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Abstract 

Pediatric brain tumors frequently develop in the cerebellum, where ependymoma, medulloblastoma 

and pilocytic astrocytoma are the most prevalent subtypes. These tumors are currently treated using 

non-specific therapies, in part because few somatically mutated driver genes are present, and 

the underlying pathobiology is poorly described. Circular RNAs (circRNAs) have recently emerged 

as a large class of primarily non-coding RNAs with important roles in tumorigenesis, but so far they 

have not been described in pediatric brain tumors. To advance our understanding of these tumors, 

we performed high-throughput sequencing of ribosomal RNA-depleted total RNA from 10 primary 

ependymoma and 3 control samples. CircRNA expression patterns were determined using two 

independent bioinformatics algorithms, and correlated to disease stage, outcome, age, and gender. 

We found a profound global downregulation of circRNAs in ependymoma relative to control 

samples. Many differentially expressed circRNAs were discovered and circSMARCA5 and circ-

FBXW7, which are described as tumor suppressors in glioma and glioblastomas in adults, were 

among the most downregulated. Moreover, patients with a dismal outcome clustered separately 

from patients with a good prognosis in unsupervised hierarchical cluster analyses. Next, we 

performed NanoString nCounter experiments using a custom-designed panel including 66 selected 

circRNA targets and analyzed formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded (FFPE) samples from a larger 

cohort of ependymoma patients as well as patients diagnosed with medulloblastoma or pilocytic 

astrocytoma. These experiments were used to validate our findings and, in addition, indicated that 

circRNA expression profiles are different among distinct pediatric brain tumor subtypes. In 

particular, circRMST and a circRNA derived from the LRBA gene were specifically upregulated in 

ependymomas. In conclusion, circRNAs have profoundly different expression profiles in 

ependymomas relative to controls and other pediatric brain tumor subtypes.   
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Introduction 

Ependymomas are rare cancers of the central nervous system (CNS), which mostly occur 

intracranially (supratentorial brain and posterior fossa) in children between 0 and 4 years of age, but 

they are also observed in older children and adults. Clinical management is challenging, and 

pediatric patients with intracranial ependymomas have high mortality rates. Surgical resection 

combined with radiotherapy remains the standard-of-care treatment and prediction of patient 

outcome based on tumor location, clinical characteristics and histopathology is challenging1, 2. This 

is mainly due to a significant variance in the grade II versus grade III distinction, even between 

experienced neuropathologists3, and tumors with histopathological similarities are heterogeneous at 

the molecular level resulting in diverse clinical outcomes. 

In the majority of cases, the underlying oncogenic drivers are unknown and the underlying 

pathobiology of ependymoma is poorly described. This may, in part, be attributed to a very low 

mutation rate and problems in establishing ependymoma cell lines and animal models4. So far, only 

the C11orf95-RELA fusion, which results from chromothripsis and drives oncogenic NF-κB 

signaling5, has been incorporated into the World Health Organization (WHO) classification of CNS 

tumors6. This fusion gene characterizes more than 70% of the supratentorial ependymomas and is 

associated with poor outcome2. A better molecular understanding of the pathobiology of the disease 

may assist the development of targeted therapies and lead to the discovery of better prognostic 

markers.  

Recently, circular RNAs (circRNAs) have emerged as a large class of endogenous RNAs with 

mainly non-coding functions7, 8, which play key roles in development and disease9, 10. They exhibit 

tissue-specific expression patterns and constitute a significant amount of cellular RNA, particularly 

in the brain11-14. Importantly, these molecules are extremely stable7, 15, 16 and situated in the 

cytoplasm where they may bind other cellular molecules, such as microRNAs (miRs)7, 17 or 

proteins18-20, and regulate their functions. 

In pediatric brain tumors, including ependymoma, nothing is currently known about the expression 

and potential deregulation of circRNAs. On the other hand, circRNAs are emerging as important 

oncogenic drivers and tumor suppressors in glioma and glioblastoma, mainly by functioning as miR 

sponges21-25, protein sponges26 or as templates encoding tumor suppressor proteins27-29 through cap-

independent translation via internal ribosome entry sites (IRESs). 

In the present study, we employed high-throughput RNA-sequencing (RNA-seq) for an unbiased 

identification and profiling of circRNAs. Using this approach, we were able to describe the 
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genome-wide circRNA expression landscape in pediatric ependymoma. We delineated expression 

differences between ependymomas and non-malignant control brain tissues as well as between 

long-term survivors and deceased patients. The use of RNA-seq also allowed us to investigate 

whether differentially expressed circRNAs were changed independent of their cognate linear host 

genes. To validate and further investigate circRNA expression profiles in ependymoma, we 

analyzed the expression of 66 selected circRNAs in a second independent cohort consisting of 

ependymomas, pilocytic astrocytomas, medulloblastomas and controls using the NanoString 

nCounter technology. 
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Materials and Methods 

Patient and control samples 

A cohort consisting of ten pediatric patients diagnosed with ependymoma and three control fresh 

frozen samples yielding high quality RNA were used for a genome-wide discovery study of 

circRNA expression profiles using RNA-seq. Clinical data were extracted from the patient files and 

critically reviewed. Patient characteristics are summarized in Table 1. An additional cohort 

consisting of 19 pediatric ependymoma, five pilocytic astrocytoma and three medulloblastoma 

patients as well as nine controls from formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded (FFPE) tissues were 

studied to validate circRNA expression changes found in the RNA-seq study. All patients were 

diagnosed at Rigshospitalet in Copenhagen, Denmark according to the applicable WHO guidelines 

and all samples were interrogated by an experienced pathologist to confirm that they contained at 

least 80% cancer cells. 

 

Ethical approval 

This study has been conducted according to the Declaration of Helsinki and Danish legislation and 

approval from the national ethics committee has been granted (approval number: 1707758). 

 

RNA isolation 

RNA from fresh frozen samples was isolated using the RNeasy Mini Kit (250) (Qiagen, Hilden, 

Germany), and RNA from formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded (FFPE) tissues was isolated using the 

Maxwell® RSC RNA FFPE Kit (Promega Corporation, Madison, WI, USA) according to the 

manufacturers’ instructions. The quantity and purity of total RNA was measured using a NanoDrop-

1000 spectrophotometer (Thermo Scientific, Delaware, USA). 

 

RNA-seq library preparation, Illumina sequencing and initial data processing 

One microgram of total RNA was rRNA depleted using the Ribo-Zero rRNA Removal Kit (Human, 

Mouse, Rat) (Epicentre, Madison, WI, USA) followed by a purification step using AMPure XP 

Beads (Beckman Coulter, Brea, CA, USA). Sequencing libraries were generated using the 

ScriptSeq v2 RNA-Seq Library Preparation Kit (Epicentre) using 12 PCR cycles for amplification. 

Purification was performed using AMPure XP Beads (Beckman Coulter). The final libraries were 

quality controlled on a 2100 Bioanalyzer (Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, CA, USA) and 

quantified using the KAPA library quantification kit (Kapa Biosystems, Wilmington, MA, USA). 
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RNA-seq was performed on the HiSeq 4000 system (Illumina, San Diego, CA, USA) at the Beijing 

Genomics Institute (BGI) in Copenhagen using the 100 paired-end sequencing protocol with twelve 

samples pooled on one lane. The resulting data were demultiplexed, quality filtered (Phred score 

20) and adapter trimmed using Trim Galore. 

 

circRNA quantification in the RNA-seq 

The filtered and trimmed sequencing reads were mapped to the human genome (hg19) using 

Bowtie2, mapping only unspliced reads. The unmapped reads were analyzed using a stringent 

version of the find_circ bioinformatics algorithm12 and the CIRCexplorer algorithm30. All analyses 

were based on the stringent find_circ algorithm, but circRNA candidates not detected by 

CIRCexplorer were manually inspected to exclude obvious mapping artifacts as previously 

described31. Reads per million (RPM) refers to sequencing reads aligning across the particular 

backsplicing junction divided by the total number of reads in the particular sample multiplied by 

one million. The circular-to-linear (CTL) ratios were defined as the number of reads spanning the 

particular backsplicing junctions divided by the average linear reads spanning the splice donor- and 

splice acceptor sites of the same backsplicing junction plus one pseudo count (to avoid division by 

zero). 

 

mRNA quantification in the RNA-seq data 

Sequencing reads were quality-filtered, and adaptor-trimmed as described above. Filtered and 

trimmed sequencing reads were mapped to hg19 using Tophat2 and featureCounts32 was used to 

quantify the number of reads mapping to annotated genes from Ensembl gene definitions release 71. 

Differential expression analysis was performed using the DESeq2 R package. 

 

NanoString nCounter custom CodeSet for circRNA analysis 

A custom CodeSet of capture- and reporter probes was designed to target regions of 100 bp 

overlaying the BSJs of 66 circRNAs selected based on the RNA-seq data (Supplementary Table 1). 

In addition, ten linear reference genes (GAPDH, ACTB, SF3B1, B2M, RPL19, PUM1, GUSB, IPO8, 

TBP and HPRT1) were included in the CodeSet. Approximately 50 ng of total RNA from each 

sample was hybridized to the capture- and reporter probes for 20 hours and then analyzed on the 

nCounter™ SPRINT platform (NanoString Technologies, Seattle, WA, USA) according to the 

manufacturer’s instructions. 
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NanoString nCounter data analyses 

The raw data were processed using the nSOLVER 4.0 software (NanoString Technologies). 

Following import of the raw data, a positive control normalization was performed using the 

geometric mean of all positive controls with the exception of the control named F, as recommended 

by the manufacturer. Then, a second normalization was performed using the geometric mean of the 

eight linear reference genes (GAPDH, ACTB, SF3B1, RPL19, PUM1, GUSB, IPO8 and TBP) 

having the lowest coefficient of variance percentage (%CV), before exporting the data to Excel 

(Microsoft Corporation, Redmond, WA, USA). 

 

Heatmaps, unsupervised hierarchical cluster analyses and principal component (PCA) analysis 

Heatmaps, unsupervised hierarchical cluster analyses and PCA analysis were performed using R 

software version 4.0.0 with the following packages from Bioconductor 

(https://bioconductor.org/biocLite.R) installed: ComplexHeatmap, circlize, dendextend and 

RColorBrewer. The hierarchical cluster analysis using RNA-seq data was performed following a z-

score transformation of the RPM values for each circRNA with the Euclidean distance calculation 

method. Heatmap for NanoString nCounter data was plotted following a z-score transformation of 

the normalized counts for each circRNA without clustering. The PCA analysis was performed using 

R software version 4.0.0 using the ggplot2 package. Before plotting the data, a log2 transformation 

of the normalized counts for each circRNA was performed. 

 

Statistical analyses 

All statistical tests were performed using Prism 8 (GraphPad, La Jolla, CA, USA). The volcano 

plots were generated by one unpaired t test per gene individually without assuming consistent 

standard deviation and without correction for multiple testing. However, p-values, for which 

correction for multiple testing was performed using the Holm-Sidak method, were also calculated. 

Comparison between the gene expression levels of the groups was done using a Mann Whitney test, 

as the data were not normally distributed according to the D’Agostino & Pearson normality test. 

Simple linear regression was used to assess potential correlations between average CTL ratios and 

average RPM values, between gene expression (RPM) and circRNA expression (RPM), between 

fold changes in RPM and fold changes in CTL ratios employing an F test to investigate if the slope 

was significantly non-zero.  
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Results 

Identification and characterization of circular RNAs in ependymoma and control samples 

To reveal the circRNA expression landscape in ependymoma, we performed RNA-seq on fresh 

frozen samples of 10 intracranial ependymomas and 3 controls (Table 1). Using a stringent version 

of find_circ12, we detected 11,217 unique circRNAs supported by at least two BSJ-spanning reads 

in a single sample; 6,975 in the ependymomas and 8,479 in the controls (Fig. 1a and 1b) 

(Supplementary Table 2). Interestingly, the circRNAs were much more abundant in the control 

samples relative to the ependymomas (Supplementary Fig. 1).  

CircRNAs supported by very few sequencing reads may not be biologically relevant and could 

potentially be reverse transcriptase- or sequencing artifacts33, 34. Therefore, we decided to analyze 

further only the most abundant circRNAs in the dataset. First, circRNAs with an average of at least 

0.2 RPM values among either the ependymoma samples or the control samples were identified; 262 

in the ependymomas and 1,126 in the controls. It should be noted on that the low number of 

circRNAs detected in ependymomas was not due to a difference in sample quality/sequencing 

depth. Most of these circRNAs, 231 of 263 (87.8%) in the ependymomas and 1033 of 1,126 

(90.9%) (Supplementary Table 3), were also detected by CIRCexplorer, which detects circRNAs 

based on annotated splice sites. There was a substantial overlap (222 circRNAs) between the 

circRNAs detected in the ependymomas and in the controls and 41 and 904 were unique to the 

ependymomas and to the controls, respectively (Fig. 1c). Among the high abundance circRNAs, 62 

(23.6%) and 309 (27.4%) were on average expressed at higher levels than their cognate linear host 

genes (CTL ratio >1) in the ependymomas and in the controls, respectively (Fig. 1d and 1e). Among 

the high abundance circRNAs, two potentially novel ones were detected (not present in circBase35 

and CIRCpedia v236), namely a circRNA derived from the SH3KBP1 gene on chromosome X 

(circSH3KBP1) and a circRNA antisense to the LRRC55 gene on chromosome 11 (circLRRC55-

as).  

Among the high abundance circRNAs, several have previously been shown to be aberrantly 

expressed in adult brain tumors, including circHIPK321, 22, ciRS-7 (CDR1as)23, 24, circPCMTD125, 

circSMARCA526, circ-FBXW729, cZNF29237 and circVCAN38 (Fig. 1d and 1e). On the other hand, 

we did not detect the circRNA derived from LINC-PINT27, which has been proposed to encode a 

tumor suppressor protein in glioblastoma. 
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Unsupervised hierarchical cluster analysis of circRNA expression profiles reveals two distinct 

ependymoma subgroups 

We performed unsupervised hierarchical cluster analysis using all the 1,167 high abundance 

circRNAs detected in the ependymomas and in the controls and observed that the ependymomas 

clustered separately due to a marked downregulation of the majority of the circRNAs (Fig. 2). 

Interestingly, the circRNA expression profiles from deceased patients were distinct from the 

profiles of patients who survived. Thus, two sub-clusters were observed among the ependymoma 

samples.  

This sub-clustering according to outcome could not be explained by gender, tumor location (all the 

tumors were located in Posterior Fossa) or disease grade, but the deceased patients were diagnosed 

at a marked younger age (Fig 2). Pediatric Posterior Fossa ependymomas form two molecular 

subgroups based on DNA methylation analyses; one of these (PF-EPN-A) is characterized by a 

dismal outcome and a markedly younger median age39, 40. Therefore, it is highly likely that the 

subgroup with dismal outcome, which we identified by circRNA profiling, corresponds to PF-EPN-

A. However, we were not able to confirm this as several attempts to perform 850K DNA 

methylation analyses failed due to poor DNA quality. 

 

Known trans-acting factors are unlikely to explain circRNA expression differences between the two 

ependymoma subgroups 

Next, we analyzed the expression of genes that have previously been shown to directly affect 

backsplicing, in a search for potential trans-acting factors that may drive the observed clustering of 

the ependymoma samples into two groups. We focused on the protein quaking (protein product of 

QKI)41, RNA-binding protein FUS (protein product of FUS)42 and NF90/110 (protein products of 

ILF3)43, which have been shown to promote backsplicing, and ADAR1 (protein product of ADAR)44 

and ATP-dependent RNA helicase A (protein product of DHX9)45, which inhibit backsplicing. Only 

FUS and ADAR expression levels were significantly different between the two groups 

(Supplementary Fig. 2a). When performing linear regression analyses, also including data from the 

controls, to assess possible correlations between the expression of each individual gene and overall 

circRNA expression levels in the samples, only FUS displayed a significant, albeit negative, 

correlation, while a non-significant positive correlation between ADAR and overall circRNA 

expression levels was observed (Supplementary Fig. 2b). Therefore, as FUS generally promotes 

backsplicing and ADAR inhibits backsplicing, none of the investigated trans-acting factors are likely 
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to explain the overall reduction in circRNA abundance observed in the subgroup comprising all the 

survivors (Supplementary Fig. 2b and Supplementary Table 4). 

 

Genes involved in pre-mRNA splicing are unlikely to explain circRNA expression differences 

between the two ependymoma subgroups 

Since it has been observed that protein-coding genes produce more circRNAs when the pre-mRNA 

processing machinery is limiting46, we decided to investigate a set of 280 genes involved in pre-

mRNA splicing47 (Supplementary Table 5). Overall, there was no difference in the expression 

levels of these genes between the two subgroups nor between the survivors and the controls 

(Supplementary Fig. 3). When analyzing the genes individually, some were significantly 

downregulated and some significantly upregulated (Supplementary Fig. 4a and Supplementary 

Table 6). Moreover, in linear regression analyses, also including data from the controls, only five of 

these differentially expressed genes displayed a significant, albeit positive, correlation with overall 

circRNA expression levels (Supplementary Fig. 4b). Therefore, as protein-coding genes produce 

more circRNAs when the pre-mRNA processing machinery is limited, genes involved in pre-

mRNA splicing events are unlikely to explain the overall reduction in circRNA abundance observed 

in the subgroup comprising all survivors. 

 

Key epigenetic modifier genes are differentially expressed between the two ependymoma subgroups 

Next, we analyzed a set of 167 epigenetic modifier genes48 (Supplementary Table 7), since we and 

others have previously observed that epigenetics can influence circRNA expression patterns15, 31, 49. 

Among these genes, six were differentially expressed between the two subgroups; all being 

significantly more abundant in the subgroup comprising the survivors (Fig 3a and Supplementary 

Table 8). Moreover, three of these genes, SETD4, INO80C and DNMT3B showed a significant 

correlation in linear regression analyses, which also included data from the controls (Fig. 3b). 

Whether these genes have a direct effect on circRNA expression patterns in ependymoma cannot be 

inferred from these correlative studies, but we found it to be of particular interest that DNMT3B 

expression is correlated with overall circRNA abundance, since we have previously shown that 

DNMT3B knockdown results in circRNA expression changes that are independent of changes in 

their cognate linear host genes31. However, these previous experiments were done using epidermal 

stem cells and both upregulation and downregulation of circRNAs were observed upon knockdown 

of DNMT3B. 
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Differentially expressed circRNAs in ependymoma 

Many of the circRNAs that displayed a marked downregulation in the ependymoma samples 

relative to the controls were statistically significant (Fig. 4a and Supplementary Table 9). The top 

10 upregulated and downregulated circRNAs in ependymoma samples are listed in Table 2 and 

Table 3. Among the circRNAs which previously were shown to be aberrantly expressed in adult 

brain tumors, circSMARCA5 and circ-FBXW7 were found to be significantly downregulated in the 

ependymoma samples. This is consistent with the previous studies describing these circRNAs as 

tumor suppressors26, 29. Likewise, circVCAN and circRMST were more abundant, albeit not 

statistically significant, in ependymomas, similar to what has been observed in glioblastoma38. On 

the other hand, ciRS-7, circHIPK3, cZNF292 and circPCMTD1 were not aberrantly expressed in 

ependymoma (Supplementary Table 9). The circRNAs derived from the ATRNL1 gene, which is 

highly expressed in brain tissues50, were some of the most downregulated circRNAs in 

ependymoma. In addition to downregulated circRNAs, the circRNAs derived from DRC1, WDR49 

and VWA3A genes were found to be significantly upregulated (Supplementary Table 9).  

 

As expected from the heatmap (Fig. 2), we observed a significant overall upregulation of circRNAs 

for the deceased patients relative to the survivors when analyzing the data by a volcano plot (Fig. 4c 

and Supplementary Table 10) and a scatter plot (Fig. 4d). The top 10 upregulated and 

downregulated circRNAs is listed in Table 2 and Table 3. The upregulated circRNAs included 

cZNF292, consistent with a previous study describing an oncogenic role of cZNF292 in glioma37, 

circRMST and circ-FBXW7.  

 

Most differentially expressed circRNAs changed independent of their cognate linear host genes 

To explore the relation between circRNA expression changes and potential expression changes of 

their cognate linear host genes, we plotted fold change (Fc) in circular-to-linear (CTL) ratios against 

Fc in reads-per-million (RPM) values. The majority of the differentially expressed circRNAs in the 

tumors relative to the controls, including cZNF292, circHIPK3, circPCMTD1, circSMARCA5 and 

circ-FBXW7, changed independent of their respective host genes (Supplementary Table 9 and 10) 

(defined as Fc (RPM)/ Fc (CTL) < 2; data points found between the dotted blue lines in figure 5a). 

On the other hand, the circRNAs derived from the ATRNL1 gene were downregulated together with 

the linear cognates (Fig. 5a); consistent with a previous study showing that promoter CpG island 
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hypermethylation of ATRNL1 causes downregulation of both mRNA and circRNA49. Moreover, 

circVCAN, circRMST, and the circRNAs derived from DRC1, WDR49 and VWA3A genes changed 

together with their linear cognates. 

When looking at differentially expressed circRNAs in the deceased patients relative to the 

survivors, a smaller fraction of the circRNAs were changed independent of their cognate linear host 

genes (Fig. 5b). In addition to circRNAs derived from DRC1, VWA3A and WDR49 genes, 

circPCMTD1, circHIPK3, circVCAN, ZNF292, circRMST and circSMARCA5 changed 

independent of their respective host genes. Together, these analyses indicate that the majority of the 

differentially expressed circRNAs identified in figure 4a and 4c cannot be explained as passenger 

events due to gene expression changes in the cognate linear hosts. 

 

Validation of ependymoma-related circRNA expression changes using NanoString nCounter 

To validate and further investigate circRNA expression profiles in ependymoma, we collected 

another independent cohort of 19 ependymomas as well as 5 pilocytic astrocytomas, 3 

medulloblastomas and 9 control samples. Because these samples were derived from FFPE tissues, 

we decided to use the NanoString nCounter technology for circRNA quantification as this method 

has proved to work well for circRNA quantification in highly degraded RNA samples51. Moreover, 

this technology is not subject to bias and errors introduced by the use of enzymes, which is a 

particular concern in the circRNA research field9, 33, 34, 52, 53. Thus, we designed a custom 

NanoString nCounter probeset targeting 66 unique circRNAs (selected based on differential 

expression and abundance in the RNA-seq data) (Supplementary Table 1) and 10 potential 

reference genes for normalization of the data. First, as we expected based on how the circRNAs 

were selected, the ependymoma samples were distinguished from the control samples (Fig. 6) and 

the circRNAs were on average more abundant in control samples compared to ependymoma 

samples (Fig. 6 and Supplementary Fig. 5). In these analyses, we also observed that individual 

circRNAs derived from the same host genes tended to cluster together (e.g. circRNAs from PSD3, 

SATB2 and SLC8A1) (Fig. 6). In addition, we observed a strong correlation between the NanoString 

nCounter data and the RNA-seq data; the correlation coefficient (R2) was 0.74 with p<0.0001 when 

comparing log2 Fc values between ependymoma and control samples (Supplementary Fig. 6). Since 

we analyzed two independent cohorts, one consisting of FFPE tissue samples and the other of fresh 

frozen samples, using two different methodologies, some variation is to be expected. 
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The average circRNA abundance in the ependymoma samples was similar compared to pilocytic 

astrocytoma and medulloblastoma samples (Fig. 6 and Supplementary Fig. 5). Moreover, all 

ependymoma samples except one were grouped separately from the pilocytic astrocytoma and 

medulloblastoma samples with the exception of one pilocytic astrocytoma sample according to 

principal component analysis (PCA) (Supplementary Fig. 7), indicating that circRNA expression 

profiles distinguish ependymoma from other pediatric brain tumors.  

 

Expression levels of individual circRNAs clearly distinguish ependymoma and control samples 

In a search for individual circRNAs that may distinguish ependymoma and control samples based 

on their expression levels, we generated a volcano plot of the NanoString nCounter data and found 

that many of the differentially expressed circRNAs were highly statistically significant. This mainly 

applied to the circRNAs downregulated in ependymoma (Fig. 7a). The six significantly upregulated 

circRNAs in the second cohort of 19 ependymomas and 9 controls were derived from the PAX3, 

RMST, LRBA, WDR78, DRC1 and BBS9 genes, whereas the top 6 most significantly downregulated 

circRNAs were derived from the KHDRBS2, ERC2, HOMER1, RIMS1, KCNN2 and ROCK1 genes 

(Supplementary Table 11). Among them, circRMST and circRNA derived from LRBA gene are 

differentially expressed in ependymoma only (not in other tumor entities) relative to the control 

samples (Fig. 7b). Moreover, the circRNAs derived from ERC2 and RIMS1 were the only circRNAs 

downregulated significantly in all the brain tumor samples relative to control samples (Fig. 7b, 

Supplementary Fig. 8 and Supplementary Table 11). 

 

Discussion 

CircRNAs constitute a new class of highly stable endogenous RNAs, mainly thought to have 

noncoding functions, which are particularly abundant in brain tissues. While numerous studies have 

already implicated circRNAs as central components in the pathobiology of adult brain tumors, 

nothing is known about their potential role in pediatric brain tumors. Therefore, we decided to 

perform high-throughput RNA-sequencing of primary intracranial pediatric ependymomas and 

control samples. These analyses revealed a high number of differentially expressed circRNAs in the 

ependymoma samples relative to the control samples, most of which were less abundant in 

ependymoma. This finding is in line with previous studies indicating that rapidly proliferating cells 

generally contain fewer circRNAs, possibly due to a dilution effect preventing the highly stable 

circRNAs from reaching steady-state levels54-56. 
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To our surprise, we also found that circRNA expression profiles derived from unsupervised 

hierarchical clustering could distinguish ependymoma survivors and patients who died from the 

disease. We were suprised to see that the overall circRNA expression levels were higher in the 

deceased patients relative to the survivors as we would expect higher proliferation rates in the more 

aggressive tumors leading to a greater dilution effect. Thus, we speculate that the deceased patients 

might have another molecular defect in common, which results in an increased production of 

circRNAs.  

To search for potential trans-acting factors that may drive the observed clustering of ependymoma 

samples into good and bad prognostic groups, we therefore analyzed a set of genes known to be 

involved in backsplicing, genes involved in pre-mRNA processing and genes involved in 

epigenetics. Expression changes in backsplice-promoting (QKI41, FUS42 and ILF343) and -inhibiting 

genes (ADAR44 and DHX945) could not explain the observed sub-clustering of the samples. Neither 

could expression changes in any of 280 genes involved in pre-mRNA processing, although previous 

research has shown that knockdown of spliceosome genes and splicing factors results in a higher 

production of circRNAs46, 57. Instead, we focused on 167 epigenetic modifier genes and found 

DNMT3B, INO80C and SETD4 to be significantly more abundant in survivors relative to deceased 

patients and to correlate with the overall average circRNA expression levels within individual 

samples in linear regression analyses. DNMT3B is responsible for the de novo methylation of DNA 

during early development together with DNMT3A58, INO80C catalyzes ATP-dependent nucleosome 

sliding and is a component of a chromatin remodeling complex59, and SETD4 is a histone lysine 

methyltransferase and a member of SET family proteins60. Therefore, the combined overexpression 

of these three genes may have a synergistic effect on circRNA production through epigenetic 

changes of the host gene bodies, which could potentially explain the observed global differences in 

circRNA expression. Indeed, the subgroups we identified based on circRNA expression patterns are 

likely to reflect molecular subgroups defined by 850K methylation analysis, as the PF-EPN-A 

subgroup is characterized by a lower median age and a dismal outcome39, 40. Altogether, we 

speculate that epigenetic defects in ependymoma not only lead to global changes in DNA 

methylation, such as CpG island methylator phenotype (CIMP) mainly observed in PF-EPN-A 

tumors40, but also result in global circRNA expression changes. Indeed, the epigenetic states of 

circRNA host genes (promoters, enhancers and gene bodies) may influence the production of 

circRNAs15, 31, 49. Unfortunately, we were unable to perform 850K DNA methylation analysis to 

confirm the molecular subgroup of each sample, as the quality of DNA available for these analyses 
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was of too poor. Functional studies of the three genes would be needed to test this hypothesis in the 

future.  

The NanoString nCounter technology is suitable for quantifying circRNAs from FFPE samples 

based on enzyme-free digital counting51. Therefore, we used this technology to validate the 

circRNA expression patterns of 66 selected circRNAs in ependymoma and to compare with two 

other pediatric brain tumor entities (pilocytic astrocytoma and medulloblastoma). Most of the 

circRNA expression changes that were observed using RNA-seq could be reproduced in the 

NanoString nCounter analysis even though these experiments were performed on another cohort for 

which only FFPE tissues were available. The heatmap clearly demonstrated that the circRNA 

expression profile of the ependymoma samples was different from the control samples. Moreover, 

principal component analysis (PCA) showed that ependymoma samples grouped separately from 

control samples. This was expected as the circRNAs were selected based on differences between 

ependymoma- and control samples in the RNA-seq data from the first cohort. In addition, we found 

that the expression profiles of these circRNAs almost perfectly distinguished the ependymoma 

samples from pilocytic astrocytoma and medulloblastoma samples despite not being selected for 

this purpose. Therefore, these preliminary data warrant further investigation into the diagnostic 

biomarker potential of circRNAs in pediatric brain tumors. In particular, further analysis of 

individual circRNAs revealed that circRMST and the circRNA derived from the LRBA gene are 

specifically upregulated in the ependymoma samples. In general, we find the upregulated circRNAs 

to be of particular interest to study further as upregulation, despite the aforementioned dilution 

effect of circRNAs, may indicate an active selection for these events due to a potential oncogenic 

function. Nevertheless, many of the downregulated circRNAs are promising as diagnostic or 

prognostic biomarkers in pediatric brain tumors and should also be investigated further.  

 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, we found a marked global downregulation of circRNAs in ependymoma relative to 

control samples, and in patients with a good prognosis relative to patients with dismal prognosis. 

The expression levels of key epigenetic modifier genes correlated with global circRNA abundance 

in individual samples and we speculate that these genes are responsible for modulating the 

differences in global circRNA abundance observed between good and poor prognostic groups. In 

addition, we found that expression levels of individual circRNAs can be used to distinguish 

ependymoma from healthy brain tissue as well as other pediatric brain tumor entities. Thus, the data 
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presented here suggest that circRNAs could be utilized as diagnostic and prognostic biomarkers in 

the future if further validated. Finally, future research should aim at investigating the functional 

relevance of individual deregulated circRNAs in tumorigenesis and progression of pediatric brain 

cancer. 
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Table 1. Clinical characteristics of the ependymoma patients used for RNA-seq. 

Patient 

number 

Anatomical 

site 

WHO 

grade 

Age at 

diagnosis 

Clinical follow-

up time (years) 

Survival 

status 

1 Fossa posterior II 2 3 Deceased 

2 Fossa posterior II 5 20 Alive 

3 Fossa posterior II 5 20 Alive 

4 Fossa posterior II 2 9 Unknown 

5 Fossa posterior II 1 3 Deceased 

6 Fossa posterior II 13 17 Alive 

7 Fossa posterior III 8 22 Alive 

8 Fossa posterior III 2 3 Deceased 

9 Fossa posterior III 2 6 Deceased 

10 Fossa posterior III 1 17 Deceased 

 

Table 2. The top 10 most upregulated and downregulated circRNAs, respectively, in ependymoma 

samples relative to control samples. The circRNAs are listed according to their P-values. Fc: fold 

change. 

Genomic location circBase ID Host gene Fc P-value 

Top 10 upregulated circRNAs 

chr16:22142525-22143050 hsa_circ_0038484 VWA3A 17.36907 0.015653916 

chr3:167272437-167345080 hsa_circ_0122616 WDR49 9.466334 0.035804263 

chr2:26652495-26654874 hsa_circ_0119645 DRC1 6.713106 0.042958284 

chr17:78022381-78024082 hsa_circ_0008677 CCDC40 10.18719 0.055166256 

chr16:22162015-22163955 hsa_circ_0105201 VWA3A 5.395971 0.076284294 

chr7:76903798-76909970 hsa_circ_0134675 CCDC146. 3.357684 0.077194178 

chr11:8435041-8486369 hsa_circ_0096614 STK33 6.631378 0.07806913 

chr11:8457040-8486369 hsa_circ_0021089 STK33 5.346957 0.09733273 

chr12:97886238-97954825 hsa_circ_0099634 RMST 5.835611 0.101201472 

chr12:97886238-97924637 hsa_circ_0027821 RMST 13.13994 0.118733814 

Top 10 downregulated circRNAs  

chr8:142264087-142264728 hsa_circ_0001829 SLC45A4 0.037983 1.508E-12 

chr7:16415716-16445962 hsa_circ_0002228 ISPD 0.029943 3.3122E-11 
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chr9:111954557-111962614 hsa_circ_0137676 EPB41L4B 0.012935 5.3743E-11 

chr4:62775277-62813994 hsa_circ_0069862 ADGRL3 0.014585 1.02279E-10 

chr18:19345732-19359646 hsa_circ_0000835 MIB1 0.103816 1.00787E-09 

chr4:109669160-109677648 N/A ETNPPL 0.019928 1.1274E-09 

chr10:18816516-18825125 hsa_circ_0093260 CACNB2 0.046059 2.37586E-09 

chr7:8257934-8275635 hsa_circ_0079422 ICA1 0.030017 2.70394E-09 

chr3:27420739-27465643 hsa_circ_0064615 SLC4A7 0.018055 3.47013E-09 

chr2:163360952-163374668 hsa_circ_0117881 KCNH7 0.025837 5.40219E-09 
 

Table 3. The top 10 most upregulated and downregulated circRNAs, respectively, in deceased 

ependymoma patients relative to ependymoma patients that survived. The circRNAs are listed 

according to P-values. Fc: fold change. 

Genomic location circBase ID Host gene Fc P-value 

Top 10 upregulated circRNAs  

chr7:24663284-24720139 hsa_circ_0001687 MPP6 25.06553 9.93521E-05 

chr4:144464661-144465125 hsa_circ_0001445 SMARCA5 2.633862 0.000230464 

chr8:18622958-18662408 hsa_circ_0002111 PSD3 9.328244 0.000285289 

chr13:33091993-33101669 hsa_circ_0000471 N4BP2L2 2.467705 0.000311864 

chr7:33185853-33217203 hsa_circ_0003162 BBS9 5.693743 0.000571026 

chr8:131164981-131193126 hsa_circ_0008934 ASAP1 3.765084 0.00062094 

chr11:85707868-85742653 hsa_circ_0023923 PICALM 7.869925 0.000703198 

chr14:99924615-99932150 hsa_circ_0000567 SETD3 8.21856 0.000749233 

chr11:34952950-35006275 hsa_circ_0021708 PDHX 14.37028 0.000876458 

chr4:153332454-153333681 hsa_circ_0001451 FBXW7 6.278002 0.00098864 

Top 10 downregulated circRNAs  

chr10:225933-295028 hsa_circ_0093332 ZMYND11 0.064996 0.136609309 

chr2:228881121-228884872 hsa_circ_0119274 SPHKAP 0.164411 0.165937463 

chr14:61278704-61346553 hsa_circ_0008215 MNAT1 0.281512 0.170198484 

chr1:240341220-240374535 hsa_circ_0017181 FMN2 0.337791 0.228835947 

chr12:78443772-78452895 hsa_circ_0002419 NAV3 0.476438 0.256798567 

chr2:210742677-210769689 hsa_circ_0118992 UNC80 0.284712 0.273939531 

chr9:37126308-37127260 hsa_circ_0138744 ZCCHC7 0.29064 0.294364778 
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chr7:16298014-16317851 hsa_circ_0079480 ISPD 0.324864 0.325312554 

chr20:34302106-34320057 hsa_circ_0115053 RBM39 0.276414 0.333686371 

chr12:1372199-1399178 hsa_circ_0097961 ERC1 0.125999 0.340743029 
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Figure legends  

Figure 1. Identification of circular RNAs in ependymoma and control samples. (a, b) Scatter plots of 

unique circRNAs that are supported by at least two sequencing reads (BSJ >2) and ranked according to 

average expression level (average RPM) in ependymomas (a) and in healthy controls (b). (c) Venn diagram 

of high abundance circRNAs (average RPM >0.2) in ependymoma (blue circle) and healthy controls (green 

circle). (d, e) Correlation between average CTL ratios and average RPM values with corresponding linear 

regression statistics and R-squared values for the high abundance circRNAs in ependymomas (d) and in 

healthy controls (e). CircRNAs with a CTL ratio >1 are expressed at higher levels than their cognate linear 

host genes. Simple linear regression test is used to determine R and P-values. BSJ: backsplicing junction, 

CTL: Circular-to-linear, RPM: Reads-per-million. 

 

Figure 2. Unsupervised hierarchical cluster analysis of circRNA expression profiles reveals two 

distinct ependymoma subgroups. The heatmap and unsupervised hierarchical cluster analysis were created 

using the high abundance circRNAs (average RPM > 0.2) in ependymoma (n=10) and control (n=3) samples. 

This analysis revealed two distinct ependymoma subgroups. Age, WHO Grade (Grade II vs Grade III), 

survival status (survivors, deceased or unknown) and gender (male vs female) of the ependymoma samples 

are indicated. Each row in the heatmap corresponds to a unique circRNA quantified using RNA-sequencing. 

Each column corresponds to a patient or control sample. Each sample is annotated below the dendrogram in 

the top.  

 

Figure 3. Key epigenetic modifier genes are differentially expressed between the two ependymoma 

subgroups. (a) Volcano plot of 167 epigenetic modifier genes showing several differentially expressed 

genes between survivors and deceased patients. One unpaired t test for each gene was used to generate the p-

values. (b) Correlation between gene expression and circRNA expression (RPM) with corresponding linear 

regression statistics and R-squared values for the six significantly upregulated genes shown in panel a. Blue 

dots: samples from survivors: red dots: samples from deceased patients; green dots: samples from healthy 

controls; purple dot: sample from a patient with an unknown survival status. RPM: Reads-per-million. 

 

Figure 4. Expression profiling of differentially expressed circRNAs in ependymoma. (a) Volcano plot of 

1167 high abundance circRNAs showing a high number of differentially expressed circRNAs between 

ependymoma (n=10) and control (n=3) samples. (b) Scatter plot of the top 1000 circRNAs identified in 

ependymoma (n=10) and control (n=3) samples. Mann Whitney U test is used for statistical calculation. (c) 

Volcano plot of 1167 high abundance circRNAs showing differentially expressed circRNAs between 

deceased patients (n=5) and survivors (n=4). (d) Scatter plot of the top 1000 circRNAs identified in samples 
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from deceased patients (n=5) and survivors (n=4). Mann Whitney U test is used for statistical calculation. 

One unpaired t test for each circRNA was used to generate the p-values. **** P-value >0.0001 

 

Figure 5. Most differentially expressed circRNAs were changed independent of their cognate linear 

host genes. (a, b) Scatter plots of fold change in CTL ratios against fold change in RPM values for 

circRNAs with corresponding linear regression statistics and R-squared values between ependymoma (n=10) 

and control (n=3) samples (a) and between deceased patients and survivors (b). CircRNAs between the 

dotted blue lines are considered changed independent of their respective host genes. CTL: Circular-to-linear, 

RPM: Reads-per-million. 

 

Figure 6. Validation of ependymoma-related circRNA expression changes using NanoString nCounter. 

The heatmap represents the normalized expression of 66 selected circRNAs in ependymomas (blue, n=19), 

pilocytic astrocytomas (red, n=5), medulloblastomas (purple, n=3) and healthy control samples (green, n=9). 

Each row in the heatmap corresponds to a unique circRNA and each column corresponds to a patient- or 

control sample. Each sample is annotated below the dendrogram in the top.  

 

Figure 7. Expression profiling of differentially expressed circRNAs in the NanoString nCounter data. 

(a) Volcano plot of 66 selected circRNAs showing a high proportion of differentially expressed circRNAs 

between ependymomas and controls. One unpaired t test for each circRNA was used to generate the p-

values. (b) Column scatter plots of the expression levels of circRMST and a circRNA derived from LRBA 

gene. EPN: ependymomas (n=19), PA: pilocytic astrocytomas (n=5), MB: medulloblastomas (n=3); Control: 

healthy control samples (n=9). Mann Whitney U test is used for statistical calculations. *** P < 0.001. 
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Supplementary Figure legends  

Supplementary Figure 1. Identification of unique circRNAs supported by at least two sequencing 

reads (BSJ >2) in ependymoma and control samples. (a-c) Scatter plots of the top 100 circRNAs (a), the 

top 5000 circRNAs (b) and all unique circRNAs (c) in ependymoma (n=10) and healthy control (n=3) 

samples. BSJ: backsplicing junction; RPM: reads-per-million. Mann Whitney U test was used for statistical 

calculations. **** P < 0.0001 

 

Supplementary Figure 2. Expression profiling of backsplicing promoting and inhibiting genes in 

ependymoma samples. (a) Column scatter plot of expression profiling of backsplicing promoting genes 

(QKI, FUS and DHX9) and inhibiting genes (ADAR and ILF3) from deceased (red dots, n=5) patients, 

survivors (blue dots, n=4), and healthy control (green dots, n=3) samples. Mann Whitney U test was used for 

statistical calculations. (b) Correlation between expression of candidate backsplicing modifier genes and 

circRNA expression (RPM) with corresponding linear regression statistics and R-squared values. Blue dots: 

samples from survivors; red dots: samples from deceased patients; green dots: samples from healthy 

controls; purple dot: sample from a patient with an unknown survival status. ** P < 0.01, * P < 0.05. 

 

Supplementary Figure 3. Expression profiling of pre-mRNA splicing genes in ependymoma samples. 

Scatter plot of the genes associated with pre-mRNA splicing events from deceased (n=5) patients, survivors 

(n=4), and healthy control (n=3) samples. Mann Whitney U test is used for statistical calculations. 

 

Supplementary Figure 4. Expression profiling of deregulated pre-mRNA splicing genes in 

ependymoma samples. (a) Volcano plot of deregulated genes involved in pre-mRNA splicing events 

between deceased (n=5) patients and survivors (n=4). One unpaired t test is used to generate the plot. (b) 

Correlation between expression of candidate pre-mRNA splicing genes and circRNA expression (RPM) with 

corresponding linear regression statistics and R-squared values. Blue dots: samples from survivors; red dots: 

samples from deceased patients; green dots: samples from healthy controls; purple dot: sample from a patient 

with an unknown survival status. ** P < 0.01, * P < 0.05. 

 

Supplementary Figure 5. Average circRNA expressions of brain tumor entities and healthy control 

samples from the NanoString nCounter data. Column scatter plot of average circRNA expression in 

ependymomas (n=19), pilocytic astrocytomas (n=5), medulloblastomas (n=3) and healthy control samples 

(n=9). Mann Whitney U test was used for statistical calculations. **** P < 0.0001. 
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Supplementary Figure 6. The correlation between results from the RNA-seq and the NanoString 

nCounter analyses. Correlation between log2 fold change values between ependymoma samples and control 

samples in two independent cohorts using two different methods. Fc: fold change. 

 

 

Supplementary Figure 7. Principal component analysis (PCA) of the samples used in NanoString 

nCounter analysis. PCA plot demonstrating the similarity between samples from ependymoma (n=19), 

pilocytic astrocytomas (n=5), medulloblastomas (n=3) and healthy control samples (n=9). Red dots: samples 

from healthy controls; green dots: samples from ependymoma patients; blue dots: samples from 

medulloblastoma patients; purple dots: samples from pilocytic astrocytoma patients. 
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Supplementary Table legends  

Supplementary Table 1. The list and the expression of the circRNAs selected for the NanoString nCounter 

analysis. The expression of the circRNAs was obtained from the NanoString nCounter data of ependymoma 

samples (n=19), pilocytic astrocytoma (n=5), medulloblastoma (n=3) and healthy control (n=3) samples. 

 

Supplementary Table 2. The list of the unique circRNAs samples, supported by at least two sequencing 

reads (BSJ >2), are displayed from RNA-seq analyses of ependymoma (n=10) and control (n=3). BSJ: 

backsplicing junction. 

 

Supplementary Table 3. The list of 1167 high abundance circRNAs quantified by RNA-sequencing of 

ependymoma (n=10) and control (n=3) samples. RPM: read-per-million. 

 

Supplementary Table 4. The list and the expression of the backsplicing promoting (QKI, FUS and DHX9) 

and inhibiting (ADAR and ILF3) genes between ependymoma (n=10) and healthy control samples (n=3). 

Sample number 1, 5, 8, 9 and 10 are from deceased patients; sample number 2, 3, 6 and 7 are from survivors; 

sample number 11, 12 and 13 are from healthy control patients; sample number 4 is from a patient with an 

unknown survival status.  

 

Supplementary Table 5. The list and the expression of the genes involved in pre-mRNA processing 

machinery between ependymoma samples (n=10) and healthy control samples (n=3). Sample number 1, 5, 8, 

9 and 10 are from deceased patients; sample number 2, 3, 6 and 7 are from deceased patients; sample number 

11, 12 and 13 are from healthy control patients; sample number 4 is from a patient with an unknown survival 

status. 

 

Supplementary Table 6. The list and the foldchanges of the genes involved in the pre-mRNA processing 

machinery between ependymoma samples (n=10) and healthy control samples (n=3). One unpaired t test is 

used to calculate the p-values. Correction for multiple testing was performed to calculate adjacent p-values 

using the Holm-Sidak method. 

 

Supplementary Table 7. The list and the expression of the genes involved in the epigenetic modification 

between ependymoma samples (n=10) and healthy control samples (n=3) and are demonstrated for each 

sample. Sample number 1, 5, 8, 9 and 10 are from deceased patients; sample number 2, 3, 6 and 7 are from 

deceased patients; sample number 11, 12 and 13 are from healthy control patients; sample number 4 is from 

a patient with an unknown survival status. 
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Supplementary Table 8. The list and the fold change of the genes involved in the epigenetic modification 

between ependymoma samples (n=10) and healthy control samples (n=3). One unpaired t test is used to 

calculate the p-values. Correction for multiple testing was performed to calculate adjacent p-values using the 

Holm-Sidak method. 

 

Supplementary Table 9. The list of the differentially expressed circRNAs between ependymoma samples 

(n=10) and healthy control samples (n=3). One unpaired t test is used to calculate the p-values. Correction 

for multiple testing was performed to calculate adjacent p-values using the Holm-Sidak method. RPM: read-

per-million; CTL: circular-to-linear. 

 

Supplementary Table 10. The list of the differentially expressed circRNAs between deceased patients (n=5) 

and survivors (n=4). One unpaired t test is used to calculate the p-values. Correction for multiple testing was 

performed to calculate adjacent p-values using the Holm-Sidak method. RPM: read-per-million; CTL: 

circular-to-linear. 

 

Supplementary Table 11. Expression levels of 66 circRNAs in ependymoma samples (n=19), pilocytic 

astrocytoma (n=5), medulloblastoma (n=3) and healthy control (n=3) samples analyzed by the NanoString 

nCounter. One unpaired t test is used to calculate the p-values. Correction for multiple testing was performed 

to calculate adjacent p-values using the Holm-Sidak method. RPM: read-per-million; CTL: circular-to-linear; 

FC: fold change; Epn: ependymoma; PA: pilocytic astrocytoma; MB: medulloblastoma; Control: samples 

from healthy patients.  
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