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1. Introduction

Pancreatic cancer is the fourth most frequent cause of cancer-related deaths; it also represents
one of the most aggressive cancer types, with a high incidence of distant metastasis and
mortality [1]. The detection of pancreatic cancer at early stages, the prediction of the potential
resectability, or the response to therapy are the current major challenges in improving the
clinical outcome of pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC) [2]. The main issue against
successful therapy is represented by the absence of early diagnostic and prognostic markers,
as well as the unresponsiveness to radiation and chemotherapies [3]. Among other factors that
contribute to the lack of success in the therapy of pancreatic malignancies, cancer stem cells
(CSCs) appear to have a major role. Cancer is characterized by cellular heterogeneity; CSCs,
which represent a distinct subpopulation of cells, seem to be responsible for tumor initiation
and persistency, due to their properties of self-renewal and multilineage differentiation. CSCs
are considered as best candidates responsible for tumorigenesis, metastasis, and chemo-and
radio-resistance [4]. Understanding and properly addressing the challenge represented by
CSCs appears as a logical, yet difficult task in anti-cancer strategies.

2. Cancer stem cells: Involvement in the progression, invasion and
metastasis

2.1. Pancreatic cancer stem stells (CSCs) phenotyping and isolation

Cancer stem cells from epithelial tissues were identified for the first time in breast cancer in
2003, when Al-Hajj et al. reported that a distinct population of cells, CD44+CD24-/low
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epithelial-specific antigen (ESA+), develops tumors in immunodeficient mice [5]. In pancreatic
cancer, the presence of CSCs was reported in 2007 by Li C et al, who showed that
CD44+CD24+ESA+cells possess highly tumorigenic potential [6].

Similar to other types of cancer, pancreatic tumor cells apparently grow around a population
of CSCs which are capable of promoting tumor growth and progression through many
mechanisms, including alteration of adjacent stromal cells and evasion of conventional
therapies [7]. Therefore, their identification, isolation and further in vitro studies represent the
field that provided the most important breakthroughs in pancreatic cancer. The phenotypic
characterization of CSCs is an ongoing process, however, there are some biomarkers that are
recognized as significant for the stemness phenotype: CD133, Nestin, Notch1-4, Jagged 1 and
2, ABCG2 and aldehyde dehydrogenase (ALDH1) [8]. Following the model of breast cancer
stem cells [5], a pancreatic CSC subpopulation was shown to be epithelial-specific antigen
(ESA)*/CD44", but unlike the first, also CD24'[6]. CD44"CD24"ESA*cells represent 0.5% to 1.0%
of all pancreatic cancer cells [4] and show self-renewal capacity in vitro, are capable of forming
tumor spheres, and can be passaged multiple times without loss of tumor sphere-forming
capability [9, 10].

CD133 is a biomarker for putative CSC in several solid tumors [11] and it was used as a marker
for flow cytometry to select a subpopulation of tumor cells able to generate tumors in athymic
mice [12]; it has been reconfirmed in later studies, by immunohistochemistry, to be present in
ductal adenocarcinomas [13]. Furthermore, double positive CD133*/CXCR4'seem to be
preferentially located in the migration front of pancreatic tumors [12] and demonstrate
increased metastatic abilities [14].

Along with CD133, aldehyde dehydrogenase 1 (ALDH1) is also considered a useful marker of
stemness, both of which are currently being used for flow cytometry sorting of stem-enriched
side populations [15]. Increased activity of ALDH1 was associated with CSCs and has been
correlated with invasion, migration and poor overall survival in patients with pancreatic
cancer [16]. Therefore, ALDH (+) cells have stem and mesenchymal cell features and are more
tumorigenic than CD44'/CD24"cells [17]. An intriguing and somewhat discouraging observa-
tion is that only 0.015% of all tumor cells are concomitantly ALDH+and CD44'/CD24", yet
ALDH-+cells alone have potent tumorigenic activity, thus, several subsets of tumor-initiating
cells might be present within a pancreatic tumor [18].

The majority of CSCs is not positive for cytokeratins (intermediate filament proteins present
in differentiated epithelial cells) [12], but for Nestin — an intermediate filament protein and a
stem cell marker associated with cell integrity, migration, and differentiation. In pancreatic
carcinoma, one third of tumor cells present nestin expression which is correlated with tumor
staging and metastasis. Nestin-expressing cells are involved in epithelial-to-mesenchymal
transition (EMT) and seem to be the origin of pancreatic intraepithelial neoplasia lesions [19].
Recently, presence of Nestin in various types of malignancy was associated with tumoral
angiogenesis and was proposed as an angiogenic marker [20].

Within a recent study, authors comparatively analyzed cancer stem cell markers in normal
pancreas and pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma, yielding surprising results: although
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expression was increased, neither CD133, nor Notch proteins or ALDHI1 reached statistical
significance; in turn, Jagged 1 was shown to be a robust marker, along with Nestin [8].

Mouse models of ductal pancreatic neoplasia seem to harbor a subpopulation of cells express-
ing high levels of doublecortin-like kinase 1(DCLK1), alpha tubulin acetyltransferase
1(ATAT1), hairy and enhancer of split-1(HES1), hairy/enhancer-of-split related with YRPW
motif 1(HEY1), Insulin-like growth factor 1 receptor (IGF1R), and Abelson murine leukemia
viral oncogene homolog 1 (ABL1) with cancer-initiating properties. As this subpopulation is
identifiable at very early stages during adenocarcinoma development, it provides new targets
for early diagnostic and drug testing [21].

All the studies suggest the importance of CSCs in the prognostic and therapeutic responses of
pancreatic cancer patients and underline the necessity of stem cell surface marker characteri-
zation. In this regard, it is useful to better understand the basic genetic and epigenetic processes
of cancer stem cell transformation from highly regulated stem cells and also the interaction
between stem cells and the tumor niche [22].

2.2. Epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition

Recent studies suggest the involvement of CSCs in the progression, aggressiveness and
epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition (EMT) in pancreatic cancer [23, 24].

The epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition concept was first described 40 years ago, in relation to
the development of the embryo and germ layer formation [25]. Since then, EMT has been
shown to be a key player in several normal biological processes or pathologies, such as:
embryogenesis, wound healing or cancer progression. The process is essentially defined by
phenotypic changes of epithelial cells towards mesenchymal cells. During embryogenesis,
EMT represents the biological process in which cells from the epithelial compartment detach,
migrate and acquire a mesenchymal phenotype required for the formation of the mesoderm
[26]. EMT also plays a key role upon wounding; the wound healing process is marked by
epithelial cell migration to the site following EMT signals from the surrounding tissues and
acquisition of the mesenchymal-like phenotype [27]. During this process, changes occur in the
expression of specific genes, epithelial cell down-regulation of adherent and tight junction
proteins (Claudinl and 7, Occludin and E-cadherin) and matrix metalloproteinase-increased
activity, resulting in increased mobility [28]. The major embryonic signaling pathways Wnt,
Notch, Hedgehog and Transforming growth factor beta (TGF-f3) are involved in upregulation
of EMT-activating transcription factors, including Snail, Twist and Slug families [29].TGF-f3
signaling, associated with other signaling pathways like Ras/MAPK, is essential for EMT
process by repressing junction components like E-cadherin, Claudins, and Occludin via Snail
transcription factors. TGF-f3 is also involved in carcinogenesis, playing dual roles by acting as
a tumor suppressor in early tumor development, and paradoxically, by promoting tumor cell
invasion in later stages [30].

Wnt signaling is also involved in theEMT program, by stabilizing Snail and 3-catenin levels
and by blocking Glycogen synthase kinase 3 (GSK-3() activity, processes also related to
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cancer metastasis. On the other hand, Snail can interact with [-catenin and it enhances Wnt
signaling [31].

Notch signaling is responsible for cell fate, proliferation, differentiation, apoptosis and the
maintenance of stem cells and also for hypoxia, which can activate EMT in cancer [32]. It is
also considered that Notch can regulate endothelial and mesenchymal markers to sustain
mesenchymal transformation [33]. Notch pathways have been shown to increase cellular
migration by activating Nuclear factor kappa (3 (NF-xB), Matrix metalloproteinase 9 and
Vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) in pancreatic cancer cells [34]. More studies suggest
that Notch inhibition can reverse EMT in the Mesenchymal-to-Epithelial Transition (MET) and
can be considered a promising therapeutic strategy in cancer treatment [35].

Hedgehog signaling is also involved in embryonic cell growth and organogenesis as well as
in regulating genes associated with cell proliferation, differentiation, and cell motility [36].
Some studies showed that the Hedgehog pathway, normally quiescent in adult organs, is very
active in cancer where it can increase stromal hyperplasia, myofibroblast differentiation, and
production of extracellular matrix, enabling the EMT process in cancer cells [37].

A solid body of literature shows that the EMT process is actively implicated in tumor
metastasis and tumor recurrence and that cancer stem cells that have undergone EMT
display resistance to therapy [38, 39]. The accepted theory is that CSCs from solid tumors
acquire migratory potential together with mesenchymal transition, migrate from the
primary tumor, colonize other tissues and form a new metastatic tumor with similar
characteristics as the initial one (Figure 1) [40, 41]. In vitro and in vivo studies support EMT
involvement in early steps of carcinogenesis, by identifying EMT-associated markers such
as mesenchymal-specific markers (i.e. Vimentin and Fibronectin), epithelial specific markers
(i.e. E-cadherin and Cytokeratin), and transcription factors (i.e. Snail and Slug) in tumor
samples [42]. Moreover, the expression of EMT-specific genes has been identified at the
level of the invasive front of primary tumors [32] and reversely, the expression of CSCs
markers can be induced by overexpressing Snail or Twist, the most important transcrip-
tion factors involved in the EMT process [43]. From the other point of view, cancer cells
from metastasis after the EMT process can show a CSC phenotype and TGF-3 signaling is
considered to be a crucial factor involved in these processes [44].

Cellular migratory potential is also increased by up-regulation of Mucin-4 (MUC4) and
fibroblast growth factor receptor 1 (FGFR-1) stabilization [45]. Other studies show that the
process in pancreatic cancer can also be regulated by Forkhead box protein M1 (FoxM1)-
caveolin [46], GLI-Kruppel family member GLI1 (GLI1) [47], hepatocyte growth factor (HGF)
or platelet-derived growth factor (PDGF) [48]. Taken into account these observations, EMT-
type pancreatic tumor cells represent a highly important research focus for the therapies
aiming at reducing or preventing invasion, metastasis and therapeutic resistance in pancreatic

cancer.
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Figure 1. Epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition process

2.3. Regulatory pathways in pancreatic cancer stem cells

Analysis of expression of CSC-related genes in a purified subpopulation of putative pancreatic
CSCs showed that up to 46 canonical pathways are upregulated, including human embryonic
stem cell pluripotency, tight junction signaling, NF-kB signaling, Wnt/pB-catenin signaling,
integrin signaling, and Ephrin signaling networks [49].

In particular, out of most signaling pathways involved in maintaining self-renewal in normal
stem cells, pancreatic CSCs are characterized by overexpression of Sonic Hedgehog (Shh), Wnt,
Notch, AKT, NF-kB, and BMI1 Polycomb Ring Finger Oncogene(BMI-1). Further, signaling
pathways which are not dysregulated in metastatic tumors are overexpressed in the pancreatic
CSCs [4, 50].

Hedgehog, Notch, Wnt (Figure 2) are shown to be of particular importance in pancreatic cancer
stem cells, due to their role in pancreatic embryonic development and differentiation [51].
These signaling pathways are altered in CSCs and EMT-like cells in pancreatic cancer, being
involved in self-renewal of CSCs, tumor growth, invasion, metastasis, and resistance to
therapy [52].
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Figure 2. Factors involved in occurrence of cancer stem cells. The emergence of mutations and aberrant signaling in
normal stem cells, progenitors, or differentiated cells triggers the transformation of normal cells into cancer stem cells,
losing control of cell division.

Notch signaling is involved in the early developmental stages of pancreatic cancer by main-
taining epithelial cells in a progenitor state. Tumor cells present an overexpression of Notch
signaling, high levels of Notch-1 and Notch-2 while normal pancreas shows a weak expression
of pathway-related molecules [53, 54]. Notch signaling is involved in cell proliferation,
survival, apoptosis and differentiation of pancreatic cells and can promote EMT by controlling
some transcription factors and growth factors like Snail, Slug, and TGF-f3. Among Notch target
genes are found Akt, cyclin D1, c-myc, cyclooxygenase-2 (COX-2), extracellular signal-
regulated kinase (ERK), matrix metalloproteinase-9 (MMP-9), mammalian target of rapamycin
(mTOR), NF-«B, VEGF, p21cipl, p27kip1, and p53, all involved in development and progres-
sion of human cancer. Gemcitabine-resistant pancreatic cancer cells present overexpression of
Notch-2 and Jagged-1, while Notch1, a key downstream mediator of Kirsten rat sarcoma viral
oncogene homolog(KRAS), is responsible for pancreatosphere formation [7, 51, 53]. Overex-
pression of Notch ligand Delta like ligand 4 (DII-4) in pancreatic cancer cells promotes
expression of octamer-binding transcription factor 4(Oct4) and Homeobox Transcription
Factor Nanog(Nanog) (transcription factors essential for both early embryonic development
and pluripotency maintenance in ES cells) and thus increases the number of CSCs [55, 56].
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Many studies found that pancreatic cancer stem cell resistance to chemotherapy is linked to
activated Notch signaling, but the exact mechanism remains unclear [57, 58]. There is more
evidence showing that the Notch signaling pathway is essential in supporting KRAS ability to
transform normal cells into tumor stem cells. Notch-1 inhibition with specific siRNA or
treatment with y-secretase inhibitors increases apoptosis and decreases proliferative rates, cell
migration and invasive properties of pancreatic cancer cells [53]. In this regard, in pancreatic
cancer treatment, Notch signaling inhibition can be quite attractive, as long as there is no data
arguing that Notch signaling has a critical role in normal adult pancreatic homeostasis [59].
Targeting Notch signaling as a treatment for metastatic pancreatic cancer could prevent the
acquisition of the EMT phenotype and resistance to therapy [60].

Hedgehog signaling is another self-renewal pathway, allowing normal stem cells to become
independent of control signals; as a result of mutations in this signaling, transformed cells can
use Hedgehog for tumor initiation, progression, and metastasis. In vivo studies showed that
compared to normal pancreatic epithelial cells, CD44+CD24+ESA+pancreatic cancer stem cells
present with an up-regulation of Sonic Hedgehog (Shh) transcripts (a ligand of Hedgehog
signaling) [61]. Moreover, 70% of pancreatic cancer tissue presents overexpression of Shh,
suggesting that Hedgehog signaling may be involved in pancreatic carcinogenesis [51]. Many
studies showed that Shh signaling can activate pancreatic stellate cells, promotes fibroblast
infiltration, and increases secretion of fibronectin, collagen type I, MMPs, and TGF-3 [62].
Studies in the pancreatic cancer cell line PANC-1 showed that inhibition of Hedgehog signaling
by Smoothened (Smo) suppression can reverse EMT, induce apoptosis via PI3K/AKT inhibi-
tion, and inhibit the invasion of pancreatic cancer cells [63]. Moreover, combination of focal
irradiation with Hedgehog signaling inhibition reduces lymph node metastasis in an ortho-
topic animal model [64].

Wnt/B-catenin signaling is involved in cell proliferation, migration, apoptosis, differentiation,
and stem cell self-renewal in several types of cancer [65]. Wnt/p-catenin signaling pathway
dysregulation is also associated with chemoresistance in pancreatic cancer and recent studies
suggest that nuclear [-catenin is essential for the EMT [66, 67]. In vitro and in vivo studies
suggest that activated (3-catenin may decrease differentiation of epidermal stem cells, increase
self-renewal capacity, and develop epithelial cancers in transgenic mice [68]. Kong D et al.
showed that there are some connections between Wnt signaling and Snail, a major regulator
of the EMT process. Thus, overexpression of Snail could increase expression of Wnt target
genes by interaction with (3-catenin [69].

In 2013, Sun L et al. showed that one of the most active signaling pathways in pancreatic cancer
stem cells is NF-kB, whose inhibition leads to loss of stem cell properties. This study also
showed that aberrant epigenetic processes, like CpG promoter methylation, can be involved
in carcinogenesis mediated by cancer stem cells [70]. These results were confirmed by studies
conducted on PANC1 and HPAC pancreatic cancer cell lines [51]. Activity of the pro-inflam-
matory NF-kB induces expression of Shh by pancreatic cancer cells and stromal cells, leading
to activation of the Hedgehog pathway [71].

Another possible marker for pancreatic CSCs is Met Proto-Oncogene (c-Met), whose inhibition
has been correlated with a decrease of tumor growth and with preventing the development of
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metastases [1, 72]. c-Met is a receptor tyrosine kinases involved in cell survival, growth,
angiogenesis and metastasis. c-Met activates many signaling pathways, including Ras-MAPK,
PI3BK/Akt NF-kB, and Wnt/GSK-33/pB-Catenin and is overexpressed in pancreatic cancer [73].

2.4. MicroRNAs in pancreatic adenocarcinoma

MicroRNAs (miRNAs) are potent regulators of cell function via their role as translational
regulators for the synthesis of key proteins. Most often, several miRNAs display different
expression profiles in cancer cells, including pancreatic cancers.

MiR-21, miR-155 and miR-17-5p appear upregulated in tumoral cells, and these miRs are often
called oncogenic miRNAs [60, 74]. Similarly, a series of miRNAs, referred to as tumor sup-
pressor miRs (miR-34, miR-15a, miR-16-1 and let-7) are downregulated in cancers [54, 75]. Key
cell differentiation programs during development are controlled by the members of lethal-7
(Let-7) and miR-200 families. In cancer, loss of Let-7 leads to disease progression and de-
differentiation. The EMT process is also regulated by miRNA-dependent mechanisms and the
same Let-7 family appears as a regulator of EMT and of stem cell maintenance. According to
Hasselman et al [75], inhibition of maturation of Let-7 by nuclear receptor for the cytotoxic
ligand TNFSF10/TRAIL (TRAILR2) in pancreatic cancer cell lines, increases their proliferation.
This is consistent with high levels of nuclear TRAIL2 in tissue samples from poor outcome
patients.

Pancreatic neoplasms seem also to exhibit their own pattern of miR overexpression, when
compared to normal pancreatic tissue: upregulation of miR-93, miR-95, miR-135b, miR-181c,
miR-181d, miR-182, miR-183, miR-190, miR-196b and miR-203, miR-767 and miR-1269 and
downregulation of miR-20a and miR-29c [76]. In human pancreatic cancer, DCLK1 regulates
EMT by a mechanism dependent on miR-200a [77].

MiRNAs were recently considered to have a role in regulation of CSCs [51]. The population
of BxXPC-3-LN cells (lymph node metastatic pancreatic cells) contains a 5-fold increased
population of CD133+/CXCR4+cells (stem-like cells) compared with the parental (non-
metastatic) BxPC-3 cells. Remarkably, a different miRNA pattern is displayed in CSC-like
compared with the regular cells: up-regulated miR-572, miR-206, miR-449a, miR-489 and
miR-184 were found, as well as downregulated let-7g-3p, let-7i-3p, let-7a-3p, miR-107, miR-128
and miR-141-5p[14].

The miR-200 family members are identified as key regulators of cell maintenance and EMT. It
is considered possible that tumor progression is a process resulting in progressive de-
differentiation towards a cell type having a stem cell-like phenotype. This process appears to
be regulated by miRNA-dependent mechanisms. DCLK1 (a putative marker for pancreatic
and intestinal cancer stem cells) regulates EMT in human pancreatic cancer cells via a
miR-200a-dependent mechanism [77]; it also acts as a regulator of Let-7a in pancreatic and
colorectal cancer cells, supporting the concept that these miRNAs may be novel and relevant
targets in solid tumor cancers [78]. Sureban et al demonstrated that DCLK1 inhibition results
in up-regulation of miRNAs that negatively regulate some key angiogenic and pluripotency
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factors [79]. In AsPC1 tumor xenografts, downregulation of c-MYC and KRAS via let-7a was
observed by a similar mechanism demonstrated in pancreatic cancer cells.

Repression of two tumor-suppressor miRs, miR-143 and miR-145, is reported in pancreatic
cancer, as well as in other cancers [80]; moreover, experimental restoration of miR 143/145
levels using nano-vector delivery was demonstrated to inhibit pancreatic cancer cell growth
[81]. The miR-143/145 cluster cooperates and inhibits the expression of KRAS2 and ras
responsive element binding protein 1 (RREB1), its downstream effector [80]. MiR-145 was
demonstrated to inhibit cell proliferation in lung adenocarcinoma, by targeting epidermal
growth factor receptor (EGFR). In many cancers, including pancreatic cancer, EGFR is
upregulated [82], while inhibition of EGF signaling inhibits cancer initiation and progression
[83]. Also a suppressive effect of EGFR on miR-143 and miR-145 was demonstrated on models
of colon cancer [84]. These findings are indicators of a negative feedback loop between EGFR
and miR-143/145, which is similar to KRAS/RREB1 — miR-143/145.

The major role of vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) signalling via its receptors,
VEGFR1 and VEGFR2, was demonstrated in tumor vascular growth, angiogenesis, and
metastasis, while upregulated angiogenic factors in various cancers-colorectal, breast, renal,
liver, and ovarian-have been correlated with poor prognosis.Pancreatic ductal adenomacar-
cinoma (PDAC) exhibits endothelial cell proliferation, a mechanisms that increases
angiogenesis. Inhibition of VEGF-A, VEGFR1 and VEGFR?2 resulted in inhibition of tumor
growth and angiogenesis in mouse models of PDAC. Studies and computational analysis
outlined a putative binding site for miR-200 (miR-200a, b and c) in the 3" UTR of VEGFR1
and VEGFR2 [85].

Identification of dysregulated expression of various miRNAs, the existence of regulatory loops
between miRNAs and protein regulators of key processes (such as cell growth, angiogenesis,
differentiation) suggested the need and potential effectiveness of strategies aiming to restore
the “normal phenotype” expression pattern of miRNAs for cancer treatment. Various ap-
proaches are developed and investigated, such as the delivery of tumor suppressor miRNAs
[86], suppression of expression or action of oncomirs [87], targeting the expression of key
regulators (such as DCLK1, adenosine monophosphate activated kinase al(AMPKal)[88],
leading to miRNAs modulation or even to simultaneous modulation of multiple miRNAs,
suggesting that using miRNAs as therapeutic agents or addressing miRNAs as targets
represents a potential solution for the therapy of critical cancers.

2.5. CSCs and tumor environment

Although the presence of stromal tissue is described and accepted as a fact in all types of solid
cancers, pancreatic adenocarcinoma displays a particularly dense atmosphere of connective
tissue, known as “desmoplastic reaction”. Since the new cancer paradigm of “stroma-cancer
interaction”, more thorough investigations have focused on the pancreatic tumor environ-
ment, and it is now accepted that the dense connective tissue surrounding malignant cells is
at least partially responsible for hindering drug delivery. The pancreatic cancer stroma is now
the focus of a new therapeutic approach called “stroma depletion”, which can be achieved
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through Hedgehog inhibitors [89]. What stromal cells are responsible for Hedgehog signaling
responsiveness is currently under investigation, as it would designate them as new anti-cancer
targets. Stromal cells are also of importance when considering the concept of stem cell niche-
a unique microenvironment involved in generating hierarchies to maintainself-renewal and
to control cell fate. The relationship between CSCs and a putative malignant niche is less well
stated than for normal stem cells. CSCs are capable of migrating from the original tumor to
distance, behavior that is not common for adult, normal stem cells, but is well documented for
the hematopoietic stem cell. Stroma of hematopoietic tissue is a particular one, based on
reticular connective tissue, unlike most malignant stromas, rich in dense irregular connective
tissue. This would possibly indicate the partial independence of CSC from stem-cell niche [90].

a. Pancreatic stellate cells

There is a proven interaction between the CSCs and the tumor stroma, at least in part respon-
sible for increased metastatic abilities of cancer cells. Tumor-stroma interaction is the new
cancer paradigm and in the particular case of pancreatic cancer is supported by the presence
of pancreatic stellate cells (PSCs) — a subpopulation of desmin-positive periacinar cells, found
as well, but in inactive state, in the normal pancreas [91]. Studied at first in relationship with
pancreatic fibrosis [92], they were more recently increasingly investigated in the progression
of pancreatic cancer [93-95]. In the activated form, stellate cells secrete an array of pro-
inflammatory cytokines and promote an immunosuppresive microenvironment [96], secrete
various growth factors (e.g. platelet-derived growth factor, stromal-derived factor 1, epidermal
growth factor, insulin-like growth factor 1, fibroblast growth factor) [97], as well as matrix
adhesion molecules (collagen type I, secreted protein acidic and rich in cysteine (SPARC), small
leucine-rich proteoglycans, periostin) and matrix metalloproteinases (MMP-2 and MMP-9),
that have been associated with the invasive phenotype of pancreatic cancer cell lines [41]. This
particular pattern of pancreatic cell secretome mediates effects on tumor growth, invasion,
metastasis and resistance to chemotherapy and is modulated by CSCs, through release of
mitogenic and fibrogenic stimulants, such as Transforming Growth Factor (31 platelet-derived
growth factor, sonic hedgehog, galectin 3, endothelin 1 and serine protease inhibitor nexin 2
[97]. Recognition of their importance in tumoral behaviour led efforts to isolate, cultivate and
immortalize them for further manipulation with therapeutic purposes [98-100]. Upon activa-
tion, pancreatic stellate cells suffer a shift of phenotype towards myofibroblast morphology
and a subsequent switch of protein expression [101]. Indirect co-culture of pancreatic cancer
cells with PSCs seem to favor the stem phenotype of cancer cells, as evaluated by Hamada et
al. by the spheroid-forming ability of cancer cells and expression of cancer stem cell-related
genes ABCG2, Nestin and LIN28. In addition, co-injection of PSCs enhanced tumorigenicity
of pancreatic cancer cells in vivo [90]. The presence of a smooth muscle actin (a®SMA) in
activated pancreatic stellate cells leads to association with cancer-associated fibroblasts (CAFs)
—a cancer modified subpopulation of fibroblasts, identified by the very same marker, that was
shown to sustain tumor cells metabolism and favor tumor progression [102]. CAFs also
mediate EMT of tumor cells, possibly through a pro-inflammatory signature [103] — secretome
that has also been reported in pancreatic stellate cells, not only in cancer but also in chronic
pancreatitis [104].
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From tumor-stroma interactions new lessons were learned in diagnostics and therapeutics of
pancreatic cancer. Secreted Protein, Acidic, Cysteine-Rich (SPARC) (a member of the family
of matricellular glycoproteins that is highly expressed in PSCs and the tumour/stroma
interface) is now proposed as marker for accurate diagnostic, as 80% of pancreatic ductal
adenocarcinomas seem to express it [105]. Due to its ability to bind to basement membrane
collagen IV and fibrillar collagens I, III, V and also to bind albumin [106], it has been used to
increase distribution of the chemotherapeutic agent paclitaxel within the tumoral mass [107].

Changes within the stem niche, such as hypoxia, are “tuning” the behavior of stem cells,
inducing the activation of survival, proliferation, differentiation and angiogenesis.

b. Mesenchymal stem cells — dual facets in cancer

Mesenchymal stem cells (MSCs) are pluripotent cells with homing abilities that are involved
in tissue repair, including outside their native niche, that reside primarily in the bone marrow,
but also exist in other sites such as adipose tissue, peripheral blood, cord blood, liver, and fetal
tissues [108]. They also exhibit a natural tendency of homing into tumors — ability that is
starting to be exploited in anticancer treatment, using these versatile cells as cargo delivery for
cytotoxic drugs or gene therapy [109]. This behavior has been also reported in pancreatic
cancer, by the use of genetically engineered labeled MSCs that efficiently accumulatewithin
the pancreatic tumor, when injected into tumor-bearing mice [110].

Pro-tumor effect of MSCs

Very recent reports have demonstrated that mesenchymal stem cells (MSCs) can function as
precursors for CAFs [111, 112]. Interestingly, not all types of MSCs have this particular ability,
a recent report from Subramanian et al. arguing that this is not a feature of umbilical-cord
derived pluripotent cells[113]. In pancreatic cancer, like in any other type of cancer, these
myofibroblast-like cells contribute to inducing EMT in side population cells, maintain tumor-
initiating stem cell-like characteristics, including augmenting expression levels of various
stemness-associated genes, enhancing sphere-forming activity, promoting tumor formation in
a mouse xenograft model, and showing resistance to anticancer drugs [114].

Bone marrow derived progenitor cells were found to participate to neovascularization of
tumors [115], a process that was shown to be dependent on Hedgehog signaling [116]. The
recruitment of these progenitors is accomplished by CAFs through stroma-cell derived factor
1(SDF-1) signaling [117].

Anti-tumor activity

An increasing number of reports show that MSCs have the ability of negatively influencing
tumor behaviour, in terms of proliferation and invasiveness. Cell cultures co-cultivated or
treated with MSCs conditioned media showed inhibited growth [118-120] and co-injection of
tumor cells and MSCs in nude animals showed that tumor growth was significantly inhibited
[120]. Some authors explain this activity by MSCs to inhibit the expression of Wnt signaling
pathway-related factors in tumor cells, consequently unbalancing cellular proliferation and
apoptosis [121].
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To conclude, the presence of MSC within the tumor site is a fact, but its role is still to be
determined.

3. CSCs and therapy outcomes

In pancreatic cancer, surgery is usually accompanied by other complementary treatments such
as multi-chemotherapy regimens and radiotherapy. Despite clear progress in detection and
treatment of cancer, current strategies fail to completely remove the tumor and prevent
recurrence and metastasis. Existing therapies are toxic and non-specific, being directed
towards both normal cells and tumor cells. Most chemotherapeutic regimens are based on
gemcitabine, but provided a modest improvement in median survival. The response rate was
increased by using more than two chemotherapeutic agents [122]. Human pancreatic cancer
tissue contains CSCs defined by CD133 and CXCR4 expression and these cells are highly
resistant to standard chemotherapy and are involved in metastasis [12]. Features of CSCs have
also been confirmed in brain and colon cancers [9].Therapy failure for other highly malignant
tumors has been explained, at least partially, by the chemo-[10, 123] and radio-resistant [124]
nature of CSCs. Cancer stem cells therapy resistance is considered to be the result of inappro-
priate activation of several proliferative signaling pathways, including EGFR, PDGFR(platelet-
derived growth factor receptor), stem cell factor (SCF) receptor KIT [125], and activation of
Hedgehog and Wnt/g-catenin signaling [50]. Another well sustained argument for chemo-
therapy resistance is the expression of multidrug resistance-linked genes, out of which most
are ATP-binding cassette (ABC) drug transporters [126]. High levels of ABC transporters were
documented in pancreatic CSCs and chemotherapeutic agents such as etoposide, doxorubicin,
vincristine and paclitaxel are direct substrates of ABC transporters [127]. Gemcitabine uptake,
the golden standard for pancreatic adenocarcinoma chemiotherapy, seems to be negatively
influenced by expression of ABCG2, though there is no clear evidence that ABC transporters
directly efflux gemcitabine or its metabolites in pancreatic cancer cells [90]. Several reports
indicate that conventional chemotherapy itself could propagate the CSC population in
pancreatic cancer, through exerting a positive selection pressure of CD24/CD44/ESA triple
positive CSC fraction [12, 128].

Differential expression of some CSCs biomarkers can be indicative of particular characteristics,
such as responsiveness to different therapies or outcomes.

3.1. CSCs as therapeutic targets

Different strategies are developed to target specifically CSCs, thus eliminating this particular
set of cells. Several key regulatory pathways operating in the stem cells have been proposed
and demonstrated to considerably improve the therapy outcomes; relevant examples are Sonic
Hedgehog, Notch/Jagged, CD133, TGF beta signaling; specifically addressing such pathways,
by small molecule inhibitors, monoclonal antibodies or siRNAs results in increasing the
efficacy of therapies, as suggested by in vitro studies, as well as by clinical outcomes.
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Some in vitro studies showed that blocking cis-acting elements, that are common for pluripo-
tency maintaining Transcription Factor SOX-2 (Sox2), Oct4, and proto-Oncogene C-Myc (c-
Myc), dramatically decreased CSCs proliferation and their ability to generate tumors in nude
mice [15]. Equally, simultaneous knockdown of OCT4 and its target Nanog led to decreased
proliferation, migration, invasiveness and tumorigenesis of putative pancreatic cancer stem
cells [129]. Inhibition of the Nodal/Activin receptor Alk4/7 in CSCs decreased almost to zero
their self-renewal capacity and tumorigenicity, and reversed the resistance of CSCs to gemci-
tabine. Concordant with previous reports on stroma-tumor interaction, Lonardo et al. also
found the response to gemcitabine was dependent on the amount of stroma which hindered
drug delivery. The addition of a stroma-targeting hedgehog pathway inhibitor (HHI) en-
hanced delivery of the Nodal/Activin inhibitor and translated into long-term, progression-free
survival [130].

The Hedgehog signaling pathway is usually targeted in experimental designs as adjuvant to
classic chemotherapy. The combined blockade of Shh and mTOR signaling together with
gemcitabine is capable of eliminating pancreatic CSCs [131]. Inhibition of Smoothen (Smo),
combined with gemcitabine and mTOR inhibitor rapamycin, led to abrogation of cancer stem
cells and the authors reported a long-term disease stabilization or regression and subsequent
long-term survival [132].

Notch pathway inhibition by selective y-secretase inhibitors, such as PF-03084014, a selective
v-secretase inhibitor, alone and in combination with gemcitabine, inhibited the cleavage of
nuclear Notch 1 intracellular domain and Notch targets Hes-1 and Hey-1 and induced tumor
regression in xenograft tumor models. The authors argue that the observed effects are due to
PF-03084014 targeting of putative aggressive cancer stem cells [59]. Another potent and
selective y-secretase inhibitor, MRK-003, also led to downregulation of nuclear Notchl
intracellular domain, inhibition of anchorage-independent growth, and reduction of tumor-
initiating cells capable of extensive self-renewal. Pretreatment of a pancreatic adenocarcinoma
cell line with MRK-003 significantly inhibited the subsequent engraftment in immunocom-
promised mice and mixed regimen MRK-003 and gemcitabine of engrafted mice reduced
tumor cell proliferation, and induced both apoptosis and intratumoral necrosis [133].However,
some of such pathways are common to normal and CSCs, raising the problem of increasing
the selectivity towards cancer stem cells.

3.2. Clinical studies

Most clinical studies addressing molecular therapies in pancreatic cancer report usage of
monoclonal antibodies, for several simple rationales: i) they are already tested as drugs in other
types of pathologies, tumoral or not; ii) they block proliferative oversignaling — a characteris-
tic feature of malignancy; iii) some of them address phenotypic anomalies given by genetic
dysregulations, such as EFGR overexpression/ oversignaling. However, these antibodies do
not address specifically stem cells, but the larger category of cancer cells. There are some
constructs that are, however, effective on the side population of CSCs. A combination of
tigatuzumab, a fully humanized death receptor5 (DR5) agonist monoclonal antibody, with
gemcitabine proved to be more efficacious in killing both CSCs and adenocarcinoma bulk cells.
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The combination therapy produced remarkable reduction in pancreatic CSCs, tumor remis-
sions, and significant improvements in time to tumor progression [134]. Signaling pathways
can also be inhibited by small molecule kinase inhibitors that act downstream of the extracellu-
lar domain of the receptor. Sunitinib targets multiple receptor tyrosine kinases, including stem
cell factor receptor (c-KIT) and it has been shown to have antitumor efficacy in in vivo. The
combination of gemcitabine with sunitinib could not surpass the effects of the single agent
sunitinib [135]. Cabozantinib — a small kinase inhibitor that targets c-Met and VEGFR2-
inhibited viability and spheroid formation and induced apoptosis in pancreatic malignant cells
with minor effects in non-malignant cells. In primary, CSC-enriched spheroidal cultures
cabozantinib downregulated CSC markers SOX2, c-Met and CD133 and induced apoptosis [73].
Most clinical studies, so far, do not seem to report any significant improvement with various
regimens employed [136]. Early clinical data for the Shh inhibitor, GDC-0449 (vismodegib), in
combination with either gemcitabine or erlotinib, indicate that these regimens are feasible and
well tolerated [137]. However, a phase II trial of gemcitabine plus saridegib versus gemcita-
bine plus placebo in previously untreated patients with metastatic pancreatic cancer was halted
early based on a shorter overall survival rate in the gemcitabine plus saridegib arm [106].

A very interesting new trend in advanced, chemotherapy-resistant cancers, aiming for a
different approach, tests personalized peptide vaccination (PPV) — a method to generate an
immune response against tumor-associated antigens and so far employed for aggressive
cancers such as lung cancer [138] and biliary tract cancer [139]. For advanced pancreatic cancer
a phase II clinical trial was also conducted in which vaccine antigens were selected and
administered based on the pre-existing IgG responses to 31 different pooled peptides [140].
Other vaccines are aimed at increasing the patient’s immune response against tumor cells —
targeting cancer markers with the aid of specialized antigen-presenting cells such as dendritic
cells. Currently, there are several vaccines for human pancreatic cancer in clinical trials
including: i) whole-cell vaccines, ii) combined dendritic cells with antigen to present to patient
leukocytes iii) peptide and DNA vaccines, iv) Ras peptide vaccine; v) vaccine against common
cancer mutations, targetable by CD4/8 T cells; vi) Telomerase peptide vaccine; vii) carcinoem-
brionar antigen (CEA) and Mucin 1; viii) Survivin-targeted vaccine [141]. Also, it was shown
thatboosting the immune response by additional treatment with dendritic cells (LANEX-DC®)
is highly effective and extends the median survival times up to 8.9 months [142].

Lack of response to all of the above mentioned types of therapies led to an investigation of
non-conventional therapies. Salinomycin, an anti-protozoa agent that was recently shown to
preferentially kill breast CSCs [143], and later investigated in other types of malignancies, was
shown to inhibit growth of pancreatic adenocarcinoma CSCs in vitro. In vivo xenografting
studies showed that salinomycin combined with gemcitabine could eliminate the engraftment
of human pancreatic cancer more effectively than the individual agents [144]. Adamantyl-
substituted retinoid-related molecules (ARRs) inhibit growth and induce apoptosis in the
pancreatic stem-like cell population, possibly through decreased IGF-1R and f-catenin
expression [145]. Isothiocyanate sulforaphane (SF) was used as sensitizer of pancreatic CSCs
to tumor necrosis factor-related apoptosis inducing ligand (TRAIL)-induced apoptosis, by
quercetin and sorafenib. The combination of SF with a cytotoxic drug efficiently induced
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apoptosis along with inhibition of self-renewing potential, ALDH1 activity, clonogenicity,
xenograft growth and relapse of gemcitabinetreated tumor cells in nude mice [146]. The
flavonoid Quercetin enhances TRAIL-mediated apoptosis, acts as a chemosensitizer for the
ABC pump-proteins, and can enhance the effects of sulforaphane in inhibiting the pancreatic
CSC characteristics [147].

4. Nanotheragnostics in pancreatic cancer

Targeted therapeutic delivery is a way to ensure that drugs reach the designated target at the
highest concentration within safety margins, limiting in the same time undesired side effects
resulting from unspecific diffusion in well vascularized tissues. This aim is now being resolved
with the use of nanomedicine —a multidisciplinary field that aims to utilize nanoscale (up to
100 nm) particles to improve delivery of chemotherapeutics [148]. These constructs fall into
several categories — micelles, microemulsions, liposomes, polymers [149] silica and carbon-
based nanoparticles [150] and dendrimers [151]. This coating of a nanoparticle can be improved
with stabilizing agents (such as polyethylene glycol — PEG) or ligands to direct them to a
specific target (such as an antibody towards a cancer cell type). Liposome delivery of active
agents has been recently paired with ultrasound technology, by development of ultrasound-
responsive stable liposomes. Ultrasound-induced heating triggers phase transition in the
phospholipid membrane, leading to drug release in the targeted region [152]. To date, there
are at least twelve FDA (Food and Drug Administration) approved liposome-based drugs,
most of them being chemotherapeutics for breast, ovarian and pancreatic cancer [153].

Generation of magnetic/metallic nanoparticles was considered a step-forward in magnetic
resonance imaging and diagnostics [154], adding a new utility to biomedical nanoscience.
Another type of imaging strategy using nanoparticles is optical, through use of carbon
nanomaterials that display natural fluorescence emission [155], or use of other infrared light
emission agents [156], forming upconversion nanoparticles [157], or incorporated in a wide
variety of coating surfaces, such as gold [158] and polymer-based [159]. Photoacoustic imaging
is another nanomedical promising technology that combines the benefits of optical imaging
methods with the clinically available and cost-effective ultrasound imaging modality [160].
Originally used for investigation of vascularization pattern, based on high endogenous
contrast of blood versus surrounding tissues [161] and or/vascular wall/lumen alterations [162],
it has been increasingly used in tumor assessment, providing further molecular information
on cancer, given by the chemical composition of tissues and by targeted nanoparticles that can
interact with extravascular tissues at the receptor level [163].

By incorporating active drugs into imaging nanoparticles, a dual therapeutic and diagnostic
agent was generated, thus the emerging field of “theragnostic”, is widely used especially in
cancer research. Most nanoparticles accumulate in tumors due to their intense and leaky
neovascularization, but some can be retained there with the use of cancer-specific antigens
[164] and stimulated into releasing their chemotherapeutic cargo. Cancer diagnostic and
concomitant treatment through nanoparticles benefits from real-time assessment of drug
bioavailability and more accurate monitoring of tumor evolution.
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Pancreatic cancer treatement benefits from development of biomedical nanotechnology, in
both clinical practice and fundamental research. A PEGylated polymeric nanoparticle
containing a potent antagonist of the Hedgehog transcription factor Glil combined with
gemcitabine significantly impeded the growth of orthotopic pancreatic cancer xenografts
[165]. In in vivo studies, squalene-conjugated gemcitabine nanoparticles decreased tumor
growth significantly, prevented tumor cell invasion, and prolonged the survival time of
mice bearing orthotopic pancreatic tumors [166]. Liposomal delivery of tissue transglutami-
nase 2 siRNA effectively blocked the growth of pancreatic adenocarcinoma in nude mice
[167]. EGFR monoclonal antibody or peptidylglycine alpha-amidating monooxygenase
(PAM4)-conjugated gold nanoparticles induced significant tumor destruction in a murine
model of pancreatic carcinoma after radiofrequency radiation [168]. Paclitaxel, one of first-
line chemotherapeutic agents before the gemcitabine era, is now available as a positively
charged lipid-based complex (known as EndoTAG-1) [169] that in combination with
gemcitabine was able to inhibit the incidence of metastasis in pancreatic cancer animal
models [170]. A controlled phase II clinical trial for pancreatic cancer showed significant-
ly increased survival rates of patients treated with EndoTAG®-1 and gemcitabine combina-
tion therapy [171]. An ongoing phase I study (NCT00968604) of advanced pancreatic cancer
is currently investigating the effects of intravenous injection of the liposome nanoparticle
BikDD, which contains a pro-apoptotic agent [172].

4.1. Nanoparticles for cancer stem cell targeted therapy

In the same manner that nanoparticles are targeted for the bulk tumor, they can be targeted
for CSCs, through the use of antigens against specific CSCs markers (e.g CD-133). Such targeted
therapy has already been tested in vitro, against targeting CD133-expressing cancer cells of
colon and pancreatic origin, with encouraging results [56]. Breast CSCs-targeted nanoparticle
delivery of doxorubicin reduced their mammosphere formation capacity and cancer initiation
activity, eliciting tumor growth inhibition in animal models[173].

Apart from cytotoxic drug delivery, nanoparticles can be used to target and modify certain
characteristics of CSCs, such as activation of signaling pathways that confer renewal proper-
ties, targeting metabolism and inhibiting drug efflux transporters in an attempt to sensitize
them to therapy [174]. Multi-lamellar vesicle liposomes targeted against CSCs, containing a
steroid nucleus, were formulated to disrupt mitochondrial integrity and to facilitate release of
cytochrome c to attain programmed cell death [175].

5. Conclusions

CSCs represent key components in the heterogeneous cellular system represented by pancre-
atic tumors. Their biological features configure them as one of the major players and major
targets for investigation; they offer sets of additional and reliable biomarkers for prognosis
and stratification. Discovery of target mechanisms and molecules within cancer stem cells is
plausible to provide the needed boost for therapy improvement.



Stem Cells in Pancreatic Cancer
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/57530

Acknowledgements

This work was partly supported by Grants POS CCE 685-152/2010.

Author details

Cristiana Pistol Tanase!, Ana-Maria Enciu'? Maria Linda Cruceru?,
Laura Georgiana Necula'?, Ana Iulia Neagu'?, Bogdan Calenic'? and Radu Albulescu'*

*Address all correspondence to: bioch@vbabes.ro

1 Victor Babes National Institute of Pathology, Dept. of Biochemistry-Proteomics, Splaiul
Independentei, Bucharest, Romania

2 Carol Davila University of Medicine and Pharmacy, Eroilor Sanitari, Bucharest, Romania
3 Stefan S. Nicolau Institute of Virology, Bucharest, Romania

4 National Institute for Chemical Pharmaceutical Research and Development, Bucharest,
Romania

References

[1] Herreros-Villanueva M, Zubia-Olascoaga A, Bujanda L. c-Met in pancreatic cancer
stem cells: therapeutic implications. World journal of gastroenterology : W]JG.
2012;18(38):5321-3.

[2] Dima SO TC, Albulescu R, Botezatu A and Popescu I (2012). Novel Biomarkers in
Pancreatic Cancer, Pancreatic Cancer-Clinical Management, Prof. Sanjay Srivastava
(Ed.), ISBN: 978-953-51-0394-3, InTech, DOI: 10.5772/29001. Available from: http://
www.intechopen.com/books/pancreatic-cancer-clinical-management/novel-biomark-
ers-in-pancreatic-cancer.

[3] Kaur S, Baine MJ, Jain M, Sasson AR, Batra SK. Early diagnosis of pancreatic cancer:
challenges and new developments. Biomarkers in medicine. 2012;6(5):597-612.

[4] Lee CJ, Dosch ], Simeone DM. Pancreatic cancer stem cells. Journal of clinical oncolo-
gy : official journal of the American Society of Clinical Oncology. 2008;26(17):2806-12.

[5] Al-Hajj M, Wicha MS, Benito-Hernandez A, Morrison SJ, Clarke MF. Prospective
identification of tumorigenic breast cancer cells. Proceedings of the National Acade-
my of Sciences of the United States of America. 2003;100(7):3983-8.

45



46

Pancreatic Cancer - Insights into Molecular Mechanisms and Novel Approaches to Early Detection and Treatment

[6]

[7]

8]

9]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[15]

[16]

[17]

Li C, Heidt DG, Dalerba P, Burant CF, Zhang L, Adsay V, et al. Identification of pan-
creatic cancer stem cells. Cancer research. 2007;67(3):1030-7.

Abel EV, Simeone DM. Biology and clinical applications of pancreatic cancer stem
cells. Gastroenterology. 2013;144(6):1241-8.

Vizio B, Mauri FA, Prati A, Trivedi P, Giacobino A, Novarino A, et al. Comparative
evaluation of cancer stem cell markers in normal pancreas and pancreatic ductal ade-
nocarcinoma. Oncology reports. 2012;27(1):69-76.

Simeone DM. Pancreatic cancer stem cells: implications for the treatment of pancreat-
ic cancer. Clinical cancer research : an official journal of the American Association for
Cancer Research. 2008;14(18):5646-8.

Izumiya M, Kabashima A, Higuchi H, Igarashi T, Sakai G, lizuka H, et al. Chemore-
sistance is associated with cancer stem cell-like properties and epithelial-to-mesen-
chymal transition in pancreatic cancer cells. Anticancer research. 2012;32(9):3847-53.

Grosse-Gehling P, Fargeas CA, Dittfeld C, Garbe Y, Alison MR, Corbeil D, et al.
CD133 as a biomarker for putative cancer stem cells in solid tumours: limitations,
problems and challenges. The Journal of pathology. 2013;229(3):355-78.

Hermann PC, Huber SL, Herrler T, Aicher A, Ellwart JW, Guba M, et al. Distinct
populations of cancer stem cells determine tumor growth and metastatic activity in
human pancreatic cancer. Cell stem cell. 2007;1(3):313-23.

Immervoll H, Hoem D, Sakariassen PO, Steffensen O], Molven A. Expression of the
"stem cell marker" CD133 in pancreas and pancreatic ductal adenocarcinomas. BMC
cancer. 2008;8:48.

Luo G, Long J, Cui X, Xiao Z, Liu Z, Shi S, et al. Highly lymphatic metastatic pancre-
atic cancer cells possess stem cell-like properties. International journal of oncology.
2013;42(3):979-84.

Wang X, Liu Q, Hou B, Zhang W, Yan M, Jia H, et al. Concomitant targeting of multi-
ple key transcription factors effectively disrupts cancer stem cells enriched in side
population of human pancreatic cancer cells. PloS one. 2013;8(9):e73942.

Fredebohm ], Boettcher M, Eisen C, Gaida MM, Heller A, Keleg S, et al. Establish-
ment and characterization of a highly tumourigenic and cancer stem cell enriched
pancreatic cancer cell line as a well defined model system. PloS one.
2012;7(11):e48503.

Rasheed ZA, Yang ], Wang Q, Kowalski J, Freed I, Murter C, et al. Prognostic signifi-
cance of tumorigenic cells with mesenchymal features in pancreatic adenocarcinoma.
Journal of the National Cancer Institute. 2010;102(5):340-51.



[18]

[19]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

Stem Cells in Pancreatic Cancer
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/57530

Kim MP, Fleming JB, Wang H, Abbruzzese JL, Choi W, Kopetz S, et al. ALDH activi-
ty selectively defines an enhanced tumor-initiating cell population relative to CD133
expression in human pancreatic adenocarcinoma. PloS one. 2011;6(6):e20636.

Su HT, Weng CC, Hsiao PJ, Chen LH, Kuo TL, Chen YW, et al. Stem Cell Marker
Nestin Is Critical for TGF-betal-Mediated Tumor Progression in Pancreatic Cancer.
Molecular cancer research : MCR. 2013.

Matsuda Y, Hagio M, Ishiwata T. Nestin: a novel angiogenesis marker and possible
target for tumor angiogenesis. World journal of gastroenterology : WJG. 2013;19(1):
42-8.

Bailey JM, Alsina J, Rasheed ZA, McAllister FM, Fu YY, Plentz R, et al. DCLK1 Marks
a Morphologically Distinct Subpopulation of Cells with Stem Cell Properties in Pre-
invasive Pancreatic Cancer. Gastroenterology. 2013.

Giuffrida D, Rogers IM. Targeting cancer stem cell lines as a new treatment of human
cancer. Recent patents on anti-cancer drug discovery. 2010;5(3):205-18.

Xu L. Cancer stem cell in the progression and therapy of pancreatic cancer. Frontiers
in bioscience : a journal and virtual library. 2013;18:795-802.

Xia J, Chen C, Chen Z, Miele L, Sarkar FH, Wang Z. Targeting pancreatic cancer stem
cells for cancer therapy. Biochimica et biophysica acta. 2012;1826(2):385-99.

Hay ED. Organization and fine structure of epithelium and mesenchyme in the de-
veloping chick embryo. Epithelial-mesenchymal interactions. 1968:31-55.

Kelleher FC, Fennelly D, Rafferty M. Common critical pathways in embryogenesis
and cancer. Acta oncologica. 2006;45(4):375-88.

Leopold PL, Vincent J, Wang H. A comparison of epithelial-to-mesenchymal transi-
tion and re-epithelialization. Seminars in cancer biology. 2012;22(5-6):471-83.

Thiery JP, Acloque H, Huang RY, Nieto MA. Epithelial-mesenchymal transitions in
development and disease. Cell. 2009;139(5):871-90.

Garg M. Epithelial-mesenchymal transition-activating transcription factors-multi-
functional regulators in cancer. World journal of stem cells. 2013;5(4):188-95.

Vincent T, Neve EP, Johnson JR, Kukalev A, Rojo F, Albanell ], et al. A SNAIL1-
SMAD3/4 transcriptional repressor complex promotes TGF-beta mediated epithelial-
mesenchymal transition. Nature cell biology. 2009;11(8):943-50.

Wang Y, Zhou BP. Epithelial-mesenchymal transition in breast cancer progression
and metastasis. Chinese journal of cancer. 2011;30(9):603-11.

Ishida T, Hijioka H, Kume K, Miyawaki A, Nakamura N. Notch signaling induces
EMT in OSCC cell lines in a hypoxic environment. Oncology letters. 2013;6(5):1201-6.

47



48

Pancreatic Cancer - Insights into Molecular Mechanisms and Novel Approaches to Early Detection and Treatment

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

Wang Z, Li Y, Kong D, Sarkar FH. The role of Notch signaling pathway in epithelial-
mesenchymal transition (EMT) during development and tumor aggressiveness. Cur-
rent drug targets. 2010;11(6):745-51.

Wang Z, Banerjee S, Li Y, Rahman KM, Zhang Y, Sarkar FH. Down-regulation of
notch-1 inhibits invasion by inactivation of nuclear factor-kappaB, vascular endothe-

lial growth factor, and matrix metalloproteinase-9 in pancreatic cancer cells. Cancer
research. 2006;66(5):2778-84.

LiY, Ma ], Qian X, Wu Q, Xia J, Miele L, et al. Regulation of EMT by Notch Signaling
Pathway in Tumor Progression. Current cancer drug targets. 2013.

Behnsawy HM, Shigemura K, Meligy FY, Yamamichi F, Yamashita M, Haung WC, et
al. Possible role of sonic hedgehog and epithelial-mesenchymal transition in renal
cell cancer progression. Korean journal of urology. 2013;54(8):547-54.

Lei J, Ma J, Ma Q, Li X, Liu H, Xu Q, et al. Hedgehog signaling regulates hypoxia
induced epithelial to mesenchymal transition and invasion in pancreatic cancer cells
via a ligand-independent manner. Molecular cancer. 2013;12:66.

Singh A, Settleman J. EMT, cancer stem cells and drug resistance: an emerging axis of
evil in the war on cancer. Oncogene. 2010;29(34):4741-51.

Liu M, Li CF, Chen HS, Lin LQ, Zhang CP, Zhao JL, et al. Differential expression of
proteomics models of colorectal cancer, colorectal benign disease and healthy con-
trols. Proteome science. 2010;8:16.

Kalluri R. EMT: when epithelial cells decide to become mesenchymal-like cells. The
Journal of clinical investigation. 2009;119(6):1417.

Franco-Chuaire ML, Magda Carolina SC, Chuaire-Noack L. Epithelial-mesenchymal
transition (EMT): principles and clinical impact in cancer therapy. Investigacion clini-
ca. 2013;54(2):186-205.

Iwatsuki M, Mimori K, Yokobori T, Ishi H, Beppu T, Nakamori S, et al. Epithelial-
mesenchymal transition in cancer development and its clinical significance. Cancer
science. 2010;101(2):293-9.

Mani SA, Guo W, Liao M], Eaton EN, Ayyanan A, Zhou AY, et al. The epithelial-
mesenchymal transition generates cells with properties of stem cells. Cell.
2008;133(4):704-15.

Singh A, Settleman J. EMT, cancer stem cells and drug resistance: an emerging axis of
evil in the war on cancer. Oncogene. 2010;29(34):4741-51.

Rachagani S, Macha MA, Ponnusamy MP, Haridas D, Kaur S, Jain M, et al. MUC4
potentiates invasion and metastasis of pancreatic cancer cells through stabilization of
fibroblast growth factor receptor 1. Carcinogenesis. 2012;33(10):1953-64.



[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

[58]

[59]

Stem Cells in Pancreatic Cancer
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/57530

Huang C, Qiu Z, Wang L, Peng Z, Jia Z, Logsdon CD, et al. A novel FoxM1-caveolin
signaling pathway promotes pancreatic cancer invasion and metastasis. Cancer re-
search. 2012;72(3):655-65.

Joost S, Almada LL, Rohnalter V, Holz PS, Vrabel AM, Fernandez-Barrena MG, et al.
GLI1 inhibition promotes epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition in pancreatic cancer
cells. Cancer research. 2012;72(1):88-99.

Sarkar FH, Li Y, Wang Z, Kong D. Pancreatic cancer stem cells and EMT in drug re-
sistance and metastasis. Minerva chirurgica. 2009;64(5):489-500.

Van den Broeck A, Vankelecom H, Van Delm W, Gremeaux L, Wouters J, Alle-
meersch J, et al. Human pancreatic cancer contains a side population expressing can-
cer stem cell-associated and prognostic genes. PloS one. 2013;8(9):e73968.

Takebe N, Harris PJ, Warren RQ, Ivy SP. Targeting cancer stem cells by inhibiting
Wnt, Notch, and Hedgehog pathways. Nature reviews Clinical oncology. 2011;8(2):
97-106.

Li Y, Kong D, Ahmad A, Bao B, Sarkar FH. Pancreatic cancer stem cells: emerging
target for designing novel therapy. Cancer letters. 2013;338(1):94-100.

Castellanos JA, Merchant NB, Nagathihalli NS. Emerging targets in pancreatic can-
cer: epithelial-mesenchymal transition and cancer stem cells. Onco Targets Ther.
2013;6:1261.

Wang Z, Ahmad A, Li Y, Azmi AS, Miele L, Sarkar FH. Targeting notch to eradicate
pancreatic cancer stem cells for cancer therapy. Anticancer research. 2011;31(4):
1105-13.

Ji Q Hao X, Zhang M, Tang W, Yang M, Li L, et al. MicroRNA miR-34 inhibits hu-
man pancreatic cancer tumor-initiating cells. P1oS one. 2009;4(8):e6816.

Radtke F, Raj K. The role of Notch in tumorigenesis: oncogene or tumour suppres-
sor? Nature reviews Cancer. 2003;3(10):756-67.

Bostad M, Berg K, Hogset A, Skarpen E, Stenmark H, Selbo PK. Photochemical inter-
nalization (PCI) of immunotoxins targeting CD133 is specific and highly potent at
femtomolar levels in cells with cancer stem cell properties. Journal of controlled re-
lease : official journal of the Controlled Release Society. 2013;168(3):317-26.

Gungor C, Hofmann BT, Wolters-Eisfeld G, Bockhorn M. Pancreatic Cancer. British
journal of pharmacology. 2013.

Long J, Zhang Y, Yu X, Yang ], LeBrun DG, Chen C, et al. Overcoming drug resist-
ance in pancreatic cancer. Expert opinion on therapeutic targets. 2011;15(7):817-28.

Yabuuchi S, Pai SG, Campbell NR, de Wilde RF, De Oliveira E, Korangath P, et al.
Notch signaling pathway targeted therapy suppresses tumor progression and meta-
static spread in pancreatic cancer. Cancer letters. 2013;335(1):41-51.

49



50

Pancreatic Cancer - Insights into Molecular Mechanisms and Novel Approaches to Early Detection and Treatment

[60]

[63]

[64]

[65]

[66]

[67]

[68]

[70]

[71]

[72]

[73]

Bao B, Wang Z, Ali S, Kong D, Li Y, Ahmad A, et al. Notch-1 induces epithelial-mes-
enchymal transition consistent with cancer stem cell phenotype in pancreatic cancer
cells. Cancer letters. 2011;307(1):26-36.

Rangwala F, Omenetti A, Diehl AM. Cancer stem cells: repair gone awry? Journal of
oncology. 2011;2011:465343.

Bailey JM, Swanson BJ, Hamada T, Eggers JP, Singh PK, Caffery T, et al. Sonic hedge-
hog promotes desmoplasia in pancreatic cancer. Clinical cancer research : an official
journal of the American Association for Cancer Research. 2008;14(19):5995-6004.

Hao K, Tian XD, Qin CF, Xie XH, Yang YM. Hedgehog signaling pathway regulates
human pancreatic cancer cell proliferation and metastasis. Oncology reports.
2013;29(3):1124-32.

Gu D, Liu H, Su GH, Zhang X, Chin-Sinex H, Hanenberg H, et al. Combining hedge-
hog signaling inhibition with focal irradiation on reduction of pancreatic cancer
metastasis. Molecular cancer therapeutics. 2013;12(6):1038-48.

Li Y, Wicha MS, Schwartz SJ, Sun D. Implications of cancer stem cell theory for can-
cer chemoprevention by natural dietary compounds. The Journal of nutritional bio-
chemistry. 2011;22(9):799-806.

Cui J, Jiang W, Wang S, Wang L, Xie K. Role of Wnt/beta-catenin signaling in drug
resistance of pancreatic cancer. Current pharmaceutical design. 2012;18(17):2464-71.

Yao H, Ashihara E, Maekawa T. Targeting the Wnt/beta-catenin signaling pathway
in human cancers. Expert opinion on therapeutic targets. 2011;15(7):873-87.

Liu S, Dontu G, Wicha MS. Mammary stem cells, self-renewal pathways, and carci-
nogenesis. Breast cancer research : BCR. 2005;7(3):86-95.

Kong D, Wang Z, Sarkar SH, Li Y, Banerjee S, Saliganan A, et al. Platelet-derived
growth factor-D overexpression contributes to epithelial-mesenchymal transition of
PC3 prostate cancer cells. Stem Cells. 2008;26(6):1425-35.

Sun L, Mathews LA, Cabarcas SM, Zhang X, Yang A, Zhang Y, et al. Epigenetic Reg-
ulation of SOX9 by the NF-kappaB Signaling Pathway in Pancreatic Cancer Stem
Cells. Stem Cells. 2013;31(8):1454-66.

Hindriksen S, Bijlsma MF. Cancer Stem Cells, EMT, and Developmental Pathway Ac-
tivation in Pancreatic Tumors. Cancers. 2012;4(4):989-1035.

Avan A, Quint K, Nicolini F, Funel N, Frampton AE, Maftouh M, et al. Enhancement
of the antiproliferative activity of gemcitabine by modulation of c-Met pathway in
pancreatic cancer. Current pharmaceutical design. 2013;19(5):940-50.

Hage C, Rausch V, Giese N, Giese T, Schonsiegel F, Labsch S, et al. The novel c-Met
inhibitor cabozantinib overcomes gemcitabine resistance and stem cell signaling in
pancreatic cancer. Cell death & disease. 2013;4:e627.



[74]

[75]

[77]

[78]

[79]

[80]

[81]

[82]

[83]

[84]

[85]

Stem Cells in Pancreatic Cancer
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/57530

Albulescu R, Neagu M, Albulescu L, Tanase C. Tissular and soluble miRNAs for di-
agnostic and therapy improvement in digestive tract cancers. Expert review of mo-
lecular diagnostics. 2011;11(1):101-20.

Haselmann V, Kurz A, Bertsch U, Hubner S, Olempska-Muller M, Fritsch ], et al. Nu-
clear Death Receptor TRAILR2 Inhibits Maturation of Let-7 and Promotes Prolifera-
tion of Pancreatic and Other Tumor cells. Gastroenterology. 2013.

Jia J, Parikh H, Xiao W, Hoskins JW, Pflicke H, Liu X, et al. An integrated transcrip-
tome and epigenome analysis identifies a novel candidate gene for pancreatic cancer.
BMC medical genomics. 2013;6(1):33.

Sureban SM, May R, Lightfoot SA, Hoskins AB, Lerner M, Brackett DJ, et al.
DCAMKIL-1 regulates epithelial-mesenchymal transition in human pancreatic cells
through a miR-200a-dependent mechanism. Cancer research. 2011;71(6):2328-38.

Jung DE, Wen ], Oh T, Song SY. Differentially expressed microRNAs in pancreatic
cancer stem cells. Pancreas. 2011;40(8):1180-7.

Sureban SM, May R, Qu D, Weygant N, Chandrakesan P, Ali N, et al. DCLK1 Regu-
lates Pluripotency and Angiogenic Factors via microRNA-Dependent Mechanisms in
Pancreatic Cancer. PloS one. 2013;8(9):e73940.

Wellner U, Schubert ], Burk UC, Schmalhofer O, Zhu F, Sonntag A, et al. The EMT-
activator ZEB1 promotes tumorigenicity by repressing stemness-inhibiting micro-
RNAs. Nature cell biology. 2009;11(12):1487-95.

Pramanik D, Campbell NR, Karikari C, Chivukula R, Kent OA, Mendell JT, et al. Res-
titution of tumor suppressor microRNAs using a systemic nanovector inhibits pan-
creatic cancer growth in mice. Molecular cancer therapeutics. 2011;10(8):1470-80.

Cioffi M, Dorado ], Baeuerle PA, Heeschen C. EpCAM/CD3-Bispecific T-cell engag-
ing antibody MT110 eliminates primary human pancreatic cancer stem cells. Clinical

cancer research : an official journal of the American Association for Cancer Research.
2012;18(2):465-74.

Padhye SS, Guin S, Yao HP, Zhou YQ, Zhang R, Wang MH. Sustained expression of
the RON receptor tyrosine kinase by pancreatic cancer stem cells as a potential tar-
geting moiety for antibody-directed chemotherapeutics. Molecular pharmaceutics.
2011;8(6):2310-9.

Zhu H, Dougherty U, Robinson V, Mustafi R, Pekow ], Kupfer S, et al. EGFR signals
downregulate tumor suppressors miR-143 and miR-145 in Western diet-promoted
murine colon cancer: role of Gl regulators. Molecular cancer research : MCR.
2011;9(7):960-75.

Choi YC, Yoon S, Jeong Y, Yoon J, Baek K. Regulation of vascular endothelial growth
factor signaling by miR-200b. Molecules and cells. 2011;32(1):77-82.

51



52

Pancreatic Cancer - Insights into Molecular Mechanisms and Novel Approaches to Early Detection and Treatment

[86]

[87]

[88]

[89]

[90]

[91]

[93]

[94]

[95]

[97]

Biray Avci C, Ozcan I, Balci T, Ozer O, Gunduz C. Design of polyethylene glycol-pol-
yethylenimine nanocomplexes as non-viral carriers: mir-150 delivery to chronic mye-
loid leukemia cells. Cell biology international. 2013;37(11):1205-14.

Sicard F, Gayral M, Lulka H, Buscail L, Cordelier P. Targeting miR-21 for the therapy
of pancreatic cancer. Molecular therapy : the journal of the American Society of Gene
Therapy. 2013;21(5):986-94.

Zhao G, Zhang JG, Liu Y, Qin Q, Wang B, Tian K, et al. miR-148b functions as a tu-
mor suppressor in pancreatic cancer by targeting AMPKalphal. Molecular cancer
therapeutics. 2013;12(1):83-93.

Garber K. Stromal depletion goes on trial in pancreatic cancer. Journal of the Nation-
al Cancer Institute. 2010;102(7):448-50.

Hamada S, Shimosegawa T. Pancreatic cancer stem cell and mesenchymal stem cell.
In: Grippo P, Munshi H, editors. Pancreatic Cancer and Tumor Microenvironment.
Trivandrum (India): Transworld Research Network; 2012.

Apte MV, Haber PS, Applegate TL, Norton ID, McCaughan GW, Korsten MA, et al.
Periacinar stellate shaped cells in rat pancreas: identification, isolation, and culture.
Gut. 1998;43(1):128-33.

Haber PS, Keogh GW, Apte MV, Moran CS, Stewart NL, Crawford DH, et al. Activa-
tion of pancreatic stellate cells in human and experimental pancreatic fibrosis. The
American journal of pathology. 1999;155(4):1087-95.

Apte MV, Park S, Phillips PA, Santucci N, Goldstein D, Kumar RK, et al. Desmoplas-
tic reaction in pancreatic cancer: role of pancreatic stellate cells. Pancreas. 2004;29(3):
179-87.

Xu Z, Vonlaufen A, Phillips PA, Fiala-Beer E, Zhang X, Yang L, et al. Role of pancre-
atic stellate cells in pancreatic cancer metastasis. The American journal of pathology.
2010;177(5):2585-96.

Kozono S, Ohuchida K, Eguchi D, Ikenaga N, Fujiwara K, Cui L, et al. Pirfenidone
inhibits pancreatic cancer desmoplasia by regulating stellate cells. Cancer research.
2013;73(7):2345-56.

Mace TA, Bloomston M, Lesinski GB. Pancreatic cancer-associated stellate cells: A
viable target for reducing immunosuppression in the tumor microenvironment. On-
coimmunology. 2013;2(7):e24891.

Duner S, Lopatko Lindman ], Ansari D, Gundewar C, Andersson R. Pancreatic can-
cer: the role of pancreatic stellate cells in tumor progression. Pancreatology.
2010;10(6):673-81.



[99]

[100]

[101]

[102]

[103]

[104]

[105]

[106]

[107]

[108]

[109]

Stem Cells in Pancreatic Cancer
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/57530

Kruse ML, Hildebrand PB, Timke C, Folsch UR, Schafer H, Schmidt WE. Isolation,
long-term culture, and characterization of rat pancreatic fibroblastoid/stellate cells.
Pancreas. 2001;23(1):49-54.

Masamune A, Satoh M, Kikuta K, Suzuki N, Shimosegawa T. Establishment and
characterization of a rat pancreatic stellate cell line by spontaneous immortalization.
World journal of gastroenterology : WJG. 2003;9(12):2751-8.

Vonlaufen A, Phillips PA, Yang L, Xu Z, Fiala-Beer E, Zhang X, et al. Isolation of qui-
escent human pancreatic stellate cells: a promising in vitro tool for studies of human
pancreatic stellate cell biology. Pancreatology. 2010;10(4):434-43.

Apte MV, Pirola RC, Wilson JS. Pancreatic stellate cells: a starring role in normal and
diseased pancreas. Frontiers in physiology. 2012;3:344.

Weiland A, Roswall P, Hatzihristidis TC, Pietras K, Ostman A, Strell C. Fibroblast-
dependent regulation of the stem cell properties of cancer cells. Neoplasma.
2012;59(6):719-27.

Giannoni E, Bianchini F, Calorini L, Chiarugi P. Cancer associated fibroblasts exploit
reactive oxygen species through a proinflammatory signature leading to epithelial
mesenchymal transition and stemness. Antioxidants & redox signaling. 2011;14(12):
2361-71.

Masamune A, Watanabe T, Kikuta K, Shimosegawa T. Roles of pancreatic stellate
cells in pancreatic inflammation and fibrosis. Clinical gastroenterology and hepatolo-
gy : the official clinical practice journal of the American Gastroenterological Associa-
tion. 2009;7(11 Suppl):548-54.

Infante JR, Matsubayashi H, Sato N, Tonascia J, Klein AP, Riall TA, et al. Peritumoral
fibroblast SPARC expression and patient outcome with resectable pancreatic adeno-

carcinoma. Journal of clinical oncology : official journal of the American Society of
Clinical Oncology. 2007;25(3):319-25.

Heinemann V, Reni M, Ychou M, Richel D], Macarulla T, Ducreux M. Tumour-stro-
ma interactions in pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma: Rationale and current evidence
for new therapeutic strategies. Cancer treatment reviews. 2013.

Gradishar W]. Albumin-bound paclitaxel: a next-generation taxane. Expert opinion
on pharmacotherapy. 2006;7(8):1041-53.

Liu Z], Zhuge Y, Velazquez OC. Trafficking and differentiation of mesenchymal stem
cells. Journal of cellular biochemistry. 2009;106(6):984-91.

Bao Q, Zhao Y, Niess H, Conrad C, Schwarz B, Jauch KW, et al. Mesenchymal stem
cell-based tumor-targeted gene therapy in gastrointestinal cancer. Stem cells and de-
velopment. 2012;21(13):2355-63.

53



54

Pancreatic Cancer - Insights into Molecular Mechanisms and Novel Approaches to Early Detection and Treatment

[110]

[111]

[112]

[113]

[114]

[115]

[116]

[117]

[118]

[119]

[120]

Zischek C, Niess H, Ischenko I, Conrad C, Huss R, Jauch KW, et al. Targeting tumor
stroma using engineered mesenchymal stem cells reduces the growth of pancreatic
carcinoma. Annals of surgery. 2009;250(5):747-53.

Gu J, Qian H, Shen L, Zhang X, Zhu W, Huang L, et al. Gastric cancer exosomes trig-
ger differentiation of umbilical cord derived mesenchymal stem cells to carcinoma-
associated fibroblasts through TGF-beta/Smad pathway. PloS one. 2012;7(12):e52465.

Cho JA, Park H, Lim EH, Lee KW. Exosomes from breast cancer cells can convert adi-
pose tissue-derived mesenchymal stem cells into myofibroblast-like cells. Interna-
tional journal of oncology. 2012;40(1):130-8.

Subramanian A, Shu-Uin G, Kae-Siang N, Gauthaman K, Biswas A, Choolani M, et
al. Human umbilical cord Wharton's jelly mesenchymal stem cells do not transform
to tumor-associated fibroblasts in the presence of breast and ovarian cancer cells un-

like bone marrow mesenchymal stem cells. Journal of cellular biochemistry.
2012;113(6):1886-95.

Kabashima-Niibe A, Higuchi H, Takaishi H, Masugi Y, Matsuzaki Y, Mabuchi Y, et
al. Mesenchymal stem cells regulate epithelial-mesenchymal transition and tumor
progression of pancreatic cancer cells. Cancer science. 2013;104(2):157-64.

Gao D, Nolan D, McDonnell K, Vahdat L, Benezra R, Altorki N, et al. Bone marrow-
derived endothelial progenitor cells contribute to the angiogenic switch in tumor
growth and metastatic progression. Biochimica et biophysica acta. 2009;1796(1):33-40.

Nakamura K, Sasajima J, Mizukami Y, Sugiyama Y, Yamazaki M, Fujii R, et al.
Hedgehog promotes neovascularization in pancreatic cancers by regulating Ang-1
and IGF-1 expression in bone-marrow derived pro-angiogenic cells. PloS one.
2010;5(1):e8824.

Orimo A, Gupta PB, Sgroi DC, Arenzana-Seisdedos F, Delaunay T, Naeem R, et al.
Stromal fibroblasts present in invasive human breast carcinomas promote tumor
growth and angiogenesis through elevated SDF-1/CXCL12 secretion. Cell.
2005;121(3):335-48.

Qiao L, Xu Z, Zhao T, Zhao Z, Shi M, Zhao RC, et al. Suppression of tumorigenesis
by human mesenchymal stem cells in a hepatoma model. Cell research. 2008;18(4):
500-7.

Qiao L, Xu ZL, Zhao T], Ye LH, Zhang XD. Dkk-1 secreted by mesenchymal stem
cells inhibits growth of breast cancer cells via depression of Wnt signalling. Cancer
letters. 2008;269(1):67-77.

Ahn JO, Lee HW, Seo KW, Kang SK, Ra JC, Youn HY. Anti-Tumor Effect of Adipose
Tissue Derived-Mesenchymal Stem Cells Expressing Interferon-beta and Treatment
with Cisplatin in a Xenograft Mouse Model for Canine Melanoma. PloS one.
2013;8(9):e74897.



[121]

[122]

[123]

[124]

[125]

[126]

[127]

[128]

[129]

[130]

[131]

[132]

Stem Cells in Pancreatic Cancer
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/57530

Hou L, Wang X, Zhou Y, Ma H, Wang Z, He ], et al. Inhibitory effect and mechanism
of mesenchymal stem cells on liver cancer cells. Tumour biology : the journal of the
International Society for Oncodevelopmental Biology and Medicine. 2013.

Belli C, Cereda S, Anand S, Reni M. Neoadjuvant therapy in resectable pancreatic
cancer: a critical review. Cancer treatment reviews. 2013;39(5):518-24.

Du Z, Qin R, Wei C, Wang M, Shi C, Tian R, et al. Pancreatic cancer cells resistant to
chemoradiotherapy rich in "stem-cell-like" tumor cells. Digestive diseases and scien-
ces. 2011;56(3):741-50.

Diehn M, Clarke MF. Cancer stem cells and radiotherapy: new insights into tumor
radioresistance. Journal of the National Cancer Institute. 2006;98(24):1755-7.

Mimeault M, Hauke R, Mehta PP, Batra SK. Recent advances in cancer stem/progeni-
tor cell research: therapeutic implications for overcoming resistance to the most ag-
gressive cancers. Journal of cellular and molecular medicine. 2007;11(5):981-1011.

Moitra K, Lou H, Dean M. Multidrug efflux pumps and cancer stem cells: insights
into multidrug resistance and therapeutic development. Clinical pharmacology and
therapeutics. 2011;89(4):491-502.

Januchowski R, Wojtowicz K, Andrzejewska M, Zabel M. Expression of MDR1 and
MDR3 gene products in paclitaxel-, doxorubicin-and vincristine-resistant cell lines.
Biomed Pharmacother. 2013.

Jimeno A, Feldmann G, Suarez-Gauthier A, Rasheed Z, Solomon A, Zou GM, et al. A
direct pancreatic cancer xenograft model as a platform for cancer stem cell therapeu-
tic development. Molecular cancer therapeutics. 2009;8(2):310-4.

Lu Y, Zhu H, Shan H, Lu J, Chang X, Li X, et al. Knockdown of Oct4 and Nanog ex-
pression inhibits the stemness of pancreatic cancer cells. Cancer letters. 2013;340(1):
113-23.

Lonardo E, Hermann PC, Mueller MT, Huber S, Balic A, Miranda-Lorenzo I, et al.
Nodal/Activin signaling drives self-renewal and tumorigenicity of pancreatic cancer
stem cells and provides a target for combined drug therapy. Cell stem cell. 2011;9(5):
433-46.

Mueller MT, Hermann PC, Witthauer ], Rubio-Viqueira B, Leicht SF, Huber S, et al.
Combined targeted treatment to eliminate tumorigenic cancer stem cells in human
pancreatic cancer. Gastroenterology. 2009;137(3):1102-13.

Hermann PC, Trabulo SM, Sainz B, Jr., Balic A, Garcia E, Hahn SA, et al. Multimodal
Treatment Eliminates Cancer Stem Cells and Leads to Long-Term Survival in Pri-
mary Human Pancreatic Cancer Tissue Xenografts. PloS one. 2013;8(6):e66371.

55



56

Pancreatic Cancer - Insights into Molecular Mechanisms and Novel Approaches to Early Detection and Treatment

[133]

[134]

[135]

[136]

[137]

[138]

[139]

[140]

[141]

[142]

[143]

[144]

[145]

Mizuma M, Rasheed ZA, Yabuuchi S, Omura N, Campbell NR, de Wilde RF, et al.
The gamma secretase inhibitor MRK-003 attenuates pancreatic cancer growth in pre-
clinical models. Molecular cancer therapeutics. 2012;11(9):1999-2009.

Rajeshkumar NV, Rasheed ZA, Garcia-Garcia E, Lopez-Rios F, Fujiwara K, Matsui
WH, et al. A combination of DR5 agonistic monoclonal antibody with gemcitabine
targets pancreatic cancer stem cells and results in long-term disease control in human
pancreatic cancer model. Molecular cancer therapeutics. 2010;9(9):2582-92.

Awasthi N, Zhang C, Ruan W, Schwarz MA, Schwarz RE. Evaluation of poly-mecha-
nistic antiangiogenic combinations to enhance cytotoxic therapy response in pancre-
atic cancer. PloS one. 2012;7(6):e38477.

Strimpakos AS, Syrigos KN, Saif MW. Novel agents in early phase clinical studies on
refractory pancreatic cancer. JOP : Journal of the pancreas. 2012;13(2):166-8.

Sarris EG, Syrigos KN, Saif MW. Novel agents and future prospects in the treatment
of pancreatic adenocarcinoma. JOP : Journal of the pancreas. 2013;14(4):395-400.

Yoshiyama K, Terazaki Y, Matsueda S, Shichijo S, Noguchi M, Yamada A, et al. Per-
sonalized peptide vaccination in patients with refractory non-small cell lung cancer.
International journal of oncology. 2012;40(5):1492-500.

Takahashi R, Yoshitomi M, Yutani S, Shirahama T, Noguchi M, Yamada A, et al. Cur-
rent status of immunotherapy for the treatment of biliary tract cancer. Human vac-
cines & immunotherapeutics. 2013;9(5):1069-72.

Yutani S, Komatsu N, Yoshitomi M, Matsueda S, Yonemoto K, Mine T, et al. A phase
IT study of a personalized peptide vaccination for chemotherapy-resistant advanced
pancreatic cancer patients. Oncology reports. 2013;30(3):1094-100.

DeVito NC, Saif MW. Advances in immunotherapy for pancreatic cancer: 2013. JOP :
Journal of the pancreas. 2013;14(4):347-53.

Gansauge F, Poch B, Kleef R, Schwarz M. Effectivity of long antigen exposition den-
dritic cell therapy (lanex-dc(R)) in the palliative treatment of pancreatic cancer. Cur-
rent medicinal chemistry. 2013.

Gupta PB, Onder TT, Jiang G, Tao K, Kuperwasser C, Weinberg RA, et al. Identifica-
tion of selective inhibitors of cancer stem cells by high-throughput screening. Cell.
2009;138(4):645-59.

Zhang GN, Liang Y, Zhou L], Chen SP, Chen G, Zhang TP, et al. Combination of sali-
nomycin and gemcitabine eliminates pancreatic cancer cells. Cancer letters.
2011;313(2):137-44.

Farhana L, Dawson MI, Das JK, Murshed F, Xia Z, Hadden TJ, et al. Adamantyl Reti-
noid-Related Molecules Induce Apoptosis in Pancreatic Cancer Cells by Inhibiting
IGF-1R and Wnt/beta-Catenin Pathways. Journal of oncology. 2012;2012:796729.



[146]

[147]

[148]

[149]

[150]

[151]

[152]

[153]

[154]

[155]

[156]

[157]

[158]

[159]

Stem Cells in Pancreatic Cancer
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/57530

Kallifatidis G, Labsch S, Rausch V, Mattern J, Gladkich J, Moldenhauer G, et al. Sul-
foraphane increases drug-mediated cytotoxicity toward cancer stem-like cells of pan-
creas and prostate. Molecular therapy : the journal of the American Society of Gene
Therapy. 2011;19(1):188-95.

Srivastava RK, Tang SN, Zhu W, Meeker D, Shankar S. Sulforaphane synergizes with
quercetin to inhibit self-renewal capacity of pancreatic cancer stem cells. Front Biosci
(Elite Ed). 2011;3:515-28.

Blanco E, Hsiao A, Mann AP, Landry MG, Meric-Bernstam F, Ferrari M. Nanomedi-
cine in cancer therapy: innovative trends and prospects. Cancer science. 2011;102(7):
1247-52.

Narang AS, Chang RK, Hussain MA. Pharmaceutical development and regulatory
considerations for nanoparticles and nanoparticulate drug delivery systems. Journal
of pharmaceutical sciences. 2013;102(11):3867-82.

Wang LS, Chuang MC, Ho JA. Nanotheranostics--a review of recent publications. Int
J Nanomedicine. 2012;7:4679-95.

Lee CC, MacKay JA, Frechet JM, Szoka FC. Designing dendrimers for biological ap-
plications. Nature biotechnology. 2005;23(12):1517-26.

Rapoport N, Kennedy AM, Shea JE, Scaife CL, Nam KH. Ultrasonic nanotherapy of
pancreatic cancer: lessons from ultrasound imaging. Molecular pharmaceutics.
2010;7(1):22-31.

Chang HI, Yeh MK. Clinical development of liposome-based drugs: formulation,
characterization, and therapeutic efficacy. Int ] Nanomedicine. 2012;7:49-60.

Corot C, Robert P, Idee JM, Port M. Recent advances in iron oxide nanocrystal tech-
nology for medical imaging. Advanced drug delivery reviews. 2006;58(14):1471-504.

Chao ]I, Perevedentseva E, Chung PH, Liu KK, Cheng CY, Chang CC, et al. Nanome-
ter-sized diamond particle as a probe for biolabeling. Biophysical journal. 2007;93(6):
2199-208.

Mader HS, Kele P, Saleh SM, Wolfbeis OS. Upconverting luminescent nanoparticles
for use in bioconjugation and bioimaging. Current opinion in chemical biology.
2010;14(5):582-96.

Cheng L, Wang C, Liu Z. Upconversion nanoparticles and their composite nano-
structures for biomedical imaging and cancer therapy. Nanoscale. 2013;5(1):23-37.

Wu X, He X, Wang K, Xie C, Zhou B, Qing Z. Ultrasmall near-infrared gold nano-
clusters for tumor fluorescence imaging in vivo. Nanoscale. 2010;2(10):2244-9.

Cho H, Kwon GS. Polymeric micelles for neoadjuvant cancer therapy and tumor-
primed optical imaging. ACS nano. 2011;5(11):8721-9.

57



58

Pancreatic Cancer - Insights into Molecular Mechanisms and Novel Approaches to Early Detection and Treatment

[160]

[161]
[162]

[163]

[164]

[165]

[166]

[167]

[168]

[169]
[170]

[171]

[172]

Homan K, Shah J, Gomez S, Gensler H, Karpiouk A, Brannon-Peppas L, et al. Silver
nanosystems for photoacoustic imaging and image-guided therapy. Journal of bio-
medical optics. 2010;15(2):021316.

Wang LV. Prospects of photoacoustic tomography. Med Phys. 2008;35(12):5758-67.

Douma K, Megens RT, van Zandvoort MA. Optical molecular imaging of atheroscle-
rosis using nanoparticles: shedding new light on the darkness. Wiley Interdiscip Rev
Nanomed Nanobiotechnol. 2011;3(4):376-88.

Wilson KE, Wang TY, Willmann JK. Acoustic and photoacoustic molecular imaging
of cancer. ] Nucl Med. 2013;54(11):1851-4.

Kim TH, Lee S, Chen X. Nanotheranostics for personalized medicine. Expert review
of molecular diagnostics. 2013;13(3):257-69.

Chenna V, Hu C, Pramanik D, Aftab BT, Karikari C, Campbell NR, et al. A polymeric
nanoparticle encapsulated small-molecule inhibitor of Hedgehog signaling (Nano-
HHI) bypasses secondary mutational resistance to Smoothened antagonists. Molecu-
lar cancer therapeutics. 2012;11(1):165-73.

Rejiba S, Reddy LH, Bigand C, Parmentier C, Couvreur P, Hajri A. Squalenoyl gemci-
tabine nanomedicine overcomes the low efficacy of gemcitabine therapy in pancreat-
ic cancer. Nanomedicine. 2011;7(6):841-9.

Verma A, Guha S, Diagaradjane P, Kunnumakkara AB, Sanguino AM, Lopez-Bere-
stein G, et al. Therapeutic significance of elevated tissue transglutaminase expression
in pancreatic cancer. Clinical cancer research : an official journal of the American As-
sociation for Cancer Research. 2008;14(8):2476-83.

Glazer ES, Zhu C, Massey KL, Thompson CS, Kaluarachchi WD, Hamir AN, et al.
Noninvasive radiofrequency field destruction of pancreatic adenocarcinoma xeno-
grafts treated with targeted gold nanoparticles. Clinical cancer research : an official
journal of the American Association for Cancer Research. 2010;16(23):5712-21.

Schuch G. EndoTAG-1. MediGene. Curr Opin Investig Drugs. 2005;6(12):1259-65.

Eichhorn ME, Ischenko I, Luedemann S, Strieth S, Papyan A, Werner A, et al. Vascu-
lar targeting by EndoTAG-1 enhances therapeutic efficacy of conventional chemo-
therapy in lung and pancreatic cancer. Int ] Cancer. 2010;126(5):1235-45.

Lohr JM, Haas SL, Bechstein WO, Bodoky G, Cwiertka K, Fischbach W, et al. Cationic
liposomal paclitaxel plus gemcitabine or gemcitabine alone in patients with ad-
vanced pancreatic cancer: a randomized controlled phase II trial. Ann Oncol.
2012;23(5):1214-22.

Ansari D, Chen BC, Dong L, Zhou MT, Andersson R. Pancreatic cancer: translational
research aspects and clinical implications. World journal of gastroenterology : WJ]G.
2012;18(13):1417-24.



[173]

[174]

[175]

Stem Cells in Pancreatic Cancer
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/57530

Sun TM, Wang YC, Wang F, Du JZ, Mao CQ, Sun CY, et al. Cancer stem cell therapy
using doxorubicin conjugated to gold nanoparticles via hydrazone bonds. Biomateri-
als. 2014;35(2):836-45.

Zhao Y, Alakhova DY, Kabanov AV. Can nanomedicines kill cancer stem cells? Ad-
vanced drug delivery reviews. 2013.

Doss CG, Debajyoti C, Debottam S. Disruption of Mitochondrial Complexes in Can-
cer Stem Cells Through Nano-based Drug Delivery: A Promising Mitochondrial
Medicine. Cell Biochem Biophys. 2013.

59



ntechOpen

ntechOpen



