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Tumor necrosis factor (TNF) recep-
tor-associated factor 4 (TRAF4), a

protein localized in TJs in normal epithe-
lial cells, is frequently overexpressed in
carcinomas. We recently found that
TRAF4 impedes TJ formation/stability
and favors cell migration, 2 hallmarks
of cancer progression. In addition
TRAF4 contributes to the TGF-
b-induced epithelial-mesenchymal transi-
tion (EMT), metastasis, and p53 destabili-
zation. TRAF4 recruitment to TJs is a
prerequisite for its biological function on
TJ formation/stability and on cell migra-
tion. Interestingly, TRAF4 is targeted to
TJs through lipid-binding. The trimeric
TRAF domain of TRAF4 binds 3 phos-
phoinositide (PIP) molecules. These find-
ings shed new light on the role of TRAF4
in cancer progression; they provide a novel
link between lipid metabolism and cancer
progression and support the notion that
TRAF4 could be a relevant target for can-
cer therapies. TRAF4 belongs to a family
of 7 human proteins involved in different
biological processes, such as inflamma-
tion, immunity and embryonic develop-
ment. While the lipid-binding ability of
the TRAF domain is conserved among the
whole TRAF protein family, its functional
role remains to be established for the
remaining TRAF proteins.

Introduction

In multicellular organisms, epithelia
shield the organism from the outside
world; they consist of a sheet of cells tightly
attached to each other and to an underlying

extracellular matrix, the basement mem-
brane. Different types of intercellular junc-
tions link neighboring cells: desmosomes;
adherens; gap; and tight junctions (TJs).
These molecular connections promote the
mechanical robustness of the tissue as well
as allowing intercellular communications.
TJs, the uppermost elements of the junc-
tional complex, are specifically involved in
paracellular permeability, which is the reg-
ulation of diffusion across the intercellular
space.1,2 Besides this gate function, TJs
constitute another barrier within the cell as
it separates the apical and baso-lateral
membrane compartments. This fence
function of TJs allows the maintenance of
lipid and protein asymmetry between these
2 compartments.3 For instance, the phos-
phoinositide species PI(4,5)P2 and PI
(3,4,5)P3 are enriched in apical and baso-
lateral plasma membranes, respectively.4,5

The robustness of epithelia is not associ-
ated with stasis; indeed, within the epithe-
lium sheet, epithelial cells divide, move or
die, thus intercellular junctions are dynam-
ically remodeled to accommodate these
processes.6,7 This junctional remodeling is
tightly regulated to allow for fine-tuning
between the dynamics and the robustness
of the epithelium. Remarkably, this bal-
ance is altered in cancer; indeed, intercellu-
lar junctions are disrupted during the
course of tumor progression, indicating
that the function of the proteins involved
in the regulation of junction dynamics is
modified in this pathological process.

Tumor necrosis factor (TNF) receptor-
associated factor 4 (TRAF4), a gene origi-
nally identified in breast cancer, is
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overexpressed in a variety of carcinomas
and is associated with poor progn-
osis.8-11,12 TRAF4 belongs to the TRAF
family which is composed of 7 members
in human.13,14 Unlike the other TRAF
proteins, which function predominantly
in inflammation and immunity, TRAF4 is
mainly involved in developmental and
morphogenetic processes.15 Of interest, to
date, TRAF4 is the sole TRAF localized to
tight junctions in epithelia.16 While the
recruitment of TRAF4 to tight-junction is
a dynamic and complex process, we have
recently demonstrated that it requires the
targeting of the protein at the plasma
membrane which is controlled by the
binding of the TRAF domain with PIPs.
Moreover, TRAF4 is involved in the
dynamics of TJs: its expression delays TJ
assembly and favors cell migration in
mammary epithelial cells (MECs) docu-
menting the important function for this
protein during cancer progression.17

The Cancer Protein TRAF4, a
Dynamic Protein from TJ

TRAF4 has an unusual cellular locali-
zation: it is present in many distinct cellu-
lar compartments including the
cytoplasm, the nucleus and the plasma
membrane.16,18,19 We have previously
documented that in normal human mam-
mary tissues, TRAF4 is mainly localized
in epithelial cell TJs and TRAF4 labeling
on sections typically appears as a honey-
comb pattern. Moreover, fluorescence
recovery after photobleaching (FRAP)
experiments on MECs showed that
TRAF4 association with TJs is highly
dynamic; TRAF4 shuttles rapidly between
TJs and the cytoplasm. These data support
the notion that TRAF4 relays signals
between TJs and the cytoplasm.16 Inter-
estingly, in mammary cancer cells,
TRAF4 localization is altered: while it is
still present in TJs in well differentiated
tumors, the protein is relocalized in the
cytoplasm and the nucleus in poorly dif-
ferentiated tumors, indicating that
TRAF4 functions differently in cancer
cells.8,9,16,20

TRAF4 is a typical TRAF protein com-
posed of 3 distinct modular domains, an
N-terminal RING domain, a succession

of 7 zinc fingers (ZF), and a C-terminal
TRAF domain.15 The RING domain of
TRAF4 was shown to confer an E3-ligase
activity to the protein, the 7 central ZF
have an unknown function but, by anal-
ogy with other TRAF proteins, are most
probably involved in protein-protein
interactions, and the TRAF domain gov-
erns the trimerization of the pro-
tein.12,17,21,22 Deletion mutants of the
protein showed that the TRAF domain is
necessary and sufficient for TRAF4 target-
ing to the plasma membrane.16,18 The N-
terminal part of TRAF4 composed of the
RING and ZF domains is cytoplasmic
and nuclear and often generates cyto-
plasmic foci of protein accumulation.16,18

TRAF4 is Targeted to Tight
Junctions Through its TRAF
Domain in a PIP-Binding-

Dependent Manner

How TRAF4 is localized in TJs in
normal MEC and lost from TJs in cancer
MECs remained unclear for many years.
We failed to identify TJ resident proteins
interacting with TRAF4, which could
explain the recruitment of the protein to
this specific compartment of the plasma
membrane (our unpublished data). The
finding that an interaction with mem-
brane lipids, namely phosphoinositides
(PIPs), was crucial for the positioning of
TJ proteins, such as the Partitioning
Defective 3 protein (PAR3),23 led us to
investigate a similar addressing mecha-
nism for TRAF4. Using lipid overlay
assays we showed that recombinant
TRAF4 binds all PIPs and phosphatidic
acid (PA) through its TRAF domain.17

Liposome flotation assays, mass spec-
trometry and isothermal titration calo-
rimetry analyses confirmed this binding
and showed that, in solution, the TRAF
domain of TRAF4 forms a homotrimer
which binds up to 3 PIP molecules. The
affinity between one lipid-binding site of
the TRAF trimer and one PIP molecule
was around 5 mM, which is consistent
with the lipid-binding affinity of other
TJ-related proteins such as PAR3, Zonula
Occludens-1 (ZO-1) and ZO-2.23,24

Molecular and structural analyses pro-
vided mechanistic insights about the

interaction of the TRAF domain with
PIPs. The crystal structure of the TRAF
domain of human TRAF4 was solved to
1.85 A

�
(PDB 3ZJB) and showed the

details of the constitutive trimeric struc-
ture of the protein (Fig. 1). Generally,
the interaction between PIPs and protein
domains, such as PH (pleckstrin homol-
ogy) or FYVE (Fab1, YotB, Vac1p, and
EEA1) domains, require the presence of
several basic residues. Consistently, basic
residues exposed at the surface of the
TRAF domain (lysine 313 and lysine
345) were functionally involved in the
TRAF-PIP interaction. A 3D model of
this interaction shows that 3 PIP mole-
cules can simultaneously bind a trimer of
TRAF4 protein. Of interest, each PIP
molecule binds at the interface between 2
neighboring protomers making contacts
with 3 basic (R297, K313 and K345)
and one aromatic (Y338) residues
(Fig. 2).

The binding of PIPs to the TRAF
domain of TRAF4 supports the idea that
this lipid-protein interaction could be the
mechanism of membrane recruitment for
TRAF4. Accordingly, functional assays
showed that TRAF4 is recruited to both
synthetic and cellular membranes thanks
to its interaction with PIPs. In addition,
in living cells, while the wild-type TRAF
domain of TRAF4 in isolation was local-
ized all along the plasma membrane, PIP-
binding deficient TRAF domains were
cytoplasmic. Altogether, these data
showed that the TRAF domain of TRAF4
is a bona fide PIP-binding module which
addresses the protein to the plasma
membrane.

While in isolation the TRAF domain
localizes all along the plasma membrane,
the full-length protein is predominantly
targeted to TJs. In addition, a mutant of
TRAF4 unable to bind to PIPs is no lon-
ger addressed to the plasma membrane.
Therefore, the TRAF domain allows the
recruitment of the protein to the mem-
brane in a PIP-dependent manner, which
is a prerequisite step in the fine-tuning of
the localization of the protein in TJs
mediated by the other domains of the pro-
tein, the RING and/or the 7 zinc fingers.
Therefore, the peculiar localization of
TRAF4 in TJs results from the combined
action of its different structural domains.
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TRAF4 Weakens Tight Junctions
and Favors Cell Migration, 2
Crucial Events for Tumor

Progression

As TRAF4 is a TJ-resident protein fre-
quently overexpressed in carcinomas, we
hypothesized that TRAF4 might contrib-
ute to cancer progression by weakening
TJs. Cellular studies showed that TRAF4
negatively regulates TJ assembly/stability
in MECs. Of interest, the PIP-binding-
deficient TRAF4-K345E mutant was not
able to impair TJs, highlighting that
TRAF4 has to be recruited to TJs to act as
a negative regulator. Loss of intercellular
junctions is a crucial step in cancer pro-
gression; indeed, loss of cell-cell contacts
favors cell migration. Cell migration
assays revealed that TRAF4 promotes
MEC migration. These results support the
notion that TRAF4 might participate to
cancer progression by destabilizing TJs
and favoring cell migration. However, the
molecular mechanism leading to TJ desta-
bilization after TRAF4 recruitment
remains to be established. Since TRAF4 is
an E3-ligase, its action might involve the
ubiquitination of yet to be identified tar-
get proteins, which could either be acti-
vated or sent to the degradation pathway
following ubiquitination (Fig. 3).

One candidate signaling pathway on
which TRAF4 might act in TJs is the
Transforming growth factor-b (TGF-b)
pathway. Indeed, TRAF4 was shown to
potentiate TGF-b-induced signal trans-
duction in MECs.12 Notably, TRAF4
promoted TGF-b-induced migration and
epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition.
Upon TGF-b-mediated activation of the
TGF-b receptor complex (TGF-b type I
–TGFBRI- and type II –TGFBRII-

receptors), TRAF4 recruitment allows the
protein to inhibit the E3 ligase SMURF2
(SMAD specific E3 ubiquitin protein
ligase) on one hand, and to recruit the
deubiquitinase USP15 (Ubiquitin car-
boxyl-terminal hydrolase 15) on the other
hand. Since SMURF2 and USP15 are
involved in the ubiquitination and deubi-
quitination of TGFBRI, respectively,
TRAF4 recruitment globally decreases

ubiquitination and therefore stabilizes the
TGFBRI receptor at the membrane and
favors its signaling. Interestingly,
TGFBRII activation was directly linked to
TJ disruption; TGFRII was shown to
phosphorylate the PAR6 protein which
allows the recruitment of SMURF1;
SMURF1 then targets RhoA to degrada-
tion.25 This mechanism is believed to be
responsible for TJ destabilization upon

Figure 1. PIP- and receptor-binding sites are
not overlapping on the TRAF domain. Struc-
tural superposition of PIP3-diC4-bound TRAF
of TRAF417 and OX40-bound TRAF of TRAF234

(PDB 1D0A) complexes. Into the page and 3-
fold axis vertical are shown in (A) and (B),
respectively. The TRAF domain of TRAF4 and
TRAF2 are colored in blue and brown, respec-
tively. PIP3-diC4 and the OX40-peptide are
depicted in white and red, respectively. The
PIP-binding site and the receptor-binding site
are not overlapping suggesting that they are
not mutually exclusive.
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TGF-b pathway activation. Interestingly,
TRAF4 is itself the target of ubiquitina-
tion by the 2 human SMURF proteins,
SMURF1 and SMURF2, which may pro-
vide a mechanistic link between TJ desta-
bilization and TRAF4 function.26,27

Moreover, the association of TRAF4 to
the TGF-b receptor was shown to activate
the TGF-b-activated kinase (TAK) 1
through a poly-ubiquitination mecha-
nism. Interestingly, TGF-b receptors are
localized in TJs in polarized epithelial
cells.25 It is tempting to speculate that
TRAF4 association with PIPs directs
TRAF4 to the vicinity of TGF-b receptors
to regulate the pathway (Fig. 3).

All these data link TRAF4 overexpres-
sion in tumors with TJ disruption. Once
TJ are destroyed, TRAF4 is more abun-
dant in the cytoplasm and/or in the
nucleus8,9,16,20; its role in these compart-
ments remained unclear. A recent study
addressed the role of TRAF4 in signaling
events occurring in the cytoplasm and in
the nucleus. Indeed, TRAF4 was shown to
bind and inactivate the deubiquitinase
HAUSP (herpesvirus-associated ubiqui-
tin-specific protease).20 HAUSP antago-
nizes the action of MDM2 on P53. While
the E3-ligase MDM2 ubiquitinates p53 to
induce its proteasomal degradation,

HAUSP deubiquitinates P53 and stabil-
izes the protein. Therefore, TRAF4, by
inactivating HAUSP favors P53 degrada-
tion. These data converge with previous
studies linking TRAF4 with P53 as they
clearly involve TRAF4 in the regulation of
the tumor suppressor gene P53 which
plays a major role in most human can-
cers;28,29 moreover, they suggest that
TRAF4 is involved in the resistance of
tumor cells to cytotoxic agents, by way of
a P53-dependent pathway (Fig. 3).

Altogether, these studies show that
TRAF4 favors tumor progression by oper-
ating on different signaling pathways. The
distinct cellular localizations of the pro-
tein, from the plasma membrane to the
nucleus, have different functional conse-
quences which all promote tumor
progression.

Therefore, TRAF4 should be a valu-
able prognostic marker and a potential
therapeutic target in human carcinomas.

PIPs as Novel Modulators of TRAF
Proteins

TRAF proteins are widely found in
metazoans, from cnidaria to human.30

Interestingly, the TRAF domain is the

most conserved domain within the 7
human TRAF proteins, with an average
amino acid identity around 45%. Three-
dimensional structure comparison of the
TRAF domain from different TRAF pro-
teins also revealed a strong conservation of
their tertiary and quaternary structures.
These data reinforce the notion that all
TRAF domains are highly related in terms
of function. Thus, we reasoned that the
ability to interact with PIPs might be a
common ability of TRAF proteins. Lipid
overlay and flotation assays showed that,
like TRAF4, the other TRAF paralogs
(TRAF1 to TRAF6) also interact with
PIPs, thus demonstrating that the TRAF
domain is a bona fide PIP-binding
domain. Moreover, these results suggested
that PIP-interacting residues, identified by
our molecular docking model and muta-
genesis experiments, might be conserved
among TRAFs: except for arginine 297,
all PIP-interacting residues (K313, Y338
and K345 in TRAF4) are fully conserved
in the other TRAF proteins. Furthermore,
the 3D structure superimposition of the
PIP3-diC4-bound TRAF of TRAF4 and
TRAF of TRAF2 showed that the relative
position and orientation of these 3 lipid-
interacting residues are comparable
(Fig. 2). Similar observations were made

Figure 2. Position and orientation of PIP-interacting residues of TRAF4 are conserved in TRAF2. Superposition of the model of PIP3-diC4-bound TRAF
domain of TRAF417 and the TRAF domain of TRAF221 (PDB 1CA4) crystal structure. TRAF4, TRAF2 and PIP3-diC4 are depicted in light blue, brown and
white, respectively. Phosphorus, nitrogen and oxygen atoms are colored in orange, blue and red, respectively. The relative position and orientation of
lysine 313 and 345 of TRAF4, as well as tyrosine 338, are conserved in TRAF2 3D structure. The figure was generated using PyMOL.35
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with the 3D structures of TRAF3 and
TRAF6 (data not shown). This structural
conservation of the PIP-binding site sup-
ports the notion that PIP-binding by the
TRAF domain is a common ability of
TRAF proteins. Consistently, this PIP-
binding ability is also conserved through
evolution since dTRAF1, the TRAF pro-
tein of the fly which shares the highest
homology with human TRAF4, also binds
PIPs and PA.17 This suggests that the abil-
ity to bind lipids is an ancestral property
of the TRAF domain. Interestingly,
dTRAF1 was shown to be apically local-
ized in cells of the early drosophila
embryo.31 This localization of TRAF4 is
required for the proper apical positioning
of the adherens junctions protein Arma-
dillo (drosophila b-catenin ortholog) in
constricting cells during gastrulation.

The seventh member of the TRAF fam-
ily lacks the C-terminal TRAF domain but
possesses a C-terminal domain composed
of 7 WD40 repeats.32 Similarly to a TRAF

domain, the WD40 repeats of TRAF7 are
involved in protein-protein interactions.14

The functional similarity between these 2
domains suggested that TRAF7 might
bind to PIPs through its WD40 repeats.
Lipid-binding analyses showed that, simi-
larly to the TRAF domain, the WD40-
repeats of TRAF7 interact with PIPs (our
unpublished data). Consistently, it has
already been described that the WD40-
repeats of WIPI-1 (WD-repeat protein
Interacting with Phosphoinositides-1) also
bind to PIPs. These results indicate that
the PIP-binding ability is common to all
members of the TRAF family and is
achieved either by the TRAF domain
(TRAF1–6) or WD40-repeats (TRAF7).

TRAF domains assemble as a constitu-
tive mushroom-shaped trimer which binds
to the cytoplasmic tail of activated TNF
and interleukin-1/Toll-like receptors to
mediate a wide range of biological pro-
cesses.33 Structural determinations of the
receptor-bound TRAF domains of

TRAF2 and TRAF6 revealed that the
interaction interface corresponds to a shal-
low surface depression on the side of one
protomer without contact to the adjacent
protomer (Fig. 1). Interestingly, in our
model the PIP is bound at the interface
between 2 adjacent protomers. The super-
position of PIP3-diC4-bound TRAF of
TRAF4 and OX40-bound TRAF of
TRAF2 complexes showed that the lipid
binding site and the receptor binding site
do not overlap suggesting that they are
not mutually exclusive (Fig. 1). This is of
great interest as the association of TRAF
proteins with their cognate receptors is of
low affinity (40–60 mM range) which is
unusual for specific receptor recruitment.
Since upon ligand stimulation a trimeric
receptor-TRAF complex is formed, it has
been suggested that both affinity and spec-
ificity are amplified through an avidity
effect.21 Our work sheds new light on the
molecular mechanism of TRAF proteins
membrane recruitment and suggests that

Figure 3. Model of TRAF4 function on TJs. Left: the interaction between PIPs and the TRAF domain of TRAF4 allows the recruitment of the protein onto
the plasma membrane in TJs. Through a mechanism possibly involving the E3-ligase activity of the protein, TRAF4 destabilizes TJs and promotes migra-
tion. Middle: TRAF4 an adaptor from the TGF-b pathway. Upon TGF-b binding on its receptor, the activation of the pathway leads to the recruitment of
TRAF4 on the receptor complex. TRAF4 inhibits SMURF2 and activates USP15, which leads to the stabilization of the receptor complex on the membrane
and potentiates its signaling. TRAF4 also allows the activation of TAK1 through a K63-linked ubiquitination. Right: in cells devoid of tight junctions,
TRAF4 is localized both in the cytoplasm and in the nucleus. TRAF4 interacts with the deubiquitinase HAUSP, presumably in the nucleus, and inactivates
its action on P53. This favors the ubiquitination of P53 and its subsequent degradation, thereby limiting the ability of the cell to respond to a genotoxic
stress.
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PIPs might participate to receptor recruit-
ment by stabilizing TRAF proteins at the
plasma membrane. Thus, PIPs would con-
stitute a lipid platform allowing spatial
containment around the receptor of the
TRAF signaling molecules. This suggests
that lipid signaling, by modulating the
interaction of TRAF proteins with their
receptor at the membrane, might be an
additional level of regulation of the differ-
ent TRAF-mediated signaling pathways.

Disclosure of Potential Conflicts of Interest

No conflicts of interest were disclosed.

Acknowledgments

The authors wish to thank Didier
Rognan for his help with the molecular
graphic figures and Alastair McEwen for
his critical reading of the manuscript.

Funding

This work was supported by a grant
from the Ligue Contre le Cancer (Con-
f�erence de Coordination Interr�egionale du
Grand Est). We acknowledge funds from
the Institut National de Sant�e et de
Recherche M�edicale, the Center National
de la Recherche Scientifique and the Uni-
versit�e de Strasbourg. AR received an allo-
cation from the Minist�ere de
l’Enseignement Sup�erieur et de la
Recherche and a fellowship from the
Ligue Nationale Contre le Cancer.

References

1. Van Itallie CM, Anderson JM. Architecture of tight
junctions and principles of molecular composition.
Semin Cell Dev Biol [Internet] [cited 2014 Sep
30]; Available from: "http://www.sciencedirect.
comsciencearticlepiiS1084952114002511"; PMID:
25171873

2. Matter K, Aijaz S, Tsapara A, Balda MS. Mammalian
tight junctions in the regulation of epithelial differenti-
ation and proliferation. Curr Opin Cell Biol 2005;
17:453-8; PMID:16098725; http://dx.doi.org/10.
1016/j.ceb.2005.08.003

3. Tanos B, Rodriguez-Boulan E. The epithelial polarity
program: machineries involved and their hijacking by
cancer. Oncogene 2008; 27:6939-57; PMID:
19029936; http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/onc.2008.345

4. Gassama-Diagne A, Yu W, ter Beest M, Martin-Bel-
monte F, Kierbel A, Engel J, Mostov K. Phosphatidyli-
nositol-3,4,5-trisphosphate regulates the formation of
the basolateral plasma membrane in epithelial cells. Nat
Cell Biol 2006; 8:963-70; PMID:16921364; http://dx.
doi.org/10.1038/ncb1461

5. Martin-Belmonte F, Gassama A, Datta A, Yu W,
Rescher U, Gerke V, Mostov K. PTEN-mediated apical
segregation of phosphoinositides controls epithelial

morphogenesis through Cdc42. Cell 2007; 128:383-
97; PMID:17254974; http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.
2006.11.051

6. Guillot C, Lecuit T. Mechanics of epithelial tissue
homeostasis and horphogenesis. Science 2013;
340:1185-9; PMID:23744939; http://dx.doi.org/
10.1126/science.1235249

7. Steed E, BaldaMS, Matter K. Dynamics and functions of
tight junctions. Trends Cell Biol 2010; 20:142-9;
PMID:20061152; http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tcb.2009.
12.002

8. Camilleri-Broet S, Cremer I, Marmey B, Comperat E,
Viguie F, Audouin J, Rio MC, Fridman WH, Sautes-
Fridman C, Regnier CH. TRAF4 overexpression is a
common characteristic of human carcinomas. Onco-
gene 2007; 26:142-7; PMID:16799635; http://dx.doi.
org/10.1038/sj.onc.1209762

9. Regnier CH, Tomasetto C, Moog-Lutz C, Chenard
MP, Wendling C, Basset P, Rio MC. Presence of a new
conserved domain in CART1, a novel member of the
tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated protein fam-
ily, which is expressed in breast carcinoma. J Biol Chem
1995; 270:25715-21; PMID:7592751; http://dx.doi.
org/10.1074/jbc.270.43.25715

10. Rhodes DR, Yu J, Shanker K, Deshpande N, Varam-
bally R, Ghosh D, Barrette T, Pandey A, Chinnaiyan
AM. Large-scale meta-analysis of cancer microarray
data identifies common transcriptional profiles of neo-
plastic transformation and progression. Proc Natl Acad
Sci USA 2004; 101:9309-14; http://dx.doi.org/
10.1073/pnas.0401994101

11. Tomasetto C, Regnier C, Moog-Lutz C, Mattei
MG, Chenard MP, Lidereau R, Basset P, Rio MC.
Identification of four novel human genes amplified
and overexpressed in breast carcinoma and localized
to the q11-q21.3 region of chromosome 17. Geno-
mics 1995; 28:367-76; PMID:7490069; http://dx.
doi.org/10.1006/geno.1995.1163

12. Zhang L, Zhou F, Garc�ıadeVinuesa A, de Kruijf EM,
Mesker WE, Hui L, Drabsch Y, Li Y, Bauer A, Rous-
seau A, et al. TRAF4 promotes TGF-b receptor signal-
ing and drives breast cancer metastasis. Mol Cell 2013;
51:559-72; PMID:23973329; http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.molcel.2013.07.014

13. Bradley JR, Pober JS. Tumor necrosis factor receptor-
associated factors (TRAFs). Oncogene 2001; 20:6482-
91; PMID:11607847; http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.
onc.1204788

14. Zotti T, Vito P, Stilo R. The seventh ring: Exploring
TRAF7 functions. J Cell Physiol 2012; 227:1280-4;
PMID:22105767; http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcp.24011

15. Rousseau A, Rio M-C, Alpy F. TRAF4, at the crossroad
between morphogenesis and cancer. Cancers 2011;
3:2734-49; PMID:24212830; http://dx.doi.org/
10.3390/cancers3022734

16. Kedinger V, Alpy F, Baguet A, PoletteM, Stoll I, Chenard
MP, Tomasetto C, RioMC. Tumor necrosis factor recep-
tor-associated factor 4 is a dynamic tight junction-related
shuttle protein involved in epithelium homeostasis. PLoS
ONE 2008; 3:e3518; PMID:18953416; http://dx.doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0003518

17. Rousseau A, McEwen AG, Poussin-Courmontagne P,
Rognan D, Nomin�e Y, Rio M-C, Tomasetto C, Alpy
F. TRAF4 Is a novel phosphoinositide-binding protein
modulating tight junctions and favoring cell migration.
PLoS Biol 2013; 11:e1001726; PMID:24311986;
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.1001726

18. Glauner H, Siegmund D, Motejadded H, Scheurich P,
Henkler F, Janssen O, Wajant H. Intracellular localiza-
tion and transcriptional regulation of tumor necrosis
factor (TNF) receptor-associated factor 4 (TRAF4).
Eur J Biochem FEBS 2002; 269:4819-29; http://dx.
doi.org/10.1046/j.1432-1033.2002.03180.x

19. R�egnier CH, Tomasetto C, Moog-Lutz C, Chenard
MP, Wendling C, Basset P, Rio MC. Presence of a new
conserved domain in CART1, a novel member of the
tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated protein fam-
ily, which is expressed in breast carcinoma. J Biol Chem

1995; 270:25715-21; http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/
jbc.270.43.25715

20. Yi P, Xia W, Wu R-C, Lonard DM, Hung M-C,
O’Malley BW. SRC-3 coactivator regulates cell resis-
tance to cytotoxic stress via TRAF4-mediated p53
destabilization. Genes Dev 2013; 27:274-87; PMID:
23388826; http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gad.203760.112

21. Park YC, Burkitt V, Villa AR, Tong L, Wu H. Struc-
tural basis for self-association and receptor recognition
of human TRAF2. Nature 1999; 398:533-8;
PMID:10206649; http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/19110

22. YinQ, Lin SC, Lamothe B, LuM, Lo YC,HuraG, Zheng
L, Rich RL, Campos AD, Myszka DG, et al. E2 interac-
tion and dimerization in the crystal structure of TRAF6.
Nat Struct Mol Biol 2009; 16:658-66; PMID:19465916;
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.1605

23. Wu H, Feng W, Chen J, Chan LN, Huang S, Zhang
M. PDZ domains of Par-3 as potential phosphoinosi-
tide signaling integrators. Mol Cell 2007; 28:886-98;
PMID:18082612; http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.
2007.10.028

24. Meerschaert K, Tun MP, Remue E, De Ganck A, Bouch-
erie C, Vanloo B,Degeest G, Vandekerckhove J, Zimmer-
mann P, Bhardwaj N, et al. The PDZ2 domain of zonula
occludens-1 and -2 is a phosphoinositide binding domain.
Cell Mol Life Sci CMLS 2009; 66:3951-66; http://dx.
doi.org/10.1007/s00018-009-0156-6

25. Ozdamar B, Bose R, Barrios-Rodiles M, Wang H-R,
Zhang Y, Wrana JL. Regulation of the polarity protein
Par6 by TGFbeta receptors controls epithelial cell plas-
ticity. Science 2005; 307:1603-9; PMID:15761148;
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1105718

26. Li S, Lu K,Wang J, An L, YangG, ChenH, Cui Y, Yin X,
Xie P, Xing G, et al. Ubiquitin ligase Smurf1 targets
TRAF family proteins for ubiquitination and degradation.
Mol Cell Biochem 2010; 338:11-7; PMID:19937093;
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11010-009-0315-y

27. Wang X, Jin C, Tang Y, Tang L-Y, Zhang YE. Ubiquiti-
nation of tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated Factor
4 (TRAF4) by smad ubiquitination regulatory factor 1
(Smurf1) regulates motility of breast epithelial and cancer
cells. J Biol Chem 2013; 288:21784-92; PMID:
23760265; http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M113.472704

28. Rozan LM, El-Deiry WS. Identification and characteri-
zation of proteins interacting with Traf4, an enigmatic
p53 target. Cancer Biol Ther 2006; 5:1228-35; PMID:
16969126; http://dx.doi.org/10.4161/cbt.5.9.3295

29. Sax JK, El-Deiry WS. Identification and characteriza-
tion of the cytoplasmic protein TRAF4 as a p53-regu-
lated proapoptotic gene. J Biol Chem 2003; 278:
36435-44; PMID:12788948; http://dx.doi.org/10.
1074/jbc.M303191200

30. Zapata JM, Martinez-Garcia V, Lefebvre S. Phylogeny
of the TRAFMATH domain. Adv Exp Med Biol 2007;
597:1-24; PMID:17633013; http://dx.doi.org/10.
1007/978-0-387-70630-6_1

31. Mathew SJ, Rembold M, Leptin M. Role for Traf4 in
polarizing adherens junctions as a prerequisite for effi-
cient cell shape changes. Mol Cell Biol 2011; 31:4978-
93; PMID:21986496; http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/
MCB.05542-11

32. Xu L-G, Li L-Y, Shu H-B. TRAF7 potentiates
MEKK3-induced AP1 and CHOP activation and
induces apoptosis. J Biol Chem 2004; 279:17278-
82; PMID:15001576; http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.
C400063200

33. Napetschnig J, Wu H. Molecular basis of NF-kB sig-
naling. Annu Rev Biophys 2013; 42:443-68;
PMID:23495970; http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-
biophys-083012-130338

34. Ye H, Park YC, Kreishman M, Kieff E, Wu H. The
structural basis for the recognition of diverse receptor
sequences by TRAF2. Mol Cell 1999; 4:321-30;
PMID:10518213; http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1097-
2765(00)80334-2

35. Delano W. The PyMOL molecular graphics system
[Internet]. San Carlos, USA: Delano Sientific; 2002.
Available from: "http://www.pymol.org"

e975597-6 Volume 2 Issue 4Tissue Barriers

http://www.sciencedirect.comsciencearticlepiiS1084952114002511
http://www.sciencedirect.comsciencearticlepiiS1084952114002511
http://www.sciencedirect.comsciencearticlepiiS1084952114002511
http://www.pymol.org

