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ARI7 RTS8 AAE, WG 220, NI 2R R
BIIRYT Ik

A, L moA AL I A 3 1 2 W ist 1% 2
TF 78 B0 B A A ) [ 2 4 A A 58 3, TG JHL A b
JrT . W ER , me A HEbIEi 5 RCC [RIfF RS
PR L M m6A LB BMETE RCC H 1R
JrUE T, % SCI R T moA F AR B AR A G I 45 X 1
5 RCC BRHRRMOCR I RGS T X S a5 I F1E
RCC " AITEH KL, & 7R 5 2k I S A 3 Atk
iAo e

1 m6A HEALISIHHLA

m6A H &AL ( N6-methyladenosine , m6 A ) &4 2
FE mRNA TR FR A9 56 6 o7 AR+ b & AR i 3
27 JE BRI RNA s W R F o B
KREJB WA moA FEMABHERS ST
RNA L A% th BPE s M s S ) gk 5
LN K E S ING A LR G B/ I W i
T SF 2 R B Y K A R TR I G . m6A RNA
() 3R &M i FE 55 DNA W b ad 254, 2 o)
A AT, moA WAL G ) 25 R RS
Pt A1 58] 52 2 P R) SE (BT )
1.1 BEHEBE moA PEMHAHERBHES
YAl fd S-IRA H L &R ( S-adenosyl methionine ,
SAM) i) HY 5L 56 7% 28 52 (K B BE IS 26 6 L AU
B WA A YO B T IR A
JifFF 3 25 1 ( methyltransferase-like 3, METTL3) , H:4%
Fyrh ) P B RS W 25 M R 5 SAM 455 1) 40 75 45
0T 5 — A0 B TSR B R 14 2 1
( methyltransferase-like 14, METTL14 ) , H: 5 METTL3
DAL s 1 &4, METTL3 {0 fE46A% L, i METTL14
Y5209 RNA JIRWI 25 G W4 F S8 A ol B IR 1~ 10 '
FEA A 1-40 ¢ 8 H (wilm tumor 1 associated pro-
tein, WTAP) , f Tt = F B AL 2544 3, A BF X m6A
B JCHEALVERT, 5 METTL3-METTL14 JE i =t &
BYIREE R moA HISEFE I s AERE L .
by P B2 A% il i £, 45 - METTL3 [7] 954 METTLS |
METTL16 METTI24 i & moA HT JE 5% 7% il AH 5C
A (KIAA1429) 4F45 CCCH Z5M94 &K 11 13 \RNA
545 FE 7 5 H 15 ( RNA-binding motif protein 15,
RBM15) B HC A #) RBM15B'™
1.2 XHEHBE noA LT R LRk

m6A HIfk, 5 moA WAL st f#2, B
T 1 2 Y BE R R I 23 R I R PR AH DG
#E 1 (fat mass and obesity-associated protein, FTO) Fll
ALKB [F] &%) 1/3/5 ( ALKB homolog 1/3/5, ALK-
BH1/3/5) , A& T o- B 15— TR 1Y XU 4
i 55 (A S 5 1 AW B TSR] FTO 2 255%
Me) RNA 9 85 U7 F1 A2 € 1, 1 ALKBHS 3 %8 52 i)
RNA BRI 25 Rk

1.3 FIEER WA S
2L RNA B9 — R E M, 4% YTH 45 3808 1
(YTHDC ) #1 YTH &% ¥4 38k 5 % 2 11 ( YTHDF ) il 78 |
1 YTHDCI , YTHDC2 | YTHDF1 . YTHDF2 F1 YTH-
DF3, YTHDCI & m6A &4 i — 5 7 T~ 20 o A%
(1 YTH ZK% H 45 G 8 A, 3% RNA PA% 6 v BY
DIRR S H YTHDCR i it B 4% 5 m6A 184 v
JESEARHERI S YTHDFI 35 5 B 46 13
i R & E moA B ) RNA BIIEACE; YTH-
DF2 M FEZ 520 m6 A &1 A9 RNA 3748 ; 1l YTHDF3
YRR 7, BE AT 5 YTHDF1 #3 [A) 4 # RNA #
B, IR0 5 YTHDF2 BhRIfE s o —2 b i
A IGF2BPs &%, 255 RNA WA 0L i
HRTER R AR R ARy T R RN

1 m6A RELEIHENSFHH

2 m6A BEHLS RCC X &

FEF R 9E SE I 41 13 (the cancer genome atlas,
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TCGA) ML L5 A F IR BAR M T o™ 24
25 moA W EALBA BT HF 7 RCC 48U IE
WL R 22 T4k FFAE RCC G BN AN 151 791
M BA EZME, a5 1 iR,

2.1 HEHEBES RCCHXE Wang et al " #f
FRIAAHE WTAP S57E N mo A H LAk I8 57 A+
5 ccRCC #f & A1 1l J5 #H ¢, Jf & $ METTL3 F1I
METTL14 J& ccRCC B3 57 7 f5 700 H -, 5T
78, METTL3 ' METTL5"" Fl WTAP"* 1F & 9
H IR 2 2 ek R, 2k S R KN A
TNM 439 52 1540 56, I 300 6 2% A9 METTL3'™)  MET-
TL5 FI WTAP'™ {2 18 /K 50 i, A A7 A1, 42
HAE RCC P IYBURIER .,

2% TCGA B4 A R AE AR 23 47 8 7, MET-
TL14 7E RCC ZH%1 ') METTI24 7E ccRCC™ 4H 4
HR IR T I, Fe IR KT 55 e /N o B0 R
BB A A K, Zhang et al ™ R ME RCC 4
ZUFEA T METTL14 AW AR T )7 & RCC 44,
P28 METTL14 5 RCC ¥R Z A K R, Cai et
al'® & B METTL24 357K T 50T B3 WS A G,
AT R B T O T e U AR bR i
2.2 FHE®EBEBS RCCHXE ML
ALKBH1"™'H1 ALKBH5"" 7E RCC 44, FTO HI
ALKBHS 7£ ccRCC ZH 417" v ) 3k 3R, ALK-
BH1 #ik &5 RCC AYEMERRAEHH ) ; ALKBHS
Fon IR A HR A bR K TNML 0 301 o8 | WS o
2P FTO FI ALKBHS Y3215 7KF 5 RCC £ Tl
JEAEEEY B FTO A1 ALKBHS A4 ccRCC 4

JiLH Y b R — 1) S Ak A i i S gk R 6 RCC
YA RS R A

2.3 BIEEAS RCCHXE moA {iZEH
YTHDCI1 , YTHDC2 . YTHDF1 . YTHDF2 1 IGF2BPs
SEAE RCC 20 ZURNIE 3 1 2H SRR A 25 e e kY |
Ying et al'®! % ¥, IGF2BPs 7E RCC W& ik, H
IGF2BPs Fik il i B H WG A% 25, Li et al™ &
B, YTHDCI 7F ccRCC H R Ih T i, ik aifl ik iy
ccRCC 2 # il J& # 2%, H YTHDCI1 i 2 35 7 171 i
ccRCC FEMR AN FE 228 A%, B YTHDCL
TE ccRCC " & FEMEVE ., BF5E™ R, MET-
TL14 38 3 FE4E e 352 26 (1 YTHDF2 , 4100 ] 41 g 3 [ 36
KT RCC B4 K FEEFR

3 m6A BENLTE RCC FHI{ERHLE

m6A FF 3 Ak ) 9 4 PR A 3 ok 9 4 DU 3 TR
FIk VR A0 M AR I U b e G s &2 R AL AE
RCC i B dms i vE 1 .
3.1 EEEFEEERERZE METTL3 nf i ok 5
fE AN HERV-HLTR JCHEEE [ 2 (human HERV-
HLTR-associating protein 2, HHLA2) Y mRNA fa 58
PE, A HHLA2 2 3k M 42 2F J 40 i 3% 78 iF
' ALKBHI @3 i ok U LR G 2R B 37
A& 1370 F0 8% )6 i B B (aurora kinase B, AU-
RKB) ™' ) mRNA Fe iz tEJf L yE Rk, i
AURKB & HBERE {2 #E RCC 40 g 7544 9 A1 o 38 7
WTAP i o BLA%45 G JR A RO E B8 1 (cyclin-
dependent kinases 1,CDKI1) AY%% 54, 355 H: mRNA

F1 m6A &7 RCC HE{ER R 5 FHlH

mb6A ZH4% RCC 2841 1 RCC Py RIL £ RCC "HIY/EH T AR/ B T bR RS
METTL3 ccRCC |- 34 {9 HHLA2%! I3
METTLS ccRCC i s Jifrggg fryg 2] -
METTL14 RCC ] (I NEAT1%] N
METTL14 - T EUIE P2RX6 3¢ T
METTL14 ccRCC T EilE ITGB4 7 T
METTL24 ccRCC T £l Jifrogg fr g 26 -
WTAP - 194 & CDK2[2#!

WTAP - -9 P9 S1PR3[%]

ALKBHI 9 {9 GPR137[®!

ALKBHS5 - i {2 AURKB®]

FTO VHL FE R ccRCC - fed SLC1A5!%)

YTHDCI T ELIE ANXA1 B

YTHDF2 - - i NEAT1 %]

YTHDF2 ccRCC - i ITGB437)

IGF2BP1 ccRCC i et LDHA!%

IGF2BPs - 134 ] S1PR3[®]
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FarEtk, LA CDK2 3k | CDK2 () 5% R ik vl fiff
R G /S HRBIR 46 6 200 Jf o 300, £ i 200 i 0 1
W45, Ying et al ™ 88 T WTAP 3 i {2 7 80 2
(R #H 2 B 1 BEARIR 32 1K 3 (recombinant sphingosine 1
phosphate receptor 3, S1PR3) mRNA A9 xE T, #¥ &
PI3K/AKT il # MM 2 RCC 4H A 34 58 FE RS
Gong et al ™ BF 57 & M, METTL14 A i/ &
P2RX6 FYHT A mRNA 85 47], T 94 H 2 3 A i 411 il
RCC k& &, METTLI4 {4 F YTHDF2 ) RNA [%fi#
YERT, N A% & 5% 55 K 1 (nuclear enriched abun-
dant transcript 1, NEAT1) Bl LS & B4 (integrin
beta 4, TTGB4 ) 7' ff) mRNA [ fif , T 18 J5 5 3 X 3%
KT RCC 40 f 35 5 FIE# . S, Li et
al ™ B FE LS SR B R YTHDCL Wy 43 i J50 0
IR BRI 19 Al (annexin A1,ANXAL) i) mRNA §&5E
P, T 23K YTHDCL Gl i) R 6 ANXAL ik, 40
il MAPK {5 38 (930G , T ccRCC BERE,
3.2 FATHERRE  Shim et al ™ WFSE KL IR 40
REAR I F= 90 A5 e 2 R ( R-2-hydroxyglutarate , R-
2HG) 1E ccRCC 4l g e 5 R AR, Al 5 44% FTO
FI ALKBHS 7E P9 ZFh m6 A 16 i il 1) 16 P A7 45 45
AR m6A A AE G 5 40 A AR = 1) A7 7E
BXZ . Shi et al ™ & ¥ METTL3 Fl5#id ATP 454 &
( ATP-binding cassette , ABC ) iz % [1 D1 ( ABCDI1 )
A A AAR L #E RCC HE €, METTL3 Je 44 4 [n]
ABCDL 4 B A A FNZ A D fE AT 02 1t 4
I IR BRAATE BURN 20 B 3T 7% . VHL B:[A (von hipp-
el-Lindau) it = 5% 28 15 & ¢cRCC ) F UL 45 fE) |
VHL 7% 7% 5 8 405 5 I F (HIFs ) 300, X X7
ccRCC 1% 240 i A 34 2 o 72 EL A dE AN (H, 1T
S T AR 0 g A R B Xiao et al
P, VHL Bl SR 251 ccRCC IR FTO %3k 3
i, FTO 8 i e 27 AR SR 1 B 5 (solute car-
rier 1 family member 5,SLC1AS5) #&3ik, fie #f VHL &t
Bl ccRCC 4 JfL B AR 38 2 4 P2 FIAZ TG . Ying et
al ™ 45 75 TGF2BP1 i i B 4% 25 & LR B U A
(lactate dehydrogenase A, LDHA ), {¢ #f LDHA
mRNA FE Pk EIRHEERIR, et ccRCC AT S0 I
it AR MR R AN 7 . Zhang et al ™ BFTE R
B, @Bk METTL14 W] B 3R X 45 0 30 5% 5% X 1
(' bromodomain PHD-finger transcription factor, BPTF)

YA, BPTF ] i 1 05 % e o 4 7 A0

91 2B RCC 2 MW 17 f 0% M N A% g 0 A
RCC it

3.3 EATMBEE  Weiet al” /5T METTLS
TE B e i b B9 /E ] . METTLS B3R5 5 A4
NKT Zifd .CDS8 * T ZHJifd .CD4 * T 2 Jitd A1 [ 1055 41 it 7
DAL F1%) 22 2 200 1 92 1) 38 2 A O 0 g v
B CD8 * T ZHMLA CD4 * T 40 g vl 0 i fobg 17
FH ,METTLS X i3 fo 92 12 i RIS e % 120 2 1Y
AL R IE R, 2] METTLS 7] G838 i 8 35 £
Pl e 4R , 76 RCC h R AESURIEH . M,
Jiang et al ' fF 5% & i, METTL24 5 %92 40 Jifd Y 2
IR IEAA G, [, METTL24 114 28 35 % AS 5] 4 938 15
T ccRCC R 1Y B A7 R g i A ], $27R
METTL24 F] 538 i i 15 S8 o 5 & I sa VR

4 m6A B E AL & i 48 < U8 = B 7 30 1 3 69 I R
v FH

H T, UFARFALIT 8 L5 T ZRR)T
RCC MR EF B, HEEE KM R &, Bs
2%, HT moA W EALEME 5 I (1) 2 DB &R, DA
Sy FIZERIE RCC &A% R A R FHRA 500
IR IR IIRIT RIS . 20 moA H LAk A&
PR FREAS ML RCC Y A S e, DRI I #0 f 10 71
XN PR AN RCC IAY TR B 8%

SIHF K2 Tony Kouzarides' ™! [ AF 7 7 BA i
METTL3 H 54 /N 43— 00 ) 750 000 o) JFL 3% 2 , 8 A4 oh
i 2 PEBE & H MK (acute myelocytic leukemia,
AML) 8 21 Jf f4 A= 4 R4 i, 9 30 /0N BRI PR 98 41
(R EE I I T /N R A, [RIAE, i 33k 1 MET-
TL3 &t RCC HEEY | Kk, #0 i ) MET-
TL3 M2 s P REAZ 3 7 RCC BRE LA %, H
HI, Z2 780 FTO #0657 (49 41098 4 FH & #uE 1, FTO #1f
i3 MA2 A8 A 250 i e 5B 40 Y A
FTO $EFEMEA 177 MO-1-500 fig & 24 i = BAME 3L
I 40 P 4 B B FTAE R ) FTO R ) 5 fE A RCC
RAYT A AT . AIEFoE @R i METTL3
IR Cpd-564 AT TR B 54475 F1 9 . B, m6 A
AHOETAE 7 7] Bk RCC BB 134 YF BIF9E b i) 8 3
Jra], ERAR K B A e AR ) 22 AR R Rk
5tk Z G ROEYE , (B $2 75 RCC /B A6 it | 4
KAt T4 #, i F METTLS™ | WTAP Al
IGF2BP1 "™ 7E RCC R FE B VE T, 5 Sk 3 i
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PR RCC VAT I B
5 RESRE

A WTREEREZH, ZFh m6A H SLAIE M AH ¢
IR $5E R F7E RCC i A 6, i, m6A H
SR METTL3 \METTL5S F1 WTAP 7£ RCC H %
P I S DR 4 JFT, METTLLA 0051 B 965 20 2 A 1
SRR FE TS KBRS I ALKBHI | ALKBHS
1 FTO {3t RCC #E )% ; YTHDF2 K IGF2BPs 7E N[
LR R AS RCC W& &R BOR R UE A E,
ARELER T moA BMAHCHAE RCC KA K Y
YEFFIMLED, B BTHFIE Bas, m6 A F 38 Ak 6 4 i 1
PAEE R AR R R Y 3R GR R FEAE Bk — 2D 4
FHOCAT 5380 % 5 Vi) 93 44 1 185 2 G0 % | B0 42
JIe g e G A5 S e e R 4 1% S 4 B B A A
PEPTTE RCC HAFEIEH] . SR, m6A Bk B 1
1E RCC H i/ HIAILHIT A AE A 7] B, oK ke 7 25
1 52 AL PERF T KR

H AT ZWF 58 & B m6 A H 56 Ak 46 1 4 6 18 25
DR 730 3k 750 BE #0100 1) AMIL | Ji Joi £ 40 Bt s . = B
BN S e R A RO B AN (TS CaRayS B |
W TCET X mO A IR 44 PR A4 L 1] /DN - 400 3R R bt
RN TG IR . 2T m6A H A B 7E
RCC B K e i s B4 A, AR G 1y I 45 [
TR RCC EPIRIT IS fEEZ A, B, &
T RARIRIT 259, 0 RCC BIRTT $E 08T 19 1T
BRI
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