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Abstract: Background: Tumor immunotherapy has become an important means of cancer treatment. A response 
depends on the interaction of tumor cells with immune regulators in the tumor microenvironment, which plays an 
important role in inhibiting or enhancing the immune response. However, lymph node (LN) metastasis leads to ma-
jor changes in the tumor microenvironment of patients with colorectal cancer, directly affecting prognosis. Methods: 
Using data downloaded from the Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) database, we studied the microenvironmental differ-
ences between LN-negative and positive populations by bioinformatic methods. Results: Patients in the LN-positive 
group had significantly lower immune scores, cytolytic activity scores, and overall survival than the LN-negative 
group. In addition, a high mutation burden and a new antigen burden could inhibit lymph node metastasis of CRC. 
In particular, in the LN positive group, the ratio of monocytes to M1 macrophages was significantly downregulated. 
After the differentially expressed mRNAs between the LN positive and negative groups were determined, a new CRC 
model was constructed based on multivariate Cox proportional hazard regression analysis to examine the prognosis 
of patients. The analyses showed that the model was stable and robust. Conclusions: We used multiple scores and 
details of immune cell infiltration as indicators to assess changes in the tumor microenvironment of CRC patients 
before and after lymph node metastasis, and quantify and model the immune cells in the microenvironment to 
predict the overall survival of CRC patients.
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Introduction

Colorectal cancer (CRC) has the second highest 
mortality rate among all cancers, with mortality 
ranking fourth (9.0%) and third (9.5%) among 
male and female cancer patients, respectively 
[1]. Surgical resection is a common treatment 
in clinical practice [2]. However, due to the 
absence of a national colorectal cancer screen-
ing program, most CRC patients in China 
already have metastasized tumors at the time 
of treatment, and chemotherapy sensitivity has 
also led to poor therapeutic efficacy.

In recent years, tumor immunotherapy has 
become an important means for cancer treat-
ment [3], and it is an important topic in cancer 

research. For example, blocking the binding of 
PD-L1 to PD-1 can enhance the cellular immune 
response by increasing T cell apoptosis, indicat-
ing that this is a highly promising therapy [4]. 
However, a study showed that the expression of 
PD-L1 was independent of lymph node (LN) 
metastasis, leading to limited or no response to 
this treatment in some patients [5]. This is 
because the occurrence of metastasis involves 
the interaction of many factors, including 
molecular factors triggered by changes in tumor 
microenvironment [6]. Tumor immunotherapy 
positive reactions depend on the interaction of 
tumor cells with immune regulators in the tumor 
microenvironment. Tumor-infiltrating immune 
cells (TIICs) are a major non-tumor component 
of the tumor microenvironment and are of great 
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value in the diagnosis and prognosis assess-
ment of glioblastoma [7], breast cancer [8], and 
CRC [9]. Pan-immunochemical analysis shows 
that many adaptive immune-related TIICs,  
such as activated CD8+ T cells, resting memory 
CD4+ T cells, and effector memory CD4+ T 
cells, are associated with improved patient 
prognosis [10]. In addition, changes in charac-
teristics such as immunosuppression of the 
tumor microenvironment can cause lymph 
node metastasis in patients with colorectal 
cancer, which directly affects prognosis. The 
metastasis incidence and tumor invasion depth 
in lymph nodes are prognostic factors of CRC 
metastasis [11, 12]. To achieve a precise  
immunotherapy, studies have defined tumor 
mutation burden (TMB) by the number of  
mutations per megabase of DNA, which is used 
as a predictive biomarker for the evaluation 
[13]. The higher the TMB is, the more likely the 
tumor is to be effective for immunotherapy 
[14]. Therefore, studying TMB and TIIC in 
patients with metastatic CRC can help slow 
tumor progression and improve patient prog- 
nosis.

Taking advantage of CRC cohorts from the 
TCGA database, we assessed some character-
istics of the tumor microenvironment, which 
include immune scores, TMB, neoantigen bur-
dens, TIICs, and gene expression. We hypothe-
sized that significant changes in these charac-
teristics were associated with lymph node 
metastasis in CRC patients.

Materials and methods

Data sources and preprocessing

All the genomic, clinical, and mutation annota-
tion format (MAF) data were obtained from the 
TCGA CRC cohort in February 2019. We first 
discarded the clinical information with a sur-
vival time less than 30 days or with unknown 
lymph node metastasis information; then, we 
removed the samples without complete clinical 
information or MAF data, and all normal sam-
ples. In total, we obtained 426 tumor samples. 
Gene expression data in the FPKM format were 
also acquired from the TCGA and converted to 
transcripts per million (TPM). Immune scores 
were calculated by using the ESTIMATE algo-
rithm based on the expression values in TPM 
[15].

Functional analysis in silico

The immune cytolysis activity score of each 
sample was obtained by the geometric mean of 
the TPM type expression values of GZMA and 
PRF1 [16]. After filtering out variants occurring 
in intergenic or noncoding regions and in syn-
onymous variants, the maftools package [17]
was used for mutation burden analysis and 
mutational spectral visualization. We then ana-
lyzed the new neoantigens and their derived 
proteins between the LN-negative and posi- 
tive groups based on data downloaded from 
the TCIA database (https://tcia.at/home). To 
evaluate the composition of TIICs in CRC, a 
CIBERSORT deconvolution algorithm [18] was 
used to estimate the fraction of 22 immune cell 
types in the LN-negative and positive groups 
based on the gene profile.

Differentially expressed mRNAs were screened 
using edgeR [19] with the criterion of |log2fold 
change| ≥ 1.5 and a false discovery rate (FDR) 
< 0.01. The TIMER online database [20] was 
used to analyze and visualize the abundance of 
TIICs of differentially expressed genes. Two 
plugins for Cytoscape software, ClueGO and 
CluePedia [21], were used for the Kyoto 
Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) 
analysis.

To obtain and analyze mRNAs that are signifi-
cantly related to the overall survival (OS) of CRC 
patients, we first performed univariate Cox pro-
portional hazards regression on differentially 
expressed mRNAs, removed factors that were 
not statistically significant, and then performed 
a multiple Cox regression model analysis.

Statistical analyses

All statistical analyses were conducted using  
R software (version 3.5.0) and Bioconductor 
(https://www.bioconductor.org/). A chi-squared 
test was used to compare the differences in 
various values (such as cytolytic activity scores) 
and the sample mutation rates. Kaplan-Meier 
(KM) analysis using the survival package was 
performed to analyze the correlation between 
the mRNA and OS. P-values less than 0.05 
were considered significant. In the comparison 
study, receiver operating curve (ROC) was exe-
cuted using SPSS 24.0.
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Characteristic analyses between 
the LN-negative and positive 
groups

Immune scores represent the in- 
filtration of immune cells in tumor 
tissue. We found that the LN- 
negative group had a higher im- 
mune score than the LN-positive 
group (P < 0.018) (Figure 1A). We 
further examined the association 
between grouping and cytolytic 
activity scores in CRC. Interes- 
tingly, the distribution of cytolytic 
activity scores was the same as 
that of immune scores in the 
LN-negative and positive groups 
(Figure 1B).

To explore the association of  
TMB with lymph node metastasis 
in CRC, we compared TMB bet- 
ween the LN-negative and positive 
groups. We found that the perfor-
mance of TMB in both groups was 
consistent with the performance 
of immune and cytolytic activity 
scores (P = 0.0002) (Figure 1C). To 
determine the correlation of over-
all survival with lymph node metas-
tasis, we performed KM survival 
curve analysis and found that the 
overall survival of samples in the 
LN-negative group was longer than 
that of the LN-positive group (P < 
0.0001 in log-rank test) (Figure 
1D).

The landscape of immune infiltra-

Table 1. Clinicopathologic features of 426 patients with 
colorectal cancer

LN-negative LN-positive p
N 253 173
Age (years) (%) 0.021
    > 60 186 (73.5) 109 (63.0)
    ≤ 60 67 (26.5) 64 (37.0)
Gender (%) 0.285
    Male 142 (56.1) 88 (50.9)
    Female 111 (43.9) 85 (49.1)
Race (%) 0.057
    WHITE 113 (44.7) 89 (51.4)
    ASIAN 10 (4.0) 2 (1.2)
    BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN 28 (11.0) 27 (15.6)
    Unknown 102 (40.3) 55 (31.8)
Pathologic stage (%) < 0.001
    Stage I 75 (29.6) 0 (0.0)
    Stage II 163 (64.4) 0 (0.0)
    Stage III 0 (0.0) 118 (68.2)
    Stage IV 8 (3.2) 51 (29.4)
    Unknown 7 (27.8) 4 (2.3)
Pathologic T (%) < 0.001
    T1 10 (4.0) 0 (0.0)
    T2 67 (26.5) 9 (5.2)
    T3 162 (64.0) 127 (73.4)
    T4 14 (5.5) 37 (21.4)
Pathologic M (%) < 0.001
    M0 220 (87.0) 98 (56.6)
    M1 8 (3.2) 51 (29.5)
    MX 25 (9.8) 24 (13.9)
Vital status (%) < 0.001
    Alive 225 (88.9) 120 (69.3)
    Dead 28 (11.1) 53 (30.7)

Results

Sample demographic statistics

Our analysis is mainly derived from the se- 
quencing data and clinical information of 426 
CRC patients published in the TCGA database. 
After pretreatment as described in the materi-
als and methods section, we obtained data 
including 253 LN negative samples and 173 LN 
positive samples. The detailed clinical and 
pathologic characteristics in these samples, 
including age, gender, race, pathologic stage, 
tumor (T), and metastasis (M), are summarized 
in Table 1.

tion in the LN-negative and positive groups

During tumor progression, TIICs respond to 
anticancer therapies and change dynamically, 
and their presence is often associated with 
improved clinical outcomes. To further analyze 
the differences in immune cell invasion be- 
tween the LN-negative and positive groups, we 
used the CIBERSORT algorithm to study the dif-
ference in the proportion of 22 immune cell 
subsets (Figure 2A, 2B). We found that gamma 
delta T cells did not exist in any sample. We 
also assessed the difference in the proportion 
of TIICs between these two groups. The number 
of monocytes and M1 macrophages in the 
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Figure 1. Characteristic analysis between lymph node metastasis negative and positive groups. A. Distribution of 
immune scores. B. Distribution of cytolytic scores in the lymph node metastasis negative and positive groups. C. 
Distribution of tumor mutation burden. D. Survival analysis of CRC patients in the LN-negative and positive groups.

LN-negative group was significantly greater 
than that of the other group (Figure 2C).

Mutation burden and neoantigen burden 
related to lymph node metastasis

A high mutation burden is a part of the charac-
teristics of malignant tumors. To obtain the  
burden of nonsynonymous mutations in the 
LN-negative and positive groups, we analyzed 
somatic mutations in these two groups based 
on the results of Mutct2 software. The median 
nonsynonymous mutation burden is 111.5 in 
the LN-negative group and 101.5 in the other 
group. Our study validates that CRC is accom-
panied by a high mutation load when lymph 
node metastasis occurs, and there are signifi-
cant differences in the mutation patterns of 
highly mutated genes before and after metas-
tasis. As shown in Figure 3A, 3B, APC, TTN, 

TP53, KRAS, MUC16, and PIK3CA are in the 
top 10 mutated genes in these two groups. We 
also found that most of the mutations were 
single base substitutions. 

We also investigated whether the mutational 
and neoantigen pattern were modified with 
respect to immune scores. The neoantigen 
counts and neoantigen origin protein counts for 
each CRC sample were available from the TCIA 
database. The LN-positive groups had signifi-
cantly lower neoantigen burden (Figure 3C) and 
neoantigen origin protein burden (Figure 3D) 
than those in the other group, which suggested 
that the LN-negative group has a higher num-
ber of mutations accumulated in the tumor cell 
genome, resulting in a corresponding increase 
in neoantigen burden, and thereby activating 
more T cells and producing a stronger immune 
response.
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Figure 2. Landscape and prognostic analysis of immune infiltration. A. Bar chart summarizing the immune cell 
subset proportions in the lymph node metastasis negative group. B. Bar chart summarizing the immune cell subset 
proportions in the lymph node metastasis positive group. C. Difference in tumor infiltrating immune cell (TIIC) pro-
portion between the lymph node metastasis negative and positive groups.

Comparison of gene expression profiles before 
and after metastasis

To reveal the correlation between gene expres-
sion profiles and lymph node metastasis, a  
differential analysis of count data of genes  
in the samples of the LN-negative and positive 
groups was performed. Volcano plots in Figure 
4A show that in high score group, 68 mRNAs 
are upregulated and 261 mRNAs are downreg-
ulated compared with those in the low score 
group. To outline the function of differentially 
expressed genes, functional enrichment an- 
alysis of the 329 mRNAs (Figure 4B) was 
performed.

We first performed univariate Cox proportional 
hazards regression analysis and found that 27 

differentially expressed mRNAs were signifi-
cantly correlated with OS (P < 0.01). Then step-
wise multivariate Cox proportional hazard 
regression analysis was used to find that 9 of 
these candidate mRNAs were significantly and 
independently related to prognosis. Finally, we 
constructed a prognostic signature based on 
the expression levels and regression coeffi-
cients of these best prognostic mRNAs. The 
formula is as follows: risk score = (0.24783 × 
the expression level of NLGN1) + (0.12994 × 
the expression level of CDK5R2) + (0.13208 × 
the expression level of NTF4) + (0.14851 × the 
expression level of TMEM213) + (-0.13580 × 
the expression level of SLC6A15) + (0.34611 × 
the expression level of IRX4) + (-0.34510 × the 
expression level of COLEC10) + (0.25542 × the 
expression level of CT45A1) + (0.10484 × the 
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Figure 3. Landscape of mutations in CRC and neoantigen comparison between the lymph node metastasis nega-
tive and positive groups. Individual mutations for the top 10 most mutated genes for the lymph node metastasis 
negative group (A) and lymph node metastasis positive group (B). (C) The graph shows that neoantigen burdens are 
significantly different between the lymph node metastasis negative and positive groups (P<0.05). (D) Graph shows 
the number of neoantigen-related proteins.

expression level of XAGE2). Among these 9 
mRNAs, SLC6A15 and COLEC10 showed nega-
tive coefficients, suggesting they are protective 
factors, as their high expressions predicted low 
risk. The other 7 mRNAs with positive coeffi-
cients, seemed to be risk factors, as their high 
expressions predicted high risk. Studies have 
shown that NTF4 is involved in the metastasis 
of colon cancer [22]. Interestingly, factors  
such as NLGN1, CDK5R2, TMEM213, IRX4, and 
CT45A1 have been shown to trigger the tumori-
genesis and metastasis of tumors, including 
leiomyosarcoma, lung cancer, and others 
[23-25].

KM analysis showed that the prognosis of the 
low-risk group was significantly improved com-
pared with the high-risk group (P < 0.001, 
Figure 4C). Subsequent time-dependent ROC 
analysis showed that the area under the ROC 
curve (AUC) of the 9 mRNAs was 0.763, indicat-
ing that the signature performed well in predict-
ing the prognosis of CRC patients (Figure 4D).

Discussion

To investigate changes in tumor microenviron-
ment before and after lymph node metastasis 
in colorectal cancer, we analyzed RNA sequenc-
ing data of 426 samples published in the TCGA 
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Figure 4. Gene expression spectrum. A. Volcano plots of differentially expressed genes between the lymph node 
metastasis negative and positive groups. The three colored dots represent different types of mRNAs, among which 
green represents a significant down-regulation, red represents a significant up-regulation, and black represents no 
significant differential expression. B. GO analysis of 329 differentially expressed genes. C. Kaplan-Meier analysis 
of patients’ overall survival in the high-risk (n = 210) and low-risk (n = 211) subgroups. D. The receiver operating 
characteristic (ROC) analysis of the risk scores for the prediction of the overall survival. The area under the curve 
was calculated for the ROC curves. 

database. Our results reveal many associations 
between the occurrence of metastases and 
changes in tumor microenvironment-related 
factors.

In this study, we found that the LN-negative 
group had higher immune scores, cytolytic 
activity scores, tumor m burden (TMB), neoanti-
gen burden, and neoantigen origin proteins 
compared to those in the LN-positive group. 
Previous studies indicated that immunization 
scores can determine the high risk of recur-
rence and metastasis in cancer patients [15], 
and the cytolytic activity was involved in 
immune response and improved prognosis 
[26]. Therefore, we believe that the LN-negative 
group has a good prognosis and a low risk of 
recurrence. Furthermore, lymphocyte infiltra-

tion will be prominent due to increased neoan-
tigen burden, and more stromal cells and cytol-
ysis activity can be found in tumor tissue [27]. 
This means that the samples in the LN-negative 
group have a good cytolytic immune response 
and relatively abundant stromal cells because 
of the higher levels of the tumor-infiltrating 
immune cells (TIICs). In metastatic melanoma, 
features of the immune microenvironment such 
as tumor mutation burden (TMB), neoantigen 
negativity, and cytolytic activity have been 
demonstrated to be related to CTLA4 blockade 
[28]. In addition, in the LN-negative group, CRC 
patients survived longer than those in the 
LN-positive group. These results were in agree-
ment with the corresponding findings of Wang 
et al., which state that patients with higher TMB 
are more likely to have improved survival [29]. 
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However, whether patients with high TMB and 
increased effector immune infiltration are more 
susceptible to the blocking of immune check-
points requires further research.

Recently, immunotherapy has aimed to acti-
vate the immune system and has shown high 
efficacy in the treatment of some cancers [30]. 
Using CIBERSORT, we analyzed the proportion 
changes in 22 immune cell subsets in the 
LN-negative and positive groups. Tumor-asso- 
ciated microenvironments, including immune 
cells, can inhibit malignant cells. Numerous 
studies have shown that factors such as the 
degree of infiltration of immune cells and tissue 
localization are significantly related to the pro-
gression and survival rate of CRC in certain 
stages. For example, among patients with 
stage III CRC, the ones with lower TIIC values 
had significantly lower 5-year OS than those in 
the high TIIC group [31]. Our study also showed 
that in the LN-negative group TIIC was signifi-
cant, and the OS of CRC patients also improved 
significantly. In addition, our data reveal the 
details of the infiltration of 22 TIIC subsets in 
CRC. The proportion of macrophages and rest-
ing memory CD4+ T cells was the highest, and 
gamma delta T cells did not even exist in all 
samples. Resting memory CD4+ T cells can 
help CD8+ T cells inhibit tumors, and block 
CD8+ T cell activation, and NK cell killing [32]. 
We found that the number of monocytes and 
M1 macrophage changed significantly after 
lymph node metastasis. Our results show  
that tumor metastasis comes from these differ-
ent internal mechanisms such as changes in 
the content of TIIC cells in the tumor 
microenvironment.

Neoantigen burden is an effective biomarker in 
cancer immunotherapy, which stimulates the 
development of new therapeutic approaches to 
T cell reactivity against this class of antigens 
[33]. Tumors with a high mutation burden are 
often accompanied by a high number of CD8+ 
T cells [34]. T cell reactivity against neoanti-
gens is widespread in melanoma [35]. In CRC, 
we found that the neoantigen peptide burden 
in the samples before lymph node metastasis 
was significantly higher than in the samples 
after metastasis. In the LN-negative group, the 
proportion of T cells such as CD4 memory acti-
vation was significantly increased, possibly due 
to the higher neoantigen burden on HIM sam-

ples. Considering their higher nonsynonymous 
mutation burden, we believe that the non- 
synonymous mutation burden in tumors will 
form more neoantigens, resulting in higher 
immunogenicity.

We also found that some genes are highly 
mutated before and after lymph node metasta-
sis. The tumor suppressor gene TP53 showed  
a discontinuous mutation distribution in both 
groups. TP53 plays a regulatory role in cell pro-
liferation and apoptosis [36]. The loss of TP53 
may lead to the development and progression 
of CRC through a multistep process [37].  
Some authors showed an association between 
TP53 mutations and the worst outcomes in 
stage III CRC [38]. We found that TP53 muta-
tions occurred in approximately 47% (213) of 
the samples in the LN negative group, rising to 
65% (154) in the LN positive group. We also 
noticed that APC has a mutation frequency 
ranking first in these two groups (72% and 77% 
respectively).

Deregulation of expression of genes is vital for 
extensive investigation into the initiation and 
progression of colorectal carcinogenesis. We 
identified 329 lymph node metastasis-related 
genes. Functional enrichment analysis showed 
that these genes are mainly involved in immu- 
ne response and cell adhesion. TNM staging, 
which can reflect the invasion and metastasis 
capacity and degree of tumor, has been used to 
determine the progression and prognosis of 
colorectal cancer [39]. However, CRC is a highly 
heterogeneous malignant tumor with a unique 
genetic and epigenetic background that deter-
mines the complex clinical biologic behavior 
and prognosis of CRC [40]. We thus construct-
ed a new CRC prognostic analysis model  
consisting of 9 mRNAs based on Cox regres-
sion analyses. Several factors, such as NTF4, 
NLGN1, CDK5R2, TMEM213, IRX4, and CT45A1 
are associated with metastasis in multiple  
cancers. The consequences of Kaplan-Meier 
survival analysis showed that low-risk groups 
showed significant advantages in OS. Subse- 
quently, the value of AUC demonstrated that 
the risk models were robust and reliable for 
predicting the survival of CRC patients. In short, 
the model we built is a good complement to 
TNM staging. However, this study has some 
limitations because all the conclusions were 
obtained in silico. Further in vivo studies will 
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contribute to fully understanding the molecular 
characteristics of CRC before and after lymph 
node metastasis.

In conclusion, we demonstrate that some 
immune-related features change significantly 
after lymph node metastasis in CRC patients. 
When metastasis occurs, the immune score, 
TMB, neoantigen burden, OS of CRC patients, 
and the proportions of monocytes and M1 mac-
rophage are all significantly reduced. Given the 
low TMB and the significant changes in effector 
immune infiltrates in the LN-positive group, 
whether or not it would be more difficult to 
block the immune checkpoint needs further 
study.

Acknowledgements

This work was partly supported by the National 
Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 
61775139 and 61975124 to Wenliang Yuan), 
and the Quality Engineering Project of Colleges 
and Universities in Anhui Province (No. 2019rcs-
fjd088 to Xiao Huang).

Disclosure of conflict of interest

None.

Address correspondence to: Drs. Li Liu and Wen- 
liang Yuan, College of Mathematics and Information 
Engineering, Jiaxing University, China. E-mail: liuli0- 
355@zjxu.edu.cn (LL); yuanwl@zjxu.edu.cn (WLY)

References

[1]	 Bray F, Ferlay J, Soerjomataram I, Siegel RL, 
Torre LA and 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.

[2]	 Marks KM, West NP, Morris E and Quirke P. 
Clinicopathological, genomic and immunologi-
cal factors in colorectal cancer prognosis. Br J 
Surg 2018; 105: e99-e109.

[3]	 Dougan M and Dranoff G. Immune therapy for 
cancer. Annu Rev Immunol 2009; 27: 83-117.

[4]	 Zheng P and Zhou Z. Human cancer immuno-
therapy with PD-1/PD-L1 blockade. Biomark 
Cancer 2015; 7 Suppl 2: 15-8. 

[5]	 Li Y, He M, Zhou Y, Yang C, Wei S, Bian X,  
Christopher O and Xie L. The prognostic and  
clinicopathological roles of PD-L1 expression 
in colorectal cancer: a systematic review and 

meta-analysis. Front Pharmacol 2019; 10: 
139.

[6]	 Nathanson SD, Shah R and Rosso K. Sentinel 
lymph node metastases in cancer: causes, de-
tection and their role in disease progression. 
Semin Cell Dev Biol 2015; 38: 106-16.

[7]	 Jia D, Li S, Li D, Xue H, Yang D and Liu Y.  
Mining TCGA database for genes of prognostic  
value in glioblastoma microenvironment. Aging 
2018; 10: 592-605.

[8]	 Wang Z, Liu W, Chen C, Yang X, Luo Y and 
Zhang B. Low mutation and neoantigen bur-
den and fewer effector tumor infiltrating lym-
phocytes correlate with breast cancer metas-
tasization to lymph nodes. Sci Rep 2019; 9: 
253.

[9]	 Xiong Y, Wang K, Zhou H, Peng L, You W and Fu 
Z. Profiles of immune infiltration in colorectal 
cancer and their clinical significant: a gene ex-
pression-based study. Cancer Med 2018; 7: 
4496-4508.

[10]	 Charoentong P, Finotello F, Angelova M,  
Mayer C, Efremova M, Rieder D, Hackl H and  
Trajanoski Z. Pan-cancer immunogenomic 
analyses reveal genotype-immunophenotype  
relationships and predictors of response to 
checkpoint blockade. Cell Rep 2017; 18: 248-
262.

[11]	 Sun YL, Liu WD, Ma GY, Gao DW, Jiang YZ, Liu 
Q and Du JJ. Expression of HGF and Met in hu-
man tissues of colorectal cancers: biological 
and clinical implications for synchronous liver 
metastasis. Int J Med Sci 2013; 10: 548-59.

[12]	 Lou X, Qi X, Zhang Y, Long H and Yang J. De-
creased expression of microRNA-625 is asso-
ciated with tumor metastasis and poor progno-
sis in patients with colorectal cancer. J Surg 
Oncol 2013; 108: 230-235.

[13]	 Alexandrov LB, Nik-Zainal S, Wedge DC, Apari-
cio SAJR, Behjati S, Biankin AV, Bignell GR, 
Bolli N, Borg A, Børresen-Dale AL, Boyault S, 
Burkhardt B, Butler AP, Caldas C, Davies HR, 
Desmedt C, Eils R, Eyfjörd JE, Foekens JA, 
Greaves M, Hosoda F, Hutter B, Ilicic T, Imbe-
aud S, Imielinski M, Jäger N, Jones DTW, Jones 
D, Knappskog S, Kool M, Lakhani SR, López-
Otín C, Martin S, Munshi NC, Nakamura H, 
Northcott PA, Pajic M, Papaemmanuil E, Para-
diso A, Pearson JV, Puente XS, Raine K, Ra-
makrishna M, Richardson AL, Richter J, Rosen-
stiel P, Schlesner M, Schumacher TN, Span 
PN, Teague JW, Totoki Y, Tutt ANJ, Valdés-Mas 
R, van Buuren MM, van ’t Veer L, Vincent-Salo-
mon A, Waddell N, Yates LR; Australian Pancre-
atic Cancer Genome Initiative; ICGC Breast 
Cancer Consortium; ICGC MMML-Seq Consor-
tium; ICGC PedBrain, Zucman-Rossi J, Futreal 
PA, McDermott U, Lichter P, Meyerson M, Grim-
mond SM, Siebert R, Campo E, Shibata T, Pfis-

mailto:liuli0355@zjxu.edu.cn
mailto:liuli0355@zjxu.edu.cn
mailto:yuanwl@zjxu.edu.cn


Lymph node metastasis in colorectal cancer

2268	 Int J Clin Exp Pathol 2020;13(9):2259-2269

ter SM, Campbell PJ and Stratton MR. Signa-
tures of mutational processes in human 
cancer. Nature 2013; 500: 415-21.

[14]	 Le DT, Durham JN, Smith KN, Wang H, Bartlett 
BR, Aulakh LK, Lu S, Kemberling H, Wilt C, Lu-
ber BS, Wong F, Azad NS, Rucki AA, Laheru D, 
Donehower R, Zaheer A, Fisher GA, Crocenzi 
TS, Lee JJ, Greten TF, Duffy AG, Ciombor KK, 
Eyring AD, Lam BH, Joe A, Kang SP, Holdhoff 
M, Danilova L, Cope L, Meyer C, Zhou S, Gold-
berg RM, Armstrong DK, Bever KM, Fader AN, 
Taube J, Housseau F, Spetzler D, Xiao N, Par-
doll DM, Papadopoulos N, Kinzler KW, Eshle-
man JR, Vogelstein B, Anders RA and Diaz LA 
Jr. Mismatch-repair deficiency predicts re-
sponse of solid tumors to PD-1 blockade. Sci-
ence 2017; 357: 409-413.

[15]	 Yoshihara K, Shahmoradgoli M, Martínez E, 
Vegesna R, Kim H, Torresgarcia W, Treviño V, 
Shen H, Laird PW, Levine DA, Carter SL, Getz G, 
Stemke-Hale K, Mills GB and Verhaak RGW. In-
ferring tumour purity and stromal and immune 
cell admixture from expression data. Nat Com-
mun 2013; 4: 2612.

[16]	 Rooney M, Shukla S, Wu C, Getz G and Haco-
hen N. Molecular and genetic properties of tu-
mors associated with local immune cytolytic 
activity. Cell 2015; 160: 48-61.

[17]	 Mayakonda A, Lin DC, Assenov Y, Plass C and 
Koeffler HP. Maftools: efficient and compre-
hensive analysis of somatic variants in cancer. 
Genome Res 2018; 28: 1747-1756.

[18]	 Newman AM, Liu CL, Green MR, Gentles AJ, 
Feng W, Xu Y, Hoang CD, Diehn M and Alizadeh 
AA. Robust enumeration of cell subsets from 
tissue expression profiles. Nat Methods 2015; 
12: 453-457.

[19]	 Robinson MD, McCarthy DJ and Smyth GK. 
edgeR: a Bioconductor package for differential 
expression analysis of digital gene expression 
data. Bioinformatics 2010; 26: 139-140.

[20]	 Li T, Fan J, Wang B, Traugh N, Chen Q, Liu JS, Li 
B and Liu XS. TIMER: a web server for compre-
hensive analysis of tumor-infiltrating immune 
cells. Cancer Res 2017; 77: e108-e110.

[21]	 Smoot ME, Ono K, Ruscheinski J, Wang PL and 
Ideker T. Cytoscape 2.8: new features for data 
integration and network visualization. Bioinfor-
matics 2010; 27: 431-432.

[22]	 Yang Y, Jin L, Zhang J, Wang J, Zhao X, Wu G, 
Yao H and Zhang Z. High HSF4 expression is 
an independent indicator of poor overall sur-
vival and recurrence free survival in patients 
with primary colorectal cancer. IUBMB Life 
2017; 69: 956-961.

[23]	 Davidson B, Abeler VM, Førsund M, Holth A, 
Yang Y, Kobayashi Y, Chen L, Kristensen GB, 
Iem S and Wang TL. Gene expression signa-
tures of primary and metastatic uterine  

leiomyosarcoma. Hum Pathol 2014; 45: 691-
700.

[24]	 Pérez-Morales J, Mejías-Morales D, Rivera-Ri-
vera S, González-Flores J, González-Loperena 
M, Cordero-Báez FY, Pedreira-García WM, 
Chardón-Colón C, Cabán-Rivera J and Cress 
WD. Hyper-phosphorylation of Rb S249 togeth-
er with CDK5R2/p39 overexpression are asso-
ciated with impaired cell adhesion and epithe-
lial-to-mesenchymal transition: implications as 
a potential lung cancer grading and staging 
biomarker. PLoS One 2018; 13: e0207483.

[25]	 Shang B, Gao A, Pan Y, Zhang G, Tu J, Zhou Y, 
Yang P, Cao Z, Wei Q and Ding Y. CT45A1 acts 
as a new proto-oncogene to trigger tumorigen-
esis and cancer metastasis. Cell Death Dis 
2014; 5: e1285.

[26]	 Narayanan S, Kawaguchi T, Yan L, Peng X, Qi Q 
and Takabe K. Cytolytic activity score to assess 
anticancer immunity in colorectal cancer. Ann 
Surg Oncol 2018; 25: 2323-2331.

[27]	 Giannakis M, Mu XJ, Shukla S, Qian ZR, Cohen 
O, Nishihara R, Bahl S, Cao Y, Amin-Mansour A 
and Mai Y. Genomic correlates of immune-cell 
infiltrates in colorectal carcinoma. Cell Rep 
2016; 15: 857-865.

[28]	 Van Allen EM, Miao D, Schilling B, Shukla SA, 
Christian B, Lisa Z, Antje S, Uwe H, Foppen 
MHG, Goldinger SM, Utikal J, Hassel JC, Weide 
B, Kaehler KC, Loquai C, Mohr P, Gutzmer R, 
Dummer R, Gabriel S, Wu CJ, Schadendorf D 
and Garraway LA. Genomic correlates of re-
sponse to CTLA-4 blockade in metastatic mela-
noma. Science 2015; 350: 207-211.

[29]	 Wang X and Li M. Correlate tumor mutation 
burden with immune signatures in human can-
cers. BMC Immunol 2019; 20: 4.

[30]	 Hoos A. Development of immuno-oncology 
drugs - from CTLA4 to PD1 to the next genera-
tions. Nat Rev Drug Discovery 2016; 15: 235-
247.

[31]	 Huh JW, Lee JH and Kim HR. Prognostic signifi-
cance of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes for pa-
tients with colorectal cancer. Arch Surg 2012; 
147: 366-372.

[32]	 Rosenberg J and Huang J. CD8+ T cells and NK 
cells: parallel and complementary soldiers of 
immunotherapy. Curr Opin Chem Eng 2018; 
19: 9-20.

[33]	 Schumacher TN and Schreiber RD. Neoanti-
gens in cancer immunotherapy. Science 2015; 
348: 69-74.

[34]	 Brown SD, Warren RL, Gibb EA, Martin SD, Spi-
nelli JJ, Nelson BH and Holt RA. Neo-antigens 
predicted by tumor genome meta-analysis cor-
relate with increased patient survival. Genome 
Res 2014; 24: 743-750.

[35]	 Kvistborg P, Shu CJ, Heemskerk B, Fankhauser 
M, Thrue CA, Toebes M, Van Rooij N, Linnemann 



Lymph node metastasis in colorectal cancer

2269	 Int J Clin Exp Pathol 2020;13(9):2259-2269

C, Van Buuren MM and Urbanus JH. TIL thera-
py broadens the tumor-reactive CD8+ T cell 
compartment in melanoma patients. Oncoim-
munology 2012; 1: 409-418.

[36]	 Yuan W, Li X, Liu L, Wei C, Sun D, Peng S and 
Jiang L. Comprehensive analysis of lncRNA-
associated ceRNA network in colorectal can-
cer. Biochem Biophys Res Commun 2019; 
508: 374-379.

[37]	 Fearon ER and Vogelstein B. A genetic model 
for colorectal tumorigenesis: cell. Cell 1990; 
61: 759-767.

[38]	 Westra JL, Schaapveld M, Hollema H, de Boer 
JP, Kraak MM, de Jong D, ter Elst A, Mulder NH, 
Buys CH, Hofstra RM, Plukker JT. Determina-
tion of TP53 mutation is more relevant than 
microsatellite instability status for the predic-
tion of disease-free survival in adjuvant-treat-
ed stage III colon cancer patients. J Clin Oncol 
2005; 23: 5635-5643.

[39]	 Yuan W, Liu L, Wei C, Li X, Sun D, Dai C, Li S, 
Peng S and Jiang L. Identification and meta-
analysis of copy number variation-driven circa-
dian clock genes for colorectal cancer. Oncol 
lett 2019; 18: 4816-4824.

[40]	 Fleming M, Ravula S, Tatishchev SF and Wang 
HL. Colorectal carcinoma: pathologic aspects. 
J Gastrointest Oncol 2012; 3: 153-173.


