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Abstract 

Prostate cancer (PCa) is currently the most commonly diagnosed cancer and second 

leading cause of cancer-related death in men in the United States. The development of 

metastases is associated with a poor prognosis in PCa patients. Since current clinicopathological 

classification schemes are unable to accurately prognosticate the risk of metastasis for those 

diagnosed with localized PCa, there is a pressing need for precise and easily attainable 

biomarkers of metastatic risk in these patients. Primary tumor samples from 1239 individuals with 

PCa were divided into development (n=1000) and validation (n=239) cohorts. In the development 

cohort, we utilized a meta-analysis workflow on retrospective primary tumor gene expression 

profiles to identify a subset of genes predictive of metastasis. For each gene, we computed 

Hedges’ g effect size and combined their p-values using Fisher’s combined probability test. We 

then adjusted for multiple hypothesis testing using the Benjamini-Hochberg method. Our 

developed gene signature, termed Meta-Score, achieved a robust performance at predicting 

metastasis from primary tumor gene expression profiles, with an AUC of 0.72 in the validation 

cohort. In addition to its robust predictive power, Meta-Score also demonstrated a significant 

prognostic utility in two independent cohorts. Specifically, patients with a higher risk-score had a 

significantly worse metastasis-free survival and progression-free survival compared to those with 

lower score. Multivariate cox proportional hazards model showed that Meta-Score is significantly 

associated with worse survival even after adjusting for Gleason score. Our findings suggest that 

our primary tumor transcriptional signature, Meta-Score, could be a valuable tool to assess the 

risk of metastasis in PCa patients with localized disease, pending validation in large prospective 

studies. 
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Author Summary 

Metastasis is the leading cause of death in patients diagnosed with prostate cancer (PCa), 

underscoring the need for reliable prediction tools to forecast the risk of metastasis at an early 

stage. Here, we utilize the gene expression profiles of 1,000 unique primary tumors from patients 

with localized PCa to develop a gene signature capable of predicting metastasis. Our signature, 

termed Meta-Score, comprises forty-five genes that can accurately distinguish primary tumor with 

high propensity for metastasis across different patient cohorts. Notably, Meta-Score maintained 

its robust predictive performance in an internal validation cohort of comprising primary tumor 

samples from 239 patients. In addition to its robust predictive performance, Meta-Score 

demonstrates a significant association with survival, independent of Gleason score in two 

independent patient cohorts, underscoring its prognostic utility. Taken together, Meta-Score is a 

robust risk-stratification tool that can be leveraged to identify patients at high-risk of metastasis 

and unfavorable survival using their primary tumor gene expression profiles.  
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Introduction 

Prostate cancer (PCa) is the most frequent non-cutaneous cancer and accounts for 

approximately 35,000 deaths every year in adult men in the United States (1). Localized PCa 

generally exhibits an indolent disease course, whereas de-novo metastatic PCa is associated 

with significant reductions in both overall survival and health-related quality of life, particularly 

after development of resistance to androgen deprivation therapy-based combinations (2). 

Currently, clinical and pathological variables such as serum prostate-specific antigen 

(PSA) levels, PSA doubling time, TNM stage, and Gleason score, as well as genomic models, 

are routinely used to stratify localized PCa patients by their risk of metastatic disease and are 

used to decide their treatment (2,3). However, these classifications often fail to predict occurrence 

of metastatic disease as they do not fully capture PCa complexity and heterogeneity. Indeed, 

even apparently indolent tumors have metastatic potential while not all high-risk tumors develop 

metastases, resulting in a significant risk of under- or over-treatment, respectively, thus making 

the clinical management of PCa challenging. Therefore, there is an unmet clinical need for 

accurate and robust biomarkers of metastatic disease risk for patients with localized PCa (4). 

To improve our understanding of the intricate mechanisms underlying the development of 

metastatic disease, ongoing research is exploring the genetic composition of PCa. PCa exhibits 

heterogeneous genetic profiles, characterized by the accumulation of somatic mutations, copy 

number alterations (CNAs), and chromosomal rearrangements. Common somatic alterations in 

PCa include AR, TP53, EGFR, PTEN, RB1, and homologous recombination repair genes, 

especially BRCA1 and BRCA2 (5–8). Despite the advances in understanding the genetic 

aberrations within PCa tumors, these factors alone are insufficient to fully predict the risk of 

metastasis of PCa. RNA sequencing (RNA-seq) provides a comprehensive evaluation of the 

transcriptional programs of PCa and its microenvironment (9,10). Over recent years, several 

studies have explored PCa gene expression profiling as a potential source of gene signatures 
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associated with PCa outcomes (11–17). However, these studies are often characterized by a 

limited sample size, statistical power, and a short clinical follow-up, preventing the design of 

prospective trials necessary for the effective integration of transcriptomic gene signatures in the 

current clinical management of PCa. 

Building on these results, our study aimed to develop and validate a robust transcriptomic 

gene signature for predicting PCa metastasis using primary tumor samples from patients with 

localized disease. To achieve this, we used retrospective primary tumor transcriptomic profiles of 

patients with localized PCa to develop a robust gene signature, Meta-Score, which was 

subsequently validated in a large internal patient cohort. This signature demonstrates high 

accuracy in predicting PCa metastasis and is significantly associated with metastasis-free 

survival (MFS) and progression-free survival (PFS) in two independent cohorts of patients with 

localized PCa. Overall, our results underscore the potential of transcriptomic gene signatures in 

enhancing the clinical management of localized and advanced PCa and pave the way for its 

evaluation in prospective clinical trials. 

 

Results  

Patient Characteristics  

To develop the gene signature, we utilized the gene expression profiles of six different 

transcriptomics datasets, referred to as the development cohort, which comprises 1,000 primary 

tumor samples from PCa patients. Of these patients, 328 developed metastatic disease while 

672 did not. To validate the predictive and prognostic performance of the gene signature, we 

used a large internal cohort (Nat. History), comprising 239 patients, of which 93 developed 

metastatic disease while 146 did not, with a median OS of 96 months and a median MFS of 84 

months. Additionally, we examined the signature’s prognostic power in the TCGA PRAD cohort 
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comprising 493 patients with a median PFS of 25.7 months, and a median OS of 30.3 months. 

Additional available clinical characteristics of these patients are shown in Table S1. 

Development of the Meta-Score Gene Signature Reveals Forty-five Putative Genes 

Related to PCa metastasis 

We trained the meta-analysis algorithm to select genes that would be predictive of 

metastasis in primary PCa samples across the different six datasets comprising the training 

cohort. Through this method, we identified Meta-Score, which comprises 45 genes associated 

with the development of metastatic disease. Of these, 27 were upregulated in patients who 

developed metastasis, while 18 were downregulated. Additionally, the top five upregulated genes 

include TMSB10, ENSA, ASPN, YWHAZ, and HES6, while the top five down regulated genes 

include KCTD14, AZGP1, PART1, CHRNA2, and DPT. The full list of Meta-Score genes is 

provided in Table S2.  

Meta-Score Achieves a Robust Performance in Predicting Metastasis  

In the pooled development cohort, comprising 1000 patients, Meta-Score achieved a 

pooled AUC of 0.81 (95% CI: 0.69-0.92I) (Figure 1A). In the internal validation cohort (Nat. 

History), Meta-Score maintained its robust predictive performance achieving an AUC of 0.72 

(95% CI: 0.65-0.78), a balanced accuracy of 68%, and an MCC of 0.35 (Figure 1B). 

Meta-Score is Significantly Associated with Survival in Two Independent Cohorts 

To assess the prognostic utility of Meta-Score, we examined its association with OS, MFS, 

and PFS in the Nat. History and TCGA PRAD cohorts using univariate and multivariate survival 

analyses. Notably, when applying Meta-Score to the TCGA cohort, two upregulated (ARL6IP1, 

SEM1) and two downregulated (KIAA1210, TMEM121B) genes were not present in the 

expression profile of that cohort. In the Nat. History cohort, we found that high-risk patients, based 

on Meta-Score’s prediction, have a significantly shorter OS compared to low-risk patients in 

univariate survival analysis (logrank p-value = 0.013) (Figure 2A), but its significance is lost after 
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adjusting for Gleason score (HR=1.6, 95% CI: 0.81-3.2) (Figure 2B). Additionally, high-risk 

patients were found to have a significantly shorter MFS compared to low-risk patients (logrank p-

value < 0.0001) (Figure 2C), even after adjusting for Gleason score (HR= 2.0, 95% Cl: 1.2-3.2) 

(Figure 2D). These results were further confirmed in the TCGA PRAD cohort, in which high-risk 

patients had a significantly shorter PFS than low-risk patients (logrank p-value < 0.0001) (Figure 

2E), even after adjusting for Gleason score (HR=1.6, 95% CI: 1.04-2.6) (Figure 2F). These 

results underscore the prognostic utility of Meta-Score and its potential to provide valuable 

insights into improving the risk stratification of patients affected with PCa. 

Meta-Score Outperforms Decipher in Predicting Clinical Outcomes of PCa 

Patients   

Decipher is a genomic test that has been proposed to assist physicians in their decision 

on treatment options for localized PCa. To compare Meta-Score to Decipher we used a logistic 

regression model to fit each signature to patients’ clinical outcome and compute risk-scores. In 

the Nat. History cohort, Decipher was not significantly associated with OS in both univariate 

(logrank p-value=0.23, (Figure 3A) and multivariate (HR=1.3, 95% CI: 0.72-2.3, Figure 3B) 

survival analyses. However, we found that Decipher is significantly associated with MFS (logrank 

p-value=0.0002, Figure 3C) even after adjusting for Gleason score (HR=1.8, 95% CI: 1.2-2.7, 

Figure 3D). In the TCGA PRAD cohort, while Decipher was found to be significantly associated 

with PFS in univariate analysis (logrank p-value<0.0001, Figure 3E), it lost its significance after 

adjusting for Gleason score (HR=1.0, 95% CI: 0.64-1.7, Figure 3F). Overall, these results show 

that Decipher does not outperform Meta-Score in either our internal validation cohort or in the 

TCGA PRAD cohort in terms of survival analyses.  
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Discussion 

Over the last decade, numerous studies have tried to address the clinical need for 

predicting aggressive PCa through the use of individual biomarkers or gene expression 

signatures (10,18–20). Despite these efforts, the clinical implementation of these predictive tools 

has been limited, primarily due to their inability to demonstrate significant improvements over 

established clinical parameters, such as Gleason score. The advent and rapid advancement of 

machine learning technologies has contributed to the evolution of research in the discovery and 

validation of cancer biomarkers, including ones for PCa. These advancements have facilitated 

the development of various predictive strategies, including the development of predictive gene 

expression signatures (21). However, despite these technological and methodological 

advancements, the clinical landscape still lacks a validated biomarker panel capable of reliably 

predicting metastasis in localized PCa.  

Here, we introduce a novel gene signature, Meta-Score, which is capable of predicting 

metastatic events using the gene expression profiles of primary tumors derived from patients with 

localized PCa. This signature, comprising 27 up-regulated and 18 down-regulated genes, was 

discovered through a large-scale meta-analysis of transcriptomic profiles of primary tumor 

samples, derived from six different retrospective patient cohorts. Subsequently, we validated the 

signature’s predictive and prognostic performance in two independent patient cohorts, in which 

Meta-Score achieved a robust performance at differentiating primary prostate tumors likely to 

metastasize from those at low-risk of developing metastasis. Additionally, we found that Meta-

Score is significantly associated with MFS and PFS even after adjusting for Gleason score, further 

underscoring its independent prognostic utility. 

Current prognostic models for metastatic disease in localized PCa fail to reliably predict 

the occurrence of metastatic disease, leading to potential under- or overtreatment [54]. Presently, 

Decipher (22), a tissue-based genomic test, is used by physicians to make treatment decisions 
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in patients presenting with localized PCa. Although Decipher is favored, here we demonstrate 

that our Meta-Score signature might be better at determining a more accurate risk assessment 

in regard to MFS and PFS. Importantly, Meta-Score incorporates the expression of genes 

involved in critical molecular pathways, enhancing the precision of existing risk stratification 

methods. 

Notably, the genes comprising Meta-Score offer valuable insights into the biological 

mechanisms driving metastasis in PCa. Several of these genes are implicated in PCa-related 

signaling pathways. For instance, ASPN variants have been linked to the TGFβ signaling 

pathway [39]. In early prostate cancer, TGFβ inhibits tumor growth, but as the disease 

progresses, tumors often become resistant (23).  Additionally, HES6 has been shown to enhance 

transcriptional activity of AR and serve as a potential biomarker for neuroendocrine PCa (24). 

PCa cells harboring TMPRSS-ERG gene fusion can regulate CXCR4 transcription (25). 

Activation of this receptor is implicated in various cancer related processes such as migration, 

adhesion and metastasis (26–28).  Furthermore, SOX4 may function as a transforming oncogene 

that may promote epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT) (29). Our signature also comprises 

genes that serve as molecular markers in the progression and severity of PCa. For example, 

ASNS upregulation has been observed in castration-resistant prostate cancer (CRPC), indicative 

of disease progression (30). Furthermore, ALDH1A1 interaction with AR and retinoid receptor 

(RAR) transcriptional programs have been shown to be associated with PCa metastasis (31). 

Moreover, increased YWHAZ expression strongly correlates with a high Gleason score (>= 8) at 

diagnosis, and also with PSA relapse (32) . On the other hand, PCa cells have exhibited low 

levels of KCTD11 mRNA (33). The precise roles of STC2, predicted to be a secreted glycosylated 

protein, and RNF19, encoding an E3 ubiquitin ligase, in promoting PCa cell growth (34) and their 

association with clinically higher expression and advanced Gleason score, respectively, remains 

unclear (35). Additionally, AZGP1 acts as a negative regulator of angiogenesis; its loss promotes 

angiogenesis in prostate cancer (36).  
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One of the strengths of our study is the large sample size, encompassing 1239 primary 

PCa samples enhances the statistical power and robustness of the findings. The utilization of the 

MetaIntegrator R package and the meta-analysis workflow—computing Hedges effect sizes, 

combining p-values using Fisher’s exact method, and implementing Benjamini-Hochberg FDR 

correction—ensures a thorough and reliable identification of predictive genes. This multi-step 

approach minimizes the risk of false positives and enhances the credibility of the gene signature. 

Additionally, integrating RNA-seq data from six different cohorts, provides a detailed evaluation 

of transcriptional programs associated with metastasis in PCa. This large-scale, multi-cohort 

analysis addresses the limitations of previous studies that were constrained by smaller sample 

sizes and less diverse datasets. Furthermore, the study demonstrates the clinical relevance of 

Meta-Score by showing its association with OS, MFS, and PFS, independent of Gleason score. 

     Despite its strengths, this study has some inherent limitations. The retrospective nature of the 

analysis introduces potential biases related to patient selection and data quality. The 

heterogeneity of the datasets is another limitation. Variations in sample processing, sequencing 

platforms, and data collection methods across cohorts could introduce biases. These technical 

variations may impact the gene expression profiles and the accuracy of the identified gene 

signature. Notably, the original set of twenty-two genes from Decipher was narrowed down to 

fifteen, due to the absence of seven genes across the training, testing, and TCGA datasets. 

Furthermore, while the development dataset comprised a substantial sample size of over 1000, 

access to comprehensive patient information was limited. Specifically, details regarding ethnic 

backgrounds, age, race, and other demographic information were incomplete. Consequently, we 

cannot assert the diversity of our cohort, suggesting that the gene signature may not be applicable 

to a diverse population. Additionally, clinical variables such as stage and PSA levels pre-surgery 

were not available across all datasets. The lack of follow-up information in the training cohort also 

precluded the analysis of OS, MFS, and PFS, which would have provided additional validation of 

the gene signature's prognostic value. 
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Nonetheless, our meta-analysis-derived signature offers a thorough and resilient analysis 

by amalgamating data from various studies, thereby enhancing the generalizability of the findings. 

By refining Meta-Score based on the weighted AUC, we prioritized both predictive accuracy and 

interpretational simplicity, potentially easing its clinical implementation. Further research and 

validation in larger, prospective clinical trials are essential to evaluate the practical utility of our 

Meta-Score signature in clinical settings, potentially enabling its integration alongside well-

established nomograms. Such outcome could refine patient management strategies, allowing for 

personalized treatment plans that consider both traditional prognostic factors and molecular 

signatures.  

In conclusion, Meta-Score represents a significant step forward in the prognostic 

assessment of metastasis risk in localized PCa. By leveraging gene expression profiles from 

primary tumors, this tool offers a valuable addition to existing clinical models. Future research is 

needed to validate these findings in prospective clinical studies paving the way for its integration 

into routine clinical practice.  

 

Methods 

Data acquisition 

We performed a rigorous search of the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) database (37) 

using the search terms: prostate cancer AND Homo sapiens, entry type: series, study type: 

expression profiling by array. These terms were used to identify six gene expression profiling 

datasets derived from 1000 unique localized primary PCa samples which included information on 

whether a metastatic event occurred or not. Additionally, for independent validation of the 

signature performance, we used an internal cohort comprising 239 patients who underwent 

radical prostatectomy for localized PCa (henceforth termed Nat. History cohort) (Table S1). To 

further investigate the prognostic utility of the signature, we stratified patients into risk groups and 
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examined their association with survival in the Nat. History cohort as well as the Cancer Genome 

Atlas (TCGA) prostate adenocarcinoma (PRAD) cohort, comprising 493 patients. 

Data Preprocessing and Quality Control 

For each dataset, the gene expression profiles were extracted and filtered based on the 

coefficient of variation, using thresholds ranging from 0.1 to 10, followed by log2 transformation. 

Subsequently, we extracted the patient metadata from each dataset to link the expression profiles 

to clinical data. To maintain data cohesion, we filtered out patients with unknown metastasis 

status and kept those with binary metastasis indicator. Once the clinical and gene expression 

data was processed, we integrated the processed data by replacing the original datasets. 

Subsequently, the six training datasets were merged into one cohesive training metadata set 

based on a set of common genes (n=18,550 genes). The Nat. History cohort (n=239 patients) 

was processed using the same approaches implemented for the training data.  

Meta-Analysis of Primary PCa Gene Expression Data  

To streamline our analysis of multiple datasets, we used a gene expression meta-analysis 

workflow described by Haynes et al. (38)  and implemented within the R package MetaIntegrator. 

Briefly, this workflow computes a Hedges effect size (39) for each gene in each dataset. These 

effect sizes are then pooled across all the datasets using a random effect model by assuming 

that results from each study are drawn from a single distribution and that each inter-study 

difference is just a random effect (40). The approach computes the log sum of p-values that each 

gene is up/down-regulated, then combines p-values using Fisher’s exact method, and finally 

performs Benjamini-Hochberg false discovery rate (FDR) correction across all genes (41). To 

develop our gene signature, we deployed this algorithm on our metadata to identify which genes 

were able to forecast the occurrence of metastasis in the primary PCa specimens. 

Feature Selection 
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With the aim of developing a robust gene signature, we emphasized gene expression 

patterns as a feature selection for our metadata. In our analysis, we filtered genes by keeping 

only those with an effect size > 0.2, an FDR cut-off of 0.05, and present in at least four datasets. 

Additionally, to further optimize the gene signature, we performed a forward search process which 

allowed us to select for the most relevant genes, measured by the combined weighted Area Under 

the ROC curve (AUC), to accurately predict metastasis in the primary PCa samples, using the 

following formula:  

W.auc = S.auc × n 

Where W.auc is the weighted AUC, S.auc is the sum of AUC of each data set and n is the number 

of samples in the data set. Each gene is iteratively assessed until the threshold is reached and 

only those that contribute the greatest weighted AUC are kept in the final signature. 

Software and Packages 

All steps of this analysis utilized R version 4.3.3. The multi-cohort analysis of the gene 

expression data from the testing dataset was performed using the MetaIntegrator package 

(42).Additionally, the survival analysis was performed with the survival (43,44) and survminer (45) 

packages. 

Independent Assessment of the Signature Predictive Performance 

The accuracy of our signature in predicting PCa metastasis was assessed in the 

independent validation cohort (n=239 patients) using various performance metrics including the 

area under the receiver operating characteristics curve (AUC-ROC), balanced accuracy, and 

Matthew’s correlation coefficient (MCC). The ROC curve and AUC were computed using the 

prediction probability scores (risk-scores) derived from the signature. Prediction labels for each 

patient were computed by categorizing the computed risk-score into binary labels based on the 

best threshold derived from the ROC curve of the training data. Other performance metrics, 
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including balanced accuracy, sensitivity, specificity, and MCC were computed by comparing the 

prediction labels to the ground-truth patient labels. 

Prognostic evaluation of the Signature  

To evaluate the prognostic utility of our gene signature, we computed its association with 

survival in the Nat. History cohort (n=239 patients) as well as the TCGA PRAD cohort (n=493 

patients). Specifically, we compared the probability of overall survival (OS), metastasis-free 

survival (MFS), and progression-free survival (PFS), between low- and high-risk patients, 

identified by our signature, using Kaplan-Meier (KM) survival estimates log-rank test. To assess 

the independent prognostic value of Meta-Score, we used multivariate Cox proportional hazards 

(CPH) model and Wald test to compute the hazard ratio (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (CIs) 

of the signature’s risk-scores after adjusting for important clinical and pathological variables. 

Finally, we compared the prognostic utility of the signature to that of Decipher, a well-known 

genomic test used in clinical settings. 
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Figure Titles and Legends 

 

Fig 1. Development and validation of Meta-Score performance at predicting metastatic 

progression in patients with prostate cancer  

A) Receiver operating characteristics (ROC) curves and area under the ROC curve (AUC) 

showing the performance of Meta-Score at predicting metastasis in the pooled development 

cohort (n=1000 patients), comprising six different datasets.  

B) ROC curve and AUC of Meta-Score performance in the validation cohort (Nat. History) 

comprising 239 patients. 

Fig 2. Meta-Score is significantly associated with patients' survival in the Nat. History and 

TCGA PRAD cohorts  

A-B) Meta-Score and overall survival (OS) in the Nat. History cohort using univariate and 

multivariate survival analysis. The Kaplan-Meier (KM) chart (A) shows the difference in survival 

between patients predicted as high- and low-risk based on Meta-Score. P: logrank p-value. The 

forest plot (B) displays the hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (CI) of Meta-Score 

and Gleason score resulting from multivariate Cox proportional hazards (CPH) model. P: Wald 

test p-value.  

C-D) Meta-Score and metastasis-free survival (MFS) in the Nat. History Cohort. Survival analysis 

was performed using KM survival estimates (C) and multivariate survival, adjusting for Gleason 

score using CPH model (D). 

E-F) Meta-Score and progression-free survival (PFS) in the TCGA PRAD cohort using univariate 

(E) and multivariate (F) survival analysis.  

Fig 3. Prognostic performance of DECIPHER in the Nat. History and TCGA PRAD cohorts. 
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A-B) Decipher and overall survival (OS) in the Nat. History cohort using univariate and 

multivariate survival analysis. The Kaplan-Meier (KM) chart (A) shows the difference in survival 

between patients predicted as high- and low-risk based on Decipher. P: logrank p-value. The 

forest plot (B) displays the hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (CI) of Decipher and 

Gleason score resulting from multivariate Cox proportional hazards (CPH) model. P: Wald test p-

value.  

C-D) Decipher and metastasis-free survival (MFS) in the Nat. History Cohort. Survival analysis 

was performed using KM survival estimates (C) and multivariate survival, adjusting for Gleason 

score using CPH model (D). 

E-F) Decipher and progression-free survival (PFS) in the TCGA PRAD cohort using univariate 

(E) and multivariate (F) survival analysis.  
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Supplemental table titles and legends 

Table S1. Clinical features of the datasets used in this analysis 

The development cohorts were used to train Meta-Score and the validation cohort was used to 

assess its performance. To inspect Meta-Scores impact on survival both the validation and TCGA 

PRAD cohort were utilized.  

 

Table S2. List of upregulated and downregulated genes in Meta-Score 

The signature is comprised of 27 upregulated and 18 down regulated genes. For each gene we 

provide a summary of the respective criteria that was used to construct the gene signature, 

including effect size, p-value and adjusted p-value.  
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Availability of Data and Materials 

The expression profiles of the development cohort are derived from six publicly available 

datasets which are available through the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) under the accession 

codes GSE116918, GSE55935, GSE51066, GSE46691, GSE41408, and GSE70769. The 

Natural History Cohort is an internal validation cohort and will be provided upon request. The 

TCGA Prostate Adenocarcinoma dataset used in this study is publicly available through 

cBioPortal using the following links: 

https://www.cbioportal.org/study/summary?id=prad_tcga_pan_can_atlas_2018.  

Code Reporting 

The code used to perform the analysis can be accessed using the following GitHub repository  

https://github.com/itzvals/Met_PCa_signature  
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