients in the LASSO regression for key INcRNAs. (B) Cross-validation
for tuning parameter selection in the LASSO regression. (C) Kaplan—Meier curve to compare the OS between high- and low-risk score groups. (D) ROC curves

showing predictive value of the 3-IncRNA prognostic signature. (E) Distribution of the risk scores based on 3-IncRNA prognostic signature in patients with ccRCC. (F)
Survival status and time of patients with ccRCC and different risk scores in the TCGA set. The patients with ccRCC were separated into high- and low-risk groups
according to the median of risk score. Red dots mean non-survivors, and green dots mean survivors. (G) Heatmap and hierarchical clustering of the three INcRNAs in
the prognostic signature. The right longitudinal axis means the name of key INcCRNAs, and the left longitudinal axis means the clustering situation of key INcRNAs. Red
and green, respectively indicate upregulation and downregulation of INcRNAs. The upper horizontal axis denotes patients with ccRCC, while the blue means patients
with high-risk ccRCC and the pink means patients with low-risk ccRCC. (H) Univariate Cox regression analysis of correlations between the risk score for OS and
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FIGURE 9 | clinical phenotype. (1) Multivariate Cox regression analysis of correlations between the risk score for OS and clinical phenotype. (J) The distribution of risk
score between distant metastasis patients (M1) and non-distant metastasis patients (MO). The value of p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant. LASSO, least
absolute shrinkage and selection operator; ROC, receiver operating characteristic; OS, overall survival; ccRCC, clear cell renal cell carcinoma.
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FIGURE 10 | Gene set enrichment analysis (GSEA) identified gene sets significantly enriched in the phenotype of high- or low-risk patients based on the distant
metastasis-related INcRNA prognosis signature. (A-F) GSEA results displayed significant enrichment of immune-related signaling pathways in patients with high-risk
ccRCC. (G) The GSEA network indicated that cancer-related and autophagy-related signaling pathways are significantly enriched in patients with low-risk ccRCC. The
nodes represent signaling pathways, and the larger the nodes, the more genes are enriched in the signaling pathway. Edges stand for mutual overlap, and the wider
the edges, more genes overlap among the gene sets. The representative cancer- and autophagy-related signaling pathways are marked with red outline. The value of
p < 0.05 is considered statistically significant. GSEA, gene set enrichment analysis; ccRCC, clear cell renal cell carcinoma.

CASC19 (26), IGFBP4-1 (27), and CDC6 (28). However, database of TCGA. Unlike other similar studies that only used
numerous studies indicated that the combined prognostic model =~ one package to identify DEGs (33, 34), we simultaneously
of IncRNAs has a prominent advantage over the single IncRNA  utilized the R packages, such as “DESeq2” and “edgeR,;” and
prognostic biomarker in terms of statistical stability. Although  finally obtained 11,034 DEGs after intersecting the results of
some combined prognostic models of IncRNAs have been  the analysis. Subsequently, 23 gene co-expression modules were
identified in multiple types of cancers (29, 30), studies on  constructed using WGCNA. Among them, we identified the key
combined prognostic signatures of IncRNAs in ccRCC are still ~ pink module that was all the most closely associated with distant
very limited. Additionally, different from the other IncRNA  metastasis of ccRCC using the Pearson’s correlation analysis.
signatures that were only associated with ccRCC prognosis (31,  Interestingly, it was found that the pink module was also all
32), the IncRNA signature we constructed was closely associated ~ the most closely associated with the pathological stage and
with distant metastasis in ccRCC and prognosis simultaneously.  histological grade of ccRCC, indicating that the pink module
More importantly, a potential ceRNA regulatory network of  has an important clinical significance. After conducting a series
the IncRNA signature was constructed, which all genes in the  of rigorous analyses, such as PPI analysis, survival analysis,
network could be regarded as the promising biomarkers that  expression analyses in stage, grade, and distant metastasis to
accurately predicted distant metastasis and prognosis of patients  genes in the pink module, a total of six hub mRNAs (BUB1B,
with ccRCC, achieving the precise identification of distant CCNB2, KIF18B, PLK1, PTTGI, and TOP2A) that could predict
metastasis-associated ceRNA regulatory network in ccRCC for  distant metastasis and poor prognosis in patients with ccRCC
the first time. were successfully identified. Subsequently, the GEO data set and

In the present study, we first downloaded the transcriptome  GEPIA database were utilized for verification, which further
sequencing data of ccRCC and the corresponding clinical ~ confirmed that the six hub mRNAs were upregulated in the
information from patients with ccRCC obtained from the  tissues of ccRCC, and were highly correlated with the poor
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TABLE 4 | GSEA based on the 3-IncRNA prognostic signature.

Group Pathway Enrichment score NOM p-value FDR g-value
High risk KEGG_COMPLEMENT_AND_COAGULATION_CASCADES 0.500 0.000 0.004
KEGG_INTESTINAL_IMMUNE_NETWORK_FOR_IGA_PRODUCTION 0.515 0.000 0.005
KEGG_P53_SIGNALING_PATHWAY 0.399 0.000 0.034
KEGG_CYTOKINE_CYTOKINE_RECEPTOR_INTERACTION 0.333 0.000 0.073
KEGG_CELL_CYCLE 0.305 0.000 0.130
KEGG_PRIMARY_IMMUNODEFICIENCY 0.461 0.007 0.035
KEGG_PROTEASOME 0.459 0.010 0.028
KEGG_DNA_REPLICATION 0.400 0.024 0.122
Low risk KEGG_MAPK_SIGNALING_PATHWAY —0.426 0.000 0.083
KEGG_PATHWAYS_IN_CANCER —0.408 0.001 0.102
KEGG_RENAL_CELL_CARCINOMA —0.501 0.002 0.027
KEGG_MTOR_SIGNALING_PATHWAY —0.526 0.002 0.026
KEGG_ERBB_SIGNALING_PATHWAY —0.495 0.006 0.028
KEGG_SMALL_CELL_LUNG_CANCER —0.476 0.007 0.050
KEGG_REGULATION_OF_AUTOPHAGY —0.524 0.040 0.075
KEGG_FC_EPSILON_RI_SIGNALING_PATHWAY —0.433 0.040 0.126
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FIGURE 11 | Quantitative real-time (QRT)-PCR validation of three key INcRNAs. Relative expression levels of LINCO1234 (A), LINC02577 (B) and LINC02609 (C) in 30
matched normal and ccRCC tissues harvested at The First Affiliated Hospital of Anhui Medical University. Relative expression levels of LINC01234 (D), LINC02577 (E),
and LINC02609 (F) between normal renal tubular epithelial cell line and ccRCC cell lines was determined by gRT-PCR, where *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, and ***p <
0.001. IncRNAs, long non-coding RNAs; gRT-PCR, quantitative real-time-PCR.

prognosis and the pathological stages of patients with ccRCC.
Moreover, some studies have also indicated that the six hub
mRNAs could be used as promising biomarkers related to the
metastasis or prognosis of cancer. For example, over-expression
of BUBIB is associated with poor prognosis in patients with
prostate cancer, and could promote proliferation and migration
of prostate cancer cells (35); Wang et al. (36) proposed that
miR-335-5p could regulate metastasis of lung adenocarcinoma by
targeting CCNB2. Yan et al. (37) showed that KIF18B could act as

a promoting factor for proliferation and metastasis of cutaneous
melanoma. Fu et al. (38) found that the over-expression of PLK1
could induce oncogenic transformation of prostate epithelial
cells, thereby driving the metastasis of prostate cancer. Song
et al. (39) suggested that miR-144-3p could inhibit proliferation
and metastasis of glioma cells by targeting TOP2A. Huang et al.
(40) found that upregulation of PTTG1 was able to promote
the growth and metastasis of hepatocellular carcinoma cells.
These reports together with the results of our analyses further
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confirmed that the six hub mRNAs may function as oncogenes
to play a crucial role in distant metastasis and poor prognosis
in patients with ccRCC. MiRNAs can negatively regulate the
expression of genes at the post-transcriptional level by interacting
with MREs, thereby promoting or inhibiting the progression
of cancer (41). Therefore, it is of great significance to explore
the miRNAs targeting the above six hub mRNAs. First, five
online databases were utilized to predict the potential miRNAs.
According to the action mechanism of miRNAs in the ceRNA
hypothesis, we speculated that the above miRNAs may function
as tumor suppressor genes in ccRCC. Based on this inference,
we screened three key miRNAs (hsa-miR-10b-3p, hsa-miR-23b-
3p, and hsa-miR-139-3p) targeting four hub mRNAs (CCNB2,
KIF18B, PLK1, and TOP2A) using the correlation analysis,
survival analysis, expression analyses in stage, distant metastasis,
tumor, and normal tissues. It was reported that the three key
miRNAs played a key regulatory role in the oncogenesis and
development of human cancers. For instance, Yang et al. (42)
constructed a prediction model of five-miRNAs, including hsa-
miR-10b-3p that functions as the independent prognostic factor
in colorectal cancer; Zhou et al. (43) found that patients with
higher hsa-miR-23b-3p expression had better outcomes than
those with lower expression of hsa-miR-23b-3p in colorectal
cancer. Xu et al. (44) demonstrated that over-expression of
hsa-miR-139-3p could significantly inhibit the proliferation,
migration, and invasion of HeLa cells in cervical cancer, in vitro
and could significantly suppress the growth of cervical tumor in
vivo. All of these reports further supported the accuracy of the
results of the current study.

In addition to miRNAs, IncRNAs can function as ceRNAs
to interact with mRNAs by competitively binding to specific
miRNAs and thus regulate various human diseases including
cancer (45). Therefore, we utilized LncBase database to predict
IncRNAs that potentially bind to the 3-key miRNAs. To explore
the potential molecular mechanism of distant metastasis in
ccRCC, we took the intersection of the predicted IncRNAs
with genes in the distant metastasis-associated pink module
and obtained 10 IncRNAs. According to the ceRNA hypothesis
(9), IncRNAs could function as ceRNAs to negatively regulate
miRNAs, which means that the expression trend of IncRNAs
may be opposite to that of miRNAs. Therefore, we performed
a correlation analysis to the resulting 10 IncRNAs based on
the above relationship. Subsequently, we conducted a series of
strict analyses, such as survival analysis, expression analyses in
stage, grade, distant metastasis, normal, and tumor tissues to
the screened IncRNAs, and finally obtained three key IncRNAs
with significant distant metastasis and prognosis potential
(LINCO01234, LINC02577, and LINC02609). Among them,
LINCO01234 has been reported to be involved in the biological
processes of some cancers. For instance, Chen et al. (46)
identified that LINC01234 was an oncogenic IncRNA that could
promote proliferation and inhibit apoptosis of gastric cancer
cells through miR-204-5p-CBFB axis. Lin et al. (47) found that
LINC01234 was significantly upregulated in colon cancer, and
promoted the proliferation of colon cancer cells by competitively
combining miR-642a-5p. Chen et al. (48) demonstrated that
LINC01234 was upregulated in human non-small cell lung cancer

(NSCLC) and was closely associated with the metastasis and poor
prognosis of NSCLC. However, there are very few reports on
LINC01234 in ccRCC. Only Zhang et al. (49) constructed a risk
score model of five IncRNAs including LINC01234 in ccRCC.
More importantly, there is no relevant report on LINC01234
in the distant metastasis of ccRCC. Of note, LINC02577 and
LINC02609 have not yet been reported in human cancers.
Therefore, it is needed to conduct more studies on the three
IncRNAs to explore their potential action mechanism in the
development of tumors (especially ccRCC). Subsequently, we
performed LASSO and Cox regression analyses to the above
three IncRNAs, and the results further displayed that they were
closely associated with poor prognosis in patients with ccRCC.
Therefore, we constructed a risk score model in ¢ccRCC using
the above three IncRNAs to assess the prognosis of each patient.
According to the median value of the risk score, we divided these
patients into high- and low-risk groups. The results showed that
the patients in the high-risk group have higher mortality and
worse prognosis compared to the patients in the low-risk group.
Finally, we evaluated the risk score model of IncRNAs using ROC
curve in the entire TCGA data set, and the results showed that
this model owned good predictive value. Furthermore, compared
to the other clinical traits (age, gender, race, grade, stage, N stage,
and M stage) of patients with ccRCC, the 3-IncRNA signature
was an independent factor predicting the overall survival of
patients with ccRCC. Additionally, GSEA results showed that
the immune-related pathways were mainly enriched in the high-
risk group, whereas the autophagy- and cancer-related pathways
were mainly enriched in the low-risk group. These results
revealed that the disorder of immune may be associated with
the poor prognosis of patients with ccRCC. More importantly,
the results also suggested that the three IncRNAs could promote
distant metastasis of ccRCC by regulating autophagy, which
is consistent with our previous findings (50). Finally, we took
the four hub mRNAs (CCNB2, KIF18B, PLK1, and TOP2A),
three key miRNAs (hsa-miR-10b-3p, hsa-miR-23b-3p, and hsa-
miR-139-3p) and three key IncRNAs (LINC01234, LINC02577,
and LINC02609) screened above together to construct a ceRNA
network that could regulate the distant metastasis and prognosis
in ccRCC. Compared to other similar reports in which only some
genes play crucial molecular functions (51, 52), all genes in the
ceRNA network are closely related to the distant metastasis and
prognosis of patients with ccRCC. Moreover, the results of qRT-
PCR at the histological and cellular levels showed that three key
IncRNAs in the ceRNA network were significantly upregulated in
the tissues and cell lines of ccRCC compared to that in the normal
tissues and renal tubular epithelial cell, which further confirmed
the accuracy of our previous analysis on bioinformatics on the
clinical and experimental levels.

In conclusion, based on the three upregulated IncRNAs in
ccRCC, we identified a distant metastasis-related signature that
could independently predict the overall survival of patients with
ccRCC. Furthermore, the potential ceRNA regulatory network
of the three key IncRNAs was accurately constructed, and all
genes in the network could be the predicted factors for the
distant metastasis and prognosis in ccRCC, providing a new sight
on the mechanism underlying the distant metastasis of ccRCC.
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The distant metastasis-related IncRNAs in the network could be
used as reliable prognosis biomarkers and promising therapeutic
targets for ccRCC, but in the future, further studies are still
needed to verify the stability of this prognostic signature.
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Supplementary Figure 1 | Construction of co-expression modules and validation
of pink module by WGCNA. (A) The cluster dendrogram of ccRCC samples.
Analysis of network topology for different soft-thresholding powers in scale
independence (B) and mean connectivity (C). (D) Cluster dendrogram of all DEGs
in the TCGA set. Each branch in the dendrogram represents a single gene, and
every color below indicates a co-expression gene module. (E) The heatmap
describes the TOM among genes based on divided co-expression modules.
About 5,000 randomly selected genes were grouped into different modules, which
were shown in different color codes below the cluster dendrogram. Light yellow

displays a high degree of topological overlap, while dark red indicates a low
degree of topological overlap. Scatter plots of GS for age (F), gender (G), and
race (H) vs. MM in pink module. The value of p < 0.05 was considered statistically
significant. WGCNA, weighted gene co-expression network analysis; ccRCC,
Clear cell renal cell carcinoma; TOM, topological overlap matrix; DEGs,
differentially expressed genes; GS, gene significance; MM, module membership.

Supplementary Figure 2 | Survival analyses of 33 PPl hub mRNAs in the TCGA
set. The value of p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant. PPI,
protein—protein interaction; TCGA, the cancer genome atlas.

Supplementary Figure 3 | Expression analyses and survival validation of six hub
mRNAs. Expression analyses of BUB1B (A), CCNB2 (B), KIF18B (C), PLK1 (D),
PTTG1 (E), and TOP2A (F) in different stages. Expression analyses of BUB1B (G),
CCNB2 (H), KIF18B (I), PLK1 (J), PTTG1 (K), and TOP2A (L) between normal
tissues and tumor tissues. OS validation of TOP2A (M), BUB1B (N), CCNB2 (0),
PTTG1 (P), PLK1 (Q), and KIF18B (R) in GEPIA database. DFS validation of
TOP2A (S), BUB1B (T), CCNB2 (U), PTTG1 (V), PLK1 (W), and KIF18B (X) in
GEPIA database. The value of p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.
OS, overall survival; DFS, disease free survival; GEPIA, Gene Expression Profiling
Interactive Analysis.

Supplementary Figure 4 | Expression pattern validation in GEO dataset.
Expression analyses of BUB1B (A), CCNB2 (B), KIF18B (C), PLK1 (D), PTTG1
(E), TOP2A (F) among different stages. Expression levels of BUB1B (G), CCNB2
(H), KIF18B (1), PLK1 (J), PTTG1 (K), TOP2A (L) between tumor tissues and
normal tissues. The value of p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.
GEO, Gene expression omnibus.

Supplementary Figure 5 | Target miRNAs associated with overall survival. The
value of p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant. miRNAs, micro RNAs.

Supplementary Figure 6 | Expression levels of 11 tumor suppressor miRNAs
between ccRCC/KIRC tissues and normal tissues. The value of p < 0.05 was
considered statistically significant. miRNAs, micro RNAs, ccRCC, Clear cell renal
cell carcinoma.

Supplementary Figure 7 | Screening of distant metastasis-related INcRNAs by
intersection with pink module and expression correlation analyses. Venn diagram
of target INcRNAs for hsa-miR-10b-3p (A), hsa-miR-23b-3p (B), and
hsa-miR-139-3p (C). (D) The expression correlation between hsa-miR-10b-3p
and AC107021.2. (E) The expression correlation between hsa-miR-10b-3p and
LINC01234. (F) The expression correlation between hsa-miR-23b-3p

and AC107419.1. (G) The expression correlation between hsa-miR-23b-3p and
AC112493.1. (H) The expression correlation between hsa-miR-23b-3p and
AL133325.3. (I) The expression correlation between hsa-miR-23b-3p

and AL160286.2. (J) The expression correlation between hsa-miR-23b-3p and
LINC02609/AL590094.1. (K) The expression correlation between
hsa-miR-139-3p and AC015849.5. (L) The expression correlation between
hsa-miR-139-3p and AC009518.1. (M) The expression correlation between
hsa-miR-139-3p and LINC02577. The value of p < 0.05 was considered
statistically significant. INcRNAs, Long non-coding RNAs.

Supplementary Table 1 | Number of genes in 23 co-expression modules.

Supplementary Table 2 | Functional enrichment analyses of the genes in the
distant metastasis-related pink module.

Supplementary Table 3 | The combined score among nodes of PPI network in
the co-expression pink module.

Supplementary Table 4 | Hub mRNAs were screened by WGCNA, PPI, TCGA
internal test, GEPIA external validation, and GEO external validation.

Supplementary Table 5 | Screening for key miRNAs using correlation analysis,
survival analysis, and expression analyses.

Supplementary Table 6 | Screening for key INCRNAs using correlation analysis,
expression analyses, and survival analysis.
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