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Abstract

C-terminal tensin like (CTEN) protein is a member of tensin family, mainly
localized in focal adhesions. CTEN is enriched in a few tissues, such as prostate and
placenta, and CTEN homologies are found only in mammals. The levels of CTEN protein
is significantly higher in prostate epithelial cells than other types of prostatic cells,
suggesting that CTEN might participate in the development of prostate epithelium. In this
study, to elucidate the role of CTEN in prostate epithelium, a non-malignant prostate
epithelial cell line, RWPE-1, was used. We manipulated CTEN level by siRNA-mediated
gene silencing or inducible ectopic gene expression to examine the effect of CTEN on
cell behaviors and morphology in 2D or 3D culture system. Our study shows that loss of
CTEN in RWPE-1 leads to accumulation of CDK inhibitors, p21 and p27, and hindrance
to cell cycle G1/S transition. Depletion of CTEN also suppresses RhoA activation and
cell migration. Additionally, we reveal the ANp63 binding region on CTEN gene locus
and verified ANp63, a crucial transcription factor of prostate development, mediates cell-
extracellular matrix adhesion through up-regulation of CTEN. Moreover, by analyses of
publicly available online databases, we found that the level of CTEN expression is higher
in prostate epithelial basal cells than in luminal cells. RWPE-1 cells in Matrigel-based 3D
cultures were used to investigate the role of CTEN in prostate epithelial cell
differentiation and acinar morphogenesis. We demonstrate that CTEN is inhibited during
the course of luminal differentiation. Ectopic expression of CTEN maintains FAK pY397
level and disturbs the acini formation and luminal differentiation. On the other hand,
although CTEN is highly expressed in prostate epithelial cells, it is significantly down-
regulated in prostate cancer. To decipher the role of CTEN in prostate cancer, CTEN
expression was induced in DU-145, a metastatic prostate cancer cell line. CTEN
overexpression in DU-145 cells suppressed cell migration but made little impact on cell
proliferation. In summary, our study demonstrates that CTEN facilitates proliferation,
migration and adhesion in non-malignant prostate epithelial cells whereas inhibits cell
migration in metastatic prostate cancer cells. Our work also strongly suggested that down-
regulation of CTEN during luminal differentiation is required for acinar morphogenesis.
The distribution and the expression regulation of CTEN in prostate epithelium is

physiologically relevant for the development and homeostasis of prostate epithelium.

Keywords: CTEN, prostate, proliferation, adhesion, migration, acinar morphogenesis,

prostate cancer
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¥-F A1 %R

1.1 C-terminal tensin-like (CTEN) F-v¢ %

111 36 FREAS TERA

C-terminal tensin like protein f§ & CTEN > * £ % tensin4d & TNS4 > Z =3t
focal adhesion 7 tensin 3¢ B 7%+ 2 - > &4~d Lo ¥ % (2002) %%v) ¥ =
cDNA TR E - v 4027 tensinl v tensin2 #p 020 ¢cDNA A 71 » T % 3§ rapid
amplification of cDNA ends 4 7 $j#¥ » =B CTEN #:#% < (open reading
frame) 7 cDNA & 7| % A 7|7 &3 00 715 By=fpi 9 76.9kD 7 CTEN -
v 5 (Loetal,2002) > &_tensin #2%= f ¢ &~ F & & 1j-v F > CTEN Fv &
fr tensinl ~ tensin2 £ tensin3 - # & C #4 £ 5 4p 4% Src homology 2 (SH2)
domain {= phosphotyrosine-binding (PTB) domain » ¥ H el ik 7/ 7[22 H &  tensins
£ F 45% b endpinddt s Fla W}t&ﬁ:‘fb}?; tensin #2%e— R > 2X@A CTEN %r% iy
His tensin R2%E & N 32 5 actinbindingdomain’ F]@ & % % C-terminal tensin-
like (4 ] 1)

B2 2% SH2 - PTB ®#. 5 7| tensin R~ A B %35 8 B 4p 0t » XA

SH2-PTB % ¥.:h% § 2L (isoelectric point; pI) #7% & 48 ¢ » CTEN % % feh%

=h

BLZ 6.7 #"@ tensinl ~ tensin2 ~ tensin3 1 E T ELP| < G5 9 JHpI X B @
CTEN @8 s 3o B 3 8% e? > BILG W3 H i tensin 725 = f
& # 4 (Haynie, 2014) » SH2 4r PTB ¥ # & #hAkin 5 7 1 fofbf i peoep
(phospho-tyrosine) % & » CTEN + i i3 SH2-PTB % .2 GSTCD - NME4 ~
P4HA2 ~ PIK3RI 4= RPAIN 2 ¥ ¥ & ¥ i 6§ Bk * fo it eh 2 3 1% %
(Grossmann efal.,2015)> & Src # % 2. et 4 B Ep 27> v R 7 CTEN
1 SH2 & H.2r pl30°® % & (Machidaetal,2007): ¥ ¢t » CTEN ¢ SH2 % .
s FUEE Y774 mips i e c-Cbl jém R0 & L 4 K F]F X 48 (epidermal growth

1
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factor receptor; EGFR) £ % it i3 4 (Hongeral.,2013) k@ > SH2 {= PTB % .
4 Pt Ak ERREL 1 RORRE N T ER 5 Gl4e D CTEN ¢ SH2 %87 118 B fr
deleted in liver cancer 1 (DLC-1) **SIYDNV A 7]% & » iii¢ DLC-1 &% & focal

-

adhesions: @ pt %

14

f£% 2 2 izdg DLC-1Y442 crmipi > CTEN & %ﬁkﬁ DLC-
| 3745 % w3 E (Liao ef al, 2007) ; @ CTEN 1 PTB R H.A]7 1 % 2
integrin 1 &7 NPXY & 7| (Katz et al.,2007) - CTEN 3= f B 71 ¢ 5 &2 H &5 F-v
FH 23 iv% chmipde 3 N 3p 168324 eflp ¥ R B 3 7 B B SR
(serine-rich) » £ #7745 i CTEN ¥ i j5d o' %32 14-3-3c % £ (Benzinger et
al.,2005) > pl130“® ¢ & serine-rich % #. ¢ #FEF ¥ 12252 four-helix bundle » %
S5 g PAAEpL it iE 2 T & 14-3-30 % & (Briknarova et al., 2005) > = 3 B CTEN
serine-rich % %ﬁ?f#ﬂj_ﬁi’ #a Rl FE- HiE o

CTEN £ PTB % H.2 integrin % & I %22 =3t focal adhesion 3t 4 4
% > focal adhesion flm® p ~ FiTlwe Wit ¥ o ek B I AFY o A
integrin H H-A e LRI > BB b E F fAwe 75 (Geigeretal,2001;
Horton et al., 2015; Wehrle-Haller, 2012; Wozniak et al., 2004) - w0 7] Hﬁ{ PR mEe
CTEN 2 & B¢ f&lwmie 5 > % & & focal adhesion ¢ % (Loeral,2002)> X

&% %o mie 5 CTEN P Bf B # &ime % (Liaoeral,2009) > B % & 4o & CTEN

5

N =23 + %] ' B 71 (nuclear export signal; NES) > 7| ﬁ? Z PR uEA CTEN

Gime i A 0 BEri% NES 3 45 CTEN folm® 1~ fme [ A # g &

3]

A

F (3010 2014) e AP EATHRTY L BT W r Y CTEN i C i

SH2-PTB % £ > &8 NF-xB 3 4 B JZ ¢ ¢ co-activator a-actinind § 2 3 i£% (%

L2 2014; &% >2016) @ F ¥ i B i 42 DNA % & (3122015 2
z ey > 2017) ;,jcﬁmmaxﬁg%;&xhﬂxéwrh_ e ol
2
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1.12 AF4& R
CTEN *% 7 o TRt i tensin 3%~ 3 PAREZE > AT LR

3 B H B tensin FIES P 0 IR Y A G otensin] prf Frd s BEER 1t
B & #%% te ke i & 7] (homologous gene) > #2@  CTEN [ ik f FIR] ' Usg v 185 4 >
F 200 CTEN A FIR 5|41 = ch S i BFA RO A SH 1 chyg (v B tare 2
(Chen et al., 2013) ; :T‘fu‘ MEBE Y OAFIABRIRA 3 o tensin RIF X 0L st |
RiZZRWFSBFFY > ARa CTEN W3 SRAmBY 5 RFAAFLE ¢
# W AP frred (Chen eral, 2013; Lo ef al., 2002) » i&— # r2i4 X 4F A 5] 5 st
17 CTEN 2 Flerjads + g dt 3 B L0 5 7w *e frinfeds 5 7w 2P A3 0
H i nfme ko T35 DA 4n8E 1 75 290bp T T 5 37bp 2. B e CTEN £ )
et F PR GEG A - A& ek ¥ (Chenetal,2013) #F %] A&
FERASEHB NG Y 27 kG4 e CTEN 3 £i&F7 4450 8%
Em CTEN P &% dewv 5Pt L lwie > 30 ffime (stromacell) 4 % % jfsim e
(smooth muscle cell) B ;* 12 western blotting = ;= ¥ ;p| ] CTEN =3 2 (* B
2)> 27 CTEN A F3 i timie F 8 1

L 5']”;]1 FRm%fex Bopmie? > CTEN v 1L 535 5 4 £ 5|3 11 mbe
#Z e A (Hung et al, 2013) > ¥ 38 % lm e $k Hela ’fr':f“gﬁ{ PR dme FR
MCFI0A % ¢ »CTEN » ¥ 12 g lwfe X 3|4 L 4 & F]+ (epidermal growth factor
EGF) shiljcism %3 2 M E (Katzetal,2007)» 2P (55 2 Hela &7 F sh@¥m
EGF ¥ i8¢ %2 }-v ¢ fipd {* f% (histone acetyltransferase) p300 Faps i 42 & % = »
JEm 8aE p300 % & 3] CTEN A Flfcd+ & CTEN f Flfad+ 1 e 3-d B e
¢ FRit B4 > F@ i CTEN T4 (GEE45 52013 £ 2015 Hi ¥ -
2017) = F 91 > SR as Y 0 2R TS Ak d ors] 5 T e L @ R
EAAIAMRE Y F o gl s Fgd CTEN ez FF «hbf 7% > CTEN & 3

R AR e A ¢ R S < R R HOR T8 & 0 CTEN 2
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b
et

FAEFs AASKREECAREIRIPHY > Ti- H BREwe i
EE w4 (Lo,2014)  CTEN % & Bl inf e i iplHRs A F & 3 (%~ a9 o
i o b IR ¢ o CTEN @A P4 A2 1) § %342 (Chen ef al., 2013;
Lo et al.,2002) » % % Gleason score ﬁ % ~CTEN 3 £4%i< > ¥ ¥ 2 CTEN £
F] & ILF O R_GE w7 Eijl:f%,fsm 2k PC-3 v DU-145 # it & 4 % 4. % paclitaxel
g % 4R 2 (Lieral,2010) 7 fiifl &% 590 s B 42 » CTEN 7 i G 9l

S W RR Y SRR d o
1.13 2 $ 5 5%

Tensin 725 = i 1 & A & wmre § 2 € o %2 'wmve ' ¥ 2218 4 > tensin] ~tensin2
¥ tensind B L FZ I A A B YU Pt %ﬁé %'ﬂ;"]"fﬁ“ R B
- e 47 o tensinl A & & TR o f2eengt 7 3 B (Ishiietal,, 2001; Lo et al.,
1997) > tensin2 » A3 3R € B BT+ 0 (Cho et al., 2006; Kato et al., 2008, 2009,
2011, 2014) > @ tensin3 R ¢ % ~ [ B 2 f k0 5 (Chiang et al., 2005) -
ek p ow oy hid = CTEN £ 7] 'J",fz‘x%m R HRa e g AT SRR
e > CTEN ehf F1& X I L w4y 1 small interfering RNA (siRNA) 4]
CTEN R € "% < 5 filp oz thendf 2 i 4 0 ¢ 55 0%~ W~ P L fr i Fiore
tx (Aratani et al., 2017; Hong et al., 2013; Liao et al., 2009; Muharram et al., 2014) -
e ¥ > CTEN # 143k = X #8 it il jgcfis (receptor tyrosine kinase; RTK) 4% < & -
¢ #& EGFR 4r MET - ‘a4F X Byl = o L GRSt - En &
A g dmre e 4 5 4 (Hongetal.,, 2013; Muharram et al., 2014) © CTEN 4 £ ek /%
T4 ¢ EIRY Kz ¢ cyclin-dependent kinase inhibitor (CDKI) p21 =% §% > i& @
FEmm e i H) i 4 (Arataniefal,2017); A $E A K & Fiwre ¢ o drd] CTEN »
¢ "% i< focal adhesion kinase (FAK) {r extracellular signal-regulated kinase (ERK)

i 0 i@ % cyclinDl g B ERmE R A a4 T % (Seo et al., 2016) -

w

#A8A = 0 CTEN b 64 chime ¥ g Mo mm B 4 chi d o F - 2 g > 1

doi:10.6342/NTU201803093



staurosporine 3% ¥4 7| ’ijlj g mre g 4 e k- (apoptosis) » CTEN #& ‘wPe & -
iEAE Y ¢ X P|E Y i caspase-3 7 2 4 CTEN 571-715 5 fL» gt & EE
R F RS g me MDA-MB-468 R ¢ #ri| w2 # 2 (Lo et al., 2005) » #& @ > 12
staurosporine % # < % w4 A= FIRT 0 E R LI CTEN > % % lm
PR Fré 2 e iy E 5 (Albasriet al., 2009) > 2o CTEN &7 [p fwbe & +
BeY ot 83500055 F1aw o

FIARTF Bwme A Adp NV LG ERS CTEN 39 Tz 2i&n itk

% # % (Hung er al., 2013) » 5%t & % MCFI0A © - EGF { interleukin 6
(IL-6) ¥ 113 % CTEN # 3.1 B¢ 'w¥z 184 (Barbierief al., 2010; Cao et al., 2012;
Katzetal ,2007)> 2 ¥ 4 EGF # %27 »CTEN #3& + 2k EF LS fensin3
& ILE T ' (Katzetal,2007) > CTEN # B~ tensin3 £ DLC-1 B & - T #r]
DLC-1 =7 Rho GTPase activating protein (RhoGAP) # ic » i&m 4% RhoA &1 i
(RhoA-GTP) » & = ‘mPz criB {5t # (Caoetal,2012)° % Jplmiztk? > F iR
. CTEN R ¢ #* integrin-linked kinase (ILK) fr snail > %g PR B e B A
4 (Albasri et al., 2011; Thorpe et al., 2017) » ¥ - > & ¢ #r+4] E-cadherin (Albasri et
al., 2009) > snail 3§ 4 ¥¥ E-cadherin ¢ > % % epithelial-mesenchymal transition
(EMT) hE & 4pth > 2" e th? > CTEN ¥ 02 jEd ¥ - transforming growth
factor-B1 (TGF-B1) 2t 4, & H 2 jc % ¢ EMT &% 4 (Lueral,2018) > m EMT 3
B ol e {45 ALY F B chime Bk o B2 CTEN P46 H 4

SR e B 5V e 5 % P o BT ehac 4 (Albasri et al., 2009; Barbieri et al.,

X8 R hw e A5 B 2 B4 4

2010; Thorpe et al., 2017) » #r4] CTEN » ¢ *#
(Aratani ef al., 2017) > 12 % %5 J J5 R Rmeim a®inid i
(immunohistochemistry) * & CTEN 7 £ el e S & B w45 5% 2 B3 R AP
M (Albasrieral, 2011) - 1 CTEN & 5 ficfpimes ¥ % 1 it imoe B 7k - B
Bamie R RN S X G PR RS ES

CTEN %% % fhim®e 7 5 B & $50 4 o8 % > & k2
5

TR AT

4
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e 7 5 RS R IR > B-X BB A w7 Madin-Darby canine kidney
(MDCK) # % ** collagen "4} » & fw? 2)= ¢ J45i¢ (tubulogenesis) &4z
B CTEN AF£ | Z BT oL @ drd] CTEN AF2 A R4 RS SH2
vk % 0 CTEN » B € drip] g/ )+ A7 e chat B > 112 5 i5% b R
B A chic 4 (Kwon et al, 2011) » &1 CTEN ¥ F 8% 4 & m’l R A -4

£ 44 o

PEETIFEY PET T
WA (2 AL G WAL prostate) & FEfhef S chd BB 2 - o At
T TR RGE b henit i'&”fjlﬁ? v 7 ’Jﬁ'\ﬁ FTAHRBIRP > HRAYF (urogenital
sinus) > iErgze £ A5 (sexual dimorphism) ~ # 7] HJTLE_%« 4 5 (prostate budding) ~ 4
% 28 5 (branching morphogenesis) % FF £ B+ & e Ao ib 2 B b a5y ;’v”w;ng
‘e %‘« (epithelial differentiation) » ¥ #2.¢ 1 & 5B A M i 4rF] 5 ~ 2L F 112
AegfrB Fagl 52 EFF PRI Tr A B HF R IRPTIREE
(Toivanenetal.,2017) -« 2 # p63 5 B2 55 7| ’9;11%} B et & @gE7FF 2. - 0 p63 B
T pS3 FEeh- R 0 B3 5 AR M (isoform) 0 A8 A e Exd+ A e R G

transactivation (TA) % ¥.¢h T4p63 11 % 4 72 TA & ¥ueh ANp63 = 8 pre-mRNA -

T

- H T 3 =4 eh alternative splicing > @ & p63 pre-mRNA iEa £ 724 11 o~

Bry =AY &) RS FPRY > 1 &0 p63 RAEAE S ANpO3a - ® 7 &t

R

c\i\}
L
“

AR K wre (basalcell) ¥ 0@ Pt p63 A FIR|] RE 2 E R e 7|
T

’”]1 (Signoretti et al., 2000) > ¢+ #t » H#- p63 L F|§| /T‘ CEUR PSR R AR R T
T (renal grafting) - H % B & e s 7 e Rl ¢ 7 ¢ 2wz (luminal cell) ~ 47
S 4?2 (neuroendocrine cell) fozbadl A 4kR fmve o e 4k 2 LK 'wre (Kurita et

al.,2004; Signoretti et al., 2005) &g ;= ANp63o 3+ Hﬁ'\ PLESBE RS £&

e H B SRR dmre ch g o
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7 a;T\d PEA R hmie e > 7 RER S Wi (fibroblast) ~ T f rim e
(smooth muscle cell) ~ p A 0?2 (endothelial cell) ~ #! 5 %2 (neuron) frt & ln¥e

(epithelialcell)» H ¥ + g imiesg F e Mimme o * ~ S RAT L 085 F ARG &

i

7 78 & %2 (basal cell) ~ ¥ B sn%z (intermediate cell) ~ ¢ %% (luminal cell)
A N 48wz (neuroendocrine cell) » @ 7| ’ifjlj Alesi &d K wmefog iz
mie e AR FiT g vpenme B R & d fk Fopmre e o 18§ 0 e
B e fopd S p 2 isimiz o A B T o K e BIIR YT F e th ] A S
A& e o 32 JLR 7 (basement membrane) E 4R4EfT (PR B 3)o A A wmre k¢
T SRR TS T 5 0 B AnRe s R AE— A A 1 5 A A E rin e o Ap A e A
3 :}F] e gadE o I RF N ER T At & % s integrin 02B1 ~ a6P4 ~keratin
5 (CK5) f= ANp63 ** A K m*s 3 # B 77 & (Collins et al., 2001; Lawson et al.,
2007; Signoretti et al., 2000; Wang et al., 2001) > @ ? = mPz ¢ keratin 8 (CK8) -~ keratin
18 (CK18) frzjfr% % % (androgenreceptor * AR) 7 #.® 7z £ (vanLeendersetal,
2003; Wangetal.,2001) » ¢ ¥z |5 $#% 7 £ 7 prostate stem cell antigen (PSCA)
(Tran et al.,2002) » & fo P& 2 5 384 AR & hm?e 21 iz imie 91 5 5 ind Foo 3 4k o

BESPRESRMP P A e Mgt AR e e AL prT
BEsg ]~ A& mie o A SEahplf 1 2 LR w2 &0 (immune cell infiltration)
B2 % 3 s R R R R MR e R T R 4
FRrE R EEA A0 S RRL AT L KRR F L S kE M 5']”’]"\"/%’%
2 A VL O AL - o BINUR S SRR T IR F
(peripheral zone) (McNeal et al., 1988) > B %0 3% & 3 3 pops # 0 R Fli% 7 0 P & 5%
g gAMoL B ER T L o N 0 I B 4 AR Y A TR (telomere)
R s Athimt - (cell senescence) > (BT & A FIME L S A
AP A R AT 2 RE OSSR FF R LBEA S p R FS
FAd EERAES LF Rcd A we ZIEE > @ BHRBR Y IL-6 - NF-xB 48 M

FUF R FE s Bt mre A e A 4 (Packer efal., 2016) -

\'
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SEE ﬂ]’ﬁ)ﬁ%m’? DR T A 2 WA AT AT R R wE d
T RwEAEEREF T e G MR AR S EMT R %x 4 &
RASE T ~ BE 4 2 4ri2 4 (Kallurieral.,2009) o # 7| ’UIU%;: TR P B R e
¢t TGF-BAIL-6-FGF - Wnt hfijca ;5% EMT (Loeral,2017)> 2 # TGF-
B 7wk EMT 4p B # 4%+ Snail ~ Slug ~ Twist v ZEBI & > #i5
i ip 4 34 F) 3 4] E-cadherin e i F1 & B o @ Snail B & #r 4] Zonula
Occludens-1 (ZO-1) » E-cadherin fr ZO-1 & %&dF F A e Bz & hE & Fo0 F -
i mie B iR B AR R U R fwte e b F enpb i 4 AL EMT A4 E R IR %o
@ Wnt 3 dvin LR E R T RAE R F e $Re » + N-cadherin fv Vimentin £
3o ek > EMT 4ph# » + & 7 E-cadherin ~ Twist = ZEBl R|4%33 5 & % 51]’?;11
T ¥t it B # 4 paclitaxel ¢ docetaxel g % 1+ 5 B (Hanrahan er al., 2017; Ruan
et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2017) » i78 7 # 3 4p &t CTEN it 594 4v Snail F-v F
< imie k¢ fE %R (Thorpe ef al., 2017) I 243 % g fmse EMT 3 4
(Lu et al., 2018) » ﬁﬂ&ﬂ’Bﬁéh%%%mwﬁmq?uﬁﬂﬁﬂ%%@%
A4t paclitaxel e < {2 B> CTEN fw 'J”J]Uﬁ’P’}“ BT iwend 4 plivg
g — I T 3 P o

VAL 5'Jgfjlf)%.f‘=m’f’é ARG F S LR RA A HRE AR AR e &

wPe &A@ & (Goldstein ef al., 2010; Lawson et al., 2010; Stoyanova et al., 2013;
Strand et al., 2015; Wang et al., 2009; Wang et al., 2014) > § i s = 28 B 5 KR
R R Fhrre Al FR L oW 51]%{_! R w2 %8 Myc ~
p38MAPK ~Notch 4= PI3K/PTEN %3 4 @ ¥p/cniress ¥ 3B %a > &
W S BEB A EE S R o bldel p38 AR BIER T S Mye AR TFIIER B
fr PTEN #5144 % > PIAGR5 25 550 B § M (Frankeral,2013) » & 3+
0 ;vJsju ¥l B e i ¥l 0 ¢ 45 Nkx3.1 ~ FOXAL {r AR » 42
T 7| H:jl:}% e B (Bhatia-Gaur ef al., 1999; Gao et al., 2005; Mirosevich et al., 2006;

Shen et al,, 2010) > Flo* » $105 75 e 85 B { Siicerif & 0 #f oot i L

8
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w7 L

1.3 73 %428 B ¥

miz Rt it e FRF SR B0 Rt BT A= 02 integrin 5 441 G
Al ® i awmre 75 (Geiger et al., 2001; Horton et al., 2015; Wehrle-Haller,
2012; Wozniak et al., 2004) > F]p* > B3 & @ g T end 7 ¢ i 235 4 ﬁ})‘;‘;mé_
AT M Ry FRR B R L e L E 8 9T} 34 o Tensin 7% S
RAmme lbggihe chE & 39 F 0 B w2 phrg 27 8 4% o tensinl e tensin3
i actin binding domain = PTB T 3.4 %|idt & o2 # 2 actin filament - integrin
1A R4 LR e A A R PRk 4R fibrillar adhesions o 3§ 43 E i
integrin 4p B e2n 4 @ F gL T (Georgiadou et al.,2017) » @ =+ FR 4 &7 tensin 7% =
R 304 4Fd #2 DLCL ¢ Rho GAP 7 {2iea j i RhoA 1 fi (Blangy, 2017) -
gt %k s tensin3 A J9# 2 DOCKS GEF #M » 2d@ 3% 3 % ¢ Rac % i i
(Touaitahuata et al., 2016) > k@ » CTEN E_ tensin #2% ¥ rii— 4% £ actin binding
domain H3-d F > B 5 % & DLCI 4rm iz i@ DLC1 < Rho GAP #it » &
7+ CTEN %A mPe Eé«“ﬁ.ﬁ*—;—f#t‘ ek ¢ Fap g BT H B tensin RIESH o

CTEN 7 inH i tensin 7#3&5= R B LA R 5 /A4 1 E’.%‘« S BE o @AW 7
5']”’]"\‘55 CEEBFTYIRBADAFLE AL LW 5']”?“ »CTEN 733 ew 5‘]’”?,’
A P2 > 11 real time RT-PCR 4 {52-E M 7 ’9!]‘\ F A imP2 3k RWPE-1 # tensin
FEAR F R KR CTEN e Ct @/ > H s f Ct @3> Scycles’ % 77w
5'J“¥T£_P A lmPz? 3 &b tensin & § & CTEN > #Am 3 B CTEN =t 5'J“;TL_P - S
%‘« L= s A %%_‘}%‘ o B B L e )I?\‘-F’ v 44+ CTEN #7ig {7 cnfp B A7 7 & it
SPFEVRERE REFIRREL I PG FR- B w2 S H
CTEN ¥ § & % fr U4 & CTEN o ha? plB 5+ &4 (Lo,

2014)- % w|*+ CTEN 43F % i o

4

E SRS Fah R R S
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#IF] CTEN &% to APt & § ok @ $ CTEN st i@ B R %45 &) CTEN

T;":}l]ﬂﬂ]k%.:‘ —gé»’*z g & og—’ﬁ 3 ,4)3;112“;}& 41 3N 7 Jgﬁz\y? B iR A%

s}

PARFET R LR E RS BiEAEY L A * (Pritchard et al., 2009;
Schaeffer et al., 2008) » ¥ 4 i* 4p i 2_ 30 4, B Hp2 ¢ end A Py = 5 @ 7) ij’t\:ﬁ’g%}‘ B e
£ & A& (Frank et al., 2013) » F]g" $30 1 F 2 g3 B hfF 3 #-g 2430 T oo o
P
AR AR e %17 88 0 f2 CTEN v § % 73t L m% @ ch
B RE BB AT ERRAERGE e s 22 afe A » #.% CTEN ?if
f20 ek & o AP % AP SR L ok RWPE-1 i 747 » RWPE-
e kiR D K TR B R L o R G AR e g g e
(Bello et al., 1997; Tokar et al., 2005) » 3 %> = A F7 BV % & H e & (L &2 E:}z;"a 2
= (Bello-DeOcampo et al.,2001; Tyson et al., 2007; Webber et al., 1997) - ¥ - * & >
A ggd ik A CTEN *t CTEN £ i 5%k % th DU-145 & (777
DU-145 %%tk E_k p "aig 45 chm 7)) BTJ%E_%\« (Stone et al., 1978) » AX BN &
#HI 5 EF (Bastideetal,2002;Yineral,2007): 5 % & K 7| Hﬁ!\:}ﬁ?ﬁ»,ﬁm R
i 47 CTEN $H3 709Uk o™ (7 5 cni 55 4731 CTEN 8230 73Ul e 4 &0

T 2
:%“ i mrﬁg lj“ °

10
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Fod PiHEE R

2.1 5 Hp

2.1.1 F”lﬁ.ﬁ’ -2 ‘%ﬁ’}%
1. 1
(1) pCMV-FLAG-CTEN (Flag-CTEN) :
d £ W4 < & Davis # & SuHao Lo ### = (Hongetal.,2013) > ;‘ 18
% 2% 5 pFLAG-CMV-2 (Sigma-Aldrich) » % § * # CTEN # Fl4 %% £ 5 7
(full length open reading frame) > ¥ % 34! N 2 5 FLAG %3z CTEN 3¢
B oo
(2) pcDNA3.1-ANp630-FLAG :
MLE A Addgene (#26979) » § 48 # 2 5 pCDNA3.1-basic > # § * #f TP63
F] ANp63a #F® LA 77 £ C 325 FLAG :3e <0 ANp63a F-v
(3) pEGFP-CTEN :
d SuHao Lo ®## 3 g #& & (Lo et al, 2005 > ¥ 23 N H L5
enhanced green fluorescence protein (EGFP) ¢+ CTEN 3-v  °
(4) pAS4.1W-Ppuro-aOn
d B B Ao R/ B > £ F tetracycline T B2 gede S+ o ¥4l
3 A%E PGK A Flfcd 5 > ¥ fUaflmre ¢ 48 T SR E fad T #F puromycin $o
MR F 2 tetracyclin & T 2 EAAA IS F S hAIL 0 E A A Rk e

< o

(5) pAS4.1W-Ppuro-aOn-EGFP (aON-EGFP) :
%%'E} PCR 3# 7 pEGFP-CTEN ¥ ¢ EGFP 7 E (PCR 31+ E?Ijgﬁ—ﬂ, % 1)
e |fF+7 i Nhel v EcoRV #- EGFP 7 f#78 T| tetracycline ¥ 34 #72 <
B3 T BF MY R E etk ¥ 0 d tetracyclin 2 doxycycline 3% ¥ %

11
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. EGFP -
(6) pAS4.1W-Ppuro-aOn-FLAG-CTEN (aON-CTEN) :

%ﬁ@ PCR 372 pCMV-FLAG-CTEN ¥ 7 FLAG-CTEN % £ (PCR 3l + &
R % 1) T | ps+7 = Nhel = EcoRV #- FLAG-CTEN % B # 78 3|
tetracycline ¥ 34472 frde+ T 5 G F RO L df mfe bk Y ¥ 5 d tetracyclin
& doxycycline 3 % # . FLAG-CTEN -

(7) pMD.G :

PLY A ¢ £ 577 2 RNAiCore» ¥ % 3 J) Vesicular Somatitis Virus (VSV) 2 %

B BRI -
(8) pPCMVARS.91 :
PLE p ¢ £ F7 % 2 RNAiCore’ ¥ 4 I Gag~ F ##4%f% (reverse transcriptase) »

Tat £ Rev 3+ F » #& fé’%f[,ia% Rk TR o

2. Atk
(1) Escherichia coli HIT™-DH50, (RBC bioscience » RH618) :

& F13] F-80d lacZ M15)(lacZYA-argF)U169 hsdR17(r- m+) recAl endAl reldl
deoR » * 1 % 75 {3 7 H 4 pCMV-Flag-CTEN - pcDNA3.1-ANp63a-Flag v
pEGFP-CTEN -

(2) Escherichia coli SURE (STRATAGENE - #200238) :

& F17] eld (McrA") A(merCB-hsdSMR-mrr)171 endAl gyrA96 thi-1 supE44 relAl
lac recB recJ sbcC umuC::Tn5 (Kan") uvrC [F" proAB lacl’ZAM15 Tnl0 (Tet)] » & 3
Kanamycin {r tetracycline 4% > * Gtk * 12 13 fodf 72 548 pAS4.1W-Ppuro-aOn
pAS4.1W-Ppuro-aOn-Flag-CTEN ~ pAS4.1W-Ppuro-aOn-EGFP -~ pMD.G -

pCMVARS8.91 -

12
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212 v thEr & iR

(ATCC CRL-1740)

7 #v 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS)

L4 i f i
RWPE-1 Keratinocyte-serum free medium AR 2E a7
(ATCC CRL-11609) | (KSFM) (Gibco®, 17005-042) » % 7 ot R fmre FR
PZ-HPV-7 5 ng/ml human recombinant epidermal | A g 2L & 4 0 7]
(BCRC 60136) growth factor (hfEGF) 4= 50 pg/ml Rt R LR
CA-HPV-10 bovine pituitary extract (BPE) - /?J‘ e A HEa 7| B;Tg@,- ‘o
(BCRC 60135) 1% (v/v) Penicillin-Streptomycin LR

(Gibco®, 15140122)
22Rvl RPMI 1640 (Gibco®, A10491-01) > A KE a7 EJT!\:}% w

(ATCC HTB-81)

PC-3

(ATCC CRL1435)

293T

(ATCC CRL3216)

(Gibco®, 11965084) 7 e 10% fetal
bovine serum (FBS) 4= 1% (v/v)
Penicillin-Streptomycin (Gibco®,

15140122)

LNCaP e 1% (v/v) Penicillin-Streptomycin A KEH T Hﬁ!\ﬁ #
(BCRC 60088) (Gibco®, 15140122) w7 Hﬁg:}%,ﬁsw LER 7
DU-145 Dulbecco's Modified Eagle Medium A3 Ptk 5 w0 7|

’Jﬁ'\}%m LERTS

LA

’Jﬁ'\}%m LERTS

A BEAR PSR

B mre

AT EARRY

2.1.3 ¥4l

FHAE LR T AE G FER LA 2o

¥
e

TC~5%C0y7 & 2-3 % { #H 4 -

13
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22
221 ’ﬁ" R
1. FRgsn

it * Mini Plus™ plasmid DNA extraction system (VIOGENE, GF2002) it (4
B P THE Y S AR PureLink™ HiPure Plasmid Filter
Midiprep Kit (Invitrogen, K210015) » P~ {7 cH/f 4838 * > de o tmie g 2 2 * > o+
B R ECR R RTHE R kY o
2. DNA #: £/ (DNAligation)

T 4iFeE PCR F 5i3i% > ™ PCR = w7 » & (PCR F &if

24T 5 313 BAFR A 1) # PCR A 1.2% K BT AeiEsd

TR AREE R B LY L Gel/PCRTM DNA isolation sytem (VIOGENE,
GP1002) {4 i » 24 DNA L1z Nanodrop 2000 (Thermo) B| Z_k & » P~if
€ A4 DNA 1r*14|fs Nhel-HF 4= EcoRV-HF (NEB) #* & & 30 ~4& > %Y

80°C “4c#t 20 & 48.% o "UF|fs & & » B X B~1F insert DNA -

PCR F J&i% %

5X Phusion Buffer 10 pl
2.5 mM dNTP 4 pl
Primer-F (20 uM) 1.25 ul
Primer-R (20 uM) 1.25 ul
Plasmid 50 ng (x pl)
Phusion Polymerase (Thermo > F530S) | 0.5 ul
H>O (33-x) ul
Total 50 pl

14
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PCR & fiif it

Step Temp. Time (s) | Cycles
(O
1 | Initial denature | 98 30 1
2 | Denature 98 7
3 | Annealing 68 20 29
4 | Extension 72 50
5 | Final Extension | 72 7 min 1

-8 pAS4.1W-Ppuro-aOn (% 5 §*48) ™ Nanodrop 2000 ] Tk & » i€ *
*T4|f# Nhel-HF 4- EcoRV-HF (NEB) #*7 & F Ji& 30 445 > £ 2 80°C “4c#t
20 A 433 0 U fE K 0 #X 18 4e ~ 1 pl antarctic phosphatase (NEB) frig £ 10x
FREGR > 37°C F i 30 448> £ 12 70°C 4e# 54448 0 UHsF o
i j%“ 4 DNA -

#-'48 DNA Ar insert DNA " % f #& 1: 3 (CTEN insert) & 1 : 7 (GFP
insert) ;& & > DNA %€ % 100~150ng > 4 » 1 pl T4 DNA ligase (NEB) fv 2 ul
10x T4 DNA ligase buffer » 4 & F/K3# BFHA L 20 ul > ** 16°C & i 16~ 18 -]
P B iR A p T E B A2 A o
KN R ER . SUE- g

% %45 F% i e E. coli SURE (100 pl/ tube) % *0rk b ik » B (B 47
SR s g 4 ~ 10 pl DNA ligation & 47 » 2815 4e » 100 pl j2 /% 2. 2% iF fo %2
o FRAKRD 25 A sEie > 2 42°C REW Y R 45 )0 £ 2 wE R KD
5 #4800 R4 r ImlLB % &3 %% (1% Bacto tryptone » 0.5% yeast extract » 1%
NaCl - pH7.0) & ¥ 37°C B & fa g4 1 | P o #FiRds (4000xg > 5
a) AR b 2000 LB R s K AR 0 R0 RHE S
3 50 pg/ml ampicillin 7 LB # {32 % & (1% Bacto tryptone » 0.5% yeast
extract » 1% NaCl > 1.5% Bacto agarose » pH7.0) o #-32 % x % 35 £ > 37°C 8 %
14 )P PEHEMFFTE A Sml 75 100 pg/ml ampicillin < LB %

15
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R A 3 37°C 14 14 )P o

2.2.2 12 siRNA it {7 2 F]# B (gene silencing)

AEFE LT - X B £ 6-well &% > %% Lipofectamine 2000
Lipofectamine 3000 (Invitrogen) #- siRNA (50 pmol) #& %4 » ¥z ® > H &5 2% ik 2
B PR k2 B (T4 7 o siCTEN-S1 fr siCTEN-S2 (Invitrogen, Stealth
RNAI™) % & - B ¥rd] CTEN 0 siRNA - siCtrl (Sigma-Aldrich) & & — {4rd] iz

P2k F] 0 @& * 3% knockdown R B¢ f frdlle o siRNA A7 4 3o

223 Fv F 7z £ #1F (Western blotting)
L #&H%

W B ZNEYR FEHmie o Jeb 2 S0 w342 0.05% typsin
(GibcoTM, #25300054) ; >+ = ‘a7 B ¥ 8 % hkw% > Bl 0.25% Trypsin-EDTA
(GibcoTM, #25200056) 27 tm?e fr 37°C F & 10 4~ 450 2813 7 e z 73 10%FBS &
DMEM # it trypsin %% »'m*2 v/ phosphate buffer saline (PBS) i jf-ie — =
oo gt L 400xg ~ 5 A 4o 7 ‘v 0.5% (v/v) protease inhibitor cocktail set III
(Calbiochem, #539134) >+ cell lysis buffer (50 mM Tris-HCI, pH7.5, 150 mM NaCl, 5
mM EDTA, 1% TritonX-100) - #-g. B~ {8 2 fwre BB 2 5 Fv el @ o
cell lysis buffer » ## % »>7k b 10 445 > .o (14000xg > 4°C » 10 4~ 48) {8 P~i8 'w
fo ke g > B JU IR e db R e (7 F-v Bk & ) % (Bio-Rad - DC™ protein assay >
#5000116) » Fl4xer4e » 3 £ 8 Ff 6x SDS & &% 7 (375 mM Tris, pH6.8, 12%
SDS, 12% B-mercaptoethanol, 0.06% bromophenol blue, 30% glycerol) > 95°C * & 10
AaBfs B kAR A R FREEAE -

2. SDS-PAGE 4r Western blotting
#- 10% SDS-polyacrylamide gel ZE** T A H » 4 » T E T AFE BR 25mM

16
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Tris, pH 8.3, 192 mM glycine, 0.1% SDS) » B~ 20 pg #v FH& > 2 120V &5 T
AomdT o R T AAYTE > B B Y ahjd e F| PVDF e (Merk,
[PVH00010) * > ** & & % % (25 mM Tris, pHS8.3, 192 mM glycine, 10% methanol)
P12 400 mA & 60V 7 1 ] FRASEE o B R A g PVDF s e b
gelatin-NET (50 mM Tris, pH8.0, 0.25% gelatin, 150 mM NaCl, 5 mM EDTA, 0.05%
Tween-20) FE#HEF B | P> 28— %l Fr & (5B % 2) 23 F &
{6 12 TBST (20 mM Tris, pH7.6, 137 mM NaCl, 0.1% Tween-20) %% 3 & ~ & =%
10 # 48> f 12 gelatin-NET fFf2 = it 3L F B 1 PP 24 F P
fs 11 TBST 7 TR 3 K~E = 10 A 480 & ffom oy TBS B 1 = £ # ECL
§ ¢ A (Merk> WBKLS0500 g PerkinElmer’ NEL121001EA) 4 &+ PVDF %} »

0 UVP B0k it 7 A 45 o

224 % 2 5 4 &P (WST-1 assay)
1. RWPE-1

11 Lipofectamine 2000 ## % siRNA i& » RWPE-1-6 /] pF{s #-2 5 # 4 3243
I & A ",f e r AT A AL B A - X 0 0 trypsin Bl fT BT R E
B3 4x 10* cells/ml » #- 100 pl R e e e de » 96-well 33 % & (4000
cellsiwell) » £ Gl % 5 4 4pk e feflerss %45 Asn % (560 422424872 -
6} PEB~d- R E G B dino 15 AR 5% (v/v) WST-1 (Roche,
#11644807001) » 4 » 100 ul ﬁv‘f? fs e WST-1 i37% »»37°C F & 3 /] BF » 450
nm Sk B 650nm Bk EF L e s 4 i 4 g iR 3 96-well B A E R
- A AT WST-l BBl %43 {244
2. DU-145

mre L E &Y 6-well B % % > ¥ 12 doxcycline (dox) 3% % EGFP & CTEN
2MEZ AL EF R A A RPD ?3—‘97#4}%}’?' RWPE-1 # # 5y # &R > 2 >

17
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L A ET N E o e PR AR TS 3X 10* cell/ml » >+ ip[3R 3 4 it 4 enps

AFEke F&4c » SulWST-1 :#& F & 30 » 45 -

2.2.5 i ik A4

1. % FH3 Gl G

# RWPE-1 3 %> 6-well ‘w* 32 % 4% » [f = 12 Lipofectamine 2000 ## %
siRNA i& » RWPE-1-> **# 4iEi 6 [ F{LHATHEITR LA - ERE 4 >
4v » 100x thymidine (Sigma-Aldrich - T1895 » ;3 &> PBS) A &% kR 5 2
mM ¥ 3inte 4 P R 12 B L EATEHOR A AL RS 8 P R
4v » 100x L-mimosine (Sigma-Aldrich » M0253 » ;% f2>* PBS) 2k % kR 5
400 uM © ¥ imve 2 K¢ F i 14 o) pF o
2. B EUF BRSNS e RA

0 AR e W @R K7 § L-mimosine 33 & KA "f C{ e FTend £ ¥
AA (CFLIFETE 0 ) bdy PR B 11 0.05% trypsin BT Kk
BRRF R 70% ARaEpE Y TR A -20°C kY IR R e g £ 4 TR Al
B KR rp R e (300xg0 R 0S5 A4B) (6H i A% > 1 PBS i
A F FUFPE B R 0 B fs Blw e g ¥ 500 ul PI/RNasestaining solution (BD
Pharmingen, 550825) » % =£# % »* 2§ 15 » 43> 2 BDFACSCanto Il i3t ¥z ik
W p]F 3f P2 ¥ ¢h propidium iodide (PI) *zét:diz ¥ ks & (3 A 45 10* 3

2 1%%& FlowJo ##8 ¥ e Watson 2 #7347 3k &2 F e iw o

2.2.6 Real-time RT-PCR
1.RNA %3~

2 NucleoSpin® RNA %] £ % (Macherey-Nagel, 740955.50) i&{7 RNA % B~
g DNA ki3 o & ik foJo 2 kT ARIE (74 1€ -

18
doi:10.6342/NTU201803093



2. F &

r2 NanoDrop2000 4z #z & 4 & & -l 2 RNA JE& > P~ 1 ug RNA ~

iScript™ c¢DNA Synthesis Kit (Bio-Rad, 170-8891) i& {7 & #4k » 2 min A2 ik o 75 2

SN T

3. Real-time PCR

R T % b)fe ] cDNA mix ¥ Primer mix (Z 7 iQ™ SYBR® Green

Supermix, Bio-Rad, 170-8882) » #- 5 ul cDNA mix ¥ 15 pl Primer mix & & > i *

CFX ConnectTM (Bio-Rad) i& {7 PCR & {5pesu 5L P i) o AL Flip ¥+ £ B E 2

AACt = j£3+ 5 » 17 18S rRNA ;‘%%ﬁfi’%f’tﬁ?— v iRy o

c¢DNA mix Primer mix

cDNA 0.5 ul SYBR green 10 pl
supermix

PCR grade 4.5 ul Primer-Forward 0.2 ul

water
Primer-Reverse 0.2 pl
PCR grade water 4.6 ul

5 pl/rxn 15 pl/rxn
PCR & 3K T4cT™

1| 95°C, 3 min

2195°C, 10s 39

31 60°C, 30s more

4 | Plate reads, Go step 2 times

5 | Melting Curve

2.2.7 Chromatin Immunoprecipitation-PCR (ChIP-PCR)

P Bk & I EHE 2 Pierce Magnetic ChIP Kit (Thermo Scientific, 26157) i&

7R AR R R (TS 7 o

19
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1. Crosslinking and Cell Pellet Isolation

# RWPE-1 Mm% 2 13 #R3%3 10cm B 4% > 243 X {512 PBS #
Pa— X {8 e~ ATEERE A AL 0 4 2 P B (Sigma-Aldrich, F8775) i R4 kAR E 1%
THEHEDNZEER 10 248 55%H Rk R B ER M glycine ¥ b crosslinking
4 & PBS Biklmir L B-wie i wmfe gl )t & 1 ml PBS (7 7 protease
inhibitor f- phosphatase inhibitor) -
2. Lysis and Micrococcal Nuclease (MNase) Digestion

bt wre R g (3000xg04°Co 5 A 4d) {8 B~ (F e BB 12 400 ul membrane
extraction buffer (#z 7 protease inhibitor = phosphatase inhibitor) v /4 fg /¥ ‘¥z @
oo FIZIRT 15 fyte Bokd 10 ~48 0 3w ~ # “,ﬁ?_ #i% 54~ 400 ul MNase
digestion buffer working solution & i % % » 4c » 6 pl %8 7 MNase (14
MNase digestion buffer ##f 2 10% [v/v]) RE R 3 > > 37°C £ Ji5 15 # &> &
& 5 séafsi R 3 — = » 2_ {54~ 40 ul MNase stop solution ~ & 3 {5 % /k+ 5
A g o B (9000xg 0 5 A 4E) (52 L Fi% > 4~ 200 pl IP dilution buffer (7 7
protease inhibitor f- phosphatase inhibitor) » **i3 & B 3tk P R * A F A IS F
(Hielscher, UP200ST) #4+ & km?z 5> #2383 2 5 10 watts ~ ON time 20 #, ~ OFF time
40 5 > 7= B PR 0 e (9000xg 0 5 & 4d) Pt iR e
3. Immunoprecipitation (IP) ~ IP Elution ~ DNA recovery

P~ 10 W} iR i 5 input k&0 ¥ B 90 pl b oFik & 410 pl IP dilution
buffer ;& & > 4r » i £ anti-ANp63 antibody 2 rabbitIgG (% 2) 2 {53t 4°C fuig
F sl 68 #H%e 5 IPelution 2 DNArecovery ik f i i ikinses & »
P~{¥ S0ulDNA Z 4 (input ~ rabbitIgG-IP fv ANp63-IP) & {7 real-time PCR ~

i -
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PCR & @ #

c¢DNA mix Primer mix

DNA 1.5 ul SYBR green 10 pl
supermix

PCR grade 3.5ul | Primer-Forward 0.2 ul

water
Primer-Reverse 0.2 ul
PCR grade water 4.6 ul

5 pl/rxn 15 wl/rxn

PCR F 2k T4e !

Plate reads, Go step 2

1| 95°C, 10 min

2 195°C,20s 39
3|55°C, 30s more
4172°C,30s times
5

6

Melting Curve

2.2.8 ¥ pb4tat 4 1R iR
1. Fibronectin

#-fmve 32 %Y 6-well # % % > 2 Lipofectamine2000 #- 100 pmol siRNA v
Ipg 748 DNA #d » % > ks 4 | PP £ A 245 x e Fp
ae 4 R o

#- 100 pl fibronectin ;%% (Millipore - FC010 > 12 PBS #f#31 20 pg/ml) 4«
~ 96-well 3 & & #3% 37°C #5851 | # "$ % fs se ~ 150 ul BSA 3%
(Bionovas > AA0530-0100 v+ PBS #§1 S%[w/v]) &3t 37°C #% 1 | P> 2
500 150 plPBS Bk £ 454 = > 40~ 100l ek (2x10° cells/ml) 14 # %
BEE 37C B4 1S5 P2 PBS Bk 2-3 4 “,‘T? A ?T" P RE T em e
fvr 50 pl 2 PBS A0 3.7% T pg (Sigma-Aldrich, F8775) ¥ # % 10 4 4% -
B {8 4e »~ 50 pl crystal violet % #| (0.1% crystal violet, 20% methanol) I #

B 20 A4 0 Q KBRS AR 5 AA S 4 r SOl £ 0.5% Triton X-100 &
21
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FE L0 480003 I wre o A P E 595 nm Bk B TE S dm e Bh At 4 Aptk e
2. Collagen 1

#- 100 pl collagenT i3 i% (Corning » 354236 > 2 PBS #f#1 50 pg/ml) e »
96-well 32 % 4z ¥ 3% 4°C # R e # GRS {84c~ 100 Wl BSA %% (Bionovas®
AA0530-0100 > 2+ PBS ﬁ%’fﬁi 1% [w/v]) 3 37°C # % 30 ~ 45> 2 ($2 100
ul PBS Bk 455 =0 0 4 2 100 pl %2R (4x10° cells/ml) 5 #-33 & 45 4 % %
37°C 3 % fatE .o 1 PBS it 1 it~ S0l o PBS I 0.025% ¢
trypsin-EDTA %% >3t 37°C & Jis 4 ~ 48> 4~ 100ul 7 7 2%FBS 1 PBS #*
4] trypsin FHiE 0 # “,ﬁ% A Al PBS Ee 1 = 0 44 it 2 fibronectin adhesion

assay i {7 BT~ B F B Asos vk Eikip o

2.2.9 mPz ¥ W7 ?TA\ L4

e A 6-well BEAL  FBFHERET 6-well BEL S BILFRF
2% » 1 PBS Bk (s » 4c ~ 70 ul hypotonic buffer A (10 mM HEPES >
pH7.9 > 10 mM KC1 > 0.1 mM EDTA > 1 mM DTT - 0.5% protease inhibitor
cocktail » DTT {v protease & * % ff-§) £ & * ‘w?e 2§ #-tm 7z Je BT ko L5
T T 150 pl cim e Rk o B R RNk 15 A4 b r 14
9 5% NP40 (i H & % kR 5 047%) T2 R TR E 2 = » v (400xg >
4°C > 6 A 4B) (5 ¢ iR T G e e e R ehdm e FTIRA > STEKR] 1 ml hypotonic
buffer A &% - 3w s (400xg > 4°C > 5 & 48) 2 " # » £ ™ 1 ml hypotonic
buffer A &5 (7 ™ 4ziwik) > 3o fe (400xg 0 4°C > 5 ~ 48) 2 “%i Forher 75
ul cell lysis buffer (50 mM Tris-HCI > 150 mM NaCl » 5 mM EDTA 1% Triton X-
100 » 0.5% protease inhibitor > protease & * = ﬁrﬁ) BIZ) R I LA RE o
¢ (14000xg » 4°C > 10 »# 4&) g 1 ik > b gik I 5 dmie fe fb ke chlm 52 1730
e
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2210 % # ¥ 5 2 R

1.FBS # %

#- RWPE-1 3 %3 6-well w232 &4 > @ * lipofectamine 2000 #- siRNA
A e L (S 48 ) PR BT Rk T U R i%ﬁ%ﬁi 4x10° cells/ml >
# 800 pul § 3 0.5% FBS &t % sh4c » 24-well 3% 4 > 2 PBS fr 32 4% A %
t4 8% Falcon® cell culture insert (Corning, 353097) » #X # %+ Falcon® cell culture
insert 4c » 250 pul ﬁrﬁ (& ehimie % > B i@ e Falcon® cell culture insert 3% » 4¢
73 %A (57 05%FBS) dugd4atipe » Rt s nwendpnd o
Bx 24 |FiiHweRTLS EHET H ",% 2 & A0 cell culture insert v 32
% 45 4c ~ 43 (0.5% crystal violet, 20% methanol) » 2 F THEE F B 20 440 H
f-’?mﬁﬂ |7 2 ddH2O ’F PENRAR- 2 N || IR D] ’fﬁ ¥ #2385 cell culture insert & ¥ep ) ekm
oo L UKRERE  MEPEDZ B LTI E i -

4+ B DU-145 (aON-EGFP fr aON-CTEN) e & it 4 & i#] > % £ 1

doxycycline AJZ - 3% % 3 = (&% %> DMEM (& FBS) & f#f#31 3x10°

cells/ml > v » 24-well B % Hcu2 X L5 773 10%FBS ¢ DMEM » {5 §# & £
®EFGEL 10 ) pF o B 54 L iRl RWPE-1 43 5% o

2.EGF # #
Pieh e FBS (T F 4 ol 172 N8 7 AR iFmie i3 iRec 3 2 3
hrEGF 35 & A& » @ 4e > 24-well 3 £ L& R:c 5 75 49 Wk A hrEGF (K-SFM 33

%3 % ¢ o hEGF) s % & o

2.2.11 RhoA &+ 8]
1. fmrefedd R il 4

#- RWPE-1 # %> 10-cm ‘w8 32 % % > I§ = 11 Lipofectamine 2000 ##% %
SIRNA i& » RWPE-1- * #4615 24 /| P % A { 3% % K-SFM(# 7 hrEGF

23
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fr BPE)~ £ 32 % 24 /] P> 4c» FBS(R%ER 10%FBS) 3t 37°C & Jig 5 4~
s

&

~H

4 e PBS ik imre o fode 0 300 pl 4 F 2 Cell Lysis Buffer
(Cytoskeleton, Part# CLBO1) »tfm% F 3 12 w2 2149 4c B~ w92 > .o {8 (10000xg
4°C» 1 & 48) Boi b iR iP5 e e dd e » 1817 30 FORRRI T P01 400 pg o0
¥ 39 F x 12 Rho Activation Assay Biochem Kit (Cytoskeleton » BK036) & {7 7% i
it RhoA &9 pull down assay °
2. Pull down assay

#- 50 pg Rhotekin-RBD protein beads 4c » 7 3 400 pg 3 3 Fehimie judd
iR 3ok gz celllysisbuffer #-7 BHAA L 750pul - 4°C ¢ s & 1
)P B {8 (4000xg04°Co 1 4 4B) % = FRAeh b ik o 4o~ 500 pl wash buffer
i## Rhotekin-RBD protein beads » £ =x &< {8 (4000xg » 4°C » 3 4 4&) # % Hi
oo de o~ 15 ul SDS &k & W7k oo & 5 Rhotekin-RBD protein beads » ¥ #F B~3%
Almg e dd R de » £ 6XSDS R FE bR RIS - B 95°C F B 10 4480 18
11 SDS-PAGE v western blotting 4 7 RhoA % £ > & UVP 8 if % 5t if i
Yeig 7 ¥ s & £ F 0 Pull down assay #7 RhoA ¢ # % A& ",’Tf 1 G R ke 3 % e

RhoA ¢ # 3 & i¥ 2 RhoA & it % fi chdp 4% -

2212 2 FFRA

A S Yrenz w A FILRFT AT £ Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) » ¢
7 #731 %5 GSE89050 ~ GSE86904 - GSE82071 » 2% i B~ 2 M m 7| HTILP_T%‘« v
ARmie g ginme ol T LA REREFTAT O Ricdfp A R T 5

NetworkAnalyst (http://www.networkanalyst.ca/faces/home.xhtml) ¥ i& {7 quantile

normalization » £ #- CTEN 3L gLk Bl & 77 o
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B e 2 Vi A HERE 4T

o AR e F v v

GSE89050 CD45-EpCAM+CD49fHi CD45-EpCAM+CD49fLo
GSE86904 EpCAM+CD44-CD49fHi EpCAM-+CD44+CD49fLo
GSES82071 Trop2+CD49fHi Trop2+CD49fLo

2.2.13 '[i-‘)"is-% R AR AR L e GE

#- 293T Mm% 12 %% 6-well ¥ & 4% > 12 Lipofectamine3000 #- 0.25 pg
pMD.G ~ 1 pgpCMVARS.91 v 1.25 ujgaON-EGFP 74 (& aON-CTEN f4) #
Arm% (% 0 X)) BA- TB{HEBRE TB% 23 TR A ol
JeBe % e en} ik 0 02 0.22 pm 3SR B L R 11T S R A AR R 0 B
F3 -80°C -

Meme s £00 10-om B A o b BAEER R OB ES BB LA LH

% 7z 7 puromycin 3% % & (DU145: 1.0 ug/ml; RWPE-1: 0.5 pg/ml) » & 2 % { 3%
BE A HE 4 X (&% puromycin " M T 0.25ug/ml s R e N TR %

S 73 0.25 pg/ml puromycin £33 & g (T o

‘f&}
A
J

P %Y AW F %< (Debnath et al., 2003; Tyson et al., 2007) I v% {¥13

"4 pipette tip #- matrigel 323 % % >t K {8 (8-well chamber slide: 50 pl; 24-well

b

culture plate: 100 ul) » 2R fs ¥ 2 £ E 3 wre 32 £ 457 % matrigel A7 > EFHF
#-fwre Jox i & & (5 ng/ml hrEGF » 2% FBS > 1% Penicillin-Streptomycin > 2%
matrigel » fie #** KSFM) » % #### 3 1§ § )k & (8-well chamber slide: 5x10* cells/ml;

25
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24-well culture plate: 10% cells/ml) » B~} 2 4 matrigel "} 88 % k& o £ 4 & 4 » i
¥ w% ;% (8-well chamber slide : 400 ul ; 24-well culture plate: 800 pl) » “le'}'? 4 23
AP B A X #- ZrAAEF puromycin FultenimiE R IE R Ade » 025

ug/ml puromycin °

2215 B ¥ k%
#-'mre 3t 8-well chamberslide :£i7= 27 BFiwmi a2 % o

A A {84~ 500 pl & 2% © @A % (Sigma-Aldrich » F8775 » & * #
2 PBS ) REFE 20 A4EI e AT EERR 0 e r 500 ul h 0.5%
Triton X-100 (Usb > 22686 > 12 PBS #f#) x>t 4°C F Jis 10 # 45 X1 100mM
glycine (Omics Bio » BT5031 > v+ PBS ##f#) iEielm®e 3 = > 4 » 400 ul IF/BSA
blocking buffer (1% BSA, 0.3% Triton X-100 » 12 PBS fefl) ** 285 & 30 A 4 -
B {# %773 20 pg/ml goat anti-mouse F(ab’)> (Jackson, 115-006-006) = IF/BSA
blocking buffer ** 3 8 » & 30 4~ 45 > # "% blocking buffer & 4v > 250 pl 2
IF/BSA blocking buffer ﬁrf? - B FURBR R T 3R F IR e 0 11 TF/BSA blocking
buffer /#% = =t {& 4 » 250 ul 2 IF/BSA blocking buffer ﬁr% I BRI R R
B &k 1 ) pF > f 2 IF/BSAblockingbuffer B = =t » 5 7 &4y i4d o
4e » 200 pl Hoechst33342 (2 pg/mlin PBS) *+ 38 F fis 15 A 46 » ke is 17 PBS #
- =X 0 # ",f 8-well chamber =% ¥ ¢t 4= » j§ 4v it € mounting medium (72%
glycerol inPBS) »timfe b > o FF F P (24x60mm) 3T R R W RFEE IRk

Mg T R R At 0 R fE B RAAL Zeiss LSM 780 441 ki o
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$=% CTEN &2 s st w32 - pb
sfeds Bt 3 P

Focal adhesion % ‘w®z & & cpkif 4 » CTEN £ integrin % & ¥ %27 focal
adhesion &7t L% > Vi B B wr gk BT L 0 Aw 2 }I?c*fa‘ﬂ ' CTEN
fnre i A B B4k 4 0 Rm B>y CTEN »vm 7)) Hﬁlj R mve enst g PR AR AR

#F3t o 5 1B 2 CTEN 2 A g 70t L dwre @ d0d e o SUIPE B 2L B W 7]
St A mreth RWPE-1 §F 547§t > £ 58 siRNA(% 3) #r4] CTEN 3%

A FE BB CTEN & 2 $inee 54 ~ R fofs 0o 4 cnli -

3.1 CTEN # £ g wmame ¥ G1/S ¥ Fedfg i

vz BA b3 CTENmMRNA 7 = % 9 siRNA (siCTEN-S1, S2) (8] 1A) »
#43 RWPE-1 % 5 > 4 7 E 38 F4rd] CTEN £ Ramck (B 1B) #¥ 5
d oz 4 WST-1 ek g fplimre i 4 535 > ¥ 2% %% & CTEN 42
¢+ RWPE-1 32 it +4 T% (Bl 1C) > wre kH FuF L P R
Gve B A i 4 TR R A B K S BARAELE > # I CTEN 4 2 ime il
PBEIRIE S s A s B A nne 2 DA KT i R BT

BE > APEHmed P TRES T - LEFH AN e mre
FHART L L GI-S-G2-M > fme b Gl pFH 4 £ NEHE RPLE S R
RS B~ S I ELET DNA AR FeEr 5 - B2 EED G2RFL
e AR TR B is e M ED 2R e AR SR v B Gl PR od 4 E 3
i R FE B AR 0 5 G KRB CTEN 4 4 $f RWPE-1 ‘we ik
#p 3 (7 0P8 AL siRNA $rd] CTEN A 4315 > 58 thymidine fr L-
mimosine #-= R4 w2 A Gl B T T AR e FHFEF S 048

12°16~24 -] &> #-4mve 11 9 BB 23 % k4% PI 2 DNA %gsl T fm e
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EAJrEIEme Y DNA chip 3 B 0 07 AR 3w chim® 8k f o
Thymidine ¥ L-mimosine f&JZ1s > 4% (siCtrl) ¥2 CTEN knockdown (siCTEN-
S2) enimre ¥ F X 80% K BT & Gl # (B 2 Ohr) > i3 R kAR e ve it
B4 PGS med Gl FEHEr S Y LERAIET 62% it st
S EE# » @ SiICTEN e s e p) & 35% thiwmie st S g (B 20 4hr) > &7
# 2 CTEN ¢ ezt RWPE-1 o Gl pFgpse ~ S P eniife > 2 F AP E- 4
#£% CTEN 442 3¢ & GU/S E#Fav i b F o

e F N (TIEARE PIER A & G G2 2 M EHIE AR S
HA T B AT - BRERamre 4R ;ﬁu FEiRimie ¥ che A4 K
2

4/6) % & > P CDK v fifr| -9 B (cyclin-dependent kinase inhibitor; CDKI)

-

& Gl 8td cyclinD1/D3 3-v 53 4 ¥ ® & cyclin-dependent kinase 4/6 (CDK

p21CPVWall g p27KiPl & S B2 & (B AR T Y B Fed FEAECE 2 4 P e
CDK4/6 trzttr 2 iem # B Rb (retinoblastoma protein) trgkfis (- B AFF2 R » B
REEFLT 0 Rb B2 #4755+ E2F enis & a4 7 % > 2 d ah E2F i &2
PRAFIZR FFE2 w2 L S PEf w3t A & RWPE-1 % ¢ 11 siRNA
Fr4] CTEN # %)4 3> ¥ 12 westernblotting 4 7 = ;= 1 P w %z ¥ 2P 4p B 2 352 %] 5
kv Fz E% 1 > & CTEN 4 £ ¢k ™ » CDK2/4/6 ~ cyclin D1/D3 4= CDK
BlEdr e F pl8 kA LW > v CDKI p21©P/Wall fo p7KiPl 4 + 2 el
A (B 3)e ¥eb o AL BAEERE AR A etk PZ-HPV-T fo@ SR

w"2 tk CA-HPV-10 % 3 » CTEN 4 % a3y R ™ fp $ i % CDKI p21Cp/Wafl 1
p27K1p1 H1% )Fﬁ’/\ﬂ (@] 3) e Fp o ARG A | 9;]1\ VA e ? > CTEN

ik £ ¢ R CDKI p21PVNl o p780! hgew 53 8 + 2 5 dajp] CDK i

MR- ] iEa g Gl ]:‘Eﬁ};‘fr' S pripz e $% >33 & W”?i‘a Bl ]d’_q LT % o
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3.2 CTEN %-¥ ANp63o #7132 ‘wm¥ pb%

d AW ALK & Fwre tk HaCaT ¢ #3R-CTEN 7 p63 #
A dranp A7) (Seo et al., 2012) > @ p63 H_F W 7| Hﬁzg*@\ B hd & 4k
]+ (Signoretti et al., 2000) > F]pt P EIF T w7 Hﬁ{j g lmre ? p63 fv CTEN
2B enh LR AR end § oo d 3 p63 Fvd EREEE X
7 N =0 TAp63 ™ % 4% 2 N #H+ ANp63 3-v F > @ TAp63 & ANp63
pre-mRNA % ¢ 5 d alternative splicing 22 C %3 225 a~By £ M
(Yang et al., 1998) = F3* > &4 % Fd RT-PCR Hh ik RWPE-1 {ri 73 im*s
tk 22Rv1 ~ LNCaP ~ DU-145 + PC-3 # p63 7 I B {5 Flehd ;i35 (] 4A)
Ak 247 TAp63 2 ANp63 mRNA 4 & > % 5% &7 & 22Rvl = LNCaP

¥ 5 246 p63mRNA #88 fk I3 > & & DU-145 o PC-3 R i ipl 5] s B

-

ANp63 mRNA » 4p#2. T » & RWPE-1 ¢ ANp63 4 ¥ ¥ chih Fl4 2 (B 4A)
AHAL C LB o-Bry BHMWIEMFR a0 5 RWPEL ¢ 3 &3
A (B 4B) > Fl A Pgni RWPE-1 ¢ 4 & a7 p63 £ 48 5 ANp63ae ¥ ¢
Aips Sript me kY CTEN enfh Fld dfm > 22 s a? 7 - & (Lo et al.,
2002) » @ F| ARy 0 Re F ¥ R A R T AR ¢ CTENmRNA (B 4C) > @ & RWPE-
I ? @i meod o7 5 ANp63a fr CTEN ' tet ¥ # 71 L moe § 4
B A TR L IR ¢ IR R PR A S v R SERL TREE
FAPM A 470 e IR CTEN fe p63 cnfk B4 EH3) o s 7P e s~ R
R SRS BB R APM (7 2014) > Jai] CTEN 2w 75 e
B s TR RIEL ANPO3a & IR AT

A1 #EF ANp63a Ve SNy CTEN A Fhi oA PR % ES
d g 4 k4R E A Tk sife ChIP-PCR % A 452 2 > 45 3| ANp63o #4347
CTEN ¢hE & 180bp feds+ & fL (-140 ~ +40) » &1 ¥ FRI4 = &3 57505 79

e R Y B - (A g frds S+ P B P (Chen ef al, 2013) » B F { 8- HEF
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ANp630 3% &% CTEN ##4x4= 48k (transcription start site; TSS) + # -61 ~-36 1
BE (5 2014) 0 F25S ANp63a 115 & 5] CTEN febs+ 3 & PR £ - %
TR AW G AL I AGEE IR L e N L F & T 5P 58
chromatin immunoprecipitation-sequencing (ChIP-Seq) %t p63 >t & F|48 ¢ 2 & =
% 2 {7 4 17 (Kouwenhoven ef al., 2015; Martynova et al., 2012; McDade et al., 2012;
McDade et al., 2014; Olsen et al., 2013) » &% &1 & CTEN £ F1R ¢ fE Az 4o = 8k
Gugsmf pe3 i s g (R 4) A AP RWPE-L (TS HAL o B
8 ANp63 chfidlie (7 ChIP-PCR k> sV -2 2R 7 € fv ANp63a % & i
2420~-2300 F & (B E02014) iR fardles 1 H qPCR g% E - B (W)
5+ 24kbtoTSS) 2+ 5 H i “ g ANp63 & chip$t® » @ 1 p2] 4 Flgads+

€ 22 ANp63o % & e fo (Westfall et al., 2003) § w4541 (B 5 p2l) o i

FIMALDHEF € fo ANp63a % £ 1 -61~-36 P& (1 % 02014)» 2 &2 ANp63
LLE R L fdles 15 @ (B 55-0.1kbtoTSS)» £ @ ¥ & 4% 3|2 ChIP-

Seq A~ 7 F|enF B> A B x & CTEN #&rAz4-2L ¢ 75 -36.6 ~ -89kb 112 T 7%
+7.6 ~ +11.0 iz % > ipdt H B ANp63 ¥ f b ehR &8 o frf dpdledpt A
W B 5 755324 2 26 & (Bl 5@ FHhA K & TP BLRIT 0 p63
¥ CTEN 3 %k nis &35 4 & RWPE-1 ¢ 2 ChIP-PCR @ || » B o g
R imiefom SR L mie ¥ p63 $t CTEN ehfif&eid 1527 &0 73 fAp 025048 4] -
ANp630 5 B 55 A e phigend £ F]3  (Carroll et al., 2006; Clements et al.,
2012; Thrie et al., 2005; Olsen et al., 2013) » m CTEN 7% &>t focal adhesion » ¥ it
%2 focal adhesion ¥ o721 & %t m § 8 mre oo oh L enpbiat 4 o Flpt AR
fwp] CTEN ¥ it ¥ 5 p63 3 4B Z T 5% 3 B2 58 me chpbfgac 4 o 5 LA
> RWPE-1 w2 ¥ 11 siRNA #r4| CTEN » %% 3 3 CTEN &4k 42 £ RWPE-
1 $frz ¢t LB fibronectin ePpbfigay 4 T ' o WL frdled- X (B 60 %2 (7))
2 siRNA #r4| ANp63 B 7 ki@ CTEN 7 &7 % » & ¥ $rd|imre chpk v 4

(Bl 6> % =i7) AaFrd] ANp63 TR enphrta 4 = "% p ¥ 12 %gﬁ -
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CTEN @ @4 (B 6> %= 7)o+ * » CTEN # % | #4r4] RWPE-1 % ¢}
A F collagenl erpbigac # (B 7)c SF™r b @ sk % » A iE R CTEN i i
ANp63o 38 L B AT P F S+ 8t AN63a 63 Hr2 me Rhot o b ol

bR e Rk G P 2R Mk 4 o

3.3CTEN # 4 ¢ EMT 4p M 2 iz i 3 2 58

R g LR e A G R R E T R AS BT BRI
EH- BEEBS o BB @ik fL2 5 epithelial-mesenchymal
transitions (EMTs) » @ B B fwre 3 i 7 i & 4% 2+ L w2 Al > L2 %
mesenchymal-epithelial transition (METs) o % EMT k| 4538 4 crpe i > fw%e B i
EARR B e gtim e b AR ehpl a4 % T ’;{gﬁb LSRN S SR
w32 g e #R CTEN 44 ¢ HRz2E M5 7 H:T{j A Pz $& RWPE-1
} m e ¢ gg;‘r fibronectin fr collagen I Rk fae 4 T % » F]pt > 2R3k CTEN
SR b g 5 d B B phrig i & e @A EMT h3f 2 o CTEN 4 4 chlmre
Fin AL A BRI T ArdEd EMT %2 piph 2
e+ Z B KRBT it > # 7 E-cadherin f= ZO-1 e > ~ N-
cadherin ~ Vimentin ~ Snail ~ Slug 3 4 12 2 B-catenin to% % (A8 H 4 (Kalluri
etal.,2009) -

e siRNA #r4] CTEN £ %14 3> 7 51 Western blotting 4 47 EMT 4p
M2 iRl F iy Fz 2% 558 m*» RWPE-1 W% ¢ CTEN 42 % ¢
BB wre AFpLAp B 39 B ZO-1 fr E-cadherin>+ 7 258 B-catenin - Snail
30 T2 E (B 8A) Wi st ficdk 2 PB-catenin tiwie{r ¢ hk 4 (B 8B) > # %
siCTEN-S1 B2/X ¢ ¥ 3k N-cadherin 7 £ 34> £ & % siCTEN-S2 A|% %5 N-
cadherin 7 & (B 8A) > Tyt A e i~ B 2 /it CTEN 4 £ ¥ N-cadherin

B KA Slug dev F 5 E & CTEN 4 % hlF3,7 @ B~ (B 8A)> Slug
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e EMT g ds %3 » 82 #7740 Slug ¥ B &% & E-cadherin k%]
dfc s+ 7 e A F1& R (Hajraeral,2002) e 4245 2 P %7 1 % % - CTEN #
4 ¥k Slug 7 £ 7T AE- ) 4¢ E-cadherin 3 4r v 483t RWPE-1 ‘w¥z
# CTEN # % chifF2,7 > Slug %7 % EMT 4p b FlF chd Flasrv g 2 ¢
TG %l Fpix s 32 fo 33 SR ARG CTEN 42 ¢ R
Hoe b LA enpkstac 4 T B2 BB me B &) 0 T EE G s iR

RWPE-1 m?z% 4 EMT -

3.4 CTEN # 4 $rd|imv% 844 + 2 RhoA S

CTEN %3t ’ifjlj g i MCF10A v % fagmie ¥ ¥ 3 /g BB w5 & ch k
¢ (Albasri et al., 2011; Albasri et al., 2009; Aratani et al., 2017; Barbieri et al., 2010;
Cao et al.,2012; Hong et al., 2013; Hung et al., 2013; Katz et al., 2007; Muharram et al.,
2014; Thorpe et al.,2017) » F]pt 2 e v RWPE-1 ¥ 52 3 ##L > 447 CTEN f=
PR R e ¢ T R Bt BB i o AL S E A R
siRNA & w|#rd] CTEN > f#E 4 siRNA = » RWPE-1 {8 e X » N g (7
transwell 'm®e # #2385% > 71 0.5% 52 & 5 (fetal bovine serum; FBS) 3% E me
i 24 ) EFRER e EF5 0 L siCTEN-S1 i3 2wz B4 0 4 fp ot
FlEeT 5 70% > Ra 4 siCTEN-S2 8228 e k3 »xdrd| CTEN A F14 3R> i
4wz B a4 8072 88 (B 9)> » Huang % 4 (2013) < 3 £ 7 4p B e
ERRR O AP T () gij"\ + AP MLC-SV40 i 73#% > & fibroblast growth
factor (FGF) 3# e # & i/ » CTEN # 24 ik ¢ FRwiPe HF i 4 T % > 7
PAPGRE CTEN Gdhsst 4w § ¢ 8§ it mre @4 4 XA 4 g >
¢ A fopbitae 4 Bl a4 %42 siICTEN-S1 fr siCTEN-S2 323514 4p b 48 %
e, 2 Jp| siCTEN-S2 ¥ it *t RWPE-1 ‘w#z ¢ ff % $74| CTEN 12 ¢tk R o

B

P 3%F st FBS # #5744 CTEN # 2% Bk 4 P = am)g o
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L A e MLC-SVA0 ¢ > 3§ f o & itk (immunoprecipitation) 4
tr# %R CTEN & #3 % & DLC-1 (Liao et al, 2007) » DLC-1 39 # £ 7

RhoGAP domain > Rho 45 74 Ras homolog gene family member @ GAP AL

et

GTPase-activating protein 7§ i » RhoGAP it £ /& it i ¢ Rho % & ¥ /& it
GTPase Ef+ > Rho ¢ GTP -kKjfz= GDP %+ 2 jF i fem b g BifoH
BT E- HE R A L’gf‘]ki R Pz ? > CTEN }%E’ #r4] DLC-1 #3272 GTP %
2 2 j& 1 fi RhoA(Rho-GTP) 5 £4% »7& it fi th RhoA €@ Mieim% 4 # (Cao
etal,2012)» ¥ - » & » &4t £ DLC-1 &0 U in% AS549 # > CTEN e %
SR Bimee Bk i 4 (Cao ef al, 2012) » 8 F7 5 57 DLC-1 %% CTEN
Fame et &4 o Flpt > Ajpdap] CTEN A 31]’%?{_* A imie ¥ g ﬁ

DLC-1 e & @ 4|2 RhoGAP & > & e P & it ji e RhoA 3 4r » i@
w2 B o AN RWPE-1 @78 ¢ 12 siRNA #r4] CTEN: #:2{F RhoA &1+
A5 a 24 ol {4 5 * 7 EGF 4o BPE (bovine pituitary extract) 3 % £ » 12
10% FBS 3 % RhoA /& i » i 51 Rhotekin pull down assay 4 7 m% # &1 i
RhoA-GTP 13 & - § 5% 2 % %7 & CTEN # 2% cnff3,7 > fpEt 4]

siCTEN-S1 {= siCTEN-S2 § % % i 5 Rho-GTP 4 Bl 31% fv 22% (&
10) > Fpt Az i CTEN endk % 4133 7 #F DLC-1 RhoGAP & fhengrd] » & F it

& RhoA g " K Friimre B4 o

33
doi:10.6342/NTU201803093



¥r g CTEN 9 5[50RE 4 X3FMR7 355

4.1 CTEN 3 B £ B AT EA KA W 3!]’3?‘_} A e

La g dp o CTEN J %130 51]@:11‘3_9_37%%75 f g ek A5 (Chenetal,2013;
Loetal,2002) @ 2% 7 F 2% 3 P# IR AP A S50 7)) HJ]‘(F’“ T in®2 (stromacell) &2
L resnre (smooth muscle cell) » CTEN F-v FF 5330 5 ’ﬁlj Rlimve g B g

' B CTEN AFIF &4 RATH 7R L g Ft A 85— #4834 CTEN
FH SR A B 2 e A 1 g

ﬁ;uja;jz_l R e .Fkuuv\ CREZ PR RS P AR LB R
(basal cell) & ¢ "z (luminal cell) H= » L5 7 4F % » RWPE-1 ‘m¥z th e B
L3 ARmE R g pmie s a7 A jE et A e (Bello et al., 1997; Tokar et al.,
2005) > B Az AT B4 LV fiﬁaﬁus 4R HE AN G E R
(Bello-DeOcampo et al., 2001; Tyson et al., 2007; Webber et al., 1997) » % 7 B f3 CTEN
A 7] ’inwfjl;‘é' RN F AN s o X S REERE (Al £ 4 * siRNA knockdown CTE
RWPE-1 ¥ &4 > £ % RWPE-1 &2 a5 B APy L F R
e ERmo ¥R e (siCtrl) » A& 5 X {8A Jﬁjﬂiﬂfp? 2 (B 11)>a CTEN
i 4 g B e (siICTEN-S2) 1% 2R+ 1125 & 29 £+ BB %0 4p (2 ﬁﬂ}ﬂﬂjﬂ;j‘{;? g Ra 2
)% S0pm BiE s blvk ot st R e (B 1IB) )= dofe el - R b
(B 11C)» BEAE I > FAFLBHEERE 3569 % drim? j&_ Matrigel ¥ 1z
B~k > 5 iF Western blotting = /2 4 #‘-’r“ﬁ'\y‘fz FEEse? e p CTEN 7 & ch
PR oAPFRAZRTEFREAE 3 X8 CTEN 2 EPHE T3> A% 609 X /T
MR A P (B 12)> 4aplf w34 CTEN ¥ a2 RWPE-1 &~ 43 B> fru v ipdy
B tﬂjwfpﬁvﬁﬂ » CTEN et 4 ¥ iy 4l 3.1 #“1iddheng B8 mwe i 4 > 7]
#t siCTEN-S2 5= mﬂ@,a #cE #>m CTEN ehd 3 wjra-;é' 4 XEf £ T

“t12 knockdown CTEN $f#ie e it 5 @ 2§ 4 -
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d %> CTEN 2 {'éj?ﬂﬁué' 4 XY TE @ Bﬁlié’i > ALY Snfe M E IR
e o it dap) CTEN %7 it &2 @ 7)) H;F PRz it 4phf > 2R/ 5 M CTEN *t %
oA (g 2 b dnee B e LAFAS 8 AR 1 2 CTEN B2 50 A i [ en
BE T peav v ieig - 9 B CTEN *tw %Jfﬂﬁl,féﬂ,?%hig;’ L AT = ok S BIE AN R
7L E Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) ¢ #F 3= £ 7 F# > ¢ 7 W5
GSE89050~GSE86904 {r GSE82071 ¢ = & FH s {7 & v ¢ 7 LA fga
7| B:r\yfk ) ;’5-_.“:2_37%“«/:7\%}}]‘.;% H- e A ¥ it phl 2 e 3 T HB0
e REFEE AHEEN Y L td o pt = AT HRY 0 CDAf 5 kiR
B mie 81 g ke cnA F o CDASf 7 AR 4L 5 integrin a6 0 & w0 7 a:}z,_% J fn e ik

(Guo et al., 2012; Lawson et al., 2007) > CD49f 7 & B cniw™e 5 L K ‘mPe ~
CD49f 7 B A iienT 4 4 vpimiz > AP A A R dmve 27 § 9w ¥ CTEN A
Fleni LR EF AT BEMZIFT TR Y BT RS CD4AOf K3 £ chle vy
(CD49f-Lo) » CD49f % 7z € (CD49f-Hi) thim?z 4 F # % 1 CTEN A F1% R (R
13)> £ 7 CTEN *t 4 & 4| % 5!]’”11) R lmre 5 B &k o CTEN *+7 e & it A i
e B end AR R RF CTEN Vit 8w o i fz > AR D - B
% > % - ~ CTEN 4+ 4 5% RWPE-1 4 * % -g etz A8 0 % = ~CTEN 4 4 3

U AR L SLE =2

42 CTEN # 4 $# 5|9t & do% & 1 o 3
&0 % CTEN 44 ¢ ¢ RWPE-1 4 it 5 ¢ "pimfe ik » AP L
RWPE-1 lm#e 33 % 0= e i & 4 » 1 siRNA dri] CTEN AR & RER %

6 %% CTEN 4 % ¥4 i 3pih 2L 714 Bk jm ehs 250 &

“3\5—

* &4 2 CTEN ¢
FRT o AR e s+ ANp63 ~ CKS £ ¢ plme cofkis s + CK8 ~ CK18
A Fl R IR B A e iprt m B F A 2 > rE prostate stem cell antigen (PSCA) 3k 7]

F P BB T4l (B 14) > PSCA *t lateintermediatecell 7 #.%8 7z € (Traner
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al., 2002) » & 57 CTEN # 2 A4 - B ¥ ¥ it & ,é”ﬁ >z %@ RWPE-1 ¥ —E'—’ﬁ
AR mre F im0 A ? eimie o 2 PRV LR H B ’ﬁ 2R A ? ool S B

g o

4.3 B % 3B CTEN B 3% 7| n;jza,jg-;é 4 2
d esfe 2 S iE4eY BLET] CTEN 3 7% (W 12)) 5 7 %% CTEN # %
LA SA ¥ A eniEgR o A TP“%%‘EJ iR R e 2w iqz Y CTEN
1y B i- H4F CTEN @9e 4 S anb tho F £ A g CTEN A FliE»
v iRE T A %2 &M (tetracycline-inducible expression plasmid) » ¥ *F i 7 %
¢ ¥k Fv J (enhanced green fluorescent protein, EGFP) 1% 5 f3#4] e chd {48 -
4 % (lentivirus) & % = ;' #- & M M # 7E » RWPE-1 > & 0ok ed iR 3
(puromycin) & i 41 ¥ & 23f ¥ & Mchiw e 3 (stable cell pool) » 17 5 #ie 2 = &%
e 4k > -7 3 E 4 R EGFP 4 CTEN ¢ RWPE-1 4 5| & & 5 aON-
EGFP = aON-CTEN - & 4 122 § = 7% % (doxycycline) # ¥ 4 enffinT™ » #-
aON-EGFP {r aON-CTEN 4 %[ % > matrigel % & + > >R HcE T BLE M & &
w e 4 :,w:]z 2 enlEA) 0 AP S RA G Z 40 4 B E normal L E ¥ IR
i onotched % v& 3 =4 m’%]‘t,é' ,f‘%ﬁ’ 1% deformed % 7 # & ¥ E.%‘« kLS 1B
FEERET N ZAEBERERE 9 X {8 > aON-EGFP fr aON-CTEN )= é‘ﬁ’ﬁi‘}?
g AP LE > ¢ normal » notched & deformed &, BHEFA BT 30%
40% ¥ 30% (B 15A) > ¥ ¢t » 2. 12 western blotting 4 7 CTEN ~ p63 (basal
cell marker) = CK18 (luminal cell marker) % it > 32 % 9 % {4 » aON-EGFP v
aON-CTEN &7 CTEN 4r p63 *szf\/)é'“ > ~CKI18 Bl'% % # 4 (B 15B) > iz B %
% > aON-EGFP 22 aON-CTEN = Blmfe#H R K p Fit- Renmiz > ¥ *L‘J,_Uﬁ!\-;’g 4
FHEALY 0 B IAP L ehim e A i B o
» 7 f# CTEN %?’9;‘]{*}? 4 NiFARY B Feand oo N iraﬁ.%“%?’iﬁuég‘_ e Ay ,;']‘
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v 0.2 ug/ml doxycycline » 3 % aON-EGFP fr aON-CTEN 4 %|# & & EGFP fr
CTEN> 5 9 *3: 4 > 2 12 westernblotting 4 #7#42 7 CTEN-p63 f= CKI18
gt s % % 3 M4l e (aON-EGFP)  CTEN £ p63 P &> » CKI8 *t 6
o 9 AR XM R4 BT wme RN L e A A 0 A F % CTEN % R
RIS p63 s ¥ Frd] CKIS s 4 (B 16)

Bl 16A) > I P BEACALT BRI S e 5 % 9 R Buue 2 A enlFA) (W 16)
B 16B) > & A 478ie ~ P 2SR AML > §AN PR R LR (DA 5=
Foo=50pum S50 pm<P=100 pm ™~ % @>100 um > %5 * &+ aON-EGFP -
ONCTEN #j & eoije B2 & R M AL B o 4 30 crvfie (9vg 85%) H 2 /2
A% 50~ 100 um (B 16)

B 16C) > é—f#/v\ $7 F A i 7 aON-CTEN 252 normal 2] #& v (] aON-
EGFP 2 % ™ "% 35% > @ deformed | i e+t 6 B &g F 3 40 50% ((F] 16)

M 16D) » 3 ‘48 CTEN 07 fo § £L3k RWPE-1 2 0ije enit 4 o 7 2h 5
PR R KRN 0 BB R LA B (R 16)

B 16E)> % aON-EGFP ‘&% ¥ M B g3 < 384 oz R\ 7| 2 3,350 304 ”ﬁl

-\}‘3}

g B4 2 vk & aON-CTEN ‘2w B LR T 4 84 % 3 7]
Bl @ & him e WA BT e A R R 0 A 0 S e
CTEN # ZAp$ti i 554 1+ % > CTEN 3 £ T % 4 #43° RWPE-1 * = &
BERBEY ﬂj*ﬂjﬂ\ié AL H Ao F e e Rk + CKI8 ey E o

A JALET o Frdl integrin Bl § ALK E T FPIRE FORT AL kw7
= ”ij‘i‘}f?‘ (Akhtar et al., 2013; Bello-DeOcampo et al.,2001) > X @ i & 7% it integrin B1
LEL I § RO L e MCFI0A % ffig ¢k & (Deevi ef al., 2014)
BT 4F integrin Bl T AF LB S0 F B ?Fjif‘“’i;]{,a 4 AL A F R8s s FAK
g Wr]{ fﬁk ’Jr]{

% integrin Bl TAHEL R L BE TS 2 - > Aa FAK # 4
87 v (Akhtar et al., 2013) > 8 & % i* FAK B g&if{i MCF10A 2= é‘f’l’gﬁl
}%

2 % H (Deevi et al., 2014; Walker et al., 2016) » ¥ ¢t » & g § & {iw?e ¢ » CTEN
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WP F 243 FAK Y397 soghpi it (FAK pY397) » %]t 34 i diip) CTEN 7 it ff
d & FAK Bk i B RWPE-1 2 s S > St &0 0 Aofie 2 & xsk o
7 4 0.2 pg/ml doxycycline » 3 % aON-EGFP {r aON-CTEN 4 ® % & & EGFP
4= CTEN > 53 6 % 3 % > 2 )2 western blotting 4 4747 CTEN ~ FAK
pY397 4= FAK it (@] 17A) > F P¥ > % FAK pY397 v FAK ihd % &7 2
$ 4147 11 FAKpY397 $t FAK vt ie v 5 FAKpY397 4p$ts £ chfpih > 2
# B4 2 (aON-EGFP) ¢ FAK pY397 7 £ 7% > @ % CTEN # RLp|ass
FAK pY397 chaips i % i (W 17B) > Flot 20 irdighsfe 2 4427 FAK Y397

Bife CAZR T 0 @ B A 4 CTEN § p420 @45 FAK Y397 Bk (58 fk o & pk3k

H;j‘l\;é’ ,3—;*# °

38
doi:10.6342/NTU201803093



$IF @RAR CTEN 3 5|50k o phinfs

d > CTEN £ %14 B fAw 7| H;F)E’F,-E'_%‘« P & X Fr4] (Chen et al., 2013; Li et al.,
2010; Lo eral.,2002) » te % dcih 7| Ul fm i ke B0 i p| 2 3] CTEN » 2 45 44
W Ul ch CTEN 4 AZR R = ch CTEN % WAZR S (1 %2 2014) » 20
#pl CTEN ¥ it (% 3 B #rdl 515 > & CTEN # 4 7 it § 40 9 5Pk 4 &
Bt o Bt A E A B R et DU-145 (RS AT g AL dEd iR
43 CTEN g% CTEN #3 7|9l w2 then® 55 4 b CTEN ¥ it f s s dr
FIF)F @ 3 15 DU-145 2 £ dept - ko #ie— % 82485 CTEN & )78 15 48 T

wie tkindEE > Fl A P2 § spe k& (doxycycline) VA E2 A MRS ER
f,ia«ar (lentivirus) ¥ » m¥ § ¢ » 12 eked % (puromycin) & E 1 48 € w7 3
(stable cell pool) » »* i (T AP B fm?e Eoe P L 1 4 ¥ st R %24 H CTEN £ 1
(aON-CTEN) » #5 4+ 3= & CTEN #f DU-145 3§ 2 v/ 2 840 4 i 3> hpt 7
aON-EGFP (F 3 $tpeie o 5 L AR it 4 BB A Y ¥ F 9 F kR
#3% E 4D 0 EGFP 4o CTEN 4 %2 #4c (B 18A)> & aON-EGFP ‘v %)
¢ oA E EGFP 4 3L ¢ £ cdrd] DU-145 shsf 2 i > 2R )t £ B3 B4 szt
OB F L & 0 & aON-CTEN ‘e ud » 3% CTEN #3A17 F25 DU-145 i 2
(B 18B); a8 fkav 4 A 477 6 >4 12 transwell 3% 2 21 (7> & 4c 10%FBS
#Ewe 5 > & aON-EGFP ‘2w ® > {3 EGFP # I ¢ & jicdf 4 DU-145
# &k > & aON-CTEN ‘e w|? » F % CTEN # B¢ & DU-145 i & i 4
T3 40% (B 19) 0 A7 CTEN 8227 8555 59Ul imte DU-145 g 2 i
4 gr g frlimre e g ar 4 0 4aip) CTEN 42 7 & § 243t Wjﬂ«fé'w,zmé A

BRI FIRIR O E AR M R (bldo imre R RS N ET SRR e 2t E B A #

%) - HER
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4%
A 7w CTEN 7 B4t fujﬂfp Limre 4~ pEe s (B 1 Bl 6-

B 7 -8 9) thwied 2 > 5 > CTEN £H A% Kiwe « Aggd & Fimee &
o aiju A lm¥e o g .rz,%‘gé B ARCLERCE R B AR e SUNETACEEE: Jel- 52
(Aratani et al.,2017; Seo et al.,2016) » #w 7] ’9;]1 PR R A R i e

< % =3 K mre & (Bonkhoff er al., 1994; Bonkhoff et al., 1991; Hudson et al.,
2001) > » F)p i ¥ @3 e 7 v]ﬂ:]uv e & 5 LM A A4 RPLE AR e
(transit amplifying cells) & # R fn®2 (intermediate cells) (Litvinov et al., 2006) » 3% i
FIRA K e 5 CTEN: @ # 24 50 4 fisehg "pwre CTEN 7 2 #4 (F
13)» »* % F pr CTEN z 2 &7 39]1 PR dmde B 4 chn e BB 0 32 CTEN
3 pharadr A K mre 4 o F e frd k= K RPF 0 5 1Y eh caspase3 LA o

A4 CTEN 571-715 5 & 2 B EF UIrd| it fpmoe 4 £ > ¥ B2 P R A R4

2
8

AT 51]’%?{,} Rlmrz kR €3¢ Fdmbe = 5 I E G EE DR we tk

(Lo et al, 2005) » 7 CTEN % 1 i 71 ¥ 52 o $PLEcH A 18
Flenimre 2 i - M 18R e v = 5 42p] CTEN 3 B3t 7 HXT\ FA Y 2R
w5 TR (S 3 o

’5‘5'1’”]1*5‘» R RPA AR S AR SR S S S = R P
WA, 5 G g kg 0 ¢ Pearsoneral (2009) & RWPE-1 {r BPH-1 %
e N ",% caspase-dependent death 3 ¥ ¥p2) = e L8482 5
pdo A RN2ges ’”]1‘9 BRI R AR A A T iE AR Y - 2o g A

GEALTECLE RN R B LS ERORURE i) F & SR E RE LA

—

% % (Bruni-Cardoso et al.,2007) > 3 AB:HE_» SgF § WpenA) = 0 B 4 L cnn e L
PEHS TR fLp]t EARY KR e B A L gz 0@ CTEN £ RAg2 '%
KA R A N T 0 B4 % T L4 0 SR Ie % MCFI0A ¥ $r
CTEN ¢ #r#] RhoA &1t fi ~ * 4§ actinstress fiber %= - [z paxillin B & I &
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¢ % B ¥F ® (focal adhesions) I gL3k focal adhesions 2) = (Caoetal.,2012) > %
RWPE-1 Hf‘]v}é' 4 AR NP FRONEF e 4 L g e e 3] i FAK Y397
SRRV ARR TR > R £ I CTEN R 243t FAK mipk i ciadx (Rl 17) 0 &

LH;]‘U)‘Y\ 24 @Bk Y o FAK Y397 chgips it B3 B4t RhoA eE it fi4& 2 (Deevi
etal.,2014)> #5r2 fw ’JJT\ PR g T AR o T A %ﬁﬁ CTEN # DLCI
1% FAK @8 %% 2 RhoA-GTP 7 £ & § AR me B 3 M FaAKE
e ¥ CTEN #3245 & 39 % (integrins) » 48R3 B4*> focal adhesions &7} = ¥ if_

BREfIT AR R @ CTEN $b ihp vplmie Hpheg s AR K chay 4 Pl R4 T F

-

bR AT E pendmie Koo gt th s NP IR siIRNA i & CTEN 42 7 ¢ B8 ad
fove gt ¥ £ chp B -9 B E-cadherin {- ZO-1 (* & tight junction protein-1)
ey £ 0 R CTEN 224 vpimie ¥ R0 apk w2 508 vpime 27 L& e F ends
W R W IPURM ) B DI S Gy FA S ARl wg Y j LR
v R AR AS T, ARG L blde S W 5|JB;TU )-8 _ELF‘« ¢ p63 e
CTEN i &% & Kw*% > @ Nkx3.1 fo Dickkopf-3 B| &8 vpim® @ » @ iZit &
ST S A g WP R R ¥ S reaiue A= (Dutta er al., 2016; Kawano et
al., 2006; Kruithof-de Julio et al., 2013; Kurita et al., 2004; Romero et al., 2013) » i& &,
B FL A e s it (cell lineage specification) {37 it i 7 SUEAEA) F P b iw -
LPER RS o FRA S  APIRE T 51J§;T{§J§}m?é/} b5 i (AR o
%2 f 9 B ¥ CTEN &% J e 4iip] CTEN #4538 4 ~ phri el 4 = 58 5 4 o &
PFR AR L e A

d AR RS R LT % CTEN &2 ¥ % 7D e S k% L5 8 DLC-1
KD B a4 o KA oo 3w 5'J’9¥j‘£>)§%,-.fém’?é' e bih# B CTEN ) ¢ & CTEN
Btz b end ¢ gk L e 0 et B R CTEN #r4] DU-145 8 4

z£i% i DLC-1°F® DLC-1 &% 7 ﬂ;jué'pv‘ dhd A Plrd] 0 Flpt 2R E w7
H]ﬂ.&m?ie L E A 51]8;]1:}%‘3\17’?@ th? > CTEN #:#4 5 4 ch@ BE-Florep 2 3 %

BB A ERRA oA S g o Fﬁg CTEN ** A $g2L & | a‘ﬁ?n,?rp\m
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2. RWPE-1 eh# sc 4533 > 28 3 CTEN # 4 & A i@ RWPE-1 E® { %%
M Foa *“Hﬂ]\ 4 iEfe? CTEN ¢ X 3| f w342 (B 12) 0 FAKY397
L it X Bl (B 17) 0 & £ R CTEN *tlwmre @ B ¢ fr] CKIS &
&iﬁ&’ﬂj‘(ié’ FH (® 16)

B 16) 142 3% FAK Y397 gapei (B 17) 0 @ 28 SH T FARAR 5 Rk
FADEHR A2 - > WRFT FAK © 5 243w 7 H;T\@.m’ (Figeletal.,2011;
Johnson et al., 2008; Lacoste et al., 2005; Slack-Davis et al., 2009; Stagno et al., 2017) »
AT SRR R CTEN Fa S aFr ¥ o 7 ;j{ B E AT R
SR & WY Frd) CTEN &% ¢ W%j Almie A B Hi > Ra o
#Ewmre o v L g vpiwmie i Az ? CTEN 2% 3ldv4] > 8228 E #2474 CTEN &
F R e o0t G oE i o Fray fg e PSCA A (R 14) 0 @ PSCA
fiF 5w 7| R AE R A IR (Reiter ez al., 1998) > 9 e a g LA R
Tplmte A 5§ R DA E e A F A )UK ek CTEN # 4
T AR AR ARG T AT R 0 i 7 ok CTEN &2 § 20 s
R L - 1T i AT 4p ) CTEN 7 043 e % 7 WUl 0% $k DU-
145 4o PC-3 #fi“ R 4 paclitaxel G £ 1+ (Li et al, 2010) » i& & 4 3 CTEN
> DU-145 ¢ 322872 28 wmre 4 £ (B 18) frdrd| 7 e B 4i 4 (B 19) %
7 CTEN & £ g3 w7 U g B2 5 U2 P L am i o

Mo B ARE T H R AL £ RBP R PRy A0 B h G A
TR B RE AR S0 Ke bl S B R  ad SRIE b Gy
pEent B B 5»]3;]1? e A G Z PR FRa A FE e 31]8;]7\;3 REEE - i
¥ ¥ %A 5= B RE (Hayashietal, 1991; McNeal, 1988) > %7 I 4+ f6 [ 28 &

w P §t o Vphm e et B0 2 K e K chigdEs 3 PR B (El-Alfyeral., 2000)
FIEL > 1A K H;]‘t\mﬂa,ik@m‘ﬁ%;l AT R e AR Y Y APEH

" RWPE-1 37 3D fwfe i % > 'f 7 JF ot m ZIueniue 4 & SUips 5 R

S A=
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¥r# = &2 prostate specific antigen (PSA) f= AR h& R > Lwiy 543 p i
R1881 & type linterferon &J2Z RWPE-1 §2 1l prde 2 AR AR e B AR
17 BATIRE A R A f']”f]lF"* i ¥ chz & (Litvinov et al., 2006) » #7114 2% i da o
A FT R A0t 0 3D & 2 N WA RWPE-L A St [ iwre o g R
Hr2m it ARA g pmie > A RFHRRKIL EFFT LY g4~ w2 (primary
cells) i& {79 2% » M3%4 RWPE-1 x4 i* (immortalized) =42+ ff 3 75 & *
FRFIRE T RIPREFTHF BB P L e BT fos L
AER S REmE R AN R TR FTAIA R Y22 LR i
A&7 (4 DHT g & keratinocyte growth factor) » #-5 B4 70 7| ijugw R LEARE
% A A g e (Heer et al., 2006; Karthaus ef al., 2014; Lamb et al., 2010) » & pF
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P3R4 fmPz i {7 western blotting > 4 47 :w*¢ ¥ o7 CTEN 4 EGFP z € ¥ * » o-
tubulin 97 & 3 M i¥ % loadingcontrole (B) ¥ — %A ‘mPe Pl * 2t 7 4 & 4 &
Bl XM 4 Tk & 0 doxycycline ¥ &7 > I * fme ¥ WST-1 eni #ps it
Rlimie 4 £ 0 A PR kB Asso-Aeso 1T R AR g tR o X 4 ] PR
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Primer Name

Sequence (5’ to 3”)

For cloning

Nhel-EGFP-1F

TCAGCTAGCATGGTGAGCAAGGGCGAGGAG

EGFP-Nhel-238R

CCGCTAGCTTATCACTTGTACAGCTCGTCCATGCC

Nhel-Flag-F

AAGCTAGCACCATGGACTACAAGGACGATGATGAC

CTEN715-Nhel-R

CCGCTAGTTACTACATCCTTTCTGCGTCCTGCAGC

For ChIP-qPCR

ChIP-CTEN-81-F CGGAGGGGAGGAGAGAAG
ChIP-CTEN+25-R CTGGGACCAAGACGACTCAG
ChIP-CTEN-2420-F CTCCTGACCTCGTGATCCAC
ChIP-CTEN-2300-R TCTCTCACTAAGGGAGAGGG

ChIP-CTEN-36621k-F

TGCTGCTATTCCACGTCACGTTG

ChIP-CTEN-36479k-R

CACCTTTAAAGGGAAGTATCAGGCC

ChIP-CTEN-8857-F

AGCATGTCCTCTTACTCAGCTGC

ChIP-CTEN-8707-R

AAGCTGCTGGACCGTCTGTCCA

ChIP-CTEN+7604-F

CTGTTTCTTCAGGCCAGTCAGTC

ChIP-CTEN+7755-R

ACTGGTTTTGCCCCAGCTGGC

ChIP-CTEN+11036-F

AGGCTGGGGCTCCACAGTCATAA

ChIP-CTEN+11176-R

CTGAAGAGTGTGAGTCTTGCCTC

ChIP-p21-F

GCAGTGGGGCTTAGAGTGGGG

ChIP-p21-R

CAGGCTTGGAGCAGCTACAATTAC

For real-time RT-PCR

18S rRNA-forward

CTTAGAGGGACAAGTGGCG

18S rRNA-reverse

ACGCTGAGCCAGTCAGTGTA

CTEN-forward

GGACCCCAGAGGACCTTGACTCCTA

CTEN-reverse

GGGAAGCAGCTGGAAGGTGGGGT

TAp63-forward

AATTTTGAAACTTCACGGTGTGC

TAp63-reverse

TCTTTCCAAGAGAAATGAGCTGG

ANp63-forward

ATTCATATTGTAAGGGTCTCGGG

ANp63-reverse

GGGCATTGTTTTCCAGGTACAA

p63a-forward

TGCAGCATTGTCAGTTTCTTAGC

p63a-reverse

TGCTCAATCTGATAGATGGTGGT

p63p-forward

TTGCAGCATTGTCAGGATCTGG

p63B-reverse

AGAAGGGGAGGAGAATTCGT

p63y-forward

GGAACTCATGCAGTACCTTCCT

p63y-reverse

TTCCTGAAGCAGGCTGAAAGG
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Primer Name Sequence (5’ to 3”)

For real-time RT-PCR

CKS5-forward GAGATCGCCACTTACCGCA
CKS5-reverse CCAGAGGAAACACTGCTTGTG
CKS8-forward GACGTCCTGCCCAAGTGAA
CKS8-reverse CCCAGTGCTACCCTGCATAG
CK18-forward ACAATGCCCGCATCGTTCTG
CK18-reverse TTCTCCACAGACTGGCGCAT
PSCA-forward ACCAGTGACCACGAAGGCTG

PSCA-reverse

TTTGCAGGAGTAGCACAGCAG
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Western blotting — %374l

Host species

F iR

Anti-CTEN (sp83) Rabbit 1:1000 (gelatin-NET) >
(Spring Bioscience * M3832) 4°C » [y &
Anti-a-tubulin (B-5-1-2) Mouse 1:5000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Sigma-Aldrich > T6074) TR
Anti-p21 (12D1) Rabbit 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Cell Signaling Technology > 2947) 4°C > g &

Anti-p27 Rabbit 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Cell Signaling Technology > 2552) 4°C > gtk

Anti-ZO-1 (D7D12) Rabbit 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Cell Signaling Technology > 8163) 4°C > Iy t&

Anti-Snail (C15D3) Rabbit 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Cell Signaling Technology > 3879) 4°C > Tf &
Anti-E-cadherin (24E10) Rabbit 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Cell Signaling Technology » 3195) 4°C > g t&
Anti-p-catenin (D10AS8) Rabbit 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Cell Signaling Technology » 8480) 4°C» gtk
Anti-N-cadherin (D4R 1H) Rabbit 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Cell Signaling Technology > 13116) 4°C» gtk

Anti-Slug (C19G7) Rabbit 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Cell Signaling Technology > 9585P) 4°C > g &
Anti-PARP (46D1) Rabbit 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) >
(Cell Signaling Technology * 9532) R 1P
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Anti-RhoA Mouse 1:500 (TBST) » 4°C - I
(Cytoskeleton » ARHO03) &

Anti-p63 (4A4) Mouse 1:500 (gelatin-NET) >
(Abcam - clone 4A4 > ab735) 4°C > gtk

Anti-GFP (B-2) Mouse 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Santa Cruz Biotechnology » SC-9996) 2R 1P
Anti-CK18 (DC10) Mouse 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Invitrogen > MA5-12104) 4°C» g &

Anti-FAK (4.47) Mouse 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) »
(Merk Millipore > 05-537) 4°C > Iy &
Anti-phospho FAK Tyr397 (31H5L17) Rabbit 1:2000 (gelatin-NET) -
(Invitrogen > 700255) 4°C > Tf &

Western blotting = & 3iAl Host species | F B &

Peroxidase-labeled anti-rabbit IgG Goat 1:10000 (gelatin-NET) >
(KPL » 5220-0458) 2R 1) PF
Peroxidase-labeled anti-mouse IgG Goat 1:10000 (gelatin-NET) >

(KPL > 474-1806)

ChIP assay Host species | F Jif &
Anti-ANp63 Rabbit 2ul > 4°C o g 7
(Calbichem » PC373)

Rabbit IgG Rabbit 1 ug 4°C > [§

(Pierce Magnetic ChIP Kit # i)

L ET N Host species | F B iE
Anti-CTEN (sp83) Rabbit 1:100 » /8 » IR &
(Spring Bioscience * M3832)
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anti-Rabbit IgG (H+L) Alexa Fluor 555

(Invitrogen > A21428)

Goat

1:500 > £ » 1] p*
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% 3 ~siRNA 5 7|

Symbol Target Gene Sequence (5’-3’) ‘

siCtrl Negative 1: GAUCAUACGUGCGAUCAGA[AT][dT]

(Sigma-Aldrich)  Control 2: UCUGAUCGCACGUAUGAUC[dT][dT]

siCTEN-S1 CTEN Sense:

(Invitrogen) (TNS4) CCCAGAGGACCUUGACUCCUACAUU
Antisense:

AAUGUAGGAGUCAAGGUCCUCUGGG

siCTEN-S2 CTEN Sense:
(Invitrogen) (TNS4) UCUCACUGGAGAGCCUCAAUCAGAU
Antisense:

AUCUGAUUGAGGCUCUCCAGUGAGA

siANp63 ANp63 Sense:
(Dharmacon) ACAAUGCCCAGACUCAAUU[AT][dAT]
Antisense:

AAUUGAGUCUGGGCAUUGUIdT][dT]
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# 4~ 11 ChIP-Seq 4 45 p63 ** CTEN A FlEhig & =% 2 a7 74

Location of peaks*® Distance to TSS
Cell Type Site Reference
Start End Length From To

EP156T prostate cell line 38694054 38694746 693 -36813  -36121 Upstream  Olsen eral., 2013

Human primary keratinocyte 38646661 38647031 371 10903 11273 Intron 2
38647881 38648193 313 9741 10053 Intron2  Kouwenhoven er al.
38650008 38650406 399 7528 7926 Intron 2 2015
38666464 38666809 346 -8876 -8531 Upstream

Human primary foreskin keratinocyte 38646261 38647346 1086 10588 11673 Intron 2
38647532 38648473 942 9461 10402 Intron 2
38647544 38648534 991 9400 10390 Intron 2
38649607 38650799 1193 7135 8327 Intron 2 anM%Hm efal.
38649710 38650718 1009 7216 8224 Intron 2 !
38666145 38667189 1045 -9256 -8212 Upstream
38666183 38667175 993 -9242 -8250 Upstream

Human primary foreskin keratinocyte 38646681 38647001 321 10933 11253 Intron 2
38650119 38650372 254 7562 7815 Intron 2 McDade ez al.
38666433 38666840 408 -8907 -8501 Upstream 2012
38694175 38694615 441 -36682  -36242 Upstream

HaCaT keratinocyte cell line 38646380 38647132 753 10802 11554 Intron 2
38647720 38648253 534 9681 10214 Intron 2
38649943 38650386 444 7548 7991 Intron 2 Martynova et al.
38694327 38694584 258  -36651 -36394 Upstream 20
38703661 38704192 532 -46259 -45728 Upstream

*CTEN gene 1s located in chromosome 17q21.2 region and the genomic sequence for CTEN gene (human genome
NCBI build 37) starts from 38,632,080 bp to 38,657,933 bp (from the terminus of the p arm) on the minus strand.
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FAB
| ——
1 450 143 1735
Tensin-1 ABD I/FAB [ABD Il |
1_125 558 1097 1409
Tensin-2 ABD IFAB [CsH2(PTB)
1 435 112 1445
Tensin-3 ABD I/FAB (SH2D
1 418 715

Cten (C-terminal tensin-like) I @-

MR 1~ A4 Tensin 72% 39 F % Hor LR

Bl? %77 4 Tensin 72% v F .f%ﬁt‘ r A R B 0 ¢ 7 actin-binding
domain (ABD) ~ Src homology 2 (SH2) domain §= phosphotyrosine-binding (PTB)
domain > % ABD ~ SH2 {r PTB %4 ¢ 7 7 focal adhesion binding (FAB)
site » Tensin-2 ¢ N =4 R|E 3 protein kinase C conserved region 1 (C1) » % # w¢ %

BHE AR RS AR SR« (Lo, 2017)
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- - ——
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(CK8, CK18, PSA, CD24, CD26) . Interinedlate °?" Human:
Neuroendocrine cell (CK5*CK14*CK18") CD133/AC133, CD44,

(Synaptophysin, ChrA) Integrin a,B,
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CD133, CD44, CDA49f, Sca-1
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Basement membrane — Lu
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HHE 3~ w7 H%J Ao e
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determined) (Rybak et al., 2015)
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