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Background. The distinction between right-sided and left-sided colon adenocarcinoma has recently received considerable. This
study aims to identify key MicroRNA (miRNA) and mRNAs in right-sided colon adenocarcinoma (RSCOAD) and left-sided
colon adenocarcinoma (LSCOAD) by TCGA integration analysis. Methods. The miRNA and mRNA expression profiles of a large
group of patients with RSCOAD and LSCOAD were obtained from TCGA. The differentially expressed miRNAs (DEmiRNAs)
and mRNAs (DEmRNAs) were identified by TCGA integration analysis. The optimal diagnostic miRNA biomarkers for RSCOAD
and LSCOAD were identified by Boruta algorithm. We established classification models to distinguish RSCOAD and LSCOAD.
Protein-protein interaction (PPI) network analysis, DEmiRNA-DEmRNA interaction analysis, and functional annotation were
performed. The expression of selected DEmiRNAs and DEmRNAs was validated by qRT-PCR. Results. A total of 2534 DEmRNAs
(940 downregulated and 1594 upregulated mRNAs) and 54 DEmiRNAs (22 downregulated and 32 upregulated miRNAs) between
RSCOAD and LSCOAD were identified. The feature selection procedure was to obtain 22 optimal diagnostic miRNAs biomarkers
in RSCOAD compared to LSCOAD. The AUC of the random forests model was 0.869 and the specificity and sensitivity of
this model were 79% and 84.6%, respectively. Three DEmiRNAs (hsa-miR-224-5p, hsa-miR-155-5p, and hsa-miR-31-5p) and five
DEmRNAs (CXCR4, SMAD4, KRAS, FITM2, and PLAGL2) were identified key DEmiRNAs and DEmRNAs in RSCOAD compared
to LSCOAD. The qRT-PCR results of CXCR4, FITM2, TFAP2A, ULBP2, hsa-miR-224-5p, and hsa-miR-155-5p were consistent
with our integrated analysis. Conclusion. A total of three DEmiRNAs (hsa-miR-224-5p, hsa-miR-155-5p, and hsa-miR-31-5p) and
five DEmRNAs (CXCR4, SMAD4, KRAS, FITM2, and PLAGL2) may be involved in the pathogenesis of RSCOAD and LSCOAD
which may make a contribution for understanding mechanisms and developing therapeutic strategies for RSCOAD and LSCOAD.

1. Introduction

Colorectal cancer is recognized as one of the most common
malignant tumors of cancer-related deaths in worldwide [1].
The human colon has two sides: a right side, containing the
ascending and transverse colon, and the left, which is com-
prised of the descending and sigmoidal colon [2-4]. Many
publications pointed out some differences between RSCOAD
and LSCOAD regarding epidemiology, clinical presentation,
pathology, and genetic mutations [3]. The patients with
RSCOAD were older and had more advanced tumor stages,

increased tumor sizes, more often poorly differentiated
tumors, and different molecular biological tumor patterns.
RSCOAD is more prominent in women and LSCOAD is
more common in men [5]. Many of studies reported a poorer
survival in RSCOAD compared to LSCOAD [6-8]. Hence,
it is urgently required to identify accurate indicators in the
diagnostic and therapeutic targets in RSCOAD compared to
LSCOAD.

MicroRNAs (miRNAs) are a class of small noncoding
RNAs with a length of about 18-25nt. miRNAs are recognized
as important regulators of gene expression by interacting
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with the 3'-URT of the target mRNA to inhibit translation
or induce degradation [9, 10]. More and more studies have
shown that miRNA can be used as an ideal biomarker
prognosis for cancer detection and accurate prediction, as
well as therapeutic targets [11, 12]. miRNAs regulate the
occurrence and development of cancer, including cell pro-
liferation, apoptosis, migration, and invasion [13]. Therefore,
identification of RSCOAD and LSCOAD related miRNAs is
essential for understanding the occurrence and development
of RSCOAD and LSCOAD.

In this study, we used the TCGA integration analysis to
study the miRNA and mRNA expression data and uncovered
the functional significance of differentially expressed miRNA
and mRNA in RSCOAD and LSCOAD.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. miRNA and mRNA Gene Expression Profiles in TCGA.
The miRNA and mRNA gene expression profiles and
clinical data of RSCOAD and LSCOAD were down-
loaded by the Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) (http://tcga-
data.nci.nih.gov/). The inclusion criteria for the present study
were as follows: (1) Histological Type is colon adenocar-
cinoma. (2) Anatomic_neoplasm_subdivision Type includes
Ascending Colon, Sigmoid Colon, Cecum, and Descending
Colon.

2.2. Identification of DEmiRNAs and DEmRNAs between
RSCOAD and LSCOAD. The undetectable miRNAs and
mRNAs (with read count value = 0 in more than 20%
RSCOAD case or in more than 20% LSCOAD) were filtered
and deleted. The differentially expressed miRNAs (DEmiR-
NAs) and mRNAs (DEmRNAs) in RSCOAD compared
to LSCOAD were performed by R-bioconductor package
DESeq2. We used multiple comparisons by using the Ben-
jamini and Hochberg approach to acquire the false discovery
rate (FDR). DEmiRNAs and DEmRNAs were defined with
the thresholds of FDR < 0.01. Hierarchical clustering analysis
of DEmiRNAs and DEmRNAs was further produced by using
R package.

2.3. Functional Annotation. In order to analyze the function
and the potential pathway of DEmiRNAs and target DEmR-
NAs of DEmiRNAgs, the online software GeneCodis was used
to conduct the functional annotation, including Gene Ontol-
ogy (GO) classification and Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes
and Genomes (KEGG) pathway enrichment. FDR<0.05 was
defined as the criteria of statistical significance.

2.4. Protein-Protein Interaction (PPI) Network Construction.
The topl00 DEmRNAs were used to build the PPI net-
work by using Biological General Repository for Interaction
Datasets (BioGRID) (http://thebiogrid.org/) and Cytoscape
(http://www.cytoscape.org/). We used nodes to represent
the proteins and edges to represent interactions between
two proteins. The nodes and edges indicate proteins and
interactions between two proteins, respectively.
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2.5. Features Selection. Feature selection can readily remove
redundant and irrelevant features that contribute to further
improving the performance of a classifier. Boruta algorithm
was used to minimize errors of random forest model. The
optimal feature subset was obtained by using Boruta algo-
rithm (https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/Boruta/). In
the algorithm of Boruta, we used the Z-score as measurement
criteria.

2.6. DEmiRNA-DEmRNA Interaction Analysis. As miRNAs
tend to decrease the expression of their target mRNA, target
genes were selected from DEmRNAs expressed inversely
with that of miRNA, to subject to further investigation.
DEmiRNA-DEmRNA interaction pairs in RSCOAD vs
LSCOAD were obtained. Firstly, the correlation between the
22 DEmiRNAs and all of DEmRNAs was analyzed by the
pairwise Pearson correlation coefficient. The threshold for
DEmiRNA-DEmRNA coexpression pairs was p<0.05 and
R<0. Then, the confirmed targeted DEmRNAs of DEmiRNAs
were obtained from by miRTarBase. Finally, DEmiRNA-
DEmRNA significant negative coexpression pairs overlapped
with miRNA-target mRNAs pairs were used to construct
the DEmiRNA-DEmRNA coexpression network by using the
Cytoscape software (http://www.cytoscape.org/).

2.7. Confirmation by qRT-PCR. Fourteen tissues samples of
RSCOAD patients (n = 7) and LSCOAD patients (n = 7)
were obtained. Informed written consent was obtained from
all participants, and research protocols were approved by the
ethical committee of our hospital.

Total RNA was extracted with a RNA simple total RNA
kit (Tiangen, China). Complementary DNAs were generated
using the Fast Quant RT Kit (Tiangen, China). Quantitative
real-time PCR were conducted using the Super Real PreMix
Plus SYBR Green (Tiangen, China) on ABI 7500 real-time
PCR system. Relative quantification of mRNA and miRNA
levels was analyzed by using the 2-AACt method. The PCR
primers used are listed in Table 1.

3. Results

3.1. DEmiRNAs and DEmRNAs between RSCOAD and
LSCOAD. We obtained the mRNA and miRNA expression
profiles of 151 RSCOAD and 149 LSCOAD patients from
TCGA. A total of 2534 DEmRNAs (940 downregulated and
1594 upregulated mRNAs) and 54 DEmiRNAs (22 down-
regulated and 32 upregulated miRNAs) between RSCOAD
and LSCOAD were identified with FDR<0.01. Hierarchical
clustering analysis of the top 100 DEmRNAs and all of
DEmiRNAs is displayed in Figures 1(a) and 1(b), respectively.
The 100 DEmRNAs and all of DEmiRNAs are shown in
Supplementary Tables 1 and 2, respectively.

3.2. Functional Annotation of DEmRNAs. All of DEmRNAs
were used to perform the GO and KEGG enrichment analy-
sis. According to GO enrichment analysis, regulation of tran-
scription, DNA-dependent (FDR=1.56204E-21), signal trans-
duction (FDR=1.0492E-20), cytoplasm (FDR=1.40992E-78),
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FIGURE I: Hierarchical clustering analysis of top 100 DEmRNAs and all of DEmiRNAs between RSCOAD and LSCOAD. (a) DEmRNAs. (b)
DEmiRNAs. Row and column represented DEmRNAs/DEmiRNAs and tissue samples, respectively. Orange and light blue color mean the
RSCOAD and LSCOAD, respectively. The color scale represented the expression levels. Red color represents that the relative expression level
of genes was higher than mean, and green color represents that the relative expression of genes was lower than mean.

TaBLE 1: Primer sequences used for qRT-PCR.

Name Sequence (5'to 3")
GAPDH-F GGAGCGAGATCCCTCCAAAAT
GAPDH-R GGCTGTTGTCATACTTCTCATGG
CXCR4-F ACGCCACCAACAGTCAGAG
CXCR4-R AGTCGGGAATAGTCAGCAGGA
FITM2-F CATTCTGACTTTCATCTGGGTGT
FITM2-R GCTCAGCAAACCAAACAAGGTG
TFAP2A-F AGGTCAATCTCCCTACACGAG
TFAP2A-R GGAGTAAGGATCTTGCGACTGG
ULBP2-F GTGGTGGACATACTTACAGAGC
ULBP2-R CTGCCCATCGAAACTGAACTG

hsa-miR-224-5p
hsa-miR-155-5p

TCAAGTCACTAGTGGTTCCGTTTAG
TTAATGCTAATCGTGATAGGGGTT

and protein binding (FDR=8.76318E-60) were significantly
enriched GO terms. KEGG pathway enrichment analy-
sis displayed that pathways in cancer (FDR=3.11 E-12),
intestinal immune network for IgA production (FDR=1.12E-
07), colorectal cancer (FDR=6.51E-05), and pathogenic
Escherichia coli infection (FDR=2.28E-03) were four signifi-
cantly enriched pathways. Top 15 most significantly enriched
GO and KEGG pathways of DEGs are demonstrated in
Figure 2.

3.3. PPI Network Construction. The PPI network of top
100 DEmRNAs consisted of 221 nodes and 194 edges (Fig-
ure 3). C8orf33 (degree=13), LMO4 (degree=10), TFAP2A
(degree=9), PIGU (degree=8), TMI9SF4 (degree=8), and
ULBP2 (degree=7) were considered the hub proteins.

3.4. Features Selection. We obtained 22 DEmiRNAs by algo-
rithms of Boruta (Table 2). Hierarchical clustering analysis
of these 22 DEmiRNAs between RSCOAD and LSCOAD

is displayed in Figure 4(a). A 10-fold cross-validation result
demonstrated that the AUC of the random forests model was
0.869 and the specificity and sensitivity of this model were
79% and 84.6%, respectively (Figure 4(b)).

3.5. DEmiRNA-DEmRNA Interaction Network. miRNAs are
negative regulators of their target genes; the expression of
targets was negatively associated with miRNAs. According
to the miRNA-mRNA expression correlation analysis, we
obtained 17563 DEmiRNA-DEmRNA pairs which were nega-
tively correlated (p<0.05, r<0). The 134 upregulated miRNA-
mRNA pairs and 124 downregulated miRNA-mRNA pairs
were verified by miRTarBase. After overlapping these 258
miRNA-target mRNA pairs and 17564 negative DEmiRNA-
DEmRNA coexpression pairs, we obtained 116 DEmiRNA-
target DEmRNA pairs including 109 DEmRNAs and 18
DEmiRNAs. Based on the DEmiRNA-target DEmRNA inter-
action network, hsa-miR-31-5p (degree=13), hsa-miR-224-5p
(degree=12), hsa-miR-625-5p (degree=11), and hsa-miR-155-
5p (degree=6) were four hub DEmiRNAs (Figure 5).
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TABLE 2: 22 DEmiRNAs screened by Boruta.

Symbol log2FoldChange Pvalue FDR Up_Down
hsa-miR-10b-5p 9.17E-01 1.78E-24 8.62E-22 Up
hsa-miR-10b-3p 9.87E-01 2.07E-19 5.00E-17 Up
hsa-miR-155-5p 7.42E-01 2.25E-13 3.62E-11 Up
hsa-miR-146a-5p 7.06E-01 1.04E-10 1.26E-08 Up
hsa-miR-625-5p 6.84E-01 1.26E-09 1.22E-07 Up

hsa-miR-296-5p
hsa-miR-592
hsa-miR-625-3p
hsa-miR-96-5p
hsa-miR-10a-5p
hsa-miR-31-3p
hsa-miR-31-5p
hsa-miR-10a-3p

-9.27E-01
-8.27E-01
5.79E-01
4.82E-01
5.21E-01
9.87E-01
9.38E-01
5.03E-01

1.75E-08
8.22E-08
9.55E-08
1.22E-07
8.40E-07
7.81E-07
1.95E-06
7.51E-06

1.41E-06
5.67E-06 Down
5.76E-06 Up
5.89E-06 Up
3.38E-05 Up
3.38E-05 Up
6.73E-05 Up
2.27E-04 Up

Down

hsa-miR-224-5p -4.51E-01 2.25E-05 5.17E-04 Down
hsa-miR-552-3p -5.51E-01 5.35E-05 9.72E-04 Down
hsa-miR-1247-5p -6.40E-01 5.83E-05 9.72E-04 Down
hsa-miR-1247-3p -6.46E-01 713E-05 1.15E-03 Down
hsa-miR-224-3p -4.52E-01 7.50E-05 1.17E-03 Down
hsa-miR-409-5p -3.66E-01 4.16E-04 4.46E-03 Down
hsa-miR-452-5p -3.40E-01 4.34E-04 4.46E-03 Down
hsa-miR-127-5p -3.30E-01 4.31E-04 4.46E-03 Down
hsa-miR-552-5p -4.53E-01 6.62E-04 6.37E-03 Down

FIGURE 2: The enrichment GO terms and KEGG pathways of DEmRNAs between RSCOAD and LSCOAD. The x-axis shows -log FDR and
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diagnostic miRNA biomarker based on random forest model.

3.6. Functional Annotation of miRNA Targets. After GO
enrichment analysis (Figures 6(a)-6(c)), the miRNA
targets were significantly enriched in negative regulation
of cell proliferation (FDR=0.00490687), cytoplasm (FDR=
0.0000024104), and protein binding (FDR=0.00000171927).
According to the KEGG pathway enrichment analysis
(Figure 6(d)), endocytosis (FDR=0.000168671) and VEGF

signaling pathway (FDR=0.0261759) were significantly
enriched pathway.

3.7.QRT-PCR Confirmation. We performed the confirmation
of four DEmRNAs (CXCR4, FITM2, TFAP2A, and ULBP2)
and two DEmiRNAs (hsa-miR-224-5p and hsa-miR-155-5p)
by qRT-PCR. Among them, FITM2, TFAP2A, and ULBP2



BioMed Research International

ABCA3
SNX24
crer SPNSI
EPB41L4B STK4
\ SLC35A1 CHMP4B ANKRDI13B
EPHAY goxo \ Sl
hsa-miR-409-5p ~_ / _ SLC35C2 —_
APOLG miR-552-
\ w7 SO .
EDXR hsa-miR-224-3p MPLKIP <>
USP12
@ ZDHHC2 / cps1
BTBD3 MIA3 i
SRDS5A3 MEX3A
KDM6B BIGI STK38
ETNK2
e \\ / KAT2B CDHI3 FBRS  7NF34
ARPPIS N - — —
sa-miR-127-5p CPE
GALNT1 —_——— TGFBR3L
HOXB3 CASP7 _— SLENS @
= =
ADNP2 STADi @
STRIP2 ARIDIA PDE3A ‘»sa.mm-ss-5 D
ADM - = — NACC2
MBD2 DMD
B R ALDH1A? CCT6A
HSPA4L MPPEI
LHEPL2 — VL NEATC2 TMEMI70B
KRAS cxcra mmes OV sLC25A37 PLXNDI
DPYSL2 LDLR <—
$100A16 DNAAF5
ZNF280B
PPPGRI O WASE3 hsa-miR-10a-3p
ZNF556  ULBP3
MYO1D AVL9
LYZ VPS37B \
SLCnN // ° el ~— ©_fexoscs
T RamiR12473p s
- \ ENNDG6B BAPI
_ ssBP2 -
SLC2A5 e Wik
/ CKAP4 SERTAD2 N
SCDs
FOSL2 BCAS4 SRPX2 DNAJCS

cHmpip  FAM212B

FIGURE 5: The coexpressed DEmiRNAs-DEmRNAs network. The ellipses and rhombuses represent the DEmRNAs and DEmiRNAs,
respectively. Red and blue color represent up- and downregulation, respectively. The solid line means the interaction correlation between

proteins. The black border indicates top20 Up and Down, respectively.

protein modification process (BP’

positive regulation of positive chemotaxis (BP,
positive regulation of cell proliferation (BP
neural crest cell development (BP|

negative regulation of cell proliferation (BP; ~log10(FDR)
biquitinated histone H2A deubiquitination (BP, 24
midgut development (BP. 22
! yngeal nerve morph is (BP 2.0
embryonic skeletal system morphogenesis (BP 1.8
chromatin remodeling (BP. 16

cellular response to retinoic acid (BP
cell motility (BP
cartilage development (BP]
cAMP-mediated signaling (BP

(

anterior/posterior pattern specification (BP,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

()

transforming growth factor beta receptor, common—partner cytoplasmic mediator activity (MF)
sequence-specific DNA binding transcription factor activity (MF)

sequence-specific DNA binding (MF)

protein binding (MF)

(
(
(
fructose transmembrane transporter activity (MF)
ferredoxin-NADP+ reductase activity (MF)
dystroglycan binding (MF)
DNA binding (
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

)

DH domain binding (MF) 4 - e
cystine:glutamate antiporter activity (MF) 4 -
CMP-N-acetylneuraminate transmembrane transporter activity (MF) { -
chromatin binding (MF) i

b 1—phospl

synthase ( ia) activity (MF)
adrenomedullin receptor binding (MF)
adiponectin binding (MF)

o
(©
FIGURE 6: The enrichment GO terms and KEGG pathways of DEmiRNA

soluble fraction (CC)

secretory granule (CC)

nucleus (CC)

nucleolus (CC)

nuclear body (CC)

mitochondrial inner membrane (CC)
membrane (CC)

late endosome membrane (CC)

~log10(FDR)
5

4

integral to membrane (CC) 3

insoluble fraction (CC)

histone deacetylase complex (CC)

endocytic vesicle membrane (CC)

cytosol (CC)

cytoplasm (CC)

chromatin remodeling complex (CC)

(®)

~logl0(FDR)
5
4
VEGF signaling pathway —log10(FDR)

3
5 Endocytosis 35
. . . 3.0

Chronic myeloid leukemia

2.5
Axon guidance 20
Adherens junction 15

(d)

targets DEmRNAs between RSCOAD and LSCOAD. The x-axis

shows -log FDR and y-axis shows GO terms and KEGG pathways. (a) Biological process. (b) Cellular component. (c) Molecular function. (d)

KEGG pathways.



BioMed Research International

0.30

2.00
0.62
0.07

& 0.00 -j ; : I
=) 1
<
=
Q
)
o
=
%‘n -2.00 -
-~ -1.38

—4.00

CXCR4 FITM?2 TFAP2A

=

-1.14

ULBP2  hsa-miR-224-5p hsa-miR-155-5p

FIGURE 7: Validation DEmRNAs and DEmiRNAs by qRT-PCR. Fourteen tissues samples of RSCOAD patients (n = 7) and LSCOAD patients
(n = 7) were used to perform the validation by qRT-PCR assay. All of the assays were performed three times independently at least. The
x-axis shows DEmRNAs or DEmiRNAs and y-axis shows log2(Foldchange). The log2(Foldchange)>0 and log2(Foldchange) <0 indicate
upregulation and downregulation, respectively. Statistical significance was assessed by Student’s t-test. “P <0.05, **P <0.0L

were top 10 up/down DEmRNAs, hsa-miR-224-5p and hsa-
miR-155-5p top 10 up/down DEmiRNAs. Based on TCGA,
FITM2 and hsa-miR-224-5p were downregulated while the
other four DEmRNAs or DEmiRNAs (CXCR4, TFAP2A,
ULBP2, and hsa-miR-155-5p) were upregulated in RSCOAD
to LSCOAD. According to the qRT-PCR results, except for
ULBP2, FITM2 and hsa-miR-224-5p were downregulated
and CXCR4, TFAP2A, and hsa-miR-155-5p were upregulated
which was consistent with the results of TCGA, generally
(Figure 7).

4. Discussion

The distinction between RSCOAD and LSCOAD has recently
received considerable attention [14]. In this study, we
performed miRNA and mRNA integrated analysis and
obtained 2534 DEGs and 54 DEmiRNAs in RSCOAD
patients compared to LSCOAD. A total of 22 DEmiRNAs
between RSCOAD and LSCOAD were identified by algo-
rithms of Boruta. According to the functional annotation
and DEmiRNA-DEmRNA interaction network, five DEGs
(CXCR4, SMAD4, KRAS, FITM2, and PLAGL2) upon the
regulation of three DEmiRNAs (hsa-miR-224-5p, hsa-miR-
155-5p, and hsa-miR-31-5p) were associated with RSCOAD
and LSCOAD.

Hsa-miR-224-5p was downregulated in both TCGA inte-
gration analysis and qRT-PCR validation, which was consis-
tent with reports in other cancers of other researchers [15],
indicating the TCGA integration analysis results are convinc-
ing. According to DEmiRNA-DEmRNA interaction network,
hsa-miR-224-5p was coexpressed with CXCR4, SMAD4, and
KRAS. C-X-C chemokine receptor type 4 (CXCR4), the
receptor for the chemokine stromal cell-derived factor, is one
of the members of the chemokine and plays a key role in
cancer progression and metastasis [16]. Several reports have
found that CXCR4 was upregulated in a variety of cancers,
including lung cancer, breast cancer colorectal cancer, and
prostate cancer [17-19]. It has been found that the expression
levels of CXCR4 correlate with the stage of the tumor, lymph

node, and liver metastasis and with a higher expression in
the most advanced stages of colorectal cancer [16]. In this
study, CXCR4 was upregulated in both TCGA integration
analysis and qRT-PCR validation, indicating that the TCGA
integration analysis data were reliable. Salovaara et al. have
found a strong correlation between the high frequency of
SMAD family member 4 (SMAD4) gene mutations and colon
cancer distant metastasis [20]. SMAD4 inhibits lymphangio-
genesis and migration colon cancer [21]. Recent study has
shown that SMAD4 mutation is independently associated
with worse outcomes among patients undergoing resection
of colorectal liver metastases [22]. KRAS is one of the most
common mutated oncogenes in cancer, a powerful promoter
of tumorigenesis, a strong induction factor for malignant
tumors, and a predictive biomarker of therapeutic response
[23]. Hsa-miR-224 was downregulated in the feces from the
colorectal cancer patients, which could be an informative
biomarker for screening and early diagnosis of colorectal can-
cer [15]. CXCR4, SMAD4, and KRAS coexpressed with hsa-
miR-224-5p were enriched in pathway of Intestinal immune
network for IgA production and colorectal cancer. Hence, we
inferred that hsa-miR-224-5p-CXCR4/SMAD4/KRAS inter-
actions play a pivotal role in the development of RSCOAD
and LSCOAD by regulating pathway of intestinal immune
network for IgA production and colorectal cancer.
Hsa-miR-155-5p was upregulated in both TCGA integra-
tion analysis and qRT-PCR validation, which was consistent
with reports in other cancers of other researchers [24]. MiR-
155 directly regulates f-catenin at the transcriptional level
and promotes the invasion potential of colon cancer cell,
which suggests that miR-155 may have a unique potential as
a novel biomarker candidate for diagnosis and treatment of
tumor metastasis [24]. According to DEmiRNA-DEmRNA
interaction network, hsa-miR-155-5p was coexpressed with
Fat storage-inducing transmembrane protein 2 (FITM2).
FITM2 is a 262-amino acid protein in mammals having six
transmembrane domains with both N and C termini facing
the cytoplasm. FITM2 causes lethal enteropathy and plays
an essential role in regulating intestinal health [24]. In our



study, FITM2 was downregulated in both TCGA integration
analysis and qQRT-PCR validation. Therefore, we hypothesized
that hsa-miR-155-5p/FITM2 interactions contributed to dis-
tinguishing RSCOAD and LSCOAD.

Hsa-miR-31-5p has been reported as a prognostic
biomarker for stage II and III colon cancer [25]. Herein, hsa-
miR-31-5p was upregulated in TCGA integration analysis.
According to DEmiRNA-DEmRNA interaction network,
hsa-miR-31-5p was coexpressed with proto-oncogene,
pleomorphic adenoma gene-like 2 (PLAGL2). PLAGL2 is
involved in a variety of cancers including colon cancer,
acute myeloid leukemia, malignant glioma, and lung adeno-
carcinoma, and PLAGL2 can function as a tumor suppressor
by initiating cell cycle arrest and apoptosis [26]. Hence, we
speculated that hsa-miR-31-5p PLAGL2 interactions play a
key role in the development of RSCOAD and LSCOAD.

In summary, we identified 2534 DEmRNAs and 54
DEmiRNAs in RSCOAD compared to LSCOAD. The feature
selection procedure was to obtain 22 optimal diagnostic miR-
NAs biomarkers in RSCOAD compared to LSCOAD, among
which three DEmiRNAs (hsa-miR-224-5p, hsa-miR-155-5p,
and hsa-miR-31-5p) and five DEmRNAs (CXCR4, SMAD4,
KRAS, FITM2, and PLAGL2) were identified key DEmiRNAs
and DEmRNAs in RSCOAD compared to LSCOAD. How-
ever, there are limitations to our study. Firstly, the sample
size in the confirmation by qRT-PCR was small and large
numbers of samples of RSCOAD and LSCOAD are needed
for further research. Secondly, these key DEmRNAs and
DEmiRNAs were identified and the function was not studied.
Thence, in vivo and in vitro experiments were necessary to
illuminate the biological roles of DEmRNAs and DEmiRNAs
in the future work.

Data Availability

The data used to support the findings of this study are
included within the article.

Conflicts of Interest

The authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest. No
competing financial interests exist.

Authors’ Contributions

Likun Yang and Lin Li contributed equally to this work and
should be considered as co-first authors.

Acknowledgments

This study was supported by the “13th Five-Year” Com-
prehensive Investment Discipline Construction Project of
Tianjin Medical University (No: 11601502-xk0135). We thank
Beijing Medintell Bioinformatic Technology Co., Ltd., for
assistance in high-throughput sequencing and data analysis.

BioMed Research International

Supplementary Materials

The Supplementary Table of top 100 DEmRNAs and all of
DEmiRNAs. Supplementary Table 1 shows top of 100 DEm-
RNAs, and Supplementary Table 2 shows all of DEmiRNAs.
(Supplementary Materials)

References

[1] R. L. Siegel, K. D. Miller, and A. Jemal, “Cancer statistics,” CA:
A Cancer Journal for Clinicians, vol. 66, no. 1, pp. 7-30, 2016.

[2] G. H. Lee, G. Malietzis, A. Askari, D. Bernardo, H. O. Al-
Hassi, and S. K. Clark, “Is right-sided colon cancer different to
left-sided colorectal cancer? - A systematic review,” European
Journal of Surgical Oncology, vol. 41, no. 3, pp. 300-308, 2015.

[3] I. O. Hansen and P. Jess, “Possible better long-term survival
in left versus right-sided colon cancer - a systematic review;
Danish Medical Journal, vol. 59, Article ID A4444, 2012.

[4] M. Yahagi, K. Okabayashi, H. Hasegawa, M. Tsuruta, and Y.
Kitagawa, “The worse prognosis of right-sided compared with
left-sided colon cancers: a systematic review and meta-analysis,”
Journal of Gastrointestinal Surgery, vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 648-655,
2016.

[5] T. Nawa, J. Kato, H. Kawamoto et al., “Differences between
right- and left-sided colon cancer in patient characteristics,
cancer morphology and histology,” Journal of Gastroenterology
and Hepatology, vol. 23, no. 3, pp. 418-423, 2008.

[6] E Benedix, R. Kube, E Meyer, U. Schmidt, I. Gastinger, and
H. Lippert, “Comparison of 17,641 patients with right- and left-
sided colon cancer: Differences in epidemiology, perioperative
course, histology, and survival,” Diseases of the Colon ¢~ Rectum,
vol. 53, no. 1, pp. 57-64, 2010.

[7] S. A. Suttie, I. Shaikh, R. Mullen, A. I. Amin, T. Daniel, and S.
Yalamarthi, “Outcome of right- and left-sided colonic and rectal
cancer following surgical resection,” Colorectal Disease, vol. 13,
no. 8, pp. 884-889, 2011.

[8] K. Derwinger and B. Gustavsson, “Variations in demography
and prognosis by colon cancer location,” Anticancer Reseach,
vol. 31, no. 6, pp- 2347-2350, 2011.

[9] D. P. Bartel, “MicroRNAs: genomics, biogenesis, mechanism,
and function,” Cell, vol. 116, no. 2, pp. 281-297, 2004.

[10] J. Winter, S. Jung, S. Keller, R. I. Gregory, and S. Diederichs,
“Many roads to maturity: microRNA biogenesis pathways and
their regulation,” Nature Cell Biology, vol. 11, no. 3, pp. 228-234,
20009.

[11] I Berindan-Neagoe, P. D. C. Monroig, B. Pasculli, and G. A.
Calin, “MicroRNAome genome: a treasure for cancer diagnosis
and therapy,” CA: A Cancer Journal for Clinicians, vol. 64, no. 5,
pp. 311-336, 2014.

[12] N. H. Phuah and N. H. Nagoor, “Regulation of MicroRNAs
by natural agents: new strategies in cancer therapies,” BioMed
Research International, vol. 2014, Article ID 804510, 17 pages,
2014.

[13] S. Lin and R. L. Gregory, “MicroRNA biogenesis pathways in
cancer, Nature Reviews Cancer, vol. 15, no. 6, pp. 321-333, 2015.

[14] R. Warschkow, M. C. Sulz, L. Marti et al., “Better survival in
right-sided versus left-sided stage I - III colon cancer patients,”
BMC Cancer, vol. 16, no. 1, p. 554, 2016.

[15] Y. Zhu, A. Xu, J. Li et al, “Fecal miR-29a and miR-224
as the noninvasive biomarkers for colorectal cancer,” Cancer
Biomarkers, vol. 16, no. 2, pp. 259-264, 2016.


http://downloads.hindawi.com/journals/bmri/2019/7149296.f1.docx

BioMed Research International

(16]

(17]

[20]

(21]

[22]

(23]

(24]

[25]

[26]

E Zheng, Z. Zhang, V. Flamini, W. G. Jiang, and Y. Cui, “The
axis of CXCR4/SDF-1 plays a role in colon cancer cell adhesion
through regulation of the AKT and IGFIR signalling pathways,”
Anticancer Reseach, vol. 37, no. 8, pp. 4361-4369, 2017.

H. Zhao, L. Guo, H. Zhao, J. Zhao, H. Weng, and B. Zhao,
“CXCR4 over-expression and survival in cancer: A system
review and meta-analysis,” Oncotarget , vol. 6, no. 7, pp. 5022
5040, 2015.

T. Murakami, K. Kawada, M. Iwamoto et al., “The role of CXCR3
and CXCR4 in colorectal cancer metastasis, International
Journal of Cancer, vol. 132, no. 2, pp. 276-287, 2013.

L.Cong, E A. Ran, D. Cox et al., “Multiplex genome engineering
using CRISPR/Cas systems,” Science, vol. 339, no. 6121, pp. 819-
823, 2013.

R. Salovaara, S. Roth, A. Loukola et al, “Frequent loss of
SMAD4/DPC4 protein in colorectal cancers,” Gut, vol. 51, no.
1, pp. 56-59, 2002.

Q. Xu, J. Tong, C. Zhang et al., “miR-27a induced by colon can-
cer cells in HLECs promotes lymphangiogenesis by targeting
SMAD4,” PLoS ONE, vol. 12, no. 10, Article ID e0186718, 2017.
T. Mizuno, J. M. Cloyd, D. Vicente et al., “SMAD4 gene muta-
tion predicts poor prognosis in patients undergoing resection
for colorectal liver metastases,” European Journal of Surgical
Oncology, vol. 44, no. 5, pp. 684-692, 2018.

P. D. Carvalho, C. F. Guimarées, A. P. Cardoso et al., “KRAS
oncogenic signaling extends beyond cancer cells to orchestrate
the microenvironment,” Cancer Research, vol. 78, no. 1, pp. 7-14,
2018.

N. Liu, F. Jiang, X. Y. Han et al., “MiRNA-155 promotes the
invasion of colorectal cancer SW-480 cells through regulating
the Wnt/beta-catenin,” European Review for Medical and Phar-
macological Sciences, vol. 2, pp. 101-109, 2018.

H. Jacob, L. Stanisavljevic, K. E. Storli, K. E. Hestetun, O. Dahl,
and M. P. Myklebust, “Identification of a sixteen-microRNA
signature as prognostic biomarker for stage II and III colon
cancer,” Oncotarget , vol. 8, no. 50, pp. 87837-87847, 2017.
T.S.Hanks and K. A. Gauss, “Pleomorphic adenoma gene-like 2
regulates expression of the p53 family member, p73, and induces
cell cycle block and apoptosis in human promonocytic U937
cells,” Apoptosis, vol. 17, no. 3, pp. 236-247, 2012.



