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Abstract: Long non-coding RNAs (lncRNAs) play critical roles in human cancers. HOXA11 anti-sense
RNA (HOXA11-AS) is an lncRNA belonging to the homeobox (HOX) gene cluster that promotes
liver metastasis in human colon cancer. However, its role and mechanism of action in human oral
squamous cell carcinoma (OSCC) are unclear. In this study, we investigated HOXA11-AS expression
and function in human OSCC tissues and cell lines, as well as a mouse model of OSCC. Our analyses
showed that HOXA11-AS expression in human OSCC cases correlates with lymph node metastasis,
nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide (NAD)(P)H: quinone oxidoreductase 1 (NQO1) upregulation, and
dihydronicotinamide riboside (NRH): quinone oxidoreductase 2 (NQO2) downregulation. Using
the human OSCC cell lines HSC3 and HSC4, we demonstrate that HOXA11-AS promotes NQO1
expression by sponging microRNA-494. In contrast, HOXA11-AS recruits zeste homolog 2 (EZH2) to
the NQO2 promoter to suppress its expression via the trimethylation of H3K27. The upregulation of
NQO1 enzymatic activity by HOXA11-AS results in the consumption of flavin adenine dinucleotide
(FAD), which reduces FAD-requiring glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase (GAPDH) activity
and suppresses glycolysis. However, our analyses show that lactic acid fermentation levels are
preserved by glutaminolysis due to increased malic enzyme-1 expression, promoting enhanced
proliferation, invasion, survival, and drug resistance. In contrast, suppression of NQO2 expression
reduces the consumption of NRH via NQO2 enzymatic activity and increases NAD levels, which
promotes enhanced stemness and metastatic potential. In mouse tumor models, knockdown of
HOXA11-AS markedly suppressed tumor growth and lung metastasis. From these findings, targeting
HOXA11-AS may strongly suppress high-grade OSCC by regulating both NQO1 and NQO2.

Keywords: long non-coding RNA; microRNA; HOXA11-AS; mir-494; NQO

1. Introduction

The worldwide incidence of oral squamous cell carcinoma (OSCC) is 6.2% and 3.6% in
men and women, respectively, with corresponding mortality rates of 3.3% and 1.6% [1]. The
frequency of this disease continues to increase [2], which is cause for concern as the 5-year
survival rate for OSCC is approximately 60%, and the prognosis is poor in the advanced
stages [3]. In recent years, drug therapy for head and neck squamous cell carcinoma
has progressed rapidly. OSCC is typically treated with cytotoxic anticancer drugs, such
as those based on platinum (cisplatin, carboplatin) and taxane (docetaxel, paclitaxel),
but immune checkpoint inhibitors, such as epidermal growth factor receptor tyrosine
kinase inhibitors (cetuximab), and anti-programed cell death-1 antibodies (nivolumab and
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pembrolizumab), are also available [4]. However, the prognosis for high-grade OSCCs
remains poor. Anticancer drugs offer clear benefits for the treatment of this cancer, which
makes the identification of new molecular therapeutic targets for OSCC an urgent issue.

Homeobox (HOX) genes play an important role in embryonic development and car-
cinogenesis. There are 39 HOX genes in four clusters in humans, and each cluster also
contains numerous non-coding RNAs that do not code for proteins, including several long
non-coding RNAs (lncRNAs), such as HOXA11-AS anti-sense RNA (HOXA11-AS), that are
dysregulated in cancer [5]. The 1628 bp long HOXA11-AS gene produces an lncRNA that
is involved in the growth and metastasis of malignant tumors [6], and has been reported
to promote colon cancer liver metastasis [7]. HOXA11-AS functions as a protein scaf-
fold for polycomb repressive complex-2, lysine-specific histone demethylase-1, and DNA
methyltransferase-1, forming an RNA–protein complex that epigenetically modifies chro-
mosomes in the nucleus. HOXA11-AS also sponges miRNAs as a competing endogenous
RNA [8]. Furthermore, HOXA11-AS epigenetically regulates genetic expression through its
action with EZH2. [9].

The quinone oxidoreductases nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide (NAD)(P)H: quinone
oxidoreductase 1 (NQO1) and dihydronicotinamide riboside (NRH): quinone oxidoreduc-
tase 2 (NQO2) are flavoproteins. NQO1 catalyzes metabolic detoxification and protects
cells from redox cycling and oxidative stress, whereas the function of NQO2 is unclear [10].
Their cofactor and substrate affinities are also different. NQO1 requires NAD(P)H as an
electron donor, whereas NQO2 requires NRH. NQO1 is overexpressed in many cancers and
is involved in carcinogenesis, drug resistance, and cancer progression [11,12]. In contrast,
decreased expression of NQO2 correlates with liver metastasis in colorectal cancer [7].
HOXA11-AS is involved in NQO2 downregulation to enhance metastasis [7], but the mech-
anism by which it regulates the expression of NQO2 is unclear. Both NQO1 and NQO2 are
oxidative stress-related genes; HOXA11-AS has been reported to repress NQO2 expression,
whereas the role of HOXA11-AS in NQO1 expression is unclear. Furthermore, the roles of
HOXA11-AS and NQOs in OSCC remain poorly understood.

In this study, we elucidated the roles and interactions of HOXA11-AS and NQOs in
OSCC, and investigated their potential as therapeutic targets.

2. Results
2.1. Expression of HOXA11-AS and NQOs in Human OSCCs

We first examined the expression of HOXA11-AS and NQOs in tissues from 16 OSCCs
(Figure 1). HOXA11-AS expression correlated with the degree of lymph node metastasis, as
did NQO1 expression, whereas NQO2 levels showed an inverse correlation (Figure 1A).
Comparing the expression of NQO1, NQO2, and HOXA11-AS in lymph node metasta-
sis negative cases (pN0) and positive cases (pN1-3), all showed significant differences
(Figure 1B). Regression analysis results showed that there was a direct correlation between
NQO1 and HOXA11-AS expression, whereas NQO2 exhibited an inverse correlation with
HOXA11-AS expression (Figure 1C,D).
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Figure 1. Relationship between HOXA11-AS and NQO1 or NOQ2 in 16 OSCC cases. (A) Relative 
mRNA expression of NQO1, NQO2, and HOXA11-AS. (B) Relationship between nodal metastasis 
and expression (T/N ratio) of NQO1, NQO2, and HOXA11-AS. Statistical differences were calculated 
by unpaired t-test with Welch correction. (C) Relationship of expression (T/N ratio) between 
HOXA11-AS and NQO1. (D) Relationship of expression (T/N ratio) between HOXA11-AS and 
NQO2. Regression analysis was performed using Pearson’s r-test. Error bars indicate the SD 
calculated using Student’s t-test from three independent trials. OSCC, oral squamous cell 
carcinoma; T/N ratio, tumor-to-normal ratio; NQO1, NAD(P)H: quinone oxidoreductase 1; NQO2, 
NRH: quinone oxidoreductase 2; pN0, no nodal metastasis; pN1, metastatic node <3 cm; pN2, 
metastatic node 3–6 cm; pN3, metastatic node >6 cm or >3 cm with extranodal invasion [13]. 

2.2. Role of HOXA11-AS in NQO1 Activation in Human OSCC Cell Lines 
Next, we determined the expression of HOXA11-AS and the NQOs in the human 

OSCC cell lines HSC3 (highly metastatic) and HSC4 (poorly metastatic). We observed 
higher expression of HOXA11-AS and NQO1, but lower expression of NQO2, in HSC3 
compared to HSC4 cells (Figure 2A). When HOXA11-AS was knocked down in HSC3 cells 
using siRNA, NQO1 expression decreased to 25% of that in the siControl (siC) cells, but 
NQO2 expression increased by 2.5-fold (Figure 2B). 

We speculated that the ability of HOXA11-AS to upregulate NQO1 might be due to 
its role as a microRNA sponge and we therefore examined the effect of knocking down 
HOXA11-AS in HSC3 cells on the expression of nine types of miRNAs that have 
previously been reported to upregulate NQO1 [14–22]. Our results showed that only miR-
494 expression was enhanced by HOXA11-AS knockdown (Figure 2C). Knocking down 
miR-494 in HSC3 cells increased NQO1 expression but did not alter NQO2 expression 
(Figure 2D). When we examined the effect of miR-494 on NQO1 activity, we observed that 
the miR-494 mimic decreased NQO1 activity, whereas the miR-494 inhibitor increased its 
activity (Figure 2E). Furthermore, NQO1 activity was decreased by HOXA11-AS 
knockdown alone but was enhanced when HOXA11-AS knockdown was combined with 
the miR-494 inhibitor (Figure 2F). 

Figure 1. Relationship between HOXA11-AS and NQO1 or NOQ2 in 16 OSCC cases. (A) Relative
mRNA expression of NQO1, NQO2, and HOXA11-AS. (B) Relationship between nodal metastasis
and expression (T/N ratio) of NQO1, NQO2, and HOXA11-AS. Statistical differences were calcu-
lated by unpaired t-test with Welch correction. (C) Relationship of expression (T/N ratio) between
HOXA11-AS and NQO1. (D) Relationship of expression (T/N ratio) between HOXA11-AS and NQO2.
Regression analysis was performed using Pearson’s r-test. Error bars indicate the SD calculated
using Student’s t-test from three independent trials. OSCC, oral squamous cell carcinoma; T/N
ratio, tumor-to-normal ratio; NQO1, NAD(P)H: quinone oxidoreductase 1; NQO2, NRH: quinone
oxidoreductase 2; pN0, no nodal metastasis; pN1, metastatic node <3 cm; pN2, metastatic node
3–6 cm; pN3, metastatic node >6 cm or >3 cm with extranodal invasion [13].

2.2. Role of HOXA11-AS in NQO1 Activation in Human OSCC Cell Lines

Next, we determined the expression of HOXA11-AS and the NQOs in the human
OSCC cell lines HSC3 (highly metastatic) and HSC4 (poorly metastatic). We observed
higher expression of HOXA11-AS and NQO1, but lower expression of NQO2, in HSC3
compared to HSC4 cells (Figure 2A). When HOXA11-AS was knocked down in HSC3 cells
using siRNA, NQO1 expression decreased to 25% of that in the siControl (siC) cells, but
NQO2 expression increased by 2.5-fold (Figure 2B).

We speculated that the ability of HOXA11-AS to upregulate NQO1 might be due to
its role as a microRNA sponge and we therefore examined the effect of knocking down
HOXA11-AS in HSC3 cells on the expression of nine types of miRNAs that have previously
been reported to upregulate NQO1 [14–22]. Our results showed that only miR-494 expres-
sion was enhanced by HOXA11-AS knockdown (Figure 2C). Knocking down miR-494 in
HSC3 cells increased NQO1 expression but did not alter NQO2 expression (Figure 2D).
When we examined the effect of miR-494 on NQO1 activity, we observed that the miR-
494 mimic decreased NQO1 activity, whereas the miR-494 inhibitor increased its activity
(Figure 2E). Furthermore, NQO1 activity was decreased by HOXA11-AS knockdown alone
but was enhanced when HOXA11-AS knockdown was combined with the miR-494 inhibitor
(Figure 2F).
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Figure 2. Roles of HOXA11-AS in expression of NQO1 and NQO2. (A) Expression of HOXA11-AS, 
NQO1, and NQO2 RNAs in HSC3 and HSC4 human OSCC carcinoma cell lines. (B) Effect of 
knockdown of HOXA11-AS on expression of HOXA11-AS, NQO1, and NQO2 RNAs in HSC3 cells. 
(C) Effect of knockdown of HOXA11-AS on expression of various microRNAs associated with 
NOQ1 expression in HSC3 cells. The references are shown in Table 1. (D) Effect of inhibiting miR-
494 on the expression of miR-494, NQO1, and NQO2 in HSC3 cells. (E) Effect of miR-494 mimic and 
miR-494 inhibitor in HSC3 cells. (F) Effect of HOXA11-AS knockdown and miR-494 inhibition on 
NQO1 activity. (G) Effect of EZH2 knockdown on expression of EZH2, NQO1, and NQO2 in HSC3 
cells. (H) Chromatin immunoprecipitation of NQO2 in HOXA11-AS knockdown HSC3 cells. Error 
bars indicate the SD calculated using Student’s t-test from three independent trials. Asterisk, p < 
0.05. OSCC, oral squamous cell carcinoma; NQO1, NAD(P)H: quinone oxidoreductase 1; NQO2, 
NRH: quinone oxidoreductase 2; RQ, relative quantity; siHOXA, small interfering RNA for 
HOXA11-AS; siC, control small interference RNA; 494 mimic, miR-494 mimic; 494 inh, miR-494 
inhibitor; EZH2, enhancer of zeste homolog 2; siEZH2, short interference RNA for EZH2; 
H3K27me3, trimethylation of histone H3 at lysine 4. 

Figure 2. Roles of HOXA11-AS in expression of NQO1 and NQO2. (A) Expression of HOXA11-
AS, NQO1, and NQO2 RNAs in HSC3 and HSC4 human OSCC carcinoma cell lines. (B) Effect of
knockdown of HOXA11-AS on expression of HOXA11-AS, NQO1, and NQO2 RNAs in HSC3 cells.
(C) Effect of knockdown of HOXA11-AS on expression of various microRNAs associated with NOQ1
expression in HSC3 cells. The references are shown in Table 1. (D) Effect of inhibiting miR-494 on the
expression of miR-494, NQO1, and NQO2 in HSC3 cells. (E) Effect of miR-494 mimic and miR-494
inhibitor in HSC3 cells. (F) Effect of HOXA11-AS knockdown and miR-494 inhibition on NQO1
activity. (G) Effect of EZH2 knockdown on expression of EZH2, NQO1, and NQO2 in HSC3 cells.
(H) Chromatin immunoprecipitation of NQO2 in HOXA11-AS knockdown HSC3 cells. Error bars
indicate the SD calculated using Student’s t-test from three independent trials. Asterisk, p < 0.05.
OSCC, oral squamous cell carcinoma; NQO1, NAD(P)H: quinone oxidoreductase 1; NQO2, NRH:
quinone oxidoreductase 2; RQ, relative quantity; siHOXA, small interfering RNA for HOXA11-AS;
siC, control small interference RNA; 494 mimic, miR-494 mimic; 494 inh, miR-494 inhibitor; EZH2,
enhancer of zeste homolog 2; siEZH2, short interference RNA for EZH2; H3K27me3, trimethylation
of histone H3 at lysine 4.
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Table 1. Primer sets.

Gene Name Gene ID Forward (5′–3′) Reference

Promoter DNA
NQO2 promoter AY334547.1 Upper TGGCATCTCACAAAGGACAG

Lower GCCGCTGGTGTACTGGTATT

RNA
nucleostemin (NS) BC001024.2 Upper ATTGCCAACAGTGGTGTTCA

Lower AATGGCTTTGCTGCAAGTTT
CD44 FJ216964.1 Upper CATTCAAATCCGGAAGTGCT

Lower GTTGCCAAACCACTGTTCCT
NQO1 BC007659.2 Upper AAAGGACCCTTCCGGAGTAA

Lower CCATCCTTCCAGGATTTGAA
NQO2 BC006096.2 Upper CACACCAGGAACCCAAGTCT

Lower TTGTAGGCTTCGTGGGTTTC
ACTB NM_001101.3 Upper GGACTTCGAGCAAGAGATGG

Lower AGCACTGTGTTGGCGTACAG

lncRNA
HOXA11AS NR_002795.2 Upper TCTCCTGGAGTCTCGCATTT

Lower TCGGAAGTGACCATGAATGA

miRNA
mir-128 NR_029672.1 Upper GCCGTAGCACTGTCTGAGAG [14]

Lower GCAGCTGAAAAAGAGACCGG
mir-140 NR_029681.1 Upper TGTGTCCTGCCAGTGGTTTT [15]

Lower GTCCGTGGTTCTACCCTGTG
mir-144 NR_029685.1 Upper AGTTTGCGATGAGACACTACAGT [16]

Lower GGTGCCCGGACTAGTACATC
mir-145 NR_029686.1 Upper CTTGTCCTCACGGTCCAGTT [17]

Lower TTCCTGGGAAAACTGGACCG
mir-200a NR_029834.1 Upper AGCATCTTACCGGACAGTGC [18]

Lower TGGGAAATCCAGCACTGTCC
mir-450b LM609945.1 Upper AAGTGTATTGGGATCATTTTGCA [19]

Lower ACTATGGATGCAAAATGATCCCA
mir-494 NR_030174.1 Upper CTCGAAGGAGAGGTTGTCCG [20]

Lower AGAAGACAACACGGACAACCT
mir-592 NR_030323.1 Upper GCGATGATGTGTTGTGATGGC [21]

Lower CGTCATGATGTTGCGTCACC
mir-4523 NR_039749.1 Upper TCGGCTGTGTGAGGACTAGA [22]

Lower CTCGGCCGCCTCTAGTCC

2.3. Role of HOXA11-AS in NQO2 Repression in Human OSCC Cell Line

We next considered that the suppression of NQO2 expression by HOXA11-AS may
be due to an EZH2-mediated epigenetic mechanism and examined the effect of EZH2
knockdown in HSC3 cells (Figure 2G). EZH2 knockdown promoted NQO2 expression but
did not alter NQO1 expression. Moreover, the binding of EZH2 and trimethylated H3K27
to the NQO2 promoter DNA was reduced by HOXA11-AS knockdown (Figure 2F).

Together, our analyses indicate that HOXA11-AS sponging of miR-494 upregulates
NQO1 expression, whereas NQO2 expression is suppressed by HOXA11-AS-induced EZH2
inhibition of the NQO2 gene promoter and H3K27 trimethylation.

2.4. Effect of HOXA11-AS on Malignant Phenotypes of OSCC Cells

To examine the effects of HOXA11-AS on the malignant phenotype of OSCC cells, we
knocked down HOXA11-AS in HSC3 and HSC4 cells (Figure 3). HOXA11-AS knockdown
reduced cell proliferation and invasive capacity to a more pronounced extent in HSC3 cells
(Figure 3A,B). Apoptosis was increased in both cell types (Figure 3C), while sphere-forming
ability was decreased by knockdown of HOXA11-AS (Figure 3D), and the changes in both
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assays occurred to a greater degree in HSC3 compared to HSC4 cells. Furthermore, when
sensitivity to CDDP was examined, sensitivity was enhanced in both cells (Figure 3E,F).
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Figure 3. Effect of HOXA11-AS knockdown on malignant phenotypes in OSCC cells. (A–D) Effect of
HOXA11-AS knockdown on cell growth (A), invasion (B), apoptosis (C), and sphere formation (D).
(Inset in (A)) Cell morphology. Scale bar, 50 µm. (E,F) Effect of HOXA11-AS knockdown on sensitivity
to CDDP in HSC3 (E) and HSC4 (D) cells. Error bars indicate the SD calculated using Student’s t-test
from three independent trials. Asterisk, p < 0.05. OSCC, oral squamous cell carcinoma; siHOXA,
small interfering RNA for HOXA11-AS; siC, control small interfering RNA; CDDP, cisplatin.

2.5. Role of NQO1 in OSCC Cell Lines

NQO1 requires FAD in enzymatic reactions. FAD concentration in the cytoplasm
increased with NQO1 knockdown (Figure 4A). In contrast, NQO1 knockdown increased
the activity of GAPDH, a cytosolic glycolytic enzyme, which requires FAD for its reaction
(Figure 4B). Extracellular lactate, which indicates glycolytic activity, increased (Figure 4C).
The expression of malic enzyme (ME)-1, an enzyme involved in glutaminolysis (an alter-
nate lactate fermentation pathway), was reduced by 38% following NQO1 knockdown
(Figure 4D). It has been suggested that NQO1 activity inhibits glycolysis and enhances
glutaminolysis through the promotion of ME1 expression. When HSC3 and HSC4 cells
were treated with ME1-inhibitory lanthanides [23], there was no change in FAD concentra-
tion and GAPDH activity, but extracellular lactate concentration decreased alongside ME1
repression (Figure 4A–D).
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2.6. Role of NQO2 in OSCC Cell Lines 
To examine the action of NQO2, we treated the OSCC cells with HOXA11-AS siRNA, 

an NQO1 inhibitor (dicumarol), or an NQO2 inhibitor (S29434) alongside HOXA11-AS 
siRNA (to inhibit NQO2 activity upregulated by HOXA11-AS knockdown) (Figure 5). Our 
analyses show that HOXA11-AS knockdown and NQO1 inhibition resulted in a similar 
suppression of cell growth, but HOXA11-AS knockdown + NQO2 inhibition resulted in 

Figure 4. Role of NQO1 in malignant phenotypes in OSCC cells. (A–D) Effect of NQO1 knockdown
or ME1 inhibition (LAN, 1 µM) for 48 h on FAD concentration (A), GAPDH activity (B), extracellular
lactate (C), and ME1 expression (D). (E–G) Effect of NQO1 knockdown or ME1 inhibition on cell
growth (E), invasion (F), and sphere formation (G). (H) Effect of NQO1 knockdown or ME1 inhi-
bition on expression of CD44 and NS. Error bars indicate the SD calculated using Student’s t-test
from three independent trials. Asterisk, p < 0.05. OSCC, oral squamous cell carcinoma; NQO1,
NAD(P)H: quinone oxidoreductase 1; siNQO1, small interfering RNA for NQO1; siC, control small
interfering RNA; LAN, lanthanide; ME, malic enzyme; FAD, flavin adenine dinucleotide; GAPDH,
glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase; eLactate, extracellular lactate; NS, nucleostemin.

We also examined the roles of NQO1 and ME1 in mediating the malignant phenotypes
promoted by HOXA11-AS (Figure 4E–H). Cell proliferation, invasive ability, apoptotic
viability, sphere-forming ability, and expression of the stem cell markers CD44 and NS were
all suppressed by both NQO1 knockdown and ME1 inhibition. The degree of suppression
was more pronounced in the presence of ME1 inhibition. Together, these results suggest
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that the promotion of malignant phenotypes by the HOXA11-AS–NQO1 axis is influenced
by glutaminolysis.

2.6. Role of NQO2 in OSCC Cell Lines

To examine the action of NQO2, we treated the OSCC cells with HOXA11-AS siRNA,
an NQO1 inhibitor (dicumarol), or an NQO2 inhibitor (S29434) alongside HOXA11-AS
siRNA (to inhibit NQO2 activity upregulated by HOXA11-AS knockdown) (Figure 5). Our
analyses show that HOXA11-AS knockdown and NQO1 inhibition resulted in a similar
suppression of cell growth, but HOXA11-AS knockdown + NQO2 inhibition resulted in
only mild growth suppression (Figure 5A). Intracellular NAD concentration decreased in
response to HOXA11-AS knockdown and HOXA11-AS knockdown + NQO2 inhibition, but
there was very little change in the presence of the NQO1 inhibitor (Figure 5B). HOXA11-
AS knockdown and NQO1 inhibition suppressed invasion to the same extent; however,
HOXA11-AS knockdown + NQO2 inhibition resulted in milder suppression of invasion
(Figure 5C). In contrast, apoptosis was increased by HOXA11-AS knockdown and HOXA11-
AS knockdown + NQO2 inhibition, but to a lesser extent by NQO1 inhibition (Figure 5D).
Furthermore, HOXA11-AS knockdown and HOXA11-AS knockdown + NQO2 inhibition
reduced the sphere-forming ability of the cells, but this tumor characteristic was only
slightly diminished by NQO1 inhibition (Figure 5E). The decreases in sphere-forming
ability shown in Figure 5E were rescued by the addition of NAD (Figure 5F).

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 10704 9 of 18 
 

 

only mild growth suppression (Figure 5A). Intracellular NAD concentration decreased in 
response to HOXA11-AS knockdown and HOXA11-AS knockdown + NQO2 inhibition, 
but there was very little change in the presence of the NQO1 inhibitor (Figure 5B). 
HOXA11-AS knockdown and NQO1 inhibition suppressed invasion to the same extent; 
however, HOXA11-AS knockdown + NQO2 inhibition resulted in milder suppression of 
invasion (Figure 5C). In contrast, apoptosis was increased by HOXA11-AS knockdown 
and HOXA11-AS knockdown + NQO2 inhibition, but to a lesser extent by NQO1 
inhibition (Figure 5D). Furthermore, HOXA11-AS knockdown and HOXA11-AS 
knockdown + NQO2 inhibition reduced the sphere-forming ability of the cells, but this 
tumor characteristic was only slightly diminished by NQO1 inhibition (Figure 5E). The 
decreases in sphere-forming ability shown in Figure 5E were rescued by the addition of 
NAD (Figure 5F). 

These findings suggest that NQO1 overexpression is the main factor involved in 
HOXA11-AS-mediated cell proliferation and invasion, while NQO2 suppression is 
involved in the enhancement of stemness characteristics. Furthermore, our data also 
suggest that the increased levels of NAD resulting from decreased NQO2 expression are 
involved in promoting features of stemness. 

 
Figure 5. Differential roles of NQO1 and NQO2 in OSCC cells. To compare the roles of NQO1 and 
NQO2 in malignant phenotypes, cells were treated with siHOXA, NQO1-I (1 nM), or 
siHOXA+NQO2-I (15 nM) for 48 h. (A–E) Effects of these treatments on cell growth (A), NAD 
concentration (B), invasion (C), apoptosis (D), and sphere formation (E). (Inset in (A)) Cell 
morphology. Scale bar, 50 μm. (F) The effect of NAD on sphere formation. Error bars indicate the 

Figure 5. Differential roles of NQO1 and NQO2 in OSCC cells. To compare the roles of NQO1 and
NQO2 in malignant phenotypes, cells were treated with siHOXA, NQO1-I (1 nM), or siHOXA+NQO2-I



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 10704 9 of 17

(15 nM) for 48 h. (A–E) Effects of these treatments on cell growth (A), NAD concentration (B), invasion
(C), apoptosis (D), and sphere formation (E). (Inset in (A)) Cell morphology. Scale bar, 50 µm. (F) The
effect of NAD on sphere formation. Error bars indicate the SD calculated using Student’s t-test from
three independent trials. Asterisk, p < 0.05. OSCC, oral squamous cell carcinoma; NQO1, NAD(P)H:
quinone oxidoreductase 1; NQO2, NRH: quinone oxidoreductase 2; siHOXA, small interfering RNA
for HOXA11-AS; NQO1-I, NQO1 inhibitor (dicumarol); NQO2-I, NQO2 inhibitor (S29434); NAD,
nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide.

These findings suggest that NQO1 overexpression is the main factor involved in
HOXA11-AS-mediated cell proliferation and invasion, while NQO2 suppression is involved
in the enhancement of stemness characteristics. Furthermore, our data also suggest that
the increased levels of NAD resulting from decreased NQO2 expression are involved in
promoting features of stemness.

2.7. Effect of HOXA11-AS Treatment of OSCC

Finally, we performed experiments in a mouse model to examine the potential of
HOXA11-AS as a therapeutic target (Figure 6). In the highly metastatic HSC3 subcuta-
neous tumor model, HOXA11-AS knockdown inhibited tumor growth by 25% more than
lanthanide inhibition of ME1, a putative mediator of NQO1 (Figure 6A). In contrast, in
the low metastatic HSC4 line which expresses low levels of HOXA11-AS, HOXA11-AS
knockdown only increased tumor growth by 11% over lanthanides (Figure 6B). When we
compared the effects of the treatments on mouse survival, we observed that lanthanide
treatment only increased the mean survival time of mice harboring HSC3 tumors by 2 days
compared to the control group, whereas the HOXA11-AS knockdown group exhibited an
increase in mean survival time of 12 days over a 7-week period, with 60% of the mice still
alive at the end of the experiment compared with 0% in the control and lanthanide groups
(Figure 6C). In contrast, in mice carrying HSC4 tumors, both the HOXA11-AS knockdown
and lanthanide groups displayed improved survival compared with the control group, but
there was no significant difference between them (Figure 6D).

In the lung metastasis model induced by tail vein inoculation, mice with HSC4 tumors
exhibited a decrease in lung weight of 7% in the lanthanide group and 22% in the HOXA11-
AS knockdown group (Figure 6E). In contrast, mice with HSC3 metastases displayed a
reduction in lung weight of 29% in the lanthanide group and 81% in the knockdown
group. NAD concentrations in mice with HSC3 tumors decreased by 17% following
lanthanide treatment, whereas a 79% decrease was observed with HOXA11-AS knockdown
(Figure 6F). In addition, lactate concentration decreased by 47% and 60% in the lanthanide
and knockdown groups, respectively.

Thus, mice harboring HSC3 tumors (that express high levels of HOXA11-AS) benefited
substantially more from HOXA11-AS knockdown with respect to both tumor growth and
metastasis than those with HSC4 tumors, which exhibit low HOXA11-AS expression. In
addition, compared to the lanthanide-mediated suppression of NQO1 alone, the inhibition
of both NQO1 and NQO2 by HOXA11-AS knockdown markedly enhanced the suppression
of tumor growth and metastasis, with a particularly strong effect in the latter.
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Figure 6. Effect of targeting HOXA11-AS on tumor growth and metastasis of OSCC cells.
(A,B) Subcutaneous HSC3 or HSC4 tumors were treated with liposome-encapsulated siHOXA11-AS
(20 pmol/mouse, i.p.) or lanthanide (0.5 µmol/kg body weight, i.p.) on Day 1, 3, and 7. (Inset)
Immunostaining of NQO2. Scale bar, 50 µm. (C,D) Survival of mice in “no treatment” control (None),
lanthanide, and siHOXA11-AS groups. (E) In the lung metastasis model, mice were treated with
siHOXA11-AS or lanthanide on Day 1, 3, and 7. (Inset) Immunostaining of NQO2. Scale bar, 50 µm.
(F) Intratumor concentration of NAD and lactate in the subcutaneous tumors. Error bars indicate
SD calculated using Student’s t-test for five mice. Asterisk, p < 0.05. OSCC, oral squamous cell
carcinoma; siHOXA, small interfering RNA for HOXA11-AS; LAN, lanthanide; NAD, nicotinamide
adenine dinucleotide.

3. Discussion

In this study, we examined the role of HOXA11-AS as a regulator of NQOs in OSCC.
Our findings show that HOXA11-AS had opposing effects on the NQOs, promoting NQO1
expression and suppressing the expression of NQO2. The results showed that they pro-
moted proliferation, invasion, survival of cancer cells, induction of drug resistance, and
increased stemness, which in turn promoted OSCC progression and metastasis.

Our data indicate that the upregulation of NQO1 in HOXA11-AS-expressing cells is
mediated by the ability of the lncRNA to sponge miR-494, thus alleviating its suppression of
NQO1. The action of “sponging”, when an lncRNA binds to a microRNA and suppresses its
action, is an important regulatory feature of lncRNAs [24]. HOXA11-AS has been reported
to act as a sponge for many microRNAs, including miR-454-3p (resulting in upregulation of
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c-Met expression) [25], and miR-148b-3p (thus upregulating IGFBP5) [26]. In contrast, miR-
494 is known to be sponged by several lncRNAs. Suppression of miR-494 by the lncRNA
PCAT29 promotes PTEN expression [27], while a similar action by the lncRNA SBF2-AS1
promotes FGFR2 expression [28]. The downregulation of NQO1 by miR-494 has been
shown to inhibit the Nrf2 signaling pathway [20], and we previously reported that miR-494
induces a quiescent state in cancer cells by suppressing oxidative phosphorylation [29].

Studies have demonstrated that lncRNAs such as HOXA11-AS function as protein
scaffolds for polycomb repressive complex 2, lysine-specific histone demethylase 1, and
DNA methyltransferase 1, as well as recruiting EZH2 to the promoter DNA of genes,
thereby regulating epigenetic gene expression [8,30]. Our results revealed that, unlike
its upregulation of NQO1, HOXA11-AS recruited EZH2 to the NQO2 gene promoter to
suppress the expression of NQO2. Our data indicate that the regulation of NQO2 expression
involves H3K27 trimethylation of histones binding to the promoter DNA of the NQO2 gene.
H3K27me3 epigenetically represses gene expression [31]. It has been suggested that NQO2
is regulated by epigenetic expression [32], but this study indicated that its expression is
regulated by H3K3me3.

In our data, ME1 expression was induced along with NQO1 overexpression. This has
the effect of compensating for the reduction in the glycolysis caused by GAPDH activity
due to FAD consumption of NQO1 by glutaminolysis. Glutaminolysis provides a substrate
for lactate fermentation, and promotes anaerobic energy metabolism. Glutaminolysis is
elevated in cancer cells and correlates with cancer metastasis [33]. We previously reported
that in OSCC, enhanced glutaminolysis mediated by ME1 expression leads to budding,
enhanced stemness, induction of EMT, and acquisition of metastatic potential at the leading
edge of tumor invasion [23,34]. The results from this study indicate that HOXA11-AS-
mediated NQO1 expression is one of the causes of ME1 upregulation.

It has been reported that decreased NQO2 expression correlates with colorectal cancer
liver metastasis and lymph node metastasis [7,35]. NQO2 knockout mice developed
myelodysplastic syndrome as a result of bone marrow cell hyperplasia and decreased
apoptosis [36]. NQO2 differs from NQO1 in that it requires NRH as a coenzyme [10]. NRH
is a precursor of NAD [37] and increases intracellular NAD levels [38,39]. Our experiments
showed that an increase in NQO2 following HOXA11-AS knockdown resulted in a decrease
in NAD concentration. This suggests that NQO2 activation reduces NRH levels, resulting in
decreased NAD levels. NAD plays an important role as a coenzyme in energy metabolism
reactions, such as glycolysis, the TCA cycle, and oxidative phosphorylation, and is also
required for PARP-mediated DNA repair [40]. Studies have demonstrated that NAD
is required for the survival of cancer tissues and cancer stem cells [41,42]. Our study
also confirmed this, as we observed that a reduction in stemness caused by HOXA11-AS
knockdown was restored by NQO2 knockdown or NAD supplementation.

We examined the differential effects of these two NQOs by comparing the results
of inhibiting NQO1 with dicoumarol, and NQO2 with HOXA11-AS knockdown. Our
data showed that NQO1 promoted cell proliferation, invasive capacity, viability, and drug
resistance. In contrast, NQO2 enhanced stemness. HOXA11-AS induces a strong malignant
phenotype in OSCC cells by simultaneously upregulating NQO1 and downregulating
NQO2. In our therapeutic experiments using mouse models, knockdown of HOXA11-AS
markedly suppressed tumor growth and metastasis.

We compared the results of inhibition of NQO1 with dicoumarol and NQO2 with
HOXA11-AS knockdown to examine the differences in the actions of these two NQOs.
The results revealed that NQO1 promotes cell proliferation, invasive capacity, viability,
and drug resistance. In contrast, NQO2 promoted stemness, and HOXA11-AS induced a
strong malignant phenotype in OSCC cells by simultaneously upregulating NQO1 and
downregulating NQO2. In therapeutic experiments using mouse models, knockdown of
HOXA11-AS markedly suppressed tumor growth and metastasis.

Our data show that HOXA11-AS upregulates NQO1 expression by sponging miR-494
and downregulates NQO2 expression by EHZ2-mediated H3K27 trimethylation; over-
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expression of NQO promotes malignant phenotypes by promoting glutaminolysis, and
suppression of NQO2 expression enhanced cancer stemness by increasing intracellular
NAD levels. Furthermore, NQO1 plays a role in neutralizing oxidative stress and detox-
ification, which may promote cancer cell survival [10]. NQO1 upregulation and NQO2
downregulation are provided synchronously by HOXA11-AS, resulting in the phenotype
alterations described above and promoting cancer metastatic potential. The HOXA11-AS–
NQO1/NQO2 axis is emphasized as a novel metastasis-promoting mechanism in OSCC.

Oncogenic lncRNAs, which are upregulated in cancer, are expected to be diagnostic
markers, prognostic factors, and even novel therapeutic molecular targets [43]. HOXA11AS
is one of the 16 most dysregulated lncRNAs in head and neck cancer and has attracted
attention as a therapeutic target [44]. Attempts to apply lncRNA targeting to therapy have
included the use of antisense oligonucleotides and small molecules to block the functional
interactions between lncRNAs and proteins, and inactivation of lncRNA-encoding genes
and the transcripts based on the CRISPR-Cas system are under development [45]. Therefore,
we believe that HOXA11-AS may be a novel molecular target for the treatment of OSCC.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Surgical Specimens

Fresh surgical specimens frozen at −80 ◦C from 16 primary OSCCs treated at the Nara
Medical University Hospital were randomly selected for use in this study. Tumor stage
was determined using the TNM classification system [13], and the personal information of
the patients was anonymized by the staff. All procedures were performed in accordance
with the Ethical Guidelines for Human Genome/Gene Research enacted by the Japanese
Government and were approved by the Ethics Committee of Nara Medical University
(approval number 937, 20 October 2010).

4.2. Cell Culture

The human tongue squamous cell carcinoma cell lines HSC3 and HSC4 were purchased
from the Health Science Research Resources Bank (Osaka, Japan). The cells were maintained
in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle medium (DMEM) containing 450 mg/dL glucose and 10%
fetal bovine serum in a 5% CO2 atmosphere at 37 ◦C.

4.3. Reagents

These reagents were purchased from the indicated suppliers: miR-494 mimic and
miR-494 inhibitor (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA); ME inhibitor, lanthanide (1 µM, WAKO,
Osaka, Japan) (Nakashima C, Cancer Sci. 2018); cisplatin (CDDP, WAKO); NQO1 inhibitor
(NQO1-I, dicumarol Sigma-Aldrich Chemical Co., St. Louis, MO, USA); NQO2 inhibitor
(NQO2-I, S29434, Sigma); and beta-NAD (MP Biomedicals, Inc., Irvine, CA, USA).

4.4. Cell Proliferation, Cell Infiltration, and Apoptosis

To assess cell proliferation, cell numbers were determined using an autocytometer
(CDA-1000; Sysmex, Kobe, Japan) or MTS [3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-5-
(3-carboxymethoxyphenyl)-2-(4-sulfophenyl)-2H-tetrazolium] assay. MTS assays were per-
formed using the Celltiter 96 Aqueous One Solution Cell Proliferation Assay kit (Promega
Biosciences, Inc., San Louis Obispo, CA, USA). Wound healing assays were performed to
assess cell infiltration. The area of cell migration was measured using digitally captured
images. In some experiments, the cells were treated with lanthanide for 48 h at 37 ◦C.
Apoptosis was assessed by examining 1000 cells stained with Hoechst 33342 dye (Life
Technologies, Carlsbad, CA, USA) and viewed using a fluorescent microscope.

4.5. Sphere Formation Assay

Cells (1000 cells/well) were seeded onto uncoated bacteriological 35 mm dishes
(Corning Inc., Corning, NY, USA) in 3D Tumorsphere Medium XF (Sigma) [46]. After seven
days of culture, images of the spheres were acquired using an inverted microscope coupled
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with a camera (Carl Zeiss, Göttingen, Germany). The captured images were analyzed using
a computer, and the number of spheres was counted using ImageJ software (version 1.52;
NIH, Bethesda, MD, USA).

4.6. Small Interfering RNA

Stealth Select RNAi (siRNA) targeting human HOXA11-AS, NQO1, and EZH2 was
purchased from Sigma. AllStars Negative Control siRNA was used as the control (Qiagen,
Valencia, CA, USA). The cells were transfected with 10 nM siRNA using Lipofectamine
3000 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) according to the manufacturer’s
recommendations.

4.7. Reverse Transcription Polymerase Chain Reaction (RT-PCR)

Total RNA (1 µg) was used to synthesize cDNA using the ReverTra Ace quantitative
PCR (qPCR) RT kit (Toyobo, Osaka, Japan). The PCR reaction was performed according to
the manufacturer’s instructions. PCR products were electrophoresed on 2% agarose gels
and visualized using ethidium bromide. The primer sets used are listed in Table 1. Primers
were synthesized by Sigma-Aldrich (Ishikari, Japan).

4.8. qRT-PCR for lncRNA

Total cellular RNA was isolated from primary OSCC tissues using TRIzol reagent
(Invitrogen) and reverse-transcribed using the Prime Script RT reagent kit together with
gDNA Eraser (Perfect Real Time; Takara, Kyoto, Japan) in accordance with the manufac-
turer’s instructions. HOXA11-AS expression was analyzed using qRT-PCR, with reactions
performed in triplicate using a SYBR Green PCR kit (Takara). Glyceraldehyde3-phosphate
dehydrogenase (GAPDH) mRNA was used as the internal control. The primer sets are
listed in Table 1.

4.9. Detection of miRNA

A mirVana™ miRNA isolation kit was used to extract miRNAs, according to the
manufacturer’s protocol (Thermo Fisher Scientific). To quantify miRNA expression levels,
RT-PCR was performed using the TaqMan miRNA reverse transcription kit (Applied
Biosystems) and Pri-miRNA Assay kit (Hs04225959_pri, Applied Biosystems) according to
the manufacturer’s protocols. The primer sets are listed in Table 1.

4.10. Protein Extraction

To prepare whole-cell lysates, the cells were washed twice with cold PBS and harvested.
The cells were lysed with 0.1% NP-40-added RIPA buffer (Thermo Fisher) [47]. Protein
assays were performed using the Protein Assay Rapid Kit (Wako).

4.11. Determination of Lactate, NAD, and FAD Concentrations, and Activity of NQO1 and
GAPDH

Concentrations of lactate, NAD, and FAD were determined using a D-lactate assay kit
(Cayman Chemical, Ann Arbor, MI, USA), NAD/NADH assay kit (Dojindo, Kumamoto,
Japan), and FAD ELISA kit (As One, Tokyo, Japan), respectively.

The activities of NQO1 and GAPDH were determined using NQO1 and GAPDH
activity assay kits (Abcam, Cambridge, UK), respectively. All reactions were performed
according to the manufacturer’s instructions.

4.12. Chromatin Immunoprecipitation Assay

A chromatin immunoprecipitation assay was performed in HSC3 cells using a com-
mercial kit (Sigma). After cross-linking with 1% formaldehyde at 37 ◦C for 10 min, the
cells were harvested in sodium dodecyl sulfate lysis buffer and the DNA was sheared
to fragments of 500 bp by sonication. Pre-cleared chromatin was incubated overnight
with antibodies against EZH2, H3K27me3, or non-specific IgG. Protein G-agarose beads



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 10704 14 of 17

were then added and incubated at 4 ◦C for 1 h. After reversing the cross-links, the DNA
was isolated and used for PCR. The specific primers used for PCR detection of the NQO2
promoter are shown in Table 1.

4.13. Animal Models

Male 5-week-old BALB/c nude mice were purchased from Japan SLC (Shizuoka,
Japan). Mice were maintained in accordance with the institutional guidelines approved by
the Committee for Animal Experimentation of Nara Medical University and the current
regulations and standards established by the Ministry of Health, Labor, and Welfare
(approval number 12047, 17 July 2017).

To prepare a subcutaneous tumor model, HSC3 and HSC4 cells (1 × 107 cells) sus-
pended in Hank’s balanced salt solution (100 µL, Sigma-Aldrich) were inoculated into the
scapular subcutaneous tissue of the mice. At week 4, the tumors were excised for analysis.
To prepare a lung metastasis model, HSC3 and HSC4 cells (1 × 106 cells) suspended in
Hank’s balanced salt solution (50 µL, Sigma-Aldrich) were inoculated into the caudal
vein. At week 4, the lungs were excised for analysis. Each experimental group contained
five mice.

For tumor treatment, lanthanide (0.5 µmol/kg body weight in 200 µL) or HOXA11-AS
siRNA (Qiagen, 20 pmol encapsulated with liposome, Nippon-Oil&Fats Co., Tokyo, Japan)
was injected intraperitoneally on days 1, 3, and 7 [48].

4.14. Statistical Analysis

Statistical significance was assessed using Student’s t-test with the assumption of a
Gaussian distribution according to the Kolmogorov and Smirnov method or unpaired t-test
with Welch correction. Regression analysis was performed using Pearson’s r analysis with
the assumption of a Gaussian distribution. Analyses were performed using the InStat
software (GraphPad, Los Angeles, CA, USA). Survival curves were calculated using the
Kaplan–Meier model (StatView 4.5, Abacus Concepts, Inc., Berkeley, CA, USA). Differences
in survival times were calculated using the Cox proportional hazards model (StatView 4.5).
Statistical significance was defined as p < 0.05.
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Abbreviation

lncRNA Long non-coding RNA
HOX homeobox
HOXA11-AS HOX-A11 antisense
OSCC oral squamous cell carcinoma
NQO1 NAD(P)H: quinone oxidoreductase 1
NQO2 NRH: quinone oxidoreductase 2
EZH2 enhancer of zeste homolog 2
H3K27me3 trimethylation of histone H3 at lysine 4
CDDP cisplatin
LAN lanthanide
ME malic enzyme
FAD flavin adenine dinucleotide
GAPDH glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase
NAD nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide

References
1. Kocarnik, J.M.; Compton, K.; Dean, F.E.; Fu, W.; Gaw, B.L.; Harvey, J.D.; Henrikson, H.J.; Lu, D.; Pennini, A.; Xu, R.; et al. Cancer

Incidence, Mortality, Years of Life Lost, Years Lived with Disability, and Disability-Adjusted Life Years for 29 Cancer Groups
From 2010 to 2019: A Systematic Analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2019. JAMA Oncol. 2022, 8, 420–444. [PubMed]

2. Stokes, W.A.; Fuller, C.; Day, T.A.; Gillespie, M.B. Perioperative survival of elderly head and neck squamous cell carcinoma
patients. Laryngoscope 2014, 124, 2281–2286. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Prince, A.; Aguirre-Ghizo, J.; Genden, E.; Posner, M.; Sikora, A. Head and neck squamous cell carcinoma: New translational
therapies. Mt. Sinai J. Med. 2010, 77, 684–699. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Kitamura, N.; Sento, S.; Yoshizawa, Y.; Sasabe, E.; Kudo, Y.; Yamamoto, T. Current Trends and Future Prospects of Molecular
Targeted Therapy in Head and Neck Squamous Cell Carcinoma. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2020, 22, 240. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Li, L.; Wang, Y.; Song, G.; Zhang, X.; Gao, S.; Liu, H. HOX cluster-embedded antisense long non-coding RNAs in lung cancer.
Cancer Lett. 2019, 450, 14–21. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Xue, J.Y.; Huang, C.; Wang, W.; Li, H.B.; Sun, M.; Xie, M. HOXA11-AS: A novel regulator in human cancer proliferation and
metastasis. OncoTargets Ther. 2018, 11, 4387–4393. [CrossRef]

7. Chen, D.; Sun, Q.; Cheng, X.; Zhang, L.; Song, W.; Zhou, D.; Lin, J.; Wang, W. Genome-wide analysis of long noncoding RNA
(lncRNA) expression in colorectal cancer tissues from patients with liver metastasis. Cancer Med. 2016, 5, 1629–1639. [CrossRef]

8. Wei, C.; Zhao, L.; Liang, H.; Zhen, Y.; Han, L. Recent advances in unraveling the molecular mechanisms and functions of
HOXA11-AS in human cancers and other diseases (Review). Oncol. Rep. 2020, 43, 1737–1754. [CrossRef]

9. Lu, S.; Jiang, X.; Su, Z.; Cui, Z.; Fu, W.; Tai, S. The role of the long non-coding RNA HOXA11-AS in promoting proliferation and
metastasis of malignant tumors. Cell Biol. Int. 2018, 42, 1596–1601. [CrossRef]

10. Long, D.J., 2nd; Jaiswal, A.K. NRH:quinone oxidoreductase2 (NQO2). Chem.-Biol. Interact. 2000, 129, 99–112. [CrossRef]
11. Zhang, K.; Chen, D.; Ma, K.; Wu, X.; Hao, H.; Jiang, S. NAD(P)H:Quinone Oxidoreductase 1 (NQO1) as a Therapeutic and

Diagnostic Target in Cancer. J. Med. Chem. 2018, 61, 6983–7003. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
12. Hirose, Y.; Sakata, J.; Kobayashi, T.; Miura, K.; Yuza, K.; Nakano, M.; Ichikawa, H.; Nagahashi, M.; Shimada, Y.; Kameyama, H.;

et al. NQO1 as a Marker of Chemosensitivity and Prognosis for Colorectal Liver Metastasis. Anticancer Res. 2021, 41, 1563–1570.
[CrossRef]

13. Sobin, L.H.; Gospodarowicz, M.; Wittekind, C. UICC TNM Classification of Malignant Tumours, 7th ed.; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.:
New York, NY, USA, 2009.

14. Zhao, X.; Jin, Y.; Li, L.; Xu, L.; Tang, Z.; Qi, Y.; Yin, L.; Peng, J. MicroRNA-128-3p aggravates doxorubicin-induced liver injury by
promoting oxidative stress via targeting Sirtuin-1. Pharmacol. Res. 2019, 146, 104276. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Jadeja, R.N.; Jones, M.A.; Abdelrahman, A.A.; Powell, F.L.; Thounaojam, M.C.; Gutsaeva, D.; Bartoli, M.; Martin, P.M. Inhibiting
microRNA-144 potentiates Nrf2-dependent antioxidant signaling in RPE and protects against oxidative stress-induced outer
retinal degeneration. Redox Biol. 2020, 28, 101336. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Zhao, L.; Tao, X.; Qi, Y.; Xu, L.; Yin, L.; Peng, J. Protective effect of dioscin against doxorubicin-induced cardiotoxicity via adjusting
microRNA-140-5p-mediated myocardial oxidative stress. Redox Biol. 2018, 16, 189–198. [CrossRef]

17. Li, Y.; Gao, M.; Yin, L.H.; Xu, L.N.; Qi, Y.; Sun, P.; Peng, J.Y. Dioscin ameliorates methotrexate-induced liver and kidney damages
via adjusting miRNA-145-5p-mediated oxidative stress. Free Radic. Biol. Med. 2021, 169, 99–109. [CrossRef]

18. Yang, J.J.; Tao, H.; Hu, W.; Liu, L.P.; Shi, K.H.; Deng, Z.Y.; Li, J. MicroRNA-200a controls Nrf2 activation by target Keap1 in hepatic
stellate cell proliferation and fibrosis. Cell. Signal. 2014, 26, 2381–2389. [CrossRef]

19. Huang, W.; Shi, G.; Yong, Z.; Li, J.; Qiu, J.; Cao, Y.; Zhao, Y.; Yuan, L. Downregulation of RKIP promotes radioresistance of
nasopharyngeal carcinoma by activating NRF2/NQO1 axis via downregulating miR-450b-5p. Cell Death Dis. 2020, 11, 504.
[CrossRef]

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34967848
http://doi.org/10.1002/lary.24616
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24470332
http://doi.org/10.1002/msj.20216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21105129
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22010240
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33383632
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2019.02.036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30807784
http://doi.org/10.2147/OTT.S166961
http://doi.org/10.1002/cam4.738
http://doi.org/10.3892/or.2020.7552
http://doi.org/10.1002/cbin.11045
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0009-2797(00)00200-3
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jmedchem.8b00124
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29712428
http://doi.org/10.21873/anticanres.14916
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.phrs.2019.104276
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31112750
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.redox.2019.101336
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31590045
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.redox.2018.02.026
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2021.03.035
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cellsig.2014.07.016
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-020-2695-6


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 10704 16 of 17

20. Ling, Y.; Li, Z.Z.; Zhang, J.F.; Zheng, X.W.; Lei, Z.Q.; Chen, R.Y.; Feng, J.H. MicroRNA-494 inhibition alleviates acute lung injury
through Nrf2 signaling pathway via NQO1 in sepsis-associated acute respiratory distress syndrome. Life Sci. 2018, 210, 1–8.
[CrossRef]

21. Wu, G.D.; Li, Z.H.; Li, X.; Zheng, T.; Zhang, D.K. microRNA-592 blockade inhibits oxidative stress injury in Alzheimer’s disease
astrocytes via the KIAA0319-mediated Keap1/Nrf2/ARE signaling pathway. Exp. Neurol. 2020, 324, 113128. [CrossRef]

22. Liang, J.Q.; Zhou, Z.T.; Bo, L.; Tan, H.N.; Hu, J.H.; Tan, M.S. Phosphoglycerate kinase 1 silencing by a novel microRNA microRNA-
4523 protects human osteoblasts from dexamethasone through activation of Nrf2 signaling cascade. Cell Death Dis. 2021, 12, 964.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Nakashima, C.; Yamamoto, K.; Fujiwara-Tani, R.; Luo, Y.; Matsushima, S.; Fujii, K.; Ohmori, H.; Sasahira, T.; Sasaki, T.; Kitadai, Y.;
et al. Expression of cytosolic malic enzyme (ME1) is associated with disease progression in human oral squamous cell carcinoma.
Cancer Sci. 2018, 109, 2036–2045. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Tay, Y.; Rinn, J.; Pandolfi, P.P. The multilayered complexity of ceRNA crosstalk and competition. Nature 2014, 505, 344–352.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Lin, F.J.; Lin, X.D.; Xu, L.Y.; Zhu, S.Q. Long Noncoding RNA HOXA11-AS Modulates the Resistance of Nasopharyngeal
Carcinoma Cells to Cisplatin via miR-454-3p/c-Met. Mol. Cells 2020, 43, 856–869. [PubMed]

26. Wang, J.; Shen, J. LncRNA HOXA11-AS aggravates the keloid formation by targeting miR-148b-3p/IGFBP5 axis. Biochem. Biophys.
Res. Commun. 2021, 581, 60–67. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Lu, B.; Lv, H.; Yang, Z.; Shu, J.; Zhang, H. LncRNA PCAT29 Up-Regulates the Expression of PTEN by Down-Regulating miR-494
in Non-Small-Cell Lung Cancer to Suppress Tumor Progression. Crit. Rev. Eukaryot. Gene Expr. 2021, 31, 9–15. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

28. Fu, D.W.; Liu, A.C. LncRNA SBF2-AS1 Promotes Diffuse Large B-Cell Lymphoma Growth by Regulating FGFR2 via Sponging
miR-494-3p. Cancer Manag. Res. 2021, 13, 571–578. [CrossRef]

29. Ogata, R.; Mori, S.; Kishi, S.; Sasaki, R.; Iwata, N.; Ohmori, H.; Sasaki, T.; Nishiguchi, Y.; Nakashima, C.; Goto, K.; et al. Linoleic
Acid Upregulates Microrna-494 to Induce Quiescence in Colorectal Cancer. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 23, 225. [CrossRef]

30. Liu, X.; Wu, Q.; Li, L. Functional and therapeutic significance of EZH2 in urological cancers. Oncotarget 2017, 8, 38044–38055.
[CrossRef]

31. Jenuwein, T.; Allis, C.D. Translating the histone code. Science 2001, 293, 1074–1080. [CrossRef]
32. Bainomugisa, C.K.; Sutherland, H.G.; Parker, R.; McRae, A.F.; Haupt, L.M.; Griffiths, L.R.; Heath, A.; Nelson, E.C.; Wright, M.J.;

Hickie, I.B.; et al. Using Monozygotic Twins to Dissect Common Genes in Posttraumatic Stress Disorder and Migraine. Front.
Neurosci. 2021, 15, 678350. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Yang, L.; Venneti, S.; Nagrath, D. Glutaminolysis: A Hallmark of Cancer Metabolism. Ann. Rev. Biomed. Eng. 2017, 19, 163–194.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Nakashima, C.; Kirita, T.; Yamamoto, K.; Mori, S.; Luo, Y.; Sasaki, T.; Fujii, K.; Ohmori, H.; Kawahara, I.; Mori, T.; et al. Malic
Enzyme 1 Is Associated with Tumor Budding in Oral Squamous Cell Carcinomas. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2020, 21, 7149. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

35. Provenzani, A.; Fronza, R.; Loreni, F.; Pascale, A.; Amadio, M.; Quattrone, A. Global alterations in mRNA polysomal recruitment
in a cell model of colorectal cancer progression to metastasis. Carcinogenesis 2006, 27, 1323–1333. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Long, D.J., 2nd; Iskander, K.; Gaikwad, A.; Arin, M.; Roop, D.R.; Knox, R.; Barrios, R.; Jaiswal, A.K. Disruption of dihydronicoti-
namide riboside:quinone oxidoreductase 2 (NQO2) leads to myeloid hyperplasia of bone marrow and decreased sensitivity to
menadione toxicity. J. Biol. Chem. 2002, 277, 46131–46139. [CrossRef]

37. Chini, C.C.S.; Peclat, T.R.; Gomez, L.S.; Zeidler, J.D.; Warner, G.M.; Kashyap, S.; Mazdeh, D.Z.; Hayat, F.; Migaud, M.E.; Paulus,
A.; et al. Dihydronicotinamide Riboside Is a Potent NAD(+) Precursor Promoting a Pro-Inflammatory Phenotype in Macrophages.
Front. Immunol. 2022, 13, 840246. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Ciarlo, E.; Joffraud, M.; Hayat, F.; Giner, M.P.; Giroud-Gerbetant, J.; Sanchez-Garcia, J.L.; Rumpler, M.; Moco, S.; Migaud, M.E.;
Cantó, C. Nicotinamide Riboside and Dihydronicotinic Acid Riboside Synergistically Increase Intracellular NAD(+) by Generating
Dihydronicotinamide Riboside. Nutrients 2022, 14, 2752. [CrossRef]

39. Yang, Y.; Mohammed, F.S.; Zhang, N.; Sauve, A.A. Dihydronicotinamide riboside is a potent NAD(+) concentration enhancer
in vitro and in vivo. J. Biol. Chem. 2019, 294, 9295–9307. [CrossRef]

40. Navas, L.E.; Carnero, A. NAD(+) metabolism, stemness, the immune response, and cancer. Signal Transduct. Target. Ther. 2021, 6,
2. [CrossRef]

41. Lucena-Cacace, A.; Otero-Albiol, D.; Jiménez-García, M.P.; Peinado-Serrano, J.; Carnero, A. NAMPT overexpression induces
cancer stemness and defines a novel tumor signature for glioma prognosis. Oncotarget 2017, 8, 99514–99530. [CrossRef]

42. Heske, C.M. Beyond Energy Metabolism: Exploiting the Additional Roles of NAMPT for Cancer Therapy. Front. Oncol. 2019,
9, 1514. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Momtazmanesh, S.; Rezaei, N. Long Non-Coding RNAs in Diagnosis, Treatment, Prognosis, and Progression of Glioma: A
State-of-the-Art Review. Front. Oncol. 2021, 11, 712786. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Tang, S.J.; You, G.R.; Chang, J.T.; Cheng, A.J. Systematic Analysis and Identification of Dysregulated Panel lncRNAs Contributing
to Poor Prognosis in Head-Neck Cancer. Front. Oncol. 2021, 11, 731752. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.lfs.2018.08.037
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.expneurol.2019.113128
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-021-04250-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34667156
http://doi.org/10.1111/cas.13594
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29601126
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature12986
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24429633
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33115978
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2021.09.074
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34655977
http://doi.org/10.1615/CritRevEukaryotGeneExpr.2021039081
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34936288
http://doi.org/10.2147/CMAR.S284258
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23010225
http://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.16765
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1063127
http://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2021.678350
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34239411
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-bioeng-071516-044546
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28301735
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21197149
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32998265
http://doi.org/10.1093/carcin/bgi377
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16531451
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M208675200
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2022.840246
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35281060
http://doi.org/10.3390/nu14132752
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.RA118.005772
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41392-020-00354-w
http://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.20577
http://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2019.01514
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32010616
http://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2021.712786
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34322395
http://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2021.731752


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 10704 17 of 17

45. Statello, L.; Guo, C.J.; Chen, L.L.; Huarte, M. Gene regulation by long non-coding RNAs and its biological functions. Nat. Rev.
Mol. Cell Biol. 2021, 22, 96–118. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Mori, S.; Kishi, S.; Honoki, K.; Fujiwara-Tani, R.; Moriguchi, T.; Sasaki, T.; Fujii, K.; Tsukamoto, S.; Fujii, H.; Kido, A.; et al.
Anti-Stem Cell Property of Pterostilbene in Gastrointestinal Cancer Cells. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2020, 21, 9347. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Kuniyasu, H.; Oue, N.; Wakikawa, A.; Shigeishi, H.; Matsutani, N.; Kuraoka, K.; Ito, R.; Yokozaki, H.; Yasui, W. Expression of
receptors for advanced glycation end-products (RAGE) is closely associated with the invasive and metastatic activity of gastric
cancer. J. Pathol. 2002, 196, 163–170. [CrossRef]

48. Kuniyasu, H.; Oue, N.; Sasahira, T.; Luo, Y.; Moriwaka, Y.; Shimomoto, T.; Fujii, K.; Ohmori, H.; Yasui, W. Reg IV enhances
peritoneal metastasis in gastric carcinomas. Cell Prolif. 2009, 42, 110–121. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1038/s41580-020-00315-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33353982
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21249347
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33302440
http://doi.org/10.1002/path.1031
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2184.2008.00577.x

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Expression of HOXA11-AS and NQOs in Human OSCCs 
	Role of HOXA11-AS in NQO1 Activation in Human OSCC Cell Lines 
	Role of HOXA11-AS in NQO2 Repression in Human OSCC Cell Line 
	Effect of HOXA11-AS on Malignant Phenotypes of OSCC Cells 
	Role of NQO1 in OSCC Cell Lines 
	Role of NQO2 in OSCC Cell Lines 
	Effect of HOXA11-AS Treatment of OSCC 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Surgical Specimens 
	Cell Culture 
	Reagents 
	Cell Proliferation, Cell Infiltration, and Apoptosis 
	Sphere Formation Assay 
	Small Interfering RNA 
	Reverse Transcription Polymerase Chain Reaction (RT-PCR) 
	qRT-PCR for lncRNA 
	Detection of miRNA 
	Protein Extraction 
	Determination of Lactate, NAD, and FAD Concentrations, and Activity of NQO1 and GAPDH 
	Chromatin Immunoprecipitation Assay 
	Animal Models 
	Statistical Analysis 

	References

