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Hypoxia occurs in human atherosclerotic lesions and has multiple adverse effects on endothelial cell metabolism. Recently, key roles of long non-coding RNAs (lncRNAs) in the development of atherosclerosis have begun to emerge. In this study, we investigate the lncRNA profiles of human umbilical vein endothelial cells subjected to hypoxia using global run-on sequencing (GRO-Seq). We demonstrate that hypoxia regulates the nascent transcription of ~1800 lncRNAs. Interestingly, we uncover evidence that promoter-associated lncRNAs are more likely to be induced by hypoxia compared to enhancer-associated lncRNAs, which exhibit an equal distribution of up- and downregulated transcripts. We also demonstrate that hypoxia leads to a significant induction in the activity of super-enhancers next to transcription factors and other genes implicated in angiogenesis, cell survival and adhesion, whereas super-enhancers near several negative regulators of angiogenesis were repressed. Despite the majority of lncRNAs exhibiting low detection in RNA-Seq, a subset of lncRNAs were expressed at comparable levels to mRNAs. Among these, MALAT1, HYMAI, LOC730101, KIAA1656, and LOC339803 were found differentially expressed in human atherosclerotic lesions, compared to normal vascular tissue, and may thus serve as potential biomarkers for lesion hypoxia.
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INTRODUCTION

Recent transcriptomic analyses have established that up to 90% of the eukaryotic genome is transcribed (1). Only 2% of these transcripts encode for proteins, while the vast majority is transcribed as non-coding RNAs (ncRNAs). An increasing number of reports have discovered functional and structural roles for ncRNAs (e.g., microRNAs, small nucleolar RNAs, and small nucleolar RNAs), but despite this, the majority of them remain uncharacterized. The largest group of ncRNAs are called long ncRNAs (lncRNAs), which are defined as non-coding transcripts >200 nucleotides in length (2). LncRNAs can be further divided into promoter-associated lncRNAs and enhancer-associated lncRNAs (also called enhancer RNAs) based on epigenomic classification (3). Promoter-associated lncRNAs, like protein-coding mRNAs, are relatively stable, often spliced and polyadenylated, whereas enhancer RNAs (eRNAs) tend to lack these modifications and are generally unstable (4). Interestingly, lncRNA expression is exquisitely cell type-specific and is often perturbed in disease states (5, 6), suggesting functions in development, homeostasis and maintenance of cell identity.

Atherosclerotic vascular disease is a leading cause of morbidity and mortality in the developed world (7). A critical early step in the development of atherosclerosis is endothelial injury and the resulting endothelial dysfunction which stimulates an infiltration of leukocytes into the vessel wall (8). In the later stages of atherosclerosis, plaque endothelial cells (ECs) are subject to an adverse microenvironment characterized by hypoxia and proinflammatory stimuli, greatly affecting their function as endothelial barrier (9). To date, some instances of specific lncRNAs involved in the maintenance of EC functions, particularly angiogenesis, have been uncovered (10). For example, MALAT1, a highly abundant lncRNA, has been implicated in EC proliferation, migration and tube formation (10). Several lncRNAs have been linked to the control of hypoxia responses via the modulation of hypoxia-inducible factor 1α (HIF1α) activity in the context of tumor hypoxia (11), representing molecular mechanisms that could also be active in hypoxic atherosclerotic plaques. However, the diversity, expression dynamics and functions of lncRNAs in endothelial cells remain poorly characterized, in part due to technical limitations of standard RNA-Seq protocols as well as challenges in data analysis, compared to the profiling of protein-coding genes.

In the current study, we characterize the nascent lncRNA profiles of human primary endothelial cells subjected to hypoxia by performing GRO-Seq. We demonstrate that hypoxia has extensive genome-wide effects on the non-coding transcriptome, with hundreds of known and novel lncRNAs being differentially expressed. We further study the correlation of lncRNAs with coding gene expression and identify a subset of highly stable lncRNAs that are differentially regulated in human atherosclerotic lesions.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Cell Culture

Human umbilical vein endothelial cells (HUVECs) from 3 different donors were isolated from umbilical cords obtained from the maternity ward of the Kuopio University Hospital and used at passages 5–8. The 4th replicate represents a pool of HUVECs purchased from Gibco and used as passage 10 (potential of >16 population doublings guaranteed). The gene expression profiles of all donors correlated strongly. This work was carried out in accordance with the recommendations of the Research Ethics Committee of the Hospital District of Northern Savo, Kuopio, Finland. Informed written consent was received from all participants and the experiments were performed in accordance with the relevant guidelines and regulations.

HUVECs were maintained in endothelial cell growth medium (EGM; basal medium with SingleQuots supplements CC-4133; Lonza) on cell culture flasks coated with 10 g/ml fibronectin (Sigma, St Louis, MO, USA) and 0.05% gelatin and maintained at 37°C and 5% CO2. Hypoxia was induced in Ruskinn Invivo2 400 hypoxia workstation (Baker Ruskinn) in the presence of 1% O2 and 5% CO2 for 8 h. The 8 h timepoint was chosen to provide representation of early and late responses (12). Moreover, short exposure to hypoxia tends to promote cell survival and growth, while prolonged exposure to hypoxia leads to cell death (13). For adenoviral overexpression, cells were treated with AdCMV (empty vector), AdHIF1α and AdHIF2α (constitutively active forms of HIFs) (14).

GRO-Seq and RNA-Seq

For GRO-Seq nuclei isolation, cells were treated with cycloheximide (0.1 mg/ml) for 10 min, PBS-washed and incubated in 10 ml of swelling buffer [10 mM Tris-HCl, 2 mM MgCl2, 3 mM CaCl2, and 2 U/ml SUPERase Inhibitor (Thermofisher, Waltham, MA, U.S.A.)] for 5 min on ice. Cells were scraped and pelleted for 10 min at 400 × g and resuspended in 500 μl of swelling buffer supplemented with 10% glycerol. Subsequently, 500 μl of swelling buffer supplemented with 10% glycerol and 1% Igepal was added drop by drop to the cells under gentle vortexing. Nuclei were washed twice with lysis buffer (10 ml of swelling buffer supplemented with 0.5% Igepal and 10% glycerol), and once with 1 ml of freezing buffer (50 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.3, 40% glycerol, 5 mM MgCl2 and 0.1 mM EDTA). Nuclei were counted manually using a Bürker chamber after Trypan Blue staining, centrifuged at 900 × g for 6 min and suspended to a concentration of 5 million nuclei per 100 μl of freezing buffer, snap-frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored −80°C until run-on reactions. For the run-on reaction, the nuclear run-on reaction buffer [NRO-RB; 496 μM KCl, 16.5 μM Tris-HCl, 8.25 μM MgCl2 and 1.65was preheated to 30°C. Then each ml of the NRO-RB was supplemented with 1.5 mM DTT, 750 μM ATP, 750 μM GTP, 4.5 μM CTP, 750 μM Br-UTP (Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Inc., Dallas, Texas, U.S.A.) and 33 μl of SUPERase Inhibitor (Thermofisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, U.S.A). Fifty microliters of the supplemented NRO-RB was added to 100 μl of nuclei samples, thoroughly mixed and incubated for 5 min at 30°C. RNA was then harvested by phenol-chloroform extraction [TRIzol LS (Thermofisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, U.S.A)].

For total RNA isolation, cells were treated with cycloheximide (0.1 mg/ml) for 10 min, PBS-washed and scraped into lysis buffer [1x Mammalian Polysome Buffer (Epicenter, Madison, Wisconsin), 1% Triton X-100, 1 mM DTT, 250 U/ml SUPERase Inhibitor, 7.1 U/ml Turbo DNase (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, Massachusetts, U.S.A.) and 0.1 mg/ml Cycloheximide] on ice. To assure complete lysis, the lysates were drawn up and expelled 4 times through a sterile 22–25 gauge needle. The cleared lysate was then treated with 10% SDS, snap-frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored −80°C.

GRO-seq libraries were subsequently prepared as previously described (15). The run-on products were treated with DNAse I according to the manufacturer's instructions (TURBO DNA-free Kit, Thermofisher, Carlsbad, CA, U.S.A.), base hydrolysed (RNA fragmentation reagent, Thermofisher, Carlsbad, CA, U.S.A.), end-repaired, and immuno-purified using anti-Br-UTP agarose beads (Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Inc., Dallas, Texas, USA).

Total RNA with size >200 nt for sequencing libraries was purified using the Zymo RNA Clean and Conc kit (Zymo Research, Irvine, California, U.S.A.) and rRNAs were removed using the Ribo-Zero Gold rRNA Removal Kit (Illumina, San Diego, CA, U.S.A.). This was followed by fragmentation (RNA fragmentation reagent, Thermofisher) and dephosphorylation.

Subsequently, both RNA-seq and GRO-seq RNA fragments were poly-A tailed (PolyA polymerase, New England Biolabs, Ipswich, MA, USA) according to manufacturer's instructions, followed by circularization and re-linearization. The cDNA templates were PCR amplified (Illumina barcoding) for 11–16 cycles. The GRO-seq libraries were size selected to be 180–300 bp in length. The RNA-seq libraries were selected to be 190–350 bp in length. The final, strand-specific libraries were quantified (Qubit dsDNA HS Assay Kit on a Qubit fluorometer, Thermofisher, Carlsbad, CA, USA) and pooled for 50 bp single-end sequencing with Illumina Hi-Seq2000 (GeneCore, EMBL Heidelberg, Germany).

Mapping and Data Processing

Sequencing results were trimmed to remove 3' A-stretches originating from the library preparation and poor quality reads were filtered out (minimum 97% of bp over quality cutoff 10). Reads were aligned to the hg19 genome using bowtie allowing up to two mismatches and reporting only one alignment for each read. RNA-Seq data was mapped using STAR v2.5.4b to GRCh37/hg19 reference genome (16) with ENCODE standard options for long RNA-seq pipeline (1). Each sequencing experiment was visualized using custom tracks for the UCSC Genome Browser. R version 3.4.0 was used to filter the data, make calculations and create plots.

Detection of Long Non-coding RNA

De novo lncRNA detection from GRO-Seq was performed using using Homer V4.9 (17) “findPeaks.pl” - algorithm with “–groseq” option. To separate lncRNAs from overlapping Refseq genes, “mergePeaks”-command was used with “-strand” option. Refseq annotated ncRNAs were further separated from protein coding genes based on “NR_” accession prefix (and further exclusion of those with “protein coding” annotation). To further divide lncRNAs to known and novel lncRNAs, the coordinates were intersected with the non-codeV5 database (18). When the overlap with database was over 70%, the lncRNA was assigned the non-coding RNA ID. SnoRNAs, ScaRNAs, and mature miRNAs were removed from the data.

Data Analysis

The differential gene expression analysis was performed for transcripts that were expressed (RPKM >0.5) in at least 3 samples among the 8 studied (n = 4 for normoxia and hypoxia) using EdgeR (19). Similarly, the correlation between the lncRNA expression and the closest coding gene was performed for the coding genes that were expressed (RPKM >0.5) in at least 3 samples among the 8 studied. This criteria has been defined in order to remove low counts in the libraries to improve the sensitivity and the precision of the differential genes expression (20). Moreover, this threshold was selected because, for GRO-Seq, reads are counted throughout the gene body, which represents more total reads per genes than RNA-seq (12, 15, 21, 22). Differentially expressed genes were defined as transcripts that exhibited over 2-fold change in expression compared to control and FDR < 5%. Ingenuity Pathway Analysis (IPA; QIAGEN) or DAVID 6.8 (23, 24) was used to analyse the pathways and gene ontologies enriched among the differentially regulated genes under hypoxia (25).

LncRNAs were divided to promoter- and enhancer associated transcripts by measuring the average signal of H3K4me3 and H3K4me1 calculated from the datasets GSE29611 and GSE39089 around 1 kb of transcriptional start site. A log2-ratio of H3K4me3 to H3K4me1 was calculated and positive ratios were assigned as promoter-associated transcripts and negative ratio as enhancer-associated (enhancer RNA) transcripts. Normal enhancers and super-enhancers (SEs) were detected from the normoxia and hypoxia datasets of public H3K27ac ChiP-Seq data (26) using the homer algorithm “findPeaks.pl” with “-style histone” and “-style super” settings, respectively. The eRNA expression was quantified for the combination of normal enhancers and super-enhancers from GRO-Seq and differential expression was determined using edgeR. SEs exhibiting FDR < 0.05 were selected for further analysis (Table S1). The SEs were detected for hypoxia and normoxia and those not overlapping were defined as gained/lost SEs upon hypoxia. To identify the stable lncRNA, we correlated the GRO-Seq and RNA-Seq data from two matching HUVEC donors. Highly stable lncRNAs were defined as a transcript that exhibited a RPKM >2 in RNA-seq. This analysis was performed separately for the two conditions. The expression of stable lncRNAs was compared to previously published microarray data (27) for the lncRNA genes that were represented by the Affymetrix HGU133 Plus2 array.

Human Sample Data

Atherosclerotic segments of femoral arteries from 4 patients with primary atherosclerotic lesions (n = 4), 5 patients with restenotic lesions (n = 5) were compared with non-atherosclerotic arteries from 4 patients (n = 4). The samples were age matched and average age (+SD) of the patients for atherosclerotic plaques and normal mammary artery controls were 70.9(+7.3) and 67.2(+9.1) years, respectively (27). Atherosclerotic samples were collected at vascular atherectomy operations (28). The normal samples represent trimmed ends of mammary arteries isolated during cardiac bypass surgery. Total RNA was isolated, amplified, labeled and hybridized to Affymetrix HGU133 Plus2 microarrays comprising 54 675 probe sets) essentially as recommended by the manufacturer (Affymetrix, Santa Clara, CA, USA) exploiting 3′ IVT Express Kit (Affymetrix, Santa Clara, California, US) for probe preparation and GeneChip® Hybridization, Wash, and Stain Kit (Affymetrix, Santa Clara, California, US) for hybridization and detection. The analysis of gene expression followed standard procedures including Robust Multichip Average (RMA) data normalization. After RMA normalization (29) of the microarray raw data, a filtering step was applied to remove the weakest signals (intensities lower than 2 × above global background) and from initial 54,675 probe sets 17,589 were included in Significance Analysis of Microarrays (SAM); (30) to identify differentially expressed genes at False Discovery Rate <0.1. The studies were approved by Local Ethical Committee of Kuopio University Hospital under identification number 53/2011 and the subjects gave informed consent.

Data Access

The GRO-Seq data is available under NCBI Gene Expression Omnibus under accession number GSE103945. The public ChIP-Seq datasets analyzed can be found under accession numbers GSE29611 (H3K4me1: GSM733690 and H3K4me3: GSM733673 and H3K27ac: GSM733696) and GSE39089 (H3K4me1: GSM955981 and H3K4me3: GSM955983). The RNA-Seq from AdHIF1α and AdHIF2α overexpression are available under accession GSE98060. The microarray data from human femoral atherosclerotic lesions collected during atherectomy can be found under accession GSE53274 and GSE7307. The RNA-Seq data of hypoxia treated HUVECs and GRO-Seq data of adenovirally overexpressed constitutively active HIF1α and HIF2α have been submitted to under accession number GSE118530.

RESULTS

Hypoxia Regulates the Expression of Hundreds of Coding and Non-coding RNAs on Transcriptional Level

To study the nascent transcriptomes of ncRNAs in primary human endothelial cells, we performed GRO-Seq on HUVECs subjected to 8 h of hypoxia (1% oxygen). Altogether, we identified 33,508 transcripts above the expression threshold of 0.5 RPKM in at least 3 samples. Among these, 468 protein coding transcripts were found upregulated and 57 downregulated at least 2-fold (with false discovery rate below 5%) in response to hypoxia (Table S2A). We further analyzed these genes for gene ontology and upstream regulators using Ingenuity Pathway Analysis. As expected, HIF1α signaling and glucose metabolism were among the top canonical pathways enriched (Table S3) and HIF1α was identified as the top upstream regulator of the differentially expressed genes (Figure 1A). This confirms that a significant fraction of hypoxia-regulated genes are regulated on a transcriptional level.
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FIGURE 1. (A) Identification of top upstream regulators responsible for gene expression changes during EC differentiation confirmed the central role of HIF1α.Threshold was defined as FDR < 0.05 and log2(FC) > 1.5. Activation of downstream genes by HIF1α is indicated with orange arrows, whereas gray arrows signify unknown direction of effect. Yellow arrow indicates inconsistent findings with the state of downstream molecule. Diamond shape represents enzyme, square shape: cytokine, dotted square shape: growth factor, triangle shape: kinase, trapezoid shape: transporter, and circle shape: other. Network graph obtained using IPA (QIAGEN). (B) Heatmap showing the expression values in log2(RPKM) of differentially regulated lncRNAs (FDR < 5%). Throughout the paper, the normalization is in RPKM. Rows are hierarchically clustered using Ward's least absolute error with Minkowski distance. And colors are row scaled. (C) Gene ontology analysis of lncRNAs under hypoxia condition generated with IPA (QIAGEN). Numbers in the bars indicate the amount of genes included in the pathways.



In addition to protein-coding genes, we identified 1,763 differentially regulated lncRNAs in our analysis (applying a false discovery rate threshold of 5%), with 544 upregulated and 350 downregulated more than 2-fold. (Table S2B, Figure 1B). Eight hundred and eight of these lncRNAs corresponded to known lncRNAs (RefSeq or NONCODE) (Figure 1C) and 955 were novel, previously uncharacterized lncRNAs. Altogether, this demonstrates that hypoxia regulates a markedly larger set of non-coding RNAs than protein coding transcripts.

Promoter-Associated lncRNAs Are Enriched for Upregulated Transcripts

To further classify the lncRNAs based on their epigenomic features, we divided the transcripts to promoter- and enhancer-associated lncRNAs according to higher enrichment for H3K4me3 and H3K4me1 histone marks, respectively (31). Altogether, we were able to define 707 promoter-associated lncRNAs (p-lncRNA) and 1056 enhancer RNAs (eRNAs) (Figure 2A). Surprisingly, majority (90%) of the differentially regulated p-lncRNAs were induced upon hypoxia stimulus, in contrast to eRNAs that showed an approximately equal distribution of expression change directions (Figure 2A). To identify possible mechanisms underlying the differences in expression profiles of different types of lncRNAs, we performed de novo motif analysis near their transcription start sites. Clear differences were seen among the top transcription factor motifs enriched, with JUN/AP-1, MAF and NKX3 transcription factor motifs being enriched at the start sites of eRNAs, whereas NRF1, E2F, and SP1 were enriched at the promoters of p-lncRNAs (Figure 2B).
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FIGURE 2. (A) Scatter plot of the expression values (log2 RPKM) of differentially expressed lncRNAs in response to hypoxia (FDR < 5%). Red squares represent lncRNAs exhibiting high H3K4me1 signal (eRNAs), blue dots represent lncRNAs exhibiting high H3K4me3 signal (p-RNAs). (B) DNA-binding motif enrichment analysis at the transcription start sites of the two lncRNA categories (±500 bp). All differentially regulated lncRNAs were used as background. (C) Scatter plot showing the nascent lncRNA expression (log2 RPKM of GRO-Seq signal) after adenoviral overexpression of constitutively active forms of HIF1α or HIF2α compared to adenovirus without transgene (AdCMV). Red squares represent eRNAs, blue dots represent p-RNAs. (D) Heatmap showing the log2(FC) of the lncRNAs after adenoviral overexpression of HIF1α or HIF2α compared to adenoviral overexpression of CMV based on RNA-Seq. Rows are hierarchically clustered using Ward's least absolute error with Euclidian distance.



The transcriptional response to hypoxia is known to be controlled by the two master regulators, HIF1α and HIF2α, which are able to collaborate with distinct transcription factors (14, 32). To see whether differences in the usage of different HIF α-subunits contributes to differential activation of lncRNA subtypes, we further assessed the regulation of p-lncRNAs and eRNAs by overexpressing the constitutively active HIF1α and HIF2α proteins in HUVECs for 48 h. Western blot analysis of the HUVEC lysates demonstrated high expression of HIF1α and HIF2α protein levels relative to the AdCMV-transduced control cells (Figure S1). The GRO-Seq analysis demonstrated that HIF2α overexpression led to more induced p-lncRNAs (54%−140/260) compared to HIF1α (40%−104/260) (Figure 2C). The higher induction of lncRNA expression by HIF2α was further confirmed using RNA-Seq (Figure 2D).

Hypoxia Response Leads to Significant Regulation of Super-Enhancer Activity

Recent studies have suggested that the expression of cell type-specific genes is controlled through clusters of enhancers called super-enhancers (33). There is also accumulating evidence that these enhancer-dense genomic regions play key roles in cellular response to stimulus (34, 35). To study how hypoxia affects SEs, we used H3K27ac profiles from HUVECs subjected to normoxia and hypoxia for 24 h. Altogether, 1058 and 799 SEs were identified under normoxia and hypoxia conditions, respectively, which were highly concordant with the number of published basal HUVEC SEs (33). As the ChIP-Seq data lacked sufficient replicates and GRO-Seq data can also serve as a reliable indicator of enhancer activity, we used our GRO-Seq data from 4 independent replicates to identify which of these SEs are hypoxia-regulated. The results show that hypoxia led to significant regulation of 573 SEs (Table S1, Figure 3A) by inducing the expression of 358 SEs and repressing the activity of 215. Interestingly, the induced SEs were found nearby differentially expressed coding genes related angiogenesis (e.g., PGF, MMP2, DLL4, EGFL7, and TGFB1), regulation of apoptosis (e.g., NOTCH1, SOX4, ANKRD1, and DUSP6), cell adhesion (e.g., CD34, CDH5, VWF, and CTNNB1), and transcriptional activation (e.g., MEF2A, SOX4, EGLN1, MAFK, ASH2L, and TCEA2), whereas the downregulated SEs were close to regulators of peptidyl-tyrosine dephosphorylation (e.g., DUSP6, PTP4A2, PTPN14, and PTPN1) and genes involved in signal transduction (e.g., IL15, IL15RA, and MAP2K6) and GTPase activity (e.g., ARHGAP7/18/24/29; Table S4, Figures 3B,C). Notably, for 20% of SEs the closest RefSeq gene was a lncRNA, as exemplified by MALAT1 (Figure 3D) and LUCAT1.
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FIGURE 3. (A) Left: total length of super-enhancers (red) and normal enhancers (black) ranked by increasing H3K27ac signal under hypoxia. Right: total GRO-Seq signal (count per million) for super-enhancers and normal enhancers using the H3K27ac based ranking. (B) Gene ontology analysis of the differentially expressed genes located <100 kb from induced and repressed superenhancers. Gene ontology was performed with DAVID. Numbers in the bars indicate the amount of genes included in the pathways. (C,D) UCSC genome browser shot images of DUSP6 (C) and MALAT1 (D) under hypoxia (blue) and normoxia (red). Normalized tag counts are shown for GRO-Seq and ChIP-Seq. Black bars represent the super-enhancer position.



LncRNAs Expression Is Co-regulated With Nearby Protein-Coding Genes and Mostly Represented by Unstable RNAs

We next correlated the fold change of lncRNAs and their nearby coding genes in response to hypoxia. The results demonstrated a good correlation with the coding gene that was stronger for eRNAs than for p-lncRNAs (Figure 4A). This supports the concept that coding genes could be co-regulated through sharing of regulatory motifs or cis-regulation mediated by lncRNAs (36).
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FIGURE 4. (A) Scatter plot showing the correlation between the lncRNA and the proximal (<100 kb) protein coding genes. Only proximal coding genes exhibiting differential gene expression (FDR value below 5% and a fold change threshold of ±1.5) are displayed. Correlation calculated using Spearman correlation. (B) Gene ontology analysis of the differentially expressed proximal coding genes generated with IPA (QIAGEN). Numbers in the bars indicate the amount of genes included in the pathways. (C) Scatter plot showing the fold change (log2) of RNA-Seq compared to the fold change (log2) of GRO-Seq of the differentially expressed lncRNAs. Transcripts exhibiting low expression (RPKM < 0.5 in <2 samples) were removed from the analysis. Correlation calculated using Spearman correlation.



To infer functions of the identified lncRNAs, we applied the guilt-by-association principle: if lncRNA shows an expression profile that correlates with nearby protein-coding genes involved in a given function, the lncRNA may be involved in the same function. Gene ontology analysis indicates that genes expressed in close proximity to hypoxia-regulated lncRNAs are mostly involved in angiogenesis and cell migration, as exemplified by the induction of pathways such as ephrin signaling, HIF1α and the VEGF family ligand-receptor interactions pathway (Figure 4B). This analysis thus predicts that lncRNAs could be important in hypoxia-mediated changes in endothelial cell signaling and function.

LncRNAs could also mediate trans-effects, which likely require the lncRNA transcript to be abundant or long-lived (37–39). To identify this subgroup of stable lncRNAs, we compared the GRO-Seq expression levels to RNA-Seq data from matching HUVEC donors. Here, RNA-Seq is expected to reflect the stable lncRNA pool within cell, whereas GRO-Seq is able to display all nascent transcripts irrespective of their half-life. Altogether, 13% of the lncRNAs seen in GRO-Seq were detected using RNA-Seq, and majority of these were associated with promoter-signature (among the 236 detected lncRNAs, 180 were promoter-associated lncRNAs and 56 were enhancer-associated lncRNAs). This was in contrast to protein-coding genes, for which 84% of GRO-Seq-detected genes exhibited detectable expression in RNA-Seq as well (data not shown). The low fraction of lncRNAs detected using RNA-Seq highlights the advantage of GRO-Seq in capturing a large amount of unstable lncRNAs that would otherwise be missed. Interestingly, the hypoxia regulation of eRNAs (fold change in GRO-Seq) exhibited a higher correlation with RNA-Seq than that of p-lncRNAs, suggesting that larger fraction of stable p-lncRNAs could be further regulated at the post-transcriptional level (Figure 4C, Figure S2). Supporting this, similarly to mRNAs, the p-lncRNAs have been shown to be targeted by cytoplasmic miRNAs and even act as competing endogenous RNAs (40), whereas the eRNAs are less likely to leave the nucleus.

Regulation of lncRNAs in Human Atherosclerotic Lesions

We subsequently investigated whether the expression of the stable lncRNAs is altered during atherosclerosis. To this end, the atherosclerotic segments of femoral arteries from 4 patients with primary atherosclerotic lesions and 5 patients with restenotic lesions were compared with non-atherosclerotic mammary arteries from 4 patients (27). Altogether 30 hypoxia-regulated lncRNAs from our HUVEC analysis were represented by the probe sets of the microarray and found to be differentially regulated in the atherosclerotic samples compared to the control tissue. This included for example the well-known lncRNA MALAT1 (Figure 5) and the lncRNA HYMAI, which has been studied in relation to diabetes (41, 42) but not previously reported in association with atherosclerosis or hypoxia. Several lncRNAs with the notable ability to distinguish between healthy and diseased vascular tissue, such as LOC730101, KIAA1656, and LOC339803, remain poorly studied. However, LOC730101 has been implicated in the activation of Wnt/β-catenin signaling (43), a pathway that is critical for endothelial cell proliferation and migration (44). Notably, restenosis samples following the intravascular surgery of the primary lesion formed a separate cluster from the primary lesions, demonstrating further altered lncRNA profiles during intimal hyperplasia and arterial remodeling in the treated arteries. Altogether, our results indicate significant regulation of lncRNA expression in human atherosclerotic lesions which could contribute to atherosclerotic lesion progression or serve as indicators of lesion hypoxia.
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FIGURE 5. Heatmap of the differentially regulated lncRNAs (FDR < 5%) in 9 samples of human atherosclerotic lesions compared to 4 control regions from non-affected mammary arteries (27). Rows and columns clustered using Ward's least absolute error with Manhattan distance.



DISCUSSION

Currently, over 200,000 unique lncRNAs have been discovered across 50 human tissues or cell lines (45, 46). Here, we expand that list of lncRNAs and contribute to the characterization of hypoxia-regulated lncRNAs in human primary endothelial cells. Tissue hypoxia occurs as a part of diseases such as coronary artery disease and cerebrovascular disease, and cells have evolved complex response programs to try to manage and resolve oxygen deficiency (9). Being the innermost layer of cells in the blood vessel, endothelial cells are directly exposed to alterations in blood composition, such as hypoxia, and play a key role in maintaining vascular homeostasis. In particular, the vasculature responds to hypoxic stress by activating angiogenesis and endothelial cell proliferation and migration (9).

By carrying out GRO-Seq, an RNA profiling technique that targets ongoing transcription and is indifferent to transcript poly-adenylation, we were able to detect the differential expression of nearly 1800 lncRNAs in endothelial cells in response to hypoxia. Notably, the number of regulated lncRNAs outnumbered that of differentially expressed protein-coding genes under the same conditions (around 500). The most highly upregulated lncRNAs included many that were novel, as well as several lncRNAs described to carry out crucial functions in other types of disease or stress conditions. For example, hypoxia resulted in the marked upregulation of LUCAT1, an anti-apoptotic lncRNA recently found to affect DNA methylation by regulating DNMT1 (47), and RASSF1-AS1, which is known to downregulate the level of pro-apoptotic regulator/tumor suppressor RASSF1 (48). Induction was also seen for IDH1-AS1, a lncRNA involved in the control of energy metabolism (49). The induction of these lncRNAs in endothelial cells could promote cell survival and proliferation to facilitate vascular reorganization upon hypoxia.

By integrating GRO-Seq and ChIP-Seq data, we found that a large fraction of H3K4me1-supported lncRNAs (60%) originate from enhancers. This result is in good agreement with the recent FANTOM5 data obtained using cap analysis of gene expression (CAGE), which demonstrated that 68% of lncRNAs originate from enhancers rather than from promoters (3). We acknowledge that the classification of lncRNAs based in epigenetic marks is far from perfect with emerging evidence of highly active enhancers displaying H3K4me3-promoter mark (50) and promoters serving as enhancers (51, 52). However, this classification allowed us to distinguish that promoter associated lncRNAs and mRNAs are more prone to gene activation in response to hypoxia, compared to enhancer-associated lncRNAs that displayed equal level of transcriptional activation and repression. Our results demonstrate that promoter activation is more evident upon HIF2α activation but also likely involves the differential usage of collaborating transcription factors. To this end, the most highly enriched transcription factor motifs for promoter- and enhancer-associated lncRNAs were clearly distinct. Regions near eRNAs exhibited strongest enrichments for AP-1/Jun and NKX3, factors previously implicated in the control of vascularization (53, 54), and MAFA, a known regulator of energy homeostasis that can act both as activator and repressor of transcription (55). In line with their genomic origin, p-lncRNAs revealed enrichment for motifs known to be promoter-proximal, such as binding motifs for Sp1 and NRF1 (56, 57). Moreover, the most highly overrepresented motifs found near p-lncRNAs (NRF1, E2F, and Sp1) all bind factors associated with cell growth and proliferation (58–60), in line with observations that short-term and/or moderate hypoxia stimulates endothelial cell proliferation (13). We have also recently shown that HIF2α contributes more to the regulation of proliferation-related genes in endothelial cells compared to HIF1α (14). Altogether, our data suggests that HIF2α might collaborate with other transcription factors to mediate preferential activation of p-lncRNAs. Future studies are needed to disentangle the complex mechanisms of transcriptional regulation and the collaborative networks of transcription factors in response to hypoxia.

Our data shows that hypoxia leads to a remodeling of the super-enhancer landscape, with induction and repression of SE activity in the vicinity of genes known to be critical for endothelial cell function. To this end, the SE activity was significantly regulated next to several genes encoding for angiogenic factors, such as EGFL7 (61), DLL4 (62), MMP2 (63), and TGFB1 (62). In accordance with this, SE activation was also seen near several transcriptional regulators, for example MEF2, which is known be a transcriptional effector of VEGF responsible for activating DLL4 expression to drive sprouting angiogenesis (64). On the other hand, decreased SE activity was detected near several genes encoding for Rho GTPase-activating proteins, notably including the known angiogenesis inhibitors ARHGAP7 (DLC1) (65) and ARHGAP18 (66), and near several protein tyrosine phosphatase genes, including PTPN14 and PTPN1 (PTP1B), which have been reported to negatively modulate angiogenesis by regulating VEGF receptor signaling (67, 68). Similarly to protein coding genes, the regulation of SE activity was also evident next to functionally notable lncRNAs, such as the angiogenic lncRNA MALAT1 (10, 69). Thus, profiling enhancer activity by GRO-Seq yields valuable candidate regions for genetic elements that mediate endothelial cell functional responses.

Taken together, our data indicates that dynamic changes in the SEs likely serve an important role in orchestrating the growth of new blood vessels in response to hypoxia. Importantly, the modification of endothelial cell responses through the alteration of SE activity also represents a possible therapeutic approach. For example, promising results have been obtained in modulating endothelial cell inflammatory responses by targeting SEs through the inhibition of bromodomain and extra-terminal domain (BET) factors, a family of transcriptional co-activators and elongation factors (34). Crucially, SEs seem to be more sensitive to BET perturbation than typical enhancers, and the expression of their nearby genes seems to be preferentially affected (70), making BET perturbation a good therapeutic approach.

To evaluate the expression of hypoxia-responsive lncRNAs in vivo, we explored the correlation between lncRNA regulation in endothelial cells and human advanced atherosclerotic lesions. Other studies have previously reported on the importance of the lncRNA expression in cardiovascular development and pathophysiology (71–73), and it has been suggested that lncRNAs could serve as circulating biomarkers of endothelial injury associated with vascular diseases (10, 74). Considering the differential expression of the lncRNAs alongside the expression of coding genes and other markers could provide improved insight into the disease state of the patients, for example by helping pinpoint the activation of different types of cellular stress responses. Our results revealed several lncRNAs, such as HYMAI, LOC730101, KIAA1656, and LOC339803 that are transcriptionally induced in endothelial cells during hypoxia and overexpressed in human atherosclerotic plaques compared to control artery samples. Little is currently known about these lncRNAs; however, LOC730101 has previously been implicated in cell survival during bioenergetic stress (75). Moreover, we show that MALAT1 is downregulated in restenotic vasculature and atherosclerotic lesions. MALAT1 overexpression was first described in cancer (76) and in response to 24 h hypoxic stimulus (77, 78). However, there is increasing evidence that the direction of MALAT1 deregulation is dependent on the disease context (79) and recently MALAT1 was described to be downregulated in tissue samples from atherosclerotic coronary artery plaques (80). This is in line with our findings, were MALAT1 was downregulated in both primary and restenotic lesions. This also suggests that other factors than hypoxia could contribute to altered expression of MALAT1 in tissues and the regulation of MALAT1 is highly tissue and cell-type specific. Future studies testing the applicability of these lncRNAs for early detection of disease from blood, as well as detailed investigations into their expression profiles and regulatory mechanisms, are envisioned.

In conclusion, we report a nascent transcriptome atlas of human hypoxia-sensitive lncRNAs in primary endothelial cells and identify several lncRNAs with potential for usage as indicators of endothelial hypoxia in human atherosclerotic lesions or other vascular diseases. Future studies are expected to provide more detailed knowledge of the functional roles of the identified lncRNAs in atherogenic processes, thereby potentially helping to establish lncRNAs as future therapeutic or prognostic targets.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

PRM, MUK, and SY-H conceived and designed the experiments. PRM, MUK, Tö, NLD, HN, EA, and SY-H performed the data analysis. MB-L, NLD, EA, and HN acquisition of data. PRM, Tö, MUK, and MB-L drafting the manuscript. All the authors interpreted the data and revised the manuscript for content and accuracy.

FUNDING

This research was supported in part by Finnish Academy Centre of Excellence on Cardiovascular and Metabolic Diseases, the Finnish Foundation for Cardiovascular Research (to 160071 to HN, NLD, and MUK), the Finnish Cultural Foundation (grants 00180732 to PRM and 00170757 HN), the Antti and Tyyne Soininen Foundation (to HN), the Ida Montin Foundation (to HN), the Academy of Finland (grants 287478 and 294073 to MUK, and 295094 to MB-L), the Sigrid Jusélius Foundation (to MUK), the Jane and Aatos Erkko Foundation (to MUK), the Diabetes Research Foundation (to MUK), the Fondation Leducq LEAN project (to SY-H) and the ERC Advanced Grant 670951 (to SY-H).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank the Sequencing Service GeneCore Sequencing Facility (EMBL, www.genecore.embl.de) for NGS library sequencing and University of Eastern Finland Bioinformatics Center for server infrastructure.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fcvm.2018.00159/full#supplementary-material

ABBREVIATIONS

EC, endothelial cell; GRO-Seq, global run-on sequencing; HIF, hypoxia-inducible factor;HUVEC, human umbilical vein endothelial cell; lncRNA, long non-coding RNA; p-lncRNA, promoter-associated lncRNA; eRNA, enhancerassociated lncRNA; SE, super-enhancer.

REFERENCES

 1. ENCODE Project Consortium. An integrated encyclopedia of DNA elements in the human genome. Nature (2012) 489:57–74. doi: 10.1038/nature11247

 2. Quinn JJ, Chang HY. Unique features of long non-coding RNA biogenesis and function. Nat Rev Genet. (2016) 17:47–62. doi: 10.1038/nrg.2015.10

 3. Hon CC, Ramilowski JA, Harshbarger J, Bertin N, Rackham OJ, Gough J, et al. An atlas of human long non-coding RNAs with accurate 5' ends. Nature (2017) 543:199–204. doi: 10.1038/nature21374

 4. Kim T, Shiekhattar R. Architectural and functional commonalities between enhancers and promoters. Cell (2015) 162:948–59. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2015.08.008

 5. Du Z, Fei T, Verhaak RG, Su Z, Zhang Y, Brown M, et al. Integrative genomic analyses reveal clinically relevant long noncoding RNAs in human cancer. Nat Struct Mol Biol. (2013) 20:908–13. doi: 10.1038/nsmb.2591

 6. Washietl S, Kellis M, Garber M. Evolutionary dynamics and tissue specificity of human long noncoding RNAs in six mammals. Genome Res. (2014) 24:616–28. doi: 10.1101/gr.165035.113

 7. Benjamin E, Blaha M, Chiuve S, Cushman M, Das S, Deo R, et al. Heart disease and stroke statistics-−2017 update: a report from the American Heart Association. Circulation (2017) 135:e603. doi: 10.1161/CIR.0000000000000485

 8. Nabel EG, Braunwald E. A tale of coronary artery disease and myocardial infarction. N Engl J Med. (2012) 366:54–63. doi: 10.1056/NEJMra1112570

 9. Wong BW, Marsch E, Treps L, Baes M, Carmeliet P. Endothelial cell metabolism in health and disease: impact of hypoxia. EMBO J. (2017) 36:2187–203. doi: 10.15252/embj.201696150

 10. Li H, Zhu H, Ge J. Long noncoding RNA: recent updates in atherosclerosis. Int J Biol Sci. (2016) 12:898–910. doi: 10.7150/ijbs.14430

 11. Shih JW, Kung HJ. Long non-coding RNA and tumor hypoxia: new players ushered toward an old arena. J Biomed Sci. (2017) 24:53. doi: 10.1186/s12929-017-0358-4. 

 12. Kaikkonen MU, Spann NJ, Heinz S, Romanoski CE, Allison KA, Stender JD, et al. Remodeling of the enhancer landscape during macrophage activation is coupled to enhancer transcription. Mol Cell (2013) 51:310–25. doi: 10.1016/j.molcel.2013.07.010

 13. Chen G, Zhang W, Li YP, Ren JG, Xu N, Liu H, et al. Hypoxia-induced autophagy in endothelial cells: a double-edged sword in the progression of infantile haemangioma? Cardiovasc Res. (2013) 98:437–48. doi: 10.1093/cvr/cvt035

 14. Downes NL, Laham-Karam N, Kaikkonen MU, Yla-Herttuala S. Differential but complementary HIF1alpha and HIF2alpha transcriptional regulation. Mol Ther. (2018) 26:1735–45. doi: 10.1016/j.ymthe.2018.05.004

 15. Niskanen H, Tuszynska I, Zaborowski R, Heinaniemi M, Yla-Herttuala S, Wilczynski B, et al. Endothelial cell differentiation is encompassed by changes in long range interactions between inactive chromatin regions. Nucleic Acids Res. (2018) 46:1724–40. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkx1214

 16. Dobin A, Davis CA, Schlesinger F, Drenkow J, Zaleski C, Jha S, et al. STAR: ultrafast universal RNA-seq aligner. Bioinformatics (2013) 29:15–21. doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/bts635

 17. Heinz S, Benner C, Spann N, Bertolino E, Lin YC, Laslo P, et al. Simple combinations of lineage-determining transcription factors prime cis-regulatory elements required for macrophage and B cell identities. Mol Cell (2010) 38:576–89. doi: 10.1016/j.molcel.2010.05.004

 18. Fang S, Zhang L, Guo J, Niu Y, Wu Y, Li H, et al. NONCODEV5: a comprehensive annotation database for long non-coding RNAs. Nucleic Acids Res. (2018) 46:D314. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkx1107

 19. Robinson MD, McCarthy DJ, Smyth GK. edgeR: a Bioconductor package for differential expression analysis of digital gene expression data. Bioinformatics (2010) 26:139–40. doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/btp616

 20. Sha Y, Phan JH, Wang MD Effect of low-expression gene filtering on detection of differentially expressed genes in RNA-seq data. Conf Proc IEEE Eng Med Biol Soc. (2015) 2015:6461–64. doi: 10.1109/EMBC.2015.7319872

 21. Kaikkonen MU, Niskanen H, Romanoski CE, Kansanen E, Kivela AM, Laitalainen J, et al. Control of VEGF-A transcriptional programs by pausing and genomic compartmentalization. Nucleic Acids Res. (2014) 42:12570–84. doi: 10.1093/nar/gku1036

 22. Step SE, Lim HW, Marinis JM, Prokesch A, Steger DJ, You SH, et al. Anti-diabetic rosiglitazone remodels the adipocyte transcriptome by redistributing transcription to PPARgamma-driven enhancers. Genes Dev. (2014) 28:1018–28. doi: 10.1101/gad.237628.114

 23. Huang da W, Sherman BT, Lempicki RA. Bioinformatics enrichment tools: paths toward the comprehensive functional analysis of large gene lists. Nucleic Acids Res. (2009) 37:1–13. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkn923

 24. Huang da W, Sherman BT, Lempicki RA. Systematic and integrative analysis of large gene lists using DAVID bioinformatics resources. Nat Protoc. (2009) 4:44–57. doi: 10.1038/nprot.2008.211

 25. Kramer A, Green J, Pollard J, Tugendreich S. Causal analysis approaches in Ingenuity Pathway Analysis. Bioinformatics (2014) 30:523–30. doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/btt703

 26. Mimura I, Nangaku M, Kanki Y, Tsutsumi S, Inoue T, Kohro T, et al. Dynamic change of chromatin conformation in response to hypoxia enhances the expression of GLUT3 (SLC2A3) by cooperative interaction of hypoxia-inducible factor 1 and KDM3A. Mol Cell Biol. (2012) 32:3018–32. doi: 10.1128/MCB.06643-11

 27. Aavik E, Lumivuori H, Leppanen O, Wirth T, Hakkinen SK, Brasen JH, et al. Global DNA methylation analysis of human atherosclerotic plaques reveals extensive genomic hypomethylation and reactivation at imprinted locus 14q32 involving induction of a miRNA cluster. Eur Heart J. (2015) 36:993–1000. doi: 10.1093/eurheartj/ehu437

 28. Sixt S, Rastan A, Beschorner U, Noory E, Schwarzwalder U, Burgelin K, et al. Acute and long-term outcome of Silverhawk assisted atherectomy for femoro-popliteal lesions according the TASC II classification: a single-center experience. Vasa (2010) 39:229–36. doi: 10.1024/0301-1526/a000034

 29. Irizarry RA, Bolstad BM, Collin F, Cope LM, Hobbs B, Speed, et al. Summaries of Affymetrix GeneChip probe level data. Nucleic Acids Res. (2003) 31:e15. doi: 10.1093/nar/gng015

 30. Tusher VG, Tibshirani R, Chu G. Significance analysis of microarrays applied to the ionizing radiation response. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. (2001) 98:5116–21. doi: 10.1073/pnas.091062498

 31. Heintzman ND, Stuart RK, Hon G, Fu Y, Ching CW, Hawkins RD, et al. Distinct and predictive chromatin signatures of transcriptional promoters and enhancers in the human genome. Nat Genet. (2007) 39:311–8. doi: 10.1038/ng1966

 32. Hu CJ, Sataur A, Wang L, Chen H, Simon MC. The N-terminal transactivation domain confers target gene specificity of hypoxia-inducible factors HIF-1alpha and HIF-2alpha. Mol Biol Cell (2007) 18:4528–42. doi: 10.1091/mbc.e06-05-0419

 33. Hnisz D, Abraham BJ, Lee TI, Lau A, Saint-Andre V, Sigova AA, et al. Super-enhancers in the control of cell identity and disease. Cell (2013) 155:934–47. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2013.09.053

 34. Brown JD, Lin CY, Duan Q, Griffin G, Federation A, Paranal RM, et al. NF-kappaB directs dynamic super enhancer formation in inflammation and atherogenesis. Mol Cell (2014) 56:219–31. doi: 10.1016/j.molcel.2014.08.024

 35. Hah N, Benner C, Chong LW, Yu RT, Downes M, Evans, et al. Inflammation-sensitive super enhancers form domains of coordinately regulated enhancer RNAs. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. (2015) 112:297. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1424028112

 36. Engreitz JM, Haines JE, Perez EM, Munson G, Chen J, Kane M, et al. Local regulation of gene expression by lncRNA promoters, transcription and splicing. Nature (2016) 539:452–5. doi: 10.1038/nature20149

 37. Daxinger L, Whitelaw E. Understanding transgenerational epigenetic inheritance via the gametes in mammals. Nat Rev Genet. (2012) 13:153–62. doi: 10.1038/nrg3188

 38. Kopp F, Mendell JT. Functional classification and experimental dissection of long noncoding RNAs. Cell (2018) 172:393–407. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2018.01.011

 39. Rinn JL, Kertesz M, Wang JK, Squazzo SL, Xu X, Brugmann SA, et al. Functional demarcation of active and silent chromatin domains in human HOX loci by noncoding RNAs. Cell (2007) 129:1311–23. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2007.05.022

 40. Salmena L, Poliseno L, Tay Y, Kats L, Pandolfi PP. A ceRNA hypothesis: the Rosetta Stone of a hidden RNA language? Cell (2011) 146:353–8. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2011.07.014

 41. Ma D, Shield JP, Dean W, Leclerc I, Knauf C, Burcelin RR, et al. Impaired glucose homeostasis in transgenic mice expressing the human transient neonatal diabetes mellitus locus, TNDM. J Clin Invest. (2004) 114:339–48. doi: 10.1172/JCI200419876

 42. Mackay DJ, Coupe AM, Shield JP, Storr JN, Temple IK, Robinson, et al. Relaxation of imprinted expression of ZAC and HYMAI in a patient with transient neonatal diabetes mellitus. Hum Genet. (2002) 110:139–44. doi: 10.1007/s00439-001-0671-5

 43. Liu L, Zhang Y, Cao W. Highly expressed lncRNA LOC730101 promotes lung cancer cell growth through Wnt canonical pathway. Biochem Biophys Res Commun. (2017) 493:992–7. doi: 10.1016/j.bbrc.2017.09.104

 44. Reis M, Liebner S. Wnt signaling in the vasculature. Exp Cell Res. (2013) 319:1317–23. doi: 10.1016/j.yexcr.2012.12.023

 45. Iyer MK, Niknafs YS, Malik R, Singhal U, Sahu A, Hosono Y, et al. The landscape of long noncoding RNAs in the human transcriptome. Nat Genet. (2015) 47:199–208. doi: 10.1038/ng.3192

 46. Xu J, Bai J, Zhang X, Lv Y, Gong Y, Liu L, et al. A comprehensive overview of lncRNA annotation resources. Brief Bioinform. (2017) 18:236–249. doi: 10.1093/bib/bbw015

 47. Yoon JH, You BH, Park CH, Kim YJ, Nam JW, Lee, et al. The long noncoding RNA LUCAT1 promotes tumorigenesis by controlling ubiquitination and stability of DNA methyltransferase 1 in esophageal squamous cell carcinoma. Cancer Lett. (2018) 417:47–57. doi: 10.1016/j.canlet.2017.12.016

 48. Beckedorff FC, Ayupe AC, Crocci-Souza R, Amaral MS, Nakaya HI, Soltys DT, et al. The intronic long noncoding RNA ANRASSF1 recruits PRC2 to the RASSF1A promoter, reducing the expression of RASSF1A and increasing cell proliferation. PLoS Genet. (2013) 9:e1003705. doi: 10.1371/journal.pgen.1003705

 49. Xiang S, Gu H, Jin L, Thorne RF, Zhang XD, Wu M. LncRNA IDH1-AS1 links the functions of c-Myc and HIF1alpha via IDH1 to regulate the Warburg effect. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. (2018) 115:E1474. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1711257115

 50. Henriques T, Scruggs BS, Inouye MO, Muse GW, Williams LH, Burkholder AB, et al. Widespread transcriptional pausing and elongation control at enhancers. Genes Dev. (2018) 32:26–41. doi: 10.1101/gad.309351.117

 51. Dao LTM, Galindo-Albarran AO, Castro-Mondragon JA, Andrieu-Soler C, Medina-Rivera A, Souaid C, et al. Genome-wide characterization of mammalian promoters with distal enhancer functions. Nat Genet. (2017) 49:1073–81. doi: 10.1038/ng.3884

 52. Diao Y, Fang R, Li B, Meng Z, Yu J, Qiu Y, et al. A tiling-deletion-based genetic screen for cis-regulatory element identification in mammalian cells. Nat Methods (2017) 14:629–35. doi: 10.1038/nmeth.4264

 53. Fantozzi I, Zhang S, Platoshyn O, Remillard CV, Cowling RT, Yuan, et al. Hypoxia increases AP-1 binding activity by enhancing capacitative Ca2+ entry in human pulmonary artery endothelial cells. Am J Physiol Lung Cell Mol Physiol. (2003) 285:L1233–45. doi: 10.1152/ajplung.00445.2002

 54. Im S, Kim DW. Nkx3.2 induces oxygen concentration-independent and lysosome-dependent degradation of HIF-1alpha to modulate hypoxic responses in chondrocytes. Cell Signal. (2017) 36:127–38. doi: 10.1016/j.cellsig.2017.05.001

 55. Tsuchiya M, Misaka R, Nitta K, Tsuchiya K. Transcriptional factors, Mafs and their biological roles. World J Diabetes (2015) 6:175–83. doi: 10.4239/wjd.v6.i1.175

 56. Andersson R, Gebhard C, Miguel-Escalada I, Hoof I, Bornholdt J, Boyd M, et al. An atlas of active enhancers across human cell types and tissues. Nature (2014) 507:455–61. doi: 10.1038/nature12787

 57. Grossman SR, Engreitz J, Ray JP, Nguyen TH, Hacohen N, Lander, et al. Positional specificity of different transcription factor classes within enhancers. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. (2018) 115:E7230. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1804663115

 58. Black AR, Black JD, Azizkhan-Clifford J. Sp1 and kruppel-like factor family of transcription factors in cell growth regulation and cancer. J Cell Physiol. (2001) 188:143–60. doi: 10.1002/jcp.1111

 59. Duronio RJ, Xiong Y. Signaling pathways that control cell proliferation. Cold Spring Harb Perspect Biol. (2013) 5:a008904. doi: 10.1101/cshperspect.a008904

 60. Wang C, Li Z, Lu Y, Du R, Katiyar S, Yang J, et al. Cyclin D1 repression of nuclear respiratory factor 1 integrates nuclear DNA synthesis and mitochondrial function. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. (2006) 103:11567–72. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0603363103

 61. Hong G, Kuek V, Shi J, Zhou L, Han X, He W, et al. EGFL7: master regulator of cancer pathogenesis, angiogenesis and an emerging mediator of bone homeostasis. J Cell Physiol. (2018) 233:8526–37. doi: 10.1002/jcp.26792

 62. Jin Y, Kaluza D, Jakobsson L. VEGF, Notch and TGFbeta/BMPs in regulation of sprouting angiogenesis and vascular patterning. Biochem Soc Trans. (2014) 42:1576–83. doi: 10.1042/BST20140231

 63. Mahecha AM, Wang H. The influence of vascular endothelial growth factor-A and matrix metalloproteinase-2 and−9 in angiogenesis, metastasis, and prognosis of endometrial cancer. Onco Targets Ther. (2017) 10:4617–24. doi: 10.2147/OTT.S132558

 64. Sacilotto N, Chouliaras KM, Nikitenko LL, Lu YW, Fritzsche M, Wallace MD, et al. MEF2 transcription factors are key regulators of sprouting angiogenesis. Genes Dev. (2016) 30:2297–309. doi: 10.1101/gad.290619.116

 65. Shih YP, Liao YC, Lin Y, Lo SH. DLC1 negatively regulates angiogenesis in a paracrine fashion. Cancer Res. (2010) 70:8270–5. doi: 10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-10-1174

 66. Chang GH, Lay AJ, Ting KK, Zhao Y, Coleman PR, Powter EE, et al. ARHGAP18: an endogenous inhibitor of angiogenesis, limiting tip formation and stabilizing junctions. Small GTPases (2014) 5:1–15. doi: 10.4161/21541248.2014.975002

 67. Benzinou M, Clermont FF, Letteboer TG, Kim JH, Espejel S, Harradine KA, et al. Mouse and human strategies identify PTPN14 as a modifier of angiogenesis and hereditary haemorrhagic telangiectasia. Nat Commun. (2012) 3:616. doi: 10.1038/ncomms1633

 68. Lanahan AA, Lech D, Dubrac A, Zhang J, Zhuang ZW, Eichmann A, et al. PTP1b is a physiologic regulator of vascular endothelial growth factor signaling in endothelial cells. Circulation (2014) 130:902–9. doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.114.009683

 69. Zhang X, Tang X, Hamblin MH, Yin KJ. Long non-coding RNA Malat1 regulates angiogenesis in hindlimb ischemia. Int J Mol Sci. (2018) 19:E1723. doi: 10.3390/ijms19061723

 70. Loven J, Hoke HA, Lin CY, Lau A, Orlando DA, Vakoc CR, et al. Selective inhibition of tumor oncogenes by disruption of super-enhancers. Cell (2013) 153:320–34. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2013.03.036

 71. Grote P, Wittler L, Hendrix D, Koch F, Wahrisch S, Beisaw A, et al. The tissue-specific lncRNA Fendrr is an essential regulator of heart and body wall development in the mouse. Dev Cell (2013) 24:206–14. doi: 10.1016/j.devcel.2012.12.012

 72. Klattenhoff CA, Scheuermann JC, Surface LE, Bradley RK, Fields PA, Steinhauser ML, et al. Braveheart, a long noncoding RNA required for cardiovascular lineage commitment. Cell (2013) 152:570–83. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2013.01.003

 73. Schonrock N, Harvey RP, Mattick JS. Long noncoding RNAs in cardiac development and pathophysiology. Circ Res. (2012) 111:1349–62. doi: 10.1161/CIRCRESAHA.112.268953

 74. Skroblin P, Mayr M. “Going long”: long non-coding RNAs as biomarkers. Circ Res. (2014) 115:607–9. doi: 10.1161/CIRCRESAHA.114.304839

 75. Cheng G, Li B, Sun X, Cao Z, Zhang G, Zhao Z, et al. LncRNA LOC730101 promotes osteosarcoma cell survival under energy stress. Biochem Biophys Res Commun. (2018) 496:1–6. doi: 10.1016/j.bbrc.2017.12.074

 76. Ji P, Diederichs S, Wang W, Boing S, Metzger R, Schneider PM, et al. MALAT-1, a novel noncoding RNA, and thymosin beta4 predict metastasis and survival in early-stage non-small cell lung cancer. Oncogene (2003) 22:8031–41. doi: 10.1038/sj.onc.1206928

 77. Michalik KM, You X, Manavski Y, Doddaballapur A, Zornig M, Braun T, et al. Long noncoding RNA MALAT1 regulates endothelial cell function and vessel growth. Circ Res. (2014) 114:1389–97. doi: 10.1161/CIRCRESAHA.114.303265

 78. Voellenkle C, Garcia-Manteiga JM, Pedrotti S, Perfetti A, De Toma I, Da Silva D, et al. Implication of long noncoding RNAs in the endothelial cell response to hypoxia revealed by RNA-sequencing. Sci Rep. (2016) 6:24141. doi: 10.1038/srep24141

 79. Li J, Cui Z, Li H, Lv X, Gao M, Yang Z, et al. Clinicopathological and prognostic significance of long noncoding RNA MALAT1 in human cancers: a review and meta-analysis. Cancer Cell Int. (2018) 18:109. doi: 10.1186/s12935-018-0606-z

 80. Arslan S, Berkan O, Lalem T, Ozbilum N, Goksel S, Korkmaz O, et al. Long non-coding RNAs in the atherosclerotic plaque. Atherosclerosis (2017) 266:176–81. doi: 10.1016/j.atherosclerosis.2017.10.012

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

The reviewer UR and handling editor declared their shared affiliation at the time of the review.

Copyright © 2018 Moreau, Örd, Downes, Niskanen, Bouvy-Liivrand, Aavik, Ylä-Herttuala and Kaikkonen. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/fcvm-05-00159-g005.gif
o L






OPS/images/fcvm-05-00159-g003.gif
IR RE
oo






OPS/images/fcvm-05-00159-g004.gif
A e <

Ry .

-

|

(amsraed

aonsy

[






OPS/images/fcvm-05-00159-g001.gif





OPS/images/fcvm-05-00159-g002.gif





OPS/images/cover.jpg
’ frontiers
in Cardiovascular Medicine

Transcriptional Profiling of
Hypoxia-Regulated Non-coding
RNAs in Human Primary Endothelial
Cells









OPS/images/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





OPS/images/logo.jpg
, frontiers
in Cardiovascular Medicine





