MicroRNAs — targeting and target prediction
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Abstract

«— MicroRNAs (miRNASs) are a class of small noncoding RNAs thah cegulate many genes by base pairing to sites in mRNAs.
( The functionality of miRNAs overlaps that of short inteifey RNAs (siRNAs), and many features of miRNA targeting haeen

O\l revealed experimentally by studying miRNA-mimicking siRN This review outlines the features associated with ahim@NA

5 targeting and describes currently available predictiafsto

™

[ 1. Introduction 2. miRNA target features

— Identifying miRNA targets in animals has been very chal-
Z lenging. This is mainly because the limited complemengtarit

MicroRNAs (miRNAs) were identified as a large sub-class ofpetween miRNAs and their targets, which might lead to the
- NcRNAs in 2001. Since then, an increasing number of studiefinding of hundreds of potential miRNA targets per miRNA.
9 have firmly established miRNAs importance in gene regutatio Therefore, many studies have been conducted, both experime
-O in generaland animal development and disease in partid#ar tajly and computationally, to reveal moréieient approaches
6—5]-_”_“RNAS regulate protein-coding genes post transcipi®  for miRNA target recognition. We have divided the miRNA
.—guiding a protein complex known as the RNA-induced silenc+arget features reported in these studies into six catesori

ing complex (RISC) to messenger RNAs (MRNAs) with partialmiRNA:mRNA pairing, site location, conservation, site asc
=1 ‘complementarity to the miRNAG]. Through mechanisms not sibility, multiple sites and expression profile.

> completely understood, RISC then inhibits protein traiista
g and causes mRNA degradation B]. Current estimates indi- 2 1 mjRNA:mRNA pairing: ‘Seed site’ is the most important
0 ca’([jg that miRNﬁs regﬁlf:]t.e at least 60% of_ thelhuman _protein- feature for target recognition

coding genes through this post-transcriptional gene _ .
—i (PTGg)gp] g P P g it miRNA targets commonly have at least one region that has
o ' Watson-Crick pairing to the’Spart of miRNA. This 5 part,

Incorporated into RISC, miRNAs are functionally equivdlen |5.aied at positions 2-7 from the Bnd of MIRNA, is known
to short interfering RNAs (siRNASQI, 11]. The main difer- 55 the ‘seed’, as RISC uses these positions as a nucleagion si
ence between these RNAs is that miRNAs are processed fropy) for recognizing target MRNAL.8-20]. The corresponding

«— imperfect hairpin structures, whereas siRNAs are processegjies in mRNA are referred to as ‘seed sites’. A stringeetise
- from long double-stranded RNA4%, 13]. Moreover, animal  gjie has perfect Watson-Crick pairing and can be divided int

= miRl\_lAs typically target imperfect sites, v_vhere_as SiRNAS ta for ‘seed’ types — 8mer, 7mer-m8, 7mer-Al and 6mer — de-
>5 get sites with near-perfect complementarity. SIRNAs dgear  ending on the combination of the nucleotide of positiond an
G imperfect sites as well, however, and this miRNA-like tany®  5iring at position 8 (Figla). 8mer has both an adenine at posi-
is the major source of siRNAfbtarget efects [L4-16]. tion 1 of the target site and base pairing at position 8. 7Ater-
The list of known miRNAs is large and increasing. Currently, has an adenine at position 1, while 7mer-m8 has base pairing
the dficial miRNA database miRBase lists 721 human miRNAsat position 8. 6mer has neither an adenine at position 1 nor
(http://www.mirbase.org; Release 14)1[7], but estimates base pairing at position ]]. An adenine on the target site
indicate that the human genome contains more than 1000 miRorresponding to position 1 of miRNA is known to increase ef-
NAs. As only a few regulatory targets are known, predictingficiency of target recognitior2p].
and validating miRNA targets is one of the major hurdlesinun In addition to this stringent-seed matching, moderate-
derstanding miRNA biology. Here, we review the features im-stringent-seed matching is also functional because RISC ca
portant for miRNA targeting and the bioinformatics toolsiv  tolerate small mismatches or G:U wobble pairing within the
able for predicting miRNA targets. seed region (Figlb). This moderate-stringent-seed matching
has five ‘seed’ types: GUM, GUT, BM, BT and LP, defined
regarding to the mismatch type. GUM has one G:U wobble
*Corresponding author and the uracil on the seed site of miRNA, whereas GUT has
Email addresspal . satrom@ntnu.no (P4l Szetrom ) the uracil on the target site of mMRNA. BM has one bulge and
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A B 2.2. Site location: most target sites reside withinuditrans-

Stringent seed (7mer-A1)  Moderate stringent seed (BM) lated region (UTR) of target genes
NNNNNN NNNNNNN Several studies have reported that most target sites can
AN (A i
LU I NHENI be found_m the 3UTR segment of the target genes, even
7654321 87657321 though miRNA-loaded RISC in theory can bind any segment

of mRNA. Target genes tend to have longét 3R, whereas
ubiquitously expressed genes, such as house-keeping,genes
have shorter 3UTR — potentially to avoid being regulated by
miRNAs [26]. Target sites are not evenly distributed within

3 UTR, but are located near both ends when the length of 3
UTR is >2000 nucleotides. For shortet BTRs, sites tend to

be near the stop codo23]. Sites are not located too close

to the stop codon, however, but 15-20 nucleotides away from

C D the stop codonZ1]. In addition, some genes have alternative
3'-supplementary site Optimal distance splicing in their 3 UTR segments, especially genes with long
NNNNN 17 - 35 nucleotides 3 UTR;. These genes might therefore ha\tﬁdén_t potential
b target sites for alternatively spliced BTRs [27]. Finally, al-
1716151413 ternative polyadenylation sites can shortétJ3Rs and &ect
miRNA regulation P8].
Figure 1: Types of miRNA target sites and multiple sit¢a) Stringent-seed Although functional miRNA sites are preferentially locate

site‘. 7mzr—ﬁﬂl cijs shown as an exar;]pl_e. Vgr'\t/ilcgl Iir':es ingioltson-Crick  jn 3’ UTR, seed sites in the coding sequence (CDS) ahtiR
D e et ot regions can also give downreguIatit9 31, Why does RISC
distance of two miRNA target sites. then appear to prefer thé BTR? The most probable explana-
tion is that RISC competes with other protein complexeshsuc
as ribosomes in CDS and translation initiation complexes in
UTR; see discussion in the following section ‘Multiple site
the mismatch is on the seed site, whereas BT has the mismatchoperativity enhances sitéfieacy’. The 3 UTR might sim-
on the target site. LP has only one lod}8]. Furthermore, ply be more accessible for long-term binding than the tw@pth
RISC can recognizeftset sites that are located at positions 3-mRNA regions §].
10. Ofset sites can be either stringent or moderate-stringent- Despite this general trend for TR targeting, there are
seed matchingZ4)]. some notable exceptions. One recent study reported that man
) o ) ) miRNAs preferentially target’SUTR sites with high comple-
Watson-Crick pairing in the’3part of miRNA is known 10 i entarity to the miRNAs’ 3end in a species-specific manner
enhance the site recognitiorifieacy in miRNA targets that 31 The targets also showed signs of weaker interactions be-
have seed pairing?fl]. The preferable nucleotide number of \aan the miRNA seed sequence and th&/BR. The authors
matcheg i_n the’Jart difers between the site that_has Strir_‘gent'proposed that these sites represented a new miRNA targst cla
seed pairing and the one that has moderate-stringent-8&ed p 4)jed ‘miBridge’, in which one miRNA simultaneously inter
ing. Stringent-seeds require 3-4 matches in the positiBAEEl  5ts with a seed pairing site i TR and a 3 pairing site in
whereas moderate-stringent-seeds require 4-5 matché® in ty TR, The molecular mechanisms behind and the biological
positions 13-19. Slte_s with this additiondl mmng are called extent of these miBridge targets are still unknown, however
3'-supplementary (Figlc) and 3-compensatory sites]. Most miRNA target prediction studies only focus on tHe 3
UTR, which results in that all the available data are biased t
ward 3 UTR. Moreover, few studies consider alternative splic-
ing or polyadenylation because of shortcomings in current a
notations. As transcript usage often depends on cellutatesb
— for example, whether the cell is proliferating or termipal
differentiated — future tools for miRNA target analyses should
probable use available information about cellular statento
crease prediction performance.

It is difficult to measure thefiécacy level of each seed type
precisely, but several microarray and conservation enrétt
studies have revealed hierarchies of relatifficacies. These
hierarchies can be described as Stringent seSttingent seed
in offset > Moderate-stringent seed Moderate-stringent in
offset; 8mer> 7mer-m8> 7mer-Al> 6mer in the stringent-
seed types; and Bulge G:U wobble> Loop in the moderate-
stringent-seed type§,[24]. Moreover, multiple sites are more

efficient than single sitep)]. : . .
g B 2.3. Conservation: miRNAs and their targets are conserved

The advantages and disadvantages of usirffpréint set among related species
of seed types are that considering only stringent-seedstype miRNA families are comprised of miRNAs that have the
increases specificity but might miss many potential targetssame seed site, and are well conserved among related species
whereas considering both stringent and moderate-stringenin addition, miRNA families have targets that are conserved
seed types increase sensitivity but might also increaseutre  among related specie8][ There are also species-specific miR-
ber of false positives. NAs and targets, and one study showed that about 30% of the



experimentally validated target genes might not be well-concompared with RISCs catalytic cleavad@®], however, multi-
served B2]. ple RISC complexes bound at closely spaced target sitestmigh

SiRNA oft-target €fects occur no matter whether the site is cooperatively stabilize each other at the sites or possittel-
conserved or not33], therefore searching for all potential tar- erate the regulatory process. This could explain why miRNAs
get sequences without considering evolutionally condemval  prefer targets in 3UTRs, as ribosomes would displace RISC
might increase siRNA fi-target detectionféicacy. from sites in CDS before RISC couldfect translational sup-

Applying afilter that requires predicted target sites todwe-c  pression. Indeed, a cluster of rare codons that stall tre rib
served can decrease the false-positive rate, but suctradite =~ some can, when placed in front of a nonfunctional miRNA site
fective only for conserved miRNAs. It is important to iddnti  in CDS, change the site to a functional si€][ Moreover, the
targets both with and without conservation — especially whe genes that currently have verified miRNA target sites in CDS
species-specific miRNAs or siRNAfetargets is of interest. tend to have either one very strong target site 2] or multi-

ple, closely spaced sited3, 44).
2.4. Site accessibility: mMRNA secondary structyfeds site
accessibility 2.6. Expression profile: miRNA:mRNA pairs are negatively

The mRNA secondary structure is very important for miRNA correlated in expression profiles
targeting. An é&ective miRNA:mRNA interaction needs an
open structure on the target site to begin the hybridizatao-
tion. After binding, RISC can disrupt the secondary streestu
on the site to elongate hybridizatioB4, 35. Minimum free
energy is usually used to estimate the secondary structute a

R.NA hybridization, but the.amount Of.A:US surrp_undmg the detected across fiierent tissue profiles, the mRNA of the pair
site can also be used to estimate the site accessibilityctive

target sites often have A:U rich context in approximately 30IS probably targeted by the miRN/AL, 46]. Filtering putative

. -targets based on expression profile correlations isféattive
nucleotides upstream and downstream from the seed matchin o .
. . approach to reduce the false-positive rate. Although thema
region of the target site?fl].

Calculating the minimum free energy of accessibility and hy ity of miRNA targets appear to be regulated both at the mRNA

bridization with the mRNA secondary structure requires—anaar?CI protein level, some targets only show #lled at the pro-

X ) . . ; tein level, however47, 48]. Researchers should therefore be
lyzing different mRNA folding patterns. This requires enor- oo . :

) L aware that such filtering will exclude potential targets.

mous amounts of computing power, as finding the most stablé
RNA structure is a computational problem that scales wi¢h th
cube of the length of the RNA sequend$]. Hence, finding 3. Target prediction tools
hybridization sites in long’3UTRs tends to be time consum-
ing. Moreover, the current thermodynamic models used in RNA Many target prediction tools have been developed (Taple
secondary structure prediction algorithms are only 90-88% but the types of methods applied, the miRNA and mRNA se-
curate, which results in that the algorithms tend to have onl quences used and the output prediction data and performance
50-70% of the base pairs corre86]. Thus, despite being the- evaluation vary widely between tools. Direct comparison of
oretically sound, calculating site accessibility hastediprac- prediction performance among tools is not straight forwaed
tical value when predicting miRNA target sites; heuristitat ~ cause the set of predicted target genes froffedint tools do
are easy to compute, such as local A:U context, have similanot overlap well. What is clear, however, is that converdion

One miRNA can potentially regulate many genes; therefore,
expression profiles of MRNAs might vary substantially depen
ing on the miRNA expression levels. Many miRNAs are also
expressed dierently in diferent tissues. Consequently, if nega-
tively correlated expression levels of a miRNA:mRNA paie ar

performance. tools with simple stringent-seed search are prone to higkfa
positive rates. Therefore, most tools are designed to eethec
2.5. Multiple sites: cooperativity enhances sitgoacy false-positive rate and maximize the accuracy at the sanee fi

Strong miRNA targets tend to have multiple target sites in-We have compared the currently available tools based on the
stead of one single sit87]. Considering the number of pu- target features the tools use in their predictions (Tdpleand
tative miRNA sites per mRNA can therefore significantly en-the tools availability (Tabl@). Availability is especially impor-
hance target prediction. tant for researchers that are using their own miRNA or mRNA

Although the generalfect of multiple sites appears to be annotations, or are working in a nonstandard species. Bethe
additive, miRNA targeting can also be synergistic. Our prev cases, only tools that can be downloaded or allows the user to
ous study showed that two target sites within optimal distan input own miRNAs and mRNAs can be used.
enhance target sitefeeacy. The preferable optimal length is  Most tools rely on either one or a combination of seed match-
between 17 and 35 nucleotides, but the length between 14 anul, site accessibility and evolutionary conservatiortdess,

46 nucleotides also enhances ttfecacy (Fig. 1d). This co- although some recently developed tools use expressiomgs.ofi
operability is functional between the same miRNAs as well as\o tools have successfully incorporated some of the importa
two different miRNAs R5]. Multiple sites involving more than features, such as optimal distances of multiple miRNA sites
two sites can also contribute to the enhanceni@gjt [ supplementary sites in CDS andBTR.

The exact mechanism underlying the synergism remains un- TargetScan9, 21, 22|, PicTar 49-52] , miRanda B7, 53],
known. As translational suppression is a relatively sloacpss  RNAhybrid [56, 57] and PITA [35] have been frequently used
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Table 1: List of miRNA target prediction tools

Tool Pair?d SiteP Consv® Access” Multi® Expr’ Refs
TargetScan o . . o o [9, 21,22
PicTar . o . ° [49-52]
miRanda . o . o [37,53
MicroCosm Targets . o . o [17,54, 55
RNAhybrid . . [56, 57]
PITA ° ° ° o [39
STarMir . . [34]
Rajewsky & Socci ° . [19
Robins ° . (59
mirWIpP ° o ° ° [24]
Microl nspector ° . [59
MicroTar . . [60]
MirTarget2 o . . . [61]
miTar get . . [62]
TargetMiner . o . . [63]
EIMMo ° o o [23
NbmiRTar . o . [64]
TargetBoost . [65]
RNA22 . o . . [66]
TargetRank o . o [67]
EMBL ° o ° [18][26][68]
MovingTarget ° o . [69]
DIANA-microT ° o . [70]
HOCTAR . o . . [71]
Stanhope . [72
GenMiR++ o o ° [73]
HuMiTar . [74]
MirTif . [75]
Yan et al. ° ° [76]
Xieet al. o [77]

gmiRNA:mRNA pairing.e: stringent seeds,; moderately stringent seeds, Blank: seed sites not cameside

bSite location.e: target positions considered, Blank: target positionsocoosidered.

¢Conservations: with/without conservation filter: with conservation filter, Blank: conservation not conseate

dSite accessibilitys: site accessibility with minimum free energy consideredA:U rich flanking considered, Blank: site
accessibility not considered.

€Multiple sites.e: multiple sites considered; the number of putative sites consided, Blank: multipleop@rability not
considered.

"Expression profiles: expression profiles used, Blank: expression profiles ned.us

for performance comparisons or as preprocessors for abksrt  also become more complex. None of the existing prediction
to obtain initial putative target sites. Of the five, TargetB tools has been able to incorporate all currently known festu
often shows the best performance in comparisons. TargetSc&Ve expect that a new approach that can combine the features
considers only stringent seeds, however, and thereforrégn from the six categories we have shown will significantly im-

many potential targets. prove computational miRNA target prediction.
Another important problem that has hardly been addressed is
4. Summary predicting target interactions betweerfdient miRNAs. Dif-

ferent miRNAs can cooperatively regulate individual tasge
Finding true functional miRNA targets is still challenging but miRNA expression signaturesidir between cell types and
even though many biological features of miRNA targetingehav cellular conditions. Determining how varying miRNA expres
been revealed experimentally and computationally. Bogdd  sion dfects target regulation in cancerous versus normal cells,
model with more features might achieve higher accuracy anébr example, will therefore be a major problem in the coming
enhance site recognitioifieacy, but its implementation might years.
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Table 2: Resource availability for miRNA target predictimols
Tool Predicted Web access SWY URL
species?

Online Own Own
tool miRNAP mRNA¢

TargetScan 23 verte- Yes Yes Yes Yes httpy//www.targetscan.org

brates, f,

w
PicTar v,m,f,w Yes No No No httpy/pictar.mdc-berlin.de
miRanda h,m,r Yes No No Yes httpy/www.microrna.org
MicroCosm 44 Yes No No No httpy/www.ebi.ac.ukenright-srymicrocosrnghtdocgtargetgvs
Targets species
RNAhybrid No No No Yes httpy/bibiserv.techfak.uni-bielefeld.gmahybrid
PITA h, m, f, Yes Yes Yes Yes httpy//genie.weizmann.ac/gubgmir07

w
STarMir Yes Yes Yes No httpy/sfold.wadsworth.orgtarmir.pl
Rajewsky & f No No No No
Socci
Robins f,w No No No No
mirwWIpP w Yes No No Yes httpy/146.189.76.17/4uery.php
Microl nspector Yes Yes Yes No httpy/mirna.imbb.forth.gimicroinspector
MicroTar No No No Yes httpy/tiger.dbs.nus.edu.ggicrotar
MirTarget2 h, m, r, Yes No No No httpy/mirdb.org

d,c
miTar get Yes Yes Yes No httpy/cbit.snu.ac.ki~miTarget
TargetMiner h Yes No No No httpy/www.isical.ac.ifi~bioinfo_miu
EIMMo h,m,f,z Yes No Yes No httpy/www.mirz.unibas.cfEIMMo2
NBmiRTar Yes Yes Yes No httpy/wotan.wistar.upenn.e@NBmiRTar
TargetBoost w Yes Yes No No https//demol.interagon.coftargetboost
RNA22 Yes Yes Yes No httpy/cbcsrv.watson.ibm.cofma22.html
TargetRank h, m Yes No No No httpy/hollywood.mit.edytargetrank
EMBL f Yes No No No httpy/www.russell.embl-heidelberg.aeiRNAs
MovingTarget f No No No No
DIANA- Yes Yes Yes No httpy/diana.pcbi.upenn.eggi-birymicrot.cgi
microT
HOCTAR h Yes No No No httpy/hoctar.tigem.it
Stanhope h No No No No
GenMiR++ h No No No Yes httpy/www.psi.toronto.edigenmiy
HuMiTar h No No No No
MirTif Yes Yes Yes No httpy/bsal.ym.edu.tymirtif
Yan et al. h No No No No
Xieet al. h,m,r,d No No No No

aBoth species of pre-computed prediction and the speciékbleaon the web tool are listed. Letters indicate the sgediy (f),
worm (w), human (h), mouse (m), rat (r), chicken (c), zebta {5, and dog (d). Cells are left empty when no information is
available.

bYegNo indicate whether own miRNA sequences can be used on théntetace or not.

“Yeg/No indicate whether own mRNA sequences can be used on thewesface or not.

dSW: Software availability (executable or source code).
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