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Abstract

Background: Olfactory receptors (ORs) are G protein-coupled receptors that are aberrantly
expressed in various cancers, including clear cell renal cell carcinoma (KIRC). However, the roles of
ORsin KIRC are unknown. This study aimed to comprehensively analyze the expression profiles of
OR genesin KIRC and evauate their potential as diagnostic and prognostic biomarkers.

Methods: We analyzed RNA-seq data from The Cancer Genome Atlas KIRC dataset, which contains
72 norma and 530 tumor samples. We selected OR genes with median transcripts per million (TPM)
values of 1 or higher in at least one group (normal or tumor). Differential expression analysis was
performed using the Student's t-test or Wilcoxon rank-sum test. The diagnostic potential of OR genes
was evaluated using receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve analysis. Kaplan-Meier analysis
was employed to assess the association between OR gene expression and patient survival. Sex-based
differencesin OR gene expression were also examined.

Resaults: We identified 11 OR genes with significant changes in KIRC expresson. Among them,
OR2A4, OR51EL, and OR7E14P showed high diagnostic performance, with AUC values of 0.951,
0.924, and 0.910, respectively. Combining these three genes improved the AUC to 0.972. High
OR2A20P expression was significantly associated with poorer prognosis, whereas high OR7E7P
expresson was associated with better prognosis. We aso found sex-based differences in the
expresson of OR2A7, OR2I1P, and OR7E14P, with females exhibiting significantly higher
expresson.

Conclusions. Our findings suggest that ORs, especidly OR2A4, OR51E1, and OR7E14P, could
serve as potential diagnostic markers for KIRC. OR2A20P and OR7E7P may represent promising
prognostic markers. The observed sex-based differences in OR gene expression highlight the need
for personalized treatment of KIRC. Further studies are warranted to validate these findings and
elucidate the functional roles of ORsin the pathogenesis of KIRC.

Keywords. Olfactory receptors, kidney cancer, clear cell rena cell carcinoma, KIRC, TCGA,
biomarker, diagnosis, prognosis, sex differences
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Introduction

Kidney cancer is a cancer with high morbidity and mortality rates worldwide [1]. In 2020,
approximately 430,000 new cases were diagnosed worldwide, and approximately 180,000 people
died of the disease [2]. Recent data from China and the United States also indicate a significant
burden, with over 77,000 new cases and 46,000 deaths estimated in China and over 71,000 new
cases and 15,000 deaths in the United States in 2022 [3]. Rena cell carcinoma (RCC) is the most
common histological type, accounting for approximately 90% of kidney cancer cases [4].
Furthermore, clear cell RCC (ccRCC, commonly abbreviated as KIRC) accounts for approximately
70-80% of all RCC cases and is the most common histological type [5, 6]. KIRC is characterized by
heterogeneous histology and diverse genetic alterations, including mutations in VHL, PBRM1, and
SETD2 genes [7, 8]. The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) Research Network comprehensively
characterized the molecular features of ccRCC, providing a valuable resource for understanding the
disease [9]. In this study, we focused on KIRC. Smoking, obesity, hypertension, and genetic factors
have been reported as factors that cause KIRC [10]. The 5-year survival rate of KIRC is relatively
good for early-stage localized cancer, but it remains low for advanced and metastatic cancer. The 5-
year survival rate for stage | is about 80-90%, whereas that for stage IV it drops to about 10-20%
[11]. In recent years, with the advancement of treatments, such as molecular targeted drugs and
immune checkpoint inhibitors, the prognosis of advanced KIRC has improved [12, 13], but
challenges, such as difficulty in early detection, metastasis, recurrence, and drug resistance, remain.
Therefore, it is an important clinical challenge to better understand the biological characteristics of
kidney cancer and identify highly sensitive and accurate diagnostic markers, prognostic predictive
markers, new biomarkersthat contribute to personalized medicine, and new therapeutic targets.
Olfactory receptors (ORs) are membrane proteins that belong to the G protein-coupled receptor
(GPCR) superfamily. There are approximately 400 functional OR genes and approximately 450
pseudogenes in humans [14, 15]. Pseudogenes are genes that arise during evolution through gene
duplication but have lost their function because of the accumulation of mutations and are believed to
not code for proteins [16]. The OR is mainly responsble for the reception of odorants in the
olfactory epithelium, but recent studies have revealed that the OR is expressed in various tissues
other than olfactory tissues. Furthermore, ORs in non-olfactory tissues are involved in various
cellular responses, such as cell proliferation, apoptosis, and migration [17-19].

In recent years, abnormal expression of OR genes has been reported in many types of cancer,
suggesting their involvement in tumor development, progression, metastasis, and drug sensitivity. It
has also been reported that OR expression is associated with prognosis in some carcinomas, and
attention has been focused on the possibility that ORs can be diagnostic and prognostic markers.

However, few studies have investigated the role of ORs in kidney cancer, and their expression
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profiles and clinical significance are largely unknown.

In this study, we comprehensively analyzed the expression of OR genes in kidney cancer using the
KIRC dataset of The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA), a large-scale cancer genome dataset. We
hypothesized that specific OR genes are specifically expressed in kidney cancer and that they are
useful as diagnostic, prognostic, and therapeutic markers. To test this hypothesis, we compared the
expression of OR genesin normal and tumor tissues and identified OR genes whose expression was
sgnificantly altered in tumor tissues. We then used receiver operating characterisic (ROC) analysis
to evaluate the ability to discriminate between tumor and normal tissues and further used Kaplan-
Meier analysisto examine the association between OR gene expression and patient survival. We aso
investigated gender differences in OR gene expression in tumor tissues. This study aimed to
elucidate the role of OR genes in kidney cancer, which may contribute to the early detection,

prognosis prediction, and personalized medicine of kidney cancer.

Methods

Data Source and Patient Cohort

Gene expression data and clinical information were obtained from The Cancer Genome Atlas
(TCGA) Kidney Renal Clear Cell Carcinoma (KIRC) dataset (data release 41.0 - August 28, 2023).
The dataset included 72 normal and 543 tumor samples. Tumor samples with duplicated RNA-seq
data from the same patient were resolved by selecting the sample with the highest overall expression
value. Samples without stage information were excluded from the analysis. The final tumor cohort
consisted of 527 samples, with the following stage distribution: Stage | (n=265), Stage Il (n=56),
Stage 111 (n=123), and Stage IV (n=83).

Preprocessng Gene Expression Data

RNA-seq data were quantified as transcripts per million (TPM) from TCGA. We transformed raw
TPM values to log2(TPM+1) to reduce skewness in the RNA-seq data. For each sample, we plotted
a box plot of the log2-transformed expression vaues for all genes. Genes with TPM < 1 in all
samples were excluded to eliminate noise. We specifically focused on olfactory receptor (OR) genes,
including those annotated as pseudogenes. To select OR genes with potentially relevant expression,
we calculated the median TPM value for each OR gene in normal samples and each tumor stage
(Stage I, 11, 111, and IV). Only OR genes with a median TPM value of 1 or higher in at least one of

the five groups were included in subsequent analyses.

Differential Expression Analysis
Differential expression analysis between normal and tumor samples was performed using the Mann—
Whitney U test. The Benjamini-Hochberg method was used to control the false discovery rate (FDR)
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and correct for multiple hypothesis testing.

Recelver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curveanalysis
To evaluate the diagnostic potential of OR genes, we performed receiver operating characteristic
(ROC) curve analysis. The area under the receiver operating characteristic curve (AUC) was

calculated for each OR gene to assess its ability to discriminate between tumor and normal samples.

Survival Analysis

Overal survival time was defined as the time from initial diagnosis to death (days to_death) for
deceased patients and to the last follow-up (days to_last_follow_up) for aive patients. Patients with
asurvival time of 29 days were excluded from the survival analysis to ensure sufficient observation
time for all included cases. Patients who remained alive were censored as aive. To assess the
prognostic value of OR genes, we performed Kaplan-Meier survival analysis. Tumor samples were
divided into high and low expression groups based on the median log2(TPM+1) value of each OR
gene in the tumor group. Samples with expressions equal to the median were assigned to the high-
expression group. Survival curves were generated using the Kaplan-Meier method, and the log-rank

test was used to compare survival distributions between high and low expression groups.

Sex-Based Expression Analysis
To invegtigate potential sex-specific differences in OR gene expression, we compared expresson
levels between male (n=340) and female (n=187) patients within the tumor cohort using the two-

sample t-test.

Statigtical Analysis
All statistical analyses were performed using JMP Pro 17 (SAS Ingtitute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) and
GraphPad Prism 10 (GraphPad Software, San Diego, CA, USA). IMP Pro 17 was used for the box
plots. For the t-tests and ANOVA, GraphPad Prism 10 was used. ROC analysis and Kaplan-Meier
survival analysis were conducted using JMP Pro 17. Statistical significance was defined as a two-
sded P-value < 0.05.

Results

Altered Expression of Olfactory Receptor Genesin Renal Cell Carcinoma

To investigate the expression profiles of olfactory receptor (OR) genes in kidney cancer, we
analyzed RNA-seq data from 72 normal kidney tissue samples and 527 kidney rena clear cell
carcinoma (KIRC) tumor samples from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) KIRC dataset. We
focused on OR genes that showed a median transcripts per million (TPM) value of 1 or higher in
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either the normal group or any of the tumor stage groups (Stage I, 11, I1I, or 1V), or both. This
resulted in the identification of 11 OR genes (OR2A1-AS1, OR2A4, OR2A7, OR2A20P, OR2I1P,
OR2T10, OR51E1, OR51E2, OR7E7P, OR7E14P, and OR7EATP).

First, to assess the overall trend of OR gene expression among the normal and different tumor stage
groups, we summed the log2(TPM+1) values of the 11 OR genes for each sample and generated box
plots for visualization (Figure 1). No datistically significant difference was observed in the sum of
OR gene expression between the normal group and any of the tumor stage groups (Stage I-1V)
(Figure 1). However, it is important to note that this summed expression includes genes with large
differences in expresson between the normal and tumor groups, and therefore, it requires careful
interpretation.

Next, we compared the median expression patterns of the 11 OR genes between the normal group
and each stage (Stage | to 1V) of the tumor group, as shown in Figure 2. The heatmap displays the
median log2(TPM+1) expression levels of each gene, with samples categorized into the normal
group and tumor stages I-1V, and genes represented by the 11 selected OR genes. The heatmap
reveals two distinct expression patterns. One group of OR genes (OR2A4, OR51E1, OR51E2,
ORT7EA47P, OR2I1P, and OR7E7P) generdly showed relatively higher median expression in the
tumor groups compared with the normal group, although OR7E47P exhibited a slight decrease in
expression in Stage IV. Another group of OR genes (OR2A1-AS1, OR2A20P, OR2A7, OR7E14PR,
and OR2T10) tended to exhibit lower median expression in the tumor groups than in the normal
group.

Furthermore, individual comparison of the expression levels of the 11 OR genes between the normal
and tumor groups revealed that 10 OR genes showed significant changes in expression in the tumor
group (p < 0.05, Figure 3). Specifically, six genes (OR2A4, OR51E1, OR51E2, OR7E47P, OR7E7P,
and OR2I1P) were significantly upregulated in the tumor group, whereas four genes (OR2A1-AS1,
OR2A7, OR7E14P, and OR2A20P) were significantly downregulated (Figure 3).

When comparing OR gene expression across different tumor stages, significant differences were
observed in only one gene (OR7E47P) (Figure 4). However, this gene did not show a clear stage-

dependent pattern, with expression levels consistently increasing or decreasing with the advancing

Stage.

Potential of OR GenesasDiagnostic Markers

To evaluate the potential of OR genes as diagnostic markers for kidney cancer, we performed ROC
curve analysis. First, we generated ROC curves for individual genes and assessed their ability to
discriminate between norma and tumor samples. We found that OR2A4, OR51E1, and OR7E14P
exhibited high AUC values even when considered alone (AUC = 0.951, 0.924, and 0.910,
respectively, Figure 5). Furthermore, when these three genes were combined, the AUC reached 0.972,
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indicating excellent discriminatory ability (Figure 5). These results suggest that OR2A4, OR51E1,
and OR7E14P are useful diagnostic markers for kidney cancer.

Association between OR Gene Expression and Patient Prognosis

To investigate whether OR gene expression is associated with the prognosis of patients with kidney
cancer, we performed Kaplan-Meier analysis. Tumor samples were divided into high and low
expresson groups based on the median expression level of each OR gene. We found that high
OR2A20P expression and low OR7E7P expression were significantly associated with poorer
prognosis (Log-rank test, p = 0.0419 and p = 0.0155, respectively, Figure 6). Additiondly, the
Kaplan-Meier analysis suggested that high OR2A7 expression tended to be associated with poorer
prognosis (p = 0.0710) (Figure 6).

Sex-Based Differencesin OR Gene Expression in Tumors

We examined whether there were sex-based differences in the expresson of OR genes. We found
significant differences in the expression of three genes (OR2A7, OR2I1P, and OR7E14P) between
male and female patients (Figure 7). Specifically, these three genes were all significantly more

strongly expressed in female patients.

Discussion

In this study, we comprehensively analyzed the expression and clinical significance of olfactory
receptor (OR) genes in clear cell renal cell carcinoma (KIRC) using the TCGA KIRC dataset.
Previous studies have reported the involvement of various ORs in cancer development and
progression [20]. For example, Sanz et a. demonstrated that OR1A2 activation promotes cancer cell
invasiveness and metastasis [20]. Our results revealed that the expression of multiple OR genes was
dgnificantly altered in KIRC. Notably, OR2A4, OR51E1, and OR7E14P emerged as potential
diagnostic markers, whereas OR2A20P and OR7E7P showed promise as prognostic markers.
Furthermore, we identified sex-based differences in the expresson of OR2A7, OR2I1P, and
ORT7E14P, suggesting their potential in personalized medicine.

Comparing the normal and tumor groups, we found that 10 OR genes exhibited sgnificant
expression changes. Specifically, six genes (OR2A4, OR51EL, OR51E2, OR7E47P, OR7E7P, and
OR211P) were upregulated in the tumor group and four genes (OR2A1-AS1, OR2A7, OR7E14P, and
OR2A20P) were downregulated. In KIRC, clear cell RCC (ccRCC) isthe most common histological
subtype of renal cell carcinoma (RCC), and the TCGA KIRC dataset analyzed in this study mainly
consisted of ccRCC cases. These genes may be involved in the development and progression of
KIRC, particularly ccRCC. Specifically, OR genes upregulated in the tumor group may promote

tumor cell proliferation and survival, whereas those downregulated may act as tumor suppressors.
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These genes could be important molecular targets for understanding the pathogenesis of KIRC.
Further functiona analyses of these genes using in vitro and in vivo experimenta systems are
expected to shed light on the mechanisms of KIRC development and progression.

ROC analysis revealed that OR2A4, OR51E1, and OR7E14P exhibited high AUC values (0.951,
0.924, and 0.910, respectively) even when considered aone, indicating excellent diagnostic
performance. Moreover, combining these three genes resulted in an AUC of 0.972, demonstrating
extremely high accuracy in discriminating KIRC from normal tissues. These findings strongly
suggest that OR2A4, OR51E1, and OR7E14P are useful diagnostic markers for KIRC. In particular,
the combination of these three genes improved diagnostic performance compared with that of
individual markers, raising expectations for clinical application. The combination of these genes may
enable highly accurate detection of KIRC, and future studies should focus on developing diagnostic
kits using these genes and constructing diagnostic systems in combination with other markers.
Liquid biopsy approaches, such as the detection of circulating tumor cells or cell-free DNA in blood,
can aso be employed to detect these OR genesin aminimally invasive manner [21].

The analysis according to tumor stage (Stage) showed significant differences in the expression of
OR2I1P, OR51E1, and OR7E14P, but no clear stage-dependent expression changes were observed.
In other words, these genes did not exhibit a gradual increase or decrease in expression from Stage |
to Stage IV. This suggests that many of the OR genes identified in this study may undergo
expresson changes from the early stages of tumorigeness, potentially contributing to tumor
initiation and progression. However, due to the limited sample size, further validation using a larger
dataset is necessary.

Here, we outline the findings reported in previous studies on the OR genes that were particularly
present in this study. OR51EL is highly expressed in prostate cancer cells and promotes cell
proliferation and resistance to apoptosis [22]. Furthermore, OR51E1 has been reported to be
upregulated in other cancers, such as lung cancer [23], colon cancer [24], bladder cancer [23], and
gastric cancer [25], suggesting its involvement in the malignancy of multiple cancers. In this study,
the high expression of OR51E1 in the KIRC group suggests that this gene may also be involved in
the development and progression of kidney cancer, which is consistent with the findings in prostate
cancer and other cancers. The activation of OR51E1 promotes cancer cell proliferation and
metastasis through the PI3K/Akt signaling pathway [24]. Concerning OR2A4, its expression is
regulated via the androgen receptor in prostate cancer cells and isinvolved in cell proliferation [17].
In KIRC, OR2A4 may also promote the proliferation of tumor cells, and further studies, including a
relationship with androgen receptor signaling, are anticipated. OR2A7 is expressed in an androgen-
dependent manner in prostate cancer cells and is involved in cell proliferation [17]. In this study,
OR2A7 was underexpressed in the KIRC tumor group but was expressed more in men than in

women, suggesting a link with androgen signaling. Meanwhile, OR7E7P was reported to act as a
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growth inhibitor in breast cancer cells[26]. In KIRC, OR7E7P may have asimilar tumor-suppressve
function, and future functional analyses are warranted. Although the functional role of OR7E14P in
cancer has not been extensively reported, its expression is reportedly regulated by the estrogen
receptor in breast cancer cells [26]. In this study, OR7E14P was underexpressed in the KIRC tumor
group and overexpressed in women, suggesting a link with estrogen signaling. Further research is
needed to clarify the function and expression control mechanisms of OR7E14P, including in
gynecological cancers other than breast cancer. OR2A20P and OR2I1P have been reported to exhibit
altered expression in various cancers [27], but their roles in KIRC have not been reported. In this
study, high OR2A20P expression was associated with poor prognosis in patients with KIRC, and
OR2I1P was overexpressed in women. Although these genes have not been invegtigated in previous
cancer research, the results of this study suggest that they may play an important role in the
diagnosis, prognosis, and sex-specific personalized medicine of KIRC.

Among the OR genes that showed high expression in the KIRC tumor group in this study, OR51E1
and OR51E2 have been reported to be upregulated in other cancers, such as prostate cancer [22],
lung cancer [23], colon cancer [24], bladder cancer [23], and gastric cancer [25]. These results
suggest that OR51E1 and OR51E2 are commonly involved in the malignancy of multiple cancers.
On the other hand, among the OR genes that showed low expression in the KIRC tumor group
(OR2A1-AS1, OR2A7, OR7E14P, and OR2A20P), downregulation of OR2A1-AS1, OR2A7, and
ORT7E14P has not been reported in other cancers. Further studies are required to clarify whether the
downregulation of these genesis a KIRC-specific phenomenon or atrend common to other cancers.
Kaplan-Meier analysis revealed that high OR2A20P expression was significantly associated with
poor prognosis, whereas high OR7E7P expression was significantly associated with good prognosis.
Furthermore, high OR2A7 expression tended to be associated with poor prognosis (p=0.0710).
These results suggest that OR2A20P, OR7E7P, and OR2A7 are useful prognostic markers in patients
with KIRC. In particular, OR2A20P may be involved in tumor progression, and OR7E7P may have
tumor-suppressive functions. Thus, examining the expression levels of these genes may provide
information useful for predicting patient prognosis and determining treatment strategies. By
combining the expression levels of these genes with clinicopathologica factors, such as tumor stage
and grade, more accurate prognostic predictions can be obtained. The identification of prognostic
biomarkersis crucial for risk stratification and treatment selection in patients with KIRC [28].
Interestingly, we observed sex-based differences in the expression of OR genes in the tumor group.
Specifically, OR2A7, OR2I1P, and OR7E14P were al significantly more strongly expressed in
females. This result suggests that sex-related factors, such as sex hormones, are involved in the
development and progression of KIRC. It is also possible that male-female biological differences
affect the regulation of OR gene expression. Previous studies have reported an association between

the expression of sex hormone receptors and OR genes in breast cancer [26], and a similar
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association may exist in KIRC. OR gene expresson analysis may be useful for developing
personalized medicine that considers sex differences. In particular, the development of therapeutic
methods targeting the expression of these genes in female patients with KIRC is anticipated. Sex-
based differences in cancer incidence, prognosis, and treatment response have been increasingly
recognized, highlighting the need for sex-specific approachesin cancer management [29].

The limitations of this study include its retrospective nature based on TCGA data, biasin sample size
(especialy the small number of normal samples), and unknown functional roles of the OR genes.
The small number of norma samples may have affected the interpretation of the results. Future
studies should include analyses using a larger number of normal samples and prospective validation.
Furthermore, although this study analyzed the association between OR gene expression and clinical
information, the functional roles of OR genes require further investigation. For example, it is
necessary to elucidate the signaling pathways through which ORs exert their effects on cancer cells.
Recent studies have shown that ORS can activate various intracellular signaling cascades, including
the CAMP/PKA and MAPK pathways [18, 19]. It is also important to investigate the mechanisms
that regulate OR gene expression in cancer cells. Epigenetic modifications, such as DNA
methylation and histone modification, play crucial roles in the regulation of gene expression in
cancer [30].

Future prospects include validation of the results in independent large-scale cohorts, evaluation of
clinical usefulness in prospective studies, functional analysis through in vitro and in vivo
experiments, elucidation of the regulatory mechanisms of OR gene expression, and development of
new therapies targeting ORs. The use of advanced gene editing technologies, such as CRISPR-Cas9,
may facilitate the functional characterization of ORs in KIRC [31]. In particular, it is important to
clarify the role of OR genes in the development and progression of KIRC through functional
analysis in cellular and animal models. Further analysis of epigenetic control mechanisms, such as
the methylation of the promoter regions of OR genes and transcription factors that regulate the
expresson of OR genes, is adso an important research area in the future. In addition, the
development of novel therapeutic strategies targeting ORs, such as small-molecule inhibitors and
antibody-based therapies, is anticipated. ORs belong to the GPCR superfamily and are therefore
considered promising drug targets [32]. Future studies should also consider using established cell
lines, such as those described by Kato et a., to further investigate the functional roles of ORs in
KIRC [33].

In conclusion, this study elucidated the expression profiles of OR genesin KIRC and demonstrated
their potential as diagnostic, prognostic, and therapeutic markers. In particular, OR2A4, OR51EL,
and OR7E14P are promising diagnostic markers, and OR2A20P and OR7E7P are promising
prognostic markers. Their clinical application is anticipated in the future. In addition, the existence

of sex differences in the expression of OR genes is an important finding for the realization of
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personalized medicine. The results of this study are expected to contribute to the early detection of
KIRC, prediction of prognosis, and realization of personalized medicine, as well as the identification

of new therapeutic targets.
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Figure Legends

Figure 1. Box plot of the total log2(TPM+1) expression per sample (summed across 11 OR
genes) in the normal group and each tumor stage group (Stagel, I, 111, and 1V).

The boxes represent the interquartile range (IQR), the horizontal lines within the boxes denote the
median, and the whiskers extend to 1.5 x IQR. Dots beyond whiskers indicate statistical outliers. No
significant difference was found between the normal group and any stage group using one-way
ANOVA.

Figure 2. Heatmap showing the median log2(TPM +1) expression levels of 11 selected OR genes
in normal kidney and KIRC samples (stages|-1V).

This heatmap displays the median log2(TPM+1) expression levels of the 11 selected olfactory
receptor (OR) genes across normal kidney (Normal) and KIRC samples (Stage | to Stage 1V). Each
row correspondsto a specific OR gene, with colors ranging from green (relatively low expression) to
red (relatively high expression), indicating the median expression level across the designated groups.

Hierarchical clustering was applied to identify expression pattern similarities among genes.

Figure 3. Comparison of OR gene expression between the normal and tumor groups.
Box plots showing the expression levels of 11 OR genes in normal (n=72) and tumor (N=530)
samples. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001 (Mann-Whitney U test).

Figure 4. Comparison of OR gene expresson among different tumor stages.

Violin plots showing the expression of OR genes across different tumor stages (I-1V). A significant
difference among the stages was found in only one gene (OR7E47P) using the Kruskal-Wallis test
(*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001).

Figure 5. Receiver operating characteristic curve analysis of OR genes for the diagnosis of
kidney cancer.
ROC curves of OR2A4, OR51E1, and OR7E14P for discriminating between normal and tumor

samples. The AUC values are shown.
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Figure 6. Kaplan-Meier survival analysis of kidney cancer patients according to OR gene
expression.

Kaplan-Meier curves for patients with high and low expression of OR2A20P, OR7E7P, OR2A7,
OR2A1-ASl, OR2A4, OR2I1P, OR2T10, OR7E14P, OR7EA47P, OR51E2, OR51E1. P-values were
calculated using log-rank test.

Figure 7. Sex-based differencesin OR gene expression in thetumor group.
Box plots showing the expresson levels of OR2A7, OR2I1P, and OR7E14P in mae (n=340) and
female (n=187) tumor samples. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 (Mann-Whitney U test).
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