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Abstract

:

Aberrant regulation of Wnt signaling is a common theme seen across many tumor types. Decades of research have unraveled the epigenetic and genetic alterations that result in elevated Wnt pathway activity. More recently, it has become apparent that Wnt signaling levels identify stem-like tumor cells that are responsible for fueling tumor growth. As therapeutic targeting of these tumor stem cells is an intense area of investigation, a concise understanding on how Wnt activity relates to cancer stem cell traits is needed. This review attempts at summarizing the intricacies between Wnt signaling and cancer stem cell biology with a special emphasis on colorectal cancer.
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1. Introduction


Dedicated populations of stem cells ensure self-renewal of most adult epithelial tissues [1]. These cells reside in specialized niches where they integrate various environmental and intrinsic signaling inputs to coordinate cell fate determination and maintain tissue homeostasis. The ability of these stem cells to indefinitely self-renew makes them prime candidates for accumulating mutations that may lead to tumor initiation [2]. Cancers have long been acknowledged to present as heterogeneous entities. Not all cells within a particular malignancy are deemed equal with respect to their biological qualities. Most importantly, the tumor initiation capacity seems to be restricted to a small population of tumor cells that continuously fuel tumor growth [3]. Because these cells are endowed with self-renewal capacity and multi-differentiation potential, they are often referred to as cancer stem cells (CSCs). Interestingly, the biology of normal and CSCs within the same tissue is highly interrelated. This is evident from the fact that molecular signals that define and maintain normal stem cells are often aberrantly activated in tumor cells originating in the same organ. A prime example, and the main topic of our review, is the role of Wnt signaling in defining CSC features across several malignancies with a particular emphasis on colorectal cancer (CRC). We summarize the latest advances on the intrinsic and extrinsic regulation of Wnt signaling and describe a model in which incremental levels of pathway activities shape a hierarchical organization of both normal and cancerous tissues. This poses an interesting conundrum on the rational design of drugs aimed at depleting the CSCs within tumors while sparing the function of normal tissues. We will discuss the most recent therapeutic developments aimed at targeting components of the Wnt signaling pathway and how this may impact the maintenance of the CSC population and ultimately the clinical outcome.




2. Wnt Signaling in Cancer


2.1. Colorectal Cancer


Over the past decade, the mutational landscape of CRC has unfolded and it became apparent that most, if not all, CRCs display genetic alterations in the Wnt pathway. Although the nature of these mutations may be distinct, they ultimately result in the stabilization of β-catenin, the key transducer of canonical Wnt signals. The most prevalent mutations are truncating events that inactivate the tumor suppressor Adenomatousis Polyposis Coli (APC) [4], a protein that binds and stabilizes AXIN2 and Glycogen synthase kinase 3 β (GSK3β) to form the β-catenin destruction complex (Figure 1). The latter is responsible for maintaining low cytosolic levels of β-catenin by directing it for proteasomal degradation. Interestingly, additional Wnt activating mutations have been reported that display mutual exclusivity with inactivating APC truncation. First and foremost is the identification of β-catenin stabilizing mutations that result in its constitutive nuclear localization and target gene transcription [4]. Furthermore, recent RNA-sequencing efforts have identified multiple fusion transcripts including recurrent gene fusions involving R-spondin family members RSPO2 and RSPO3 that together occur in 8% of colon tumors [5]. R-spondins are secreted proteins that potentiate Wnt signaling in a Wnt ligand dependent manner and act as oncogenic drivers in RSPO fusion tumors [5,6]. Finally, a small subset of CRC displays inactivation of RNF43 that encodes an E3 ubiquitin ligase that negatively regulates Wnt signaling [7,8].



As mentioned above, Wnt activating mutations occur early during colon tumorigenesis whereas the progression of the disease is often accompanied by other genetic alterations, most commonly seen in KRAS, BRAF, TP53, and SMAD4 [5,9,10]. Although these alterations are recurrently described as driver mutations in various cancers, it is still unknown which of these are required to maintain established tumors and whether interfering with Wnt signaling might be a viable therapeutic target in the background of additional drivers.



In a recent elegant mouse study, Dow et al. [11] addressed this question by using doxycycline inducible short hairpin RNA (shRNA)-mediated silencing and reactivation of APC. Administration of doxycycline resulted in activation of Wnt signaling, intestinal hyperproliferation, and a block in differentiation. Importantly, this phenotype was completely reversible when endogenous levels of APC were restored after doxycycline removal. Of note, this was also true even in the presence of other CRC canonical oncogenic mutations, suggesting that APC loss and hyperactivation of Wnt signaling is crucial for tumor maintenance [11].



In a separate study, a functional blockade of R-spondins in RSPO fusion tumors caused tumor regression even in the presence of mutations in KRAS, BRAF, and/or SMAD4 [6]. Altogether this suggests that Wnt signaling activity remains a major oncogenic driver in CRC despite the presence of genetic instability and supports the continuing efforts of the research community in bringing relevant Wnt pathway inhibitors to the clinic. Of note, it was reported that in different types of CRC precursor lesions distinct types of Wnt activating mutations occur and at a histopathologically different stage. For example, in conventional tubular adenomas inactivating APC mutations are very early events whilst in serrated neoplasia RNF43 mutations are selected for at a much later stage [12]. Thus, different context select for distinct mutational spectra, also with respect to Wnt signaling, and are accompanied with distinct biological and clinical presentation.




2.2. Other Cancers


The role of Wnt signaling in carcinogenesis extends beyond CRC. Mutations of pathway components are also frequently detected in a subset of hepatocellular carcinoma. There, hyperactivation of Wnt signaling is mediated by loss of function and inactivation of the Wnt negative regulators AXIN1 and/or AXIN2 [13]. Early studies in mouse mammary tumor development identified int1 insertion as a frequent target for insertional activation by the mouse mammary tumor virus (MMTV) [14]. Soon after, the mouse int-1 gene was recognized to be part of a substantial group of mammalian genes, now commonly known as Wnt ligands. Hyperactivation of Wnt signaling in breast cancers is rarely due to mutations in the pathway but rather a consequence of increased ligand production. Autocrine production of various Wnt ligands was reported in a subset of breast and ovarian cancer cell lines, which was shown to lead to an increase in beta-catenin stability [15]. Importantly, this increase in Wnt signaling activity could be blocked by overexpression of the receptor-Wnt ligand antagonist Secreted frizzled-related protein (SFRP) or Dickkopf-related protein 1 (DKK1), resulting in a decrease in Wnt signaling activity and reduced cell proliferation. Indeed, epigenetic silencing of SFRP1 and Wnt inhibitory factor 1 (Wif1) has been reported in a significant amount of human breast cancers and was also shown to correlate with a poor disease outcome [16]. Another example of a Wnt driven tumor is medulloblastoma, one of the most common juvenile brain tumors. Medulloblastoma is a heterogeneous disease that can be subdivided into distinct molecular subgroups that present with different clinical outcomes. At least 10% of all medulloblastoma are classified as the so-called Wnt subtype since they exhibit a high frequency of β-catenin activating mutations [17]. Patients comprised within the Wnt subtype often display a relatively good clinical outcome. Interestingly, this is in contrast with the Myc-driven subgroup of medulloblastoma that generally display a more dismal prognosis [17]. Since Myc is commonly described as a Wnt canonical target, additional features beyond Wnt signaling activation are likely contributing to the heterogeneous clinical behavior of the aforementioned tumor subtypes.



It is intriguing to note that both the type of Wnt activating mutations and the level of activation of the pathway seem to be selected in a tissue specific manner. For example, germline APC truncation causes an inherited autosomal condition called Familial Adenomatousis Polyposis (FAP), which almost exclusively results in an increased risk in developing colon cancer but with only a limited increase in the incidence of other malignancies [4]. Conversely, WTX mutations that also result in a deficient β-catenin destruction complex are only occasionally observed in CRC but more frequently associated with pediatric renal cancer (nephroblastoma) [18]. As we will discuss below, fine-tuning of Wnt activity is essential to optimally transform neoplastic cells and the level of Wnt activation required for transformation is likely to be tissue and cell type specific [19].





3. Wnt Activity and Stem Cell Function in Cancers


3.1. Tumor Initiation


Cancer develops from a single founding cell, the identity of which is still highly disputed. Self-renewal capability of most adult tissues is restricted to stem cells and therefore these cells are likely to be a prime target for cellular transformation. In addition, adult stem cells are usually long-lived, which is a prerequisite to accumulate sufficient genetic events, especially in the case of epithelial tissues undergoing high turnover. Support for the stem origin of intestinal cancer comes from mouse models of intestinal tumorigenesis that have confirmed that adenomas develop preferentially when loss of Apc is induced in the stem cell compartment [20]. More recently, the functional consequence of mutations in intestinal stem cells was unveiled using quantitative models. Previous studies on normal intestinal homeostasis had shown that intestinal crypts become monoclonal over time, following a pattern of neutral drift dynamics in which functionally equivalent stem cells either expand or disappear stochastically until they either take over the crypt or are lost [21,22]. If one Intestinal stem cell (ISC) acquires a neutral mutation that does not confer any selective advantage, this targeted cell has a high risk of being replaced by a normal stem cell within the crypt. In contrast, the probability for an Apc mutation, for example, to become fixed—that is, to enable that mutated stem cell to populate the entire crypt—is ~60%, which still means that in a large fraction of cases the mutated cell will be replaced by one of its wild-type stem cell neighbors and will be lost [23]. For the first time, such studies have enabled quantitative measurements of the competitive advantage stem cells are endowed with when a mutational event occurs [23,24]. Unfortunately, these dynamics have only been defined when mutations are introduced in stem cells and to date no data have established the fitness mutations may confer in more differentiated cell types. This is of relevance since multiple lines of evidence in the gut have shown that tumors do not necessarily arise from stem cells and dedifferentiation of intestinal enterocytes can occur and lead to intestinal tumors. For example, enforced activity of both Wnt signaling and NFκB in differentiated enterocytes is required to initiate adenomas from these cells and is accompanied by the re-expression of genes present in the intestinal stem cell signature [25]. More recently, Gremlin1 overexpression in mice was shown to result in the formation of ectopic crypts in intestinal villus. These ectopic crypts could persist long enough to acquire additional mutations that would ultimately lead to neoplasia [26]. Another recent example has been described for the case of terminally differentiated small intestinal tuft cells, in which Apc deletion is not sufficient to induce tumorigenesis [27]. Only in the presence of inflammation, that could be initiated even several months after induction of the mutation, these Apc-deficient tuft cells could form colonic tumors [27]. Altogether, this exemplifies how mutations in non-stem cells may enable these cells to persist long enough to acquire secondary mutations that lead to tumor formation. Altogether it still remains to be established whether it is the long-lived nature of stem cells or particular intrinsic features of these cells that makes them more susceptible to transformation. We recently reported that stem cell associated expression of anti-apoptotic molecules contributes to the ability of intestinal stem cells to efficiently transform [28]. Expression of Bcl-2, which is most pronounced in the intestinal stem cell compartment, greatly facilitates oncogenic transformation following Apc-inactivation by alleviating Apc-loss induced pro-apoptotic signals [28]. Of note, ectopic expression of Bcl-2 in more differentiated cells also rendered these cells susceptible to generating oncogenic outgrowth following Wnt pathway activation. Of further interest is the high level of telomerase activity detected upon β-catenin activation, potentially explaining why Wnt active cells are more permissive to tumorigenesis when mutations occur [29]. Besides the gastrointestinal tract, other tumor types have shown cellular and even regional specificity for Wnt mediated transformation. For instance, in mouse models of medulloblastoma it was reported that activating mutations in β-catenin only confer a proliferative advantage to dorsal brainstem progenitor cells but not in cerebral granule neuronal precursors (CGNPs) [30].




3.2. Wnt Active Cancer Stem Cells


There are several lines of evidence to support the notion that high Wnt activity identifies cancer cells endowed with stem cell capabilities. In CRC, despite the presence of mutations that constitutively turn on Wnt signaling, remnant regulation of the transduction cascade occurs which results in various degrees of Wnt signaling output within a clonal population of cancer cells. Using a Wnt reporter construct, we have reported that human colorectal CSCs can be defined on the basis of high Wnt signaling activity, and these cells preferentially localize to a myofibroblast niche [31]. Already in CRC precursor lesions, high Wnt activity defines the CSC fraction [32]. More recently, the use of a Wnt reporter has linked Wnt activity and the CSC phenotype across multiple human tumor types, including lung, gastric, and breast cancers [33]. In addition, various cell surface markers that have been used to enrich for CSC populations relate to Wnt activity or are canonical Wnt target genes (Table 1). As an example, elevated levels of Lgr5 expression can be detected in CRCs and tumor cells with the highest level of Lgr5 have been shown to behave as functional CSCs both in humans and mice [34,35]. Similarly, Wnt target gene CD44 expression also identifies the CSC fraction both in primary and metastatic CRC, breast cancer, and many other malignancies [36,37,38].



As we have summarized, Wnt activating mutations have been shown to be essential for the initiation of several tumor types and tumor maintenance is also dependent on Wnt activity irrespective of the presence of additional driver mutations [11]. Interestingly, in the case of CRC patients, where constitutively activating mutations of the Wnt pathway are clonally present within all tumor cells, such tumors often still reveal a significant degree of regulation of the pathway [55]. Furthermore, truncating events targeting the APC gene rarely result in a complete null genotype. Instead, there seems to be a particular selection for alleles that retain some level of β-catenin regulation. This has formed the basis for the “just-right” hypothesis, which postulates that a finely tuned β-catenin/Wnt activity level is required to optimally endow incipient tumor cells with tumorigenic potential. As we will elaborate below, there are various levels at which regulation of Wnt activity operate. Both intrinsic as well as microenvironmental regulation have been reported but altogether they seem to converge towards a similar phenotypic quality: tumor cells displaying high Wnt activity are functionally related to cancer stem cells (CSCs).





4. Regulation of Wnt Activity and CSC Properties


The key hallmark of the CSC concept is that genetically identical cells, belonging to the same malignant clonal population, display distinct tumor propagating features. As we discussed, this distinction between the cancer growth-driving, stem cell-like population, and the more differentiated and indolent cells is intimately related to Wnt signaling levels, with the former cells showing high activity of this pathway. An important focus of research is to establish what signals maintain and install these differential Wnt activity levels and thereby regulate the CSC population (Figure 2). This is an especially intriguing topic of research as many malignancies, and also the cancers in which tumorigenic cells can be identified based on Wnt signaling activity-display genetic aberrations, directly enhance activity of this pathway. As we discussed above, over 80% of CRCs display inactivating APC mutations that inhibit β-catenin degradation and thereby enhance Wnt pathway activity. Yet, despite this global increased level of activity in all cancer cells, additional regulation occurs, and cells with distinct activity levels can be identified and associated with clear biological significance. This regulation takes place at several levels and displays clear resemblance to regulation of the Wnt pathway in normal stem cell compartments (Figure 2 and Figure 3).



4.1. Microenvironmental Regulation


4.1.1. Wnt Ligands


In normal tissues, secreted Wnt ligands bind Frizzled receptors in conjunction with Lrp co-receptors to activate intracellular Wnt signaling in a phosphoprotein Disheveld (Dsh) mediated fashion. Following Wnt ligand binding, the β-catenin degradation complex, comprising AXIN, APC, and GSK3β, translocates to the plasma membrane where its activity is inhibited by several mechanisms: the stability of components of the complex is diminished and GSK3β kinase activity is reduced resulting in relative stabilization of β-catenin. β-catenin accumulates, translocates to the nucleus, and enhances Wnt target gene expression in a TCF/Lymphoid Enhancer-Binding Factor (LEF) dependent manner.



Sources of Wnt ligands in normal tissues are the stem cell-supporting cells comprising the cellular niche. For example, Paneth cells in the intestine produce Wnts in support of the crypt base columnar stem cell population. Additionally, in the hematopoietic stem cell niche Wnt ligands are pivotal in the regulation of stem cell function and hematopoiesis [56]. The importance of Wnt ligands in the maintenance of CSCs has been established in a large variety of malignancies.



In estrogen receptor negative (ER negative) breast cancers Wnt3a has been demonstrated to increase the sphere forming ability [57]. Similarly, both Wnt1 and Wnt3a support stem-like cells in glioblastoma multiforme (GBM) [58]. The relevance of Wnt ligands in stem cell function was further supported by the notion that periostin (POSTN), an extracellular matrix component, facilitates metastasis formation by locally sequestering Wnt ligands that support Wnt activity in metastatic breast CSCs. Conversely, non-canonical Wnt signaling induced by Wnt5a constrains canonical Wnt activity and inhibits stem cell properties in breast cancer. Heterozygous loss of the WNT5A gene was associated with poor disease outcome in this malignancy. This highlights the delicate balance of pro- and anti-stem cell properties of the Wnt ligand family. Furthermore, work from the Weinberg laboratory revealed that both the canonical and non-canonical Wnt pathways cooperate with TGFβ signaling in not only the maintenance, but intriguingly also the induction of stem cell properties in breast cancer cells [59]. These pathways can be activated in an autocrine fashion as this work demonstrates, although it is expected that other sources in the tumor environment contribute significantly as well. Inhibition of these pathways results in decreased tumorigenicity and metastatic properties [59], providing a rationale for therapeutic targeting of these signals.




4.1.2. R-spondin-LGR5-Rnf43 Signaling


Lgr5 is both a Wnt signaling component as well as a prominent Wnt target gene. Lgr5 is a cell surface G-protein coupled receptor (GCPR) that binds R-spondins, which activate the Frizzled-LRP5/6 complex together with Wnt ligands. As a result, both Lgr5 and R-spondins augment Wnt ligand mediated Wnt signaling. Further evidence has indicated that R-spondin proteins inhibit the E3 ubiquitin ligases Rnf43 and Znrf3 that cause stabilization of Frizzled receptors, thereby enhancing Wnt signaling (Figure 1B).



These insights suggest that the R-spondin-Lgr5-Rnf43 axis enhance Wnt activity and thereby likely promote stem cell properties. Indeed, Lgr5 has been reported to be a CSC marker in many malignancies which might both reflect the high Wnt activity levels of these cells and also the functionality of Lgr5 in promoting stem cell functions. In agreement, in breast cancer the overexpression of Lgr5 or its inhibition results in increased and decreased stem cell functionality, respectively [60]. Also, in neuroblastoma [61] and Ewing sarcoma [62] Lgr5 potentiates Wnt activity and increases malignant potential. In contrast, in CRCs it was described that the expression of R-spondin 2 (RSPO2) is frequently suppressed by methylation of the locus [63]. Surprisingly, it was demonstrated that RSPO2 suppresses Wnt activity in an Lgr5 dependent fashion in the vast majority of CRC lines, and that Lgr5 expression reduces stem cell properties [63]. These insights establish that both R-spondins and Lgr5 can also display tumor suppressive features dependent on the context. The ambiguous associations found between Lgr5 expression and outcome in CRC might be explained by these findings [64,65,66,67,68,69].




4.1.3. Cytokine Signaling (HGF, Osteopontin, SDF-1)


The tumor microenvironment is characterized by an influx of activated cell types, including cancer-associated fibroblasts (CAFs) and various types of immune cells. These cells, together with the cancer cells, produce a plethora of cytokines and signaling molecules of which many have a direct impact on Wnt signaling activity. As we described above, in CRC it was long known that despite activating mutations in the Wnt pathway that occur early in tumor development, such as APC truncating mutations or β-catenin/CTNNB1 stabilizing mutations, heterogeneous Wnt activity levels can be detected as evidenced by various degrees of nuclear localized β-catenin in individual cancers. This suggests that Wnt signaling can be modulated by extrinsic features in otherwise homogenous populations of cancer cells all harboring Wnt activating mutations. This notion became known as the “β-catenin paradox” and in recent years many factors have been identified that are accountable for this observation [55]. In the original description of the β-catenin paradox it was noted that the cells displaying evident nuclear localized β-catenin were distributed non-randomly and were especially abundant in the invasive front and in areas in close proximity to myofibroblasts [55]. Indeed, as we now know factors secreted by myofibroblasts, including Hepatocyte Growth factor (HGF), Osteopontin (OPN), and stromal-derived factor 1α (SDF1α), enhance the activity of the Wnt pathway in CRC cells [31,52]. This is mediated, for example, by inhibition of GSK3β following serine 9 phosphorylation and by direct stabilizing of β-catenin. The cytokine mediated increase in Wnt activity is of great functional relevance as it is required for cancer stem cell functions such as proliferation and tumorigenicity. More strikingly, activation of the Wnt pathway by the aforementioned cytokines can install a CSC phenotype in more differentiated tumor cells. This insight revealed that the CSC hierarchy is less stringent than anticipated before and dictated by modulation of Wnt signaling levels by the tumor microenvironment. Similarly, IL17A, another cytokine produced by CAFs, increases the tumorigenic CRC cell population expressing the Wnt target and CSC marker CD44 [70]. Intriguingly, IL17A is predominantly expressed in CAFs that have been exposed to chemotherapy, and therefore this cytokine might be extremely important in driving disease relapse.





4.2. Intrinsic Regulation


Besides regulation of the Wnt pathway that is exerted by extracellular factors additional cancer cell intrinsic features can also contribute to Wnt modulation and thereby CSC biology. These factors are genes or microRNAs (miRs) that are up- or down-regulated following genetic aberrations that occur during tumor development and might be related to long-lasting input from the microenvironment, or potentially represent epigenetic features associated with the cell of origin of the malignancy. In many cases the exact mechanism by which these internal regulators of Wnt activity are established remains unknown, but their downstream effect of Wnt signaling is evident. Knowledge of these factors is critical as they are both informative in elucidating the intricacies of the Wnt cascade in cancer but also might constitute important therapeutic targets. In contrast to the extracellular Wnt regulators, the means by which these types of regulators dictate the CSC vs non-CSC distinction is less clear-cut. However, it can be envisioned that these features increase or decrease global Wnt activity levels thereby impacting on the proportion of CSCs in that cancer (Figure 3). At the single cell resolution the CSC properties in this model are either defined by external factors, such as those listed above, or by stochastic fluctuation in intrinsic Wnt regulatory molecules. Indeed, CSC identity is partially defined by stochastic processes [71] and CSC content of malignancies is dependent on the genetic characteristics of the malignancy [72] (Figure 3).



With respect to intrinsic regulators of Wnt activity levels, it was recently established that proliferative cell nuclear antigen (PCNA) associated factor (PAF) is upregulated in breast cancer as compared to healthy mammary tissue [73]. PAF is required for breast CSCs and it exerts its function via activation of the Wnt/β-catenin pathway probably via a direct interaction with the β-catenin transcriptional complex as has been demonstrated before [73,74]. In CRC, it has been reported by us, and others, that key target genes of the pathway are methylated during disease progression, including AXIN2, APCDD1, and DKK1 [68,75,76]. Intriguingly, all these genes are negative regulators of the pathway and it is likely that silencing contributes to enhanced Wnt activity and potentially the expansion of the CSC pool [68]. Similar observations are reported in many different malignancies [77,78,79,80]. These data support a model in which epigenetic alterations modify the basal Wnt activity levels within malignant cell populations, and thereby very likely also CSC properties, although this requires further experimentation.



Similarly, a large number of miRs have been implicated in CSC maintenance via modulation of the Wnt signaling axis. To name a few: miR-21 has been established to be upregulated in CRC and promotes stem cell properties. Mechanistically, miR-21 suppresses transforming growth factor β receptor (TGBR2), which results in activation of the Wnt pathway, and increases c-Myc and cyclin D1 levels [81,82]. miR-451 expression is associated with a decreased tumor initiating ability of CRC cells. Suppressed miR-451 levels result in increased macrophage migration inhibitory factor (MIF) that activates Cyclooxygenase-2 (COX-2), which has been associated with Wnt pathway activation [83,84]. More direct interactions of miRs with Wnt pathway components are reported as well. In prostate cancer, β-catenin was shown to be a direct target of miR-320, and overexpression of this miR results in reduced Wnt activity and a reduction in CSC marker expression [85]. miR-214 enhances CSC properties in lung cancer by directly modulating the levels of the negative Wnt regulator β-catenin interacting protein 1 (CTNNBIP1). Furthermore, in breast cancer a whole series of miRs have been implicated in the regulation of Wnt signaling and CSC properties, possibly reflecting the lack of genetic activation of the pathway in this disease. For example, miR-142 is highly expressed in breast CSCs, but interestingly absent from normal mammary stem cells [86,87]. It activates Wnt signaling by directly targeting APC. Moreover, miR-142 is a direct Wnt target and, as a result, this miR is critical in maintaining and self-sustaining the Wnt-activating loop with critical relevance for breast CSCs [86].



Another example of non-coding RNAs in Wnt signaling regulation relevant for CSC biology comes from hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC). In HCC long noncoding RNA (lncRNA) lncTCF7 that is highly expressed in this malignancy is required for CSC maintenance [88]. lncTCF7 activates Wnt signaling by recruiting the Switch/sucrose nonfermenting (SWI/SNF) complex to the TCF7 promoter [88].



To conclude this section, we wish to highlight that direct genetic events also impact on the structure of the CSC hierarchy by means of Wnt pathway modulation. Obviously, it is expected that specific Wnt activating mutation results in distinct degrees of Wnt pathway activation, and that these different basal activity levels impact on stem cell properties in a similar fashion, as has been detected along the intestinal tract [19]. Unfortunately, to our knowledge no detailed analysis of this concept has been presented to date. In addition, other mutations that indirectly impact on Wnt pathway activity, and thereby CSC properties, are also expected to contribute. In this respect, it has been reported that a rarely detected oncogenic Epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR) variant (EGFRvIII) promotes CSC function through Wnt pathway activation, although the molecular mechanism remains uncharacterized [89].





5. Therapeutic Targets


As we have discussed in this review, there is an extensive body of evidence supporting the concept that Wnt signaling defines CSCs and is key to their biology. Hence, targeting this pathway is an attractive therapeutic target for cancer. However, the characteristics of the signal transduction cascade, and the molecular mechanisms by which its activity is regulated, make it a very difficult task. The field has proven to be very good in generating inhibitors of kinase activity and antibodies that bind either growth factors or their receptors. Drugs that fall in these categories have been proven to be clinically most successful. Unfortunately, the regulation of the Wnt pathway relies heavily on protein-protein interactions, and blocking these has proven to be much more challenging. Furthermore, kinases involved in the pathway predominantly exert an inhibitory effect (e.g., GSK3β is inhibited by phosphorylation, and phosphorylation of β-catenin by GSK3β primes it for degradation), therefore devising direct kinase inhibitors of pathway components is problematic.



Yet, accumulating knowledge in the regulation of the pathway has led to novel putative targets that can, in principle, be effectively modulated by drugs. For example, tankyrase inhibitors prevent poly(ADP-ribosyl)ation-dependent AXIN degradation, thereby promoting β-catenin destabilization. Critically, these agents also exert their Wnt inhibitory properties in the presence of APC mutations. Indeed, tankyrase inhibition has been shown to reduce the growth of APC mutant CRC tissue in xenograft models [90], as well as tumor development in an Apc-loss driven mouse model [91]. This reduced growth is accompanied by induction of differentiation and reduced clonogenicity, thereby corroborating the importance of the Wnt pathway in CSC regulation in this malignancy [90]. Furthermore, combinations of tankyrase inhibitors with other targeted drugs or chemotherapy are reportedly effective in preclinical CRC models [92,93]. Tankyrase inhibition has also been shown to reduce the growth of breast cancer cells that are APC wild type only under serum deprived conditions [94], induce apoptosis and differentiation in osteosarcoma cell lines [95], and inhibit stem cell properties and migration of CSC-like cells in neuroblastoma [96].



Another Wnt component in the spotlight for Wnt inhibitor development is Dvl. The PDZ domain of Dvl acts as a critical mediator of the Dvl-Frizzled interaction and downstream transduction of the Wnt signal. PDZ domain inhibitors have been discovered that inhibit the Wnt pathway [97,98]. Alternative compounds that target Wnt signaling are porcupine inhibitors that prevent the secretion of Wnt ligands by inhibiting the palmitolation of these molecules, which is a required process for effective shedding [99,100]. The LGK947 compound is currently in clinical phase 1 testing for Wnt driven cancers (clinicaltrials.gov). The mechanism suggests that porcupine inhibition will be mainly effective in cancers that are Wnt dependent but do not harbor downstream Wnt activating mutations in genes such as APC or CTNNB1. Instead, cancers that rely on upstream Wnt activating events, including the recently reported fusion events involving RSPO2 and RSPO3 in a small percentage of APC wild type CRCs [5,101] or RNF43 mutant pancreatic cancers [102]. Indeed, the porcupine inhibitor ETC-159 has demonstrated clear efficacy in these cancers [103]. In addition, the porcupine inhibitor C59 has demonstrated activity against Rnf43 and Znrf3 double mutant intestinal neoplasia, thus suggesting that paracrine Wnt signaling is indeed essential for tumor growth driven by aberration in these Wnt cascade components [103]. Alternatively, CRCs presenting with PTPRK-RSPO3 might be effectively treated with R-spondin blocking antibodies [6]. Intriguingly, Wnt inhibition in these cancers induces persisting differentiation and downregulation of CSC markers ASCL2 and LGR5. Similarly, OncoMed Pharmaceuticals reported anti-RSPO treatment of RSPO producing ovarian, colon, lung, and pancreatic cancers attenuated cancer growth and was again associated with reduced expression of CSC marker genes [42]. This same company generated two distinct agents that interfere with Wnt ligand induced Frizzled signaling. Firstly, the anti-Fzd7 monoclonal antibody targets a range of Frizzled receptors and has shown anti-tumor efficacy in a series of preclinical tumor models including pancreas, breast, and lung cancer [104]. Secondly, Fzd8-Fc consists of a human Frizzled 8 receptor coupled to a human IgG1 Fc fragment [105]. This agent sequesters native Frizzled 8 ligands resulting in the inhibition of ligand mediated Wnt signaling, and has been suggested to reduce CSC numbers and tumor growth in several cancer types [105]. Phase 1 clinical trials with anti-Fzd7 and Fzd8-Fc are currently ongoing.



As indicated, upstream targeting of the Wnt pathway is unlikely to show efficacy in cancers with genetic activation of the pathway by mutations in more downstream components. However, a multitude of strategies have been employed to impede β-catenin activity. PRI-724 disrupts the complex β-catenin forms with CBP (cyclic AMP response element binding protein), which reduces the expression of a subset of Wnt target genes that are particularly important for (cancer) stem cell proliferation [106,107]. Several phase I/II trials are currently ongoing in hematological malignancies, pancreatic cancer, and colon cancer [108]. Recently, another promising compound (LF3) that directly inhibits the β-catenin/TCF4 interaction has been reported [109]. LF3 treatment of colon, head, and neck cancer cells results in the suppression of Wnt activity and reduced self-renewal properties of CSCs. Finally, this compound induced differentiation of colon cancer xenografts, which was also accompanied by growth suppression [109]. Further (pre-)clinical testing of this drug is warranted and is anxiously awaited.



Additional opportunities to reduce Wnt pathway activity in cancer focus on targeting the growth factors and cytokines that modulate the pathway. Examples of these include HGF inhibition, which reportedly reduces colon cancer tumor growth [110], potentially by reducing Wnt activity, and thereby CSC frequencies [31,111]; or similarly, direct targeting of c-Met, the HGF receptor, that reduces CSC numbers in head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSCC) [112]. It was reported that in this malignancy c-Met activates the Wnt pathway by inducing upregulation of FZD8. Disruption of c-Met activity by pharmacological inhibition reduced Wnt levels and consequently eliminated HNSCC CSCs. Further evidence to support the notion that Wnt signaling is critical for stem cell functions in HNSCC comes from the study of the secreted Frizzled related protein 4 (sFRP4) [113]. Treatment of two HNSCC cell lines with the Wnt antagonist sFRP4 resulted in reduced Wnt activity, impaired clonogenicity, decreased expression of stem cell associated markers, and critically increased sensitivity to cisplatin [113]. Hence, it is worth further exploring the therapeutic potential of naturally occurring Wnt antagonists. Critically, it was recently reported that autocrine inactivation of Wnt signaling by DKK1 can induce, in some cases, a quiescent and immune evasive state [114]. These latency competent cancer (LCC) cells have the ability to be reactivated after an extensive period of time. Therefore the long-term benefits of Wnt signaling impairments remains to be established for all of the above indicated therapeutic strategies.




6. Synopsis


As our review of the literature advocates, there is an overwhelming amount of evidence to support the critical role of the Wnt pathway in CSC biology, thereby mirroring the even larger body of studies advocating the critical function of this signaling cascade in normal stem cells. Wnt pathway activity is associated with the stem cell population in many malignancies and the most prominent CSC markers used to identify this population are, in fact, direct Wnt target genes including LGR5, CD44, and PROM1 (CD133) [51,115,116]. Furthermore, in the vast majority of model systems inhibition of Wnt signaling, either directly or by interfering with pathways that promote Wnt activity, results in decreased stem cell numbers and impaired tumorigenicity. Interestingly, this is both the case in malignancies that are characterized by Wnt activating mutations as well as in malignancies that rely on extracellular input for Wnt cascade activity. Conversely, increased Wnt activity is almost invariably associated with increased stem cell potential and more aggressive cancers. Hence, the development of agents that impair Wnt signaling are at the center stage in drug development, although it remains a significant challenge given the peculiarities of the transduction route as we have argued. However, the central role of Wnt in normal stem cell biology will potentially limit the tolerance to these agents. Fortunately, due to robust wiring of normal stem cells and high redundancy of signaling input in stem cell niches this appears to be less of a problem than initially anticipated. For several Wnt inhibitors significant therapeutic windows have been reported [117,118]. It is expected that these agents will be further improved in the coming years and that therapeutic efficacy will be demonstrated in selected patient populations to help limit the burden of disease.







Acknowledgments


Louis Vermeulen is supported by the Academic Medical Center (Amsterdam), the European Research Council (ERG-StG 638193), the Dutch Cancer Society (KWF) (UVA2014-7245), Worldwide Cancer Research (14-1164), the Dutch Digestive Foundation (MLDS-CDG 14-03), and the Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research (NWO) (Vidi 016.156.308). The authors would like to thank Alison Bruce for generating the Figures and Evi Miguel for critical comments on the manuscript.




Author Contributions


F.S.M. and L.V. co-wrote the manuscript.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	



Simons, B.D.; Clevers, H. Strategies for homeostatic stem cell self-renewal in adult tissues. Cell 2011, 145, 851–862. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Visvader, J.E. Cells of origin in cancer. Nature 2011, 469, 314–322. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Vermeulen, L.; Sprick, M.R.; Kemper, K.; Stassi, G.; Medema, J.P. Cancer stem cells—Old concepts, new insights. Cell Death Differ. 2008, 15, 947–958. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Fearon, E.R. Molecular genetics of colorectal cancer. Annu. Rev. Pathol. 2011, 6, 479–507. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Seshagiri, S.; Stawiski, E.W.; Durinck, S.; Modrusan, Z.; Storm, E.E.; Conboy, C.B.; Chaudhuri, S.; Guan, Y.; Janakiraman, V.; Jaiswal, B.S.; et al. Recurrent R-spondin fusions in colon cancer. Nature 2012, 488, 660–664. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Storm, E.E.; Durinck, S.; de Sousa e Melo, F.; Tremayne, J.; Kljavin, N.; Tan, C.; Ye, X.; Chiu, C.; Pham, T.; Hongo, J.A.; et al. Targeting PTPRK-RSPO3 colon tumours promotes differentiation and loss of stem-cell function. Nature 2016, 529, 97–100. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Giannakis, M.; Hodis, E.; Jasmine Mu, X.; Yamauchi, M.; Rosenbluh, J.; Cibulskis, K.; Saksena, G.; Lawrence, M.S.; Qian, Z.R.; Nishihara, R.; et al. RNF43 is frequently mutated in colorectal and endometrial cancers. Nat. Genet. 2014, 46, 1264–1266. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



van de Wetering, M.; Francies, H.E.; Francis, J.M.; Bounova, G.; Iorio, F.; Pronk, A.; van Houdt, W.; van Gorp, J.; Taylor-Weiner, A.; Kester, L.; et al. Prospective derivation of a living organoid biobank of colorectal cancer patients. Cell 2015, 161, 933–945. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Fearon, E.R.; Vogelstein, B. A genetic model for colorectal tumorigenesis. Cell 1990, 61, 759–767. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sjoblom, T.; Jones, S.; Wood, L.D.; Parsons, D.W.; Lin, J.; Barber, T.D.; Mandelker, D.; Leary, R.J.; Ptak, J.; Silliman, N.; et al. The consensus coding sequences of human breast and colorectal cancers. Science 2006, 314, 268–274. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Dow, L.E.; O’Rourke, K.P.; Simon, J.; Tschaharganeh, D.F.; van Es, J.H.; Clevers, H.; Lowe, S.W. Apc restoration promotes cellular differentiation and reestablishes crypt homeostasis in colorectal cancer. Cell 2015, 161, 1539–1552. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Sekine, S.; Yamashita, S.; Tanabe, T.; Hashimoto, T.; Yoshida, H.; Taniguchi, H.; Kojima, M.; Shinmura, K.; Saito, Y.; Hiraoka, N.; et al. Frequent PTPRK-RSPO3 fusions and RNF43 mutations in colorectal traditional serrated adenoma. J. Pathol. 2016, 239, 133–138. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Satoh, S.; Daigo, Y.; Furukawa, Y.; Kato, T.; Miwa, N.; Nishiwaki, T.; Kawasoe, T.; Ishiguro, H.; Fujita, M.; Tokino, T.; et al. Axin1 mutations in hepatocellular carcinomas, and growth suppression in cancer cells by virus-mediated transfer of axin1. Nat. Genet. 2000, 24, 245–250. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Nusse, R.; Varmus, H.E. Many tumors induced by the mouse mammary tumor virus contain a provirus integrated in the same region of the host genome. Cell 1982, 31, 99–109. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bafico, A.; Liu, G.; Goldin, L.; Harris, V.; Aaronson, S.A. An autocrine mechanism for constitutive Wnt pathway activation in human cancer cells. Cancer Cell 2004, 6, 497–506. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Ai, L.; Tao, Q.; Zhong, S.; Fields, C.R.; Kim, W.J.; Lee, M.W.; Cui, Y.; Brown, K.D.; Robertson, K.D. Inactivation of Wnt inhibitory factor-1 (wif1) expression by epigenetic silencing is a common event in breast cancer. Carcinogenesis 2006, 27, 1341–1348. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kool, M.; Koster, J.; Bunt, J.; Hasselt, N.E.; Lakeman, A.; van Sluis, P.; Troost, D.; Meeteren, N.S.; Caron, H.N.; Cloos, J.; et al. Integrated genomics identifies five medulloblastoma subtypes with distinct genetic profiles, pathway signatures and clinicopathological features. PLoS ONE 2008, 3, e3088. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Md Zin, R.; Murch, A.; Charles, A. Pathology, genetics and cytogenetics of wilms’ tumour. Pathology 2011, 43, 302–312. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Leedham, S.J.; Rodenas-Cuadrado, P.; Howarth, K.; Lewis, A.; Mallappa, S.; Segditsas, S.; Davis, H.; Jeffery, R.; Rodriguez-Justo, M.; Keshav, S.; et al. A basal gradient of Wnt and stem-cell number influences regional tumour distribution in human and mouse intestinal tracts. Gut 2013, 62, 83–93. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Barker, N.; Ridgway, R.A.; van Es, J.H.; van de Wetering, M.; Begthel, H.; van den Born, M.; Danenberg, E.; Clarke, A.R.; Sansom, O.J.; Clevers, H. Crypt stem cells as the cells-of-origin of intestinal cancer. Nature 2009, 457, 608–611. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lopez-Garcia, C.; Klein, A.M.; Simons, B.D.; Winton, D.J. Intestinal stem cell replacement follows a pattern of neutral drift. Science 2010, 330, 822–825. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Snippert, H.J.; van der Flier, L.G.; Sato, T.; van Es, J.H.; van den Born, M.; Kroon-Veenboer, C.; Barker, N.; Klein, A.M.; van Rheenen, J.; Simons, B.D.; et al. Intestinal crypt homeostasis results from neutral competition between symmetrically dividing LGR5 stem cells. Cell 2010, 143, 134–144. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Vermeulen, L.; Morrissey, E.; van der Heijden, M.; Nicholson, A.M.; Sottoriva, A.; Buczacki, S.; Kemp, R.; Tavare, S.; Winton, D.J. Defining stem cell dynamics in models of intestinal tumor initiation. Science 2013, 342, 995–998. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Snippert, H.J.; Schepers, A.G.; van Es, J.H.; Simons, B.D.; Clevers, H. Biased competition between LGR5 intestinal stem cells driven by oncogenic mutation induces clonal expansion. EMBO Rep. 2014, 15, 62–69. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Schwitalla, S.; Fingerle, A.A.; Cammareri, P.; Nebelsiek, T.; Goktuna, S.I.; Ziegler, P.K.; Canli, O.; Heijmans, J.; Huels, D.J.; Moreaux, G.; et al. Intestinal tumorigenesis initiated by dedifferentiation and acquisition of stem-cell-like properties. Cell 2013, 152, 25–38. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Davis, H.; Irshad, S.; Bansal, M.; Rafferty, H.; Boitsova, T.; Bardella, C.; Jaeger, E.; Lewis, A.; Freeman-Mills, L.; Giner, F.C.; et al. Aberrant epithelial grem1 expression initiates colonic tumorigenesis from cells outside the stem cell niche. Nat. Med. 2015, 21, 62–70. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Westphalen, C.B.; Asfaha, S.; Hayakawa, Y.; Takemoto, Y.; Lukin, D.J.; Nuber, A.H.; Brandtner, A.; Setlik, W.; Remotti, H.; Muley, A.; et al. Long-lived intestinal tuft cells serve as colon cancer-initiating cells. J. Clin. Invest. 2014, 124, 1283–1295. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



van der Heijden, M.; Zimberlin, C.D.; Nicholson, A.M.; Colak, S.; Kemp, R.; Meijer, S.L.; Medema, J.P.; Greten, F.R.; Jansen, M.; Winton, D.J.; et al. BCL-2 is a critical mediator of intestinal transformation. Nat. Commun. 2016. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Hoffmeyer, K.; Raggioli, A.; Rudloff, S.; Anton, R.; Hierholzer, A.; Del Valle, I.; Hein, K.; Vogt, R.; Kemler, R. Wnt/beta-catenin signaling regulates telomerase in stem cells and cancer cells. Science 2012, 336, 1549–1554. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Gibson, P.; Tong, Y.; Robinson, G.; Thompson, M.C.; Currle, D.S.; Eden, C.; Kranenburg, T.A.; Hogg, T.; Poppleton, H.; Martin, J.; et al. Subtypes of medulloblastoma have distinct developmental origins. Nature 2010, 468, 1095–1099. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Vermeulen, L.; De Sousa, E.M.F.; van der Heijden, M.; Cameron, K.; de Jong, J.H.; Borovski, T.; Tuynman, J.B.; Todaro, M.; Merz, C.; Rodermond, H.; et al. Wnt activity defines colon cancer stem cells and is regulated by the microenvironment. Nat. Cell Biol. 2010, 12, 468–476. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Prasetyanti, P.R.; Zimberlin, C.D.; Bots, M.; Vermeulen, L.; Melo Fde, S.; Medema, J.P. Regulation of stem cell self-renewal and differentiation by Wnt and Notch are conserved throughout the adenoma-carcinoma sequence in the colon. Mol. Cancer. 2013. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Su, Y.J.; Chang, Y.W.; Lin, W.H.; Liang, C.L.; Lee, J.L. An aberrant nuclear localization of E-cadherin is a potent inhibitor of wnt/beta-catenin-elicited promotion of the cancer stem cell phenotype. Oncogenesis 2015. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Junttila, M.R.; Mao, W.; Wang, X.; Wang, B.E.; Pham, T.; Flygare, J.; Yu, S.F.; Yee, S.; Goldenberg, D.; Fields, C.; et al. Targeting LGR5+ cells with an antibody-drug conjugate for the treatment of colon cancer. Sci. Transl. Med. 2015. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kemper, K.; Prasetyanti, P.R.; De Lau, W.; Rodermond, H.; Clevers, H.; Medema, J.P. Monoclonal antibodies against LGR5 identify human colorectal cancer stem cells. Stem Cells 2012, 30, 2378–2386. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Al-Hajj, M.; Wicha, M.S.; Benito-Hernandez, A.; Morrison, S.J.; Clarke, M.F. Prospective identification of tumorigenic breast cancer cells. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2003, 100, 3983–3988. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Dalerba, P.; Dylla, S.J.; Park, I.K.; Liu, R.; Wang, X.; Cho, R.W.; Hoey, T.; Gurney, A.; Huang, E.H.; Simeone, D.M.; et al. Phenotypic characterization of human colorectal cancer stem cells. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2007, 104, 10158–10163. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Yan, Y.; Zuo, X.; Wei, D. Concise review: Emerging role of CD44 in cancer stem cells: A promising biomarker and therapeutic target. Stem Cells Transl. Med. 2015, 4, 1033–1043. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Horst, D.; Chen, J.; Morikawa, T.; Ogino, S.; Kirchner, T.; Shivdasani, R.A. Differential Wnt activity in colorectal cancer confers limited tumorigenic potential and is regulated by mapk signaling. Cancer Res. 2012, 72, 1547–1556. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Shenoy, A.K.; Fisher, R.C.; Butterworth, E.A.; Pi, L.; Chang, L.J.; Appelman, H.D.; Chang, M.; Scott, E.W.; Huang, E.H. Transition from colitis to cancer: High Wnt activity sustains the tumor-initiating potential of colon cancer stem cell precursors. Cancer Res. 2012, 72, 5091–5100. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Malanchi, I.; Peinado, H.; Kassen, D.; Hussenet, T.; Metzger, D.; Chambon, P.; Huber, M.; Hohl, D.; Cano, A.; Birchmeier, W.; et al. Cutaneous cancer stem cell maintenance is dependent on beta-catenin signalling. Nature 2008, 452, 650–653. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Chartier, C.; Raval, J.; Axelrod, F.; Bond, C.; Cain, J.; Dee-Hoskins, C.; Ma, S.; Fischer, M.M.; Shah, J.; Wei, J.; et al. Therapeutic targeting of tumor-derived R-spondin attenuates beta-catenin signaling and tumorigenesis in multiple cancer types. Cancer Res. 2016, 76, 713–723. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Moor, A.E.; Anderle, P.; Cantu, C.; Rodriguez, P.; Wiedemann, N.; Baruthio, F.; Deka, J.; Andre, S.; Valenta, T.; Moor, M.B.; et al. BCL9/9l-beta-catenin signaling is associated with poor outcome in colorectal cancer. EBioMedicine 2015, 2, 1932–1943. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



Yong, X.; Tang, B.; Xiao, Y.F.; Xie, R.; Qin, Y.; Luo, G.; Hu, C.J.; Dong, H.; Yang, S.M. Helicobacter pylori upregulates nanog and OCT4 via Wnt/beta-catenin signaling pathway to promote cancer stem cell-like properties in human gastric cancer. Cancer Lett. 2016, 374, 292–303. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Yeung, T.M.; Gandhi, S.C.; Wilding, J.L.; Muschel, R.; Bodmer, W.F. Cancer stem cells from colorectal cancer-derived cell lines. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2010, 107, 3722–3727. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Hermann, P.C.; Huber, S.L.; Herrler, T.; Aicher, A.; Ellwart, J.W.; Guba, M.; Bruns, C.J.; Heeschen, C. Distinct populations of cancer stem cells determine tumor growth and metastatic activity in human pancreatic cancer. Cell Stem Cell 2007, 1, 313–323. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



O’Brien, C.A.; Pollett, A.; Gallinger, S.; Dick, J.E. A human colon cancer cell capable of initiating tumour growth in immunodeficient mice. Nature 2007, 445, 106–110. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Ricci-Vitiani, L.; Lombardi, D.G.; Pilozzi, E.; Biffoni, M.; Todaro, M.; Peschle, C.; De Maria, R. Identification and expansion of human colon-cancer-initiating cells. Nature 2007, 445, 111–115. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Singh, S.K.; Hawkins, C.; Clarke, I.D.; Squire, J.A.; Bayani, J.; Hide, T.; Henkelman, R.M.; Cusimano, M.D.; Dirks, P.B. Identification of human brain tumour initiating cells. Nature 2004, 432, 396–401. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Li, C.; Heidt, D.G.; Dalerba, P.; Burant, C.F.; Zhang, L.; Adsay, V.; Wicha, M.; Clarke, M.F.; Simeone, D.M. Identification of pancreatic cancer stem cells. Cancer Res. 2007, 67, 1030–1037. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Zeilstra, J.; Joosten, S.P.; Dokter, M.; Verwiel, E.; Spaargaren, M.; Pals, S.T. Deletion of the Wnt target and cancer stem cell marker CD44 in Apc(Min/+) mice attenuates intestinal tumorigenesis. Cancer Res. 2008, 68, 3655–3661. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Todaro, M.; Gaggianesi, M.; Catalano, V.; Benfante, A.; Iovino, F.; Biffoni, M.; Apuzzo, T.; Sperduti, I.; Volpe, S.; Cocorullo, G.; et al. CD44V6 is a marker of constitutive and reprogrammed cancer stem cells driving colon cancer metastasis. Cell Stem Cell 2014, 14, 342–356. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



Ginestier, C.; Hur, M.H.; Charafe-Jauffret, E.; Monville, F.; Dutcher, J.; Brown, M.; Jacquemier, J.; Viens, P.; Kleer, C.G.; Liu, S.; et al. ALDH1 is a marker of normal and malignant human mammary stem cells and a predictor of poor clinical outcome. Cell Stem Cell 2007, 1, 555–567. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Huang, E.H.; Hynes, M.J.; Zhang, T.; Ginestier, C.; Dontu, G.; Appelman, H.; Fields, J.Z.; Wicha, M.S.; Boman, B.M. Aldehyde dehydrogenase 1 is a marker for normal and malignant human colonic stem cells (SC) and tracks SC overpopulation during colon tumorigenesis. Cancer Res. 2009, 69, 3382–3389. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Fodde, R.; Brabletz, T. Wnt/beta-catenin signaling in cancer stemness and malignant behavior. Curr. Opin. Cell Biol. 2007, 19, 150–158. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Malhotra, S.; Kincade, P.W. Wnt-related molecules and signaling pathway equilibrium in hematopoiesis. Cell Stem Cell 2009, 4, 27–36. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lamb, R.; Ablett, M.P.; Spence, K.; Landberg, G.; Sims, A.H.; Clarke, R.B. Wnt pathway activity in breast cancer sub-types and stem-like cells. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e67811. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kaur, N.; Chettiar, S.; Rathod, S.; Rath, P.; Muzumdar, D.; Shaikh, M.L.; Shiras, A. Wnt3a mediated activation of wnt/beta-catenin signaling promotes tumor progression in glioblastoma. Mol. Cell Neurosci. 2013, 54, 44–57. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Scheel, C.; Eaton, E.N.; Li, S.H.; 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. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Yang, L.; Tang, H.; Kong, Y.; Xie, X.; Chen, J.; Song, C.; Liu, X.; Ye, F.; Li, N.; Wang, N.; et al. LGR5 promotes breast cancer progression and maintains stem-like cells through activation of wnt/beta-catenin signaling. Stem Cells 2015, 33, 2913–2924. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Vieira, G.C.; Chockalingam, S.; Melegh, Z.; Greenhough, A.; Malik, S.; Szemes, M.; Park, J.H.; Kaidi, A.; Zhou, L.; Catchpoole, D.; et al. LGR5 regulates pro-survival MEK/ERK and proliferative Wnt/beta-catenin signalling in neuroblastoma. Oncotarget 2015, 6, 40053–40067. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	



Scannell, C.A.; Pedersen, E.A.; Mosher, J.T.; Krook, M.A.; Nicholls, L.A.; Wilky, B.A.; Loeb, D.M.; Lawlor, E.R. LGR5 is expressed by ewing sarcoma and potentiates wnt/beta-catenin signaling. Front. Oncol. 2013. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Wu, C.; Qiu, S.; Lu, L.; Zou, J.; Li, W.F.; Wang, O.; Zhao, H.; Wang, H.; Tang, J.; Chen, L.; et al. Rspo2-lgr5 signaling has tumour-suppressive activity in colorectal cancer. Nat Commun 2014. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Wu, X.S.; Xi, H.Q.; Chen, L. LGR5 is a potential marker of colorectal carcinoma stem cells that correlates with patient survival. World J. Surg. Oncol. 2012. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Su, S.; Hong, F.; Liang, Y.; Zhou, J.; Liang, Y.; Chen, K.; Wang, X.; Wang, Z.; Wang, Z.; Chang, C.; et al. LGR5 methylation in cancer stem cell differentiation and prognosis-prediction in colorectal cancer. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0143513. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Merlos-Suarez, A.; Barriga, F.M.; Jung, P.; Iglesias, M.; Cespedes, M.V.; Rossell, D.; Sevillano, M.; Hernando-Momblona, X.; da Silva-Diz, V.; Munoz, P.; et al. The intestinal stem cell signature identifies colorectal cancer stem cells and predicts disease relapse. Cell Stem Cell 2011, 8, 511–524. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Han, Y.; Xue, X.; Jiang, M.; Guo, X.; Li, P.; Liu, F.; Yuan, B.; Shen, Y.; Guo, X.; Zhi, Q.; et al. LGR5, a relevant marker of cancer stem cells, indicates a poor prognosis in colorectal cancer patients: A meta-analysis. Clin. Res. Hepatol. Gastroenterol. 2015, 39, 267–273. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



de Sousa, E.M.F.; Colak, S.; Buikhuisen, J.; Koster, J.; Cameron, K.; de Jong, J.H.; Tuynman, J.B.; Prasetyanti, P.R.; Fessler, E.; van den Bergh, S.P.; et al. Methylation of cancer-stem-cell-associated Wnt target genes predicts poor prognosis in colorectal cancer patients. Cell Stem Cell 2011, 9, 476–485. [Google Scholar]

	



Chen, Q.; Zhang, X.; Li, W.M.; Ji, Y.Q.; Cao, H.Z.; Zheng, P. Prognostic value of LGR5 in colorectal cancer: A meta-analysis. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e107013. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lotti, F.; Jarrar, A.M.; Pai, R.K.; Hitomi, M.; Lathia, J.; Mace, A.; Gantt, G.A., Jr.; Sukhdeo, K.; DeVecchio, J.; Vasanji, A.; et al. Chemotherapy activates cancer-associated fibroblasts to maintain colorectal cancer-initiating cells by IL-17A. J. Exp. Med. 2013, 210, 2851–2872. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Gupta, P.B.; Fillmore, C.M.; Jiang, G.; Shapira, S.D.; Tao, K.; Kuperwasser, C.; Lander, E.S. Stochastic state transitions give rise to phenotypic equilibrium in populations of cancer cells. Cell 2011, 146, 633–644. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Curtis, S.J.; Sinkevicius, K.W.; Li, D.; Lau, A.N.; Roach, R.R.; Zamponi, R.; Woolfenden, A.E.; Kirsch, D.G.; Wong, K.K.; Kim, C.F. Primary tumor genotype is an important determinant in identification of lung cancer propagating cells. Cell Stem Cell 2010, 7, 127–133. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Wang, X.; Jung, Y.S.; Jun, S.; Lee, S.; Wang, W.; Schneider, A.; Sun Oh, Y.; Lin, S.H.; Park, B.J.; Chen, J.; et al. PAF-Wnt signaling-induced cell plasticity is required for maintenance of breast cancer cell stemness. Nat. Commun. 2016. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Jung, H.Y.; Jun, S.; Lee, M.; Kim, H.C.; Wang, X.; Ji, H.; McCrea, P.D.; Park, J.I. PAF and EZH2 induce Wnt/beta-catenin signaling hyperactivation. Mol. Cell 2013, 52, 193–205. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Koinuma, K.; Yamashita, Y.; Liu, W.; Hatanaka, H.; Kurashina, K.; Wada, T.; Takada, S.; Kaneda, R.; Choi, Y.L.; Fujiwara, S.I.; et al. Epigenetic silencing of axin2 in colorectal carcinoma with microsatellite instability. Oncogene 2006, 25, 139–146. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Sato, H.; Suzuki, H.; Toyota, M.; Nojima, M.; Maruyama, R.; Sasaki, S.; Takagi, H.; Sogabe, Y.; Sasaki, Y.; Idogawa, M.; et al. Frequent epigenetic inactivation of dickkopf family genes in human gastrointestinal tumors. Carcinogenesis 2007, 28, 2459–2466. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Griffiths, E.A.; Gore, S.D.; Hooker, C.; McDevitt, M.A.; Karp, J.E.; Smith, B.D.; Mohammad, H.P.; Ye, Y.; Herman, J.G.; Carraway, H.E. Acute myeloid leukemia is characterized by Wnt pathway inhibitor promoter hypermethylation. Leuk. Lymphoma 2010, 51, 1711–1719. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Klarmann, G.J.; Decker, A.; Farrar, W.L. Epigenetic gene silencing in the Wnt pathway in breast cancer. Epigenetics 2008, 3, 59–63. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kocemba, K.A.; Groen, R.W.; van Andel, H.; Kersten, M.J.; Mahtouk, K.; Spaargaren, M.; Pals, S.T. Transcriptional silencing of the Wnt-antagonist DKK1 by promoter methylation is associated with enhanced Wnt signaling in advanced multiple myeloma. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e30359. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Paluszczak, J.; Sarbak, J.; Kostrzewska-Poczekaj, M.; Kiwerska, K.; Jarmuz-Szymczak, M.; Grenman, R.; Mielcarek-Kuchta, D.; Baer-Dubowska, W. The negative regulators of Wnt pathway-DACH1, DKK1, and WIF1 are methylated in oral and oropharyngeal cancer and WIF1 methylation predicts shorter survival. Tumour Biol. 2015, 36, 2855–2861. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Yu, Y.; Kanwar, S.S.; Patel, B.B.; Oh, P.S.; Nautiyal, J.; Sarkar, F.H.; Majumdar, A.P. MicroRNA-21 induces stemness by downregulating transforming growth factor beta receptor 2 (TGFβR2) in colon cancer cells. Carcinogenesis 2012, 33, 68–76. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Yu, Y.; Sarkar, F.H.; Majumdar, A.P. Down-regulation of MIR-21 induces differentiation of chemoresistant colon cancer cells and enhances susceptibility to therapeutic regimens. Transl. Oncol. 2013, 6, 180–186. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Bandres, E.; Bitarte, N.; Arias, F.; Agorreta, J.; Fortes, P.; Agirre, X.; Zarate, R.; Diaz-Gonzalez, J.A.; Ramirez, N.; Sola, J.J.; et al. MicroRNA-451 regulates macrophage migration inhibitory factor production and proliferation of gastrointestinal cancer cells. Clin. Cancer Res. 2009, 15, 2281–2290. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Bitarte, N.; Bandres, E.; Boni, V.; Zarate, R.; Rodriguez, J.; Gonzalez-Huarriz, M.; Lopez, I.; Javier Sola, J.; Alonso, M.M.; Fortes, P.; et al. MicroRNA-451 is involved in the self-renewal, tumorigenicity, and chemoresistance of colorectal cancer stem cells. Stem Cells 2011, 29, 1661–1671. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Hsieh, I.S.; Chang, K.C.; Tsai, Y.T.; Ke, J.Y.; Lu, P.J.; Lee, K.H.; Yeh, S.D.; Hong, T.M.; Chen, Y.L. MicroRNA-320 suppresses the stem cell-like characteristics of prostate cancer cells by downregulating the Wnt/beta-catenin signaling pathway. Carcinogenesis 2013, 34, 530–538. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Isobe, T.; Hisamori, S.; Hogan, D.J.; Zabala, M.; Hendrickson, D.G.; Dalerba, P.; Cai, S.; Scheeren, F.; Kuo, A.H.; Sikandar, S.S.; et al. MIR-142 regulates the tumorigenicity of human breast cancer stem cells through the canonical Wnt signaling pathway. Elife 2014. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Shimono, Y.; Zabala, M.; Cho, R.W.; Lobo, N.; Dalerba, P.; Qian, D.; Diehn, M.; Liu, H.; Panula, S.P.; Chiao, E.; et al. Downregulation of miRNA-200c links breast cancer stem cells with normal stem cells. Cell 2009, 138, 592–603. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Wang, Y.; He, L.; Du, Y.; Zhu, P.; Huang, G.; Luo, J.; Yan, X.; Ye, B.; Li, C.; Xia, P.; et al. The long noncoding rna lncTCF7 promotes self-renewal of human liver cancer stem cells through activation of Wnt signaling. Cell Stem Cell 2015, 16, 413–425. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Del Vecchio, C.A.; Jensen, K.C.; Nitta, R.T.; Shain, A.H.; Giacomini, C.P.; Wong, A.J. Epidermal growth factor receptor variant III contributes to cancer stem cell phenotypes in invasive breast carcinoma. Cancer Res. 2012, 72, 2657–2671. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lau, T.; Chan, E.; Callow, M.; Waaler, J.; Boggs, J.; Blake, R.A.; Magnuson, S.; Sambrone, A.; Schutten, M.; Firestein, R.; et al. A novel tankyrase small-molecule inhibitor suppresses APC mutation-driven colorectal tumor growth. Cancer Res. 2013, 73, 3132–3144. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Waaler, J.; Machon, O.; Tumova, L.; Dinh, H.; Korinek, V.; Wilson, S.R.; Paulsen, J.E.; Pedersen, N.M.; Eide, T.J.; Machonova, O.; et al. A novel tankyrase inhibitor decreases canonical Wnt signaling in colon carcinoma cells and reduces tumor growth in conditional apc mutant mice. Cancer Res. 2012, 72, 2822–2832. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Wu, X.; Luo, F.; Li, J.; Zhong, X.; Liu, K. Tankyrase 1 inhibitior XAV939 increases chemosensitivity in colon cancer cell lines via inhibition of the Wnt signaling pathway. Int. J. Oncol. 2016, 48, 1333–1340. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Arques, O.; Chicote, I.; Puig, I.; Tenbaum, S.P.; Argiles, G.; Dienstmann, R.; Fernandez, N.; Caratu, G.; Matito, J.; Silberschmidt, D.; et al. Tankyrase inhibition blocks Wnt/beta-catenin pathway and reverts resistance to PI3K and akt inhibitors in the treatment of colorectal cancer. Clin. Cancer Res. 2016, 22, 644–656. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Bao, R.; Christova, T.; Song, S.; Angers, S.; Yan, X.; Attisano, L. Inhibition of tankyrases induces axin stabilization and blocks Wnt signalling in breast cancer cells. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e48670. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Stratford, E.W.; Daffinrud, J.; Munthe, E.; Castro, R.; Waaler, J.; Krauss, S.; Myklebost, O. The tankyrase-specific inhibitor JW74 affects cell cycle progression and induces apoptosis and differentiation in osteosarcoma cell lines. Cancer Med. 2014, 3, 36–46. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Tian, X.; Hou, W.; Bai, S.; Fan, J.; Tong, H.; Xu, H. XAV939 inhibits the stemness and migration of neuroblastoma cancer stem cells via repression of tankyrase 1. Int. J. Oncol. 2014, 45, 121–128. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Shan, J.; Shi, D.L.; Wang, J.; Zheng, J. Identification of a specific inhibitor of the dishevelled PDZ domain. Biochemistry 2005, 44, 15495–15503. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Grandy, D.; Shan, J.; Zhang, X.; Rao, S.; Akunuru, S.; Li, H.; Zhang, Y.; Alpatov, I.; Zhang, X.A.; Lang, R.A.; et al. Discovery and characterization of a small molecule inhibitor of the PDZ domain of dishevelled. J. Biol. Chem. 2009, 284, 16256–16263. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Proffitt, K.D.; Madan, B.; Ke, Z.; Pendharkar, V.; Ding, L.; Lee, M.A.; Hannoush, R.N.; Virshup, D.M. Pharmacological inhibition of the Wnt acyltransferase porcn prevents growth of Wnt-driven mammary cancer. Cancer Res. 2013, 73, 502–507. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Liu, J.; Pan, S.; Hsieh, M.H.; Ng, N.; Sun, F.; Wang, T.; Kasibhatla, S.; Schuller, A.G.; Li, A.G.; Cheng, D.; et al. Targeting Wnt-driven cancer through the inhibition of porcupine by LGK974. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 20224–20229. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Shinmura, K.; Kahyo, T.; Kato, H.; Igarashi, H.; Matsuura, S.; Nakamura, S.; Kurachi, K.; Nakamura, T.; Ogawa, H.; Funai, K.; et al. RSPO fusion transcripts in colorectal cancer in japanese population. Mol. Biol. Rep. 2014, 41, 5375–5384. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Jiang, X.; Hao, H.X.; Growney, J.D.; Woolfenden, S.; Bottiglio, C.; Ng, N.; Lu, B.; Hsieh, M.H.; Bagdasarian, L.; Meyer, R.; et al. Inactivating mutations of RNF43 confer Wnt dependency in pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 12649–12654. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Madan, B.; Ke, Z.; Harmston, N.; Ho, S.Y.; Frois, A.O.; Alam, J.; Jeyaraj, D.A.; Pendharkar, V.; Ghosh, K.; Virshup, I.H.; et al. Wnt addiction of genetically defined cancers reversed by porcn inhibition. Oncogene 2015, 35, 2197–2207. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Gurney, A.; Axelrod, F.; Bond, C.J.; Cain, J.; Chartier, C.; Donigan, L.; Fischer, M.; Chaudhari, A.; Ji, M.; Kapoun, A.M.; et al. Wnt pathway inhibition via the targeting of frizzled receptors results in decreased growth and tumorigenicity of human tumors. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, 11717–11722. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Le, P.N.; McDermott, J.D.; Jimeno, A. Targeting the Wnt pathway in human cancers: Therapeutic targeting with a focus on OMP-54F28. Pharmacol. Ther. 2015, 146, 1–11. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Ma, H.; Nguyen, C.; Lee, K.S.; Kahn, M. Differential roles for the coactivators CBP and p300 on TCF/beta-catenin-mediated survivin gene expression. Oncogene 2005, 24, 3619–3631. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lenz, H.J.; Kahn, M. Safely targeting cancer stem cells via selective catenin coactivator antagonism. Cancer Sci. 2014, 105, 1087–1092. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Duchartre, Y.; Kim, Y.M.; Kahn, M. The Wnt signaling pathway in cancer. Crit. Rev. Oncol. Hematol. 2016, 99, 141–149. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Fang, L.; Zhu, Q.; Neuenschwander, M.; Specker, E.; Wulf-Goldenberg, A.; Weis, W.I.; von Kries, J.P.; Birchmeier, W. A small-molecule antagonist of the beta-catenin/TCF4 interaction blocks the self-renewal of cancer stem cells and suppresses tumorigenesis. Cancer Res. 2016, 76, 891–901. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



van der Horst, E.H.; Chinn, L.; Wang, M.; Velilla, T.; Tran, H.; Madrona, Y.; Lam, A.; Ji, M.; Hoey, T.C.; Sato, A.K. Discovery of fully human anti-met monoclonal antibodies with antitumor activity against colon cancer tumor models in vivo. Neoplasia 2009, 11, 355–364. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Rasola, A.; Fassetta, M.; De Bacco, F.; D’Alessandro, L.; Gramaglia, D.; Di Renzo, M.F.; Comoglio, P.M. A positive feedback loop between hepatocyte growth factor receptor and beta-catenin sustains colorectal cancer cell invasive growth. Oncogene 2007, 26, 1078–1087. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Sun, S.; Liu, S.; Duan, S.Z.; Zhang, L.; Zhou, H.; Hu, Y.; Zhou, X.; Shi, C.; Zhou, R.; Zhang, Z. Targeting the c-Met/Fzd8 signaling axis eliminates patient-derived cancer stem-like cells in head and neck squamous carcinomas. Cancer Res. 2014, 74, 7546–7559. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Warrier, S.; Bhuvanalakshmi, G.; Arfuso, F.; Rajan, G.; Millward, M.; Dharmarajan, A. Cancer stem-like cells from head and neck cancers are chemosensitized by the Wnt antagonist, SFRP4, by inducing apoptosis, decreasing stemness, drug resistance and epithelial to mesenchymal transition. Cancer Gene Ther. 2014, 21, 381–388. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Malladi, S.; Macalinao, D.G.; Jin, X.; He, L.; Basnet, H.; Zou, Y.; de Stanchina, E.; Massague, J. Metastatic latency and immune evasion through autocrine inhibition of Wnt. Cell 2016, 165, 45–60. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Van der Flier, L.G.; Sabates-Bellver, J.; Oving, I.; Haegebarth, A.; De Palo, M.; Anti, M.; Van Gijn, M.E.; Suijkerbuijk, S.; Van de Wetering, M.; Marra, G.; et al. The intestinal Wnt/TCF signature. Gastroenterology 2007, 132, 628–632. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Katoh, Y.; Katoh, M. Comparative genomics on prom1 gene encoding stem cell marker CD133. Int. J. Mol. Med. 2007, 19, 967–970. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Koo, B.K.; van Es, J.H.; van den Born, M.; Clevers, H. Porcupine inhibitor suppresses paracrine Wnt-driven growth of RNF43;ZNRF3-mutant neoplasia. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2015, 112, 7548–7550. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kahn, M. Can we safely target the Wnt pathway? Nat. Rev. Drug Discov. 2014, 13, 513–532. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]








[image: Cancers 08 00060 g001 1024] 





Figure 1. The Wnt signaling pathway. (A) In the absence of Wnt ligands and R-spondins, β-catenin is kept under low cytosolic levels by the destruction complex. This complex contains Axin2, Adenomatousis Polyposis Coli (APC), and the kinases Casein kinase 1 (CK1) and GSK3-β, which altogether primes β-catenin for proteasomal degradation; (B) R-spondins bind to Lgrs and RNF43, which results in the stabilization of Fzd receptors. Wnt ligands bound to Fzd and LRP5/6 co-receptors trigger formation of Dvl-Fzd complex and subsequent destabilization of the destruction complex. β-catenin is therefore stabilized, can accumulate in the cytosol, and subsequently translocates in the nucleus where it converts T cell-factor (TCF) into a transcriptional activator. In intestinal stem cells, this nuclear β-catenin bound to TCF enables the efficient transcription of genes that are important regulators of stem cell fate (e.g., Leucine-Rich Repeat Containing G Protein-Coupled Receptor 5 (LGR5), Achaete-scute complex homolog 2 (ASCL2)); (C) Truncating mutations in APC are frequently observed in colorectal cancer (CRC). As a result, the destruction complex cannot properly form, which results in inefficient targeting of β-catenin for degradation. Therefore, β-catenin can accumulate and form active transcription factor complexes with TCF proteins in the nucleus, even in the absence of external signals. Additional reported mutations of various pathway components lead to constitutive activation of the pathway (mutations and truncations are depicted by a * or orange lining). 
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Figure 2. Regulation of Wnt activity in cancer. The figure depicts the relationship between differentiated tumor cells and cancer stem cells. Differentiated cells are relatively Wnt-low and cancer stem cells relatively Wnt-high. Wnt activity levels are dependent on extrinsic factors such as Hepatocyte Growth factor (HGF) and RSPO3, and on intrinsic factors such as mutation and expression levels of microRNAs (miRs). The cancer stem cell phenotype is not stable and differentiation and dedifferentiation are ongoing processes. 
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Figure 3. Wnt activity levels and functionality. Schematic representation of cellular functionality as a function of Wnt activity levels. Two tumors or clones are depicted (green and blue lines) to highlight that intrinsic Wnt activity levels, stochastic fluctuations, and responses to extra cellular stimuli are different between two (epi)genetically distinct populations. 
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Table 1. Wnt activity defines cancer stem cells (CSCs) in multiple malignancies. Below is an overview of the relationship between Wnt signaling activity and CSC properties in various malignancies. Of note, this is by far not a complete overview but only intended to provide several key examples.
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Marker

	
Tumor type

	
Reference






	
Wnt activity




	
TCF Reporter

	
Colon, Ovarian, Gastric, Lung

	
[31,33,39,40]




	
β-catenin

	
Skin

	
[41]




	
RSPO

	
Colon, Ovarian

	
[6,42]




	
BCL9

	
Colon

	
[43]




	
Wnt target gene




	
Lgr5

	
Colon, Gastric

	
[34,35,44]




	
CD24

	
Pancreas, Colon

	
[45]




	
Prom1

	
Colon, Brain, Pancreas

	
[46,47,48,49]




	
CD44

	
Colon, Breast, Liver, Pancreas, Prostate

	
[36,37,50,51,52]




	
ALDH1

	
Colon, Breast

	
[53,54]
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