Hindawi Publishing Corporation
International Journal of Endocrinology
Volume 2015, Article ID 282375, 11 pages
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2015/282375

Research Article

Resistance to the Beneficial Metabolic Effects

and Hepatic Antioxidant Defense Actions of
Fibroblast Growth Factor 21 Treatment in Growth
Hormone-QOverexpressing Transgenic Mice

Ravneet K. Boparai,">* Oge Arum,' Johanna G. Miquet,"* Michal M. Masternak,">*
Andrzej Bartke,! and Romesh K. Khardori*’

! Division of Geriatrics Research, Department of Internal Medicine, Southern Illinois University School of Medicine,
Springfield, IL 62794-9628, USA
°Division of Endocrinology, Metabolism and Molecular Medicine, Department of Internal Medicine,
Southern Illinois University School of Medicine, Springfield, IL 62794-9636, USA
3Department of Biochemistry, Panjab University, Chandigarh 160014, India
*IQUIFIB, Facultad de Farmacia y Bioquimica, Universidad de Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina
*Burnett School of Biomedical Sciences, University of Central Florida, 6900 Lake Nona Boulevard, Orlando, FL 32827, USA
%Department of Head and Neck Surgery, The Greater Poland Cancer Centre, 15 Garbary Street, 61-866 Poznan, Poland
“Strelitz Diabetes Center, Eastern Virginia Medical School, Norfolk, VA 23510, USA

Correspondence should be addressed to Oge Arum; oge.arum@gmail.com
Received 31 July 2014; Accepted 28 October 2014
Academic Editor: Ilias Migdalis

Copyright © 2015 Ravneet K. Boparai et al. This is an open access article distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution
License, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly
cited.

Fibroblast growth factor 21 (FGF21) modulates a diverse range of biological functions, including glucose and lipid metabolism,
adaptive starvation response, and energy homeostasis, but with limited mechanistic insight. FGF21 treatment has been shown
to inhibit hepatic growth hormone (GH) intracellular signaling. To evaluate GH axis involvement in FGF21 actions, transgenic
mice overexpressing bovine GH were used. Expectedly, in response to FGF21 treatment control littermates showed metabolic
improvements whereas GH transgenic mice resisted most of the beneficial effects of FGF21, except an attenuation of the innate
hyperinsulinemia. Since FGF21 is believed to exert its effects mostly at the transcriptional level, we analyzed and observed significant
upregulation in expression of various genes involved in carbohydrate and lipid metabolism, energy homeostasis, and antioxidant
defense in FGF2l-treated controls, but not in GH transgenics. The resistance of GH transgenic mice to FGF2l-induced changes
underlines the necessity of normal GH signaling for the beneficial effects of FGF2L.

1. Introduction

The prevalence of type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) worldwide
was estimated to be 170 million people in 2000, and this figure
is expected to increase to more than 360 million by 2030
and impose a huge public health burden [1]. The recently
discovered metabolic regulator fibroblast growth factor 21
(FGF21) has been shown to exert profound antidiabetic and
triglyceride-lowering effects in rodent models of diabetes and
obesity, as well as in diabetic rhesus monkeys [2-4].

FGF21, a member of the FGFI9 subfamily that also
includes FGF19 and FGF23, lacks the conventional FGF
heparin-binding domain yet exerts systemic, hormone-like
effects. There is evidence that FGF21 initiates its action
by interacting with a dual receptor complex of 3-klotho
and fibroblast growth factor receptor (FGFR), activating
the tyrosine-kinase activity of the FGFR. The expression
of both FGF21 [5, 6] and its coreceptor, 3-klotho [7], has
been demonstrated in metabolically relevant tissues such
as liver, pancreas, and white adipose tissue. In deciphering
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TABLE 1: Body weight and plasma constituent parameters in control and GH transgenic mice.
Parameters Normal Transgenic

PBS FGF21 PBS FGF21

Body weight (g) 299 +2.3 29.8 + 1.0° 553+ 0.8 512 + 4.0°
Fasting glucose (mg/dl) 143.25 +11.20° 13775 + 11.44* 11700 +16.37° 140.50 + 4.79°
Insulin (ng/ml) 0.86 + 0.32* 0.97 £ 0.16" 2.56 + 0.80° 1.00 + 0.25"
B-Hydroxybutyrate (mmol/l) 0.43 +0.03 0.47 £ 0.02 0.37 + 0.02 0.37 +0.02
NEFA (mmol/l) 0.51 +0.07° 0.35 + 0.04° 0.57 + 0.04*° 0.69 + 0.01°
Triglycerides (mmol/l) 1.21 + 0.09* 0.79 + 0.22° 0.98 +0.13* 114 + 0.10*
Total cholesterol (mg/dl) 54.47 + 5.44° 36.46 +2.79° 119.15 + 5.79¢ 110.40 + 3.63°

IGF-1 (ng/ml) 238.33 + 793

130.00 + 21.55°

1112.50 + 77.67° 933.33 + 124.39°

Data is expressed as mean + SD for n = 5 in each group. Different superscripts denote significant difference at P < 0.05.

the mechanistic basis for the observed effects of FGF21 in
vivo, several molecules and their corresponding pathways
have been proposed as key players [8-10]. In fact, FGF21 has
been shown to transduce its signal in a typical FGF manner by
stimulating FGF receptor substrate (FRS2«) phosphorylation
and activating ERK1/2 and Akt signaling pathways. Lately, it
has been suggested that there is crosstalk between FGF21 and
growth hormone (GH) signaling and that FGF21 can cause
a state of GH resistance [11]. FGF21 overexpressing mice are
reported to have elevated levels of GH and decreased levels
of insulin-like growth factor-1 (IGF-1) in circulation [11].
The authors proposed that FGF21 causes GH resistance by
reducing hepatic concentrations of the active form of signal
transducer and activator of transcription 5 (STAT5), a major
mediator of GH actions, and downregulating the expression
of its target genes, including IGF-1.

GH is widely known to exert anti-insulin or diabetogenic
effects on carbohydrate and lipid metabolism [12]. Hyperin-
sulinemia is a common feature associated with GH excess in
GH overexpressing transgenic mice [13, 14] and in humans
with acromegaly who often progress from GH-mediated
insulin resistance to overt diabetes [15], but the cellular mech-
anisms underlying this form of insulin resistance remain
enigmatic. While there is evidence from transgenic mouse
models to show that GH excess leads to chronic activation
of the IR/IRS-1/PI3K pathway, thereby reducing the extent
of insulin-induced activation and resulting in decreased
insulin-induced activation of key proteins including glycogen
synthase [14, 16], we recently demonstrated that glucose
tolerance and insulin sensitivity in transgenic mice that
overexpress the bovine GH (bGH) gene are not impaired and
are actually somewhat enhanced [17]. The aim of the present
study was to investigate the effects of FGF21 treatment in GH
overexpressing transgenic mice and to determine if FGF21
administration can rescue the hyperinsulinemic phenotype
of these mice. Moreover, it has been reported that high
continuous GH levels in vivo produce desensitization of the
JAK2/STAT5 pathway of GH signaling in the liver of GH
overexpressing mice [18]. We expected that as FGF21 and GH
share similar signaling pathways, alterations in some of the
GH signaling mediators that are involved in FGF21 signaling
would hamper FGF21 action as a consequence of signaling
crosstalk.

2. Results

2.1. Anatomical and Physiological Characteristics. Body
weight and blood constituent parameters are summarized in
Table 1. Expectedly, the body weights of GH overexpressing
mice were considerably greater than their control littermates
(29.9 £ 2.3 g versus 55.3 + 0.78 g; P < 0.001). However, when
comparing body weights before and after FGF21 treatment in
chow-fed lean mice, we failed to observe a weight-lowering
effect of FGF21 in mice of either phenotype. Previously, a
dose dependent weight reduction effect of FGF21 has been
reported in diet-induced obese mice and ob/ob mice [4, 19].
Moreover, FGF21 did not alter food consumption in mice
of either genotype (data not shown). While a 3-fold higher
concentration of insulin was observed in the GH transgenics
relative to littermate controls (P < 0.001), fasted plasma
glucose levels were only modestly (P = 0.034) lower in the
GH transgenic mice relative to their control littermates.
FGF21 treatment did not affect fasted blood glucose levels
in either group of animals; however, it was able to alleviate
the hyperinsulinemia in the GH transgenic mice (PBS 2.56 +
0.80 ng/mL and FGF21 1.00 + 0.25ng/mL; P < 0.005)
without causing significant change in insulin levels in normal
mice (PBS 0.86 + 0.32ng/mL and FGF21 0.97 + 0.16 ng/mL).
Moreover, we determined the levels of 3-hydroxybutyrate, a
ketone body that is produced by the liver and serves as an
alternative energy substrate peripherally when glucose is in
short supply. However, as seen in Table 1, 5-hydroxybutyrate
in blood of overnight-fasted mice did not differ significantly
as an effect of either genotype or treatment. In agreement
with previous reports [4, 20], concentrations of plasma
triglycerides and circulating NEFAs were lowered in FGF21-
treated littermate control mice (P = 0.007 and P = 0.044,
resp.); nonetheless, no effect was observed in the GH
transgenics (Table 1).

The bovine GH overexpressing transgenics are hyperc-
holesterolemic (P < 0.001) relative to control littermates, and
while FGF21 treatment resulted in a modest but significant
(P < 0.01) reduction in total cholesterol levels in control
littermates, the lipid-lowering benefits of FGF21 seen in con-
trol mice did not extend to the bGH mice (Tg-PBS 119.15 +
5.79mg/dL and Tg-FGF21 110.40 + 3.63 mg/dL). We also
examined plasma IGF-1 levels in the mice under study and
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FIGURE 1: FGF2I improves glucose tolerance in normal mice. (a) Glucose tolerance testing in normal mice. (b) Glucose tolerance testing in
bGH transgenic mice. Glucose levels were measured at indicated times after i.p. injection with a bolus of glucose (2 g/kg body weight). Data
are mean + SD. P < 0.05 versus vehicle-treated group (2-tailed, unpaired, homoscedastic Student’s ¢-test).

(expectedly) found a 5-fold higher concentration of IGF-1
in circulation of mice with GH excess (P < 0.001). While
FGF21 treatment tended to cause a numerical reduction in
circulating IGF-1 levels in control littermates (P = 0.061),
it resulted in a significant (P = 0.032) lowering of the
elevated IGF-1 levels in the GH transgenic mice (Table 1). In
addition, hepatic gene expression analysis showed that FGF21
treatment resulted in significant downregulation of IGF-1
expression in normal mice (N-PBS 1.00 + 0.15 and N-FGF21
0.46 + 0.02; Tg-PBS 3.73 + 0.58 and Tg-FGF21 4.07 + 1.12)
while enhancing the expression of suppressor of cytokine
signaling 2 (SOCS2) in control mice but not in GH transgenic
mice (N-PBS 1.00 + 0.36 and N-FGF21 1.44 + 0.14; Tg-PBS
6.31 + 0.55 and Tg-FGF214.67 + 0.88).

2.2. Intraperitoneal Glucose Tolerance Test. Next, we inves-
tigated glucose disposal after a glucose challenge in normal
and PEPCK-bGH transgenic mice treated with FGF21. As
seen in Figure 1(a), FGF2I-treated normal mice showed better
glucose clearance compared to vehicle-treated animals (N-
PBSversus N-FGF21; P = 0.016) in an intraperitoneal glucose
tolerance test. At the 15-minute time-point, transgenic mice
were able to clear glucose from their blood faster than control
littermates and as a result showed improved glucose tolerance
for the initial phase of response to the glucose challenge (P =
0.014). However, at later time points differences in glucose
levels between PEPCK-bGH transgenics and their control
littermates failed to reach significance. This seems to suggest
that the elevated circulating insulin in the GH overexpressing
vehicle-treated mice (Table1) is initially able to clear the
glucose load and hence only a modest increase (65%) is
seen in the glucose levels of vehicle-treated transgenics at
the fifteen-minute time-point in contrast to the more marked
increase in blood glucose in the N-PBS group (155%). Further,
as mentioned above, FGF2l-treated bGH mice manifested a
near normalization of the hyperinsulinemia (Table 1), which

might explain the greater surge in blood glucose in the Tg-
FGF21 group at 15 minutes (Figure 1(b), P < 0.05), relative
to the Tg-vehicle-treated group, upon an exogenous glucose
load. Nonetheless, exogenous FGF21 did not otherwise affect
glucose disposal in mice with GH excess at later time points
(Figure 1(b)).

2.3. Effects on Hepatic Carbohydrate Metabolism. Since
FGF21 is believed to exert its effects through regulation of
gene transcription [21] and the liver is the primary target
for GH action, we analyzed changes in expression of genes
involved in glucose metabolism in hepatic tissues of treated
mice. As seen in Table 2, expression of the genes for insulin
receptor (IR), insulin receptor substrate 1 (IRS1), and insulin
receptor substrate 2 (IRS2) was found to be elevated in livers
of littermate control mice treated with FGF21. Conversely,
exogenous FGF21 failed to potentiate the expression of these
constituents of the early steps of the insulin signaling pathway
in livers of GH overexpressing mice (Table2). In addi-
tion, FGF21 may have stimulated the hepatic gluconeogenic
pathway, as surmised based upon observed increases in
the expression of genes for the gluconeogenic enzymes,
phosphoenolpyruvate carboxykinase (PEPCK), and glucose-
6-phosphatase (G6Pase) in control littermates (Table 2). The
expression of hepatocyte nuclear factor 4o (HNF4a), hepato-
cyte nuclear factor-lo (HNFl«), and peroxisome proliferator-
activated receptor gamma coactivator 1 « (PGCl«), which are
thought to be major mediators of the gluconeogenic process,
was also induced by administration of FGF21 in normal mice
without altering their expression in the GH transgenic mice
(Table 2).

2.4. Effects on Lipid Metabolism. We examined the effects of
FGF21 treatment on genes that control f-oxidation as well
as fatty acid biosynthesis. The hepatic expression of genes
involved in fatty acid oxidation was putatively promoted by



International Journal of Endocrinology

TaBLE 2: FGF2l-induced transcriptional changes in hepatic carbohydrate and lipid metabolism.

Gene of interest N-PBS N-FGF21 Tg-PBS Tg-FGF21
Insulin signaling

IR 1+0.17° 4.68 +0.91° 1.37 + 0.44° 1.01 + 0.12°

IRS-1 1+0.18" 3.01+0.63° 0.53 +0.09" 0.82 +0.15*

IRS-2 1+0.14° 2.03+0.21° 1.40 + 0.34" 119 +0.22°
Gluconeogenesis

PEPCK 1+0.07° 1.82+0.21° 0.64 + 0.19° 0.54 +.021°

Go6Pase 1+0.10° 2.15 +0.33 0.59 +0.20" 0.63 + 0.14°

HNF4« 1+0.08" 2.34 +0.45° 0.79 + 0.10* 0.79 + 0.13"

HNFlx 1+0.16" 3.54+0.78 114 + 0.37° 1.47 + 0.44°

PGCl«x 1+0.14° 2.37 £ 0.65° 0.68 + 0.09* 0.88 + 0.12*

Lipogenesis
ACC 1+0.12° 175 +0.30° 214 +0.36° 222 +0.40°
FASN 1+0.15° 194 +0.32° 169 + 0.31° 154 +0.26°
Fatty acid oxidation

CPTl«x 1+0.19° 2.62 +0.35° 0.36 + 0.11° 0.51 + 0.09°

ACOX1 1+0.11° 2.48 +0.28° 0.49 + 0.10° 0.46 + 0.08°

UCP2 1+0.13" 1.90 + 0.37° 415 + 1.01° 4.33 +0.88°

AMPK 1+0.09° 2.25+0.52° 0.84 +0.12° 0.95 + 0.10*

Shown is RT-PCR analysis of gene expression in normal and GH transgenic mice treated with FGF21 and vehicle (mean + SEM, n = 5). Different superscripts

denote significant difference at P < 0.05.

FGF21 administration, as indicated by the marked increases
in expression of genes involved in fS-oxidation (Table 2).
Littermate controls treated with FGF21 showed significantly
increased expression of acyl-CoA oxidase 1 (ACOX1) and
carnitine palmitoyltransferase loe (CPT1«) relative to N-PBS.
While bGH mice showed significantly lower mRNA levels for
both ACOX1 and CPTl« compared to littermate controls con-
sistent with previously published data [22], FGF21-mediated
induction of genes related to hepatic fatty acid oxidation was
blunted in these mice as evidenced by a lack of response for
both ACOXI1 and CPTle in FGF2l-treated bGH transgenic
mice (Table 2). FGF21 had significant effects on the levels of
transcripts for enzymes and transcription factors involved
in the regulation of lipid metabolism. Intriguingly, it also
induced expression of the transcripts for key enzymes of
de novo lipogenesis, namely, fatty acid synthase (FASN) and
acetyl CoA carboxylase (ACC), in control mice but not in
GH overexpressing mice which showed baseline upregulation
of the transcripts for these lipogenic enzymes (Table 2).
Although investigation of corresponding enzyme activities
was beyond the scope of this study, the gene expression data
from our study nonetheless suggests that, in keeping with the
role of FGF21 in potentiating hepatic fatty acid metabolism,
it mediates parallel induction of genes related to both the
lipogenic and the lipolytic pathways and hence accelerates the
turnover of lipids in hepatic tissue.

We also studied the evidence for FGF21-mediated effects
on uncoupling of oxidative phosphorylation as measured by
changes in the mRNA for uncoupling protein 2 (UCP2),
one of the mitochondrial uncoupling proteins thought to
play a role in nonshivering thermogenesis and the control of
mitochondria-derived reactive oxygen species (ROS). Higher
expression of UCP2 was observed in littermate controls upon

treatment with FGF21. While mice with GH excess showed
a dramatic induction in hepatic UCP2 expression with
respect to controls, exogenous FGF21 failed to alter UCP2
expression in transgenic livers (Table 2). Since 5" adenosine
monophosphate- (AMP-) activated protein kinase (AMPK) is
known to be a major regulator of cellular energy homeostasis,
we were interested in whether any of the observed changes
in response to FGF21 administration may be mediated by
AMPK. As seen in Table 2, FGF21 treatment induced AMPK
expression in hepatic tissue of control littermates relative to
the PBS treated controls without any effect in GH overex-
pressing mice.

2.5. FGF21 Effects on Hypothalamic Gene Expression. In view
of the published evidence about the possible stimulatory
effects of FGF21 on food intake, we profiled changes in the
gene expression of neuropeptides involved in the control of
satiety and hunger in response to FGF21 treatment. While
there are some reports about increased food intake when
being normalized by body weight in FGF21-treated animals
and in FGF21 transgenic mice [4, 11, 19, 21], as previously
mentioned, in the present study we did not observe changes
in food intake in response to FGF21 administration. The
hypothalamus is the site where peripheral signals and neural
pathways interact to centrally regulate appetite and body
weight [23]. To determine FGF21-mediated effects on central
control of feeding, we looked at the mRNA levels of key
hypothalamic neuropeptides such as the orexigenic neu-
ropeptide Y (NPY), agouti-gene-related peptide (AgRP), and
the anorexigenic proopiomelanocortin (POMC) in FGF21-
dosed mice. As seen in Table 3, we did not observe any
changes in the transcripts for any of these neuropeptides in
either the control littermates or the bGH mice as a result of
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TaBLE 3: FGF2l-induced effects on genes for hypothalamic neuropeptides.
Gene of interest N-PBS N-FGF21 Tg-PBS Tg-FGF21
AgRP 1+0.11 1.17 £ 0.08 0.93+£0.21 0.86 +0.10
POMC 1+0.17 1.22 £ 0.09 1.04 £ 0.09 1.32£0.14
CART 1+0.01 1.01+0.08 0.92+0.11 1.08 + 0.03
NPY 1+0.06 1.04 + 0.02 114 +£0.13 117 £ 0.09
MCH 1+0.12 0.95+0.08 112 +0.04 1.26 £ 0.09
Orexin 1+£0.10 117 £ 0.12 1.09 £ 0.05 1.21+0.14
LEPR 1+£0.12 1.21 £ 0.07 1.49 £ 0.29 1.77 £ 0.33

Shown is RT-PCR analysis of gene expression in normal and GH transgenic mice treated with FGF21 and vehicle (mean + SEM, n = 5).

FGF21 administration. We also determined transcriptional
changes in additional neuromodulators of feeding behav-
ior, namely, cocaine- and amphetamine-regulated transcript
(CART), orexin, leptin receptor (LEPR), and melanin con-
centrating hormone (MCH) and failed to observe alterations
in their transcripts in response to FGF21 administration.

2.6. FGF21 Effects on Antioxidant Defenses. Since superoxide
dismutase 2 (SOD2) is a gene whose expression is regulated
by insulin/IGF-1 signaling through the O family of Forkhead
transcription factors (FoxO), we determined its expression
in hepatic tissue of FGF21-treated mice. As seen in Figure 2,
FGF21 treatment induced the expression of the gene for
SOD2 in littermate control mice but not in bGH transgenic
mice. Since FGF21 altered the expression of SOD2, we were
interested in the supplementary effects of this hormone on
antioxidant status and therefore we assessed the expression
of the genes for catalase (CAT) and glutathione peroxidase
(GPX1). As was the case for SOD2, FGF21 administration
resulted in parallel induction for CAT and GPX1 in normal
mice without significantly altering expression in transgenic
mice (Figure2). Since silent information regulator two 1
(SIRT1) and FoxO3 are believed to play a pivotal role in
cellular oxidative stress resistance [24], we also examined
their expression in FGF21-treated mice and found that FGF21
increased hepatic expression of both SIRT1 and FoxO3 in
normal mice, yet not in bGH transgenics (Figure 2).

3. Discussion

One of the key novel findings of the research presented
herein includes the resistance of GH overexpressing mice to
the favorable effects of FGF21, pointing to the importance
of normal GH signaling in mediating at least some of the
wide-ranging metabolic effects of FGF21. Another important
result from the present study pertains to the FGF21-mediated
induction of antioxidant defenses, which might contribute to
the metabolic benefits of FGF2L.

FGF21 is a recently described member of the FGF19
subfamily that can act in a local and an endocrine manner
to regulate glucose and lipid homeostasis. Its pharmacologic
administration has been shown to improve the metabolic
profile in obese and diabetic rodents and rhesus monkeys
[2-4]. Although there is a preponderance of data on the
broad beneficial metabolic effects of FGF21 administration,
its innate physiological role and mechanism of action remain

to be elucidated. In addition to being of fundamental interest
to the basic biology knowledge base of endocrinology and
metabolism, elucidation of FGF2I’s mechanism(s) of action
has translational implications, insofar as drug design and
drug contraindications.

Consistent with earlier publications, FGF21 administra-
tion improved glucose tolerance in response to a glucose
challenge in normal mice. We also observed improvements
in lipid profile, including lowering of triglycerides, free
fatty acids, and total cholesterol in circulation. However,
the beneficial effects of FGF21 did not extend to the bGH
transgenic mice used in our study. Consistent with our
previously published findings, the young-adult PEPCK-bGH
transgenic mice used in our study showed somewhat better
clearance, compared to control littermates, in response to an
exogenous glucose load [17]. The increased musculature of
the young-adult bGH mice would be expected to contribute
to better glucose clearance relative to littermate controls.
However, the blunted, more gradual slope of the curve in case
of the bGH transgenics is noteworthy (Figure 1(b)) and could
be attributed to the presence of higher circulating insulin and
to defects in hepatic insulin signaling and hence impaired
glucose disposal as reported previously [13]. In addition
to elevated plasma insulin levels, these authors observed
alterations in the early steps of the insulin signaling pathway
in liver and skeletal muscle of female bGH transgenic mice.

It is of interest to note that FGF21 administration amelio-
rated the hyperinsulinemia in the bGH transgenic mice. The
reduction in insulin levels could be attributed to enhanced
insulin clearance in the liver and/or a decrease in insulin
secretion. Although we do not provide direct evidence here
as to which of these mechanisms is the chief contributor
to lower circulating insulin, work done previously suggests
that, in leptin-deficient ob/ob mice, FGF2l administration
lowered plasma insulin levels by affecting insulin secretion; as
indicated by reduced levels of amylin, a pancreatic hormone
cosecreted with insulin [4]. Interestingly, expression of the
FGF21 coreceptor f3-klotho has been detected in the pancreas,
which might be suggestive of local effects of FGF21 on
modulating insulin secretion from mouse islets.

Since FGF21 has been purported to act by improving
insulin sensitivity, the increased gene expression of molecules
involved in the early steps of the insulin signaling pathway
seen in the present study would concur with an insulin-
sensitizing role for FGF2l (Table2). Although we were
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FIGURE 2: FGF2I stimulates mediators of oxidative stress resistance. RT-PCR analysis of gene expression in normal and GH transgenic mice
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not able to conduct direct insulin tolerance tests on these
FGF21-treated mice, we assessed simple surrogate indices for
insulin sensitivity/resistance such as the homeostasis model
of insulin resistance (HOMA-IR) and quantitative insulin
sensitivity check index (QUICKI), which all rely on fasted
insulin levels. The results from these calculations suggest
that, compared to their littermate controls, bGH transgenic
mice are insulin-resistant, which does not agree with the
insulin signaling pathway gene expression data and is further
startling considering concurrent studies in which we carried
out insulin tolerance tests in GH overexpressing mice of both
genders and different ages and revealed comparable, if not
better, insulin sensitivity in the GH transgenic mice relative to
their controls [17]. While such surrogates for insulin sensitiv-
ity do show modest correlations with more direct measures
of insulin sensitivity in animal models [25], in this case the
particular anatomic and physiologic peculiarities of the GH
transgenic mice (i.e., innate hyperinsulinemia putatively due
to increased f-cell-to-body weight/size, as well as different
body composition) might explain the divergence between
surrogate measures and actual physiologic responses.

Similarly, the decreased fasting blood glucose concentra-
tion in GH transgenic mice (Table 1) should logically result
(primarily, if not exclusively) from some of the traits of
GH overexpressing mice (i.e., higher insulin levels (Table 1)
coupled with insulin sensitivity at the level of their littermate
controls [17]).

Gluconeogenic effects of FGF21, although contrary to its
role in glycemic regulation, have been previously reported
[26] and are generally believed to be a part of the reputed
role of FGF21in the adaptive starvation response [11, 27]. Fur-
thermore, since both insulin and GH are major regulators of
cellular metabolism and can interact functionally by signaling
crosstalk, the resistance of GH transgenic mice to FGF21 may
be related to GH overexpression-induced alterations in the
sensitivity of various insulin and GH signaling mediators that
are needed for FGF21’s actions [13, 28].

FGF21is known to regulate lipolysis and lipid oxidation in
adipose tissue [29]. -oxidation of fatty acids occurs in both
mitochondria and peroxisomes. The first step of peroxisomal
B-oxidation is catalyzed by ACOXI, while CPTl« catalyzes
the transfer of long-chain fatty acids into the mitochondria
and is thought to be the rate-limiting enzyme in mitochon-
drial fatty acid oxidation [30]. In our study, FGF21 treatment
for seven days increased expression of ACOX1 and CPTle,
as well as the lipogenic pathway genes FASN and ACC. In
addition, it also increased the transcript for AMPK in the
liver, which is known to stimulate hepatic fatty acid (FA)
oxidation and inhibit lipogenesis [31]. ACC phosphorylation
by activated AMPK would result in disinhibition of CPTl«
and increased fatty acid oxidation. However, it is known
that full phosphorylation of ACC by AMPK results in an
inhibition of ACC activity by only 50-60% [20, 32]. While
a partial inhibition of ACC would redirect acetyl-CoA and
malonyl-CoA flux towards fatty acid oxidation, the substan-
tial residual ACC activity would still allow a considerable rate
of lipogenesis, consistent with the increased expression of
lipogenic genes that we observed (Table 2). Thus, we propose

that FGF21 could orchestrate energy-dissipating futile cycling
between de novo lipogenesis and fatty acid oxidation.

Given the large size and weight of GH overexpressing
mice (Tablel), it is possible that the herein documented
FGF21 resistance is secondary to excess body fat [33]. Yet, GH
overexpressing mice are actually much leaner than their lit-
termate counterparts [34]. Therefore, insofar as the prospect
of adiposity-induced FGF21I resistance, the littermate controls
were more likely to exhibit this confound than the GH
transgenic mic, making the resistance of the GH transgenics
that much more remarkable.

Our observations on hypothalamic gene expression
(Table 3) contrast with a previous report that showed
increases in mRNA levels for the appetite-promoting AgRP
and NPY in hypothalami of FGF2l-treated mice on a high-
fat diet. The variability in results pertaining to not only
hypothalamic gene expression but also food intake and
weight loss may be explained by differences in FGF21 dose
levels, duration of dosing, and the animal models. It has
been previously described that the dose of FGF21 required
to exert weight-lowering effects is much higher than the
dose required for improvements in glucose homeostasis
and insulin sensitivity [4]. Therefore, it is likely that the
0.1 mg/kg/day dose of FGF21 used in our study is insuffi-
cient to cause changes in food consumption or the central
regulation of feeding behavior. Increased oxidative stress
is thought to be a deleterious factor leading to insulin
resistance, 3-cell dysfunction, and ultimately Type 2 diabetes
[35]. In addition, there is suggestive evidence that increased
generation of ROS may impair glucose-stimulated insulin
secretion and affect the expression of key f-cell genes [36].
In our study, FGF21-treated mice showed increased capacity
for resistance to oxidative stress, as measured by the increased
hepatic expression of genes for key antioxidant enzymes,
while there was a lack of an effect in mice with GH excess that
was consistent with observations for other metabolic genes
(Figure 2). We speculate that improving antioxidant defenses
may be one possible mechanism by which FGF21 improves
insulin sensitivity. Additionally, increased resistance to oxida-
tive stress is also thought to be partially beneficial, yet not
necessary, for longevity [37].

Previously, Chau and others (2010) have proposed a role
for FGF2I in regulating energy metabolism based on the
activation of the AMPK-SIRT1-PGCla pathway in adipose
tissue of FGF21 administered mice [38]. In our study, FGF21
induced hepatic UCP2 gene expression and, therefore, would
be expected to stimulate UCP2-dependent uncoupled mito-
chondrial respiration. Since PGCle is known to stimulate
mitochondrial biogenesis through an induction of UCP2
[39], increased UCP2 expression in FGF2I-treated mice may
be attributable to the FGF21-mediated induction of PGCla.
Moreover, increased uncoupling of oxidative phosphoryla-
tion reduces ROS production and has been postulated to be a
predictor of extended lifespan, as indicated by the short-lived
Ucp2™/~ mice [40]. Besides that, increased UCP2-dependent
fatty acid oxidation appears to be another mechanism, in
addition to reduced ROS generation, that can influence
survival [41]. In addition, there is accumulating evidence that



FoxO and sirtuin proteins (such as SIRT1), which are thought
to be lifespan modulators, influence diverse physiological
functions including metabolism and ROS detoxification. In
fact, there is convincing evidence to show that SIRT1 com-
plexes with FoxO3 to enhance cellular stress resistance [42],
while FoxO3 is implicated in the transcriptional activation
of SOD2 [43]. Upregulation of both FoxO3 and SIRT1,
with FGF21 treatment, together with the FGF21-mediated
induction of UCP2 and antioxidant enzymes, might be
suggestive of antiaging effects of FGF21. FGF21 may thus act
to improve redox metabolism with possible beneficial effects
on increasing healthspan (the period of life during which an
organism is able to exist and function chiefly independently
and free from substantial morbidity) and/or lifespan.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first demonstra-
tion of a role for FGF2I in boosting antioxidant defenses.
Since oxidative stress is associated with chronic hypergly-
cemia-induced insulin resistance [44] and a decline in insulin
biosynthesis and secretion [45], we are tempted to speculate
that the oxidative stress resistance putatively conferred by
FGF21 contributes to the beneficial metabolic actions of
FGF21. Because the ability to detoxify ROS and increased
oxidative stress resistance are correlated with enhanced
organismal longevity in many species [46], these particular
functions of FGF21 may be relevant to its ability to engender
longevity [47, 48].

Li and colleagues recently reported that, in the liver,
SIRT11is necessary for fasting-induced FGF21 gene expression
[49]. As our results show that FGF21 treatment is sufficient
to induce hepatic SIRT1 gene expression, this combina-
tion of results from these two studies suggests a paracrine
positive feedback loop in which FGF2l, produced in a
SIRT1-containing hepatocyte, is exocytosed and stimulates
(amongst other effects) the production of SIRT1 in neighbor-
ing hepatocytes; the resulting increase in circulating FGF21
might then travel to other parts of the body to engender
salubrious effects on metabolism. Although we have no
data on FGF-2Is effects on isolated hepatocytes or ex vivo
liver tissues, this hypothesis, if correct, would lend support
to studies concluding that FGF21 acts directly through its
receptors in the liver [50], partly via SIRT1 transactivation,
while still allowing for conclusions of FGF21’s salutary actions
on other metabolic tissues.

Finally, the resilience of the GH transgenic mice to the
metabolic benefits of FGF21 treatment seems to suggest that
one of the mechanisms involved in mediating the beneficial
effects of FGF21 on glucose and lipid metabolism may be
through GH intracellular signaling. In ongoing studies, we
are investigating the effects of FGF21 on GH-resistant, GH-
signaling-suppressed Laron Dwarf (Ghr/bp™'~) mice [51].
Specifically, we are assessing the effects of FGF21 on physio-
logical (via tolerance tests) and macromolecular measures of
carbohydrate metabolism, histological and macromolecular
measures of lipid/cholesterol metabolism, and metabolism as
ascertained by gas (O, and CO,) exchange-based indirect
calorimetry, as well as macromolecular analyses of insulin
and/or lipid signal transduction in the blood, liver, white
adipose tissue, and hypothalamus in these mice lacking
growth hormone hormonal signaling. The results from those
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studies shall clarify the issue of whether the results from the
present study are directly related to the GH signaling status
or to some unrelated idiosyncrasy of PEPCK-bGH mice that
makes them generally meek in response to any treatment, and
might make the conclusion that GH intracellular signaling
is antagonistic to the endocrinologically beneficial effects of
FGF21 more cogent.

4. Methods

4.1. Animals. Transgenic mice that overexpress the bovine
GH gene under the control of the rat phosphoenolpyru-
vate carboxykinase (PEPCK) promoter have been previously
described [52]. These mice had markedly accelerated post-
weaning growth, leading to a significant increase in body
weight. Normal-sized siblings of transgenic mice were used
as controls. The mice were housed three to five per cage
in a room with controlled light (12h light per day) and
temperature (22 + 2°C). The animals had free access to
food (Lab Diet Formula 5001 containing a minimum of 23%
protein, 4.5% fat, and a maximum of 6% crude fiber (Purina
Mills Inc., St. Louis, MO)) and tap water. All experiments
were performed using male mice in groups of five (3-4
months old) mice.

4.1.1. In Vivo Protocols. The protocols used in this study
were approved by the Southern Illinois University Laboratory
Animal Care and Use Committee. Mice were randomly
assigned to treatment or vehicle groups, based on fed glu-
cose levels and body weight. The mice were treated with
vehicle (phosphate-buffered saline (PBS)) or with recombi-
nant human FGF21 (Tany Technogene, Rehovot, Israel) at
a dose of 0.1 mg/kg/d via continuous subcutaneous infusion
with microosmotic pumps (Model 1007D, Alzet, Cupertino,
CA) for one week {this minimal robustly effective dosing
paradigm for FGF21 was determined based on previously
published dose-response data [53]}. After one week, mice
were euthanized between 0900 and 1100 h by cardiac punc-
ture under Isoflurane (Phoenix Pharmaceuticals Inc., St
Joseph, MO) anesthesia. Livers were removed quickly, snap-
frozen, and stored at —80°C. Blood was centrifuged (4000 xg
for 10 min. at 4°C), and plasma was stored at —80°C.

4.2. Intraperitoneal Glucose Tolerance Test. Intraperitoneal
(i.p.) glucose tolerance tests, on mice fasted for 16 h., were
performed, at 0900 h. using One Touch Ultra 2 glucometers
and blood glucose testing strips (Lifescan, Inc., Milpitas, CA)
to measure glucose in blood sampled from the tail vein after
an i.p. injection of glucose (2 g/kg body weight/10 mL).

4.3. Metabolite Analysis. Glucose and p-hydroxybutyrate
were measured in blood using the One Touch Ultra 2 glu-
cometer and blood glucose testing strips (Lifescan, Inc., Mil-
pitas, CA) and the Precision Xtra 3-ketone monitor and f3-
ketone test strips (Precision Xtra, Abbott Labs, Abbott Park,
IL), respectively. Serum triglycerides (GPO; Pointe Scientific
Inc, Canton, MI), cholesterol (Pointe Scientific Inc, Canton,
MI), and nonesterified fatty acids (NEFAs) (Wako NEFA-
HR; Wako Chemicals, Richmond, VA) were measured in
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duplicate using enzymatic colorimetric assays. Insulin levels
were determined by ultrasensitive mouse-specific enzyme-
linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) (Crystal Chem, Down-
ers Grove, IL), while the immunoenzymometric rat/mouse
insulin-like growth factor-1 (IGF-1) ELISA kit (Immunodi-
agnostic Systems Inc., Fountain Hills, AZ) was used for
determination of circulating IGF-1.

4.4. Real Time RT-PCR. Total hepatic RNA was extracted
using the phenol-chloroform method [54]. cDNA was
obtained using the iScript cDNA Synthesis Kit (Bio-Rad
Laboratories, Hercules, CA), and the relative expression
of the genes was analyzed by reverse transcriptase PCR
(RT-PCR) as described previously [22]. Primer sequences
are available upon request. Various genes with constitutive
expression including B2-microglobulin, GAPDH, f-actin,
and cyclophilin A were evaluated for use as internal control,
and cyclophilin A was validated and used as a housekeeping
gene for normalization of RNA expression in these animals.
The relative expression levels were calculated according to
the formula 2478/2¢P (A = threshold cycle (C,) number
of the gene of interest in the first control sample, B = C,
number of the gene of interest in each sample, C = C, number
of the housekeeping gene in the first control sample, and
D = C, number of the housekeeping gene in each sample), as
described previously [22]. The relative expression of the first
normal sample was expressed as 1, and the relative expression
of all other samples was calculated using this equation. The
results from the normal group were averaged, and all the
results were then divided by this average to get the fold change
of expression of this gene compared with the appropriate
control group (littermate control mice on PBS treatment (N-
PBS)).

4.5. Statistical Analysis. Data were analyzed and assessed
using SPSS software (SPSS Statistics 17.0, SPSS Institute
Inc., Chicago, IL). Descriptive statistics of all variables were
determined, including the mean and standard deviation (SD)
or standard error of the mean (SEM) of each group. Data
were analyzed by either Student’s t-tests or one-way ANOVA's
followed by Student Newman-Keuls post hoc test for pairwise
comparisons, as appropriate. Data were considered signifi-
cantly different when P < 0.05.

Ethical Approval

Animal Protocol #178-02-001, under which this study was
conducted, was approved by the Laboratory Animal Care
and Use Committee of Southern Illinois University School of
Medicine.

Conflict of Interests

The authors declare that they have no conflict of interests
related to this paper.

Authors’ Contribution

Oge Arum, Michal M. Masternak, Andrzej Bartke, and
Romesh K. Khardori acquired funding for this study; Ravneet

K. Boparai, Romesh K. Khardori, and Andrzej Bartke con-
ceived and designed this study; Ravneet K. Boparai, Oge
Arum, and Johanna G. Miquet methodologically executed
this study; Ravneet K. Boparai statistically analyzed the data
from this study; and Ravneet K. Boparai, Oge Arum, and
Romesh K. Khardori prepared the paper for this study.
Andrzej Bartke and Romesh K. Khardori (senior authors)
and Oge Arum and Ravneet K. Boparai (junior authors)
contributed equally to this study. Oge Arum and Ravneet K.
Boparai are regarded as colead authors.

Acknowledgments

These studies were supported by NIH Grants (3R01AG019899
and PO1AGO031736 to Andrzej Bartke, AG032290 to Michal
M. Masternak, and 3R01AG019899-07S1 to Oge Arum)
and financial support to Ravneet K. Boparai and Romesh
K. Khardori from the Division of Endocrinology and
Metabolism, Department of Internal Medicine, SIU, Spring-
field, IL, USA. The funders had no role in study design, data
collection and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of
the paper.

References

[1] S. Wild, G. Roglic, A. Green, R. Sicree, and H. King, “Global
prevalence of diabetes: estimates for the year 2000 and projec-
tions for 2030,” Diabetes Care, vol. 27, no. 5, pp. 1047-1053, 2004.

[2] A. Kharitonenkov, V. J. Wroblewski, A. Koester et al., “The
metabolic state of diabetic monkeys is regulated by fibroblast
growth factor-21," Endocrinology, vol. 148, no. 2, pp. 774-78],
2007.

[3] W. Wente, A. M. Efanov, M. Brenner et al., “Fibroblast growth
factor-21 improves pancreatic [3-cell function and survival by
activation of extracellular signal-regulated kinase 1/2 and Akt
signaling pathways,” Diabetes, vol. 55, no. 9, pp. 2470-2478,
2006.

[4] J. Xu, D. J. Lloyd, C. Hale et al., “Fibroblast growth factor
21 reverses hepatic steatosis, increases energy expenditure,
and improves insulin sensitivity in diet-induced obese mice;
Diabetes, vol. 58, no. 1, pp. 250-259, 2009.

[5] E. S. Muise, B. Azzolina, D. W. Kuo et al., “Adipose fibroblast
growth factor 21 is up-regulated by peroxisome proliferator-
activated receptor y and altered metabolic states,” Molecular
Pharmacology, vol. 74, no. 2, pp. 403-412, 2008.

[6] T. Nishimura, Y. Nakatake, M. Konishi, and N. Itoh, “Iden-
tification of a novel FGF, FGF-21, preferentially expressed in
the liver;” Biochimica et Biophysica Acta: Gene Structure and
Expression, vol. 1492, no. 1, pp. 203-206, 2000.

[7] S. Ito, S. Kinoshita, N. Shiraishi et al., “Molecular cloning and
expression analyses of mouse Bklotho, which encodes a novel
Klotho family protein,” Mechanisms of Development, vol. 98, no.
1-2, pp. 115-119, 2000.

[8] L Dostéalovd, D. Haluzikovd, and M. Haluzik, “Fibroblast growth
gactor 21: a novel metabolic regulator with potential therapeutic
properties in obesity/type 2 diabetes mellitus,” Physiological
Research, vol. 58, no. 1, pp. 1-7, 2009.

[9] A. Kharitonenkov, J. D. Dunbar, H. A. Bina et al., “FGE-21/
FGF-21 receptor interaction and activation is determined by



10

(10]

(11

(16]

(17]

(19

(20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

BKlotho,” Journal of Cellular Physiology, vol. 215, no. 1, pp. 1-7,
2008.

J. S. Moyers, T. L. Shiyanova, F. Mehrbod et al., “Molecular
determinants of FGF-21 activity-synergy and cross-talk with
PPARy signaling,” Journal of Cellular Physiology, vol. 210, no.
L, pp. 1-6, 2007.

T. Inagaki, V. Y. Lin, R. Goetz, M. Mohammadi, D. J. Mangels-
dorf, and S. A. Kliewer, “Inhibition of growth hormone signal-
ing by the fasting-induced hormone FGF21,” Cell Metabolism,
vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 77-83, 2008.

M. B. Davidson, “Effect of growth hormone on carbohydrate
and lipid metabolism,” Endocrine Reviews, vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 115-
131, 1987.

E P. Dominici, D. Cifone, A. Bartke, and D. Turyn, “Loss of
sensitivity to insulin at early events of the insulin signaling
pathway in the liver of growth hormone-transgenic mice,
Journal of Endocrinology, vol. 161, no. 3, pp. 383-392, 1999.

C. J. Quaife, L. S. Mathews, C. A. Pinkert, R. E. Hammer,
R. L. Brinster, and R. D. Palmiter, “Histopathology associated
with elevated levels of growth hormone and insulin-like growth
factor I in transgenic mice,” Endocrinology, vol. 124, no. 1, pp.
40-48, 1989.

I. Hansen, E. Tsalikian, B. Beaufrere, J. Gerich, M. Haymond,
and R. Rizza, “Insulin resistance in acromegaly: defects in both
hepatic and extrahepatic insulin action,” American Journal of
Physiology: Endocrinology and Metabolism, vol. 250, no. 3, part
1, pp. E269-E273, 1986.

A. Valera, J. E. Rodriguez-Gil, J. S. Yun, M. M. Mcgrane, R. W.
Hanson, and E. Bosch, “Glucose metabolism in transgenic mice
containing a chimeric P-enolpyruvate carboxykinase/bovine
growth hormone gene,” FASEB Journal, vol. 7, no. 9, pp. 791-800,
1993.

R. K. Boparai, O. Arum, R. Khardori, and A. Bartke, “Glu-
cose homeostasis and insulin sensitivity in growth hormone-
transgenic mice: a cross-sectional analysis,” Biological Chem-
istry, vol. 391, no. 10, pp. 1149-1155, 2010.

J. G. Miquet, A. L. Sotelo, A. Bartke, and D. Turyn, “Suppres-
sion of growth hormone (GH) Janus tyrosine kinase 2/signal
transducer and activator of transcription 5 signaling pathway
in transgenic mice overexpressing bovine GH,” Endocrinology,
vol. 145, no. 6, pp. 2824-2832, 2004.

T. Coskun, H. A. Bina, M. A. Schneider et al., “Fibroblast growth

factor 21 corrects obesity in mice,” Endocrinology, vol. 149, no.
12, pp. 6018-6027, 2008.

E M. Fisher, P. C. Chui, P. J. Antonellis et al., “Obesity is a
fibroblast growth factor 21 (FGF21)-resistant state,” Diabetes,
vol. 59, no. 11, pp- 2781-2789, 2010.

A. Kharitonenkov, T. L. Shiyanova, A. Koester et al., “FGF-21
as a novel metabolic regulator,” Journal of Clinical Investigation,
vol. 115, no. 6, pp. 1627-1635, 2005.

Z. Wang, M. M. Masternak, K. A. Al-Regaiey, and A.
Bartke, “Adipocytokines and the regulation of lipid metabolism
in growth hormone transgenic and calorie-restricted mice;
Endocrinology, vol. 148, no. 6, pp. 2845-2853, 2007.

M. W. Schwartz, S. C. Woods, D. Porte Jr., R. J. Seeley, and D. G.
Baskin, “Central nervous system control of food intake,” Nature,
vol. 404, no. 6778, pp. 661-671, 2000.

Y. Kobayashi, Y. Furukawa-Hibi, C. Chen et al, “SIRT1 is
critical regulator of FOXO-mediated transcription in response

™
)

[27]

[29

(30]

[31

(33]

[34]

(36]

[37]

(38]

International Journal of Endocrinology

to oxidative stress,” International Journal of Molecular Medicine,
vol. 16, no. 2, pp. 237-243, 2005.

T. T. Tran, N. Gupta, T. Goh et al., “Direct measure of insulin
sensitivity with the hyperinsulinemic-euglycemic clamp and
surrogate measures of insulin sensitivity with the oral glucose
tolerance test: correlations with aberrant crypt foci promotion
in rats,” Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers & Prevention, vol. 12,
no. 1, pp. 47-56, 2003.

M. J. Potthoff, T. Inagaki, S. Satapati et al., “FGF21 induces PGC-
l and regulates carbohydrate and fatty acid metabolism during
the adaptive starvation response;” Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, vol. 106, no.
26, pp. 10853-10858, 2009.

M. K. Badman, P. Pissios, A. R. Kennedy, G. Koukos, J. S. Flier,
and E. Maratos-Flier, “Hepatic fibroblast growth factor 21 is
regulated by PPAR« and is a key mediator of hepatic lipid
metabolism in ketotic states,” Cell Metabolism, vol. 5, no. 6, pp.
426-437, 2007.

J. G. Miquet, L. Gonzélez, M. N. Matos et al., “Transgenic
mice overexpressing GH exhibit hepatic upregulation of GH-
signaling mediators involved in cell proliferation,” Journal of
Endocrinology, vol. 198, no. 2, pp. 317-330, 2008.

Y. Hotta, H. Nakamura, M. Konishi et al., “Fibroblast growth
factor 21 regulates lipolysis in white adipose tissue but is not
required for ketogenesis and triglyceride clearance in liver,
Endocrinology, vol. 150, no. 10, pp. 4625-4633, 2009.

J. D. McGarry and N. E Brown, “The mitochondrial carnitine
palmitoyltransferase system. From concept to molecular analy-
sis,” European Journal of Biochemistry, vol. 244, no. 1, pp. 1-14,
1997.

B. Viollet, E Andreelli, S. B. Jorgensen et al., “Physiological
role of AMP-activated protein kinase (AMPK): insights from
knockout mouse models,” Biochemical Society Transactions, vol.
31, no. 1, pp. 216-219, 2003.

W. W. Winder and D. G. Hardie, “Inactivation of acetyl-CoA
carboxylase and activation of AMP-activated protein kinase
in muscle during exercise;” American Journal of Physiology—
Endocrinology and Metabolism, vol. 270, no. 2, pp. E299-E304,
1996.

E M. Fisher, P. C. Chui, P. ]. Antonellis et al., “Obesity is a
fibroblast growth factor 21 (FGF21)-resistant state,” Diabetes,
vol. 59, no. 11, pp. 2781-2789, 2010.

D. E. Berryman, E. O. List, K. T. Coschigano, K. Behar, J. K.
Kim, and J. J. Kopchick, “Comparing adiposity profiles in three
mouse models with altered GH signaling,” Growth Hormone &
IGF Research, vol. 14, no. 4, pp. 309-318, 2004.

J. L. Evans, I. D. Goldfine, B. A. Maddux, and G. M. Grodsky,
“Are oxidative stress—activated signaling pathways mediators
of insulin resistance and -cell dysfunction?” Diabetes, vol. 52,
no. 1, pp. 1-8, 2003.

R. A. Simmons, “Developmental origins of diabetes: the role of
oxidative stress,” Free Radical Biology and Medicine, vol. 40, no.
6, pp. 917-922, 2006.

A. B. Salmon, A. Richardson, and V. I. Pérez, “Update on the
oxidative stress theory of aging: does oxidative stress play a role
in aging or healthy aging?” Free Radical Biology & Medicine, vol.
48, no. 5, pp. 642-655, 2010.

M. D. L. Chau, J. Gao, Q. Yang, Z. Wu, and J. Gromada,
“Fibroblast growth factor 21 regulates energy metabolism by



International Journal of Endocrinology

(39]

activating the AMPK-SIRT1-PGC-1a pathway,” Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America,
vol. 107, no. 28, pp. 12553-12558, 2010.

Z. Wu, P. Puigserver, U. Andersson et al., “Mechanisms con-
trolling mitochondrial biogenesis and respiration through the
thermogenic coactivator PGC-1,” Cell, vol. 98, no. 1, pp. 115-124,
1999.

Z. B. Andrews and T. L. Horvath, “Uncoupling protein-2
regulates lifespan in mice,” American Journal of Physiology:
Endocrinology and Metabolism, vol. 296, no. 4, pp. E621-E627,
20009.

C. Pecqueur, T. Bui, C. Gelly et al,, “Uncoupling protein-2
controls proliferation by promoting fatty acid oxidation and
limiting glycolysis-derived pyruvate utilization,” The FASEB
Journal, vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 9-18, 2008.

A. Brunet, L. B. Sweeney, J. E. Sturgill et al., “Stress-dependent
regulation of FOXO transcription factors by the SIRTI deacety-
lase,” Science, vol. 303, no. 5666, pp. 2011-2015, 2004.

G.J. P. L. Kops, T. B. Dansen, P. E. Polderman et al., “Forkhead
transcription factor FOXO3a protects quiescent cells from
oxidative stress,” Nature, vol. 419, no. 6904, pp. 316-321, 2002.

J. W. Eriksson, “Metabolic stress in insulin’s target cells leads to
ROS accumulation—a hypothetical common pathway causing
insulin resistance,” FEBS Letters, vol. 581, no. 19, pp. 3734-3742,
2007.

S. Kawahito, H. Kitahata, and S. Oshita, “Problems associated
with glucose toxicity: role of hyperglycemia-induced oxidative
stress,” World Journal of Gastroenterology, vol. 15, no. 33, pp.
4137-4142, 2009.

R. Gredilla and G. Barja, “The role of oxidative stress in relation
to caloric restriction and longevity;” Endocrinology, vol. 146, no.
9, pp. 3713-3717, 2005.

Y. Zhang, Y. Xie, E. D. Berglund et al., “The starvation hormone,
fibroblast growth factor-21, extends lifespan in mice,” eLife, vol.
2012, no. 1, Article ID e00065, 2012.

C. Kenyon, “Longevity: could a hormone point the way to life
extension?” Elife, vol. 1, Article ID 00286, 2012.

Y. Li, K. Wong, A. Giles et al., “Hepatic SIRT1 attenuates hepatic
steatosis and controls energy balance in mice by inducing
fibroblast growth factor 21,” Gastroenterology, vol. 146, no. 2, pp.
539.e7-549.e7, 2014.

E M. Fisher, ]. L. Estall, A. C. Adams et al., “Integrated regulation
of hepatic metabolism by fibroblast growth factor 21 (FGF21) in
vivo,” Endocrinology, vol. 152, no. 8, pp. 2996-3004, 2011.

Y. Zhou, B. C. Xu, H. G. Maheshwari et al., “A mammalian
model for Laron syndrome produced by targeted disruption of
the mouse growth hormone receptor/binding protein gene (the
Laron mouse),” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences
of the United States of America, vol. 94, no. 24, pp. 13215-13220,

1997.

M. M. McGrane, J. de Vente, J. Yun et al., “Tissue-specific
expression and dietary regulation of a chimeric phospho-
enolpyruvate carboxykinase/bovine growth hormone gene in
transgenic mice,” Journal of Biological Chemistry, vol. 263, no.
23, pp. 1144311451, 1988.

C. Hale, M. M. Chen, S. Stanislaus et al., “Lack of overt
FGF21 resistance in two mouse models of obesity and insulin
resistance;” Endocrinology, vol. 153, no. 1, pp. 69-80, 2012.

1

[54] P. Chomczynski and N. Sacchi, “Single-step method of RNA

isolation by acid guanidinium thiocyanate-phenol-chloroform
extraction,” Analytical Biochemistry, vol. 162, no. 1, pp. 156-159,
1987.



