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Objectives: Mucoepidermoid carcinoma (MEC) accounts for 35% of all malignant 
salivary gland tumors. Previous investigations have shown that vasculogenic 
mimicry  (VM) exists in many cancers which can be used as a prognostic factor 
of poor prognosis. Elevated expression level of vascular endothelial (VE)‑cadherin 
has been implicated in cancer neovascularization, growth, and progression. The 
current study aimed to study the presence of VE‑cadherin in VM channels and 
tumor cells in different grades of MEC.
Materials and Methods: A  total of 63 MEC samples  (21 samples in each grade) 
were collected from the archive of pathology department of Besat Educational 
Hospital, Hamadan, Iran, from 2002 to 2016. Hematoxylin and eosin staining was 
performed to confirm the previous diagnosis. The specimens were then processed 
for immunohistochemistry analysis. Then, periodic acid–Schiff staining was 
performed. Analyses were conducted through SPSS software version  22.0  (SPSS, 
Inc., Chicago, IL, USA). Chi‑square test was used to examine the differences 
between categorical variables. Significance level was set at 0.05. Pearson’s 
correlation was used to assess the co‑localization of the marker.
Results: A total of 63 samples (35 men; 55.6%, and 28 women; 44.4%) were used 
for immunohistochemical study. There were statistically significant differences 
between tumor grade and the expression levels of VE‑cadherin  (P  =  0.000), 
between tumor grade and VM formation  (P  =  0.000), and also between tumor 
grade and microvessel density  (MVD)  (P  =  0.000). Additionally, there was a 
strong positive correlation between tumor grade and VE‑cadherin expression 
level (Pearson’s r = 0.875, P < 0.000).
Conclusions: Our results may disclose a definite relationship between VE‑cadherin 
expression level, VM, epithelial–mesenchymal transition, cancer stem cells, and 
MVD in MEC samples. Thus, it is reasonable to suggest that VE‑cadherin is 
related to angiogenesis and VM formation in MECs.
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and high grade according to the relative number of 
epidermoid, mucous, and intermediate cell types, growth 
pattern, type of invasion, and cytological atypia.[2,4‑6]

In 1971, Folkman first proposed a theory regarding 
tumor angiogenesis. According to his hypothesis, a 

Original Article

Introduction

Malignant salivary gland tumors make up  <5% of 
all head and neck malignancies. Mucoepidermoid 

carcinoma  (MEC) accounts for 35% of all malignant 
salivary gland tumors.[1,2] The origin of MEC is not 
clear. Some investigators suggested the myoepithelial 
cells, excretory or the intercalated duct cells, or 
intermediate cells as the origin of MEC.[3] Regarding the 
histopathology, MECs are classified as low, intermediate, 
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tumor produces its own new vasculature from the 
existing blood vessels. Although several studies have 
indicated that tumor blood vessels develop from 
endothelial cells, a growing body of evidence has 
proved that some cancer blood vessels are not lined 
by endothelial cells.[7] Maniotis et  al. found that the 
aggressive melanoma cells form vascular‑like channels 
which function as tumor blood vessels to supply 
nutrition. This phenomenon was called “vasculogenic 
mimicry” (VM).[8] VM formation enhances tumor growth 
and cancer metastasis.[7] Previous investigations have 
shown that VM exists in many cancers such as oral 
squamous cell carcinoma  (OSCC) which can be used as 
a prognostic factor of poor prognosis.[9] VM is positive 
for the periodic acid–Schiff  (PAS) reaction.[7] Vascular 
endothelial‑cadherin (VE‑cadherin) is an adhesive protein 
which belongs to the cadherin family of transmembrane 
proteins and promotes cell‑to‑cell interaction. Recently, 
VE‑cadherin has been shown to be expressed by both 
endothelial cells and highly aggressive melanoma 
cells.[10] VE‑cadherin is an important gene for both 
VM and endothelial‑lined vessels. Elevated expression 
level of VE‑cadherin has been implicated in the cancer 
neovascularization, growth, and progression.[11] Indeed, 
the cancer cells lining the VM vessels secrete matrix 
metalloproteinases and express VE‑cadherin and laminin 
to promote the formation of VM.[12] The ability of cancer 
cells to find alternative growth signaling pathways also 
needs to be considered. Therefore, the inhibition of 
angiogenesis has become a new strategy for anticancer 
therapy. Recently, anti‑tumor angiogenic therapies have 
been challenged. Thus, new drugs are needed. A previous 
study on esophageal cancer found that VM formation can 
be inhibited by targeting VE‑cadherin.[13]

The role of VE‑cadherin is not clear in VM formation 
and cancer development in MEC. The current study 
aimed to study the presence of VE‑cadherin in VM 
channels and tumor cells in different grades of MEC.

Materials and Methods
PASS software (Power Analysis and Sample Size) 
software (version 11.0.7; PASS, NCSS, LLC)  was 
used to calculate the sample size using the following 
information:

DF = 4, effect size = 0.5, power (1− β) = 0.9, and alpha 
(significance level) = 0.05.

A total of 63  MEC samples (21 samples in each grade) were 
collected from the archive of Pathology Department of Besat 
Educational Hospital, Hamadan, Iran, from 2002 to 2016.

Institutional Review Board approval number Res. Proj. 
9409034804.

There were 30  cases from the parotid gland, 20  cases 
from submandibular gland, and 13  cases from minor 
salivary glands. Adjacent normal salivary gland 
tissue  (from parotid, submandibular, and minor salivary 
glands) served as the control group. Hematoxylin and 
eosin staining was performed to confirm the previous 
diagnosis. MECs were classified as low, intermediate, 
and high grade on the basis of presence of cystic spaces, 
proportion of mucous cells, growth pattern, type of 
invasion, and cytological atypia.[4]

Double immunohistochemistry/periodic acid–Schiff 
staining

The specimens were then processed for 
immunohistochemistry  (IHC) analysis. Polyclonal 
anti‑rabbit VE‑cadherin antibody  (1:170; Abcam; 33168) 
was used for IHC assay. Then, the sections were stained 
with PAS. Briefly, tissue sections were cut by 4‑mm 
thickness. All sections were deparaffinized and dehydrated 
with graded alcohol. The antigen retrieval was done in 
EDTA/   Tris‑buffered saline  (TBS) (pH  =  9). With Leica 
detection kit, endogenous peroxidase activity was blocked. 
After three washes in TBS, the samples were incubated 
with primary antibodies for 1  h. Negative controls were 
prepared by omitting the primary antibody. The positive 
control staining was human umbilical vein endothelial 
cell according to the manufacturer’s instructions. After 
TBS washing, the slides were developed in the freshly 
prepared diaminobenzidine solution for 5 min. Then, PAS 
staining was performed, followed by counterstaining with 
hematoxylin, dehydration, and mounting.

Detection and scoring

VE‑cadherin expression was detected in the membrane 
of the tumor cells. The abundance of positive cells was 
graded as follows: 1  (weak) for  <20% positive cells, 
2  (moderate) for 20%–50% positive cells, and 3  (strong) 
for  >50% positive cells.[14] VM was identified by the 
detection of PAS‑positive loops surrounded by tumor 
cells  (not endothelial cells), with or without red blood 
cells in it. Microvessel density  (MVD) was determined 
by the light microscopy examination of stained sections 
at the “hot spot.” Fields of the greatest neovascularization 
were identified by the light microscope at low 
power  (×100). The average vessel count of the five 
fields  (×400) was regarded as the MVD. MVD was 
classified as either high (≥15.0) or low (<15.0); 15.0 was 
considered as the median value.

Statistical analysis

Analyses were conducted through SPSS software 
version 22.0 (SPSS, Inc., Chicago, IL, USA). Chi‑square 
test was used to examine the differences between 
categorical variables. The significance level was set 
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at 0.05. Pearson’s correlation was used to assess the 
co‑localization of the marker.

Results
A total of 63  samples  (35 men; 55.6%, and 28 women; 
44.4%) were used for immunohistochemical study. 
Age ranged from 20 to 70  years, with a mean age of 
50.3 years. There were statistically significant differences 
between tumor grade and the expression levels of 
VE‑cadherin  (P = 0.000), between tumor grade and VM 
formation  (P  =  0.000), and also between tumor grade 
and MVD count  (P  =  0.000). Additionally, there was 
a strong positive correlation between the tumor grade 
and VE‑cadherin expression level  (Pearson’s r  =  0.875, 
P < 0.000).

The details are summarized in Table 1.

Discussion
In this study, the expression level of VE‑cadherin was 
examined in the normal salivary gland tissue and in 
different histological grades of MEC. The present study 

demonstrated that the high‑grade tumors  [Figure  1] 
showed higher VE‑cadherin expression level compared 
to low‑grade  [Figure  2] and intermediate‑grade 
samples  [Figure  3]. This result is consistent with that 
of a previous report.[15] Our study showed the strong 
VE‑cadherin positivity in 31  cases  (41.9%); 10  cases of 
intermediate‑grade tumors and all cases of high‑grade 
tumors. A previous study on aggressive melanoma showed 
the high expression of VE‑cadherin by tumor cells. The 
authors proposed that VE‑cadherin expression by tumor 
cells results in their abilities to mimic endothelial cells 
and form vasculogenic‑like networks.[10] Thus, it can 
be proposed that VE‑cadherin expression is correlated 
to the formation of VM channels in highly aggressive 
tumors and tumor plasticity allows VM to occur.[10] It 
has been suggested that cancer cells migrate through 
the endothelium. Four methods have been proposed for 
migration. First, cancer cells migrate via the endothelial 
cell body. Second, cancer cells induce endothelial cell 
apoptosis. Third, cancer cells migrate through endothelial 

Table 1: The relationships between vascular endothelial‑cadherin expression and histopathological variables in 
mucoepidermoid carcinoma of different grades

Variable Low grade (%) Intermediate grade (%) High grade (%) P
VE‑cadherin expression level

Weak 17 (81) 0 0 0.000*
Moderate 4 (19) 11 (52.4 ) 0
Strong 0 10 (47.6) 21 (100)

VM formation
Positive 0 9 (42.9) 14 (66.7) 0.000*
Negative 21 (100) 12 (57.1) 7 (33.3)

MVD
>15 16 (76.2) 0 0 0.000*
≤15 5 (23.8) 21 (100) 21 (100)

VE=Vascular endothelial, VM=Vasculogenic mimicry, MVD=Microvessel density

Figure  1: Histologic section of high-grade tumor. Notice moderate 
positive staining in tumor cells (×400)

Figure 2: Formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded tissue section from low-
grade mucoepidermoid carcinoma stained for vascular endothelial-
cadherin by immunohistochemistry. Yellow arrow indicates weak cell 
membrane staining of tumor cells around the cystic space (×400)
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cell–cell junction without permanently destroying 
endothelial cell layer. Finally, the very recent hypothesis, 
which suggests that cancer cells push the endothelial cells 
to deeper extracellular matrix to migrate. Apparently, 
cancer cell migration is a complex process which 
requires more studies.[16] VE‑cadherin, expressed by 
endothelial cells at cell–cell junction, is one of the key 
adhesion molecules and the integrity of the endothelium 
is dependent on them. These findings indicate that 
cancer cells affect VE‑cadherin at the early stage of 
transmigration, but they may provide an easier route 
for migration. For instance, a previous study on breast 
cancer demonstrated that cancer cells become a part of 
endothelium. This phenomenon is called “incorporation.” 
It starts by creating a small hole in the VE‑cadherin 
molecule between endothelial cells, becoming much 
larger by the time. Then, cancer cells are exposed to 
the fibronectin‑coated matrix. During incorporation, 
VE‑cadherin is not expressed by endothelial cells along 
borders with cancer cells, but the neighboring endothelial 
cells continue to express VE‑cadherin. It means that 
the endothelium may detach and/or displace by cancer 
cells during incorporation.[16] Elevated expression of 
VE‑cadherin in cancers such as melanoma and breast 
cancer is associated with a poor prognosis.[17] In the 
present study, strong expression level of VE‑cadherin was 
also indicated in high‑  and intermediate‑grade samples. 
In a published work, Fry et  al. found an increased 
expression level of VE‑cadherin in serum samples of 
breast cancer. The authors suggested VE‑cadherin as a 
metastatic biomarker in breast cancer.[18] The expression 
of VE‑cadherin and Ephrin type‑A receptor 2 by 
aggressive melanoma cells may serve as a vasculogenic 
switch.[19] In triple‑negative breast cancer, CD133+ cancer 
stem cells  (CSCs) expressed a higher level of 
VE‑cadherin compared with CD133− cells.[20] It has been 
suggested that CD133+ CSCs might gain endothelial cell 
phenotype and express VE‑cadherin to promote VM 
formation.[21] Besides, another publication has shown 
an elevated expression of VE‑cadherin in lung cancer 
cells related to increased angiogenesis and metastasis.[22] 
We also found that the cancer cells at the invasive front 
were positive for VE‑cadherin  [Figure  4]. In addition, 
VE‑cadherin positivity was found in the detached cells, 
especially around the vessels  [Figure  5]. Accumulated 
evidence has indicated that the epithelial–mesenchymal 
transition  (EMT) is closely correlated with CSCs, and 
tumor cells which have the ability of undergoing EMT 
also have the characteristics of CSCs. A  growing body 
of evidence found the presence of CSCs predominantly 
at the tumor–host interface which had acquired EMT 
phenotype as well as stemness. Furthermore, other 
reports have demonstrated that EMT is sufficient to 

Figure  4: Immunohistochemical analysis indicating significantly 
increased expression level of vascular endothelial-cadherin at invasive 
front. Black arrow indicates the tumor–stromal interface (×400)

Figure 5: High-power photomicrograph from high-grade mucoepidermoid 
carcinoma. Note the cell membrane positivity in detached tumor cells, 
especially around the vessels

Figure 3: Paraffin section of intermediate-grade tumor. The high-power 
magnification view shows strong cell membrane staining of tumor cells
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provoke a cell population with stem cell characteristics.[23] 
CSCs can be found in specialized areas known as the 
“niche.” In some tissues such as brain, CSCs aggregate 
in the perivascular areas which are called “perivascular 
niche.”[24] The present study may indicate cancer cells 
which gained the characteristics of EMT and CSCs can 
express VE‑cadherin. Besides, our study may confirm the 
invasive front and perivascular areas as the “niche” in 
MECs.

Angiogenesis is a hallmark of cancer, and VM is another 
way to supply oxygen and nutrition to the cancer cells. 
VM vessels are lined by tumor cells and do not require 
endothelial cells.[25] Previous studies have shown that VM 
has a crucial role in the tumor progression and metastasis. 
For instance, aggressive melanoma contains a lot of 
tumor cell‑lined vasculatures.[26] In our series, VM was 
present in 9/21  (42.9%) of intermediate‑grade samples 
and 14/21  (66.7%) of high‑grade samples  (altogether 

23/63; 36.5%), which were significantly associated 
with tumor grade  [Figures  6 and 7]. Additionally, 
all cancer cells lined by VM channels expressed 
VE‑cadherin  [Figures  8 and 9]. VM has been shown 
to present in 21/84  (25%) of gastrointestinal stromal 
tumors, which were significantly associated with tumor 
grade and liver metastasis.[27] In another study on OSCC, 
tumor cell‑lined vessels were found in 18/33  (54.5%) of 
cases.[9] In addition, VM formation was found in 40% 
of adenoid cystic carcinoma  (ACC) samples, mainly in 
solid pattern.[21] More VM formation in the solid type 
may express the worst prognosis of the solid subtype of 
ACC. In a study on 99 cases of hepatocellular carcinoma, 
VM formation was observed in 12  cases  (12%). In 
this study, a positive correlation was indicated between 
VM rate and histopathology grade.[28] Hypoxia has 
an important role in VM. Cancer cells that form VM 
channels can express VE‑cadherin which is an important 

Figure 6: Close section of intermediate-grade tumor showing vascular 
channel lined by tumor cells (yellow arrow) (H and E)

Figure 8: High-power photomicrograph of intermediate-grade sample 
demonstrating vascular channels lined by vascular endothelial-cadherin-
positive tumor cells (yellow arrows)

Figure 7: High-power section of high-grade tumor demonstrating vascular 
channels. Yellow arrows indicate tumor cells (H and E)

Figure 9: High-power histopathologic presentation of high-grade tumor 
showing multiple vascular channels lined (yellow arrow) by vascular 
endothelial-cadherin-positive tumor cells
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marker for VM. VE‑cadherin expression is regulated by 
hypoxia‑inducible factors under hypoxic conditions.[15] 
Bcl‑2 also plays a critical role in angiogenesis in hypoxic 
conditions. VE‑cadherin expression is regulated by 
Bcl‑2. In cancers such as melanoma, the overexpression 
of Bcl‑2 results in elevated VE‑cadherin expression 
and VM formation.[29] Importantly, a published work 
found that CD133+  phenotype was positively associated 
with VM in ACC specimens. These data indicated that 
CD133+  CSCs might promote migration and invasion 
via VM process.[21] In triple‑negative breast cancer, 
the expression of VE‑cadherin in CD133+  CSCs was 
significantly higher than that in CD133–  cells. The 
authors suggested that CD133+  CSCs might have the 
capacity of acquisition of endothelial cell phenotype and 
VE‑cadherin expression to promote VM formation.[30]

MVD may give useful information about tumor 
behavior. In the present study, MVD count was higher 
in intermediate‑  and high‑grade samples compared to 
that of low‑grade cases. Similar to our study, previous 
studies on prostate cancer found a significant association 
between microvessel count and tumor grade.[31] MVD was 
correlated significantly with the clinical stage, vascular 
invasion, and metastasis in patients with ACC.[32] Previous 
reports found intense angiogenesis at the periphery of 
malignant salivary gland tumors.[33] Besides, a moderate 
vascular endothelial growth factor  (VEGF)‑positive 
staining was found in low‑grade  MECs while intensity 
was increased in high‑grade  MECs. In this study, the 
VEGF expression was mainly observed in epidermoid 
and intermediate cells and was mild/absent in mucous 
cells. This study also found a positive association 
between histologic grade of MEC tumor samples and the 
expression level of caveolin‑1.[34] In our study, the high 
counts of MVD were determined in intermediate‑  and 
high‑grade tumors. In addition, intratumoral MVD was 
high in all tumor grades. These findings explain the role 
of angiogenesis in the tumor progression, invasion, and 
metastasis.

Conclusions
Our results may disclose a definite relationship between 
VE‑cadherin expression level, VM, EMT, CSCs, 
and MVC in MEC samples. Thus, it is reasonable to 
suggest that VE‑cadherin is related to angiogenesis 
and VM formation in MECs. Taken together, it could 
be demonstrated that MECs contain the CSCs since 
they share the same markers in the tumor cells, in the 
stroma, and at the invasive front of the tumor. Detection 
of VE‑cadherin, to some extent, has a significantly 
increased value for determining MEC prognosis. While 
VE‑cadherin plays an important role in the control of 
angiogenesis, it is not the only gene that is involved in 

the control of angiogenesis. Although we have identified 
a link between VE‑cadherin expression and MEC 
aggression, more research is needed to determine whether 
the expression level of VE‑cadherin in MEC could serve 
as prognostic markers or an indicator of response to 
therapy. Besides, our results profoundly indicated that a 
targeting strategy against VM is most urgently needed, 
and VE‑cadherin would be an ideal target for therapy, as 
it would target multiple aspects of tumor biology.

Acknowledgment

The authors would like to acknowledge the funding from 
Hamadan University of Medical Sciences.

Financial support and sponsorship

This study was supported by a grant from Hamadan 
University of Medical Sciences.

Conflicts of interest

There are no conflicts of interest.

References
1.	 Guzzo  M, Locati  LD, Prott  FJ, Gatta  G, McGurk  M, 

Licitra L, et al. Major and minor salivary gland tumors. Crit 
Rev Oncol Hematol 2010;74:134‑48.

2.	 Karimzadeh  M, Irani  S, Moshref  M, Eslami  B. Central 
mucoepidermoid carcinoma in the mandible  – A case report 
and review of the literature. J Dent Sch 2002;20:9‑15.

3.	 Dardick  I, Gliniecki  MR, Heathcote  JG, Burford‑Mason  A. 
Comparative histogenesis and morphogenesis of 
mucoepidermoid carcinoma and pleomorphic adenoma. 
An ultrastructural study. Virchows Arch A Pathol Anat 
Histopathol 1990;417:405‑17.

4.	 Neville BW, Dam D, Allen  CM, Chi  AC. Oral and 
Maxillofacial Pathology. 4th ed. Canada: Elsevier; 2016.

5.	 Irani  S, Bidari‑Zerehpoush  F, Sabti  S. How useful is the 
AgNOR staining method for the diagnosis of salivary gland 
tumors? Avicenna J Dent Res 2016;8:e25275.

6.	 Brandwein  MS, Ivanov  K, Wallace  DI, Hille  JJ, 
Wang  B, Fahmy  A, et  al. Mucoepidermoid carcinoma: 
A clinicopathologic study of 80 patients with special reference 
to histological grading. Am J Surg Pathol 2001;25:835‑45.

7.	 Wang W, Lin P, Han C, Cai W, Zhao X, Sun B, et al. Vasculogenic 
mimicry contributes to lymph node metastasis of laryngeal 
squamous cell carcinoma. J Exp Clin Cancer Res 2010;29:60.

8.	 Maniotis  AJ, Folberg  R, Hess  A, Seftor  EA, Gardner  LM, 
Pe’er J, et  al. Vascular channel formation by human 
melanoma cells in  vivo and in  vitro: Vasculogenic mimicry. 
Am J Pathol 1999;155:739‑52.

9.	 Liu  SY, Chang  LC, Pan  LF, Hung  YJ, Lee  CH, Shieh  YS, 
et al. Clinicopathologic significance of tumor cell‑lined vessel 
and microenvironment in oral squamous cell carcinoma. Oral 
Oncol 2008;44:277‑85.

10.	 Hendrix MJ, Seftor EA, Meltzer PS, Gardner LM, Hess AR, 
Kirschmann DA, et al. Expression and functional significance 
of VE‑cadherin in aggressive human melanoma cells: 
Role in vasculogenic mimicry. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 
2001;98:8018‑23.



Irani and Dehghan: Expression of VE‑cadherin in mucoepidermoid carcinoma

307Journal of International Society of Preventive and Community Dentistry  ¦  Volume 7  ¦  Issue 6  ¦  November-December 2017

11.	 Azzi S, Hebda JK, Gavard J. Vascular permeability and drug 
delivery in cancers. Front Oncol 2013;3:211.

12.	 Qiao  L, Liang  N, Zhang  J, Xie  J, Liu  F, Xu  D, et  al. 
Advanced research on vasculogenic mimicry in cancer. J Cell 
Mol Med 2015;19:315‑26.

13.	 Tang  NN, Zhu  H, Zhang  HJ, Zhang  WF, Jin  HL, Wang  L, 
et al. HIF‑1α induces VE‑cadherin expression and modulates 
vasculogenic mimicry in esophageal carcinoma cells. World J 
Gastroenterol 2014;20:17894‑904.

14.	 Prodromidis  G, Nikitakis  NG, Sklavounou  A. 
Immunohistochemical analysis of the activation status of the 
akt/mTOR/pS6 signaling pathway in oral lichen planus. Int J 
Dent 2013;2013:743456.

15.	 Mao XG, Xue XY, Wang L, Zhang X, Yan M, Tu YY, et al. 
CDH5 is specifically activated in glioblastoma stemlike cells 
and contributes to vasculogenic mimicry induced by hypoxia. 
Neuro Oncol 2013;15:865‑79.

16.	 Hamilla  SM, Stroka  KM, Aranda‑Espinoza  H. 
VE‑cadherin‑independent cancer cell incorporation into the 
vascular endothelium precedes transmigration. PLoS One 
2014;9:e109748.

17.	 Bartolomé RA, Torres S, Isern de Val S, Escudero‑Paniagua B, 
Calviño E, Teixidó J, et al. VE‑cadherin RGD motifs promote 
metastasis and constitute a potential therapeutic target in 
melanoma and breast cancers. Oncotarget 2017;8:215‑27.

18.	 Fry  SA, Sinclair  J, Timms  JF, Leathem  AJ, Dwek  MV. 
A  targeted glycoproteomic approach identifies cadherin‑5 as 
a novel biomarker of metastatic breast cancer. Cancer Lett 
2013;328:335‑44.

19.	 Hess  AR, Seftor  EA, Gruman  LM, Kinch  MS, Seftor  RE, 
Hendrix  MJ, et  al. VE‑cadherin regulates ephA2 in 
aggressive melanoma cells through a novel signaling 
pathway: Implications for vasculogenic mimicry. Cancer Biol 
Ther 2006;5:228‑33.

20.	 Collina  F, Di Bonito  M, Li Bergolis  V, De Laurentiis  M, 
Vitagliano  C, Cerrone  M, et  al. Prognostic value of cancer 
stem cells markers in triple‑negative breast cancer. Biomed 
Res Int 2015;2015:158682.

21.	 Wang  SS, Gao  XL, Liu  X, Gao  SY, Fan  YL, Jiang  YP, 
et  al. CD133+ cancer stem‑like cells promote migration 
and invasion of salivary adenoid cystic carcinoma by 
inducing vasculogenic mimicry formation. Oncotarget 
2016;7:29051‑62.

22.	 Hung  MS, Chen  IC, Lung  JH, Lin  PY, Li  YC, Tsai  YH, 
et  al. Epidermal growth factor receptor mutation enhances 
expression of cadherin‑5 in lung cancer cells. PLoS One 

2016;11:e0158395.
23.	 Fan YL, Zheng M, Tang YL, Liang XH. A new perspective of 

vasculogenic mimicry: EMT and cancer stem cells (Review). 
Oncol Lett 2013;6:1174‑80.

24.	 Plaks V, Kong N, Werb Z. The cancer stem cell niche: How 
essential is the niche in regulating stemness of tumor cells? 
Cell Stem Cell 2015;16:225‑38.

25.	 Irani S, Salajegheh A, Gopalan V, Smith RA, Lam AK. 
Expression profile of endothelin 1 and its receptor endothelin 
receptor A in papillary thyroid carcinoma and their 
correlations with clinicopathologic characteristics. Annals of 
diagnostic pathology. 2014;18:43-8.

26.	 Irani S, Salajegheh A, Smith RA, Lam AK. A review of the 
profile of endothelin axis in cancer and its management. 
Critical reviews in oncology/hematology. 2014;89:314-21.

27.	 Zhang Y, Sun B, Zhao X, Liu Z, Wang X, Yao X, et al. 
Clinical significances and prognostic value of cancer stem-
like cells markers and vasculogenic mimicry in renal cell 
carcinoma. Journal of surgical oncology. 2013;108:414-9.

28.	 Sun B QS, Zhang S, Sun T, Zhao X, Gao S. Role and 
mechanism of vasculogenic mimicry in gastrointestinal 
stromal tumors. Human pathology. 2008;39:444-51.

29.	 Sun B ZS, Zhang D, Du J, Guo H, Zhao X. Vasculogenic 
mimicry is associated with high tumor grade, invasion and 
metastasis, and short survival in patients with hepatocellular 
carcinoma. Oncology reports. 2006;16:693-8.

30.	 Liu  TJ, Sun  BC, Zhao  XL, Zhao  XM, Sun  T, Gu  Q, et  al. 
CD133+cells with cancer stem cell characteristics associates 
with vasculogenic mimicry in triple‑negative breast cancer. 
Oncogene 2013;32:544‑53.

31.	 Dugonjic AS, Usaj  SK, Eri  Z, Latinovic  LT. Significance of 
microvessel density in prostate cancer core biopsy. Vojnosanit 
Pregl Mil Med Pharm Rev 2015;72:317‑27.

32.	 Zhang  J, Peng  B, Chen  X. Expressions of nuclear factor 
kappaB, inducible nitric oxide synthase, and vascular 
endothelial growth factor in adenoid cystic carcinoma of 
salivary glands: Correlations with the angiogenesis and 
clinical outcome. Clin Cancer Res 2005;11:7334‑43.

33.	 Faur AC, Lazar  E, Cornianu  M. Vascular endothelial growth 
factor  (VEGF) expression and microvascular density in 
salivary gland tumours. APMIS 2014;122:418‑26.

34.	 Shi  L, Chen  XM, Wang  L, Zhang  L, Chen  Z. Expression 
of caveolin‑1 in mucoepidermoid carcinoma of the salivary 
glands: Correlation with vascular endothelial growth 
factor, microvessel density, and clinical outcome. Cancer 
2007;109:1523‑31.


