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Abstract: Epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT) is a pivotal process in development and disease.
In carcinogenesis, various signaling pathways are known to trigger EMT by inducing the expression
of EMT transcription factors (EMT-TFs) like SNAIL1, ultimately promoting invasion, metastasis
and chemoresistance. However, how EMT is executed downstream of EMT-TFs is incompletely
understood. Here, using human colorectal cancer (CRC) and mammary cell line models of EMT,
we demonstrate that SNAIL1 critically relies on bone morphogenetic protein (BMP) signaling for EMT
execution. This activity requires the transcription factor SMAD4 common to BMP/TGFβ pathways,
but is TGFβ signaling-independent. Further, we define a signature of BMP-dependent genes in the
EMT-transcriptome, which orchestrate EMT-induced invasiveness, and are found to be regulated
in human CRC transcriptomes and in developmental EMT processes. Collectively, our findings
substantially augment the knowledge of mechanistic routes whereby EMT can be effectuated, which is
relevant for the conceptual understanding and therapeutic targeting of EMT processes.

Keywords: Epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT); SNAIL1; BMP signaling; SMAD; colorectal
cancer; pancreatic cancer; invasion; metastasis

1. Introduction

Epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT) is a conserved cellular program with fundamental roles
in development, physiology, and various forms of disease. In the cancer field, EMT has been described
to be conducive to tumor cell invasion, stemness and therapy resistance, and is therefore thought to
expedite metastasis, the leading cause of cancer-related death [1]. Although originally it was proposed
that the complete passage through EMT might be universally required for metastasis, several recent
studies challenged such a simplistic view [2,3]. Therefore, a refined model was brought forth in which
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the extent of EMT and its contributions to distinct aspects of cancer progression are variable and
apparently display pronounced cell-type as well as cancer-type specificity [4].

EMT typically entails the gain of motility and invasiveness at the expense of apico-basal polarity
and cell–cell adhesion. Mechanistically, these cellular alterations are manifestations of massive gene
expression changes, which can be triggered by a variety of extracellular signals. A central event
seemingly common to all conditions that elicit EMT, is the upregulation of a group of master regulators,
the so-called EMT-transcription factors (EMT-TFs), most notably comprising SNAIL, ZEB and TWIST
family proteins [5,6]. These master regulators in turn orchestrate the EMT process by initiating the
up- and downregulation of large cohorts of genes specifying mesenchymal and epithelial cell states,
respectively [4,7]. However, while there is ample knowledge about conditions which induce EMT
and EMT-TF expression, there is much less information about the signal transduction pathways and
transcription factors which are engaged by EMT-TFs for the execution of EMT. In part, this may be
owed to the fact that current insights into EMT-regulatory cascades are largely derived from a limited
number of model systems with a preponderance of breast cancer models. Therefore, the full spectrum
of EMT executioner pathways still has to be discovered. In fact, recent studies have hinted that EMT
implementation in different settings involves considerable mechanistic diversity [7,8], highlighting the
need to further investigate how EMT can be brought about.

Bone morphogenetic protein (BMP) signaling is a conserved branch of the transforming growth
factor beta (TGFβ) superfamily of signaling pathways. BMP signaling events have central functions
in development and in adult organs [9]. They are triggered when soluble ligands, the BMPs, bind to
serine-threonine kinase receptors in the plasma membrane. As a result, the receptors multimerize and
stimulate different routes of intracellular signaling. Canonical BMP signaling entails phosphorylation
of the receptor SMADs SMAD1, SMAD5, and SMAD8 (SMAD1/5/8), which subsequently form
gene-regulatory complexes with the universal co-SMAD SMAD4. Alternatively, BMPs can signal
in a non-canonical fashion through a variety of intracellular kinases [10]. In cancer development,
BMP signaling has been described to be both growth-promoting as well as tumor-suppressive [11].
In colorectal cancer (CRC), for example, BMP signaling was traditionally viewed as strictly
tumor-suppressive [12], while more recent studies have also ascribed oncogenic roles to it [13–15].

Among the members of the TGFβ superfamily of growth factors, TGFβ1, TGFβ2, and TGFβ3 are
well-described to function as upstream inducers of EMT by triggering the expression of EMT-TFs [10].
There is also evidence for the cooperation of TGFβ-induced SMAD complexes with EMT-TFs [16–18].
In contrast, BMPs are less renowned as triggers of EMT. Moreover, whether BMPs and BMP-induced
SMAD activity is restricted to EMT induction, or can likewise act in EMT execution is not known.
Here, by using human CRC and mammary epithelial cell line models of inducible EMT, we report
that canonical, SMAD-dependent BMP signaling is necessary for the actuation of EMT downstream of
SNAIL1. We define a BMP-dependent gene expression signature in the SNAIL1-induced transcriptome
that contains several genes known to be critical for EMT execution. Expression of these BMP
signature genes is recapitulated in human CRC transcriptomes, and has prognostic value for CRC
patient survival. Furthermore, we show that BMP signature genes are also regulated during EMT in
embryonic development, arguing for a widespread involvement in EMT processes. These findings
substantially expand our knowledge about the mechanistic routes of EMT implementation and bear
novel implications for the therapeutic targeting of EMT processes.

2. Results

2.1. SNAIL1 Activates BMP Target Genes during EMT in Colorectal Cancer Cells

Previously, we established an inducible EMT model system based on the LS174T colorectal
adenocarcinoma cell line [19]. Upon addition of doxycycline (Dox), the LS174T cell derivatives
overexpress murine HA-tagged Snail1 (Snail1-HA) and undergo a rapid, full-blown EMT (Figure 1a).
The morphological changes are accompanied by the downregulation of epithelial markers
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E-CADHERIN (CDH1) and CLAUDIN-3 (CLDN3), and upregulation of mesenchymal markers
FIBRONECTIN (FN1) and OB-CADHERIN (CDH11) [20] (Figure 1b,c). In order to identify pathways
and factors operating in EMT execution, we analyzed time-resolved transcriptome data derived from this
model [21]. Gene set enrichment analysis (GSEA) based on Consensus and GO-term databases revealed
that several gene sets related to TGFβ superfamily signaling, including BMP signaling, are significantly
enriched in the Snail1-HA-inducible transcriptome (Figure 1d). Furthermore, TF-signature analysis
indicated that the BMP pathway-specific SMAD1 and SMAD5 proteins might act upon genes which
are upregulated in the presence of Snail1-HA (Figure 1e). Additionally, there was an enrichment
for TF-signatures of the BMP target gene and osteoblastogenesis master regulator RUNX2 and its
interaction partner ATF-4 [22]. Upregulation of exemplary BMP target genes in the presence of
Snail1-HA was confirmed by qRT-PCR (Figure 1f). These comprise the well-described canonical
BMP target gene ID1 [23] as well as several transcription factors that are regulated by BMP signaling
in osteoblastic differentiation and skeletal morphogenesis (DLX3/5, MSX2, RUNX1/2, SP7) [24–26].
Collectively, these results point towards an involvement of BMP signaling in the implementation of
Snail1-HA-induced EMT.
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Figure 1. SNAIL1 induces bone morphogenetic protein (BMP) target genes during epithelial-
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LS174T-ctrl and LS174T-Snail1-HA cells. Cells were left uninduced or were treated with 0.1 µg·mL−1 
Dox for 72 h. Scale bar: 100 µm. (b) qRT-PCR analyses of mRNA expression in LS174T-ctrl and 
LS174T-Snail1-HA cells. Where indicated, cells were treated with 0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox for 72 h. Shown is 
the mean + SEM; n = 3. Rel. expr.: relative expression normalized to that of GAPDH. ns: not significant. 
*: p < 0.05, ***: p < 0.001. (c) Western blot analyses of whole-cell lysates. Names of detected proteins 
are indicated on the right. Cells received 0.1 µg·mL-1 Dox or were left untreated. Positions of molecular 
weight (MW) standards in kDa are given on the left. Detection of ACTIN was used as control for equal 
loading. As not all proteins could be analyzed on the same membrane, only one representative 
loading control is shown for reasons of simplicity. All corresponding loading controls for the images 
depicted can be found in Figure S9. (d) Gene set enrichment analysis (GSEA) of the genes upregulated 

Figure 1. SNAIL1 induces bone morphogenetic protein (BMP) target genes during epithelial-
mesenchymal transition (EMT) in colorectal cancer cells. (a) Representative phase contrast images of
LS174T-ctrl and LS174T-Snail1-HA cells. Cells were left uninduced or were treated with 0.1 µg·mL−1

Dox for 72 h. Scale bar: 100 µm. (b) qRT-PCR analyses of mRNA expression in LS174T-ctrl and
LS174T-Snail1-HA cells. Where indicated, cells were treated with 0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox for 72 h. Shown is
the mean + SEM; n = 3. Rel. expr.: relative expression normalized to that of GAPDH. ns: not significant.
*: p < 0.05, ***: p < 0.001. (c) Western blot analyses of whole-cell lysates. Names of detected proteins are
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indicated on the right. Cells received 0.1 µg·mL-1 Dox or were left untreated. Positions of molecular
weight (MW) standards in kDa are given on the left. Detection of ACTIN was used as control for
equal loading. As not all proteins could be analyzed on the same membrane, only one representative
loading control is shown for reasons of simplicity. All corresponding loading controls for the images
depicted can be found in Figure S9. (d) Gene set enrichment analysis (GSEA) of the genes upregulated
by Snail1-HA after 72 h of Dox administration. A selection of significantly enriched gene sets is shown.
Plotted are the negatives of the log10 of the adjusted (adj.) p-values. Vertical dotted line indicates the
applied cutoff of adj. p-value ≤ 0.05. A complete list of terms analyzed can be found in Table S1. (e) Top
ten enriched transcription factor (TF)-signatures in the genes deregulated upon induction of Snail1-HA
in LS174T after Dox treatment for different time spans. Hours of Dox administration are indicated on
top. Enrichment scores are plotted as negatives of the log10 of the adjusted (adj.) p-values. A complete
list of enriched TF-signatures is given in Table S1. (f) qRT-PCR analyses of mRNA expression in
LS174T-ctrl and LS174T-Snail1-HA cells. Where indicated, cells were treated with 0.1 µg mL−1 Dox for
72 h. Shown is the mean + SEM; n = 3. Rel. expr.: relative expression normalized to that of GAPDH. ns:
not significant. *: p < 0.05, **: p < 0.01.

2.2. BMP Signaling is Required for Execution of Snail1-Induced EMT

The gene expression analyses described so far indicate that Snail1-HA overexpression leads to
an increase in BMP pathway activity. To further demonstrate this, we examined phosphorylation of
SMAD1/5/8 as a readout for the activation of canonical BMP signaling (Figure 2a). In accordance with
previous reports [13], we found that LS174T cells possess an active BMP pathway already in the absence
of Snail1-HA, which manifested in a basal level of SMAD1/5/8 phosphorylation (Figure 2b,c; lanes 1).
This also applies to the HT29 CRC cell line (Figure S1a). More importantly, SMAD1/5/8 amounts and
phosphorylation levels increased after induction of Snail1-HA in both cell lines (Figure 2b,c, lanes 4;
Figure S1a), indicative of BMP pathway hyperactivation downstream of Snail1-HA in CRC cell lines.

To further investigate the functional contribution of BMP signaling to EMT execution, we made
use of two BMP inhibitors interfering with the pathway by different mechanisms of action (Figure 2a).
LDN193189 (LDN) is a small molecule inhibitor of BMPR1A/ALK3 kinase activity. Noggin is
a physiological BMP antagonist that traps BMP ligands extracellularly, thereby preventing them
from receptor binding and pathway activation. Initial tests were conducted to optimize inhibitor
concentration and to monitor the time course of inhibitor action (Figure S1b,c). When applied at
the respective concentrations found to maximally reduce SMAD1/5/8 phosphorylation, LDN was
observed to take full effect already after ≤ 1 h, while Noggin required ≥ 3 h of exposure time for
complete pathway inhibition. This, however, is compatible with its mechanism of action. Furthermore,
both inhibitors blocked the expression of ID1 (Figure S1d). Additionally, LDN abolished activity of
a BMP signaling reporter gene construct (Figure S1e).

Having demonstrated the efficacy of both inhibitors, we next assessed the functional importance of
BMP signaling in Snail1-HA-induced EMT. When Dox-induced LS174T-Snail1-HA and HT29-Snail1-HA
cells were additionally treated with the BMP inhibitors, we found that the EMT-associated SMAD1/5/8
phosphorylation was diminished (Figure 2b,c and Figure S1a), and the upregulation of ID1 was reduced
in LS174T-Snail1-HA cells (Figure 2d). Importantly, BMP inhibition (BMPi) did not interfere with
Snail1-HA overexpression.

Next, we inspected the impact of BMPi on several cellular features which are typically affected by
EMT. First, we examined the morphological conversion accompanying EMT. In control conditions,
Snail1-HA-expressing LS174T cell clusters completely dissipated and cells assumed an elongated
morphology after 72 h of Dox administration (Figure 2e). In contrast, under BMPi, while there was still
a noticeable change upon Dox addition compared to the uninduced state, cells failed to disperse and to
acquire an elongated mesenchymal phenotype. Instead, they remained more clustered and epithelial
(Figure 2e). Importantly, in the absence of Snail1-HA, BMPi had no effect on cellular morphology (Figure
S2a). Next, we tested whether BMPi had an effect on EMT-induced anoikis resistance [27]. However,
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perhaps not surprisingly for adenocarcinoma cells, we observed LS174T cells to be anoikis-resistant,
irrespective of the presence or absence of Snail1-HA and BMPi (Figure S3). In contrast, BMPi abrogated
the sprouting behavior acquired after Snail1-HA overexpression in a three-dimensional spheroid
invasion assay (Figure 2f). Again, Snail1-HA-deficient spheroids were not discernibly affected by BMPi
(Figure S2b). Moreover, the inhibitory effect of BMPi on the EMT process was also observed when
cells were treated for longer periods of time (Figure S2c), indicating that BMPi does not simply delay
the EMT process, but rather imposes a permanent roadblock. Unfortunately, corresponding analyses
were not informative for HT29-Snail1-HA cells, because these did not discernibly undergo EMT and
showed no response to BMPi under the experimental conditions (Figure S2d; see below, Section 2.4.).
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Figure 2. Inhibition of the BMP pathway strongly impairs the SNAIL1-induced EMT in colorectal
cancer cells. (a) Schematic depiction of the BMP signaling pathway. The two inhibitors Noggin and
LDN193189 interfere with signal transduction by sequestering BMP ligands and inhibiting BMP type I
receptor A (ALK3), respectively. (b) Western blot analyses of whole-cell lysates. Names of detected
proteins are indicated on the right. Cells were left uninduced or were treated with 0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox
and 50 nM LDN193189 (L), or DMSO (D) for 72 h. Positions of molecular weight (MW) standards in
kDa are given on the left. Detection of ACTIN was used as control for equal loading. (c) Western Blot
analyses of whole-cell lysates. Names of detected proteins are indicated on the right. Cells were left
uninduced or were treated with 0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox and 100 ng·mL−1 Noggin for the indicated time spans.
Positions of molecular weight (MW) standards in kDa are given on the left. Detection of ACTIN was
used as control for equal loading. (d) qRT-PCR analyses of mRNA expression in LS174T-Snail1-HA
cells. Where indicated, cells were treated with 0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox, 50 nM LDN193189 (L), DMSO (D),
or 100 ng·mL−1 Noggin (N) for 72 h. Shown is the mean+SEM; n = 3. Rel. expr.: relative expression
normalized to that of GAPDH. ns: not significant. *: p < 0.05, **: p < 0.01. (e) Representative phase
contrast images of LS174T-Snail1-HA cells treated with 0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox and DMSO, 50 nM LDN193189
(LDN), or 100 ng·mL−1 Noggin (NOG) for 72 h as indicated. Scale bar: 100 µm. (f) Spheroid invasion
assay of LS174T-Snail1-HA cells treated with 0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox and DMSO, 50 nM LDN193189 (LDN),
or 100 ng·mL−1 Noggin (NOG) for 96 h as indicated. Two representative spheroids are shown for each
condition. Scale bar: 200 µm.
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Previous reports suggested a role for TGFβ1-induced SMAD-complexes in mediating EMT-TF
function [16,18], and several gene sets related to TGFβ signaling were found to be enriched in the
Snail1-HA-induced transcriptome of LS174T cells (Figure 1d). Despite this, it is highly unlikely that
TGFβ signaling and TGFβ pathway specific-SMADs contribute to the Snail1-HA-induced EMT process
in addition to the BMP pathway. First, LS174T cells carry a homozygous 1 bp deletion in exon 3 of the
TGFβ-receptor type 2 gene (TGFBR2) [28,29]. Second, by investigating SMAD2/3 phosphorylation,
we confirmed that LS174T do not have a functional TGFβ signaling pathway (Figure S4a). Third,
inhibition of TGFβ signaling using the TGFBR1A/ALK5 inhibitor SB431542 did not affect the regulation
of EMT marker genes (Figure S4a) and the morphological changes observed during EMT (Figure S4b).
Thus, the effects observed by BMPi cannot be recapitulated by TGFβ pathway blockade, and we rule
out a contribution of TGFβ signaling to Snail1-HA-induced EMT execution in LS174T cells.

2.3. Transcriptome Analyses Define a BMP-Dependent EMT Gene Signature

Next, we sought to comprehensively characterize the impact of BMP pathway inhibition on
gene regulation downstream of Snail1-HA. Therefore, we performed microarray-based, time-resolved
transcriptome profiling of the EMT process under control conditions and under BMPi. Principal
component analysis (PCA) of the analyzed samples showed high similarity between the biological
replicates, as well as a clear separation of the uninduced and Dox-induced samples over time along the
PC1 axis (Figure S5a). Furthermore, after 72 h of induction, BMPi samples separated from controls
along the PC1 axis, which we assume to reflect the impaired EMT process observed under BMPi.
We next determined the genes whose regulation by Snail1-HA was significantly perturbed under BMPi
(Figure 3a and Figure S5b and Table S2). Although after 6 h of Dox treatment, no Snail1-HA-regulated
genes were significantly altered by BMPi, we found 24 and 653 genes to be impaired in their
regulation after 24 h and 72 h of BMPi, respectively. We defined the group of genes that were
affected in their Snail1-HA-dependent regulation both by Noggin and LDN193189 at least at one
time point, to be BMP-dependent with high confidence, and termed them BMP signature genes.
These amount to 282 genes, corresponding roughly to one twentieth of all Snail1-HA-regulated genes.
Of the 282 BMP signature genes, 208 genes were upregulated and 74 genes downregulated after
Snail1-HA-induction. By GSEA, we found the BMP signature to be significantly enriched for genes
implicated in mesenchymal and epithelial differentiation, as well as in cell adhesion and migration
(Figure 3b and Table S3). Furthermore, the BMP signature genes showed significant enrichment for
GO-terms directly associated with EMT, as well as for a previously defined EMT core gene list [30]
(Figure 3c and Table S3). Notably, among the 18 genes shared by the BMP signature and the enriched
EMT-related gene sets, there were several genes which are well known to be downregulated (CDH1,
FOXA1, FOXA2) and upregulated (CDH11, LEF1) across several EMT models, and which perform
critical functions during EMT (Table S3). The microarray-derived expression changes for these genes,
the epithelial marker CLDN3, and additionally RUNX2 are visualized in Figure 3d and Figure S5b.
The heatmaps show that regulation of CDH1, FOXA1, FOXA2, CDH11, and LEF1 by Snail1-HA was
attenuated by BMPi. RUNX2 upregulation was mitigated by LDN only. Repression of CLDN3, which is
not a BMP signature gene and served as control, was unaffected (Figure 3d).

To validate the results of the microarray studies and to confirm the impact of BMPi on the
selection of EMT-relevant genes, we analyzed their expression on protein and RNA level. Additionally,
we investigated the EMT markers FN1 and ZEB1, which we had not been able to monitor in the
microarray experiments probably due to technical issues with the probes, and the epithelial maintenance
factor and ZEB1 antagonist GRHL2 [31–33]. Altogether, we could verify that downregulation of
E-CADHERIN (CDH1), FOXA1, and FOXA2 was impaired by BMPi (Figure 3e and Figure S5c).
Likewise, we corroborated that upregulation of OB-CADHERIN (CDH11), LEF1 and RUNX2 by
Snail1-HA was prevented by BMPi. This also applies to FIBRONECTIN (FN1). In contrast, regulation
of CLAUDIN-3 (CLDN3), GRHL2, and ZEB1 by Snail1-HA did not depend on BMP signaling. However,
we have shown before that ZEB1 is not required for EMT in our model system [34], and persistent
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upregulation of ZEB1 could explain why GRHL2 repression was not prevented by BMPi [31–33].
In summary, we could define a high-confidence BMP-dependent gene expression signature in the
Snail1-HA-regulated EMT transcriptome.Cancers 2020, 12, x 7 of 25 
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EMT transcriptome. (a) Euler diagrams displaying the numbers of Snail1-regulated genes whose
regulation is impaired by BMP inhibitor treatment at 24 and 72 h of Snail1-induction. When comparing
the fold changes of gene regulation in the scenario of BMP inhibitor treatment to DMSO treatment,
an adjusted p-value < 0.05 was used as a cutoff to determine BMP-dependent genes. Grey overlaps
represent the BMP signature genes. Time points indicate duration of induction with 0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox.
(b) Gene set enrichment analysis (GSEA) showing significantly enriched gene sets in the BMP signature
genes. Shown are the top ten significantly enriched gene sets, as well as, separated by the horizontal
dotted line, additional selected significant terms. Plotted is the negative log10 of the adjusted p-value.
Vertical dotted line indicates the cutoff of adj. p-value ≤ 0.05. A complete list of terms analyzed can
be found in Table S3. (c) GSEA results of EMT-related gene sets significantly enriched in the BMP
signature genes. Vertical dotted line indicates the applied cutoff of adjusted (adj.) p-value ≤ 0.05.
A complete list of terms analyzed can be found in Table S3. (d) Heatmap showing the impact of BMP
inhibitor treatment on the regulation of genes of interest in LS174T-Snail1-HA at different time points of
induction with 0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox. Plotted is the log2 of the relative fold change of gene expression under
BMP inhibitor treatment. Relative fold change was calculated by dividing gene expression differences
induced by Snail1-HA in the scenario of BMP inhibition by the differences evoked by Snail1-HA under
control conditions. Inhibitors used and durations of administration are indicated on the x-axis. As their
expression was not properly detected in the microarray experiment, FN1 and ZEB1 are not shown.
(e) Western blot analyses of proteins indicated on the right. Cells were left uninduced or were treated
with 0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox and DMSO (D), 50 nM LDN193189 (L), or 100 ng mL-1 Noggin (N) for 72 h as
indicated. Positions of molecular weight (MW) standards in kDa are given on the left. Detection of
ACTIN and GSK3β was used as control for equal loading. Proteins were detected using whole-cell
lysates, except for FOXA1, FOXA2, ZEB1 and GSK3β for which nuclear extracts were used. As not all
proteins could be analyzed on the same membrane, only one representative loading control is shown
for the different extraction methods for reasons of simplicity. All corresponding loading controls for
the images depicted can be found in Figure S9.
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The signature is enriched for EMT-related gene sets and contains several genes previously
associated with EMT. Furthermore, it compulsorily contains genes critical for morphological conversion
and invasion acquired during EMT, because both processes are blocked by BMPi. Therefore, although the
BMP-dependent gene signature represents only a small fraction of Snail1-HA-induced gene expression
changes, it is valuable for the identification of functionally important genes in EMT execution.

2.4. Knockout of SMAD4 Blocks BMP-Dependent EMT Execution

After having characterized the effects of BMPi on the level of gene regulation, we strived to
obtain insight into the mechanism whereby BMP signaling contributes to Snail1-HA-induced EMT.
Since TGFβ superfamily signaling pathways can relay signals intracellularly by different routes
(Figure 2a), an important question was whether the observed effects are mediated by canonical BMP
signaling or involve alternative factors. To investigate this, we used CRISPR/Cas9 genome editing
to knock out SMAD4 in LS174T cells. SMAD4 is the universal co-SMAD used in TGFβ superfamily
signaling and is typically required for SMAD-mediated signal transduction. By using two gRNAs
in flanking intronic regions, we deleted exon 9 of the SMAD4 gene (Figure S6a). This exon was
previously targeted by others to disrupt SMAD4 in human and murine systems, and its deletion leads
to complete protein loss [35–38]. By single-cell sorting and PCR-based deletion screening, we selected
three knockout (ko) and two wild-type (wt) cell clones (Figure S6b). In analogy to the parental EMT
model system, we reconstituted the SMAD4 wt and ko clones with the overexpressing vector for
Snail1-HA and the corresponding control. As expected, the ko clones did not show any detectable
SMAD4 on protein level (Figure 4a) and displayed drastically reduced SMAD4 RNA levels (Figure 4b),
probably as a result of nonsense-mediated decay. Correspondingly, they lost expression of the canonical
BMP signaling target ID1, demonstrating that SMAD4 ko completely abrogated basal SMAD-mediated
BMP signaling in LS174T.

When we treated the cells with Dox to induce Snail1-HA expression, we observed that the SMAD4
ko clones displayed a strongly impaired EMT phenotype, highly reminiscent of what we had observed
with BMPi (Figure 4c and Figure S6c). Likewise, in contrast to the SMAD4 wt clones, they did not
show any invasive capacity (Figure 4d). This was not due to the reduced spheroid size of the knockout
clones, as they also failed to form invasive sprouts after compensating in size after increased periods
of time (Figure S6d). We then asked how SMAD4 ko affected the expression of EMT-related genes
(Figure 4e and Figure S6e). In doing so, we observed that OB-CADHERIN (CDH11) was expressed at
higher basal levels in the knockout clones #58 and #65. Similarly, FIBRONECTIN (FN1) expression
was elevated in clone #58 on protein level. These alterations are probably due to clonal variability.
More importantly, however, Snail1-HA induction led to an upregulation of OB-CADHERIN (CDH11)
only in the parental cells and in the wt clone #11, but in none of the three SMAD4 ko clones. Likewise,
although FN1 RNA expression was also induced in the knockout clones #63 and #65, FIBRONECTIN
protein levels were only increased in the parental cells and the wt clone #11. Similarly, the epithelial
marker E-CADHERIN (CDH1) was only downregulated in cells with wt SMAD4. Further, SMAD4 ko
completely blocked the induction of LEF1 and RUNX2, and prevented the downregulation of FOXA1
and FOXA2 (Figure 4e and Figure S6e). On the contrary, the BMP-insensitive genes CLDN3 and ZEB1
showed down- and upregulation, respectively, regardless of SMAD4 status. Of note, the wt clone
#30 showed only attenuated regulation of EMT-associated genes, which is probably due to impaired
Snail1-HA inducibility in this cell clone. Nevertheless, it tendentially recapitulated the expression
changes observed in the parental cells and in wt clone #11.
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Figure 4. SMAD4 is required for SNAIL1-induced EMT in colorectal cancer cells. (a) Western blot
analyses of whole-cell lysates. Names of detected proteins are indicated on the right. Positions of
molecular weight (MW) standards in kDa are given on the left. Detection of ACTIN was used as control
for equal loading. par: parental, c: control, S: Snail1-HA. (b) qRT-PCR analyses of mRNA expression in
LS174T parental (par) cells and single cell clones reconstituted with inducible control (c) or Snail1-HA (S)
expression vectors. Statistical significance was analyzed by first testing for differences among the three
wt (par, #11, #30) and the three SMAD4 ko (#58, #63, #65) clones by one-way ANOVA. As there were no
significant intra-group differences for both genes, values for each clone were averaged and inter-group
differences between wt and SMAD4 ko were determined using unpaired two-tailed student’s t-test.
Shown is the mean + SEM; n = 3. Rel. expr.: relative expression normalized to that of GAPDH. ***:
p < 0.001. (c) Morphology of LS174T parental (par) cells and single cell clones reconstituted with
inducible Snail1-HA expression vector. Cells were left uninduced or received 0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox for 72 h.
Scale bar: 100 µm. (d) Spheroid invasion assay of LS174T parental (par) cells and single cell clones
reconstituted with an inducible expression vector for Snail1-HA. Cells were left untreated or received
0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox for 72 h. One representative spheroid is shown per condition. Scale bar: 200 µm.
(e) Western blot analyses of proteins indicated on the right. Cells were left untreated or received
0.1 µg·mL−1 Dox for 72 h. Positions of molecular weight (MW) standards in kDa are given on the left.
Detection of ACTIN and GSK3β was used as control for equal loading. Proteins were detected using
whole-cell lysates, except for FOXA1, FOXA2, ZEB1 and GSK3β for which nuclear extracts were used.
As not all proteins could be analyzed on the same membrane, only one representative loading control is
shown for the different extraction methods for reasons of simplicity. All corresponding loading controls
for the images depicted can be found in Figure S9.
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In their sum, these findings prove that SMAD4 is required for EMT execution downstream of
Snail1-HA in the LS174T model system. The observed SMAD4-dependence could also explain the
different behavior of HT29 cells in response to Snail1-HA expression and BMPi (see Section 2.2.;
Figure S2d), because HT29 cells have a defective SMAD4 gene [28]. Moreover, since the SMAD4
ko closely phenocopies the effects observed using the BMP antagonist and receptor inhibition,
Snail1-HA-induced EMT seemingly does not rely on non-canonical BMP signaling mechanisms, but is
mediated largely, if not exclusively, via BMP-stimulated SMAD activity.

2.5. BMP Signature Gene Expression Patterns are Recapitulated in Human Colorectal Cancer Tumors and Can
Predict Patient Survival

Next, we asked whether the EMT-associated regulation of BMP signature genes, which we
identified in vitro, could also be detected in human cancer transcriptomes. Since the BMP signature
was defined in a colorectal cancer model of EMT and EMT does occur in a subset of colorectal tumors,
we focused on publicly available CRC transcriptome data from the Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA).
Our BMP gene expression signature comprises two subsets of genes, which are up- or downregulated
in the presence of Snail1-HA. Therefore, if this pattern of BMP signature gene regulation is conserved
in tumors, we reasoned that we should be able to detect positively correlated expression among
constituents of each of the two subsets of BMP signature genes, whereas the two subsets should
exhibit anti-correlated expression. However, when we analyzed the correlation of gene expression
in all 433 TCGA tumor samples in our cohort and applied hierarchical clustering, a highly complex
pattern of correlated and anti-correlated gene expression was observed (Figure 5a). Nevertheless,
there was a tendential separation of up- and downregulated BMP signature genes. We hypothesized
that this incomplete segregation could be a result of the non-stratified analysis of all tumor samples,
since EMT does not occur universally in CRC but is mainly limited to tumors classified as CMS4 [39].
In addition, a considerable share of tumors might not be able to recapitulate expression patterns of the
BMP signature because of mutations in SMAD4 [40]. Thus, we refined the analysis, only considering
tumors that do not carry SMAD4 mutations and classify as CMS4 (Figure 5b). This stratification yielded
two clearly detectable, separate clusters of genes with positively correlated expression, and decidedly
increased the anti-correlation between up- and downregulated BMP signature genes. As expected,
this improvement was not observed when considering only CMS1, CMS2, or CMS3 tumors, all of
which rather blurred the anti-correlation (Figure S7a). These results show that CRC transcriptomes
recapitulate the expression pattern of BMP signature genes induced by Snail1-HA, specifically of those
from tumors showing evidence of EMT.

As EMT is known to increase tumor malignancy and metastasis, we wondered whether expression
of BMP signature genes in CRC tumors carries prognostic value for CRC patient survival. We therefore
divided the 433 tumor samples into two groups by k-means clustering based on the expression of the
282 BMP signature genes (Figure S7b). When analyzing the survival probability of the two groups,
we observed a tendential but non-significant difference (Figure 5c), which could be due to at least
two different confounding factors. Again, a predictive potential of BMP signature gene expression
might only be observable in a specific subtype of tumor, in this case those that are representative of
our model-of-origin. Accordingly, in a first step we limited the analysis to all tumors that classify to
the same CMS as LS174T cells (CMS3) [41], and do not carry SMAD4 mutations. This stratification
resulted in two groups of samples with different patterns of BMP signature gene expression (Figure
S7c), which showed differential survival probability (Figure 5d). Remarkably, this difference was
now precisely at the threshold of statistical significance, even though the stratification drastically
reduced the case number to 44 tumors. As a second reason for the weak predictive value of BMP
signature gene expression, we hypothesized that not all BMP signature genes might be relevant for
patient survival. Thus, further refinement of the genes under consideration to only those presumably
particularly critical for EMT might increase prognostic power. We therefore limited our analysis to
the 18 genes shared between the BMP signature and other EMT gene sets (see Figure 3c and Table
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S3). The compound expression patterns of these 18 genes separated the cohort of 433 tumors into
two groups of specimens (Figure S7d), which indeed exhibited a significant difference in survival
probability (Figure 5e). Taken together, it appears that the expression patterns of BMP signature genes
are recapitulated in human colorectal tumors, specifically in those that underwent EMT, and that the
expression of genes in the BMP signature can have prognostic value for CRC patients.
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Figure 5. BMP signature gene expression is recapitulated in human colorectal cancer tumors and can
be predictive for patient survival after tumor stratification. (a), (b) Correlation maps showing the
mutual correlation of expression levels of all 282 BMP signature genes in transcriptomes of colorectal
cancer (CRC) samples. Genes were clustered by unsupervised hierarchical clustering based on the
Euclidean distance. In (a), all CRC samples available from TCGA were used. For (b), only the subset
of tumors that classified as consensus molecular subtype (CMS) 4 and without mutations in SMAD4
(SMAD4wt) was considered. The color bar on the bottom of each plot indicates whether a gene is up- or
downregulated by Snail1-HA in LS174T cells. (c–e) Kaplan–Meier curves indicating survival probability
of colorectal cancer patients. Patients were separated into two groups based on the expression of BMP
signature genes in the tumors. In (c), all tumor samples and all BMP signature genes were used for
the analysis. In (d), only the CMS3, SMAD4wt tumors and, in (e), only 18 of the BMP signature genes
conserved in significantly enriched EMT-related gene sets (see Figure 3c and Table S3) were considered.
The corresponding clustering heatmaps are shown in Figure S7b–d. Log-rank test was applied to
determine the significance of differences in survival probability; p-values are indicated.

2.6. BMP Signaling also Contributes to EMT Execution in Other Cell Culture Models and In Vivo

After having shown the involvement of BMP signaling and BMP signature genes in a colorectal
model of EMT and in human colorectal tumors, we wanted to assess whether similar mechanisms
operate in other instances of EMT. For this, we turned to a widely used inducible in vitro model system
of EMT based on the non-transformed human breast epithelial cell line MCF10A. These cells were
engineered to overexpress SNAIL1 coupled to an estrogen receptor (ER) hormone-binding domain,
thereby enabling inducible regulation of SNAIL1-ER activity by addition of 4-hydroxytamoxifen
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(4OH-T) [42]. After 10 days of 4OH-T administration, MCF10A-SNAIL1-ER, but not MCF10A-control
cells, transitioned to a mesenchymal phenotype with cell clusters dispersing and cells becoming
more elongated (Figure 6a). Analogous to LS174T-Snail1-HA, this morphological conversion was
markedly, although less strongly, impaired when we simultaneously inhibited BMP signaling with
LDN (Figure 6a). Moreover, by immunoblotting, we observed a similar increase in SMAD1/5/8
phosphorylation during the EMT process, which was abrogated by LDN (Figure 6b).
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Figure 6. BMP signature genes are also deregulated BMP-dependently in mammary epithelial cells.
(a) Representative phase contrast images of MCF10A-ctrl or MCF10A-SNAIL1-ER cells treated with
ethanol (−) or 100 nM 4-hydroxytamoxifen (4OH-T) and DMSO, or 50 nM LDN193189 (LDN) for 10 days
as indicated. Scale bar: 200 µm. (b) Western blot analyses of proteins indicated on the right. Cells were
treated with ethanol (−) or 100 nM 4-hydroxytamoxifen (4OH-T) and DMSO (D), or 50 nM LDN193189
(L) for 10 days as indicated. Positions of molecular weight (MW) standards in kDa are given on the
left. Detection of ACTIN and GSK3β was used as control for equal loading. Proteins were detected
using whole-cell lysates, except for FOXA1, ID2, ZEB1 and GSK3β for which nuclear extracts were
used. As not all proteins could be analyzed on the same membrane, only one representative loading
control is shown for the different extraction methods for reasons of simplicity. All corresponding
loading controls for the images depicted can be found in Figure S9. (c) Quantification of spheroid
invasion assays with MCF10A-ctrl and MCF10A-SNAIL1-ER cells. Cells were treated with ethanol
(−) or 100 nM 4-hydroxytamoxifen (4OH-T) and DMSO (D), or 50 nM LDN193189 (L) for 14 days as
indicated. After that, cells were imaged and invaded single cells were counted in ≥15 fields of view per
condition, which were obtained from three biological replicates. Representative fields of view with
examples of single cell quantification are shown in Figure S8b. Shown is the mean ± SEM as well as all
individual data points obtained. Data were tested for normality using Shapiro–Wilk tests (p = 0.018 for
sample 8, indicating non-normal distribution). Significance was therefore determined using two-tailed
Mann–Whitney U tests. **: p < 0.01. (d) Venn diagram showing the overlap of BMP signature genes
with all genes that are regulated by TGFβ1 in NMuMG cells in a SMAD1/5-dependent manner [39].
Shared genes and details of the analysis are listed in Table S4. The significance of enrichment was
determined by hypergeometric test; the p-value is indicated.
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At the gene expression level, ZEB1, FIBRONECTIN (FN1), as well as the BMP signature genes
DKK1 and ID2 were induced after SNAIL1-ER induction, while E-CADHERIN (CDH1) and FOXA1
were repressed (Figure 6b and Figure S8a). CDH11, CLDN3, GRHL2, LEF1 and RUNX2 were not
deregulated upon SNAIL1-ER induction. Similar to LS174T-Snail1-HA cells, induction of ZEB1 was
not affected by BMPi, while upregulation of FIBRONECTIN (FN1), DKK1 and ID2 was impaired by
BMPi. However, unlike in the LS174T cell model, downregulation of E-CADHERIN (CDH1) and
FOXA1 by SNAIL1-ER was largely insensitive to concomitant LDN treatment (Figure 6b and Figure
S8a). Thus, genes upregulated during EMT in MCF10A appear to be more sensitive to BMPi than genes
that become repressed. To assess whether BMPi also impairs the EMT-induced invasive behavior in
the MCF10A-SNAIL1-ER model, we performed spheroid invasion assays. We found that, in contrast
to LS174T, MCF10A can collectively move through collagen I irrespective of SNAIL1-ER activity
(Figure S8b). This type of movement produces long strands of cells radiating from the center of the
spheroids. On top of that, SNAIL1-ER activation markedly increased the potential of cells to leave the
cell clusters and invade the matrix individually (Figure 6c and Figure S8b). When we quantified this
SNAIL1-ER-enhanced single cell invasiveness, BMPi was found to significantly reduce the number of
individual cells that delaminated from the strands compared to control conditions. Overall, these results
resemble fairly well our observations made with LS174T-Snail1-HA cells, and argue that BMP pathway
activity is engaged for the implementation of EMT downstream of SNAIL1 also in MCF10A cells.

Additionally, we searched for evidence of regulation of our BMP gene expression signature
in a published dataset from a previous study which had investigated SMAD1/5-dependent gene
expression in the NMuMG mouse mammary gland cell line model for TGFβ1-inducible EMT [43].
Of note, in this study, the Snai1 gene was among the SMAD1/5-regulated genes downstream of TGFβ1.
Thus, effects of SMAD1/5 activity upstream of Snail1 could not be discriminated from those downstream
of Snail1. Nevertheless, we found a significant overlap of 42 genes between the SMAD1/5-dependent
genes from TGFβ1-treated in NMuMG cells and the BMP signature genes from LS174T-Snail1-HA
cells (Figure 6d). In sum, these results show that the regulation of BMP signature gene expression
is not limited to colorectal cancer, but seemingly also contributes to EMT execution in other in vitro
models of EMT based on mammary epithelial cell lines.

To further corroborate the functional importance of BMP signaling in EMT execution, we next
asked whether BMP pathway activity was critical not only for the acute implementation of EMT
but also to sustain mesenchymal features. To this end, we turned to PANC-1 pancreatic cancer cells
which have a known mesenchymal character [44–46], and express the EMT-TFs SNAIL1 and ZEB1
(Figure 7a,b). Moreover, PANC-1 cells have an active BMP pathway, as indicated by readily detectable
SMAD1/5/8 phosporylation (Figure 7a). When exposed to LDN, SMAD1/5/8 phosphorylation was
abolished, and the BMP signature genes ID1 and ID2 were downregulated, indicative of effective BMP
pathway inhibition (Figure 7a). Importantly, while the expression of SNAIL1 and ZEB1 was not affected
by LDN, we observed the upregulation of the epithelial markers and BMP signature genes CDH1
and FOXA1 even though this increase in expression manifested only at the RNA level (Figure 7a,b).
Nonetheless, BMP pathway inhibition caused PANC-1 cells to flatten and to form more compact cell
clusters, further indicating a transition to a more epithelial state under BMPi (Figure 7c). Altogether,
these observations argue that active BMP signaling also plays a role in maintaining a mesenchymal cell
state. In agreement with the proposed function of BMP signaling in EMT execution, it thus appears
that unabated expression of EMT-TFs does not suffice to uphold a fully mesenchymal state when BMP
pathway activity is impaired.
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Figure 7. BMP pathway activity partially sustains a mesenchymal state of pancreatic cancer cells and
BMP signature gene expression occurs in developmental instances of EMT. (a) Western blot analyses
of proteins indicated on the right. PANC-1 cells were treated with DMSO or 50 nM LDN193189
(LDN) for 72 h as indicated. Positions of molecular weight (MW) standards in kDa are given on the
left. E-CADHERIN could not be detected. Detection of ACTIN and GSK3β was used as control for
equal loading. Proteins were detected using whole-cell lysates, except for FOXA1, ID1, ID2, ZEB1
and GSK3β for which nuclear extracts were used. (b) qRT-PCR analyses of mRNA expression in
PANC-1 cells treated with DMSO or 50 nM LDN193189 (LDN) for 72 h as indicated. Significance was
determined using two-tailed one sample t-test. Shown is the mean+SEM; n = 4. Rel. expr.: relative
expression normalized to that of GAPDH. ns: not significant. *: p < 0.05, **: p < 0.01. (c) Phase contrast
images of PANC-1 cells treated with DMSO or 50 nM LDN193189 (LDN) for 72 h as indicated. Two
representative fields of view are shown for each condition. Scale bar: 100 µm. (d) Gene set enrichment
analysis (GSEA) of BMP signature genes in publicly available sets of genes regulated in EMT-associated
processes in different organisms in vivo. Only genes upregulated by Snail1-HA in LS174T cells were
considered. Source publications of the analyzed gene sets are given on the left. Plotted is the negative
log10 of the adjusted (adj.) p-value. Vertical dotted line indicates the significance threshold of adjusted
(adj.) p-value ≤ 0.05. A detailed list of GSEA results is given in Table S4. (e) Model depicting the
proposed role of BMP signaling in EMT execution downstream of SNAIL1. Upon induction of EMT
and upregulation of SNAIL1, BMP pathway-associated SMAD transcription factor complexes are
activated and control a subset of critically EMT-relevant genes. Examples for such BMP signature
genes are shown. Note that SNAIL1 regulates additional epithelial and mesenchymal marker genes
independently of BMP pathway activity.

Finally, we wanted to determine whether BMP signature genes are also regulated in different
organisms in processes where EMT plays essential roles in vivo. To do so, we made use of two publicly
available sets of genes expressed by cells in the primitive streak area during mouse gastrulation [47,48]
and two gene signatures of cells at the invasive front of the cranial neural crest in the chicken [49,50].
Interestingly, in all four gene sets investigated, we found significant enrichment of the subset of
BMP signature genes which is upregulated by Snail1-HA in LS174T cells (Figure 7d). This again
demonstrates that the regulation of BMP signature genes during EMT is not limited to cell culture
models and could play a role during developmental EMT in different organisms in vivo.
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3. Discussion

EMT is a pivotal process in development and disease. In particular, its contributions to cancer
progression and metastasis endow EMT with high clinical relevance and render it an attractive
target for therapeutic intervention. Devising strategies to interfere with EMT, in turn, requires
profound knowledge about the various pathways and molecular events whereby EMT can be
induced and how it unfolds. In this regard, especially the signaling pathways orchestrating
EMT downstream of EMT-TFs—the aspect which we termed EMT execution—are only poorly
understood [4,7]. Consequently, we investigated EMT execution using CRC and mammary gland
models of SNAIL1-induced EMT. We found that the BMP pathway is activated during EMT and,
by using different means of pathway interference, we demonstrate that the canonical branch of BMP
signaling is crucial for the implementation of a mesenchymal cell state in CRC and mammary epithelial
cells, and its maintenance in pancreatic cancer cells. Moreover, a BMP-dependent gene expression
pattern specifically associated with EMT was found to be recapitulated in human CRC tumors and in
developmental contexts of EMT. A model for the proposed role of BMP signaling in EMT execution is
shown in Figure 7e. It should be kept in mind, though, that not all aspects of EMT execution appear to
be affected by BMP signaling and that some features of EMT may be regulated by SNAIL1 and other
EMT-TFs in a BMP pathway-independent fashion.

Several groups have investigated connections between TGFβ superfamily signaling pathways and
EMT before. However, in contrast to TGFβ signaling, which is uniformly regarded as an EMT-driving
pathway, there are conflicting reports about the influence of BMP signaling on EMT processes
(reviewed in [51]). While EMT-inducing functions of BMP pathway activity were described [52,53],
several other groups reported BMP signaling to counteract EMT and to foster the reverse process of
mesenchymal-epithelial transition [54–56]. Given the variety of model systems that were used for
these investigations, the contrasting observations argue for context-dependent, adverse as well as
favorable roles of BMP signaling in EMT processes. Importantly, however, all previous reports studied
BMP signaling for its role upstream of the activation of EMT-TFs and, therefore, could not discriminate
between its functions in EMT induction versus execution. For example, a recent study established
functional relevance for SMAD1/5 complexes in TGFβ-driven EMT in a mouse mammary gland cell
line model [43] and assigned an EMT-promoting role to BMP-associated signaling mediators. However,
since during EMT the upregulation of Snail1 itself was impaired by SMAD1/5 knockout, these findings
do not allow for conclusions about potential roles of SMAD1/5 also downstream of Snail1. Hence,
our study provides the first firm evidence for a specific requirement of canonical BMP-signaling in
EMT execution downstream of EMT-TFs.

In colorectal carcinogenesis, both TGFβ and BMP signaling are generally considered to exert
tumor-suppressive functions, for example by acting as growth-inhibitory and differentiation-promoting
pathways (reviewed in [12,57]. Due to its tumor-suppressive physiological functions in the colon,
it therefore may seem counterintuitive that BMP pathway activity should contribute to a process
that enhances malignancy. However, several reports also demonstrated that a subset of colorectal
tumors retains an active BMP pathway [58,59]. Consistent with this, we find a high basal level of BMP
signaling in LS174T cells, which has also been noticed before [13]. Therefore, similar to TGFβ signaling,
which is well known to undergo a switch from a tumor-suppressive to a tumor-promoting pathway in
the course of oncogenic transformation [10,60], it is conceivable that BMP signaling is also subjected to
a shift in function and contributes to CRC progression and metastasis.

An unresolved question at this point concerns the mechanism of how BMP signaling is harnessed
by SNAIL1 for EMT execution. The BMP pathway is in the “on” state in LS174T and HT29 cells,
but its activity seemingly increases and its transcriptional output changes in the presence of Snail1-HA.
Accordingly, SNAIL1 may rely on both hyperactivation of the BMP pathway and redirection of its
activity to execute EMT, although at this point we cannot disentangle the individual contributions of
both. From a mechanistic point of view, however, there are potential explanations for the EMT-associated
changes to BMP signaling. Both basal and Snail1-HA-hyperactivated BMP pathway activities in LS174T
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and HT29 are sensitive to Noggin, arguing for ligand-dependent, paracrine or autocrine activation of
BMP signaling. In agreement with this, LS174T cells endogenously express BMP ligands. Notably,
we found both BMP2 and BMP4 to be upregulated in the presence of Snail1-HA (see Table S2),
which might account for pathway hyperactivation. As for the redirection of BMP pathway-mediated
transcription, it was previously reported that EMT-TFs can form complexes with TGFβ-activated
SMAD proteins to regulate target genes during EMT [16,17]. Since we have shown that in LS174T cells
SMAD4, and by inference SMAD1/5/8, contribute to EMT execution, it is conceivable that SNAIL1
similarly engages in complexes with BMP-activated SMADs to control gene expression. Supporting
this idea, an interaction of SNAIL1 with SMAD1 and SMAD4 was recently shown in glioblastoma [61].
Furthermore, among the EMT-associated genes which are regulated in a BMP pathway-dependent
manner, there are several direct targets of SNAIL1, like CDH1, MYB, and FOXA1 [62–64]. This could
constitute another hint that SMADs directly participate in SNAIL1-mediated gene regulation.

Hitherto, SNAIL1 is mainly described to be a transcriptional repressor [1]. Similarly, complexes
formed by SNAIL1 and SMAD proteins so far were only reported to repress genes. However,
the majority of genes dependent on BMP signaling during EMT in LS174T were genes upregulated in
the presence of Snail1-HA (Table S3). BMP-activated SMAD complexes could therefore be directly or
indirectly employed by SNAIL1 in order to exert gene-activating functions. Further experiments will
have to reveal at which stages and in which ways BMP-induced SMAD complexes partake in gene
repression and gene activation aspects of EMT execution.

Regarding the functional impact of BMP signaling on the EMT process, we established a signature
of 282 genes whose deregulation by Snail1-HA was dependent on BMP signaling. This signature
comprises a significant number of genes with well-established and conserved roles in EMT and cell
invasion. For instance, among the BMP-dependent genes that are upregulated in the presence of
Snail1-HA, we find CDH11, FN1, ID1, ID2, RUNX2, BAMBI, and LEF1. CDH11 and FN1 are known
mesenchymal markers with pro-invasive potential [65,66]. ID1, ID2 and RUNX2 were also shown
to conduce to cancer cell invasiveness [67–69], and BAMBI is a BMP target gene implicated in CRC
metastasis [70]. Similarly, we and others reported LEF1 to be a regulator of FN1 and critical mediator of
EMT downstream of SNAIL1 [21,71]. Complementary, BMP signature genes which are downregulated
in the presence of Snail1-HA include the epithelial gatekeeper genes CDH1, FOXA1, FOXA2 and
OVOL2 [20,64,72]. Given that the BMP signature contains genes that carry out pivotal roles in EMT,
it is not surprising that blocking their regulation by BMPi was sufficient to abrogate the invasiveness
of LS174T-Snail1-HA cells, thereby emphasizing the importance of BMP signaling as a crucial factor in
EMT execution.

Compared to the total number of genes which are deregulated during EMT, the BMP signature
genes account for only a small fraction of gene expression changes. In fact, the majority of genes
deregulated in the presence of Snail1-HA were not affected by BMPi. As proposed by us and
others [8,21], this observation supports a model which suggests that EMT represents a hierarchical
process and integrates multiple subprograms, which account for different aspects of EMT and whose
regulation depends on different intermediary effectors. In the context of such a hierarchical model,
we propose that the BMP pathway represents an intermediary effector which occupies a position
close to SNAIL1 and which is implicated specifically in a pro-invasive EMT subprogram (Figure 7e).
This view is derived from the observation that the BMP signature contains several genes that were
shown to be direct target genes of SNAIL1, like CDH1, MYB, and FOXA1 [62–64]. BMP signaling thus
seems to affect the very first steps of the EMT gene-regulatory cascade immediately downstream of or
in cooperation with SNAIL1. Moreover, for several EMT effector genes, it is still unclear how they can
be upregulated during EMT. Our results close this gap by identifying BMP signaling as a missing link
in the gene-regulatory cascade between EMT-TFs and EMT effectors like RUNX2, LEF1 and FN1.

In addition to colorectal cancer cells, we discovered BMP signaling to also be engaged in EMT
execution in the mammary epithelial cell line MCF10A and the pancreatic cancer cell line PANC-1.
However, the impact of BMPi on the EMT phenotype and gene regulation, especially on the repression
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of genes during EMT, was less pronounced than in LS174T cells. On the one hand, these findings
hint that BMP-activated SMADs are implicated in EMT processes more generally. On the other
hand, they also suggest that the extent to which BMP pathway activity contributes to EMT execution
varies in a cell-type-specific manner. Interestingly, in contrast to LS174T cells, MCF10A and PANC-1
cells carry a functional TGFβ signaling pathway, although their basal level of activation appears
to be rather low [45,46,73]. Nonetheless, it is therefore conceivable that in MCF10A and PANC-1
cells, the EMT-specific functions of BMP-activated SMADs are taken over by TGFβ-induced SMAD
complexes when BMP signaling is blocked, and possibly vice versa. This would argue for some
redundancy among EMT executioner pathways in different settings, as was proposed previously [7,8].

When analyzing human CRC tumor transcriptomes without prior stratification, we found the
pattern of BMP signature gene expression to be conserved only tendentially. However, corresponding
to our in vitro observations that BMP signature gene expression is established during EMT in
a SMAD4-dependent manner, we find the pattern to be considerably better recapitulated in tumors
that classify to the EMT-associated subtype CMS4 and are SMAD4 wt. Thus, the BMP signature gene
expression pattern was particularly evident in tumors that most likely had undergone EMT (CMS4)
and, therefore, had established BMP signature gene expression during their genesis. In contrast,
we observed that the prognostic power of BMP signature gene expression increased when we stratified
for CMS3 tumors. These present with the most epithelial appearance [39], and correspond to the
subtype from which LS174T cells apparently originate [41]. The increase in predictive value in the CMS3
subgroup, therefore, can be explained by interpreting the extent of BMP signature gene expression
as a measure of incipient EMT and a shift towards CMS4. Notably, CMS4 tumors show the worst
prognosis of all four subtypes [39]. Thus, BMP signature gene expression is predictive for survival in
highly epithelial tumors and best-recovered in highly mesenchymal tumors.

Aside from the cancer models, we also find evidence for BMP signature gene expression in
transcriptomes from the gastrulating mouse embryo and neural crest cell invasion in chicken.
Interestingly, in both systems, BMP signaling is known to be required for an EMT process to
occur [74,75]. A priori, this would not allow to distinguish between contributions of BMP signaling
to EMT induction versus execution. However, in mouse gastrulation, Bmpr1a ablation impairs the
EMT-associated outcomes without affecting the expression of Snai1 [76]. Therefore, it may well be that
the EMT-executing function of BMP signaling which we discovered in a cancer context applies more
broadly and also occurs in developmental instances of EMT.

In summary, our study demonstrates the employment of canonical BMP signaling in EMT
execution which seems to be a feature of EMT with wide-ranging incidence. Further experiments
are needed to uncover the mechanistic details of context-dependent integration of BMP signaling
into EMT-associated gene regulatory networks. Independently of this, our findings suggest that BMP
pathway activity could be a novel intervention point for the targeting of EMT processes.

4. Materials and Methods

4.1. Cell Culture and Generation of Stable Cell Lines

The LS174T and HT29 cell lines were obtained from the CLS Cell Line Service (#300392
and #300215, Eppelheim, Germany). MCF10A cells were ordered from ATCC (CRL-10317,
Manassas, VA, USA). For all three, their identity and purity was authenticated by SNP-profiling
at Multiplexion Inc. (Friedrichshafen, Germany). PANC-1 cells were obtained from Thomas
Brabletz (Friedrich-Alexander-Universität Erlangen-Nürnberg, Germany) and were authenticated by
STR-profiling at Microsynth AG (Balgach, Switzerland). All cell lines were incubated at 37 ◦C and 5%
CO2, and were routinely screened to be free of mycoplasma infection using MycoSensor PCR Assay Kit
(#302109, Santa Clara, CA, USA) according to manufacturer’s instructions. LS174T, HT29 and PANC-1
cells were cultivated in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium (DMEM) supplemented with 10% (v/v)
FCS, 0.01 M HEPES/KOH, 1×MEM non-essential amino acids solution and 1× penicillin/streptomycin.
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LS174T parental cells and single cell clones with inducible expression constructs were produced by
retroviral transduction using the pRetroX-Tight-Pur vector system as described [19]. In Figures 1 and 2,
and Figure S1, cells overexpressing a firefly luciferase (Luc) were used as control cells. In all other
figures, cells harboring a vector without any cDNA insert (empty) were used as controls. The generation
of HT29-ctrl cells and HT29-Snail1-HA clones with robust induction of Snail1-HA was described
before [21]. For overexpression, LS174T and HT29 cells were treated with 0.1 µg·mL−1 and 1 µg·mL−1

Dox, respectively. MCF10A cells were kept in Gibco™ Advanced DMEM/F-12 medium, supplemented
with 5% (v/v) horse serum, 20 ng/mL hEGF, 0.1 µg/mL cholera toxin, 0.5 µg/mL hydrocortisone, 1 µg/mL
human insulin, and 1× penicillin/streptomycin. For constitutive overexpression of the SNAIL1-ER
fusion construct, cells were retrovirally transduced with a pWZL-Blast-SNAIL1-ER-plasmid (a gift
from Bob Weinberg; Addgene plasmid #18798 [77]; RRID: Addgene_18798). To generate MCF10A-ctrl
cells, we used a control vector that we constructed by replacing the coding sequence of SNAIL1-ER by
that of a hygromycin B resistance gene. For induction of SNAIL1-ER activity, 4OH-T was routinely
administered at 100 nM. Whenever cells were treated with substances, media were refreshed every
48 h. Murine Noggin was purchased from Peprotech (#250-38, Rocky Hill, NJ, USA) and used at
100 ng mL−1 unless otherwise indicated. In all experiments except for the ones shown in Figure 2 and
Figure S1, DMSO was added to the Noggin treated cells, to ensure comparability with the control
sample. LDN193189 was obtained from Cayman Chemical (#1062368-24-4; Ann Arbor, MI, USA) and,
if not pointed out otherwise, routinely applied at 50 nM. SB431542 from Selleckchem (#S1067; Houston,
TX, USA) was used at 10 µM.

4.2. Genome Editing

The sgRNAs for CRISPR/Cas9-mediated SMAD4 knockout were chosen using the online
design tools CHOPCHOP (https://chopchop.cbu.uib.no/) [78] and CCTop (https://crispr.cos.uni-
heidelberg.de/) [79]. The sequences of the sgRNAs used are: intron 8-upstream-gRNA:
5′-CCTTATATCTTTCTCATGGG-3′, intron 9-downstream-gRNA: 5′-AGAACACATATAATGTACAT-3′.
They were cloned into the pMuLE_ENTR_U6_stuffer_sgRNA_scaffold_R4-R3 vector (a gift from Ian
Frew; Addgene plasmid # 62131 [80]; RRID: Addgene_62131) using the BfuAI restriction sites. The Cas9
enzyme was expressed from a Cas9-RFP plasmid that we described previously [21]. All newly
generated plasmids were sequence-verified.

For genome editing, 2 × 106 cells were nucleofected with both sgRNA-expression plasmids and
the Cas9-RFP vector (1.3 µg each) using the Cell Line Nucleofector kit L (#VCA-1005, Lonza, Basel,
Switzerland). Subsequently, RFP+ single cells were sorted into 96-well plates by FACS 72 h after
nucleofection. After expansion, clones were analyzed by low-input PCR using a protocol established
at the ES cell targeting core laboratory, John Hopkins University School of Medicine, Baltimore, MD,
USA [81]. In brief, a minimum of around 15,000 cells were lysed in 20 µL of lysis buffer (67 mM Tris
HCl, pH 8.8, 16.6 mM ammonium sulfate, 6.7 mM magnesium chloride, 5 mM β-mercaptoethanol,
1 mg/mL proteinase K) overnight at 56 ◦C. Afterwards, the mixture was heated to 95 ◦C for 20 min,
centrifuged shortly, and 5 µl of the supernatant were used for PCR with the corresponding screening
primers (see Table S5).

4.3. Analysis of Gene Expression on mRNA Level

RNA was extracted using the PeqGOLD total RNA kit (#732–2871, Peqlab/VWR Life Science,
Bruchsal, Germany). For the analyses in Figures 1 and 2, and Figure S1, cDNA synthesis and qRT-PCR
were carried out as described [64]. All other gene expression analyses were performed with the
qScript™ Flex cDNA Kit (#95049; Quantabio, Beverly, MA, USA) for cDNA preparation, and the
PerfeCTa® SYBR® GreenSuperMix (#95054; Quantabio) for qRT-PCR. Here, the reaction was carried
out on a CFX384 Touch Real-Time PCR Detection System (BioRad Laboratories, Hercules, CA, USA).
Data were normalized using GAPDH expression values and relative expression was calculated using
the 2−∆Ct method. All primers were designed using Primer3Plus [82] and are listed in Table S5.

https://chopchop.cbu.uib.no/
https://crispr.cos.uni-heidelberg.de/
https://crispr.cos.uni-heidelberg.de/
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Biotinylated cRNA for microarray experiments was prepared with the Ambion MessageAmp
kit for Illumina arrays according to the manufacturer’s protocol. cRNA was hybridized to Illumina
HumanHT12-v4 BeadChips (Illumina, München, Germany) following the manufacturer’s protocol.
Raw microarray data were processed by using the Bioconductor R package beadarray and subsequently
quantile normalized together. Illumina Probes were mapped to Entrez IDs using the Illumina Human
v4 annotation data (Version 1.26) [83] from Bioconductor. If several probes mapped to the same Entrez
ID, the one having the largest interquartile range was retained. Differentially expressed genes (DEGs)
were determined via the limma package from R/Bioconductor [84]. Genes were considered significant
with an adjusted p-value threshold at 0.05 (Benjamini-Hochberg). Microarray data are available in
Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) repository under accession number GSE143297.

4.4. Gene Set Enrichment Analysis

Fisher’s exact test was used to retrieve from the lists of regulated genes the enriched terms and
pathways from the Gene Ontology collection (biological process) [85] and the Consensus database [86].
Significance threshold was set to adjusted p-value below 0.05.

4.5. TCGA Database

The TCGA database was accessed on 7 October 2019 via the TCGAbiolinks package [87] and 521
COAD RNAseq V2 data sets were downloaded for analyses. From these samples, 88 were filtered out
due to missing survival annotation or non-colon primary site. The CMScaller package [88] was used to
define CMS subtype for each TCGA sample. The Kmeans clustering method was used to divide the
samples into two groups based on the expression of BMP signature genes. A package for survival
analysis [89] was used for generating the survival curves and for assessing p-values.

4.6. Immunoblotting and Protein Extraction

Preparation of protein solutions through whole-cell lysis and nuclear extraction, western blotting,
and detection of antibody:antigen complexes were performed as described previously [64]. Nuclear
extracts were used for the detection of FOXA1, FOXA2, ID2, ZEB1, and GSK3β. All antibodies used
are listed in Table S6. Of note, the FOXA2 antibody used was previously shown to be cross-reactive
with FOXA1 [64]. As the antibodies for pSMAD1/5/8 and SMAD1/5/8, as well as FOXA1 and FOXA2
were generated from the same species, membranes were stripped in-between detections as follows.
After applying stripping solution (50 mM Tris/HCl pH 6.8, 0.7% β-mercaptoethanol, 2% SDS) for
30 min at 50 ◦C, membranes were washed three times with TBS-T, and re-incubated with the next
primary antibody. All western blots were repeated three times with similar results. A compilation
of uncropped immunoblots for all figures including densitometry readings is shown in Figure S10.
The intensities of bands were determined using ImageJ.

4.7. Luciferase Reporter Gene Assay

Luciferase reporter gene assays were carried out as previously described [19], with the exception
that 300 ng of Firefly Luciferase vector and 30 ng of Renilla Luciferase vector were used for transfection.
The BMP reporter plasmid (pGL3 BRE Luciferase) with wt SMAD-binding elements (SBE) was a gift
from Martine Roussel and Peter ten Dijke (Addgene plasmid # 45126 [90]; RRID: Addgene_45126).
For generation of the SBE-mutated vector, a single-stranded, palindromic BRE-SBEmut oligonucleotide
(5′-ctagcTCACTCCGTTACTCGCCAGGACGGGCTGTCAGGCTGGCGCCGCGGCGCCAGCCTGAC
AGCCCGTCCTGGCGAGTAACGGAGTGAg-3′; underlined parts denote the SBEs with the introduced
mutations in italics, lowercase letters represent NheI restriction site overhangs) was self-annealed and
subsequently cloned into the pGL3-Luc backbone previously linearized with NheI.



Cancers 2020, 12, 1019 20 of 25

4.8. Spheroid Invasion Assay

Spheroid invasion assays with LS174T derivatives were performed as previously described [19].
Spheroid invasion assays with MCF10A were performed similarly, except that cells were pre-induced
with the respective substances for 4 days before starting the assay. Pictures were then taken 10 days
after embedding. If required, the medium was refreshed every 3 days. Invaded single cells were
manually counted using ImageJ.

4.9. Anoikis Resistance Assay

Anoikis resistance assays were carried out by adapting a previously published protocol [27].
Briefly, 1500 cells were seeded in 96-well plates of normal tissue culture grade enabling adhesive
growth and on plates with a cell-repellent surface (both by Greiner Bio-one, Kremsmünster, Austria).
After overnight incubation, cells were treated with substances for 72 h and 96 h and cell viability was
determined by performing CCK8 assay (ENZO Life Sciences, Farmingdale, NY, USA) according to
manufacturer’s instructions. All experiments were performed in technical duplicates.

4.10. Software and Statistical Analyses

Figures were prepared using GraphPad Prism (San Diego, CA, USA) and Canvas X (Plantation,
FL, USA). RNA analysis was performed using R (R Core Team, 2019, version 3.6.1). Statistical analyses
of qRT-PCR data and spheroid invasion assay were carried out in GraphPad Prism. If not mentioned
otherwise in the respective figure legends, unpaired two-tailed student’s t-test was routinely used
to determine significant differences between two samples. Asterisks mark statistical significance
according to the following p-value thresholds: * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001. A summary of all
statistical analyses carried out, including the obtained p-values, can be found in Table S7.

5. Conclusions

In summary, our study demonstrates that SNAIL1 employs canonical BMP signaling for EMT
execution in colorectal cancer, and likely in a variety of additional pathophysiological and physiological
conditions where EMT occurs. Our findings therefore reevaluate the connection between BMP signaling
and EMT and substantially extend our knowledge about the mechanistic routes through which EMT
can be implemented. Thus, they imply novel strategies for the therapy of EMT-associated malignancies.

Supplementary Materials: The following items are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2072-6694/12/4/
1019/s1, Figure S1: Analyses of BMP pathway activity in LS174T and HT29 cells and efficacy of BMP pathway
inhibitors. Figure S2: Effects of BMP pathway inhibition on LS174T-control (ctrl) cells, upon treatment for
longer periods of time, and on HT29-ctrl and HT29-Snail1-HA cells. Figure S3: Anoikis resistance of LS174T-ctrl
and LS174T-Snail1-HA cells with and without BMPi. Figure S4: Chemical inhibition of TGFβR type I (ALK5)
does not affect EMT in LS174T-Snail1-HA cells. Figure S5: Transcriptome changes by BMP inhibition during
SNAIL1-induced EMT. Figure S6: Knocking out SMAD4 in LS174T cells using CRISPR/Cas9. Figure S7: Expression
of BMP signature genes in human tumor samples. Figure S8: Contribution of BMP pathway activity to EMT in
human mammary epithelial cells. Figure S9: Compiled immunoblots from all figures including the corresponding
loading controls for every detection ordered alphabetically. Figure S10: Compilation of uncropped immunoblots
for all figures including densitometry readings. Table S1: GSEA and TF signature analyses of genes induced by
Snail1-HA in LS174T cells. Table S2: BMP signature genes and differential gene expression in LS174T-Snail1-HA
cells ±BMPi. Table S3: GSEA with BMP signature genes. Table S4: Enrichment of BMP signature genes in other
instances of EMT. Table S5: Sequences of oligonucleotides used in the study. Table S6: List of antibodies used in
the study. Table S7: Summary of statistical analyses carried out in the study.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, P.F., A.H.; formal analysis, P.F., A.D., G.A.; investigation, P.F., A.D.,
M.S., G.A.; data curation, P.F., A.D., M.S., G.A.; resources, M.S.; writing—original draft preparation, P.F., A.H.;
writing—review and editing, P.F., A.D., M.S., G.A., M.B., A.H.; visualization, P.F., A.D., A.H.; supervision, M.B.,
A.H.; project administration, M.B., A.H.; funding acquisition, P.F., M.B., A.H. All authors have read and agreed to
the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This study was supported in part by the Excellence Initiative of the German Research Foundation
(GSC-4, Spemann Graduate School) and in part by the Ministry for Science, Research and Arts of the State
of Baden-Wuerttemberg. Additional funding was received from the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG;
CRC-850 subprojects B5 to A.H., Z1 and C9 to M.B.), and from the German Federal Ministry of Education and

http://www.mdpi.com/2072-6694/12/4/1019/s1
http://www.mdpi.com/2072-6694/12/4/1019/s1


Cancers 2020, 12, 1019 21 of 25

Research (BMBF) within the framework of the e:Med research and funding concept CoNfirm (FKZ 01ZX1708F
to M.B.).

Acknowledgments: The authors are grateful to K. Geiger and D. Herchenbach for excellent technical assistance,
to M. Bewerunge-Hudler and her team from the Genomics and Proteomics Core Facility at the German Cancer
Research Center (DKFZ), Heidelberg, Germany, for their microarray services, and to members of the Hecht
laboratory for critically reading of the manuscript. The results shown here are in part based upon data generated
by the TCGA Research Network: https://www.cancer.gov/tcga.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Nieto, M.A.; Huang, R.Y.-J.; Jackson, R.A.; Thiery, J.P. EMT: 2016. Cell 2016, 166, 21–45. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Zheng, X.; Carstens, J.L.; Kim, J.; Scheible, M.; Kaye, J.; Sugimoto, H.; Wu, C.-C.; LeBleu, V.S.; Kalluri, R.

Epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition is dispensable for metastasis but induces chemoresistance in pancreatic
cancer. Nature 2015, 527, 525–530. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Fischer, K.R.; Durrans, A.; Lee, S.; Sheng, J.; Li, F.; Wong, S.T.C.; Choi, H.; El Rayes, T.; Ryu, S.; Troeger, J.; et al.
Epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition is not required for lung metastasis but contributes to chemoresistance.
Nature 2015, 527, 472–476. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Brabletz, T.; Kalluri, R.; Nieto, M.A.; Weinberg, R.A. EMT in cancer. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2018, 18, 128–134.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Gonzalez, D.M.; Medici, D. Signaling mechanisms of the epithelial-mesenchymal transition. Sci. Signal. 2014,
7, re8. [CrossRef]

6. Dongre, A.; Weinberg, R.A. New insights into the mechanisms of epithelial–mesenchymal transition and
implications for cancer. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2019, 20, 69–84. [CrossRef]

7. Stemmler, M.P.; Eccles, R.L.; Brabletz, S.; Brabletz, T. Non-redundant functions of EMT transcription factors.
Nat. Cell Biol. 2019, 21, 102–112. [CrossRef]

8. Meyer-Schaller, N.; Cardner, M.; Diepenbruck, M.; Saxena, M.; Tiede, S.; Lüönd, F.; Ivanek, R.;
Beerenwinkel, N.; Christofori, G. A Hierarchical Regulatory Landscape during the Multiple Stages of
EMT. Dev. Cell 2019, 48, 539–553.e6. [CrossRef]

9. Wang, R.N.; Green, J.; Wang, Z.; Deng, Y.; Qiao, M.; Peabody, M.; Zhang, Q.; Ye, J.; Yan, Z.; Denduluri, S.;
et al. Bone Morphogenetic Protein (BMP) signaling in development and human diseases. Genes Dis. 2014, 1,
87–105. [CrossRef]

10. Xu, J.; Lamouille, S.; Derynck, R. TGF-β-induced epithelial to mesenchymal transition. Cell Res. 2009, 19,
156–172. [CrossRef]

11. Bach, D.-H.; Park, H.J.; Lee, S.K. The Dual Role of Bone Morphogenetic Proteins in Cancer. Mol. Ther.
Oncolytics 2018, 8, 1–13. [CrossRef]

12. Hardwick, J.C.; Kodach, L.L.; Offerhaus, G.J.; van den Brink, G.R. Bone morphogenetic protein signalling in
colorectal cancer. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2008, 8, 806–812. [CrossRef]

13. Lorente-Trigos, A.; Varnat, F.; Melotti, A.; Ruiz i Altaba, A. BMP signaling promotes the growth of primary
human colon carcinomas in vivo. J. Mol. Cell Biol. 2010, 2, 318–332. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Yokoyama, Y.; Watanabe, T.; Tamura, Y.; Hashizume, Y.; Miyazono, K.; Ehata, S. Autocrine BMP-4 Signaling
Is a Therapeutic Target in Colorectal Cancer. Cancer Res. 2017, 77, 4026–4038. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Voorneveld, P.W.; Kodach, L.L.; Jacobs, R.J.; Liv, N.; Zonnevylle, A.C.; Hoogenboom, J.P.; Biemond, I.;
Verspaget, H.W.; Hommes, D.W.; de Rooij, K.; et al. Loss of SMAD4 alters BMP signaling to promote
colorectal cancer cell metastasis via activation of Rho and ROCK. Gastroenterology 2014, 147, 196–208.e13.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Vincent, T.; Neve, E.P.A.; Johnson, J.R.; Kukalev, A.; Rojo, F.; Albanell, J.; Pietras, K.; Virtanen, I.; Philipson, L.;
Leopold, P.L.; et al. A SNAIL1-SMAD3/4 transcriptional repressor complex promotes TGF-beta mediated
epithelial-mesenchymal transition. Nat. Cell Biol. 2009, 11, 943–950. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Postigo, A.A.; Depp, J.L.; Taylor, J.J.; Kroll, K.L. Regulation of Smad signaling through a differential
recruitment of coactivators and corepressors by ZEB proteins. EMBO J. 2003, 22, 2453–2462. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

18. David, C.J.; Huang, Y.-H.; Chen, M.; Su, J.; Zou, Y.; Bardeesy, N.; Iacobuzio-Donahue, C.A.; Massagué, J.
TGF-β Tumor Suppression through a Lethal EMT. Cell 2016, 164, 1015–1030. [CrossRef]

https://www.cancer.gov/tcga
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.06.028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27368099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature16064
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26560028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature15748
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26560033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrc.2017.118
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29326430
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/scisignal.2005189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41580-018-0080-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41556-018-0196-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2018.12.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gendis.2014.07.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/cr.2009.5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.omto.2017.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrc2467
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jmcb/mjq035
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21098050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-17-0112
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28611046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2014.03.052
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24704720
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncb1905
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19597490
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/emboj/cdg226
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12743039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.01.009


Cancers 2020, 12, 1019 22 of 25

19. Rönsch, K.; Jägle, S.; Rose, K.; Seidl, M.; Baumgartner, F.; Freihen, V.; Yousaf, A.; Metzger, E.; Lassmann, S.;
Schüle, R.; et al. SNAIL1 combines competitive displacement of ASCL2 and epigenetic mechanisms to
rapidly silence the EPHB3 tumor suppressor in colorectal cancer. Mol. Oncol. 2015, 9, 335–354. [CrossRef]

20. Kalluri, R.; Weinberg, R.A. The basics of epithelial-mesenchymal transition. J. Clin. Investig. 2009, 119,
1420–1428. [CrossRef]

21. Freihen, V.; Rönsch, K.; Mastroianni, J.; Frey, P.; Rose, K.; Boerries, M.; Zeiser, R.; Busch, H.; Hecht, A. SNAIL1
employs β-Catenin-LEF1 complexes to control colorectal cancer cell invasion and proliferation. Int. J. Cancer
2020, 146, 2229–2242. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Liu, T.M.; Lee, E.H. Transcriptional regulatory cascades in Runx2-dependent bone development. Tissue Eng.
Part. B Rev. 2013, 19, 254–263. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Korchynskyi, O.; ten Dijke, P. Identification and functional characterization of distinct critically important
bone morphogenetic protein-specific response elements in the Id1 promoter. J. Biol. Chem. 2002, 277,
4883–4891. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Lee, M.-H.; Kim, Y.-J.; Kim, H.-J.; Park, H.-D.; Kang, A.-R.; Kyung, H.-M.; Sung, J.-H.; Wozney, J.M.; Ryoo, H.-M.
BMP-2-induced Runx2 expression is mediated by Dlx5, and TGF-beta 1 opposes the BMP-2-induced osteoblast
differentiation by suppression of Dlx5 expression. J. Biol. Chem. 2003, 278, 34387–34394. [CrossRef]

25. Soung, D.Y.; Talebian, L.; Matheny, C.J.; Guzzo, R.; Speck, M.E.; Lieberman, J.R.; Speck, N.A.; Drissi, H.
Runx1 dose-dependently regulates endochondral ossification during skeletal development and fracture
healing. J. Bone Miner. Res. 2012, 27, 1585–1597. [CrossRef]

26. Huang, W.; Yang, S.; Shao, J.; Li, Y.-P. Signaling and transcriptional regulation in osteoblast commitment and
differentiation. Front. Biosci. 2007, 12, 3068–3092. [CrossRef]

27. Huang, R.Y.-J.; Wong, M.K.; Tan, T.Z.; Kuay, K.T.; Ng, A.H.C.; Chung, V.Y.; Chu, Y.-S.; Matsumura, N.;
Lai, H.-C.; Lee, Y.F.; et al. An EMT spectrum defines an anoikis-resistant and spheroidogenic intermediate
mesenchymal state that is sensitive to e-cadherin restoration by a src-kinase inhibitor, saracatinib (AZD0530).
Cell Death Dis. 2013, 4, e915. [CrossRef]

28. Mouradov, D.; Sloggett, C.; Jorissen, R.N.; Love, C.G.; Li, S.; Burgess, A.W.; Arango, D.; Strausberg, R.L.;
Buchanan, D.; Wormald, S.; et al. Colorectal cancer cell lines are representative models of the main molecular
subtypes of primary cancer. Cancer Res. 2014, 74, 3238–3247. [CrossRef]

29. Vincent, F.; Nagashima, M.; Takenoshita, S.; Khan, M.A.; Gemma, A.; Hagiwara, K.; Bennett, W.P. Mutation
analysis of the transforming growth factor-β type II receptor in human cell lines resistant to growth inhibition
by transforming growth factor-β. Oncogene 1997, 15, 117–122. [CrossRef]

30. Gröger, C.J.; Grubinger, M.; Waldhör, T.; Vierlinger, K.; Mikulits, W. Meta-analysis of gene expression
signatures defining the epithelial to mesenchymal transition during cancer progression. PLoS ONE 2012, 7,
e51136. [CrossRef]

31. Mooney, S.M.; Talebian, V.; Jolly, M.K.; Jia, D.; Gromala, M.; Levine, H.; McConkey, B.J. The GRHL2/ZEB
Feedback Loop-A Key Axis in the Regulation of EMT in Breast Cancer. J. Cell. Biochem. 2017, 118, 2559–2570.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Cieply, B.; Farris, J.; Denvir, J.; Ford, H.L.; Frisch, S.M. Epithelial-mesenchymal transition and tumor
suppression are controlled by a reciprocal feedback loop between ZEB1 and Grainyhead-like-2. Cancer Res.
2013, 73, 6299–6309. [CrossRef]

33. Chung, V.Y.; Tan, T.Z.; Tan, M.; Wong, M.K.; Kuay, K.T.; Yang, Z.; Ye, J.; Muller, J.; Koh, C.M.; Guccione, E.; et al.
GRHL2-miR-200-ZEB1 maintains the epithelial status of ovarian cancer through transcriptional regulation
and histone modification. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 19943. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Jägle, S.; Dertmann, A.; Schrempp, M.; Hecht, A. ZEB1 is neither sufficient nor required for
epithelial-mesenchymal transition in LS174T colorectal cancer cells. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun.
2017, 482, 1226–1232. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Bardeesy, N.; Cheng, K.-H.; Berger, J.H.; Chu, G.C.; Pahler, J.; Olson, P.; Hezel, A.F.; Horner, J.; Lauwers, G.Y.;
Hanahan, D.; et al. Smad4 is dispensable for normal pancreas development yet critical in progression and
tumor biology of pancreas cancer. Genes Dev. 2006, 20, 3130–3146. [CrossRef]

36. Drost, J.; van Jaarsveld, R.H.; Ponsioen, B.; Zimberlin, C.; van Boxtel, R.; Buijs, A.; Sachs, N.; Overmeer, R.M.;
Offerhaus, G.J.; Begthel, H.; et al. Sequential cancer mutations in cultured human intestinal stem cells. Nature
2015, 521, 43–47. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molonc.2014.08.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/JCI39104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ijc.32644
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31463973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/ten.teb.2012.0527
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23150948
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M111023200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11729207
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M211386200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jbmr.1601
http://dx.doi.org/10.2741/2296
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2013.442
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-14-0013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.onc.1201166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0051136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcb.25974
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28266048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-12-4082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep19943
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26887977
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2016.12.017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27923654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gad.1478706
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature14415


Cancers 2020, 12, 1019 23 of 25

37. Seino, T.; Kawasaki, S.; Shimokawa, M.; Tamagawa, H.; Toshimitsu, K.; Fujii, M.; Ohta, Y.; Matano, M.;
Nanki, K.; Kawasaki, K.; et al. Human Pancreatic Tumor Organoids Reveal Loss of Stem Cell Niche Factor
Dependence during Disease Progression. Cell Stem Cell 2018, 22, 454–467.e6. [CrossRef]

38. Yang, X.; Li, C.; Herrera, P.-L.; Deng, C.-X. Generation of Smad4/Dpc4 conditional knockout mice. Genesis
2002, 32, 80–81. [CrossRef]

39. Guinney, J.; Dienstmann, R.; Wang, X.; de Reyniès, A.; Schlicker, A.; Soneson, C.; Marisa, L.; Roepman, P.;
Nyamundanda, G.; Angelino, P.; et al. The consensus molecular subtypes of colorectal cancer. Nat. Med.
2015, 21, 1350–1356. [CrossRef]

40. The Cancer Genome Atlas Network. Comprehensive molecular characterization of human colon and rectal
cancer. Nature 2012, 487, 330–337. [CrossRef]

41. Berg, K.C.G.; Eide, P.W.; Eilertsen, I.A.; Johannessen, B.; Bruun, J.; Danielsen, S.A.; Bjørnslett, M.;
Meza-Zepeda, L.A.; Eknæs, M.; Lind, G.E.; et al. Multi-omics of 34 colorectal cancer cell lines—A resource
for biomedical studies. Mol. Cancer 2017, 16, 116. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Mani, S.A.; Guo, W.; Liao, M.-J.; Eaton, E.N.; Ayyanan, A.; Zhou, A.Y.; Brooks, M.; Reinhard, F.; Zhang, C.C.;
Shipitsin, M.; et al. The epithelial-mesenchymal transition generates cells with properties of stem cells. Cell
2008, 133, 704–715. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Ramachandran, A.; Vizán, P.; Das, D.; Chakravarty, P.; Vogt, J.; Rogers, K.W.; Müller, P.; Hinck, A.P.;
Sapkota, G.P.; Hill, C.S. TGF-β uses a novel mode of receptor activation to phosphorylate SMAD1/5 and
induce epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition. Elife 2018, 7, e31756. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Zhou, W.; Lv, R.; Qi, W.; Di, W.; Xu, Y.; Liu, W.; Mou, Y.; Wang, L. Snail contributes to the maintenance of
stem cell-like phenotype cells in human pancreatic cancer. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e87409. [CrossRef]

45. Kopantzev, E.P.; Kopantseva, M.R.; Grankina, E.V.; Mikaelyan, A.; Egorov, V.I.; Sverdlov, E.D. Activation of
IGF/IGF-IR signaling pathway fails to induce epithelial-mesenchymal transition in pancreatic cancer cells.
Pancreatology 2019, 19, 390–396. [CrossRef]

46. Shichi, Y.; Sasaki, N.; Michishita, M.; Hasegawa, F.; Matsuda, Y.; Arai, T.; Gomi, F.; Aida, J.; Takubo, K.;
Toyoda, M.; et al. Enhanced morphological and functional differences of pancreatic cancer with epithelial or
mesenchymal characteristics in 3D culture. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 10871. [CrossRef]

47. Mohammed, H.; Hernando-Herraez, I.; Savino, A.; Scialdone, A.; Macaulay, I.; Mulas, C.; Chandra, T.;
Voet, T.; Dean, W.; Nichols, J.; et al. Single-Cell Landscape of Transcriptional Heterogeneity and Cell Fate
Decisions during Mouse Early Gastrulation. Cell Rep. 2017, 20, 1215–1228. [CrossRef]

48. Peng, G.; Suo, S.; Chen, J.; Chen, W.; Liu, C.; Yu, F.; Wang, R.; Chen, S.; Sun, N.; Cui, G.; et al. Spatial
Transcriptome for the Molecular Annotation of Lineage Fates and Cell Identity in Mid-gastrula Mouse
Embryo. Dev. Cell 2016, 36, 681–697. [CrossRef]

49. McLennan, R.; Schumacher, L.J.; Morrison, J.A.; Teddy, J.M.; Ridenour, D.A.; Box, A.C.; Semerad, C.L.; Li, H.;
McDowell, W.; Kay, D.; et al. Neural crest migration is driven by a few trailblazer cells with a unique
molecular signature narrowly confined to the invasive front. Development 2015, 142, 2014–2025. [CrossRef]

50. Morrison, J.A.; McLennan, R.; Wolfe, L.A.; Gogol, M.M.; Meier, S.; McKinney, M.C.; Teddy, J.M.; Holmes, L.;
Semerad, C.L.; Box, A.C.; et al. Single-cell transcriptome analysis of avian neural crest migration reveals
signatures of invasion and molecular transitions. Elife 2017, 6, e28415. [CrossRef]

51. McCormack, N.; O’Dea, S. Regulation of epithelial to mesenchymal transition by bone morphogenetic
proteins. Cell. Signal. 2013, 25, 2856–2862. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Serrao, A.; Jenkins, L.M.; Chumanevich, A.A.; Horst, B.; Liang, J.; Gatza, M.L.; Lee, N.Y.; Roninson, I.B.;
Broude, E.V.; Mythreye, K. Mediator kinase CDK8/CDK19 drives YAP1-dependent BMP4-induced EMT in
cancer. Oncogene 2018, 37, 4792–4808. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Huang, P.; Chen, A.; He, W.; Li, Z.; Zhang, G.; Liu, Z.; Liu, G.; Liu, X.; He, S.; Xiao, G.; et al. BMP-2 induces
EMT and breast cancer stemness through Rb and CD44. Cell Death Discov. 2017, 3, 17039. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

54. Samavarchi-Tehrani, P.; Golipour, A.; David, L.; Sung, H.-K.; Beyer, T.A.; Datti, A.; Woltjen, K.; Nagy, A.;
Wrana, J.L. Functional genomics reveals a BMP-driven mesenchymal-to-epithelial transition in the initiation
of somatic cell reprogramming. Cell Stem Cell 2010, 7, 64–77. [CrossRef]

55. Scheel, C.; Eaton, E.N.; Li, S.H.-J.; Chaffer, C.L.; Reinhardt, F.; Kah, K.-J.; Bell, G.; Guo, W.; Rubin, J.;
Richardson, A.L.; et al. Paracrine and autocrine signals induce and maintain mesenchymal and stem cell
states in the breast. Cell 2011, 145, 926–940. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2017.12.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/gene.10029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nm.3967
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature11252
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12943-017-0691-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28683746
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2008.03.027
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18485877
http://dx.doi.org/10.7554/eLife.31756
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29376829
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0087409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pan.2019.01.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47416-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2017.07.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2016.02.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.117507
http://dx.doi.org/10.7554/eLife.28415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cellsig.2013.09.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24044921
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41388-018-0316-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29780169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/cddiscovery.2017.39
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28725489
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2010.04.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.04.029


Cancers 2020, 12, 1019 24 of 25

56. Zeisberg, M.; Hanai, J.-I.; Sugimoto, H.; Mammoto, T.; Charytan, D.; Strutz, F.; Kalluri, R. BMP-7 counteracts
TGF-beta1-induced epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition and reverses chronic renal injury. Nat. Med. 2003,
9, 964–968. [CrossRef]

57. Jung, B.; Staudacher, J.J.; Beauchamp, D. Transforming Growth Factor β Superfamily Signaling in
Development of Colorectal Cancer. Gastroenterology 2017, 152, 36–52. [CrossRef]

58. Voorneveld, P.W.; Reimers, M.S.; Bastiaannet, E.; Jacobs, R.J.; van Eijk, R.; Zanders, M.M.J.; Herings, R.M.C.;
van Herk-Sukel, M.P.P.; Kodach, L.L.; van Wezel, T.; et al. Statin Use After Diagnosis of Colon Cancer and
Patient Survival. Gastroenterology 2017, 153, 470–479.e4. [CrossRef]

59. Kodach, L.L.; Bleuming, S.A.; Musler, A.R.; Peppelenbosch, M.P.; Hommes, D.W.; van den Brink, G.R.;
van Noesel, C.J.M.; Offerhaus, G.J.A.; Hardwick, J.C.H. The bone morphogenetic protein pathway is active
in human colon adenomas and inactivated in colorectal cancer. Cancer 2008, 112, 300–306. [CrossRef]

60. Massagué, J. TGFβ signalling in context. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2012, 13, 616–630. [CrossRef]
61. Caja, L.; Tzavlaki, K.; Dadras, M.S.; Tan, E.-J.; Hatem, G.; Maturi, N.P.; Morén, A.; Wik, L.; Watanabe, Y.;

Savary, K.; et al. Snail regulates BMP and TGFβ pathways to control the differentiation status of
glioma-initiating cells. Oncogene 2018, 37, 2515–2531. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Batlle, E.; Sancho, E.; Franci, C.; Dominguez, D.; Monfar, M.; Baulida, J.; De Herreros, A.G. The transcription
factor snail is a repressor of E-cadherin gene expression in epithelial tumour cells. Nat. Cell Biol. 2000, 2,
84–89. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

63. Beyes, S.; Andrieux, G.; Schrempp, M.; Aicher, D.; Wenzel, J.; Antón-García, P.; Boerries, M.; Hecht, A.
Genome-wide mapping of DNA-binding sites identifies stemness-related genes as directly repressed targets
of SNAIL1 in colorectal cancer cells. Oncogene 2019, 38, 6647–6661. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

64. Jägle, S.; Busch, H.; Freihen, V.; Beyes, S.; Schrempp, M.; Boerries, M.; Hecht, A. SNAIL1-mediated
downregulation of FOXA proteins facilitates the inactivation of transcriptional enhancer elements at key
epithelial genes in colorectal cancer cells. PLoS Genet. 2017, 13, e1007109. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

65. Kaur, H.; Phillips-Mason, P.J.; Burden-Gulley, S.M.; Kerstetter-Fogle, A.E.; Basilion, J.P.; Sloan, A.E.;
Brady-Kalnay, S.M. Cadherin-11, a marker of the mesenchymal phenotype, regulates glioblastoma cell
migration and survival in vivo. Mol. Cancer Res. 2012, 10, 293–304. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

66. Cai, X.; Liu, C.; Zhang, T.-N.; Zhu, Y.-W.; Dong, X.; Xue, P. Down-regulation of FN1 inhibits colorectal
carcinogenesis by suppressing proliferation, migration, and invasion. J. Cell. Biochem. 2018, 119, 4717–4728.
[CrossRef]

67. Kijewska, M.; Viski, C.; Turrell, F.; Fitzpatrick, A.; van Weverwijk, A.; Gao, Q.; Iravani, M.; Isacke, C.M.
Using an in-vivo syngeneic spontaneous metastasis model identifies ID2 as a promoter of breast cancer
colonisation in the brain. Breast Cancer Res. 2019, 21, 4. [CrossRef]

68. Lasorella, A.; Benezra, R.; Iavarone, A. The ID proteins: Master regulators of cancer stem cells and tumour
aggressiveness. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2014, 14, 77–91. [CrossRef]

69. Niu, D.-F.; Kondo, T.; Nakazawa, T.; Oishi, N.; Kawasaki, T.; Mochizuki, K.; Yamane, T.; Katoh, R. Transcription
factor Runx2 is a regulator of epithelial–mesenchymal transition and invasion in thyroid carcinomas. Lab.
Investig. 2012, 92, 1181–1190. [CrossRef]

70. Fritzmann, J.; Morkel, M.; Besser, D.; Budczies, J.; Kosel, F.; Brembeck, F.H.; Stein, U.; Fichtner, I.; Schlag, P.M.;
Birchmeier, W. A colorectal cancer expression profile that includes transforming growth factor beta inhibitor
BAMBI predicts metastatic potential. Gastroenterology 2009, 137, 165–175. [CrossRef]

71. Nawshad, A.; Medici, D.; Liu, C.-C.; Hay, E.D. TGFbeta3 inhibits E-cadherin gene expression in palate
medial-edge epithelial cells through a Smad2-Smad4-LEF1 transcription complex. J. Cell Sci. 2007, 120,
1646–1653. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

72. Roca, H.; Hernandez, J.; Weidner, S.; McEachin, R.C.; Fuller, D.; Sud, S.; Schumann, T.; Wilkinson, J.E.;
Zaslavsky, A.; Li, H.; et al. Transcription Factors OVOL1 and OVOL2 Induce the Mesenchymal to Epithelial
Transition in Human Cancer. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e76773. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

73. Zhang, J.; Tian, X.-J.; Chen, Y.-J.; Wang, W.; Watkins, S.; Xing, J. Pathway crosstalk enables cells to interpret
TGF-β duration. NPJ Syst. Biol. Appl. 2018, 4, 18. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

74. Beppu, H.; Kawabata, M.; Hamamoto, T.; Chytil, A.; Minowa, O.; Noda, T.; Miyazono, K. BMP type II
receptor is required for gastrulation and early development of mouse embryos. Dev. Biol. 2000, 221, 249–258.
[CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nm888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2016.10.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2017.05.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cncr.23160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrm3434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41388-018-0136-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29449696
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35000034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10655587
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41388-019-0905-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31391555
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1007109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29155818
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1541-7786.MCR-11-0457
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22267545
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcb.26651
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13058-018-1093-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrc3638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/labinvest.2012.84
http://dx.doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2009.03.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/jcs.003129
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17452626
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0076773
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24124593
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41540-018-0060-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29872541
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/dbio.2000.9670


Cancers 2020, 12, 1019 25 of 25

75. Sauka-Spengler, T.; Bronner-Fraser, M. A gene regulatory network orchestrates neural crest formation. Nat.
Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2008, 9, 557–568. [CrossRef]

76. Miura, S.; Davis, S.; Klingensmith, J.; Mishina, Y. BMP signaling in the epiblast is required for proper
recruitment of the prospective paraxial mesoderm and development of the somites. Development 2006, 133,
3767–3775. [CrossRef]

77. Addgene: pWZL Blast Snail ER. Available online: http://n2t.net/addgene:18798 (accessed on 26 November
2019).

78. Labun, K.; Montague, T.G.; Gagnon, J.A.; Thyme, S.B.; Valen, E. CHOPCHOP v2: A web tool for the next
generation of CRISPR genome engineering. Nucleic Acids Res. 2016, 44, W272–W276. [CrossRef]

79. Stemmer, M.; Thumberger, T.; Del Sol Keyer, M.; Wittbrodt, J.; Mateo, J.L. CCTop: An Intuitive, Flexible and
Reliable CRISPR/Cas9 Target Prediction Tool. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0124633. [CrossRef]

80. Addgene: pMuLE ENTR U6 stuffer sgRNA scaffold R4-R3. Available online: http://n2t.net/addgene:62131
(accessed on 17 May 2019).

81. PCR from direct colony picks. Available online: https://www.hopkinsmedicine.org/core/ES_Targeting/

Protocol_Pages/PCRpicks.html (accessed on 17 May 2019).
82. Untergasser, A.; Nijveen, H.; Rao, X.; Bisseling, T.; Geurts, R.; Leunissen, J.A.M. Primer3Plus, an enhanced

web interface to Primer3. Nucleic Acids Res. 2007, 35, W71–W74. [CrossRef]
83. Illumina HumanHT12v4 annotation data (chip illuminaHumanv4). Available online: http://bioconductor.

org/packages/release/data/annotation/html/illuminaHumanv4.db.html (accessed on 17 May 2019).
84. Ritchie, M.E.; Phipson, B.; Di, W.; Hu, Y.; Law, C.W.; Shi, W.; Smyth, G.K. limma powers differential expression

analyses for RNA-sequencing and microarray studies. Nucleic Acids Res. 2015, 43, e47. [CrossRef]
85. Subramanian, A.; Tamayo, P.; Mootha, V.K.; Mukherjee, S.; Ebert, B.L.; Gillette, M.A.; Paulovich, A.;

Pomeroy, S.L.; Golub, T.R.; Lander, E.S.; et al. Gene set enrichment analysis: A knowledge-based approach
for interpreting genome-wide expression profiles. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2005, 102, 15545–15550.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

86. Herwig, R.; Hardt, C.; Lienhard, M.; Kamburov, A. Analyzing and interpreting genome data at the network
level with ConsensusPathDB. Nat. Protoc. 2016, 11, 1889–1907. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

87. Colaprico, A.; Silva, T.C.; Olsen, C.; Garofano, L.; Cava, C.; Garolini, D.; Sabedot, T.S.; Malta, T.M.;
Pagnotta, S.M.; Castiglioni, I.; et al. TCGAbiolinks: An R/Bioconductor package for integrative analysis of
TCGA data. Nucleic Acids Res. 2016, 44, e71. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

88. Eide, P.W.; Bruun, J.; Lothe, R.A.; Sveen, A. CMScaller: An R package for consensus molecular subtyping of
colorectal cancer pre-clinical models. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 16618. [CrossRef]

89. Therneau, T.M. A Package for Survival Analysis in S: Version 2.38. Available online: https://CRAN.R-project.
org/package=survival2015 (accessed on 3 December 2019).

90. Addgene: pGL3 BRE Luciferase. Available online: http://n2t.net/addgene:45126 (accessed on 17 May 2019).

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrm2428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.02552
http://n2t.net/addgene:18798
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkw398
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0124633
http://n2t.net/addgene:62131
https://www.hopkinsmedicine.org/core/ES_Targeting/Protocol_Pages/PCRpicks.html
https://www.hopkinsmedicine.org/core/ES_Targeting/Protocol_Pages/PCRpicks.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkm306
http://bioconductor.org/packages/release/data/annotation/html/illuminaHumanv4.db.html
http://bioconductor.org/packages/release/data/annotation/html/illuminaHumanv4.db.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0506580102
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16199517
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2016.117
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27606777
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv1507
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26704973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-16747-x
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=survival2015
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=survival2015
http://n2t.net/addgene:45126
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results 
	SNAIL1 Activates BMP Target Genes during EMT in Colorectal Cancer Cells 
	BMP Signaling is Required for Execution of Snail1-Induced EMT 
	Transcriptome Analyses Define a BMP-Dependent EMT Gene Signature 
	Knockout of SMAD4 Blocks BMP-Dependent EMT Execution 
	BMP Signature Gene Expression Patterns are Recapitulated in Human Colorectal Cancer Tumors and Can Predict Patient Survival 
	BMP Signaling also Contributes to EMT Execution in Other Cell Culture Models and In Vivo 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Cell Culture and Generation of Stable Cell Lines 
	Genome Editing 
	Analysis of Gene Expression on mRNA Level 
	Gene Set Enrichment Analysis 
	TCGA Database 
	Immunoblotting and Protein Extraction 
	Luciferase Reporter Gene Assay 
	Spheroid Invasion Assay 
	Anoikis Resistance Assay 
	Software and Statistical Analyses 

	Conclusions 
	References

