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Advance and application of techniques for diagnosis and prognosis prediction of renal cell carcinoma
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[ Abstract ] Renal cell carcinoma is a common genitourinary cancer. Similar to the development process of medicine,

techniques for diagnosis and prognosis prediction of renal cell carcinoma have also experienced the change from empiric
medicine to precision medicine. In the era of empiric medicine, the diagnosis and prognosis prediction of renal cell carcinoma
relied on clinicians’ judgment based on patients’ pathologic diagnoses, radiological image, and blood test results. In the era
of precision medicine, omics analysis technologies represented by transcriptomics and liquid biopsy technology provided
new and effective methods for the diagnosis and prognosis prediction of renal cell carcinoma. Researchers not only defined
new subtypes of renal cell carcinoma based on molecular features, but also created numerous renal cell carcinoma prognostic
models. This article reviews the progress and application of techniques for diagnosis and prognosis prediction of renal cell
carcinoma, hoping to improve clinicians’ understanding of this field.
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ccRCC) . FL 3k K 40 B J& (papillary renal cell
carcinoma, pRCC) . #f 4 48 fifl %% ( chromophobe
renal cell carcinoma, chRCC) A f4i], ccRCC 4 fify
RBUR R, Mo & R AE R, pRCC T RI4AN
RFREE /N M RRR B . A A% 70 R AIG; chRCC 21
MR R Z . KRR, B o e
REL LU AR A, g B U AT A A7 A s B
I A #E — 20 F1 W, fdi ] Fuhrman 3 WHO/ 5]
PR R E2# 2> (International Society of Urological
Pathology, ISUP) ¥/ 2 Z& %, i #L B Ui Al LA i
Il ccRCC F pRCC & T 5 it T e €2 b 97 23 9
255, WAl LLPEAl chRCC B G . —Iixt 11 &
BE Bt 3 108 LR ML g B 2 1 IRl v 92 s,
= WHO/ISUP /3 4% 14 58 3% B PR A7 W AR . fu
FEOLER 2 . R AENM N T GE artificial
intelligence, AI) WA B34 iy F 34 s Tl i) o
PE. Chen 25 M T 3 THLAS 2 ST 005 B 27 4
fEAL AL, Cox 115 73 #7 5k 75 3% AR A2 ccRCC 1170
SRR s ROC Mo Bk W, iZA# 5 g
G, Sk FH W ccRCC B & 1. 3. 5. 104F
TIRHAFHIR AUC 73071355 T 0.895.0.900 ., 0.885
0.859, £ BTk, WL B2 W OCHEEOR,
R R G AL 45E nT B0 B s o

12 %5 ARk ATE SR A 2
Wi KA EEAEH . A RBEE G AR A
W2, MR LAY E ME/NR e (small renal mass,
SRM ) A% 7t SRM KW DL v 45
S, AT R AT BB BEVR YT, A R DI ER R
( partial nephrectomy, PN ) &, — T [a] B P4 Aff 5%
Y4 18 060 fiil4525Z PN ), Z5H BIR 30.9% 1Y
BERNGFRESW N R, SRR =X MR 12
WIAETE SR BRIE' L A T8 . SRS R
(% AT B3 X — B0, Parihar 45 7 BFSE R
TR - R R T R R (P Te-sestamibi )
SPECT/CT Wik 2 78 M 28 1) R 5% ARy 57 4y
SR 66.7%. 89.5%, Y45 CT 43510 10%. 75%,
% W *™Tc-sestamibi SPECT/CT X 43 K % 4 fit &8
(49 20 5 A T 1% 3% CT. Uhlig 2™ %t 94 i T1 1
(<7 cm) "B MR 1) CT 52 AR08 LA 2%
BRI RO, A5 R ER, ML E L
TEAUC., REEMFESE ERIAI T HORFHE
Uit HHAT UL, ABGESAAR R B B2 WA A A —
FEJRIR, TR FERAR A =R R T840
PR . AR R TR Py TR A ks, A
BT s IR LR BR T

13 s MMM, Mgy, I
ANA LA LT AN . MRS, AR A S T

AT e M0/ A S R it /N o3 A 5 B 5 Ry
JEW R RN RUE A OC. AR ST DU T
S A2 W RS OO0 A AR L R A
Jib g (i PRA2 97 v, Y89 28I PR 56 UE %) 5 FH i 98
bR o] 5T BB 12 W . 9T RPEA A TS W,
T 403k H T 19 A A 7 EL A M LG IR (B
B 0 e S IR AR S . — TGN 190 1] 1 9
B 190 245 BRI HTHEEMFS R B, 12K
45 F 1 (kidney injury molecule 1, KIM-1) ¥
FEY 5 AR B R B S UIAOG, iR E 2
W I ) KIM-1 3 B T 5 45 4 v | A0 T XU AH O,
PR KIM-1 2375 0 B bR s . B 7
1, 20T - PURRBRIE SE 0 ( Memorial Sloan-
Kettering Cancer Center, MSKCC ) ¥ 43 1 [# Fr
"B 958 B0 48 % BH ( International Metastatic Renal Cell
Carcinoma Database Consortium, IMDC ) 15 H
I 5 H 1 g B g S KUBS PEAG AR e, AT
MLVEES . I 21 8 A MR A b M AER R 2 . Lee
S UVIET AR A T A YRR PR
( composite biomarker scores, CBS) , CBS 34715
) G R ' 9 SR O AR Je R S BRI ARy T h
Wi W2, 28 LT, MR FEAn X B i W M i
Je A B, A4S = A SO I S R A,
HREFHE—SHER,

2 AEZFHEAR

2.1 AWad  FERAE R 2 s 0 N 4R
FER B B, g FE R A 2R e I SR R AR
B9 ) A U HA B VA G . AR 4807 I,
2022 4F-hit WHO ' i 9 B 4328 ol 7 7R AE 2
SCH B 2 R A g Sy A B e A Horp SDH
BT B AR IR R 4325, SMARCBI Sl 7Y
U . TFE3 = HE'S 40 i . TFEB 27228 ' 41 Jifg
S . HESAZ IR KA BB 7R A e T RE A
FKRIEEE; ELOC (ZHTHY TCEB1 ) 274871 2 fifg
S ALK TR 40 M0 2 0T e R e
A A (1L WAL= R Y Y (e T A = B Y OB
SERUME, XFMGE BHRIRTTROR . HEsh B R e
HoA T X, 7EWU5 7 m, Wei W kg T —
A6 N ARETTIR 2 B PERH IR AL Y A 28
T ccRCC A MG, SRS SR, 72
Y FESE . TCGA BAFI R AUC 4354 0.811
0.776. 0.808, FEHLH T KL UF Ay WP RE . 28 LT
UL, FER 2R E R B bz —, 55N
e B I O

22 ERMARME RN HFHFITA RN
FEWAG i 6 B PR e R PR 1 s i s AL e A Al 3
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R WL 0 46 DNA H 38k . HEABINSE., &
HEE SR 50U 301 19 DNA H 840 5 3L TR AR
¥, SR E TS . Long %" % B JAKS i 8 F
R AL S JAKS Fak b . Sz dm ] v e i
WIEIE L. ccRCCREFEARA K, HAEHH
HeAb, OBk BEIR 1k A5 B 08 T s e
TSP 1635, Schoenfeld 251 % 3,
PBRM1 Gl T4 1 H3 156 4 (ifiadie — F 5k
& (H3K4me3 ) FEJEWETHE, fedt ALDHIAL 3
IR TR AR MRG58 . B2 A G 0 o 2 PR Tl PT R v
M (single-cell assay for transposase-accessible
chromatin with high-throughput sequencing, scATAC-
seq ) e P20 M I P B R 7 6 W 35 4% 2 2 v i
Mo M8 T 540 g RNA M J¥ ( single-cell RNA
sequencing, scRNA-seq) , scATAC-seq 7t IF % 5
RNA (non-coding RNA, ncRNA ) | 53K T
WF g8 LA %o Yo %7 A5 1 scATAC-seq % BE
4 /M 1E ccRCC 411 g 7 AT K P 57 19 IncRNA, - Jf 1%
FEH P 2 1 IncRNA SEATIRSNSESG, BoiE 1 H A
ccRCC 4z 22 FERSINEE ST . FULAT UL, FNIE
PRI 2 850 o) e 43R DR R DR 5 i s 114) e
FBE S

23 HFAy HRdARYRE A4 RS —
TR I I P AR e S AR S R, ) SO S A
FIFE 2% RNA Fll neRNA B84y, W 3476 i il
J5 R AEVER] . Morgan 25 B03E T 40 i S 10T 4y
E TN Jr BRE B s R8T ) e S B T 2R 5 TR Y
YER], 454 Karakiewicz ¥/ T #0454
VEAr, ZRA T A RS i g AU 9 B 3 5 47 e
TR S AR AR5 3 99% . 84%. miRNA-532-
5p'"’ . miRNA-452-5p " | IncRNA-URRCC "
% ncRNA 5 5 9% 1 J5 %5 DI AH G scRNA-seq &
PAZ I P AR AR 2 R AN . AR T
i Jfo RNA Il # (bulk RNA-seq) , scRNA-seq i
o T AHMIR 2 BT S 30 Y A, TR A b 2 i 1
YR Y S T, B TSR S R R AU
Zhang %% X} ccRCC B35 7 /8 2L 4170 5 AN TE
XF IE # 41211 seRNA-seq B4 /T J5, & #1 IRX3
F 6 AR 5 B TS A G . 23 (Al Sk 4 24
AR PR R A E Y [ OR B T 5 Al B ., 3
— IR T AR P R A Y B B . Cao 25
BT 5 BB e R R A% O R T DX 38 8 40
ZURE b, ] Decoder-seq fif A 1 '8 ) 25 [ 57 ot
PE, JEAEE T R 27 AR AL dEMT ( dynamic
epithelial-mesenchymal transition ) ¥4, #t— 254
FERI AEMT PP i RE S 250 25 LIk, %%
SEAL 2Rz N T B R TR T, AR kR R

1Y scRNA-seq Fll %5 [0] 5 5 2H 27 o 38 1 HE 40 M 1 4%
PR S [aE B AR IR, A Bl T4 1S TS
AU ERAME

24 Faiay P YA e ) oAk
filte M TR . e BMmSEE, %
SR R H BT R IR KT I TR BE A R . &R
20 27 AT DL TEOR v b 20 0 R 2H 2 rh AR B KR )
Al B IEEERE/NE R FIRRIE A% ( mucinous
tubular and spindle cell carcinoma, MTSCC ) 5 1 #Y
pRCC 7ERRFR . e AL E+ 4210, Xu 22
T — A i 3 BT (MZB1, VCAN FI
SOSTDC1 ) ZHRUIAr2E4E, %5 IEmkT MTSCC 5
1 B pRCC WA HIZBSCR) i 0, AUC, RE
FE. RS REEATBIEAE] T 0.984, 100.0%. 86.1%.
FEZS 0] Z2 21 2 AR, 25 (B 8] 1 B4 2 i T A
Schneider 45 ) {ff ] 25 ] £ ¥LbR 20 BT 22 45 2% BRSOk
it B 7% ccRCC Migg &1 ik it 1o 2 v T g vhocs,
HUMEg SR ik il 25 1w n B TS s, R T
HAEBEAN S ST, 28 DTk, EARAH
e iE TN BRI A | BRI R R A 22
5, AT et R i — 2 ke

25 Rty AR xR E A2, 2
LN /N3 AR P R AR R & AR A
PRI 20 = 5 e Ui, AR A2 N 2 5 AR i
TR, Retlh Bird ARt sE 45 e it sh
75, Wang 252 Xf 47 {9 5 58 £ 50 44 £k BE X
FEAMAR I  PRIGACE AT 22 R e, 2
4 FETER IS Ar R (FLER . HliR . IR
B2, wAHE) S BT BRI PR Y (3R
HIRRE, MrERR . R AR, IR, SRR ) ,
O A A AR 0 X3 55 RR A R A B X RS 1A 1Y
AUC., MEBRE . R, H 5 B2 R 0.996
96.7%. 100%. 93.3%, FKIH T RAFAvERE, =5
[ AR A 2 R AR 2 2 5 Pl R B R 4 &, 5
LG AR AL 58 T 25 437 B A5 L . Zhang 257
BT W T %5 S - 5 3% 18 ((desorption
electrospray ionization mass spectrometry imaging,
DESI-MSI ) i &l #4) (1 455 0 X 73 iE W FEAS .
W TR AN M R R . R B2 Dl 100%, X g3
ccRCC, pRCC. chRCC MHERAE K 87.18%, HilL
AL UL, AR 2 AT DL T B 2 i S 3 F A s
PIRE, BARKR N T

2,6 Ay NEKR KRR SN ERH LR
W AHTEE RENMAEY . BARMEWR D 5
SEUEIE R LA, HAT R LT 5 1E E R R
HAE AR R i A A K e, WA IR R G iR
WYL AE A A 1 3 R BURIIESS . Wang 25 Y BF 5% %
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B, B LU I AR 2RI R TR R A Y,
AR Bt K 2 T B E AR A Hirt g
444 ( Chloroplast ) FI%%%: H ( Streptophyta ) & 'Hf
P 2L 2P B ARG 5B S R, 0 g N L A 4
AR X AMER, AUC 253153 T 0.91, 0.89,
BEAh,  H b A L5 B B AT G, Chen 251
FLEL T 51491 ccRCC f 25 1 40 44 { FEAS A 14 18
MAEA R, KB ccRCC 5 H & 26 W HAT s
( Blautia ) . %% ¥k & J& (Streptococcus ) . i #%
& H BRI J& ( Ruminococcus torques ) . % W7 /%
Wi J& (Romboutsia ) . 7 [X B M H ( Eubacterium
hallii ) 5 /> @ A% 2 B2 &3, #l ccRCC 1y
AUC I5%] T 0.933, Chen 25" i I\ b A% 43
BT B REEBR A ( Streptococcus lutetiensis ) , i#
T AR AP 25 UE W AT LR 3 ccRCC 48 At Y 15 5
TR, BRI, YA iaEE T S
ZAROIE R BAE DGR, (R ILRT DA B S
S (A2 W S 0 )
27 %4%
271 FZAFHTA¥RFAENHEL 20134, TCGA
BOHE e AT AT i 3t 400 4] ccRCC HEAR #E4T T 241
SO, B T ccRCC Y 412FHE . e WL
A2 LS DUEAR A2 3 5 e ek (3p ) 2%
RFERASMEEINA 19 4, f4F VHL, PBRMI1 7%
]Iz 11 DNA IR H B4k 5 SETD2 842 4 % ; PI3K/
Akt 2 AR T AFEERR RS L IHE N
RBPAEALZEHRAE ', Long 257V #4547 scRNA-seq
Fl scATAC-seq £k, 58 T ccRCC e 5 2H A1 WL
FEP AR, QuZE ™ H42 T vh [ AR ccRCC
PSS R A0 RR R . HABF 9T 38 708 T ccRCC A
PERERBE IR > | PR R A 5 14 58 K 4 A g
POERBEARAE Y | iR S e P | SRR KA
BEF BB 750 AT 7 VHL 25 S HE A SEAY ccRCC™
MIT 5% 5 37 B 2 = 55 HC Al o 98 0 B0 4 412
FRIE o 2R RIE A 2 R 2 21 A B s W S T i
Wrb R SERE, A BT A8 R B T2
T EEACAIR, WIS 2L B RS2 . e iRty
HAERETE R TR AR
272 HZAFATEREEAE D% MR 0 E
R A K TR - 32 1A i 20 I O3t 41 ) 7 tyrosine
kinase inhibitor, TKI ) FIHEGf ] G e mi BHWT
7 (immune checkpoint blockade, ICB) . Ifil % P
B A A TR -4 R0 2 B s S I R O &
Motzer %5 "8 i+ Xt 823 19114252 &7 J& 25 Je iy Al b
BRI EPTS DURER HTIB1RYT (atezolizumab +
bevacizumab, A-+B) ' & bulk RNA-seq 5%
Pt TG B RS TTIE AR B, 22 SCT TR R

7 R A A 25 FURE S R A AR . SR A
M AR, FEBTREE, IR S5 e A+
B Wi AA YT 7 s B I PRIT A DG . v g i 4 AR
B R E 2 R TR IS UG Y BAF,
P2 MR Y SR 452 A+ BIRTTRCR B AS
Z Y12 4307 7, PBRMI FIl KDMSC 1 1441 fitd 28
AR 54 L. AMPKY B D5 R S AL 2 R 3R A T iy
ZEARSE, T CDKN2A/B 1 TPS3 J A B A5 55 40 ffa J&]
1. ARUEHAR DG BR R RaR B INAR DG . A3 7 RRE K
SRR ARIMAS A . = SRR A RRE,
S HAE A+B AT PRI R AP T AT RERY
EYEE iR b, TR R AR K R R Y
FEPIHY N7 FUE AR AN Y| e e g
DR 400 g i A AR B IF R PR T A S B
WA, WARI T R AR B R TS TN RE T .

273 ZAFHATHEEANRE FEHEAENZ
AR PR, B B R AL i — 2
P2 SAPHT, AT LA R T U . Zhang %
X 115 Bl 32 1L &7 JE R JENR T 1 ccRCC B4 1A
ARPFTZ AT, IR B ImRRE . 8 A gy
FRAE . S8 HFME . ¥ LR R A L B S A P AT
T T B0 TRV Y77 R0 2 4 2250 2 i
Z U R AR ZRAE TR th AUC 4313k 3]
T 086, 0.98, IMiHL 2 AR 7E I ZREE A LR
HAUC 27 0.85, RIAZH 203U AL T 54
Ay, Gui 3T T IR S B 8 R O 2
K 2 4% 2 5, f# ] LASSO 7151 Cox [H1 I 44
T B 4K, Singh S5 U0 s A 2 FIEL
2H H AR B A T pRCC A T RY . 4k,
TE PRMTScore ( protein arginine methylation-related
prognostic signature ) ' | glyScore ( glycolysis
score) *' | PGES ( polyamine gene expression
score ) AR B M R R, 41T
W R T EEAEH,

274 SAFRAFREMEE Wuk 325 fi
ccRCC & & # 17 scRNA-seq. scATAC-seq. bulk
RNA-seq FlIH 1 T 41 27 P Bk 540, KB T 20
R EbR G, HA R W B F B ( ceruloplasmin,
CP) S5ME g, SN RS, HAREE
P RITIUS {8 s 2 ()% s 20 27 N CP Ak 4 i
RELERY] CP HAEFUEMLA K, scATAC-seq Fl
Kriippel £ K ( Kriippel-like factor, KLF) 9 #ifik
200 2R S5 s KLF9 J2 CP A% s 4 ] 1 i
Bl scRNA-seq, Tan 25" W 2% 5| ccRCC 4 Jif1 i
DA AR DG A E 3, #E—2P it bulk RNA-seq &
B fE FE (chemerin ) Jf& ccRCC A= 4 2 v &gk 1)
o e B 07 K, JIF HAE bR 5 ccRCC &
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ARG, 8BS scRNA-seq, bulk RNA-
seq. PRAMNSZEGAET) v, Tan %8 % B VHL 587155
FUREE SN T 20, KLF6 K3 semtath = %55,
LRI G DR Ak, SE i BH AR I T & AR I 4k
FEMPRE A IG s . LA, ZTGEIE T 241 2= Hr
# %P T SERPINE2™® | NDUFA4L ™" | PDHB ™" |
PTEN ' | RBCK1 ' | PFKFB4 """ & 3 P %+ 5 4
HABGIE, AEEN SRR EY .
275 %WA¥HTHTFHAHIEER Zheng 25 %
B R T2k B ARV 5T AT BAAY ccRCC fR 35 FTIE &
X BB A~ A %) scRNA-seq. scATAC-seq. bulk RNA-
seq. &5 [A1EE SR A, 2 LTE bulk RNA-seq H' P
F S % A 1 (activator protein 1, AP-1) 3£k
A 225, M7E scRNA-seq H B RT3 /N
( proximal tubule, PT ) Zififd ' AP-1 235 B i Bkt
4%, XA A bulk RNA-seq TR ZYR N A 25 [H]
s ] 240y MR W, 5 ccRCC Fp 2 4 ik 182 T it 1X
AHEE, AP-1 BZIRIERIT™; scATAC-seq 4517,
145 PT 20 A 75 N 1Y 45 25 41 i 35 m] DLW EE £ AP-1
B YL (0 5 n] e vk, ] AP-1 78 PT 40 i vp i 55 5%
KA T REAZ I St S 2 . Bbak, WA IR
238 T SETD2 “***/ | VHL " _ SLC7A11 " |
CXCL14 " 248 B9t B BUR (A T-HLH

g I, ZH 5 O B2 W S Tt Y
ZANEZRPRRN TN SRS,
ZH T R BRI AE LA = A Jr i Hi—,
BT Z A AT F SRR GE T AF, 9110 Zhang
2 UM R 0 22 20 2R Ay R AR PE R BT TR 4 2 4y
Hedn; HT, ZUASFRWE I T R a5 R it — R
TFAHT, 1140 Motzer 45 ' S0 br T Hhifk 424 25 5
FE SCHR) 7 B g A (] ) H A 2 22 25 s HE =
T 22 2 M A9 B B0 45 18 1T S8 R B O L el dn
Zheng %' {YBIFSE of R T 20 202 ke T B — 2l 2
ATREXT AP-1 & A RINIR . izt k2
Y24 B o SRR A e, A B TR
W RS TR AR i — 2 R e

3 EREREAR

AR TG KB ARFE A S X B I . TR . W
BRI TR, A 4311 A3 i
¥ M98 DNA ( circulating tumor DNA, ctDNA ) |
1 A b 8 240 B ( circulating tumor cell, CTC )
Ak WA A& (exosome ) 3 Ffi, ctDNA J& iz Ji T i 93
21 A9 917 B T 4 i A1 9 DNA ( cell-free DNA, cf-
DNA ) . Lasseter &/ /347 T 40 %% B 1k 1 i i1
M cfDNA 22 5 15 &L, 78 11 4 & 35 1) ¢fDNA
T ORI R R AR S A, i — 2P R

cfDNA A8 54l % 53897 KW A G, CTC 2 I & Xt
SRS IR 20 A SN I 7 B2 B AL H )
JPhJEE 4L, Bootsma 25 7 AR T 104 R H Y 457
Dy MIRFEAS, W5 B, CTC AL F PO o0 B i
R A ) B B AE A R R B2 ICBYRYT
I HP L (AP giigbt)s | Rib & 57
PEFET AR 1 FB 0 () BERS TR, fHLnT
FIT ICB YTAL, #5f8& 4 ICBIAYT 5 HP LH(ETR
AR, WIERRTF R 22 o AN AR AN A b
—F, S5 AN RIEMIAEESEA T A
WA 1R L2 B 25 R 4 T L mRNA . miRNA [
Rk, M H AR RIbREY . Xue 25 TS &
B, A% T Rk PE ccRCC B3, R ccRCC H
ML 240 13 5 U5 1) hsa-miRNA-320d B i
Frm, Honizbr EYA B TS ccRCC & & Fi
R, R et (surface-enhanced Raman
spectroscopy, SERS) F7ARJE—Fp 3L T Jm sl & 2 ¥
HERRALN D ETE AT ROR, AT LA AT FL AN [RIRE i
T A R SIS R S T I 2 5o
Qian 457 FEF I 7 P 41 MU 41 €L FY SERS HHAE 0
25, MEE T RCC IR, 2B Emf R . R
TR . RS BIN 78.7% . 77.0%. 80.5%. %L
frik, VEN—FAER APERCIN B A, ARG R H AR
A] LU B B g 2 W S s ], 2 — 20 R
BLRIG RO A B2 4 B A I bR B

4 BRMEFMEE

DU S 2 27 AR A AL 27 0 B BOR R AT
SN A RS W B TS TINHEOR, JAF R
PR T2 SETTE . g 2l L iUs
M AA L, B EAR M7 —E 1R BRI, ARAE
TENRIR P T Z R o 5, —Sebr A 7e I i BAS
(RN NN e e M 1 B B 7/ R g R I
O, SFEWHREEREEN: . ATERERR. HIK,
R 23 [H] 22 A AR N B BOR RERE BA, 541
WAFAEIZRE S 22 . ATEE IR, AR 25 25 )
o e, AL AR bR AR B TS AR R P il R
HARAET I3, T LA DR AL ) SRBEEE A
JE, Il 2 i AL Bk i e 3R . B
BORMAHGTE—ERE BT DISGE RTINS, 0
ARHITZ R AR BOR R A A BY 752 % SRM 1Y
RAESER DG B TR R Ak
At (H RS W K0S T EOR At — 20 A i
PRI SCHE . R BRI K RIS T i i)
P, P W SR AR G AT TS OCRAT S T
22N T PRGBS R AU
TR WS SRR TS PPAL
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