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Prostate Cancer (PCa) overdiagnosis and overtreatment, as a consequence of the limited specificity of current detection and prognostication methods, remains a major challenge in clinical practice. Therefore, development and validation of new molecular biomarkers amenable of detecting clinically significant disease is crucial. MicroRNAs (miRNA) deregulation is common in cancer, constituting potential non-invasive biomarkers for PCa detection and prognostication. Herein, we evaluated the screening and prognostic biomarker potential of two onco-microRNAs (miR-182-5p and miR-375-3p) in liquid biopsies (plasma) of PCa patients with clinically localized disease undergoing curative-intent treatment. A first cohort of 98 PCa and 15 normal prostates were used to assess PCa-specificity of miR-182-5p in tissues. A cohort composed of PCa 252 patients and 52 asymptomatic controls allowed for assessment of diagnostic and prognostic value in plasmas. After RNA extraction from tissue and plasma samples, cDNA synthesis specific for miRNAs was performed followed by measurement of miR-182-5p and miR-375-3p relative expression by RT-qPCR, using U6 snRNA gene as reference. MiR-182-5p was significantly overexpressed in PCa tissues (p < 0.0001) and in plasma of PCa patients (p = 0.0020), compared to respective controls. Moreover, miR-182-5p expression identified PCa with AUC = 0.81 (95% CI: 0.725–0.892, p = 0.0001) in tissue and with 77% specificity and 99% NPV (AUC = 0.64, 95% CI: 0.561–0.709, p = 0.0021) in plasma. Both circulating miR-182-5p and miR-375-3p levels associated with more advanced pathologic stage and the former was significantly higher in patients that developed metastasis (p = 0.0145). Indeed, at the time of diagnosis, circulating miR-375-3p levels predicted which patients would develop metastasis, with almost 50% sensitivity, 76% specificity, and a NPV of 89% (AUC = 0.62, 95% CI: 0.529–0.713, p = 0.0149). We conclude that these two circulating miRNAs might be clinical useful as non-invasive biomarkers for detection and prediction of metastasis development at the diagnosis together with clinical variables used in routine practice.
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INTRODUCTION

Prostate cancer (PCa) is the second most incident malignancy and the fifth leading cause of cancer-related death in men, worldwide, with an estimated 1.3 million new cases diagnosed and 358,989 deaths just in 2018 (1). PCa is a very heterogeneous disease, entailing quite different outcomes, from clinically indolent to lethally aggressive (2). Currently, the two most widely used PCa screening tools are serum prostate-specific antigen (PSA) levels and digital rectal examination (DRE). Serum PSA has facilitated the detection of PCa at early disease stages but owing to the lack of cancer-specificity, its use is associated with high false-positive rate and detection of non-life threatening PCa (overdiagnosis) and consequent overtreatment, associated with unnecessary patient burden and healthcare cost (3). Treatment selection for each patient relies on the combination of clinical stage, serum PSA levels and Gleason score, but inaccuracies are relatively common since patients sharing the same clinical conditions may achieve different outcomes (4). Therefore, effective screening and prognostic biomarkers for management of PCa patients remain an unmet need.

MicroRNAs (miRNAs) are small non-coding RNA molecules, with about 22 nucleotides, which are able to suppress gene expression at translation level by directly targeting mRNA molecules (4). Thus, miRNAs have been virtually linked to all biochemical processes including cancer development, and it is estimated that up to 60% of protein-coding genes' expression may be regulated by miRNA activity (5–7). MiRNA expression signatures have been shown to differ between cancer and normal tissues and also among cancer subtypes (5). Hence, these have progressively emerged as stable cancer-specific biomarkers that may help perfect diagnosis, prognostication and prediction of response to treatment. A decade ago, miRNAs were found to circulate in biological fluids, including blood with remarkable stability, thereby broadening their potential both as tumor-specific and fluid-circulating biomarkers (8).

Considering the potential of miRNAs as cancer biomarkers, several studies have contributed for the identification of the most relevant miRNAs involved in PCa biology, establishing a PCa-specific miRNA expression profile (9–13). We have previously shown that 17 miRNAs were overexpressed in PCa tissue compared to morphologically normal prostate tissue (MNPT) by microarray analysis (14). Moreover, miR-182-5p and miR-375-3p overexpression in PCa was further validated in tissue samples of two different cohorts of 80 and 114 PCa patients, respectively (14). Herein, we sought to extend those observations, analyzing miR-182-5p expression in a larger series of PCa tissues and examining the potential of circulating miR-182-5p and miR-375-3p levels as non-invasive screening and prognostic biomarkers for PCa.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Patients and Sample Collection

A total of 98 patients harboring PCa and submitted to radical prostatectomy at Portuguese Oncology Institute of Porto between 2001 and 2012, were recruited for our first cohort (Cohort #1). Immediately after surgery, prostate specimens were dissected for routine collection of fragments for histopathological assessment and systematic sampling for research purposes (snap-frozen and stored at −80°C). MNPTs were collected from 15 bladder cancer patients submitted to cystoprostatectomy due to bladder cancer and were used as negative controls after confirmation of the absence of prostate malignancy. All frozen tissues were cut in a cryostat for identification of target cells in hematoxylin-eosin stained slides. Then serial sectioning was performed for nucleic acid extraction, after trimming of the fragment to increase the yield (>70%) of target cells.

Additionally, plasma samples from 252 patients diagnosed with PCa at Portuguese Oncology Institute of Porto, Portugal, collected before curative-intent treatment, between 2000 and 2012 were obtained (Cohort #2). For control purposes, plasma samples were collected from 52 asymptomatic blood donors from 2009 to 2010, at the same institution. After collection of peripheral blood into EDTA-containing tubes, plasma was obtained by centrifugation at 2,000 rpm for 10 min at 4°C, and subsequently stored at −80°C until further use.

Each PCa case was staged by an uropathologist (RH) (15), and histologic grade group was determined according with Epstein classification (16). Relevant clinical data was retrieved from clinical records for both patient cohorts. Biochemical relapse was considered when patients presented two consecutive risings of serum PSA levels ≥0.2 ng/mL after surgery or 2 ng/mL above the PSA nadir after radiotherapy.

This study was approved by the institutional review board (Comissão de Ética para a Saúde) of Portuguese Oncology Institute of Porto, Portugal (IRB-CES-IPOFG-EPE 120/015). Informed consent was obtained from all patients and asymptomatic donors.

RNA Extraction From Tissue and Plasma

RNA from tissue and circulating RNA from plasma were obtained using Triple Xtractor Reagent (GRisP, Porto, Portugal) and miRNeasy Serum/Plasma Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany), respectively, according to manufacturer's instructions. RNA concentration and purity were subsequently measured in a Nanodrop ND-1000 spectrophotometer (NanoDrop Technologies).

cDNA Synthesis

MicroRNA-specific cDNA synthesis of 100 ng of RNA in a volume of 5 μL was performed using TaqMan microRNA Reverse Transcription Kit (Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA, USA) and Veriti® Thermal Cycler (Applied Biosystems), following manufacturer's protocol. A 1:2 dilution with DNase/RNase-Free Water (GIBCO) was performed after cDNA synthesis.

miRNA Expression Analysis

Quantitative Real-Time PCR (RT-qPCR) was performed using specific TaqMan microRNA assays for miR-182-5p (Assay ID 000597, Applied Biosystems) and miR-375-3p (Assay ID 000564, Applied Biosystems), and NZYSpeedy qPCR Probe (NZYTech, Lisbon, Portugal) in a LightCycler 480 Instrument (Roche Diagnostics, Manheim, Germany) according to recommended protocol. Triplicates were performed for each sample and miRNA relative expression level was calculated by using comparative Ct method with U6 snRNA (Assay ID 001973) standing for as a reference gene. Relative expression was calculated under the following formula:
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Statistical Analysis

Kruskal-Wallis and Mann-Whitney non-parametric tests were used to evaluate differences in miRNAs expression levels and associations between miRNA expression and clinical variables.

For each miRNA, receiver operator characteristics (ROC) curves were constructed by plotting the true positive (sensitivity) against the false-positive (1-specificity) rate, and Area Under Curve (AUC) was calculated. Specificity, sensitivity, positive predictive value (PPV), negative predictive value (NPV), and accuracy were determined for each miRNA by applying cut-off values that were established based on the highest value obtained in ROC curve analysis according to Youden's J index (17, 18). Diagnostic biomarker performance was calculated having in consideration a 5 year PCa prevalence in Portuguese population of 1122.5/100000 habitants (19).

Kaplan-Meier curves were constructed, and log-rank test was used to compare metastasis free survival (MFS) between groups considering clinicopathological variables (pathological stage, Grade Group) and categorized miRs expression levels status (P < 50; low expression levels and P ≥ 50; high expression levels). MFS was calculated as the time between the first day of treatment and the day of first imaging exam showing metastasis. Cox proportional hazards regression was employed to calculate hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (CI). A backwards Wald multivariable Cox-regression model comprising all significant variables on univariable analysis was computed to determine whether miRs expression levels were independently associated with MFS.

Statistical analyses were performed using SPSS 25.0 software for Mac (IBM-SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA) and GraphPad Prism 7.0 software for Mac (GraphPad Software Inc., La Jolla, CA, USA). A result was considered statistically significant when p < 0.05.

RESULTS

Cohort #1

PCa tissues were obtained from 98 patients submitted to radical prostatectomy. Forty-three patients were stage pT2, 37 patients were pT3a, and 18 patients were pT3b. No significant differences in median age between patients and controls was observed. The median time of patients' follow-up was 134 months, and during this period, 53 patients developed biochemical relapse and among those, 16 developed imagological documented metastases (Table 1).


Table 1. Clinical and pathological data of morphologically normal prostate and prostate cancer patients (Cohort #1).
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Quantitative analysis disclosed that miR-182-5p was significantly overexpressed in PCa tissue compared to control samples (p < 0.0001) (Figure 1A). Furthermore, relative expression of this microRNA discriminated between malignant and non-malignant prostate tissue with 60.20% sensitivity, 100% specificity and PPV, and 99.55% NPV, corresponding to an AUC of 0.81 (95% CI: 0.725–0.892, p = 0.0001), and 65.49% accuracy (Supplementary Figure 1A).
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FIGURE 1. Distribution of miR-182-5p expression levels in Cohort #1 [morphologically normal prostate (MNPT) and prostate cancer (PCa) tissues] (A), and in Cohort #2 [asymptomatic controls (AC) and PCa patients] (B). Mann-Whitney U, ****p < 0.0001 and **p <0.01. Red horizontal line represents the relative expression levels' median.



Cohort #2

Because our main goal was to explore the screening and prognostic biomarker potential of miR-182-5p and miR-375-3p in liquid biopsies, expression of these two miRNAs was evaluated in plasma samples of a cohort of 252 PCa and 52 asymptomatic controls (AC). Detailed clinical and pathological data is depicted in Table 2. Although, the median age of patients significantly differed from asymptomatic controls (62 vs. 58 years, p < 0.0001), no significant correlation was found between age and miRNAs expression levels. Regarding pathological stage, 83 patients were classified as pT2, 127 patients as pT3a, and 35 patients as pT3b stage. Median patient follow-up time was 93 months, and during this period 112 patients developed biochemical relapse and 40 developed metastases. All patients were treated with curative intent (specifically, 245 patients were submitted to radical prostatectomy and 7 were treated with external beam radiotherapy).


Table 2. Clinical and pathological data of asymptomatic controls and prostate cancer patients (Cohort #2).
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Paralleling the results observed in tissue samples, circulating miR-182-5p expression was also significantly increased in PCa patients compared to controls (p = 0.0020) (Figure 1B). Furthermore, circulating miR-182-5p discriminated PCa samples from controls with 47.62% sensitivity, 76.92% specificity, and 99.23% NPV, corresponding to an AUC of 0.64 (95% CI: 0.561–0.709, p = 0.0021) (Supplementary Figure 1B). No statistically significant differences were disclosed for circulating miR-375-3p expression levels between patients and controls.

Concerning clinicopathologic correlates, although no significant associations were found at diagnosis between circulating miRNAs expression and serum PSA levels or grade group, higher circulating levels of both miR-182-5p (pT2 vs. pT3a p = 0.0129; pT2 vs. pT3b p = 0.0042) and miR-375-3p (pT2 vs. pT3a p = 0.0187; pT3a vs. pT3b p = 0.0022) associated with advanced pathologic stage (Figure 2). Furthermore, at diagnosis, circulating miR-375-3p was significantly higher in PCa patients that developed metastasis comparing with those that did not metastasized (p = 0.0145) (Figure 3). Indeed, higher circulating miR-375-3p expression levels predicted development of metastasis during follow-up with 48.72% sensitivity, 75.59% specificity, and 88.95% NPV, corresponding to an AUC of 0.62 (95% CI: 0.529–0.713, p = 0.0149), and 71.43% accuracy (Table 3 and Supplementary Figure 2). The same was not observed for circulating miR-182-5p expression levels or serum PSA levels.
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FIGURE 2. Circulating miR-182-5p's (A) and miR-375-3p's (B) expression levels at diagnosis according to pathological stage (Cohort #2). Kruskal-Wallis, **p < 0.01 and *p < 0.05. Red horizontal line represents the relative expression levels' median.
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FIGURE 3. Circulating miR-375-3p's expression levels at diagnosis according to metastatic status after follow-up (Cohort #2). Mann-Whitney U, *p < 0.05. Red horizontal line represents the relative expression levels' median.




Table 3. Metastasis prediction performance of miR-375-3p's circulating levels (Cohort #2).
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MFS was significantly reduced in patients with increasing grade group and pT stage (both p < 0.0001), as expected (Supplementary Figure 3). Interestingly, high circulating levels (P ≥ 50) of both miR-182-5p and miR-375-3p significantly associated with reduced MFS (p = 0.0206 and p = 0.0063, respectively) (Figure 4). Moreover, when GG2 and pT3a patients were cumulatively selected, higher circulating miR-375-3p levels also associated with decreased MFS (Supplementary Figure 4). Multivariable Cox-regression analysis demonstrated that grade group (GG1 vs. GG4-5), pathologic stage (pT2 vs. pT3a and pT2 vs. pT3b) and circulating miR-375-3p levels independently predicted MFS (Table 4). Higher circulating miR-182-5p levels (p = 0.0274) only significantly associated with MFS in univariable analysis (Supplementary Table 1). Due to lack of events, disease specific survival analysis was not performed.
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FIGURE 4. Metastasis Free Survival curves in Cohort #2 according to miR-182-5p (A) and miR-375-3p (B) expression levels.




Table 4. Cox regression models assessing the potential of clinical variables and circulating miRs levels in the prediction of metastasis free survival (Cohort #2).
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DISCUSSION

Since their first report in the context of malignant disease in 2002 (20), miRNAs have shown great potential as cancer biomarkers. In particular, miRNAs circulating in body fluids, such as plasma, have been consistently described since 2008 (4, 21) and have broadened the biomarker spectrum of miRNAs as non- or minimally-invasive tools for cancer diagnosis, prognostication and disease monitoring (22). In that vein, we tested the screening and prognostic performance of circulating miR-182-5p and miR-375-3p in PCa patients.

Using microarray analysis, we previously found a set of 17 miRNAs overexpressed in PCa tissues compared to MNPT, among which miR-182-5p and miR-375-3p were validated in a larger series of PCa tissues (n = 80 and n = 114, respectively) vs. MNPT (n = 15) (14). Because the number of samples used to validate miR-182-5p was relatively limited, we extended it to 98 in the present series. We confirmed that miR-182-5p was significantly overexpressed in PCa tissues compared to non-neoplastic prostate tissue, further supporting its proposed oncogenic role in prostate carcinogenesis (23–25). Furthermore, miR-182-5p expression levels alone discriminated tumorous from non-tumorous prostate tissue with 100% Specificity and PPV and 99.55% NPV, with an AUC of 0.81, which is superior to that reported previously by Schaefer et al. that achieved an AUC of 0.70 (95% CI: 0.62–0.79) comparing 76 matched PCa and adjacent normal tissues (23).

Having confirmed the overexpression of both miRNAs in tumor tissues, our major goal was then to assess their clinical utility in liquid biopsies, as tissue samples may not fully represent tumor heterogeneity (22) and can be more easily used as a source for non-invasive early detection, diagnosis or prognostication of PCa. Interestingly, circulating miR-182-5p, but not miR-375-3p, was also found overexpressed in PCa patients compared to asymptomatic controls, being able to identify PCa with 76.92% specificity and 99.23% NPV, although sensitivity was modest. Remarkably, our results indicate that circulating miR-182-5p performance for PCa detection is similar to that of urinary PCA3, outperforming serum PSA (26). Thus, although single circulating miR-182-5p analysis might be a suboptimal early detection test alone due to its modest sensitivity, it might complement other routinely available tests, increasing the specificity of serum PSA testing, potentially reducing the number of unnecessary biopsies.

Although, several miRNAs have shown promise as PCa screening and diagnostic biomarkers, differences in cohort sizes, patient heterogeneity and sample sources, have prevented more thorough validation (4). Thus far, in plasma samples, the only consistently reported miRNA with better diagnostic performance than miR-182-5p is miR-21, disclosing AUC of 0.799–0.877, although the larger cohort published only comprised 57 PCa patients (27, 28). Recently, another study, which included 100 PCa and 50 control plasma samples, demonstrated that addition of miR-21 to Prostate Health Index (PHI) significantly increased the sensitivity to 95.5% with 100% a specificity for detecting patients with localized PCa (29). Nonetheless, our study is the first to explore the potential of miR-182-5p as PCa detection biomarker, although validation in a larger independent cohort is required to fully demonstrate its clinical usefulness, both in localized disease and metastatic settings.

Conversely, concerning miR-375-3p circulating expression levels and contrarily to previous publications (13, 28), we were not able to confirm its value as diagnostic biomarker for PCa. It should be recalled, however, that our cohort more than quadruplicates those studies (57 and 31 PCa patients), in which patients with benign prostatic hyperplasia (BPH) were used as controls, instead of asymptomatic blood donors, as in the present study. Moreover, the combination with other circulating miRs or relevant clinical variables might perfect its overall performance as reported for miR-221 and PHI (29).

Because PCa overtreatment is a major concern, it seemed pertinent to assess whether the selected miRNAs might provide independent prognostic information, identifying patients at risk for disease progression, which are those that benefit from therapeutic intervention. Interestingly, high circulating levels of both miR-182-5p and miR-375-3p were associated with more advanced pathological stages, suggesting that they might provide relevant prognostic information. Indeed, at the time of diagnosis, higher circulating miR-375-3p levels identified patients more prone to develop metastatic disease with 71.43% accuracy. However, in our cohort, serum PSA levels did not discriminate between patients that developed metastasis and those that did not. Furthermore, survival analysis disclosed that higher circulating miR-375-3p levels significantly associated with lower MFS, including in PCa patients with grade group 2 and pT3a stage. This is a particularly interesting result as the prognosis of this group of patients is difficult to ascertain (30) and miR-375-3p circulating levels, at diagnosis, seems to identify two groups with quite dissimilar outcome.

Previous studies have shown that circulating levels of miR-375-3p are higher in patients harboring disseminated or metastatic castration-resistant (CRPC) PCa, compared to those with localized disease (9, 13, 31), indicating that miR-375-3p expression increases along disease progression. Our results, however, are the first to demonstrate that miR-375-3p circulating levels senses the potential for PCa progression already at diagnosis, reflecting tumor's biological and clinical aggressiveness, even among clinically localized disease, amenable to curative-intent treatment. Because circulating miR-375-3p was shown to be an independent predictor of metastases development, it might perfect routinely used nomograms that assess PCa risk of progression, identifying patients more prone to endure metastatic disease and that may benefit from more adequate therapeutic intervention (13). On the other hand, it is tempting to speculate whether PCa with very low circulating miR-375-3p levels constitute a subpopulation with minimal risk of disease progression, amenable to conservative management, thus reducing the risk of overtreatment. Therefore, circulating miR-375-3p levels might be a helpful tool to personalized PCa treatment options, reducing healthcare costs and therapy-related side-effects, thus increasing patients' life quality.

In conclusion, our exploratory study highlights the screening and prognostic potential of circulating miR-182-5p and miR-375-3p in PCa patients, which might constitute valuable tools to improve patient management along with the currently used biomarkers, thus perfecting risk stratification and reducing overtreatment.

ETHICS STATEMENT

This study was carried out in accordance with the recommendations of Comissão de Ética para a Saúde of Portuguese Oncology Institute of Porto, Portugal (IRB-CES-IPOFG-EPE120/015) with written informed consent from all subjects. All subjects gave written informed consent in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. The protocol was approved by the Comissão de Ética para a Saúde of Portuguese Oncology Institute of Porto, Portugal.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

JR-C, RH, and CJ conceived and designed the experiments. DB, VC, and CM-B performed the experiments. VC, DB-S, LA, RH, and CJ analyzed the data. JM and JO selected the patients and provided the clinical data from clinical charts. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

FUNDING

This work was funded by Research Center—Portuguese Oncology Institute of Porto (grant PI 74-CI-IPOP-19-2015). DB-S was supported scholarship from Research Center—Portuguese Oncology Institute of Porto (CI-IPOP-BI-GEBC2018/UID/DTP/00776/POCI-01-0145-FEDER-006868).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors are grateful to Departments of Urology and Laboratory Medicine of Portuguese Oncology Institute of Porto for their collaboration in samples collection and to all patients and asymptomatic donors for their participation in the study.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fonc.2019.00900/full#supplementary-material

REFERENCES

 1. Bray F, Ferlay J, Soerjomataram I, Siegel RL, Torre LA, Jemal A. Global cancer statistics 2018: GLOBOCAN estimates of incidence and mortality worldwide for 36 cancers in 185 countries. CA Cancer J Clin. (2018) 68:394–424. doi: 10.3322/caac.21492

 2. Garzotto M. The natural and treated history of prostate cancer. In: Prostate Cancer. Cambridge University Press (2008). 15–28.

 3. Etzioni R, Penson DF, Legler JM, Di Tommaso D, Boer R, Gann PH, et al. Overdiagnosis due to prostate-specific antigen screening: lessons from U.S. prostate cancer incidence trends. J Natl Cancer Inst. (2002) 94:981–90. doi: 10.1093/jnci/94.13.981

 4. Filella X, Foj L. miRNAs as novel biomarkers in the management of prostate cancer. Clin Chem Lab Med. (2017) 55:715–36. doi: 10.1515/cclm-2015-1073

 5. Lu J, Getz G, Miska EA, Alvarez-Saavedra E, Lamb J, Peck D, et al. MicroRNA expression profiles classify human cancers. Nature. (2005) 435:834–8. doi: 10.1038/nature03702

 6. Volinia S, Calin GA, Liu CG, Ambs S, Cimmino A, Petrocca F, et al. A microRNA expression signature of human solid tumors defines cancer gene targets. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. (2006) 103:2257–61. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0510565103

 7. Bartel DP. MicroRNAs: target recognition and regulatory functions. Cell. (2009) 136:215–33. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2009.01.002

 8. Mitchell PS, Parkin RK, Kroh EM, Fritz BR, Wyman SK, Pogosova-Agadjanyan EL, et al. Circulating microRNAs as stable blood-based markers for cancer detection. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. (2008) 105:10513–8. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0804549105

 9. Brase JC, Johannes M, Schlomm T, Falth M, Haese A, Steuber T, et al. Circulating miRNAs are correlated with tumor progression in prostate cancer. Int J Cancer. (2011) 128:608–16. doi: 10.1002/ijc.25376

 10. Bryant RJ, Pawlowski T, Catto JW, Marsden G, Vessella RL, Rhees B, et al. Changes in circulating microRNA levels associated with prostate cancer. Br J Cancer. (2012) 106:768–74. doi: 10.1038/bjc.2011.595

 11. Selth LA, Townley S, Gillis JL, Ochnik AM, Murti K, Macfarlane RJ, et al. Discovery of circulating microRNAs associated with human prostate cancer using a mouse model of disease. Int J Cancer. (2012) 131:652–61. doi: 10.1002/ijc.26405

 12. Cheng HH, Mitchell PS, Kroh EM, Dowell AE, Chery L, Siddiqui J, et al. Circulating microRNA profiling identifies a subset of metastatic prostate cancer patients with evidence of cancer-associated hypoxia. PLoS ONE. (2013) 8:e69239. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0069239

 13. Haldrup C, Kosaka N, Ochiya T, Borre M, Hoyer S, Orntoft TF, et al. Profiling of circulating microRNAs for prostate cancer biomarker discovery. Drug Deliv Transl Res. (2014) 4:19–30. doi: 10.1007/s13346-013-0169-4

 14. Costa-Pinheiro P, Ramalho-Carvalho J, Vieira FQ, Torres-Ferreira J, Oliveira J, Goncalves CS, et al. MicroRNA-375 plays a dual role in prostate carcinogenesis. Clin Epigenetics. (2015) 7:42. doi: 10.1186/s13148-015-0076-2

 15. Amin MB, Edge S, Greene F, Byrd DR, Brookland RK, Washington MK, et al. AJCC Cancer Staging Manual. Chicago, IL: Springer Nature (2017). doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-40618-3

 16. Gordetsky J, Epstein J. Grading of prostatic adenocarcinoma: current state and prognostic implications. Diagn Pathol. (2016) 11:25. doi: 10.1186/s13000-016-0478-2

 17. Youden WJ. Index for rating diagnostic tests. Cancer. (1950) 3:32–5. doi: 10.1002/1097-0142(1950)3:1<32::aid-cncr2820030106>3.0.co;2-3

 18. Schisterman EF, Perkins NJ, Liu A, Bondell H. Optimal cut-point and its corresponding Youden Index to discriminate individuals using pooled blood samples. Epidemiology. (2005) 16:73–81. doi: 10.1097/01.ede.0000147512.81966.ba

 19. Ferlay J, Ervik M, Lam F, Colombet M, Mery L, Piñeros M, et al. Global Cancer Observatory: Cancer Today. Lyon: International Agency for Research on Cancer (2018). Available online at: https://gco.iarc.fr/today (accessed October 29, 2018).

 20. Calin GA, Dumitru CD, Shimizu M, Bichi R, Zupo S, Noch E, et al. Frequent deletions and down-regulation of micro- RNA genes miR15 and miR16 at 13q14 in chronic lymphocytic leukemia. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. (2002) 99:15524–9. doi: 10.1073/pnas.242606799

 21. Kelly BD, Miller N, Healy NA, Walsh K, Kerin MJ. A review of expression profiling of circulating microRNAs in men with prostate cancer. BJU Int. (2013) 111:17–21. doi: 10.1111/j.1464-410X.2012.11244.x

 22. Ellinger J, Muller SC, Dietrich D. Epigenetic biomarkers in the blood of patients with urological malignancies. Expert Rev Mol Diagn. (2015) 15:505–16. doi: 10.1586/14737159.2015.1019477

 23. Schaefer A, Jung M, Mollenkopf HJ, Wagner I, Stephan C, Jentzmik F, et al. Diagnostic and prognostic implications of microRNA profiling in prostate carcinoma. Int J Cancer. (2010) 126:1166–76. doi: 10.1002/ijc.24827

 24. Casanova-Salas I, Rubio-Briones J, Calatrava A, Mancarella C, Masia E, Casanova J, et al. Identification of miR-187 and miR-182 as biomarkers of early diagnosis and prognosis in patients with prostate cancer treated with radical prostatectomy. J Urol. (2014) 192:252–9. doi: 10.1016/j.juro.2014.01.107

 25. Wang D, Lu G, Shao Y, Xu D. MiR-182 promotes prostate cancer progression through activating Wnt/beta-catenin signal pathway. Biomed Pharmacother. (2018) 99:334–9. doi: 10.1016/j.biopha.2018.01.082

 26. Kearns JT, Lin DW. Improving the specificity of PSA screening with serum and urine markers. Curr Urol Rep. (2018) 19:80. doi: 10.1007/s11934-018-0828-6

 27. Yaman Agaoglu F, Kovancilar M, Dizdar Y, Darendeliler E, Holdenrieder S, Dalay N, et al. Investigation of miR-21, miR-141, and miR-221 in blood circulation of patients with prostate cancer. Tumour Biol. (2011) 32:583–8. doi: 10.1007/s13277-011-0154-9

 28. Gao Y, Guo Y, Wang Z, Dai Z, Xu Y, Zhang W, et al. Analysis of circulating miRNAs 21 and 375 as potential biomarkers for early diagnosis of prostate cancer. Neoplasma. (2016) 63:623–8. doi: 10.4149/neo_2016_417

 29. Ibrahim N, Abdellateif M, Thabet G, Kassem S, El-Salam M, El-Leithy A, et al. Combining PHI and miRNAs as biomarkers in prostate cancer diagnosis and prognosis. Clin Lab. (2019) 65. doi: 10.7754/Clin.Lab.2019.181213

 30. Sartori DA, Chan DW. Biomarkers in prostate cancer: what's new? Curr Opin Oncol. (2014) 26:259–64. doi: 10.1097/CCO.0000000000000065

 31. Nguyen HC, Xie W, Yang M, Hsieh CL, Drouin S, Lee GS, et al. Expression differences of circulating microRNAs in metastatic castration resistant prostate cancer and low-risk, localized prostate cancer. Prostate. (2013) 73:346–54. doi: 10.1002/pros.22572

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.

Copyright © 2019 Bidarra, Constâncio, Barros-Silva, Ramalho-Carvalho, Moreira-Barbosa, Antunes, Maurício, Oliveira, Henrique and Jerónimo. 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/fonc-09-00900-t001.jpg
Clinicopathological variables

Patients, n

Median age, years (range)
Median PSA (ng/mL) (range)
Pathological stage (pT), n (%)
pT2

pT3a

pT3b

Grade group, n (%)

o e N e

Follow up
Median, Months (range)
Biochemical recurrence, n (%)
Metastasis, 1 (%)

Death, n (%)

Tissue samples

MNPT PCa
15 98

64 (45-80) 63 (46-73)
na. 869 (2.40-21)
na. 43 (43.9%)
na. 37 (37.8%)
na. 18 (18.3%)
na. 26 (26.5%)
na. 28 (28.6%)
na. 27 (27.5%)
na. 4(4.1%)
na 13 (13.3%)
na. 134 (51-203)
na. 53 (54.1%)
na. 16 (16.3%)
na. 8(8.16%)

MNTP, Morphologically Normal Prostatic Tissue; PCa, Prostate Cancer; n.a.,

not applicable.





OPS/images/fonc-09-00900-t002.jpg
Clinicopathological variables

Patients, n

Median age, years (range)
Median PSA (ng/mL) (range)
Pathological stage (pT), n (%)*
pT2

pT3a

pT3b

Grade group, n (%)

a s W N =

Follow up
Median, Months (range)
Biochemical recurrence, n (%)
Metastasis, 1 (%)

Death, n (%)

Plasma samples

AC PCa
52 252

58 (54-64) 62 (46-76)
na. 8.4(0.68-837)
na. 83(32.9%)
na. 127 (60.4%)
na. 35 (13.9%)
na. 48 (19.0%)
na. 94 (37.3%)
na. 68 (27.0%)
na. 15 (5.9%)
na. 27 (10.8%)
na. 93 (5-216)
na. 112 (44.4%)
na. 40 (15.9%)
na. 16 (6.3%)

AC, Asymptomatic Controls; PCa, Prostate Cancer; n.a., not applicable. For 7 patients
treated with R, clinical stage was consicered. From those, 3 patients were cT3a (1.2%)

and 4 were cT3b (1.6%).





OPS/images/fonc-09-00900-g003.gif
Metastatic status after follow-up
miR375-3p (Cohort#2)

*

Relative expression (Log 10)

o o





OPS/images/fonc-09-00900-g004.gif





OPS/images/math_1.gif





OPS/images/fonc-09-00900-t003.jpg
miR-375-3p  Sensitivity Specificity Positive Negative  Accuracy
% % predictive predictive %
value % value %

Plasma 48.72 7559 26.76 88.95 7143





OPS/images/fonc-09-00900-t004.jpg
Metastasis
free survival

Multivariable

HR, Hezard Ratio.

Variable HR

Grade group (GG)

GG vs. GG2 2208
GG vs. GG3 4.766
GG1vs. GG4-5 8.779
Pathological stage (pT)

pT2vs. pT3a 16.233
pT2vs. pT3b 20.383
miR-375-3p

P <50vs. P2 50 2153

Bold values represent statistically significant p-values.

95% Cl for HR

0.438-11.136
0.993-22.869
1.787-43.138

2.100-125.490
2.396-173.399

1.039-4.461

P value

0.3373
0.0610
0.0075

0.0076
0.0058

0.0392





OPS/images/fonc-09-00900-g001.gif
Rolative expression (Log 10) >

R-E25p (Cohort #1)

WIRAR2Sp (Cohort #2)






OPS/images/fonc-09-00900-g002.gif
Cohort#2






OPS/images/cover.jpg
, frontiers
in Oncology

Circulating MicroRNAs as
Biomarkers for Prostate Cancer
Detection and Metastasis
Development Prediction









OPS/images/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





OPS/images/logo.jpg
, frontiers
in Oncology





