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ABSTRACT:
The receptor for the urokinase plasminogen activator (uPAR) is up-regulated in
malignant tumors. Historically the function of uPAR in cancer cell invasion is strictly
related to its property to promote uPA-dependent proteolysis of extracellular matrix
and to open a path to malignant cells. These features are typical of mesenchymal
motility. Here we show that the full-length form of uPAR is required when prostate
and melanoma cancer cells convert their migration style from the “path generating”
mesenchymal to the “path finding” amoeboid one, thus conferring a plasticity to tumor
cell invasiveness across three-dimensional matrices. Indeed, in response to a protease
inhibitors-rich milieu, prostate and melanoma cells activated an amoeboid invasion
program connoted by retraction of cell protrusions, RhoA-mediated rounding of the
cell body, formation of a cortical ring of actin and a reduction of Rac-1 activation.
While the mesenchymal movement was reduced upon silencing of uPAR expression,
the amoeboid one was almost completely abolished, in parallel with a deregulation of
small Rho-GTPases activity. In melanoma and prostate cancer cells we have shown
uPAR colocalization with β1/β3 integrins and actin cytoskeleton, as well integrinsactin co-localization under both mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions. Such colocalizations were lost upon treatment of cells with a peptide that inhibits uPARintegrin interactions. Similarly to uPAR silencing, the peptide reduced mesenchymal
invasion and almost abolished the amoeboid one. These results indicate that fulllength uPAR bridges the mesenchymal and amoeboid style of movement by an inwardoriented activity based on its property to promote integrin-actin interactions and the
following cytoskeleton assembly.

INTRODUCTION

cancer cells to sneak across basement membranes, to enter
the bloodstream and disseminate to distant organs [2]. The
invasion strategy of single tumor cells develops according
to at least two distinct modes of migration: the so-called
elongated-mesenchymal mode and rounded-amoeboid
mode. The mesenchymal migration requires the activity
of extracellular matrix (ECM) degrading proteases,
while amoeboid motility is an opportunistic movement,
which allows cells to glide through, rather than degrade,

Cancer cells move within tissues collectively or as
single cells. In collective invasion inter-cellular cohesion
in form of strands, sheets, amorphous masses or more
or less regularly shaped tubes is required during the
invasion process [1]. While collective movement has been
associated with tumor cell entry into the open lymphatic
vessels, the movement of individual cells is required for
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget
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ECM barriers, using movements based on adaptations
of the cell body. The mesenchymal movement depends
on Rac-driven actin cytoskeleton contractility, while the
amoeboid one relies on Rho-ROCK-dependent regulation
of cortical actin to generate cortical tension, stiffness and
the maintenance of roundish cell morphology [3]. Single
“default” migration styles are preferentially employed by
a particular cell, such as the amoeboid for leukocytes, the
mesenchymal for stromal cells, the collective for epithelial
cell sheets [2]. The most widespread mean to promote
an amoeboid movement pattern in cancer cells cultured
in vitro is to create an artificial environment where cells
must cope with a mixture of protease inhibitors [4]. Little
is known about physiological inducers of amoeboid
motility. In many experimental examples, mesenchymalto-amoeboid transition (MAT) depends on pathways that
weaken Rac and/or strengthen Rho/ROCK signalling
[1-5]. Epigenetic expression of regulating factors seems
to be important. In particular, pathways that activate
Rho lead to MAT, including inhibition of negative Rho
regulators [6] or the activation of Ephrin2A receptor
tyrosine kinase signalling [7]. Among environmental
conditions, an interesting paper has highlighted the role
of matrix-bound plasminogen inhibitor type-1 (PAI-1)
in supporting amoeboid movement and cell blebbing of
human colorectal cancer cells via RhoA/ROCK1 signaling
[8].
Experimental evidences accumulated over the last
25 years connote the receptor for the urokinase-type
plasminogen activator (uPAR) as the prototype receptor
regulating the mesenchymal style of cell movement
by triggering pericellular proteolysis of invasive cells.
Plasmin generated following the direct activation of
plasminogen by uPAR-bound urokinase plasminogen
activator (uPA) opens a path to invasive cells by both
direct and pro-matrix-metallo-proteinases (MMPs)activation-dependent degradation of ECM. Besides
plasmin-generation-dependent activities uPAR also shows
proteolysis-independent functions. Such properties entail
uPAR interaction with vitronectin (VN) and integrins, able
to provide a foothold to moving cells [9]. In particular,
uPAR interaction with integrins has been shown to
increase integrin affinity for ECM ligands [10]. Besides
outward-oriented activities, uPAR is also involved in the
regulation of the actin cytoskeleton and cell motility [11].
Due to its glycosyl-phosphatidyl-inositol (GPI)-anchor
attachment [12], uPAR is devoid of a cytoplasmic domain,
a feature that renders uPAR incapable of signalling. This
characteristic requires membrane partners enabling uPAR
to deliver signals that propagate to the cell contractile
apparatus. Most consistently uPAR has been found
associated with integrins [11,13,14]. Besides interaction
with ECM ligands, integrins provide a molecular link
that connects microenvironment to the cytoskeleton.
Together with a long series of adaptor proteins integrins
define molecular mechanical pathways in cells, which
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget

subsequently determine actin dynamics and cell
movement [15]. Thus, a major pathway that controls inward integrin activity may define and distinguish cancer
cell invasion strategies. On these considerations, uPAR
appears a good candidate molecule capable of modulating
integrin function and to sustain the style of movement of
a cell. Here we show that uPAR bridges the mesenchymal
and amoeboid style of movement in a series of prostate
carcinoma and melanoma cell lines, by its property to
warrant the integrin-mediated connection between actin
cytoskeleton and the cell membrane.

RESULTS
Function of uPAR in mesenchymal invasion of
tumor cells
uPAR is expressed by cells that move in a
mesenchymal fashion. uPAR-bound uPA promotes
plasminogen activation to plasmin and subsequent proMMPs activation-dependent ECM degradation. To verify
the role of uPAR in the mesenchymal movement we
measured uPAR by a quantitative Real-Time PCR and
Western Blotting analysis showing that uPAR expression
was proportional to the number of invasive cells in the
Boyden chamber-Matrigel invasion assay (figures 1A, 1B
and 1C). Blocking uPAR mesenchymal function with an
antibody (R3) against uPAR domain-1, thereby masking
the uPA binding site, resulted into a decrease of invasion
which was similar in all the examined cancer cell lines
(figure 1D). The use of the blocking antibody blunted
the uPAR-dependent proteolytic cascade without using
protease inhibitors. In the absence of protease inhibitors
the pre-specified movement style of single migrating
cancer cells is the mesenchymal one [2].

Induction of the amoeboid phenotype
Matrigel invasion, Rac1/RhoA activation and cell
morphology. To evaluate whether exposure to a protease
inhibitors cocktail induced a protease-independent
invasion, we subjected cancer cell lines to a Boyden
chamber migration assay through a thick Matrigel coating,
in the presence of the inhibitor cocktail added to the cell
suspension and to Matrigel solution before polymerization.
The percent amoeboid response of each cell line with
respect to the mesenchymal control was not comparable
in terms of invasive cells, ranging from 30% to 72%
depending on the cancer cell line, indicating that plasticity
of cell migration upon variation of microenvironment
conditions is greatly variable among cancer cells (figure
2A). The experimental conditions here referred to as
“amoeboid” were characterized by a residual proteolytic
activity that did not account for the size of the invasive
1539
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Figure 1: uPAR expression and function in mesenchymal invasion of prostate cancer and melanoma cells. Panel A:

Quantitative Real-Time PCR of uPAR in melanoma and prostate cancer cell lines. Results are the mean of three different experiments ±
SD. * : p<0.05 with respect to LNCaP and MEWO cells, respectively. Panel B: Western Blotting analysis of uPAR in prostate cancer and
melanoma cell lines. Numbers on the right refer to molecular weights expressed in kDa. GAPDH used as a reference loading control. Panel
C: invasion of porous filters coated with a 3D Matrigel layer, showing the differential total number of invading cells/filter for each one of
the used cell lines. Panel D: activity of the R3 uPAR-blocking antibody on Matrigel invasion. The pictures show the typical appearance of
filters in the absence and in the presence of the R3 antibody for each cell line. Results are the mean of three different experiments ± SD. *
: p<0.05 with respect to LNCaP and MEWO cells (panel B), or with respect to control (panel C), respectively.
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget
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Figure 2:Induction of the amoeboid movement in prostate cancer and melanoma cells. Panel A: the histogram on the left

shows invasion of porous filters coated with a 3D Matrigel layer, expressed as % cells moving under amoeboid conditions for each one
of the cell lines. Refer to figure 1 for the absolute number of invading cells under mesenchymal conditions. Mix: presence of the protease
inhibitors cocktail. Results are the mean of five different experiments performed in triplicate on each cell line ± SD. * : p<0.05. The
histogram on the right shows the collagenolytic activity of Pcb1 and A375M6 cells under mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions, expressed
as % collagen degradation with respect to the positive control obtained by addition of exogenous collagenase. Ctrl-: collagenolytic activity
in the absence of cells and of added exogenous collagen; Ctrl+: collagenolytic activity in the absence of cells but in the presence of
exogenous collagenase. Results are the mean of two different experiments performed in triplicate on each cell line ± SD. * : p<0.05. Panel
B: Western blotting of total and GTP-loaded forms of small Rho-GTPases RhoA and Rac1 under mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions
for each prostate cancer and melanoma cell line. Three experiments were performed for each cell line in each condition. Histograms report
band densitometry; * indicates statistical significance at p<0.05. Numbers on the right refer to molecular weights expressed in kDa. Rac1GTP and RhoA-GTP, GTP-loaded forms of small Rho GTP-ases; Rac1 and RhoA, total un-loaded forms of small Rho GTP-ases, used as
a reference loading control.
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget
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cell population (figure 2A). To characterize the motility
shift we also analyzed the activation of two recognized
regulators of the cytoskeleton, the small GPTases RhoA
and Rac1, and cell morphology, as related to actin
organization. Mesenchymal motility has been recognized
to be causally linked to activation of Rac, which drives
motility by promoting lamellipodia and filopodia,
and inhibition of Rho GTPases, whereas an opposite
phenotype has been associated with amoeboid motility
[16,17]. Western blotting data for the activated forms
of RhoA and Rac1, compared to total RhoA and Rac1,
provided univocal results for all the examined cell lines,
showing a decrease of activated Rac1 and an increase of
activated RhoA upon shifting of cells to the amoeboid
movement (figure 2B). The overall morphology of the
cell and its dependency on actin cytoskeleton assembly
is characteristic of the movement style. Mesenchymal
motility is connoted by an elongated, fibroblast-like, cell
morphology with established cell polarity, dependent on
the small GTPase Rac which, in turn, organizes actin

Table1
Cells line &
treatment
M6 ctrl
M6 + M25
M6 + mix
M6 + M25
+ mix
Pcb1 ctrl
Pcb1 + M25
Pcb1 + mix
Pcb1 + M25
+ mix

Colocalization
coefficient (M2)
0,901
0,283
0,803

M6 ctrl
M6 + mix
Pcb1 ctrl
Pcb1 + mix

0,798
0,713
0,848
0,732

Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β3 M6 ctrl
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β3 M6 + M25
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β3 M6 + mix
M6 + M25
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β3
+ mix
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β1 Pcb1 ctrl
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β1 Pcb1 + M25
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β1 Pcb1 + mix
Pcb1 + M25
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β1
+ mix

0,979
0,542
0,866

Antibody
Anti-uPAR+Phalloidin
Anti-uPAR+Phalloidin
Anti-uPAR+Phalloidin
Anti-uPAR+Phalloidin
Anti-uPAR+Phalloidin
Anti-uPAR+Phalloidin
Anti-uPAR+Phalloidin
Anti-uPAR+Phalloidin
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β3
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β3
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β1
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β1

Anti-uPAR+Phalloidin
Anti-uPAR+Phalloidin

0,250
0,853
0,265
0,745
0,293

0,433
0,796
0,152
0,634
0,230

HEK uPAR
0,771
293
HEK uPAR
0,893
293 + mix

HEK uPAR
0,731
293
HEK uPAR
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β1
0,762
293 + mix
Anti-uPAR+Anti-Integrin β1

Anti-Integrin β3+Phalloidin
Anti-Integrin β3+Phalloidin
Anti-Integrin β3+Phalloidin
Anti-Integrin β3+Phalloidin

0,968
0,589
0,984
0,493

M25 concentration = 50uM

Figure 3:Morphological features of the mesenchymal
(elongated) to amoeboid (roundish) transition (MAT)
of prostate cancer and melanoma cells. Each picture

polymerization to form filopodia and lamellipodia [18],
giving origin to actin-rich protrusions. These features were
exhibited by cancer cells under control conditions. Under
the spur of protease inhibition all the cell lines acquired a
round morphology and a sub-membranous cortical actin
localization, features connoting the amoeboid movement
(figure 3). The WST-1 assay showed that viable cells were
more that 95% under both control and protease inhibitors

shows the general pattern and related magnification of a small
field for each cell line. Red: phalloidin staining of the actin
cytoskeleton. Blue: nuclear staining with DAPI. Magnification
40 X for reference pictures and 100 X for enlarged insets.
Results shown are representative of two different preparations
of each cell line under mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions.
Round cells, perinuclear cortical actin localization and the loss
of actin-rich filopodia are evident in amoeboid conditions.
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget
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treatment. Moreover, once re-incubated with an inhibitor
cocktail-free medium, treated cells completely recovered
their functional and morphological mesenchymal features
(not shown).

laboratory [20-22]. uPAR-aODN produced an evident
reduction of uPAR expression inducing a strong decrease
of mesenchymal and amoeboid movements (figure 4A
and 4B). Both in control and in the presence of protease
inhibitors all the cell lines showed a reduced active Rac1
paralleled by an increased RhoA activation, while uPARaODN treatment resulted into reduced Rac1 activation
either in the absence or in the presence of the inhibitor
cocktail. The RhoA/Rac1 ratio in the presence of aODN
and aODN + inhibitor cocktail conformed to the classical
amoeboid pattern indicating a prevalence of RhoA activity
in prostate cancer cell lines, while it showed smaller

Requirement of uPAR in amoeboid migration.
Genetic uPAR knockdown has demonstrated robust
antitumor activity both in vitro and in pre-clinical studies
[19]. To induce the loss of uPAR function we used the
uPAR-aODN previously used in other studies of our

Figure 4: Effects of uPAR silencing with uPAR-aODN on invasion and small Rho-GTPases activation in mesenchymal
and amoeboid conditions of prostate and melanoma cancer cells. Panel A: Western Blotting analysis of uPAR for each prostate

cancer and melanoma cell line after uPAR-aODN treatment. DOTAP: treatment of cells with the cationic liposome alone; aODN: treatment
of cells with DOTAP liposomes-delivered uPAR-antisense oligodeoxynucleotide; sODN: treatment of cells with DOTAP liposomesdelivered scramble oligodeoxynucleotide. Numbers on the right of each Western blotting refer to molecular weights expressed in kDa.
GAPDH used as a reference loding control. Panel B: Matrigel invasion under mesenchymal (-MIX) and amoeboid (+MIX) conditions.
Results are the mean of three experiments performed in triplicate on each cell line ± SD. * : p<0.05 with respect to controls. Panel C:
Western blotting of total and GTP-loaded forms of small Rho-GTPases RhoA and Rac1 under mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions
for each prostate cancer and melanoma cell line, untreated and treated with aODN/sODN, respectively. Histograms report RhoA/Rac1
ratio obtained by band densitometry quantification. *: statistical significance at p<0.05 with respect to control; **: statistical significance
at p<0.01 with respect to controls . Numbers on the right of each Western blotting refer to molecular weights expressed in kDa. For other
symbols, refer to the legend of figure 1.
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget
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variations with respect to controls in melanoma cell lines
(figure 4C). Therefore, under amoeboid conditions and
in the presence of uPAR knockdown, cancer cells still
activate ameoboid-related transductions but are unable
to invade 3D matrices, indicating that the loss of uPAR
is detrimental for both movement styles. The residual
movement observed in the absence of protease inhibitors
in control cells treated with uPAR-aODN must be ascribed

to proteases of different families.

The full-length D1D2D3 form of uPAR is required
to induce amoeboid migration.
Native uPAR is organized in three differently folded
homologous domains of about 90 amino acids each (D1,
D2 and D3 from the N-terminus), stabilized by intra-

Figure 5: Mesenchymal and amoeboid features in HEK-293 cells transfected with intact uPAR (D1D2D3) and truncated
uPAR (D2D3). Panel A: invasion of porous filters coated with a 3D Matrigel layer, showing the differential total number of invading cells/

filter under mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions, as reported in the text. +/-Mix: presence or absence of the protease inhibitors cocktail.
Ilomastat: invasion in the presence of the MMP inhibitor. uPARD1D2D3: HEK-293 cells transfected with intact uPAR; uPARD2D3:
HEK-293 cells transfected with truncated uPAR; no uPAR: control cells transfected with an empty vector. Results are the mean of three
different experiments performed in triplicate on each cell line ± SD. *: p<0.05 with respect to each control (first column of each histogram).
Panel B: % collagenolytic activity of the uPARD1D2D3 transfectant under mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions, as described in the
legend to figure 2. Ctrl-: collagenolytic activity in the absence of cells and of added exogenous collagen; Ctrl+: collagenolytic activity in
the absence of cells but in the presence of exogenous collagen. Results are the mean of two different experiments performed in triplicate
in each condition line ± SD. * : p<0.05. Panel C: Western blotting of total and GTP-loaded forms of small Rho-GTPases RhoA and Rac1
under mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions for each HEK-293 transfectant. Three experiments were performed for each transfectant in
each condition. Histograms report band densitometry, assuming 1 as the reference value of controls in each condition. * shows statistical
significance at p<0.05. Panel D: Morphological features of the mesenchymal (elongated) to amoeboid (roundish) transition (MAT) of each
HEK-293 transfectant. Red: phalloidin staining of the actin cytoskeleton. Blue: nuclear staining with DAPI. Magnification: 200 X. Results
shown are representative of two different preparations of each cell line under mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions. No-uPAR cells did
not adhere under amoeboid conditions.
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget
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Integrins bridge uPAR and actin cytoskeleton.

molecular disulphide bonds [23]. The X-ray structure
shows that uPAR binds uPA by directly interacting with
D1, in a pocket built by all three domains [24]. These
structural features suggest the necessity for cooperation
of all three uPAR domains for high-affinity binding of
uPA. uPAR may be anchored to the cell surface either in
its native form (D1D2D3) or in a truncated form (D2D3),
as a result of a cleavage of the D1-D2 linker region [25].
The uPAR-negative human embrional kidney-293 (HEK293) cells transfected with cDNA of intact uPAR (uPARD1D2D3), with cDNAs corresponding to the truncated
form of uPAR (uPAR-D2D3) and with pcDNA3 empty
vector (no-uPAR) [26] were used to evaluate whether
the native D1D2D3 or the cleaved D2D3 form of uPAR
was involved in uPAR-dependent amoeboid movement
style. The three differentially transfected cell lines were
capable of invading Matrigel-coated filters, while only
the uPAR-D1D2D3 cell line showed invasion capabilities
upon exposure to a protease inhibitor-rich environment
(figure 5A). This indicates that the presence of full
length uPAR is strictly required in order to shift from the
mesenchymal to amoeboid movement style. Invasion in
the absence of protease inhibitors also shows that Hek293 cells transfected with an empty vector (no-uPAR) and
uPAR-D2D3 cells show similar invasion, although to a
reduced level than uPAR-D1D2D3 (figure 5A on the left).
Complete abolishment of invasion obtained in no-uPAR
and in uPAR-D2D3 by Ilomastat treatment shows that
Matrigel invasion of these cells is totally accounted for by
MMPs, since it was inhibited by the MMPs inhibitor but
not by the anti-uPAR R3 antibody (right panel of figure
5A). Also in these cells collagenolysis was inhibited by the
mix of protease inhibitors (figure 5B). Experiments aimed
to evaluate small GTPases Rac1 and RhoA activation
showed a decrease of activated Rac1 in the presence
of protease inhibitors in all the transfectants, while a
significant increase of RhoA activation was observed
only in uPAR-D1D2D3 cells (figure 5C). Morphological
study of actin assembly of the three cell lines plated
on VN-enriched Matrigel-coated surfaces showed the
presence of actin protrusions and an overall spindle-like
morphology only in full-length uPAR-expressing cells,
while an overall feature of round cells was similarly
exhibited by no-uPAR and uPAR-D3D3-expressing cells,
which did not show actin protrusions (figure 5D). In a
protease inhibitor-rich milieu no-uPAR cells were unable
to adhere, while the totality of uPAR-D1D2D3 and uPARD2D3 cells assumed a round shape, lost actin filament
protrusions and exhibited a rim of perinuclear cortical
actin. Taken together, these data show that uPAR supports
mesenchymal and amoeboid movement style only when
expressed in its full-length native form.

www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget

Already established uPAR-mediated pathways
include uPAR association with integrins, the key
molecules that promote rearrangement of the actin
cytoskeleton and cell movement.10 PCb1 cells, M6
melanoma cells and the three HEK-293 clones show an
integrin pattern in line with previous observations (figure
6A) [26-30]. Confocal immuno-fluorescence analysis of
integrin β1 and uPAR in PCb1 and of integrin β3 and
uPAR in A375M6 cells is shown in figure 6C. These data
show that uPAR-integrins interactions persist under both
mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions. Treatment of
cells with 50 μM peptide M25 for 2h at 37°C uncoupled
uPAR from integrins while sM25 did not, in the absence
and in the presence of the inhibitor cocktail (figure 6C).
Immunoprecipitation experiments with lysates of Pcb1 and
A375M6 cells demonstrated the activity of M25 peptide in
uncoupling uPAR-integrin β1 or β3 interaction (figure 6B).
The statistical analysis of uPAR-integrin co-localization
for the cell lines considered in this study is reported in
table 1. Parallel experiments aimed to evaluate uPAR-actin
and integrins-actin colocalization showed that both uPAR
and integrins co-localize with actin also in amoeboid
conditions, where the thick ring of cortical actin/uPAR
and cortical actin/integrin overlap (figure 7A). The use of
peptide M25 uncoupled all the observed co-localizations
(uPAR, integrins, actin) and produced structural alteration
of actin which lost the stress fibres organization and
acquired a granular feature under both mesenchymal and
amoeboid conditions (figure 7B). The statistical analysis
of uPAR-actin and integrin-actin co-localization for all the
cell lines is reported in table 1.

Activity of the M25 peptide on mesenchymal
and amoeboid migration styles and related
transductions.
On the basis of these results we reasoned that
the property of M25 peptide to uncouple uPAR from
integrins, and hence from actin under both mesenchymal
and amoeboid conditions, could produce functional
effects similar to those obtained with uPAR aODN on
mesenchymal and amoeboid migration styles. Therefore
we studied Matrigel invasion and Rac-1/RhoA modulation
under each relevant experimental condition. Similarly to
genetic uPAR knockdown, results of Matrigel invasion
obtained on PCb1, A375 M6 and Hek-293 cells clearly
show that M25 peptide exerts a very intense inhibition
of the amoeboid movement of cells treated with the
inhibitor cocktail and partially inhibits the movement of
control cells that move with a pre-specified mesenchymal
migration style (figure 8A). Results obtained on small
Rho-GTPases show that the shift from mesenchymal
to amoeboid movement increases the RhoA/Rac1 ratio,
1545
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Figure 6: Integrin pattern and integrin-uPAR interaction. Panel A: semiquantitative RT-PCR of the shown integrin α and

β chains in the cell lines used in this study. GAPDH was used as a reference control. Products size, expressed in bp, are reported on
the right. Panel B: immunoprecipitation of uPAR and β1-integrins in Pcb1 prostate carcinoma cells and of uPAR and β3-integrins in
A375M6 melanoma cells. Input: Western blotting of aliquots of cell lysates before immunoprecipitation, used as a reference loading
control. IP beta 1: immunoprecipitate obtained with anti-beta 1 antibodies; IB beta 1: immunoblotting with anti-beta 1 antibodies; IP beta 3:
immunoprecipitate obtained with anti-beta 3 antibodies; IB beta 3: immunoblotting with anti-beta 3 antibodies; IB uPAR: immunoblotting
with anti-uPAR antibody; IP uPAR: immunoprecipitate obtained with anti-uPAR antibodies. Molecular weights, expressed in kDa, are
reported on the left. Panel C: confocal microscopy for uPAR (red fluorescence)-β1-integrins (green fluorescence) co-localization in Pcb1
prostate carcinoma cells and for uPAR (red fluorescence)- β3-integrins (green fluorescence) co-localization in A375M6 melanoma cells
under mesenchymal (control) and amoeboid (+MIX) conditions, in the absence and in the presence of M25 peptide and of scramble
M25 peptide (sM25). Nuclear staining: DAPI (blue). The co-localization score is reported within each picture. Refer also to table 1 for a
complete view of co-localization scores in all the examined cell lines. Magnification: 40 X. The shown pictures are representative of 50
different pictures for each experimental condition that were studied by Image J analysis, as reported in the legend to table 1.
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget
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Figure 7: uPAR-actin co-localization. Panel A: confocal microscopy for uPAR (green fluorescence) and falloidin (red fluorescence),

in A375-M6 melanoma cells under mesenchymal (control) and amoeboid (+MIX) conditions, in the absence of M25 peptide, and in the
presence of M25 peptide or of its scramble counterpart (sM25). The co-localization score is reported within each figure, as well as in table
1. Nuclear staining: DAPI (blue). Magnification: 40 X. The shown pictures are representative of 50 different pictures for each experimental
condition that were studied by Image J analysis, as reported in the legend to table 1. Panel B: Magnification (200 X) of selected sections of
panel A to show actin cytoskeleton (revealed by red falloidin staining) derangement as an effect of M25 peptide treatment.
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget
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even in the presence of M25 peptide (figure 8B), but
such a Rho over-activation does not support amoeboid
movement owing to the M25-dependent weakening
of actin cytoskeleton-integrins-uPAR functional axis.
Overall, the phenotypic effects obtained with the M25
peptide are similar to those obtained with uPAR-aODNs,
allowing us to conclude that uPAR regulates plasticity of
cell movement in both the mesenchymal and amoeboid
migration styles by an integrin-mediated coupling of the
cell membrane to the actin cytoskeleton.

to-mesenchymal-transition (EMT) [34] and cancer cell
stemness [35]. Our data show that uPAR has a role in
sustaining both mesenchymal and amoeboid migration
style of cancer cells by controlling the state of the actin
cytoskeleton assembly via its integrin-mediated interaction
with cytoskeleton.
Far-off and recent studies have underlined the
key role of multiple proteases and of their receptors in
mesenchymal migration style of cancer cell during the
invasion process so that the property of cancer cells to
proteolytically degrade anatomical barriers has attained
the role of a marker of cancer cell malignancy [36,37].
Amoeboid motility has been originally described in the
amoeba Dictyostelium discoideum, but it is also exploited
by eukaryotic cells under particular environmental cues,
such as the need to rapidly slide through lose interstitial
tissues with gaps that accommodate the cell body using
flexible and weak adhesion sites, producing a movement
that depends on dynamic cytoplasmic protrusions due
to intracellular compartmentalization of cytoplasm

DISCUSSION
A ten years analysis of the prospective multicentre
Chemo-N0 (node negative) trial has identified the uPA/
uPAR system as the only level-of-evidence-1 cancer
biomarker system for prognosis and/or prediction in nodenegative breast cancer [31]. uPAR contributes to multiple
features of the malignant character, including high
metastatic potential [32], angiogenesis [33], epithelial-

Figure 8: Phenotypic and biochemical effects of M25 treatment. Panel A: invasion of porous filters coated with a 3D Matrigel

layer, by HEK-293 transfectants, Pcb1 and M6 cells under amoeboid and mesenchymal conditions, in the absence and in the presence of
M25 peptide. Results are the mean of three different experiments performed in triplicate on each cell line ± SD. *: p<0.05. The pictures
show the typical appearance of filters in each experimental condition. Panel B: Western blotting of total and GTP-loaded forms of small
Rho-GTPases Rac1 and RhoA under mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions ± M25 peptide for each prostate cancer and melanoma cell
line. Three experiments were performed for each cell line in different conditions. Histograms report RhoA/Rac1 ratio obtained by band
densitometry quantification and * shows statistical significance at p<0.05. Numbers on the right of each Western blotting refer to molecular
weights expressed in kDa. For other symbols, refer to the legend of figure 1.
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between an intact cortical actin cytoskeleton and the
locally expanded cell membrane (blebs) [38]. Pioneer
studies enlightened the possibility of cancer cells to move
within tissues according to amoeboid features, leading
to the so-called “cortical expansion model for amoeboid
chemotaxis” of malignant cells [39]. Cancer cell amoeboid
motility has now become an issue, accounting for rapid
movement of invading cells within the primary and the
metastatic site.
Herein we have shown that malignant cells derived
from human melanoma and prostate cancer, as well as
human embrional kidney 293 cells (HEK-293) transfected
with the full-length form (D1D2D3) of the human
uPAR, exhibit a uPAR-dependent mesenchymal invasion
across a 3D Matrigel substrate, that is proportional to
uPAR expression and that may be strongly reduced by
preventing uPAR interaction with its ligand uPA, the
observed residual mesenchymal Matrigel invasion being
surely ascribable to the activity of multiple proteases.
Our results indicate that the uPAR-driven proteolytic
activity accounts for more that 50% of single migrating
cells in all the studied cancer cell lines. The residual
cell invasion has to be related to many other proteases
such as members of the MMP and cathepsin families.
Due to the high number of involved molecules it was
not possible to use blocking antibodies, while the use of
specific protease inhibitors could induce the shift to an
amoeboid movement style. The same cells shifted toward
an amoeboid migration style (MAT) upon exposure to a
protease inhibitor cocktail. Our observation that not the
whole cancer cell populations undergo MAT and that the
percentage of shifting cells varies among the different
cell lines independently of their origin (primary tumor or
metastasis) indicates that this feature is independent of
cancer progression. Also small Rho-GTPases activation
and cell morphology were consistent with MAT. Although
under mesenchymal conditions not all the studied cell
lines showed an unambiguously elongated cell shape, the
acquisition of amoeboid features in the presence of the
inhibitor cocktail, such as the attainment of a round shape
and reorganization of actin according to a strictly subcortical location were evident.
The results obtained with uPAR-aODN on
mesenchymal and amoeboid movement clearly show
uPAR requirement in both styles of cancer cell migration.
Moreover, the data obtained with HEK-293 cells
transfected with the truncated or with the native form
of uPAR show that only the full-length form supports
amoeboid movement. Many proteases cleave the receptor
(cleaved uPAR, c-uPAR) [40]. c-uPAR, devoid of D1,
is unable to bind extracellular uPAR ligands, uPA and
VN, as well as to interact with integrins, indicating that
uPAR cleavage is a mechanism that negatively regulates
uPAR activities associated with a migratory and invasive
phenotype: in fact the full-length uPAR and uPA are
up-regulated and are negative prognostic factors in
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget

several tumors [31]. In order to elucidate the mechanism
whereby native uPAR regulates amoeboid movement,
we decided to explore the in-ward uPAR activities by
studying its property to regulate the actin cytoskeleton
[10,11,26,41]. Interaction of uPAR with integrins is the
foundation stone of the cell migration signalosome [10].
In our cancer cells we have confirmed uPAR interaction
with β1 and β3 integrins by confocal microscopy and
immunoprecipitation, showing that such interactions
are present under both mesenchymal and amoeboid
conditions. Integrins, which lack actin-binding domains,
are indirectly connected to the actin cytoskeleton through
different protein complexes that contain over a hundred
different types of proteins, talin, α-actinin, filamin,
tensin, parvin and myosin-X being the most studied, that
transmit the mechanical force from the cell membrane to
the actin cytoskeleton for cytoplasm contraction during
cell movement [15]. We have shown herein that uPAR
co-localizes with actin cytoskeleton in all the examined
conditions, including the amoeboid one, where the thick
ring of cortical actin and uPAR overlap. In the β-propeller
model of α-chain folding, the sequence of the M25 peptide
spans an exposed loop on the uPAR-binding surface of
α-chain, thus impairing integrin-uPAR interaction [42].
M25 peptide not only uncoupled uPAR from integrins in
all the cells and experimental conditions studied in this
work, but it also produced a structural alteration of actin
which lost the stress fibres and cortical organization under
the mesenchymal and amoeboid conditions, and acquired
a granular feature. It is therefore evident that M25 peptide
uncouples uPAR from integrins, and hence from actin,
thereby producing functional effects similar to those
obtained with uPAR aODN on mesenchymal and amoeboid
migration styles. The final effects of both treatments, that
lead to an alteration of actin assembly, which is no longer
efficiently bound to integrins modified by the loss of
interaction with uPAR, result into a weakening of actinmembrane coupling and in the loss of the tensile force
that determines translocations of the cell body [15]. Actin
disorganization impaired both mesenchymal and amoeboid
migration of cancer cells. Also the activity of small RhoGTPases was deranged by the use of M25 peptide as well
as by uPAR-aODN, thus partially inhibiting mesenchymal
migration and totally inhibiting the amoeboid one. As the
M25 peptide is specific for inhibition of uPAR-integrin
α-chain interaction, its limited effects of on mesenchymal
migration may be accounted for by the failure of the
peptide to inhibit integrin-MMPs interactions that also
regulate mesenchymal motility [43,44].
Available data indicate that a successful strategy to
combat invasion and metastatic diffusion of aggressive
cancer cells is the identification of molecular targets
that control the ability of cancer cells to adapt to the
environment by regulating plasticity of cancer cells. Taken
together, the results obtained in the present study show
that uPAR, a recognized marker of cancer cell progression,
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is a molecular mediator of plasticity in cancer cell motility
by regulating contractile forces in tumor cell migration
through the functional axis uPAR-integrins-actin. Together
with the many so far reported pro-tumoral activities of
uPAR, our observations make the uPA/uPAR system an
attractive target for the treatment of cancer that has not yet
been extensively explored in the clinic [45].

gene. Amplification was performed with the default PCR
setting: 40 cycles of 95°C for 15 seconds and of 60°C for
60 seconds using SYBR Green–based detection (GoTaq
qPCR Master Mix; Promega). Primers (IDT, Tema Ricerca,
Italy) used for RT-PCR were as follows: -18S-rRNA:
sense, 5’-CCAGTAAGTGCGGGTCATAAG-3’ antisense,
5’-GCCTCACATAACCATCCAATC-3’;
-uPAR:
sense,
5’GCCCAATCCTGGAGCTTGA-3;
antisense,
5’TCCCCTTGCAGCTGTAACACT-3’.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Semiquantitative
reverse
transcription–
polymerase chain reaction (PCR) analysis.

Cell lines and culture conditions.
Prostate cancer cell lines LNCaP and PC3 were
purchased from ATCC (Manassas, VA, USA). LNCaP are
androgen-sensitive human prostate adenocarcinoma cells,
while PC3 cells, derived from a bone metastasis of a grade
IV prostatic adenocarcinoma, are reported to be androgen
receptor (AR)-negative. Pcb1 cell line, established from
a bone metastasis of PC3, were provided by Professor
Adriano Angelucci (L’Aquila, Italy). All prostate cancer
cell lines were grown in RPMI-1640 culture medium
(Euroclone, Milano, Italy) containing 2 mM glutamine,
100 UI/ml penicillin, 100 µg/ml streptomycin and
supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS;
Euroclone). Melanoma cell lines MeWo and A375 were
purchased from ATCC. A375 M6 cells, derived from
a metastasis of A375, were provided by Professor Lido
Calorini (Firenze, Italy). Melanoma cells were maintained
in DMEM culture medium (Euroclone, Milano, Italy)
containing 2 mM glutamine, 100 UI/ml penicillin, 100
µg/ml streptomycin and supplemented with 10% FBS
(Euroclone). uPAR-negative human embrional kidney 293
(HEK-293) cells transfected with cDNA of intact uPAR
(uPAR-D1D2D3), with cDNAs corresponding to the
truncated form of uPAR (uPAR-D2D3) and with pcDNA3
empty vector (no-uPAR), were kindly provided by
Professor Pia Ragno (Napoli, Italy). HEK-293 transfected
cells were grown in DMEM culture medium (Euroclone,
Milano, Italy) containing 2 mM glutamine, 100 UI/ml
penicillin, 100 µg/ml streptomycin and supplemented with
10% fetal bovine serum (FBS; Euroclone).

Total RNA preparation and reverse transcription
were performed as previously reported [20]. The levels of
messenger RNA for the integrin chains were determined
by an internal-based semiquantitative RT-PCR, using
procedures and primers previously described [13].

3D-invasion assay with Boyden chambers.
Invasion was studied in Boyden chambers in which
the upper and lower wells were separated by 8µm–pore
size polycarbonate filters coated with Matrigel (BD
Biosciences). In order to increase uPAR dependency of the
invasion process, the Matrigel was enriched with human
VN (Sigma-Aldrich, cat. V8379), to a final concentration
of 300 μg/ml. To obtain a “thick” layer, we added 100
μl of Matrigel/cm2 porous membrane. According to the
manufacturer’s instruction such an amount results into a
500 μm thick Matrigel layer, corresponding to about 25
folds the average diameter of circulating prostate and
melanoma cells [46,47]. Cancer cells (25 x 103) were
placed in the upper well of the Boyden chamber, and
invasion was performed at 37 °C in 5% CO2 for 12 hours,
a time consistent with the average speeds of cell migration
under amoeboid and mesenchymal conditions in 500 μm
thick gels [2]. To evaluate the uPAR-dependent invasion,
some experiments were performed in the presence of antiuPAR R3 antibody which blocks uPA/uPAR interaction
(American Diagnostica) or irrelevant IgG (all used at
1.5 μg/ml) or after anti-uPAR aODN treatment. Invasion
quantified as previously described [21,22].

Quantitative Real-Time PCR analysis.

Induction of the amoeboid phenotype, cell
viability assay and collagen degradation assay.

Total RNA was prepared using Nucleospin RNA II
(Macherey-Nagel), agarose gel checked for integrity, and
reverse transcribed with GoScript system (Promega) using
random primers according to manufacturer’s instructions.
uPAR expression in all cancer cell lines and after antiuPAR aODN treatment was determined by a quantitative
Real-Time (RT)–PCR with an Applied Biosystem 7500
Fast Real Time PCR System (Applied Biosystems,
Milano, Italy) and determined by the comparative Ct
method using 18S ribosomal RNA as the normalization
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget

Protease-indipendent invasion was evaluated by
3D-Boyden chamber assays with Matrigel coating in
the presence of a protease inhibitor cocktail, consisting
of Ilomastat, leupeptin, pepstatin A, E-64 and aprotinin,
a mixture of protease inhibitors with a broad specificity
for serine, cysteine, aspartic and amino-peptidase, and
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MMPs [7]. Protease inhibitor cocktail was added to unpolymerized Matrigel solution on the upper surface of
the porous filter. To induce the amoeboid phenotype,
cells were treated for 2 hours with the protease inhibitor
cocktail at the same concentrations used in the invasion
assay. The cocktail did not affect cell viability, as shown
by WST-1 assay (Roche), performed as previously
described [20].
The collagen degradation assay was performed
using a Matrigel layer containing 3% FITC-labelled
collagen monomers, as reported previously [7].

for each sample observed. The collected images were
analysed by ImageJ software to evaluate co-localization.

Cell migration in 3D-collagen matrices.

Treatment of cells with M25 peptide.

To visualize the efficacy of the protease inhibitor
cocktail to induce an amoeboid migration style we used
reconstruction by time-lapse video microscopy and
confocal microscopy, using HT1080 cells as a model for
a clear visualization of fiber breakdown in the process of
proteolytic migration and shift to the amoeboid style, as
previously reported [7]. (SM 1 and 2).

Disruption of uPAR-integrin interaction was
obtained with the M25 peptide, previously identified in
a phage display library [42,48], able to uncouple uPAR
interaction with integrin α-chain. The peptide was
produced in collaboration with PRIMM srl, Milan, Italy.
In the β-propeller model of α-chain folding, the sequence
of this peptide (STYHHLSLGYMYTLN) spans an
exposed loop on the ligand-binding surface of α-chain,
thus impairing integrin-uPAR interaction. In cell culture
both M25 and scramble-M25 (sM25) were used at 50 μM
for 2h at 37°C.

uPAR
down-regulation
with
oligodeoxinucleotide (u-PAR aODN).

uPAR gene expression was inhibited with an 18-mer
phosphorothioate aODN (ISIS Pharmaceuticals, Carlsbad
Research Center, CA, USA, product designation: ISIS
17916) as previously described [21].

RhoA and Rac1 activity assay.
Cells from different experimental conditions
(control, protease inhibitor cocktail, anti-uPAR aODN
and anti-uPAR aODN + protease inhibitor cocktail)
were lysed in radioimmunoprecipitation assay buffer and
determination of RhoA GTP or Rac1 GTP was performed
as previously reported [7].

Statistical analysis.
Results are expressed as means ± SD. Multiple
comparisons were performed by the Student test.
Statistical significances were accepted at p<0.05.

Western Blotting.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST.

The composition of the lysis buffer was as
previously described [42]. The same lysis buffer was
used to solubilise beads-adsorbed active forms. Both
beads and cell proteins were subjected to Western blotting
as previously reported [22]. The membrane was probed
with primary antibody to uPAR, RhoA and Rac1 (Becton
Dickinson), overnight at 4° C. Immune complexes were
detected as previously reported [22].
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Immunofluorescence analysis.

REFERENCES

Immunofluorescence was performed as previously
described [13,22]. Cells were grown on coverslips in their
culture conditions. Once at confluence, cells were treated
with protease inhibitor cocktail and Ilomastat. Two hours
later TRITC-labelled phalloidin (P1951, Sigma) was
applied to the cells to visualize cell morphology and the
arrangement of actin cytoskeleton. Nuclei were stained
with the fluorescent Hoechst 33342 dye (DAPI) (10µg/
ml) (Invitrogen) for 15 min at rt. A single composite image
was obtained by superimposition of twenty optical sections
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget

antisense

1551

1.

Friedl P, Wolf K. Plasticity of cell migration: a multiscale
tuning model. J Cell Biol. 2010; 188: 11-19.

2.

Friedl P. Prespecification and plasticity: shifting
mechanisms of cell migration. Curr Opin. 2004; 16: 14-23.

3.

Parri M, Chiarugi P. Rac and Rho GTPases in cancer cell
motility control. Cell Commun Signal. 2010; 8: 23.

4.

Wolf K, Mazo I, Leung H, Engelke K, von Andrian
UH, Deryugina EI, Strongin AY, Bröcker EB, Friedl
P. Compensation mechanism in tumor cell migration:
Oncotarget

mesenchymal-amoeboid transition after blocking of
pericellular proteolysis. J Cell Biol. 2003; 160: 267-277.
5.

Sanz-Moreno V, Marshall CJ. Rho-GTPase signaling drives
melanoma cell plasticity. Cell Cycle. 2009; 8: 1484-1487.

6.

Nimnual AS, Taylor LJ, Bar-Sagi D. Redox-dependent
downregulation of Rho by Rac. Nat Cell Biol. 2003; 5: 236241.

7.

Parri M, Taddei ML, Bianchini F, Calorini L, Chiarugi P.
EphA2 reexpression prompts invasion of melanoma cells
shifting from mesenchymal to amoeboid-like motility style.
Cancer Res. 2009; 69: 2072-2081.

8.

Cartier-Michaud A, Malo M, Charriere-Bertrand C, Gadea
G, Anguille C, Supiramaniam A Lesne A, Delaplace
F, Hutzler G, Roux P, Lawrence DA, Barlovatz-Meimon
G. Matrix-bound PAI-1 supports cell blebbing via RhoA/
ROCK1 signaling. PLoS One. 2012; 7: e32204.

9.

MH, Borisy G Parsons JT, Horwitz AR. Cell migration:
integrating signals from front to back. Science. 2003; 302:
1704-1709.
19. Mazar AP, Ahn RW, O’Halloran TV. Development of novel
therapeutics targeting the urokinase plasminogen activator
receptor (uPAR) and their translation toward the clinic. Curr
Pharm Des. 2011; 17: 1970-1978.
20. Margheri F, Schiavone N, Papucci L, Magnelli L, Serrati
S, Chilla A Laurenzana A, Bianchini F, Calorini L, Torre
E, Dotor J, Feijoo E, Fibbi G, Del Rosso M. GDF5 regulates
TGFβ-dependent angiogenesis in breast carcinoma MCF-7
cells: in vitro and in vivo control by anti-TGFβ peptides.
PLoS One. 2012 7: e50342.
21. Margheri F, D’Alessio S, Serrati S, Pucci M, Annunziato
F, Cosmi L Liotta F, Angeli R, Angelucci A, Gravina
GL, Rucci N, Bologna M, Teti A, Monia B, Fibbi G, Del
Rosso M. Effects of blocking urokinase receptor signaling
by antisense oligonucleotides in a mouse model of
experimental prostate cancer bone metastases. Gene Ther.
2005; 12: 702-714.

Del Rosso M, Margheri F, Serrati S, Chilla A, Laurenzana
A, Fibbi G. The urokinase receptor system, a key regulator
at the intersection between inflammation, immunity, and
coagulation. Curr Pharm Des. 2011; 17: 1924-1943.

22. Margheri F, Chilla A, Laurenzana A, Serrati S, Mazzanti
B, Saccardi R Santosuosso M, Danza G, Sturli N, Rosati
F, Magnelli L, Papucci L, Calorini L, Bianchini F,Del
Rosso M, Fibbi G. Endothelial progenitor cell-dependent
angiogenesis requires localization of the full-length form of
uPAR in caveolae. Blood 2011; 118: 3743-3755.

10. Eden G, Archinti M, Furlan F, Murphy R, Degryse B. The
urokinase receptor interactome. Curr Pharm Des. 2011; 17:
1874-1889.
11. Kjoller L. The urokinase plasminogen activator receptor in
the regulation of the actin cytoskeleton and cell motility.
Biol Chem. 2002; 383: 5-19.

23. Del Rosso M, Fibbi G, Pucci M, Margheri F, Serrati S.
The plasminogen activation system in inflammation. Front
Biosci 2008; 13: 4667-4686.

12. Ploug M, Ronne E, Behrendt N, Jensen AL, Blasi F, Dano
K. Cellular receptor for urokinase plasminogen activator.
Carboxyl-terminal processing and membrane anchoring
by glycosyl-phosphatidylinositol. J Biol Chem.1991; 266:
1926-1933.

24. Llinas P, Le Du MH, Gardsvoll H, Dano K, Ploug M,
Gilquin B, Stura EA, Ménez A. Crystal structure of the
human urokinase plasminogen activator receptor bound to
an antagonist peptide. EMBO J. 2005; 24: 1655-1663.

13. Margheri F, Manetti M, Serrati S, Nosi D, Pucci M,
Matucci-Cerinic M Kahaleh B, Bazzichi L, Fibbi G, IbbaManneschi L, Del Rosso M. Domain 1 of the urokinasetype plasminogen activator receptor is required for its
morphologic and functional, beta2 integrin-mediated
connection with actin cytoskeleton in human microvascular
endothelial cells: failure of association in systemic sclerosis
endothelial cells. Arthritis Rheum. 2006; 54: 3926-3938.

25. Ploug M. Identification of specific sites involved in ligand
binding by photoaffinity labeling of the receptor for the
urokinase-type plasminogen activator. Residues located at
equivalent positions in uPAR domains I and III participate
in the assembly of a composite ligand-binding site.
Biochemistry. 1998; 37: 16494-16505.
26. Montuori N, Carriero MV, Salzano S, Rossi G, Ragno P.
The cleavage of the urokinase receptor regulates its multiple
functions. J Biol Chem. 2002; 277: 46932-46939.

14. Xue W, Mizukami I, Todd RF, 3rd, Petty HR. Urokinasetype plasminogen activator receptors associate with beta1
and beta3 integrins of fibrosarcoma cells: dependence on
extracellular matrix components. Cancer Res. 1997; 57:
1682-1689.

27. Gupta A, Cao W, Chellaiah MA. Integrin alphavbeta3 and
CD44 pathways in metastatic prostate cancer cells support
osteoclastogenesis via a Runx2/Smad 5/receptor activator
of NF-kappaB ligand signaling axis. Mol Cancer. 2012; 11:
66.

15. Roca-Cusachs P, Iskratsch T, Sheetz MP. Finding the
weakest link: exploring integrin-mediated mechanical
molecular pathways. J Cell Sci, 2012; 125: 3025-3038.

28. Lee YC, Jin JK, Cheng CJ, Huang CF, Song JH, Huang
M Brown WS, Zhang S, Yu-Lee LY, Yeh ET, McIntyre
BW, Logothetis CJ, Gallick GE, Lin SH. Targeting
constitutively activated beta1 integrins inhibits prostate
cancer metastasis. Mol Cancer Res. 2013; 11: 405-417.

16. Friedl P, Wolf K. Tumour-cell invasion and migration:
diversity and escape mechanisms. Nat Rev Cancer. 2003;
3: 362-374.
17. Yamazaki D, Kurisu S, Takenawa T. Regulation of cancer
cell motility through actin reorganization. Cancer Sci. 2005;
96: 379-386.

29. Pisano M, I DEP, Nieddu V, Sassu I, Cossu S, Galleri
G, Del Gatto A, Budroni M, Cossu A, Saviano M, Palmieri

18. Ridley AJ, Schwartz MA, Burridge K, Firtel RA, Ginsberg
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget

1552

Oncotarget

G, Zaccaro L, Rozzo C. In vitro activity of the alphavbeta3
integrin antagonist RGDechi-hCit on malignant melanoma
cells. Anticancer Res. 2013; 33: 871-879.

receptor-integrin interaction site. Promiscuous regulator of
integrin function. J Biol Chem. 2000; 275: 10228-10234.
43. Stefanidakis M, Koivunen E. Cell-surface association
between matrix metalloproteinases and integrins: role of the
complexes in leukocyte migration and cancer progression.
Blood. 2006; 108: 1441-1450.

30. Wang R, Bi J, Ampah KK, Zhang C, Li Z, Jiao Y, Wang
X, Ba X, Zeng X.Lipid raft regulates the initial spreading
of melanoma A375 cells by modulating beta1 integrin
clustering. Int J Biochem Cell Biol. 2013; 45: 1679-1689.

44. Yue J, Zhang K, Chen J. Role of integrins in regulating
proteases to mediate extracellular matrix remodeling.
Cancer Microenviron. 2012; 5: 275-283.

31. Harbeck N, Schmitt M, Meisner C, Friedel C, Untch M,
Schmidt M, Sweep CG, Lisboa BW, Lux MP, Beck
T, Hasmüller S, Kiechle M, Jänicke F, Thomssen
C;Chemo-N 0 Study Group. Ten-year analysis of the
prospective multicentre Chemo-N0 trial validates American
Society of Clinical Oncology (ASCO)-recommended
biomarkers uPA and PAI-1 for therapy decision making in
node-negative breast cancer patients. Eur J Cancer. 2013;
49: 1825-1835.

45. O’Halloran TV, Ahn R, Hankins P, Swindell E, Mazar AP.
The many spaces of uPAR: delivery of theranostic agents
and nanobins to multiple tumor compartments through a
single target. Theranostics 2013; 3: 496-506.
46. Gleghorn JP, Pratt ED, Denning D, Liu H, Bander NH,
Tagawa ST, Nanus DM, Giannakakou PA, Kirby BJ.
Capture of circulating tumor cells from whole blood of
prostate cancer patients using geometrically enhanced
differential immunocapture (GEDI) and a prostate-specific
antibody. Lab Chip. 2010; 10: 27-29.

32. Mazar AP, Henkin J, Goldfarb RH. The urokinase
plasminogen activator system in cancer: implications for
tumor angiogenesis and metastasis. Angiogenesis. 1999; 3:
15-32.

47. Gutierrez-Juarez G, Gupta SK, Weight RM, Polo-Parada L,
Papagiorgio C, Bunch J, Viator JA. Optical Photoacoustic
Detection of Circulating Melanoma Cells In Vitro. Int J
Thermophys. 2010; 31: 784-792.

33. Del Rosso M. uPAR in angiogenesis regulation. Blood
2011; 117: 3941-3943.
34. Lester RD, Jo M, Montel V, Takimoto S, Gonias SL. uPAR
induces epithelial-mesenchymal transition in hypoxic breast
cancer cells. J Cell Biol. 2007; 178: 425-436.

48. Wei Y, Lukashev M, Simon DI, Bodary SC, Rosenberg S,
Doyle MV, Chapman HA. Regulation of integrin function
by the urokinase receptor. Science 1996; 273: 1551-1555.

35. Asuthkar S, Stepanova V, Lebedeva T, Holterman AL,
Estes N, Cines DB, Rao JS, Gondi CS. Multifunctional
roles of urokinase plasminogen activator (uPA) in cancer
stemness and chemoresistance of pancreatic cancer. Mol
Biol Cell. 2013; 24: 2620-2632.
36. Del Rosso M, Fibbi G, Pucci M, D’Alessio S, Del Rosso A,
Magnelli L, Chiarugi V. Multiple pathways of cell invasion
are regulated by multiple families of serine proteases. Clin
Exp Metastasis. 2002; 19: 193-207.
37. Hua H, Li M, Luo T, Yin Y, Jiang Y. Matrix
metalloproteinases in tumorigenesis: an evolving paradigm.
Cell Mol Life Sci. 2011; 68: 3853-3868.
38. Keller H, Eggli P. Protrusive activity, cytoplasmic
compartmentalization, and restriction rings in locomoting
blebbing Walker carcinosarcoma cells are related to
detachment of cortical actin from the plasma membrane.
Cell Motil Cytoskeleton. 1998; 41: 181-193.
39. Jones JG, Segall J, Condeelis J. Molecular analysis of
amoeboid chemotaxis: parallel observations in amoeboid
phagocytes and metastatic tumor cells. EXS 1991; 59: 1-16.
40. Montuori N, Visconte V, Rossi G, Ragno P. Soluble and
cleaved forms of the urokinase-receptor: degradation
products or active molecules? Thromb Haemost 2005; 93:
192-198.
41. Bernstein AM, Greenberg RS, Taliana L, Masur SK.
Urokinase anchors uPAR to the actin cytoskeleton. Invest
Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2004; 45: 2967-2977.
42. Simon DI, Wei Y, Zhang L, Rao NK, Xu H, Chen Z, Liu
Q, Rosenberg S, Chapman HA. Identification of a urokinase
www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget

1553

Oncotarget

