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Deciphering the Signaling Events that
Promote Melanoma Tumor Cell Vasculogenic
Mimicry and Their Link to Embryonic
Vasculogenesis: Role of the Eph Receptors
Angela R. Hess,*1,2 Naira V. Margaryan,1 Elisabeth A. Seftor,1 and Mary J.C. Hendrix1

During embryogenesis, the primordial microcirculation is formed through a process known as
vasculogenesis. The term “vasculogenic mimicry” has been used to describe the manner in which highly
aggressive, but not poorly aggressive melanoma tumor cells express endothelial and epithelial markers and
form vasculogenic-like networks similar to embryonic vasculogenesis. Vasculogenic mimicry is one
example of the remarkable plasticity demonstrated by aggressive melanoma cells and suggests that these
cells have acquired an embryonic-like phenotype. Since the initial discovery of tumor cell vasculogenic
mimicry by our laboratory, we have been focusing on understanding the molecular mechanisms that
regulate this process. This review will highlight recent findings identifying key signal transduction events
that regulate melanoma vasculogenic mimicry and their similarity to the signal transduction events
responsible for promoting embryonic vasculogenesis and angiogenesis. Specifically, this review will focus
on the role of the Eph receptors and ligands in embryonic vasculogenesis, angiogenesis, and vasculogenic
mimicry. Developmental Dynamics 236:3283–3296, 2007. © 2007 Wiley-Liss, Inc.
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INTRODUCTION

During embryonic development the
primordial microcirculation is formed
through a process known as vasculo-
genesis (reviewed in Conway et al.,
2001). Embryonic vasculogenesis in-
volves the differentiation of endothe-
lial precursors, known as angioblasts,
which then coalesce to form a primi-
tive microcirculation, often resem-
bling a “honeycomb-like network” of
tubular structures that are homoge-

nous in size and length. This primitive
microcirculation is then remodeled
through the process of angiogenesis,
which involves the sprouting of new
endothelial-lined vessels from pre-ex-
isting vessels. This remodeling pro-
cess results in the formation of endo-
thelial-lined vessels of varying sizes
that eventually give rise to the adult
vasculature. The factors that regulate
the process of vasculogenesis and an-
giogenesis in the developing embryo

are the result of coordinated signal
transduction events in addition to
physiological factors such as shear
stress and hemodynamics occurring
within the developing embryo (re-
viewed in Jones et al., 2006). Angio-
genesis continues to occur throughout
adulthood during periods of wound
healing or tissue repair. Additionally,
pathological forms of angiogenesis can
occur such as that which takes place
during tumor formation.
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Several years ago, we described a
unique characteristic of highly aggres-
sive melanoma tumor cells and coined
the term vasculogenic mimicry (VM)
(reviewed in Hendrix et al., 2003;
Zhang et al., 2007). VM describes the
ability of highly aggressive melanoma
tumor cells, but not poorly aggressive
melanoma tumor cells, to express
multiple cellular phenotypes, includ-
ing endothelial and epithelial associ-
ated markers, and to form a vasculo-
genic-like network of matrix-rich
patterns when cultured on a three-
dimensional matrix in vitro in a man-
ner similar to the process of embry-
onic vasculogenesis (Maniotis et al.,
1999). Remarkably, the formation of
these structures in vitro recapitulates
matrix-rich patterned networks found
in patients’ melanoma tissues corre-
lating with an increased risk of mela-
noma metastasis resulting in a poor
clinical outcome (Folberg et al., 1993).
Further studies revealed that the net-
works formed by aggressive mela-
noma tumor cells were capable of con-
ducting fluorescent dyes in vitro
(Maniotis et al., 1999). Additionally, it
was established that these extravas-
cular networks physiologically con-
nected with the mouse vasculature in
cutaneous melanoma xenografts (Ruf
et al., 2003). Together, these data sug-
gested that this primitive microcircu-
lation may act both as a complimen-
tary means of tumor perfusion as well
as an additional conduit for metasta-
sis. In recent years, VM has been re-
ported in a number of different tumor
types including breast, prostate, ovar-
ian, Ewing sarcoma, and lung carci-
noma (Kobayashi et al., 2002; Liu et
al., 2002; Passalidou et al., 2002;
Sharma et al., 2002; Shirakawa et al.,
2002; Sood et al., 2002; van der Schaft
et al., 2005). VM is one example of the
plasticity of aggressive tumor cells
and suggests a reversion to a more
primitive embryonic phenotype.

To better understand the process of
VM, our laboratory has been investi-
gating the molecular mechanisms un-
derlying this newly characterized
form of tumor neovascularization as
an attempt to identify new therapeu-
tic targets, particularly for aggressive
melanoma. We have focused our at-
tention on the signal transduction
mechanisms that promote VM and to
date have identified various roles for

EphA2, vascular endothelial cadherin
(VE-cadherin), focal adhesion kinase
(FAK), phosphoinositide 3-kinase
(PI3K), and extracellular regulated
kinase 1 and 2 (Erk1/2) in regulating
the process of melanoma VM as well
as melanoma aggressiveness in gen-
eral (Hendrix et al., 2001; Hess et al.,
2001, 2003, 2005, 2006). Interestingly,
all of these signaling molecules play a
role in embryonic vasculogenesis as
well as adult angiogenesis, particu-
larly with respect to the Eph recep-
tors. Therefore, the goal of this review
is to understand the link between the
signal transduction mechanisms that
regulate embryonic vasculogenesis
and angiogenesis with that of mela-
noma vasculogenic mimicry, with a
particular focus on the role of the Eph
receptors and their downstream effec-
tors.

EPH RECEPTOR
SIGNALING DURING
EMBRYONIC
VASCULOGENESIS

The Eph family of receptor tyrosine
kinases (RTKs) is the largest family of
RTKs, consisting of 14 members. The
receptors are divided into two classes,
EphA and EphB, based on the homol-
ogy of their extracellular domain (Eph
Nomenclature Committee, 1997). The
ligands for this family are also mem-
brane bound and/or secreted (termed
the ephrins) and are divided into two
classes based on their membrane link-
age: class A contains ligands that are
bound by glycosylphosphatidylinositol
(GPI) linkage, while the B class of li-
gands contains members that possess
both transmembrane and cytoplasmic
regions (Eph Nomenclature Commit-
tee, 1997). Receptor/ligand engage-
ment results in phosphorylation of the
receptor on tyrosine residues, thus re-
sulting in an induction of the recep-
tor’s kinase activity. Additionally, it
has been noted that several receptor/
ligand pairs, particularly within the
EphB/ephrin-B subclass, are capable
of bi-directional signaling. The Eph
family of receptors and ligands has
been found to play key roles during
development where they regulate var-
ious processes such as directing ax-
onal (Henkemeyer et al., 1996; Orioli
et al., 1996; Park et al., 1997; Wang
and Anderson, 1997) and neural crest

cell migrations (Krull et al., 1997;
Smith et al., 1997; Wang and Ander-
son 1997), regulating axonal bundling
(Orioli et al., 1996; Winslow et al.,
1995), preventing mixing of different
cell populations during embryogene-
sis (Mellitzer et al., 1999), and me-
diating angiogenesis (Adams et al.,
1999; Brantley-Sieders and Chen,
2004; Brantley-Sieders et al., 2004,
2005; Chen et al., 2006; Cheng et al.,
2002; Gale et al., 2001; Gerety et al.,
1999; Shin et al., 2001; Wang et al.,
1998; Zhong et al., 2001).

Within the last decade, several re-
ports of Eph RTKs and ephrins have
indicated that these molecules play
key roles during embryonic vasculo-
genesis, specifically, the EphB2,
EphB3, and EphB4 receptors along
with their respective ligands, eph-
rin-B1 and ephrin-B2. Studies have
shown that ephrin-B2 marks endothe-
lial cells destined to form the lining of
arteries, whereas its principle recep-
tor EphB4 marks endothelial cells
destined to form the lining of veins
(Adams et al., 1999; Gerety et al.,
1999; Shin et al., 2001; Wang et al.,
1998). The importance of these pro-
teins in embryonic vasculogenesis is
highlighted in homozygous knockout
mice of either ephrin-B2 or EphB4,
both of which result in embryonic le-
thality due to a failure in remodeling
of the capillary plexus into functional
veins and arteries (Gerety et al., 1999;
Wang et al., 1998). The remarkable
finding that homozygous knockouts of
either ephrin-B2 or EphB4 resulted in
essentially the same phenotypical out-
come is indicative of bi-directional sig-
naling between this ligand and recep-
tor pair. Moreover, it has been
demonstrated that the expression of
both ephrin-B2 and EphB4 can persist
throughout adulthood. Shin and col-
leagues utlized ephrin-B2taulacZ/� in-
dicator mice to provide evidence sug-
gesting that ephrin-B2 can mediate
various processes of adult angiogene-
sis including tumor neovasculariza-
tion (Shin et al., 2001).

In addition to the expression of
EphB4 and ephrin-B2 during embry-
onic vasculogenesis and angiogenesis,
it has been demonstrated that EphB2,
EphB3, and ephrin-B1 are also ex-
pressed in the embryo and play a role
during embryonic vasculogenesis and
angiogenesis (Adams et al., 1999). In-
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terestingly when the phenotype of
double ephB2/ephB3 knockout mice
was compared with the phenotype of
ephrin-B2 knockout mice, striking
similarities in vascular defects were
found (Adams et al., 1999). Given that
EphB2 was found to be expressed
within the embryonic mesenchyme
whereas EphB3 was found to be ex-
pressed in endothelial cells (Adams et
al., 1999), it was suggested that the
communication between the embry-
onic mesenchyme and endothelial
cells is critical for embryonic vasculo-
genesis and angiogenesis and that
this communication is in part medi-
ated by the Eph receptors and ligands.

Although the role of EphB2, EphB3,
EphB4, ephrin-B1, and ephrin-B2 in
mediating embryonic vasculogenesis
is clear, the role of EphA2 and its prin-
ciple ligand ephrin-A1 remains to be
determined. Early studies reported
the presence of ephrin-A1 in areas of
embryonic vasculogenesis and angio-
genesis, suggesting a role for eph-
rin-A1 in this process; however,
EphA2 has not been found to be ex-
pressed during embryonic vasculogen-
esis or angiogenesis, and in fact
EphA2 knock-out mice are viable
(Brantley-Sieders et al., 2004; Flenni-
ken et al., 1996; McBride and Ruiz
1998). Despite a lack of evidence con-
necting EphA2 and ephrin-A1 with
embryonic vasculogenesis, there is a
significant amount of evidence for this
Eph receptor/ligand pair in adult an-
giogenesis, which will be the focus of
the next section.

THE ROLE OF EPHA2 AND
EPHRIN-A1 IN ADULT
ANGIOGENESIS

Angiogenesis, which involves the for-
mation of a new endothelial-lined vas-
culature from a preexisting one, occurs
throughout adulthood under both nor-
mal and pathological conditions. One of
the first indications implementing
EphA2 and ephrin-A1 as mediators of
angiogenesis was reported by Pandey
and colleagues who demonstrated that
TNF-� could upregulate the expression
of ephrin-A1 in human umbilical vein
endothelial cells (HUVECs), resulting
in EphA2 phosphorylation and stimula-
tion of angiogenesis in vivo as well as
endothelial cell chemotaxis in vitro
(Pandey et al., 1995). Since those initial

observations, there have been many
published reports aiming to address the
role of both EphA2 and ephrin-A1 in
mediating angiogenesis.

Using various models for angiogen-
esis, it has been demonstrated that
addition of soluble EphA2 can signifi-
cantly inhibit ephrin-A1 and VEGF
induced angiogensis in vivo (Chen et
al., 2006; Cheng et al., 2002). Interest-
ingly, addition of soluble EphA2 had
no effect on bFGF-stimulated angio-
genesis, suggesting that EphA2 sig-
naling is specific to ephrin-A1- and
VEGF-induced angiogenesis (Cheng
et al., 2002). In vitro studies using
isolated endothelial cells uncovered
several potential mechanisms for how
EphA2 promotes angiogenesis. Chen
and colleagues demonstrated that sol-
uble EphA2 inhibited both ephrin-A1
and VEGF induced endothelial migra-
tion and tube formation (Chen et al.,
2006). Additionally, Cheng and col-
leagues demonstrated that soluble
EphA2 abrogated the positive effects
of VEGF on endothelial cell survival
under serum-free conditions, sug-
gesting that EphA2 serves as a sur-
vival factor for endothelial cells in
conjunction with VEGF (Cheng et
al., 2002). Interestingly, these inves-
tigators found that treatment of hu-
man microvascular endothelial cells
(HMECs) and HUVECs with VEGF
resulted in the upregulation of eph-
rin-A1 in these cells concomitant
with EphA2 phosphorylation, simi-
lar to the observations reported by
Pandey and colleagues with respect
to TNF-� treatment (Cheng et al.,
2002). Based on these data, it is ap-
parent that signaling through the
EphA2 receptor is important for me-
diating many of the properties char-
acteristic of endothelial cells engag-
ing in angiogenesis.

Several signal transduction path-
ways have been demonstrated down-
stream of EphA2/ephrin-A1 during
angiogenesis. Recently, it was shown
that ephrin-A1 stimulation of EphA2
phosphorylation on endothelial cells
can induce PI3K activation concomi-
nant with an increase in Rac1 activity,
thus promoting endothelial cell migra-
tion and vascular assembly (Brantley-
Sieders et al., 2004). Moreover, there
is evidence to suggest that PI3K-me-
diated activation of Rac1 GTPase may
be partially regulated through Vav2

and Vav3 guanine nucleotide ex-
change factors (Hunter et al., 2006).
Another study by Ojima and col-
leagues using bovine retinal endothe-
lial cells (BRECs) demonstrated that
VEGF-induced extracellular regu-
lated kinase 1 and 2 (Erk1/2) and Akt
phosphorylation was inhibited by pre-
treatment with ephrin-A1 (Ojima et
al., 2006). Furthermore, this inhibi-
tion was found to reduce the effects of
VEGF-stimulated endothelial cell mi-
gration, tube formation, and prolifer-
ation. Together, these data offer in-
sight into the complexity of the
signaling events that lie downstream
of EphA2 and ephrin-A1, which act to
promote angiogeneis.

THE ROLE OF EPHA2 AND
EPHRIN-A1 IN TUMOR
NEOVASCULARIZATION

As with any other tissue within the
body, a growing tumor mass needs a
constant supply of nutrients as well as
an avenue for the removal of waste
products; therefore, development of a
functional vascular system is neces-
sary to sustain the growth of a tumor.
The notion that a tumor’s blood supply
can be acquired through a process of
angiogenesis was first proposed over
30 years ago (Folkman, 1995). Since
then, it is now recognized that tumors
can acquire a blood supply through
alternative means including vessel co-
option, intussuseception, recruitment
of endothelial progenitor cells, and
vasculogenic mimicry (reviewed in
Dome et al., 2007).

EphA2 is overexpressed in a large
number of tumor types including mel-
anoma, prostate, breast, ovarian, pan-
creatic, and lung and is often linked
with a poor clinical outcome (Duxbury
et al., 2004a; Kinch et al., 2003; Mu-
dali et al., 2006; Thaker et al., 2004;
Walker-Daniels et al., 1999; Zelinski
et al., 2001; Zeng et al., 2003). Given
that EphA2 is often overexpressed in
various tumor types combined with in-
creasing amounts of evidence support-
ing a role for EphA2 in promoting an-
giogenesis, it is natural to hypothesize
that overexpression of EphA2 by tu-
mor cells may promote tumor neovas-
cularization. Recently, there have
been a number of reports that support
the hypothesis that upregulation of
EphA2 promotes tumor neovascular-
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ization. One of the earliest examples
using immunohistochemistry (IHC)
performed on xenografts of human
MDA-MB-435 breast cancer cells or
KS1767 Kaposi’s sarcoma cells re-
vealed that EphA2 and ephrin-A1
were expressed within the tumor vas-
culature as well as the tumor cells
themselves (Ogawa et al., 2000). To
confirm the clinical relevance of this
expression pattern for EphA2 and
ephrin-A1 in xenografted tumors,
Ogawa and colleagues performed IHC
on a number of different clinical spec-
imens covering a wide variety of tu-
mor types with similar results. These
data set the stage for numerous re-
ports supporting a role for EphA2 in
mediating tumor neovascularization.

Much of the work investigating a
role for EphA2 in mediating tumor an-
giogenesis has been done using two
different tumor models: RIP-Tag
transgenic model of angiogenic depen-
dent pancreatic islet cell carcinoma
and the 4T1 model of metastatic mam-
mary adenocarcinoma (Brantley-Sied-
ers et al., 2005, 2006; Brantley et al.,
2002; Cheng et al., 2003). Using these
models, it has been shown that block-
ing EphA2 inhibits tumor angiogene-
sis manifested as a decrease in tumor
volume and microvessel density. IHC
analysis of tumors taken from these
two models revealed that ephrin-A1
was predominantly expressed by the
tumor cells whereas EphA2 was pri-
marily expressed within the tumor
vasculature, suggesting that eph-
rin-A1 expressed on the tumor cells
was responsible for attracting EphA2
expressing endothelial cells. In sup-
port of this hypothesis, Brantley-Sied-
ers and colleagues demonstrated that
transplanting 4T1 mammary adeno-
carcinomas cells expressing ephrin-A1
into EphA2-deficient mice resulted in
a significant decrease in tumor vol-
ume concomitant with a decrease in
microvessel density (Brantley-Sieders
et al., 2005). Additionally, EphA2-de-
ficient endothelial cells displayed sig-
nificantly reduced migratory capacity
in response to 4T1 mammary adeno-
carcinoma cells in vitro (Brantley-
Sieders et al., 2005). Moreover, down-
regulation of ephrin-A1 in metastatic
mammary tumor cells using siRNA
resulted in a reduction in tumor mi-
crovessel density in vivo as well as
tumor cell induced endothelial migra-

tion in vitro (Brantley-Sieders et al.,
2006). Lastly, as proof of principle,
these authors overexpressed eph-
rin-A1 in non-metastatic mammary
tumor cells, which resulted in an in-
crease in microvessel density in vivo
and tumor-cell-induced migration in
vitro (Brantley-Sieders et al., 2006).
Together, these results highlight an
important role for both eprhin-A1 and
EphA2 in promoting tumor neovascu-
larization. However, the mechanism
underlying this pathogenesis is just
beginning to emerge.

To understand how EphA2 is mediat-
ing tumor neovascularization, Cheng
and colleagues investigated the role of
VEGF in promoting angiogenesis using
the RIP-Tag transgenic model (Cheng
et al., 2003). They found that condi-
tioned media from a � islet carcinoma
cell line induced endothelial cell migra-
tion, and that this response was inhib-
ited by the addition of blocking antibod-
ies to VEGF or addition of soluble
EphA2 both in vitro and in vivo, sug-
gesting that EphA2 can mediate VEGF
induced angiogenesis in this model.
Similar results have been reported us-
ing an ovarian cancer model where it
was demonstrated that treatment with
agonistic EphA2 antibodies, which act
to decrease the levels of EphA2 ex-
pressed by tumor cells, resulted in a
decrease in the levels of VEGF but not
bFGF, and that the decrease in VEGF
was concomitant with a decrease in Src
phosphorylation as well as a decrease in
microvessel density in vivo (Landen et
al., 2006). Furthermore, it was recently
reported that downregulation of eph-
rin-A1 in metastatic mammary cells re-
sulted in a downregulation of VEGF ex-
pression in these cells; likewise,
overexpression of ephrin-A1 in non-
metastatic mammary cells resulted in a
significant increase in VEGF produc-
tion (Brantley-Sieders et al., 2006).
These results suggested that ephrin-A1
can regulate angiogenesis through both
the secretion of VEGF and by activation
of EphA2 on the surface of tumor-asso-
ciated endothelial cells.

THE ROLE OF EPHA2 IN
MEDIATING MELANOMA
TUMOR CELL
VASCULOGENIC MIMICRY

As mentioned previously, a tumor’s
blood supply can be acquired through

a number of different mechanisms.
Vasculogenic mimicry describes the
unique ability of highly aggressive
melanoma tumor cells to express mul-
tiple cellular phenotypes, including
endothelial and epithelial associated
markers and matrix-rich vasculo-
genic-like networks when cultured on
a three-dimensional matrix in vitro,
mimicking embryonic vasculogenesis,
and resembling the matrix-rich pat-
terned networks found in patient tu-
mors correlating with an increased
risk of metastatic disease (Folberg et
al., 1993; Maniotis et al., 1999). Stud-
ies using mouse xenograft models
have suggested that VM can serve as a
functional means for tumor perfusion
that may complement classical angio-
genesis (Ruf et al., 2003). Addition-
ally, VM may serve as an additional
route for tumor metastasis. Given
that the most significant health threat
to patients with melanoma is death
due to metastatic disease (Balch et al.,
2004), identifying the unique charac-
teristics of aggressive melanoma cells
that enable them to engage in VM
may offer new therapeutic avenues in
which to target malignant melanoma.

To compare the molecular signature
of highly versus poorly aggressive mel-
anoma tumor cells, microarray analysis
was performed (Bittner et al., 2000;
Seftor et al., 2002). These data revealed
a dysregulated genotype whereby
highly aggressive melanoma tumor
cells expressed various endothelial and
epithelial genes important for both em-
bryonic vasculogenesis and angiogene-
sis, including many different Eph recep-
tors and ligands (Table 1; Bittner et al.,
2000; Seftor et al., 2002). Given the role
of the Eph receptors and their ligands
in mediating many aspects of embry-
onic development combined with re-
ports identifying the expression of mul-
tiple Eph-family receptor tyrosine
kinases in human and mouse embry-
onic stem cells (Baharvand et al., 2006;
Lickliter et al., 1996) as well as in he-
matopoietic stem cells (Lazarova et al.,
2006) suggested that the aggressive
melanoma tumor cells had undergone
transdifferentiation to acquire a more
embryonic-like phenotype. These data,
in combination with data supporting a
role for Eph receptors in embryonic vas-
culogenesis as well as angiogenesis,
suggest that expression of these Eph
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receptors and ligands are playing a role
in mediating melanoma VM.

Our studies have utilized an in vitro
model system in which to study the
process of melanoma VM, whereby ag-
gressive melanoma tumor cells are
cultured on a three-dimensional type
1 collagen matrix for a period of 6
days, thus allowing the investigation
of the signaling mechanisms regulat-
ing this process over time (Fig. 1). Us-
ing this model, we demonstrated that
during VM, there is an increase in
tyrosine phosphorylation within the
aggressive melanoma tumor cells as
they form vasculogenic-like structures
in vitro, as illustrated in Figure 2,
suggesting that aggressive melanoma
cells engaged in VM have an increase
in signal transduction events medi-
ated by tyrosine phosphorylation
(Hess et al., 2001). To confirm these
findings, we analyzed the difference in
tyrosine phosphorylated proteins be-
tween aggressive melanoma tumor
cells engaged in VM and poorly ag-
gressive melanoma tumor cells unable
to engage in VM. We reported that
aggressive melanoma tumor cells had
a different profile of tyrosine phos-
phorylated proteins compared to
poorly aggressive melanoma tumor
cells (Hess et al., 2001), and identified
EphA2 as a predominant receptor ty-
rosine kinase found to be phosphory-
lated in aggressive melanoma cells.
These results, in combination with
those obtained from the microarray
analysis identifying EphA2 as the
most overexpressed of all Eph recep-

tors in the aggressive melanoma tu-
mors cells, suggested that increased
EphA2 may potentiate downstream
signaling events necessary for mela-
noma VM. As proof of principle, we
utilized antisense oligonucleotide
strategies to transiently downregu-
late the expression of EphA2 in ag-
gressive melanoma tumor cells,
which resulted in the inability of
these tumor cells to engage in VM
(Hess et al., 2001). These data iden-
tified EphA2 as an important medi-
ator of melanoma VM and likewise
began to establish a signal transduc-
tion–mediated mechanism for this
phenomenon.

In an effort to better understand the
role of EphA2 in mediating melanoma
VM and metastasis as a whole, we
have since developed aggressive mel-
anoma tumor cells that have stably
downregulated levels of EphA2 and
have been characterizing them based
on VM potential, invasion, prolifera-
tion, and tumor formation potential in
vivo. As our previous report suggested
(Hess et al., 2001), downregulation of
EphA2 inhibits the ability of aggres-
sive melanoma cells to engage in VM
in vitro (Fig. 3). Furthermore, down-
regulation of EphA2 resulted in a de-
crease in the invasive capacity of ag-
gressive melanoma tumor cells in
vitro, as demonstrated in Figure 4. To
further understand the role of EphA2
in promoting melanoma aggressive-
ness, we utilized an orthotopic mouse
model for cutaneous melanoma and
challenged the aggressive melanoma

cells having stably downregulated
EphA2 to form tumors in vivo. The
data presented in Table 2 demon-
strate a significant inability of these
aggressive tumor cells lacking suffi-
cient amounts of EphA2 to form tu-
mors in vivo, thus underscoring the
importance of EphA2 in mediating
melanoma tumor formation. The
question remains as to the underlying
mechanism resulting in tumor inhibi-
tion. There are at least two possibili-
ties: (1) a decrease in microvessel den-
sity within the tumor, as a result of
either inhibiting tumor angiogenesis
and/or vasculogenic mimicry; and/or
(2) tumor growth inhibited due to an
inability of the tumor cells to prolifer-
ate within a mouse microenviron-
ment.

Recently, there have been reports
attempting to investigate a correla-
tion between EphA2 and microvessel
density in both colorectal and ovarian
carcinomas (Kataoka et al., 2004; Lin
et al., 2007). In both cases, there was a
significant association between in-
creased EphA2 expression in the tu-
mor cells with increased microvessel
density. Furthermore, Lin and col-
leagues reported that increases in
EphA2 expression and microvessel
density corresponded to a decrease in
patient survival (Lin et al., 2007).
These data suggest that the inability
of aggressive melanoma cells lacking
sufficient EphA2 to form tumors in
mice may be due to impaired tumor
neovascularization, especially given
previous reports that firmly establish
a role for EphA2 in mediating angio-
genesis in conjunction with the inabil-
ity of these cells to undergo VM in
vitro.

Early reports first identifying the
overexpression of EphA2 in melanoma
suggested that eprhin-A1 could act as
a growth factor for melanoma cells
(Easty et al., 1995), likewise it has
been reported that EphA2 may act as
a survival factor for endothelial cells
(Cheng et al., 2003). Additionally,
Straume and Akslen (2002) found that
expression of EphA2 in patient sam-
ples of melanoma was associated with
increased tumor cell proliferation as
measured by Ki-67 positively. To as-
sess the role of EphA2 in mediating
melanoma tumor cell proliferation, we
examined the proliferation capacity of
the aggressive melanoma tumor cells

TABLE 1. Expression of Eph Receptors and Ligands in Aggressive
Versus Poorly Aggressive Human Melanoma Tumor Cellsa

Gene Unigene Fold change

EphA2 Hs. 171596 1 14.8–58
EphA3 Hs. 123642 2 2.3–45
EphB1 Hs. 116092 1 4.3
EphB2 Hs. 523329 1 2.8–34.7
EphB4 Hs. 437008 2 1.6–2.3
Ephrin-A1 Hs. 516664 2 3.0–10.8
Ephrin-A4 Hs. 449913 1 1.3
Ephrin-B1 Hs. 144700 1 3.9
Ephrin-B2 Hs. 149239 1 3.7–7.5
Ephrin-B3 Hs. 26988 2 3.7–6.5

aAltered gene expression of Eph receptors and ligands was identified by cDNA and/or
oligonucleotide microarray analysis. Data are reported as a fold change in gene
expression between highly aggressive melanoma tumor cells versus poorly
aggressive melanoma tumor cells.
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with stably downregulated EphA2
and found a significant decrease in the
ability of these cells to proliferate in
vitro, as demonstrated in Figure 5.
These data suggest that EphA2 may
mediate melanoma tumor formation
in vivo due to its direct effects on the
proliferation capacity of these cells.

VE-CADHERIN MEDIATES
EPHA2 EXPRESSION AND
PHOSPHORYLATION
DURING MELANOMA VM

In addition to the upregulation of
EphA2 in aggressive melanoma cells,
microarray analysis also revealed the

upregulation of VE-cadherin. VE-cad-
herin is an endothelial-specific cad-
herin that plays an important role in
regulating vascular morphology and
stability (Dejana et al., 1999). VE-cad-
herin is also critically important for
embryonic vasculogenesis as VE-cad-
herin knock-out mice die midgestation
due to large vascular malformations
(Carmeliet et al., 1999). It is interest-
ing to note that a link between EphA2
and VE-cadherin has never been es-
tablished in endothelial cells, even
though they both are expressed in en-
dothelial cells and both play a role in
tumor neovascularization; however, a
link between EphA2 and E-cadherin

has been established in breast cancer
cells as well as in embryonic stem cells
(Orsulic and Kemler 2000; Zantek et
al., 1999). Studies have shown that
E-cadherin is necessary for the stabi-
lization of EphA2 on the surface of the
membrane at cell–cell adhesions al-
lowing for proper interaction between
EphA2 and ephrin-A1. Restoring ap-
propriate interactions between EphA2
and ephrin-A1 can downregulate
many of the aggressive properties of
breast cancer cells overexpressing
EphA2. Based on these observations
and the fact that both EphA2 and VE-
cadherin are necessary for melanoma
VM (Hendrix et al., 2001; Hess et al.,

Fig. 1. Bright-field microscopy of aggressive human melanoma tumor cells (A) and poorly aggressive melanoma tumor cells (B) cultured on
three-dimensional type 1 collagen matrix for 6 days and stained with Periodic-Acid Schiff reagent (PAS) without hematoxylin counterstain. The inset
in A shows a cross-section of the extracellular matrix-rich networks that contain lumen-like structures. Scale bar � 100 �m (A,B). Inset: Image was
viewed using a 63� oil immersion lens.

Fig. 2. Bright-field and immunofluorescence microscopy showing co-localization of phosphotyrosine and F-actin proteins within areas of VM in
aggressive melanoma tumor cells cultured on three-dimensional type 1 collagen matrix for 4 days. A,B: Three-dimensional cultures demonstrating
bright-field image (A) with corresponding fluorescent image (B), dual-labeled with phosphotyrosine proteins (PY-20; FITC) and F-actin (phalloiden;
Texas Red). Arrows indicate matrix-rich VM networks. Scale bar � 100 �m for A and B.

3288 HESS ET AL.



2001), we sought to understand the
relationship between EphA2 and VE-
cadherin in aggressive melanoma
cells. Using dual-labeled immunofluo-
rescence, we observed that both VE-
cadherin and EphA2 localized to areas
of cell–cell adhesion, both in vitro and
in patients’ tumors classified as hav-
ing a high metastatic potential (Hess
et al., 2006). We validated these obser-
vations using co-immunoprecipitation
experiments and found that EphA2
and VE-cadherin formed an associa-
tion. Furthermore, increased phos-
phorylation of EphA2 or knock-down
of EphA2 using anti-sense oligonucle-
otides resulted in no change in the
localization of VE-cadherin on the sur-
face of aggressive melanoma cells.
However, knock-down of VE-cadherin
resulted in a dramatic redistribution
of EphA2 on the cell surface as well as
a downregulation of EphA2 phosphor-
ylation. These results suggested that
VE-cadherin may act to stabilize
EphA2 on the surface of the aggres-
sive melanoma cells, thus potentiat-
ing signals important for melanoma
VM. These results are contrary to
those found in breast cancer cells, and
suggest that tumors derived from non-
epithelial cells use EphA2 signal
transduction–mediated mechanisms

to promote tumor cell aggressiveness,
rather then suppress it. These data
also suggest that perhaps EphA2 ex-
pression in aggressive melanoma sig-
nals in a manner similar to EphA2
expressed on the surface of endothe-
lial cells undergoing angiogenesis,
thereby promoting the formation of
vasculogenic-like networks. The sig-
nal transduction pathways that lie
downstream of these two important
cell surface–associated proteins are
currently under investigation. There
are many possibilities including sig-
naling through phosphoinositide 3-ki-
nase and focal adhesion kinase, both
of which have been found to play roles
in tumor neovascularization and sig-
nal downstream of EphA2 and VE-
cadherin (Carmeliet et al., 1999;
Carter et al., 2002; Duxbury et al.,
2004b; Miao et al., 2000; Qi and
Claesson-Welsh, 2001).

PHOSPHOINOSITIDE 3-
KINASE SIGNALING AS A
MEDIATOR OF MELANOMA
VM

Phosphoinositide 3-kinase (PI3K) is a
cytoplasmic lipid kinase consisting of a
regulatory subunit, p85, and a catalytic

subunit, p110. Once activated, PI3K
phosphorylates phosphoinositide-4,5-
bisphosphate (PIP2) to form phospho-
inositide-3,4,5-trisphosphate (PIP3),
which regulates a variety of cellular
functions (reviewed in Vanhaesebroeck
and Waterfield 1999). PI3K activity has
been implicated in the recruitment of a
variety of cell-signaling components to
the plasma membrane where they can
induce cell motility and survival. The
role of PI3K in promoting tumor pro-
gression through increased invasion,
migration, survival, and induction of tu-
mor angiogenesis has been reported in
many different tumor types (reviewed
in Brader and Eccles, 2004). PI3K and
the signal transduction pathways that
it activates have become important
therapeutic targets for a number of dif-
ferent tumor types.

PI3K has been shown by two inde-
pendent laboratories to interact with
EphA2, using a yeast two-hybrid
screen, and has been reported to
play a role in mediating angiogene-
sis (Brantley-Sieders et al., 2004;
Pandey et al., 1994). Based on these
data we began investigating the role
of PI3K in mediating melanoma VM.
We found that addition of LY294002,
a specific inhibitor of PI3K, inhibited
the ability of aggressive melanoma
tumor cells to engage in VM (Hess et
al., 2003). In order to elucidate a
mechanism for this apparent role of
PI3K in mediating melanoma VM,
we investigated the ability of PI3K
to mediate the activities of mem-
brane type 1 matrix metalloprotein-
ase (MT1-MMP) and matrix metallo-
proteinase-2 (MMP-2), and the
cleavage of the laminin 5�2 chain
into promigratory fragments, events
previously shown to play a role in
promoting melanoma VM (Hess et
al., 2003; Seftor et al., 2001). We
found that treatment with LY294002
reversibly blocked the activity of
MMP-2 as well as the expression and
activity of MT1-MMP, and the cleav-
age of the laminin 5�2 chain. These
results suggested that signaling
through PI3K could promote mela-
noma VM by regulating the activi-
ties of MT1-MMP and MMP-2 and,
ultimately, the cleavage of the lami-
nin 5�2 chain into promigratory
fragments.

Fig. 3. Bright-field microscopy of untransfected human cutaneous C8161 metastatic melanoma
cells (A; C8161), neo-transfected (B; C8161-Neo), or C8161 EphA2 knock-downs (C; EphA2 AS
[AS; antisense] 0.2-1 and EphA2 AS 0.2-2) seeded on three-dimensional type 1 collagen matrix for
4 days. Arrows indicate VM networks. Scale bar � 100 �m (A–D).
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FOCAL ADHESION KINASE
SIGNALING AS A
MEDIATOR OF MELANOMA
VM

Focal adhesion kinase (FAK) is a cy-
toplasmic kinase largely responsible
for signaling events downstream of in-
tegrins (extracellular matrix recep-
tors). Integrin clustering as triggered
by binding to extracellular matrix
components results in FAK phosphor-
ylation and subsequent activation of
this kinase domain. Activation of FAK
in turn activates a plethora of signal-
ing events that act to promote many
different cellular processes, including
cell survival, migration, and invasion
(reviewed in Cox et al., 2006; Schla-
epfer et al., 1999). Unregulated in-
creases in cell survival mechanisms,
migration, and invasion can contrib-
ute to a tumor’s ability to grow and
metastasize to distant sites within the
body. Therefore, FAK is often found to
be overexpressed and/or constitutively
active in numerous tumor types in-
cluding melanoma, prostate, thyroid,
colorectal, ovarian, and oral tumors
(Han et al., 1997; Maung et al., 1999;
Owens et al., 1996; Schneider et al.,
2002; Sood et al., 2004; Tremblay et
al., 1996). Additionally FAK mediates
many aspects of angiogenesis by reg-
ulating endothelial cell proliferation,
survival, and migration. The impor-
tance of FAK signaling in mediating
these events is highlighted in a recent
report by Shen and colleagues who
demonstrated that endothelial cell
specific knockout of FAK resulted in
defective angiogenesis during late em-
bryogenesis resulting in embryonic le-
thality (Shen et al., 2005).

Several reports have linked EphA2
and ephrin-A1 to FAK signaling. Miao
and colleagues first reported that in
PC-3 prostate cancer cells, stimula-
tion of EphA2 with ephrin-A1 resulted
in a decrease in FAK phosphorylation
concomitant with a decrease in inte-
grin-mediated cell adhesion, spread-
ing, and migration, suggesting that
signaling through EphA2 acts to
negatively regulate FAK function
(Miao et al., 2000). In contrast to
these observations, Carter and col-
leagues demonstrated that eph-
rin-A1 induced spreading in EphA2
expressing NIH3T3 cells or mouse
embryonic fibroblasts (MEF) derived

from FAK�/� or p130Cas�/� mice,
but not in NIH3T3 cells or mouse
embryonic fibroblasts derived from
FAK�/� or p130cas�/� mice (Carter
et al., 2002). Moreover, expression of
constitutively active EphA2 in
NIH3T3 cells allowed them to spread
when plated on poly-L-lysine in a
manner similar to that observed
when plated on ephrin-A1 suggest-
ing that eprhin-A1 and EphA2 sig-
naling through FAK can promote cell
adhesion and spreading (Carter et
al., 2002). In support of these obser-
vations, Duxbury and colleagues
demonstrated that in pancreatic ad-
enocarcinoma cells, overexpression
of EphA2 could induce a FAK-depen-
dent increase in MMP-2 expression
relative to an increase in invasive
potential (Duxbury et al., 2004b).
Furthermore, treatment of these
cells with ephrin-A1 resulted in the
downregulation of EphA2 and subse-
quent dephosphorylation of FAK
concomitant with a decrease in
MMP-2. These results demonstrated

that EphA2 signaling through FAK
can promote cellular adhesion and
invasion. Similar results were re-
cently reported by Liu and col-
leagues, who observed that forced
expression of ephrin-A1 in glioma
cell lines resulted in the degradation
of EphA2 concomitant with a down-
regulation of FAK resulting in an
inhibition of cellular migration, pro-
liferation, and anchorage indepen-
dent growth (Liu et al., 2007). Col-
lectively, these studies suggest that
signaling through EphA2 and eph-
rin-A1 can result in either promotion
or inhibition of cellular adhesion,
migration, and invasion depending
on the cell type.

Given that FAK plays a role in me-
diating angiogenesis and that signal-
ing between EphA2 and FAK can pro-
mote tumor cell aggressiveness, we
investigated a role for FAK in mediat-
ing many of the characteristics of an
aggressive melanoma tumor cell in-
cluding VM (Hess et al., 2005; Hess
and Hendrix, 2006). We showed that

Fig. 4. Percent invasion for untransfected C8161 cells (C8161), neo-transfected C8161 cells
(C8161-Neo), or C8161 EphA2 knock-down cells (EphA2 AS 0.2-1 and EphA2 AS 0.2-2) was
calculated as a percentage of cells able to invade through a matrix (collagen IV, laminin, and
gelatin)-coated polycarbonate membrane within a 24-hr period using an in vitro invasion chamber
compared with the total number of cells seeded and normalized to control. The 50–60% decrease
in invasion in both C8161 EphA2 AS clones compared to untransfected C8161 cells was found to
be statistically significant using a student’s t-test (*P 	 0.001).
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by expressing FAK-related non-ki-
nase (FRNK), which acts as a domi-
nant negative FAK protein, in aggres-
sive melanoma cells we could inhibit
melanoma VM, and significantly re-
duce tumor cell invasion, migration,
proliferation, and clonogenicity (Hess
et al., 2005; Hess and Hendrix, 2006).

As an attempt to understand a
mechanism for how FAK signaling
may be regulating melanoma tumor
cell invasion, migration, and VM, we
first examined the proteolytic en-

zymes known to be important for
these biological functions in several
tumor cell types including mela-
noma. In particular, there have been
reports linking both the urokinase-
type plasminogen activator receptor
(uPAR)/urokinase system and ma-
trix metalloproteinases (MMPs) with
FAK signaling (guirre Ghiso, 2002;
Hauck et al., 2001, 2002; Nguyen et
al., 2000). We found urokinase activ-
ity to be greatly reduced by FRNK
expression in aggressive melanoma

cells; however, we did not see an ef-
fect on MMP-2 or MT1-MMP (Hess
et al., 2005). These data are in con-
trast to other reports linking FAK
signaling with the regulation of
MMPs. However, this discrepancy
could be due to the specificity of FAK
signaling in different cell types (epi-
thelial vs. mesenchymal) or in re-
sponse to stimulation from different
extracellular matrix components
(i.e., fibronectin vs. collagen). To-
gether these results support previ-
ous observations linking EphA2 and
FAK signaling in tumor cell aggres-
siveness; however, the signal trans-
duction events that lie downstream
of EphA2 and FAK remain to be
identified.

MITOGEN ACTIVATED
KINASE SIGNALING AND
MELANOMA VM

Extracellular regulated kinase 1 and
2 (Erk1/2) is one of the mitogen-acti-
vated protein kinase (MAPK) family
members. It is a component of the
Ras-Raf-Mek1/2-Erk1/2 signal trans-
duction pathway and is activated in
response to growth factors, cytokines,
and hormones. Activation of this
pathway results in numerous cellu-
lar responses including, survival,
proliferation, adhesion, invasion,
and migration (reviewed in Gray-
Schopfer et al., 2005). Mutations of
Ras and/or Raf resulting in constitu-
tive activation of Erk1/2 have the
capacity to transform mammalian
cells in vitro (Cowley et al., 1994;
Mansour et al., 1994). Furthermore,
an association has been reported be-
tween activating mutations of both
Ras and Raf and tumorigenesis in
numerous tumor types including
melanoma (Davies et al., 2002;
Giehl, 2005).

Recently, there have been several
reports linking EphA2 signal trans-
duction events with Erk1/2 phosphor-
ylation. Studies by Pratt and col-
leagues in addition to those initiated
by Macrae and colleagues utilizing
various breast cancer cell lines indi-
cate that ligand (ephrin-A1) binding of
EphA2 results in an increase in
Erk1/2 phosphorylation, and subse-
quent upregulation of EphA2 mRNA,
suggesting an autocrine feedback loop
between these pathways (Giehl, 2005;

Fig. 5. To assess proliferation, 2.5 � 104 untransfected C8161 cells (C8161), neo-transfected
C8161 cells (C8161-Neo), or C8161 EphA2 knock-down cells (EphA2 AS 0.2-1 and EphA2 AS
0.2-2) were plated on 24-well tissue culture plates in RPMI containing 5% serum. Cells were
harvested with trypsin/EDTA and counted every 24 hr for a period of 4 days. Statistical significance
was determined using the student’s t-test. *P 	 0.01; for each time point n � 12.

TABLE 2. Ability of EphA2 Knock-Downs to Form Tumors In Vivoa

Cell line
Number of
animals Tumor volume (mm3)b P*

C8161 5 3,034 
 385 1.0
C8161-Neo 5 3,727 
 673 0.8
EphA2 AS 0.2–1 5 114 
 34 �0.001
EphA2 AS 0.2–2 5 190 
 75 �0.001

a2.5 � 105 untransfected human cutaneous metastatic melanoma cells (C8161),
neo-transfected (C8161-Neo), or C8161 EphA2 knock-downs (EphA2 AS [AS,
antisense) 0.2–1 and EphA2 AS 0.2–2), were injected into the subscapular region of
nu/nu female mice.

bAfter 5 weeks, mice were sacrificed and tumor volume was calculated by multiplying
the height, length, and width of each tumor, as measured using a microcaliper, and
volume is presented as mm3

*Statistical significance was determined using a Student’s t-test analysis.
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Macrae et al., 2005; Pratt and Kinch,
2002, 2003). On the contrary, Miao
and colleagues have reported that
stimulation of EphA2 with its ligand
ephrin-A1 results in a decrease in
Erk1/2 phosphorylation in prostate
cancer and endothelial cells (Miao et
al., 2001). Additionally, Maio and col-
leagues reported that the stimulation
of the MAPK pathway using growth
factors such as placental derived
growth factor (PDGF) and epidermal
growth factor (EGF) can be attenu-
ated when simultaneously treated
with ephrin-A1 (Miao et al., 2001).
These latter results are in agreement
with the study initiated by Macrae
and colleagues, who reported similar
results using EGF to stimulate Erk1/2
phosphorylation in a panel of breast
cancer cells, and found those effects to
be attenuated by ephrin-A1 (Macrae
et al., 2005). Furthermore, they found
that cells containing mutations in Ras
resulted in Erk1/2 phosphorylation
that was independent of EGF stimu-
lation and likewise unresponsive to
the attenuation effects of ephrin-A1
stimulation (Macrae et al., 2005). Co-
incidently these same cells expressed
high levels of EphA2 expression. To-
gether these results suggest that con-
stitutively active Erk1/2, possibility
due to mutations in Ras and/or Raf,
are responsible for the high levels of
EphA2 expression found in certain tu-
mor types.

Although we have yet to establish
a link between EphA2 and Erk1/2
phosphorylation in our aggressive
melanoma cells, we have established
a role for Erk1/2 in promoting an
aggressive melanoma phenotype
with respect to FAK signaling. We
found that expressing FRNK, a dom-
inant negative antagonist of FAK
signaling, in aggressive melanoma
cells reduced Erk1/2 phosphoryla-
tion (Hess et al., 2005). Further-
more, we found that treatment of the
aggressive cutaneous melanoma
cells with specific inhibitors to
Mek1/2 (PD98059 and U0126), thus
decreasing the levels of Erk1/2 phos-
phorylation, resulted in a decrease
in the invasive capacity and VM po-
tential of these cells. Interestingly,
we failed to see a decrease in the
migratory behavior of these cells,
suggesting that Erk1/2 is necessary
for some but not all aspects of mela-
noma aggressiveness. Subsequently,
we explored specific proteolytic en-
zymes that are important for inva-
sion and VM. Using the MEK1/2 in-
hibitor, U0126, to down-regulate
Erk1/2 phosphorylation, we found
decreases in secreted urokinase,
MMP-2 and MT1-MMP activity,
which could result in the decreases
observed in invasion and VM. We
hypothesize that increased levels
of secreted urokinase, MMP-2,
and MT1-MMP, mediated through

Erk1/2 signaling, allow aggressive
melanoma cells to remodel, degrade,
and invade the extracellular matrix
enabling VM and metastasis.

Based on our investigations into
the molecular mechanisms that me-
diate melanoma VM, we have devel-
oped a hypothetical model that illus-
trates our current understanding of
the signaling events involved in this
process, as shown in Figure 6. Al-
though we have made considerable
progress in deciphering the molecu-
lar mechanisms underling various
characteristics of aggressive mela-
noma cells with a particular focus
on melanoma VM, there remain
many unanswered questions. Cur-
rent studies are aimed at linking
the signaling events mediated by
PI3K, FAK, and Erk1/2 with that of
EphA2. Additionally, we are inter-
ested in understanding the molecu-
lar mechanisms involved in pro-
moting the deregulated genotype
characteristic of aggressive mela-
noma cells, specifically the aber-
rantly regulated signaling events
that are responsible for the in-
creased expression of EphA2. It is
interesting to note that many of the
different tumor types that have been
found to engage in VM, also have
increased EphA2, suggesting that
signaling events regulated by EphA2
may mediate VM in several tumor
types.

Fig. 6. Hypothetical model illustrating signal transduction pathways that promote melanoma VM. In this model, EphA2 and VE-cadherin co-localize
on the surface of aggressive melanoma cells at sites of cell-cell adhesion. This association may allow for signal transduction events to be mediated
through either PI3K and/or FAK. Increased FAK phosphorylation results in an increase in Erk1/2 phosphorylation thus promoting an increase in
urokinase production. Additionally, increased Erk1/2 phosphorylation can increase the activities of MT1-MMP and MMP-2 through, as yet unidentified,
upstream effectors. Lastly, activation of PI3K can regulate the expression and activity of MT1-MMP, which in turn promotes the conversion of MMP-2
into its active confirmation through an interaction with TIMP-2. Both enzymatically active MT1-MMP and MMP-2 may then promote the cleavage of
the laminin 5�2 chain into pro-migratory fragments. The combination of these signaling events work in concert to promote properties of aggressive
melanoma tumor cells, including invasion, migration, proliferation, and VM, which are associated with an increased risk for metastasis.
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FUTURE DIRECTIONS

EphA2 has been implicated in medi-
ating two different avenues of tumor
neovascularization: angiogenesis
and vasculogenic mimicry. The over-
expression of EphA2 in several dif-
ferent tumor types and its correla-
tion with poor clinical outcome
makes it a prime target for the de-
velopment of therapeutic interven-
tion strategies. Recently, reports
have investigated the feasibility of
downregulating EphA2 in breast,
ovarian, and pancreatic tumors us-
ing agonistic antibodies and siRNA
technologies (Carles-Kinch et al.,
2002; Duxbury et al., 2004a; Landen
Jr. et al., 2005, 2006). Using ortho-
topic mouse models and systemic de-
livery of either agonistic antibodies
or EphA2 targeted siRNA, there has
been success in reducing tumor bur-
den and increasing survival with no
toxic side effects. Our current under-
standing of the consequences of
EphA2 over-expression in melanoma
clearly demonstrated that EphA2 is
a potential therapeutic target for
metastatic melanoma as well. Thus,
we are currently investigating the
feasibility of targeting melanoma tu-
mors using similar siRNA strategies.

Understanding the ability of ag-
gressive melanoma cells to acquire a
dysregulated genotype and engage
in VM is just one example of the
plasticity potential of aggressive tu-
mor cells, and suggests a reversion
to a more embryonic phenotype. As
additional reports emerge linking
overexpression of EphA2 or other
Eph receptors with tumor aggres-
siveness, new information regarding
the convergence of embryonic and
tumorigenic signaling pathways may
provide new insights into the regu-
lation of the plastic tumor cell phe-
notype. Deciphering the molecular
underpinnings promoting tumor cell
plasticity will offer promise for the
development of new therapeutic in-
tervention strategies to target a
wide variety of tumor types.
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