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Abstract: Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC) is one of the most aggressive malignancies with
limited survival rate. Roles for peptidylarginine deiminases (PADs) have been studied in relation to
a range of cancers with roles in epigenetic regulation (including histone modification and microRNA
regulation), cancer invasion, and extracellular vesicle (EV) release. Hitherto though, knowledge
on PADs in PDAC is limited. In the current study, two PDAC cell lines (Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2)
were treated with pan-PAD inhibitor Cl-amidine as well as PAD2, PAD3, and PAD4 isozyme-specific
inhibitors. Effects were assessed on changes in EV signatures, including EV microRNA cargo (miR-21,
miR-126, and miR-221), on changes in cellular protein expression relevant for pancreatic cancer
progression and invasion (moesin), for mitochondrial housekeeping (prohibitin, PHB), and gene
regulation (deiminated histone H3, citH3). The two pancreatic cancer cell lines were found to
predominantly express PAD2 and PAD3, which were furthermore expressed at higher levels in
Panc-1, compared with MiaPaCa-2 cells. PAD2 isozyme-specific inhibitor had the strongest effects
on reducing Panc-1 cell invasion capability, which was accompanied by an increase in moesin
expression, which in pancreatic cancer is found to be reduced and associated with pancreatic cancer
aggressiveness. Some reduction, but not significant, was also found on PHB levels while effects on
histone H3 deimination were variable. EV signatures were modulated in response to PAD inhibitor
treatment, with the strongest effects observed for PAD2 inhibitor, followed by PAD3 inhibitor,
showing significant reduction in pro-oncogenic EV microRNA cargo (miR-21, miR-221) and increase
in anti-oncogenic microRNA cargo (miR-126). While PAD2 inhibitor, followed by PAD3 inhibitor,
had most effects on reducing cancer cell invasion, elevating moesin expression, and modulating
EV signatures, PAD4 inhibitor had negligible effects and pan-PAD inhibitor Cl-amidine was also
less effective. Compared with MiaPaCa-2 cells, stronger modulatory effects for the PAD inhibitors
were observed in Panc-1 cells, which importantly also showed strong response to PAD3 inhibitor,
correlating with previous observations that Panc-1 cells display neuronal/stem-like properties. Our
findings report novel PAD isozyme regulatory roles in PDAC, highlighting roles for PAD isozyme-
specific treatment, depending on cancer type and cancer subtypes, including in PDAC.

Keywords: peptidylarginine deiminases (PADs); protein deimination; extracellular vesicles (EVs);
pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC); moesin; prohibitin (PHB); deiminated histone H3 (citH3);
microRNA (miR-21; miR-221; miR-126)
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1. Introduction

Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC) is a major cause of cancer-associated deaths
in Western countries and is the eighth main source of cancer-related deaths globally [1].
Despite advances in diagnostic technology, PDAC is usually diagnosed late and at an incur-
able stage, while early diagnosis is directly linked to improved survival [2]. Additionally,
only a small portion of PDAC patients can benefit from chemotherapy and especially in
advanced stages, the chemotherapeutics options are narrow with gemcitabine being the
first drug treatment with improvement in the median survival only by a few weeks [3].
Moreover, while carbohydrate antigen 19-9 (CA 19-9) has been the most common diag-
nostic biomarker for PDAC in the last 30 years [4], it cannot be characterised as a specific
biomarker, especially for asymptomatic patients [5]. Therefore, it is of great importance to
identify novel molecular markers and pathways to aid biomarker discovery, pancreatic
cancer diagnostics, and for development of novel treatment options.

Peptidylarginine deiminases (PADs) are a group of calcium-dependent enzymes that
cause post-translational deimination/citrullination in target proteins, leading to changes
in their structure and function, affecting protein–protein interactions, generation of neo-
epitopes, and modulating gene regulation [6–8]. This post-translational modification
may also aid protein moonlighting, a phylogenetically conserved mechanism that allows
proteins to carry out numerous functions within one polypeptide chain, in relation to
both physiological and pathophysiological functions [9,10]. PADs’ roles in numerous
autoimmune and inflammatory conditions are well acknowledged, and in cancers PADs
have been assessed for causing changes in epigenetic regulation, in relation to modulatory
effects on EV communication as well as cancer invasion [11–17]. In mammals five isozyme-
specific PADs are described [6], which differ in their preference for protein targets and
show tissue-specific expression. Therefore, a difference in prominence of the three main
PAD isozymes (PAD2, 3, and 4) related to cancers is a topic of current interest, in relation to
isozyme-specific targeting for specific cancer types, including heterogenous cancers as well
as cancer subtypes [15,17]. Indeed, prominent roles for specific PAD isozymes have been
associated with various cancers, including differences in modulating cell invasion proteins,
effects on epigenetic regulation, and changes in EV signatures [11,12,15,17]. Currently,
knowledge on PADs in PDAC is very limited and warrants further investigation.

EVs are mediators of cell communication in physiological processes, but also in can-
cers, where they are key mediators for intra/inter-tumour communication by transferring
proteins, enzymes, and nucleic acids (mRNA, miRNA, lncRNA, sncRNA) to surrounding
cells as part of their cargo [17–20]. EVs are lipid bilayer-enclosed structures, with a diameter
of 30–1000 nm, and as they are released from their cells of origin they can be valid prognostic
and diagnostic biomarkers. Due to EVs’ important roles in cancers, they are widely studied
in a range of cancers, including also pancreatic cancer [21,22]. EVs released from cancer
cells participate in the tumour’s intercellular communication, can influence the tumour
microenvironment to promote angiogenesis, tumour growth, invasion and metastasis, as
well as contribute to tumour metabolism [23–25]. Therefore, strategies to modulate EV sig-
natures in cancer cells have been a focus of numerous studies, both with regard to limiting
tumour growth in vivo, as well as sensitising cancer cells to chemotherapy [12,13,15,26–33].
The effect of PADs on modulating EV signatures in cancer cells has been highlighted in a
number of studies, assessing both pan-PAD inhibitor Cl-amidine as well as PAD2, PAD3,
and PAD4 isozyme-specific inhibitors [11,12,15,17]. As this has shown effects on sensitising
cancer cells to chemotherapy, alongside effects on pro- and anti-oncogenic microRNA EV
cargo, novel interventions for targeting EV communication in pancreatic cancer may also
be of considerable interest.

microRNAs (miRs) are small (18 to 24 nucleotides long), endogenous, non-coding,
evolutionary conserved, single-stranded RNA molecules, which can moderate gene expres-
sion at the post-transcriptional level through the binding to the complementary sequences
of their target mRNAs at the 3′ untranslated regions (UTRs) [34]. More recent evidence
has shown that the aberrant expression of miRs plays a significant role in numerous hu-
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man malignancies and is also associated with poor prognosis, invasion, metastasis, and
chemoresistance of PDAC [35]. Several signalling pathways associated with specific miRs
are indeed related to PDAC progression. Specifically, upregulation of miR-21 and down-
regulation of miR-126 have been considered to contribute to PDAC progression, through
the post-transcriptional upregulation of KRAS [36]. It has been suggested that activated
KRAS (G12D) stimulates the miR-21 promoter in human PDAC cells [37] and that miR-21 is
involved in oncogenic RAS-induced cell proliferation [38]. Moreover, miR-21 indirectly tar-
gets KRAS, while downregulation of miR-126 directly regulates KRAS signalling pathway
and controls KRAS protein translation [39]. Aberrant expression of miR-126 in PDAC is
associated with HER2 overexpression [40,41], which is related to more than 30% of PDAC
cases [42]. While the HER2/neu signalling pathway was found to be involved in PDAC
progression, specific inhibition of Her2/neu pathway did, however, not affect the overall
survival [43]. In breast cancer, upregulation in miR-21 is also linked to positive HER2
status, larger tumour size, higher tumour stage and grade, and poor patient survival [44].
Furthermore, miR-21 is involved in the MAPK signalling pathway, which is important
for the progression of pancreatic intraepithelial neoplasia (PanIN [45]). Overexpression of
miR-21 has been shown to moderate cell proliferation and apoptosis of PDAC cells through
the inhibition of both MAPK/ERK and PI3K/AKT signalling pathways [46]. Expression
of miR-21 is also associated with the TGF-β signalling pathway, which is dysregulated
in 80% of PDAC cases [47,48]. TGF-β is also associated with pathogenesis of PDAC at
later stages and inactivation of tumour suppressor genes, including SMAD4, which is
involved in several biological processes such as cell proliferation, differentiation, metas-
tasis, and apoptosis [49,50]. miR-221 is one of the most dysregulated miRs in PDAC
alongside miR-21 [51–53]. Upregulation of miR-221 has been found in a number of ma-
lignancies, including hepatocellular carcinoma, prostate adenocarcinoma, and colorectal
carcinoma [54–57]. Moreover, a higher level of circulating miR-221 expression was detected
in PDAC patients compared with patients with benign pancreatic tumours or healthy
controls [58]. Upregulation of miR-221 also plays a significant role in platelet-derived
growth factor (PDGF)-mediated epithelial to mesenchymal transition (EMT) phenotype,
migration, metastasis, and uncontrolled proliferation of PDAC cells [59]. Additionally, miR-
221 promotes the proliferation of PDAC cells through PTEN-Akt signalling pathway [53].
Overexpression of miR-221 can result in uncontrolled proliferation of PDAC cells through
the inhibition of both MAPK and TGF-β signalling pathways [60].

We have previously shown that both pan-PAD inhibitor Cl-amidine and PAD2, 3, and
4 isozyme-specific inhibitors modulate a range of pro- and anti-oncogenic miRs in cancers
such as glioblastoma multiforme (GBM), as well as in cancer cell-derived EVs, including
miR-21 and miR-126 [15,17]. Therefore it may be of great importance to identify whether
such PAD-mediated effects may also affect miR expression and EV-mediated miR export
in other types of cancers, including in PDAC. In previous studies, PAD inhibitors were
furthermore found to affect cancer cell invasion proteins including moesin, which is a
critical factor for cell migration and filopodia formation [61]. Interestingly, in pancreatic
cancer, moesin was found to be strongly downregulated and this was associated with
cancer aggressiveness [62], albeit other studies have reported that moesin contributes to
pathological state [63,64] and may be linked to metastasis [65]. PAD inhibitors were also
found to modulate prohibitin (PHB), which is a multifaceted protein with key roles in
mitochondrial housekeeping and tumourigenesis [66–68]. In pancreatic cancer, PHB was
identified as a pro-tumour marker and negatively correlated with survival [69]. The assess-
ment of proteins involved in cancer progression and invasion, as well as mitochondrial
function, may be of considerable relevance, both with respect to PAD inhibitor-mediated
changes in total protein levels and with respect to their post-translational deimination, as
this may affect protein structure, function, and protein–protein interactions [6,7]. Effects
of PAD inhibitor treatment on histone H3 deimination has also been assessed in cancers,
which may be of importance as post-translational modifications of histones, including
deimination, have been found to be players in cancers as well as in various inflammatory
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diseases and injury. For example, histone deimination was found to be reduced in response
to Cl-amidine treatment in GBM [15] and reduced levels were also found in CNS injury
following Cl-amidine treatment [70–72]. Histone citrullination is thought to mainly be
modulated by PAD4, which has a classic nuclear localisation signal, although other PAD
forms, including PAD2 and PAD3, were also found to localise to the nucleus and be able to
deiminate histones, including H2A, H2B and H4 [13,14].

As current knowledge on PADs in PDAC is limited, this study aimed at assessing
the effects of pan-PAD inhibitor Cl-amidine, as well as PAD2, PAD3, and PAD4 isozyme-
specific inhibitors on PDAC cell invasion, on moesin and prohibitin protein levels, as
well as putative effects on histone H3 deimination in two PDAC cell lines. Furthermore,
modulatory effects of the PAD inhibitors on EV signatures were assessed, including pro-
and anti-oncogenic miR EV cargo.

2. Results
2.1. PAD Isozymes Are Differently Expressed in PDAC Cells

Assessing PAD2, 3, and 4 isozyme-specific antibodies on protein extracts from Panc-1
and MiaPaCa-2 cells showed bands at expected size for PAD2 and PAD3 (70–75 kDa size),
while additional lower molecular weight bands were also observed. The PAD4 antibody
showed only a band at low molecular weight (25 kDa), while no reaction was seen in either
cell line at an expected 70–75 kDa size for PAD4 (Figure 1A), or a similar pattern to the
other two PAD isozyme-specific antibodies. Quantifying the protein expression against
internal loading control (beta-actin) further showed that PAD2 and PAD3 were higher
expressed in Panc-1 cells, compared with MiaPaCa-2 cells (2.6- and 2.4-fold for PAD2 and
PAD3, respectively) (Figure 1B).
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Figure 1. Peptidylarginine deiminase (PAD) isozyme expression in Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2 cells. (A) PAD2 and PAD3
isoforms are detected at expected 70–75 kDa size range (arrows), although lower molecular weight bands are also observed.
PAD4 isoform does not show positive at the expected size of 75 kDa, only a band at 25 kDa is observed. (B) PAD2 and PAD3
protein levels, normalised to internal beta-actin control, indicating that both isoforms are higher expressed in Panc-1 cells,
compared with MiaPaCa-2 cells.

2.2. Pan-PAD and PAD Isozyme-Specific Inhibitors Differently Modulate EV Release in Pancreatic
Cancer Cells Following 1 h Treatment

A considerable difference was observed on EV release profiles following treatment
with pan-PAD inhibitor Cl-amidine, compared with the PAD isozyme-specific inhibitors.
Cl-amidine somewhat (albeit non-significantly) increased total EV release in both cell lines
at both concentrations tested (50 and 100 µm) and had varying effect on different EV
subpopulations, showing some reduction on EVs in the 0–100 nm size range (small EVs) in
MiaPaCa-2 cells at 50 µm concentration (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Pan-PAD inhibitor (Cl-amidine) treatment shows varying effects on the two pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma
(PDAC) cell lines under study with respect to cellular extracellular vesicle (EV) release. (A) Effects of Cl-amidine (50 µm 1 h
treatment) on EV release from Panc-1 cells. (B) Effects of Cl-amidine (100 µm 1 h treatment) on EV release from Panc-1 cells.
(C) Effects of Cl-amidine (50 µm 1 h treatment) on EV release from MiaPaCa-2 cells. (D) Effects of Cl-amidine (100 µm 1 h
treatment) on EV release from MiaPaCa-2 cells. For each set of histograms, Cl-amidine (50 or 100 µm)-treated and control
(PBS)-treated cells were run under the same experimental conditions, respectively. Exact p-values are indicated (* highlights
significance at p ≤ 0.05), error bars show SD; n = 3 biological replicates for all).

When assessing the PAD isozyme-specific inhibitors, PAD2 inhibitor showed some
reducing effects on total EV release in Panc-1 cells and on all sub-populations (albeit non-
significant) (Figure 3A), while the opposite was observed for MiaPaCa-2, with increased
EV release, although this was also non-significant (Figure 3D). PAD3 inhibitor reduced EV
release in Panc-1 cells, including all sub-populations (albeit non-significant) (Figure 3B), but
increased EV release somewhat (non-significant) from MiaPaCa-2 cells (Figure 3E). PAD4
inhibitor had no effects on EV release from Panc-1 cells (Figure 3C), but increased total EV
release and small and medium-sized EV subpopulations, while it reduced release of larger
EVs somewhat in MiaPaCa-2 cells (albeit all non-significant) (Figure 3F). Figure 4 shows
representative nanoparticle tracking analysis (NTA) profiles for EV size distribution of EVs
released from Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2 control and PAD inhibitor treated cells (Figure 4A–L),
alongside characterisation of EVs by Western blotting using the EV-specific markers CD63
and Flot-1 (Figure 4M). Morphology of EVs was verified by transmission electron mi-
croscopy (TEM) (Figure 4N).
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Effects EV release from Panc-1 cells following 1 h treatment with: (A) PAD2 inhibitor, (B) PAD3 inhibitor, (C) PAD4 inhibitor.
(D–F) Effects of PAD2 inhibitor on EV release from MiaPaCa-2 cells following 1 h treatment with: (D) PAD2 inhibitor, (E)
PAD3 inhibitor, (F) PAD4 inhibitor. For each set of histograms, respectively, the PAD isozyme-specific inhibitor-treated
and control-treated cells were run under the same experimental conditions. Exact p-values are indicated (* highlights
significance at p ≤ 0.05), error bars show SD; n = 3 biological replicates for all.

EV modal size was overall not significantly affected following 1 h PAD inhibitor
treatment although in MiaPaCa-2 cells Cl-amidine significantly increased modal size
following 50 µm treatment; this trend was also seen after 100 µm treatment for both Panc-1
and MiaPaCa-2, although not significant. PAD2 inhibitor treatment had no effect on EV
modal size of Panc-1 cells, but reduced modal size of EVs from MiaPaCa-2 cells somewhat
(albeit non-significant). PAD3 inhibitor resulted in some increase in modal size of Panc-1-
derived EVs (albeit non-significant), while PAD4 inhibitor had no significant effects on EV
modal size in either cell line (Figure 5, exact p-values are indicated).
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Figure 4. Nanoparticle tracking analysis (NTA) size distribution profiles of EVs released from Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2 cells
following PAD inhibitor treatment for 1 h and EV characterisation by Western blotting (WB) and transmission electron
microscopy (TEM). (A–D) Representative NTA profiles of Panc-1 cells following 1 h PAD inhibitor treatment: (A) Control
DMSO-treated cells; (B) PAD2 inhibitor-treated cells; (C) PAD3 inhibitor-treated cells; (D) PAD4 inhibitor-treated cells;
Representative NTA profiles of MiaPaCa-2 cells following 1 h PAD inhibitor treatment (E–H): (E) control DMSO-treated cells;
(F) PAD2 inhibitor-treated cells; (G) PAD3 inhibitor-treated cells; (H) PAD4 inhibitor-treated cells. (I–L) show representative
NTA profiles of EVs released from pan-PAD inhibitor (Cl-amidine)-treated cells: (I) Control PBS-treated Panc-1 cells; (J)
Cl-am (100 µm)-treated Panc-1 cells; (K) Control PBS-treated MiaPaCa-2 cells; (L) Cl-am (100 µm)-treated MiaPaCa-2
cells. (M) Western blotting analysis (WB) showing that EVs isolated from Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2 cells are positive for
the EV-specific markers CD63 and Flot-1. (N) Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) images showing characteristic EV
morphology (arrows) for EVs isolated from PDAC cells under standard conditions; the scale bar represents 20 nm in all
TEM images. In the NTA curves (A–L) the black line represents the mean of the five repetitive readings per individual
sample and the red line represents standard error (+/−) between those same five readings per sample. Each treatment
group was measured in three biological replicates.
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h) significantly reduced miR-21 in Panc-1 cells (Figure 6A), had no significant effects on 
miR221 EV cargo (Figure 6B), and reduced miR-126 somewhat (Figure 6C). In MiaPaCa-2 
cells, Cl-amidine did not have significant effects on levels of the different miRs assessed 
(Figure 6D–F), but did increase miR-126 somewhat, albeit not significantly. 

Figure 5. Modal EV size profiles from PDAC cells following 1 h treatment with pan-PAD and PAD isozyme-specific
inhibitors. (A) Modal size of EVs released from Panc-1 cells following Cl-amidine treatment (50 and 100 µm respectively),
compared with control (PBS)-treated cells (B) Modal size of EVs released from Panc-1 cells following PAD2 inhibitor
treatment, compared with control (DMSO)-treated cells. (C) Modal size of EVs released from Panc-1 cells following PAD3
and PAD4 inhibitor treatment, compared with control (DMSO)-treated cells. (D) Modal size of EVs released from MiaPaCa-2
cells following Cl-amidine treatment (50 and 100 µm, respectively), compared with control (PBS)-treated cells. (E) Modal
size of EVs released from MiaPaCa-2 cells following PAD2, PAD3, and PAD4 inhibitor treatment, compared with control
(DMSO)-treated cells. The histograms show treatments run together, respectively. Exact p-values are indicated (* highlights
significance at p ≤ 0.05), error bars show SD (n = 3 biological replicates for all).

2.3. MicroRNA EV Cargo Is Differently Modulated in Response to 1 h PAD Inhibitor Treatments
in PDAC Cells

When assessing EV cargo for pro-cancerous-related miRs (miR-21, miR-221) respec-
tively, some significant expression changes were observed in response to the different
PAD inhibitors (Figures 6 and 7). Pan-PAD inhibitor Cl-amidine (100 µm treatment for
1 h) significantly reduced miR-21 in Panc-1 cells (Figure 6A), had no significant effects on
miR221 EV cargo (Figure 6B), and reduced miR-126 somewhat (Figure 6C). In MiaPaCa-2
cells, Cl-amidine did not have significant effects on levels of the different miRs assessed
(Figure 6D–F), but did increase miR-126 somewhat, albeit not significantly.
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Following PAD isozyme-specific inhibitor treatment for 1 h, PAD2 and PAD3 inhibitors
reduced both miR-21 and miR-221 significantly in Panc-1 cell-derived EVs, while PAD4
inhibitor had no significant effects (Figure 7A,B). miR-126 was elevated following PAD2
and PAD3 inhibitor treatment (significantly for PAD2 inhibitor), while PAD4 inhibitor
had no effects (Figure 7C). In MiaPaCa-2 cells, none of the isozyme-specific inhibitors had
significant effects on miR-21 cell-derived EV cargo, albeit some reduction as observed with
PAD2 inhibitor (Figure 7D) and significant reduction in miR-221 EV content was observed
for PAD2 inhibitor. miR-126 was elevated in response to PAD2 inhibitor treatment (albeit
not reaching statistical significance due to variation in the sample), while PAD3 and PAD4
inhibitors had no effect on miR-126 levels in MiaPaCa-2 cells (Figure 7F).

2.4. PAD Inhibitors Differently Affect Moesin, PHB, and Deiminated Histone H3 Protein Levels in
Panc-1 Cells, Following 1 h Treatment

Following 1 h treatment with pan-PAD inhibitor (Cl-amidine) and the PAD2 isozyme-
specific inhibitor (AMF30a), respectively, the protein levels of moesin, PHB, and deiminated
histone H3 (citH3) were assessed by Western blotting (Figure 8). In Panc-1 cells, Cl-
amidine did not affect moesin levels (Figure 8A), had some reducing (albeit non-significant)
effect on PHB levels (Figure 8B) and some reducing (albeit not significant) effect on citH3
levels (Figure 8A). In MiaPaCa-2 cells, moesin levels were increased following Cl-amidine
treatment (albeit not reaching significance, p = 0.056) (Figure 9A), PHB protein levels
were not significantly changed (Figure 9B), while citH3 levels were increased (albeit non-
significant) (Figure 9C). In addition, PAD2 inhibitor treatment changes in these proteins
were further assessed in the Panc-1 cell line only, as PAD2 inhibitor showed most effects on
EV signatures, and Panc-1 is considered the more aggressive PDAC cell line. In response to
1 h PAD2 inhibitor treatment, a strong significant increase was observed in moesin protein
levels (Figure 10A), while no effect was observed on PHB levels (Figure 10B), and citH3
levels were somewhat (albeit not significantly) increased (Figure 10C).
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Figure 8. Changes in moesin, prohibitin, and deiminated histone H3 (citH3) protein levels in Panc-1 cells following 1 h Cl-
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versus control-treated cells as follows: (A) Moesin levels are not significantly changed; (B) Prohibitin (PHB) levels are 
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Figure 8. Changes in moesin, prohibitin, and deiminated histone H3 (citH3) protein levels in Panc-1 cells following 1 h
Cl-amidine treatment. The histograms show protein levels normalised against the internal loading control (β-actin) in
treated versus control-treated cells as follows: (A) Moesin levels are not significantly changed; (B) Prohibitin (PHB) levels are
slightly reduced following Cl-Am treatment; (C) citH3 levels are slightly reduced following Cl-Am treatment. Exact p-values
are shown (significance at p ≤ 0.05 was not reached), error bars show SD (n = 3 biological replicates for all, representative
Western blots are shown beneath the respective histograms).
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Figure 9. Changes in moesin, prohibitin, and citH3 protein levels in MiaPaCa-2 cells following 1 h Cl-amidine treatment.
The histograms show protein levels normalised against the internal loading control (β-actin) in treated versus control-
treated cells as follows: (A) Moesin levels are increased (not reaching significance) following Cl-amidine treatment; (B)
Prohibitin (PHB) levels are not significantly affected following Cl-Am treatment; (C) citH3 levels are increased (not reaching
significance) following Cl-Am treatment. Exact p-values are shown (significance at p ≤ 0.05, which was not reached), error
bars show SD (n = 3 biological replicates for all, representative Western blots are shown beneath the respective histograms).
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Figure 10. PAD2 inhibitor treatment (1 h) effects on moesin, prohibitin, and citH3 levels in Panc-1 cells. (A) PAD2 inhibitor
treatment significantly increased Moesin levels in Panc-1 cells. (B) No significant effect was observed on PHB levels
following 1 h PAD2 inhibitor treatment in Panc-1 cells. (C) Histone H3 deimination (citH3) was somewhat increased
following 1 h PAD2 inhibitor treatment, but not reaching significance. The error bars show SD, exact p-levels are shown
(* highlights significance at p≤ 0.05), and representative Western blots are shown for all protein assessments. The histograms
are based on n = 3 per treatment.

2.5. PAD Isozyme-Specific Inhibitors Differently Affect Panc-1 Cell Invasion, Independent of
Cell Proliferation

The effect of pan-PAD inhibitor Cl-amidine and the isozyme-specific PAD2, PAD3,
and PAD4 inhibitors, respectively, was assessed on the cell invasiveness of Panc-1 cells
using Boyden chambers with Matrigel (Figure 11A). Panc-1 cells demonstrated noticeable
invasion over 16 h (Figure 11A control), and incubation for 16 h with PAD2 and PAD3
inhibitors resulted in the most significant suppression of invasiveness by 42.7% for PAD2
inhibitor (p = 0.005) and 22.6% reduction for PAD3 inhibitor (p = 0.0005), respectively, while
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less effect was observed following treatment with Cl-amidine (23.3% reduction; p = 0.0006),
and least effect was seen following treatment with the PAD4 inhibitor (9.8% reduction;
p = 0.029) (Figure 11A; n = 3 per treatment; see histograms for quantitative assessment and
representative figures of the cell invasion experiments). It must be noted, though, that
PAD4 inhibitor did show some effects on cell invasiveness and therefore, while by Western
blotting PAD4 was not detected at the correct molecular size, the expression and function
of PAD4 in PDAC cells requires further investigation. Cell proliferation was also assessed
for Panc-1 cells, following 16 h treatment with the different PAD inhibitors and showed
negligible, confirming that the inhibitors did not affect proliferation. Cl-amidine treatment
resulted in 5.8% reduction in cell proliferation, PAD2 inhibitor in 4.1% reduction in cell
proliferation, PAD3 inhibitor in 3.1% reduction in cell proliferation, and PAD4 inhibitor in
3.1% reduction in cell proliferation (Figure 11B; see histograms for quantitative assessment
and representative figures of the cell invasion experiments). Cell proliferation was also
assessed for both cell lines for all PAD inhibitors used for a 1 h period, confirming no marked
changes in cell proliferation for the concentrations used in either cell line (Figure 12).
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Cell invasion: Representative images (taken at 10× magnification) for cell invasion of Panc-1 cells following 16 h treatment
with Cl-amidine and the three PAD isozyme-specific inhibitors, compared to control (PBS or DMSO) treated cells are shown;
cells are stained with crystal violet. (A1). The corresponding histogram for the MTT assay for Panc-1 cells, following
the 16 h experiment in the presence of Cl-amidine and the three PAD isozyme-specific inhibitors, compared with control,
respectively. (B) Cell proliferation: Representative images (taken at 10×magnification) for cell proliferation of Panc-1 cells
following 16 h treatment with Cl-amidine and the three PAD isozyme-specific inhibitors, compared to control (PBS or
DMSO) treated cells; cells are stained with crystal violet. (B1). The corresponding histogram for Panc-1 cell proliferation
following 16 h treatment with Cl-amidine and the three PAD isozyme-specific inhibitors. Exact p-values are indicated
(statistically significant differences are highlighted as * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01 and *** p < 0.001).) and error bars show SD (n = 3
biological and 3 technical replicates for all).
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Figure 12. Cellular proliferation following Cl-amidine and/or PAD2, 3, 4 isozyme-specific inhibitor treatment in Panc-1
and MiaPaCa-2 cells. MTT assay showing cell proliferation after 1 h treatment with Cl-Am (50 and 100 µm) shows little
effect on either Panc-1 (A) or MiaPaCa-2 cells (C), albeit in some cases statistical significance is reached. Similarly, PAD2
(5 µm), PAD3 (10 µm), and PAD4 (10 µm) inhibitors did not show marked changes on cell proliferation in Panc-1 cells (B) or
MiaPaCa-2 cells (D) following 1 h treatment. Exact p-values are indicated (* p ≤ 0.05; ** p ≤ 0.01).

3. Discussion

This study assessed roles for PADs and PAD regulatory effects in two PDAC cell lines.
Roles for PADs have previously been studied in relation to a range of cancers, with respect
to epigenetic regulation, cancer invasion, and EV release. Hitherto though, knowledge on
PADs in PDAC is limited.

We established that PAD2 followed by PAD3 were the dominant isoforms in the PDAC
cell lines under study (Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2), while PAD4 protein was not detected at the
expected molecular size using Western blotting. This was further reflected in effects of PAD
isozyme-specific inhibitors on PDAC cell invasion, showing the highest effects for PAD2
inhibitor, followed by PAD3 inhibitor, while PAD4 inhibitor was far less effective, compared
with the other PAD inhibitors. It must be noted, though, that some effects were observed
of PAD4 inhibitor, and while PAD4 was not detected at the expected molecular weight
band in these cell lines, the expression and roles for PAD4 in PDAC will require further
investigation. Pan-PAD inhibitor Cl-amidine, which has specificity against PAD1, PAD3,
and PAD4 [73,74], also showed less effects compared with the PAD2-specific inhibitor.
While some variability was observed in cell proliferation following treatment with the
different PAD inhibitors, comparing 1 and 16 h treatment times, this was below 6% in
all cases.

This is the first study to assess the three different PAD isozymes in PDAC, while
previous studies have indeed pointed to roles for citrullination/deimination in PDAC,
including via deimination of specific target proteins (ENO1, HSP60, KRT8, and TUBB) [75].
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Roles for neutrophil extracellular trap formation (NETosis) have also been implied [76],
which can be partly PAD-driven and NETosis is commonly assessed using citH3 staining.
Furthermore, using mouse models of PDAC, it was reported that circulating tumour-
derived EVs and citH3 levels are elevated [77]. In addition, tumour-infiltrating NETs,
as assessed by citH3 staining, were also shown to predict poor postsurgical survival of
patients with PDAC [78]. Previously, deiminated α-enolase was identified as a target for
anti-cancer immunity, including in PDAC murine models [79]. Interestingly, a patient
diagnosed with fatal metastatic pancreatic cancer showed anti-cyclic citrullinated peptide
antibodies that were linked to cancer polyarthritis [80]. It was also hypothesised that the
deiminating activity of PAD and PAD homologues (ADI) in oral bacteria can contribute to
pancreatic cancer [81].

Due to roles for EVs in cancer progression and previous observations for PAD in-
hibitor modulating effects on EV biogenesis and EV cargo, we assessed effects of PAD
isozyme-inhibitor treatment on changes in EV signatures in Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2 cell
lines, including pro- and anti-oncogenic EV miR cargo (miR-21, miR221, and miR-126).
We found that EV signatures were differently modulated in response to the PAD isozyme-
specific inhibitors, including some effects observed on EV subpopulations and EV miR
cargo. Overall, the strongest effects observed on EV signature modulation were for PAD2
inhibitor in Panc-1 cells, followed by PAD3 inhibitor. These PAD inhibitors reduced pro-
oncogenic miR-21 and miR-221 EV cargo and elevated anti-oncogenic miR-126. The effects
of PAD inhibitors on miR signatures is of considerable interest as several signalling path-
ways are associated with miRs in PDAC progression [82], including for the three miRs
under study here.

miR-21 is one of the main onco-miRs in a range of cancers, and its overexpression is
associated with an elevated proliferation and invasion of PDAC cells [83]. Upregulation of
miR-21 and downregulation of miR-126 are considered to contribute to PDAC progression
through post-transcriptional upregulation of KRAS [36]. It has been suggested that miR-21
is involved in oncogenic RAS-induced cell proliferation [38] and indirectly targets KRAS,
while downregulation of miR-126 directly targets KRAS signalling pathway and controls
KRAS protein translation [39]. Also, upregulation of miR-21 targets PTEN, which further
suppresses PI3K-AKT-mTOR signalling pathway, and this can lead to inhibition of cell
cycle arrest, apoptosis, and gemcitabine sensitivity [84].

miR-221 plays a significant role in platelet-derived growth factor (PDGF)-mediated EMT
phenotype, migration, metastasis, and uncontrolled proliferation of PDAC cells [59]. An
additional target gene, which is associated with miR-221 expression levels, is CDKN1B [85],
which inhibits cell cycle through the modulation of cell proliferation, cell motility, and
apoptosis [86]. Specifically, the overexpression of miR-221 can lead to the loss of expression
of CDKNs, which are associated with unfavourable prognosis of PDAC [87].

miR-126, contrary to miR-21 and miR-221, can act as a tumour suppressor in several
carcinomas such as lung, gastric, breast and PDAC through the inhibition of epidermal
growth-factor-like domain 7 (EGFL7), Crk, and SLC7A5 [88]. Furthermore, altered expres-
sion of this miR can have as a consequence cellular migration and invasion through the
inhibition of ADAM metallopeptidase domain 9 (ADAM9) target gene, which is commonly
expressed in PDAC [89]. Aberrant expression of miR-126 in PDAC is associated with HER2
overexpression [40,41], which is related to more than 30% of PDAC cases [42], while direct
correlation to survival rate has not been established [43] and the literature still remains
controversial. Overall, the increase in the anti-oncogenic miR observed here in response
to PAD inhibitor treatment points to anti-cancerous roles of PAD inhibitor application
in PDAC.

We furthermore assessed effects of the PAD inhibitors on changes in histone H3 deim-
ination (citH3), as well as in proteins relating to cell invasion (moesin) and mitochondrial
housekeeping (PHB), all of which we have previously identified to be modulated by PAD
inhibitor treatment in GBM cells [15,17]. As all three proteins are also involved in pancreatic
cancer, alongside other cancers, changes in their cellular protein levels were assessed fol-
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lowing pan-PAD inhibitor and PAD isozyme-specific inhibitor treatment. Furthermore, as
Panc-1 cells showed higher levels of PAD protein than MiaPaCa-2, they were used to assess
cell invasion capability in the presence of the pan-PAD (Cl-amidine) and the PAD2, 3, and 4
isozyme-specific inhibitors. The PAD2-specific inhibitor displayed the strongest effects on
reducing Panc-1 cell invasion capability, which was accompanied by an increase in moesin
expression. This effect on moesin levels may be protective in PDAC, as a previous study
identified that moesin expression is low in pancreatic cancer, including PDAC, and that
moesin knock-down increased migration, invasion, and metastasis [62]. Furthermore, some
reduction, albeit not significant, was found in PHB levels following Cl-amidine treatment
in Panc-1 cells, but not with the other inhibitors, and was also identified in GBM following
PAD inhibitor treatment [15,17]. Previous studies have identified PHB to be elevated in
PDAC, to negatively correlate with survival, and furthermore, siRNA of PHB resulted
in decreased cell invasion [69]. PHB also plays important roles in ERK-driven pancreatic
tumorigenesis [90]. Effects on citH3 were also assessed as histone deimination has been
associated to a range of cancers, both for epigenetic regulation as well as in relation to NE-
Tosis, including pancreatic cancer and associated venous thrombosis [76]. Results for citH3
protein levels varied, with some reduction (but not significant) in Panc-1 cells following
Cl-amidine treatment, while citH3 was elevated in MiaPaCa-2 cells. Also, following PAD2
inhibitor treatment, citH3 was elevated in Panc-1 cells. In addition to PAD4, both PAD2
and PAD3 have been localised and detected in the nucleus in spite of lacking a classic
nuclear translocation site such as is found in PAD4 [70,91,92]. In cancer cells, PAD2, which
is the most widely expressed isozyme in the body [93], was shown to deiminate histone
H3 and play a role in gene regulation [91,94–96]. As PAD4 has been considered the main
responsible isoform for citH3 generation, this warrants further investigation. Also, the
difference observed between the two cell lines may be of some interest, showing cancer
sub-type differences in response to the different PAD inhibitors. Previously, some reduced
levels of citH3 were found in GBM following Cl-amidine treatment [15]. While our current
study provides some pilot insights into putative roles for PAD inhibitors modulating citH3
in PDAC, it will be of great interest to further assess changes in citH3 in additional PDAC
cell lines, by both Western blotting and immunocytochemistry, following treatment with
the different PAD inhibitors.

The effect on elevated moesin levels following PAD2 inhibitor treatment observed
here may be of some interest. Moesin is an ezrin-radixin-moesin (ERM) family member and
involved in the regulation of cell adhesion, polarity, and migration [97]. Moesin has been
associated with formation of filopodia, which are dynamic actin-rich membrane protrusions
important for cell adhesion, membrane trafficking (including EV internalisation) [61], and
therefore also of importance in cancer cell adhesion and invasion [98–100]. Increased
moesin expression was related to metastasis and to advanced clinical stage in ER-positive
breast cancer [101], while in higher grade GBM, moesin overexpression is also related to
increased stem cell neurosphere formation [102,103]. In pancreatic cancer there are some
contradictory findings regarding moesin expression. Studies have reported that moesin
affects the progression of PC by activating MMP-7 and further promoting the release of
TNF-α and IL-6 and decreasing the level of IL-10. The expression of moesin in PC tissues
has close relations with the pathological stage of the disease, nerve infiltration, tumour
location, and pain severity [64]. It was also reported, though, that moesin expression is
reduced in PDAC and this is associated with pancreatic cancer aggressiveness, showing that
moesin knock-down increased migration, invasion, and metastasis of pancreatic cancer and,
furthermore, influenced pancreatic cancer extracellular matrix organisation [62]. Moreover,
moesin-dependent cytoskeleton remodelling is associated with an anaplastic phenotype of
pancreatic cancer [62]. Based on these findings, increasing moesin expression should be
anti-oncogenic in pancreatic cancer, and would align with elevated moesin protein levels
observed particularly with PAD2 inhibitor treatment in Panc-1 cells in the current study. In
previous studies moesin was found to be reduced in response to PAD inhibitor treatment in
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GBM [17]. The roles of moesin may be cancer type-specific or also differ in cancer subtypes,
while deimination of moesin may also play roles, and this will require further investigation.

While PAD2 inhibitor followed by PAD3 inhibitor had the most effects on reducing
cancer cell invasion, elevating moesin expression, and modulating EV signatures in the
PDAC cells in the current study, PAD4 inhibitor had negligible effects and pan-PAD
inhibitor Cl-amidine was also less effective. This correlates with the differences observed in
protein levels of the PAD isozymes in the cell lines and lack of positive signal for PAD4 at
expected molecular size, also pointing to a negligible role for PAD4 in PDAC, while PAD2
was the most prominent isozyme. Some differences were furthermore observed between
the two PDAC cell lines under study, pointing to stronger effects of PAD inhibitors in Panc-1
cells, which, interestingly, also showed substantial response to PAD3 inhibitor, which may
correlate with previous observations that this cell line contains neuronal-like/stem-like
properties [104].

Recent studies have indeed identified multifactorial roles for PAD2, PAD3, and PAD4
in cancer pathologies, depending on tumour type and cell lines [15,17,105–109]. PAD2 was
found to play roles in gastric cancer and to have deleterious effects on tumour growth
and metastasis in liver tumour cells [105]. Downregulation of PAD2 was on the other
hand associated with colon cancer, while in normal colons PAD2 affects differentiation
and can suppress proliferation of colonic epithelial cells [107,108]. PAD inhibitor Cl-
amidine was shown to induce the upregulation of tumour suppressor miRs in colon
cancer cells [110], as well as anti-oncogenic miR-126 in GBM [15]. Inhibition of PAD2
expression in breast cancer (MCF-7 cells) significantly decreased cell migration ability but
did not affect cell proliferation and apoptosis [106], while use of Cl-amidine in MCF-7 cells
reduced EV release and sensitised MCF-7cells to chemotherapy [12]. PAD4 also negatively
regulates tumour invasiveness in breast cancer in vitro and in vivo models via citrullination
of glycogen synthase kinase-3β (GSK3β) [109]. In GBM in vitro models, PAD2, 3, and 4
isozyme expression was shown to differ between GBM cell lines [15], which correlated to
different effectivity of the PAD isozyme-specific inhibitors on invasion properties and EV
signature modulation [17]. Therefore it may be relevant to assess PAD isozyme-selective
inhibitors for intervention with regard to tumour type, and cancer subtypes. Furthermore,
as we did not analyse effects of PAD inhibitors on apoptosis and potential alteration of the
cell cycle in this study, this warrants further investigation.

It may be of interest that, compared with MiaPaCa-2 cells, stronger modulatory
effects for the PAD inhibitors were observed in Panc-1 cells, which importantly also
showed strong response to PAD3 inhibitor. PAD3 has been associated with neuronal
stem cell properties [92] and found, for example, to be elevated in specific GBM cell
lines, which may therefore also have stronger stem-like properties as GBM are known
for stem-ness [15,17]. Importantly, previous PDAC in vitro studies reported that Panc-1
cells display most neuronal/stem-like properties [104], which may cause it to reflect a
more aggressive form and also highlight possible roles for PAD3 in such stem-like cancers.
Therefore it will be of great interest to further investigate a link between PAD3 and cancer
stem-ness in a wider range of cancers and cancer cell lines, including PDAC. In the context
of cancer evolution, transmissible cancer types in the animal kingdom have been shown
to display evolutionary conserved immune evasion pathways and, interestingly, also
neuronal properties [111,112]. Therefore, it may be speculated that roles for PAD isozymes
in cancer evolution are of some interest and of putative importance for wide ranging cancer
type-selective treatment.

In summary, our findings identify novel roles for PADs in PDAC and furthermore
highlight roles for the different PAD isozymes in different cancer types, as well as cancer
subtypes, and the potential for PAD isozyme-specific treatment to promote anti-oncogenic
pathways in PDAC.
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4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Pancreatic Cell Cultures and PAD Inhibitor Treatment

Panc-1 (ATCC® CRL-1469™) and MiaPaCa-2 (ATCC® CRL-x1420™) PDAC cells were
cultured according to the recommendations of ATCC, using 75 cm2 flasks and complete
Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle’s Medium (DMEM), with 10% foetal bovine serum (FBS) at
37 ◦C/5% CO2. The cells were split at 3–5 day intervals, depending on confluence. Cells
were grown to 80% confluency in preparation for 1 h treatment with Cl-amidine (50 and
100 µm; Cayman Chemical, Michigan, USA), PAD2 (AMF30a, 5 µm [113]), PAD3 (Cl4-
amidine, 10 µm [74]) and PAD4 (GSK199, 10 µm [114]) inhibitors, respectively, based on
cell viability tests (see Section 4.2) and also based on previously published literature using
these inhibitors [12,15–17,74,113,114]. The PAD inhibitors were dissolved in 0.001% DMSO
(except Cl-amidine, which was dissolved in PBS) and DMSO (0.001%) or PBS-treated
cells were used as controls, respectively. To assess effects on EV release, protein and miR
expression, the cells were treated with the PAD inhibitors for 1 h, while cell proliferation
was assessed at 1 h and 16 h, and for the invasion assays the treatment time was 16 h. For
the isolation of Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2 cell-derived EVs, the serum-containing medium was
removed before application of the PAD inhibitors to avoid contamination of EVs from the
FBS. Furthermore, before application of the medium containing the PAD inhibitors, the cells
were washed in DPBS, and serum-free medium containing the respective PAD inhibitors
were added for 1 h. DMSO or PBS was used as corresponding control treatment. Following
1 h incubation, the medium containing the EVs was removed from all treatment flasks, and
the EVs were isolated as described in Section 4.4. For preparation of cell protein extracts
for Western blotting (Section 4.7), the cells were trypsinised before further processing.

4.2. Cell Viability Assays Following PAD Inhibitor Treatment

The viability of Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2 cells was assessed following 1 h incubation with
pan-PAD inhibitor Cl-amidine (50 and 100 µm), PAD2 (AMF30a, 5 µm), PAD3 (Cl4-amidine,
10 µm), and PAD4 (GSK199, 10 µm) isozyme-specific inhibitors, respectively, compared
to PBS or DMSO control-treated cells. The procedure was similar to that previously
described [17]. Cells were seeded at a density of 1 × 104 onto a 96-well plate (Nunc,
Denmark) for 2–3 days. Cells were treated with either medium containing only PBS or
DMSO, compared with Cl-amidine, PAD2, PAD3, and PAD4 inhibitors, respectively (at the
same concentrations as in Section 4.1), at 37 ◦C, 5% CO2 for 1 h. To determine the effect of
the PAD inhibitors on cell proliferation, MTT (3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-2,5-diphenyl
tetrazolium bromide) assay (Abcam, U.K.) was performed. A CLARIOstar plate reader
(BMG Labtech, U.K.) was used to measure absorbance at 540–590 nm and normalised to the
control. The experiments were performed in three biological and three technical repeats.
Based on outcomes of this assay, further experiments (except initial EV modulation effects)
involving Cl-amidine were carried out using Cl-amidine at 100 µm concentration.

4.3. Modulation of EV Release Using Cl-Amidine, PAD2, PAD3, and PAD4 Isozyme-Specific
Inhibitors Following 1 h Treatment

The effect of Cl-amidine (50 and 100 µm), PAD2 (AMF30a; 5 µm), PAD3 (Cl4-amidine;
10 µm), and PAD4 (GSK199; 10 µm) isozyme-specific inhibitors was assessed on EV release
from Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2 cells, following 1 h treatment according to previously described
methods [17]. Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2 cells were cultured and maintained in triplicates in
T75 flasks, in the presence of pre-warmed culture medium (DMEM, supplemented with 10%
FBS; Sigma-Aldrich, U.K.), according to the recommendations of ATCC. Both cell lines were
grown to 80% confluency per T75 flask, whereafter the cells were split in culture medium
(5 mL per T25 flask of pre-warmed DMEM, supplemented with 10% FBS; Sigma-Aldrich,
U.K.). Each experiment was carried out when the cells in the flasks had reached 70–80%
confluency. For EV isolation, treatment with Cl-amidine or the PAD isozyme-specific
inhibitors and PBS or 0.001% DMSO, respectively, was carried out in biological triplicate
per treatment as follows: Before PAD inhibitor application (or PBS/DMSO as controls), the
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serum-containing medium was removed from the T25 flasks, to avoid contamination of
EVs from the FBS in the medium, and the cells were washed three times with pre-warmed
Dulbecco’s PBS (DPBS). Then fresh pre-warmed serum- and EV-free DMEM, containing
either the PAD inhibitors or control treatment (PBS, DMSO) (using 5 mL medium per T25
flask) were added for 1 h at 37 ◦C/5% CO2. Thereafter, the EV-containing media were
collected, cell debris removed by centrifugation at 200× g for 10 min and the EVs then
isolated from the remaining supernatant (Section 4.4).

4.4. EV Isolation and Quantification by Nanoparticle Tracking Analysis

EV isolation was carried out according to previously established protocols [15,17]
and according to the recommendations of the International Society of Extracellular Vesicle
Research (ISEV) [115]. Differential centrifugation of the cell culture supernatants (5 mL
collected from each flask) was carried out as follows: Supernatants were first centrifuged
at 4000× g for 30 min at 4 ◦C for removal of cell debris, and the remaining supernatant
ultracentrifuged for 1 h/4 ◦C at 100,000× g for EV enrichment. The supernatant was
discarded, the EV-enriched pellets resuspended in ice-cold DPBS, and the EVs ultracen-
trifuged again for 1 h/4 ◦C at 100,000× g. The final EV pellet was resuspended in 100 µL
sterile DPBS. Nanoparticle tracking analysis (NTA) using the NS300 Nanosight (Malvern
Panalytical Ltd., Malvern, U.K.) was carried out, using a 405 nm diode laser and a sCMOS
camera, for EV quantification. For recording on the NTA, the samples were diluted 1:100 in
sterile-filtered EV-free DPBS, keeping the particle number per field of view at 30–50 and
the minimum concentration of samples at 5 × 107 particles/mL. The camera settings were
according to the manufacturer’s instructions (Malvern Panalytical Ltd., Malvern, U.K.).
Four 90 s videos were recorded per sample and averaged to obtain replicate histograms.
Each experiment was repeated in three biological replicates.

4.5. EV Characterisation by Transmission Electron Microscopy

TEM was carried out according to previously described methods [15,17]. In brief,
EVs from Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2 cells were resuspended in 100 mM sodium cacodylate
buffer (pH 7.4) and placed on a glow discharged grid with carbon support film. The grid
was then placed in 2.5% glutaraldehyde in 100 mM sodium cacodylate buffer (pH 7.4),
followed by washing and staining with 2% aqueous Uranyl Acetate (Sigma-Aldrich). EVs
were visualised using a JEOL JEM 1400 transmission electron microscope (JEOL, Japan), at
a magnification of 30,000 to 60,000 and operated at 80 kV at a magnification of 30,000 to
60,000. An AMT XR60 CCD camera (Deben, U.K.) was used for recording of digital images.

4.6. Analysis of MicroRNAs miR-21, miR-126, and miR-221 in EV Cargo Following 1 h PAD
Inhibitor Treatment

MiR cargo was assessed in Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2 cell-derived EVs, isolated from
PAD inhibitor-treated and control-treated T25 flasks following 1 h incubation, as described
above and according to previously described methods [17]. The EVs were processed for
RNA isolation, followed by cDNA translation and assessment for the relative expression of
miR-21, miR-126, and miR-221. RNA extraction was carried out using Trizol (Sigma, U.K.),
while RNA concentration and purity were measured by NanoDrop Spectrophotometry at
260 nm and 280 nm absorbance. Reverse transcription of RNA to cDNA was carried out
using the qScript microRNA cDNA Synthesis Kit (Quantabio, U.K.). The cDNA was used
to assess expression of three selected microRNAs: miR-21, the main microRNA associated
with pro-oncogenic function; miR-221, associated with cellular differentiation; and miR-
126, which is found protective in pancreatic cancer. U6-snRNA and hsa-let-7a-5p were
used as reference RNA to normalise miR expression levels. The PerfeCTa SYBR® Green
SuperMix (Quantabio, U.K.) was used in conjunction with MystiCq microRNA qPCR
primers for miR-21 (hsa-miR-21-5p), miR-126 (hsa-miR-126-5p), and miR-221 (hsa-miR-221-
5p), which were all obtained from Sigma (U.K.). The sequences for U6-snRNA primers were
U6 forward, 5′-GCTTCGGCAGCACATATACTAAAAT-3′ and hsa-let-7a-5p forward 5′-
CCGAGCTGAGGTAGTAGGTTGTATA-3′ reverse 5′-CGCTTCACGAATTTGCGTGTCAT-
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3′ for both. The conditions for thermocycling were: Denaturation at 95 ◦C/2 min, followed
by 40 cycles at 95 ◦C/5 s and 60 ◦C/15 s, and extension at 72◦ C/15 s. The miR-21, miR-126,
and miR-221 expression levels were normalised to that of U6 using the 2∆∆CT method [116].
The experiments were carried out in three biological and three technical repeats.

4.7. Western Blotting Analysis

Total protein was extracted from treated and control-treated Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-
2 cells, using RIPA + buffer (Sigma, U.K.), supplemented with 10% protease inhibitor
complex (Sigma), pipetting gently at regular intervals while continuously shaking the
cell preparation on ice for 2 h. Then the cell preparations were centrifuged at 16,000× g
at 4 ◦C for 20 min to collect the supernatants containing the extracted proteins, which
were reconstituted in 2 x Laemmli sample buffer for Western blotting. In brief, protein
samples in 2 x Laemmli sample buffer containing 5% β-mercaptoethanol were boiled for
5 min at 100 ◦C, followed by SDS-PAGE analysis on 4–20% Mini-Protean TGX protein
gels (BioRad, Watford, U.K.), and semi-dry Western blotting transfer. Ponceau S staining
(Sigma) was used to assess even transfer to the nitrocellulose membranes (0.45 µm, BioRad).
Blocking was carried out using 5% BSA (Sigma; in Tris buffered saline (TBS) containing 0.1%
Tween20 (TBS-T)), for 1 h at room temperature (RT). Incubation with the primary antibodies
was carried out overnight at 4 ◦C (all diluted at 1/1000 in TBS-T) as follows: anti-PAD2
(ab50257, Abcam), anti-PAD3 (ab50246), anti-PAD4 (ab50332), anti-prohibitin (ab75771),
anti-moesin (ab52490), and anti-citH3 (ab5103). For EV characterisation, the EV-specific
markers CD63 (ab68418; 1/1000 in TBS-T) and Flot-1 (ab41927; 1/2000 in TBS-T) were used.
Washing was in TBS-T, followed by secondary antibody incubation with the corresponding
HRP-conjugated anti-rabbit IgG (BioRad, U.K.) for 1 h at RT. Washing was in TBS-T and
visualisation was carried out using enhanced chemiluminescence (ECL; Amersham, U.K.)
together with the UVP BioDoc-ITTM System (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Hemel Hempstead,
U.K.). For internal loading control and densitometry analysis of relative changes in protein
expression of moesin, PHB, and citH3, the HRP-conjugated anti-β-actin antibody (ab20272,
Abcam, 1/5000 in TBS-T) was used and the blots analysed with ImageJ.

4.8. Cancer Cell Invasion Assay

The cell invasion assay was performed according to previous methods described
in detail elsewhere [17,117]. Briefly, 5 × 105 cells (treated with pan-PAD inhibitor Cl-
amidine and the PAD isozyme-specific inhibitors with respective PBS or DMSO control as
before) were plated on Matrigel-coated transwell filters (Corning™ BioCoat™ Matrigel™
Invasion Chamber with Corning™ Matrigel Matrix; BD Biosciences, Wokingham, UK) in a
chemotactic gradient of 1:10% FBS. Following an incubation time of 16 h, the number of
invaded cells was determined using the crystal violet assay (Abcam, U.K.) and the MTT
(3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-2,5-diphenyl tetrazolium bromide) assay (Abcam, U.K.). The
same number of cells was plated and incubated in parallel for 16 h, for assessment of
PAD inhibitor-mediated effects on cell proliferation. The CLARIOstar plate reader (BMG
Labtech, Aylesbury, UK) was used at 540–590 nm to measure absorbance and normalised
according to the control. The experiments were performed in three biological and three
technical repeats.

4.9. Statistical Analysis

GraphPad Prism version 8 (GraphPad Software, San Diego, U.S.A.) was used for
statistical analysis and preparation of graphs. One-way ANOVA was used together with
Tukey’s post hoc analysis. Experiments were carried out in three biological replicates for
EV analysis and Western blotting, and in three biological and three technical triplicates for
microRNA analysis and cell invasion assays. The generation of NTA curves was performed
using the NanoSight 3.0 software (Malvern, U.K.), where the black lines in the curves
represented the mean of the four repetitive 90 s readings, per individual sample (each
treatment group was repeated in three biological replicates), and the red line represented
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the standard error (+/−). The histograms were presented as mean of data with the standard
deviation (SD) indicated by the error bars. Significance was considered at p ≤ 0.05.

5. Conclusions

This is the first study to assess PAD inhibitor treatment in PDAC cells. In the current
study, two pancreatic cancer cell lines (Panc-1 and MiaPaCa-2) were treated with pan-
PAD inhibitor Cl-amidine alongside PAD2, PAD3, and PAD4 isozyme-specific inhibitors.
PAD2 and PAD3 were found to be the dominating isoforms, and PAD inhibitor treatment
affected EV signature profiles, including reducing pro-oncogenic miR-21 and miR-221,
and increasing anti-oncogenic miR-126. PAD2 inhibitor, followed by PAD3 inhibitor, most
effectively reduced Panc-1 cancer cell invasion and elevated moesin protein, relating to
PDAC cell aggressiveness. Some reduction, but not significant, was also found in PHB
levels while effects on histone H3 deimination were variable. Compared with MiaPaCa-2
cells, stronger modulatory effects for the PAD inhibitors were observed in Panc-1 cells,
which importantly also showed stronger response to PAD3 inhibitor; correlating with
previous observations that Panc-1 cells display neuronal/stem-like properties. Our findings
report novel PAD isozyme regulatory roles in PDAC, highlighting roles for PAD isozyme-
specific treatment, depending on cancer type and cancer subtypes, including in PDAC.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, S.L. and P.U.-O.; methodology, S.L., P.U.-O., M.M., S.D.
and I.K.; validation, P.U.-O. and S.L.; formal analysis, P.U.-O., M.M., S.D., S.L.; investigation, P.U.-O.,
M.M., S.D., and S.L.; resources, S.L., P.U.-O. and I.K.; data curation, P.U.-O. and S.L.; writing—
original draft preparation, P.U.-O. and S.L.; writing—review and editing, P.U.-O., M.M., S.D. and S.L.;
visualization, P.U.-O., I.K., M.M., S.D. and S.L.; supervision, S.L. and P.U.-O.; project administration,
S.L. and P.U.-O.; funding acquisition, S.L. and P.U.-O. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported in parts by University of Westminster internal grants to S.L. and
P.U.-O and University of Westminster SLS PhD studentships to M.M. and S.A.

Data Availability Statement: Data is contained within the article.

Acknowledgments: Thanks to Paul Thompson, UMASS Medical School, for providing the PAD
isozyme-specific inhibitors used in this study. Thanks are due to The Guy Foundation for funding
the purchase of equipment utilised in this work.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, or
in the decision to publish the results.

References
1. Von Hoff, D.D.; Korn, R.; Mousses, S. Pancreatic Cancer—Could It Be that Simple? A Different Context of Vulnerability. Cancer

Cell 2009, 16, 7–8. [CrossRef]
2. Srivastava, S.K.; Arora, S.; Singh, S.; Bhardwaj, A.; Averett, C.; Singh, A.P. MicroRNAs in pancreatic malignancy: Progress and

promises. Cancer Lett. 2014, 347, 167–174. [CrossRef]
3. Abbruzzese, J.L. Adjuvant therapy for surgically resected pancreatic adenocarcinoma. JAMA 2008, 299, 1066–1067. [CrossRef]
4. Scara, S.; Bottoni, P.; Scatena, R. CA 19-9: Biochemical and Clinical Aspects. Adv. Exp. Med. Biol. 2015, 867, 247–260. [CrossRef]
5. Chan, A.; Prassas, I.; Dimitromanolakis, A.; Brand, R.E.; Serra, S.; Diamandis, E.P.; Blasutig, I.M. Validation of Biomarkers That

Complement CA19.9 in Detecting Early Pancreatic Cancer. Clin. Cancer Res. 2014, 20, 5787–5795. [CrossRef]
6. Vossenaar, E.R.; Zendman, A.J.; van Venrooij, W.J.; Pruijn, G.J.M. PAD, a growing family of citrullinating enzymes: Genes, features

and involvement in disease. BioEssays 2003, 25, 1106–1118. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
7. György, B.; Tóth, E.; Tarcsa, E.; Falus, A.; Buzás, E.I. Citrullination: A posttranslational modification in health and disease. Int. J.

Biochem. Cell Biol. 2006, 38, 1662–1677. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
8. Wang, S.; Wang, Y. Peptidylarginine deiminases in citrullination, gene regulation, health and pathogenesis. Biochim. Biophys. Acta

Bioenerg. 2013, 1829, 1126–1135. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
9. Henderson, B.; Martin, A.C.R. Protein moonlighting: A new factor in biology and medicine. Biochem. Soc. Trans. 2014, 42,

1671–1678. [CrossRef]
10. Jeffrey, C.J. Protein moonlighting: What is it, and why is it important? Philos. Trans. R Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2018, 373, 20160523.

[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2009.06.011
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2014.02.015
http://doi.org/10.1001/jama.299.9.1066
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-7215-0_15
http://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-14-0289
http://doi.org/10.1002/bies.10357
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14579251
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocel.2006.03.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16730216
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbagrm.2013.07.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23860259
http://doi.org/10.1042/BST20140273
http://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2016.0523


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 1396 21 of 25

11. Kholia, S.; Jorfi, S.; Thompson, P.R.; Causey, C.P.; Nicholas, A.P.; Inal, J.; Lange, S. A Novel Role for Peptidylarginine Deiminases
(PADs) in Microvesicle Release: A Therapeutic Potential for PAD Inhibitors to Sensitize Prostate Cancer Cells to Chemotherapy. J.
Extracell. Vesicles. 2015, 4, 26192. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Kosgodage, U.S.; Trindade, R.P.; Thompson, P.R.; Inal, J.; Lange, S. Chloramidine/Bisindolylmaleimide-I-Mediated Inhibition of
Exosome and Microvesicle Release and Enhanced Efficacy of Cancer Chemotherapy. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2017, 18, 1007. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

13. Lange, S.; Gallagher, M.; Kholia, S.; Kosgodage, U.S.; Hristova, M.; Hardy, J.J.; Inal, J. Peptidylarginine Deiminases—Roles in
Cancer and Neurodegeneration and Possible Avenues for Therapeutic Intervention via Modulation of Exosome and Microvesicle
(EMV) Release? Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2017, 18, 1196. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Witalison, P.R.; Thompson, P.R.; Hofseth, L.J. Protein Arginine Deiminases and Associated Citrullination: Physiological Functions
and Diseases Associated with Dysregulation. Curr. Drug Targets 2015, 16, 700–710. [CrossRef]

15. Kosgodage, U.S.; Uysal-Onganer, P.; MacLatchy, A.; Kraev, I.; Chatterton, N.P.; Nicholas, A.P.; Inal, J.M.; Lange, S. Pepti-
dylarginine Deiminases Post-Translationally Deiminate Prohibitin and Modulate Extracellular Vesicle Release and MicroRNAs in
Glioblastoma Multiforme. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2018, 20, 103. [CrossRef]

16. Kosgodage, U.S.; Matewele, P.; Mastroianni, G.; Kraev, I.; Brotherton, D.; Awamaria, B.; Nicholas, A.P.; Lange, S.; Inal, J.
Peptidylarginine Deiminase Inhibitors Reduce Bacterial Membrane Vesicle Release and Sensitize Bacteria to Antibiotic Treatment.
Front. Cell. Infect. Microbiol. 2019, 9, 227. [CrossRef]

17. Uysal-Onganer, P.; MacLatchy, A.; Mahmoud, R.; Kraev, I.; Thompson, P.R.; Inal, J.; Lange, S. Peptidylarginine Deiminase
Isozyme-Specific PAD2, PAD3 and PAD4 Inhibitors Differentially Modulate Extracellular Vesicle Signatures and Cell Invasion in
Two Glioblastoma Multiforme Cell Lines. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2020, 21, 1495. [CrossRef]

18. Valadi, H.; Ekström, K.; Bossios, A.; Sjöstrand, M.; Lee, J.J.; Tvall, J.O.L.O. Exosome-mediated transfer of mRNAs and microRNAs
is a novel mechanism of genetic exchange between cells. Nat. Cell Biol. 2007, 9, 654–659. [CrossRef]

19. Fatima, F.; Nawaz, M. Vesiculated Long Non-Coding RNAs: Offshore Packages Deciphering Trans-Regulation between Cells,
Cancer Progression and Resistance to Therapies. Non-Coding RNA 2017, 3, 10. [CrossRef]

20. Ma, P.; Pan, Y.; Li, W.; Sun, C.; Liu, J.; Xu, T.; Shu, Y.-Q. Extracellular vesicles-mediated noncoding RNAs transfer in cancer. J.
Hematol. Oncol. 2017, 10, 1–11. [CrossRef]

21. Moeng, S.; Son, S.W.; Lee, J.S.; Lee, H.Y.; Kim, T.H.; Choi, S.Y.; Kuh, H.-J.; Park, J.K. Extracellular Vehicles (EVs) and Pancreatic
Cancer: From the Role of EVs to the Interference with EV-Mediated Reciprocal Communication. Biomedicines 2020, 8, 267.
[CrossRef]

22. Qiu, J.; Yang, G.; Feng, M.; Zheng, S.; Cao, Z.; You, L.; Zheng, L.; Zhang, T.; Zhao, Y. Extracellular vesicles as mediators of
the progression and chemoresistance of pancreatic cancer and their potential clinical applications. Mol. Cancer 2018, 17, 1–11.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Becker, A.; Thakur, B.K.; Weiss, J.M.; Kim, H.S.; Peinado, H.; Lyden, D. Extracellular Vesicles in Cancer: Cell-to-Cell Mediators of
Metastasis. Cancer Cell 2016, 30, 836–848. [CrossRef]

24. Clancy, J.; D’Souza-Schorey, C. Extracellular Vesicles in Cancer: Purpose and Promise. Cancer J. 2018, 24, 65–69. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

25. Bebelman, M.P.; Smit, M.J.; Pegtel, D.M.; Baglio, S.R. Biogenesis and function of extracellular vesicles in cancer. Pharmacol. Ther.
2018, 188, 1–11. [CrossRef]

26. Kosgodage, U.S.; Mould, R.; Henley, A.B.; Nunn, A.V.; Guy, G.W.; Thomas, E.L.; Inal, J.M.; Bell, J.D.; Lange, S. Cannabidiol (CBD)
Is a Novel Inhibitor for Exosome and Microvesicle (EMV) Release in Cancer. Front. Pharmacol. 2018, 9, 889. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Kosgodage, U.S.; Uysal-Onganer, P.; MacLatchy, A.; Mould, R.; Nunn, A.V.; Guy, G.W.; Kraev, I.; Chatterton, N.P.; Thomas,
E.L.; Inal, J.; et al. Cannabidiol Affects Extracellular Vesicle Release, miR21 and miR126, and Reduces Prohibitin Protein in
Glioblastoma Multiforme Cells. Transl. Oncol. 2019, 12, 513–522. [CrossRef]

28. Federici, C.; Petrucci, F.; Caimi, S.; Cesolini, A.; Logozzi, M.; Borghi, M.; D’Ilio, S.; Lugini, L.; Violante, N.; Azzarito, T.; et al.
Exosome release and low pH belong to a framework of resistance of human melanoma cells to cisplatin. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e88193.
[CrossRef]

29. Jorfi, S.; Ansa-Addo, E.A.; Kholia, S.; Stratton, D.; Valley, S.; Lange, S.; Inal, J. Inhibition of microvesiculation sensitizes prostate
cancer cells to chemotherapy and reduces docetaxel dose required to limit tumor growth in vivo. Sci. Rep. 2015, 5, 13006.
[CrossRef]

30. Koch, R.; Aung, T.; Vogel, D.; Chapuy, B.; Wenzel, D.; Becker, S.; Sinzig, U.; Venkataramani, V.; Von Mach, T.; Jacob, R.; et al.
Nuclear Trapping through Inhibition of Exosomal Export by Indomethacin Increases Cytostatic Efficacy of Doxorubicin and
Pixantrone. Clin. Cancer Res. 2016, 22, 395–404. [CrossRef]

31. Muralidharan-Chari, V.; Kohan, H.G.; Asimakopoulos, A.G.; Sudha, T.; Sell, S.; Kannan, K.; Boroujerdi, M.; Davis, P.J.; Mousa,
S.A. Microvesicle removal of anticancer drugs contributes to drug resistance in human pancreatic cancer cells. Oncotarget 2016, 7,
50365–50379. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Maacha, S.; Bhat, A.A.; Jimenez, L.; Raza, A.; Haris, M.; Uddin, S.; Grivel, J.-C. Extracellular vesicles-mediated intercellular
communication: Roles in the tumor microenvironment and anti-cancer drug resistance. Mol. Cancer 2019, 18, 1–16. [CrossRef]

33. Catalano, M.; O’Driscoll, L. Inhibiting extracellular vesicles formation and release: A review of EV inhibitors. J. Extracell. Vesicles
2020, 9, 1703244. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3402/jev.v4.26192
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26095379
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18051007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28486412
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18061196
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28587234
http://doi.org/10.2174/1389450116666150202160954
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20010103
http://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2019.00227
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21041495
http://doi.org/10.1038/ncb1596
http://doi.org/10.3390/ncrna3010010
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13045-017-0426-y
http://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines8080267
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12943-017-0755-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29304816
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2016.10.009
http://doi.org/10.1097/PPO.0000000000000306
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29601332
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pharmthera.2018.02.013
http://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2018.00889
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30150937
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tranon.2018.12.004
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0088193
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep13006
http://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-15-0577
http://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.10395
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27391262
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12943-019-0965-7
http://doi.org/10.1080/20013078.2019.1703244


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 1396 22 of 25

34. Bartel, D.P. MicroRNAs: Genomics, biogenesis, mechanism, and function. Cell 2004, 116, 281–297. [CrossRef]
35. Gilles, M.-E.; Hao, L.; Huang, L.; Rupaimoole, R.; Lopez-Casas, P.P.; Pulver, E.; Jeong, J.C.; Muthuswamy, S.K.; Hidalgo, M.;

Bhatia, S.N.; et al. Personalized RNA Medicine for Pancreatic Cancer. Clin. Cancer Res. 2018, 24, 1734–1747. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
36. Jiao, L.R.; Frampton, A.E.; Jacob, J.; Pellegrino, L.; Krell, J.; Giamas, G.; Tsim, N.; Vlavianos, P.; Cohen, P.; Ahmad, R.; et al.

MicroRNAs targeting oncogenes are down-regulated in pancreatic malignant transfor-mation from benign tumours. PLoS ONE
2012, 7, e32068. [CrossRef]

37. Vorvis, C.; Koutsioumpa, M.; Iliopoulos, D. Developments in miRNA gene signaling pathways in pancreatic cancer. Futur. Oncol.
2016, 12, 1135–1150. [CrossRef]

38. Frezzetti, D.; de Menna, M.; Zoppoli, P.; Guerra, C.; Ferraro, A.; Bello, A.M.; de Luca, P.; Calabrese, C.; Fusco, A.; Ceccarelli, M.;
et al. Upregulation of miR-21 by Ras in vivo and its role in tumor growth. Oncogene 2010, 30, 275–286. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. Yu, S.-N.; Ma, Y.-H.; Zhao, W.-G.; Jin, X.-L.; Yang, H.-Y.; Liu, P.-P.; Chen, J. KRAS-related noncoding RNAs in pancreatic ductal
adenocarcinoma. Chronic Dis. Transl. Med. 2016, 2, 215–222. [CrossRef]

40. Wang, S.; Lin, R.J. MicroRNA and HER2-overexpressing cancer. Microrna 2013, 2, 137–147. [CrossRef]
41. Garajová, I.; le Large, T.Y.; Frampton, A.E.; Rolfo, C.; Voortman, J.; Giovannetti, E. Molecular Mechanisms Underlying the Role of

MicroRNAs in the Chemoresistance of Pancreatic Cancer. BioMed Res. Int. 2014, 2014, 1–17. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
42. Komoto, M.; Nakata, B.; Amano, R.; Yamada, N.; Yashiro, M.; Ohira, M.; Wakasa, K.; Hirakawa, K. HER2 overexpression correlates

with survival after curative resection of pancreatic cancer. Cancer Sci. 2009, 100, 1243–1247. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
43. Mosquera, C.; Maglic, D.; Zervos, E. Molecular targeted therapy for pancreatic adenocarcinoma: A review of completed and

ongoing late phase clinical trials. Cancer Genet. 2016, 209, 567–581. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
44. Lee, J.A.; Lee, H.Y.; Lee, E.S.; Kim, I.; Bae, J.W. Prognostic Implications of MicroRNA-21 Overexpression in Invasive Ductal

Carcinomas of the Breast. J. Breast Cancer 2011, 14, 269–275. [CrossRef]
45. Collisson, E.A.; Trejo, C.L.; Silva, J.M.; Gu, S.; Korkola, J.E.; Heiser, L.M.; Charles, R.P.; Rabinovich, B.A.; Hann, B.; Dankort, D.;

et al. A central role for RAF→MEK→ERK signaling in the genesis of pan-creatic ductal adenocarcinoma. Cancer Discov. 2012, 2,
685–693. [CrossRef]

46. Zhao, Q.; Chen, S.; Zhu, Z.; Yu, L.; Ren, Y.; Jiang, M.; Weng, J.; Li, B. miR-21 promotes EGF-induced pancreatic cancer cell
proliferation by targeting Spry2. Cell Death Dis. 2018, 9, 1157. [CrossRef]

47. Jones, S.; Zhang, X.; Parsons, D.W.; Lin, J.C.-H.; Leary, R.J.; Angenendt, P.; Mankoo, P.; Carter, H.; Kamiyama, H.; Jimeno, A.; et al.
Core Signaling Pathways in Human Pancreatic Cancers Revealed by Global Genomic Analyses. Science 2008, 321, 1801–1806.
[CrossRef]

48. Yachida, S.; Fu, B.; Yachida, S.; Luo, M.; Abe, H.; Henderson, C.M.; Vilardell, F.; Wang, Z.; Keller, J.W.; Banerjee, P.; et al. DPC4
Gene Status of the Primary Carcinoma Correlates with Patterns of Failure in Patients with Pancreatic Cancer. J. Clin. Oncol. 2009,
27, 1806–1813. [CrossRef]

49. Truty, M.J.; Urrutia, R. Basics of TGF-beta and pancreatic cancer. Pancreatology 2007, 7, 423–435. [CrossRef]
50. Ryan, D.P.; Hong, T.S.; Bardeesy, N. Pancreatic Adenocarcinoma. New Engl. J. Med. 2014, 371, 1039–1049. [CrossRef]
51. Bloomston, M.; Frankel, W.L.; Petrocca, F.; Volinia, S.; Alder, H.; Hagan, J.P.; Liu, C.-G.; Bhatt, D.; Taccioli, C.; Croce, C.M.

MicroRNA Expression Patterns to Differentiate Pancreatic Adenocarcinoma from Normal Pancreas and Chronic Pancreatitis.
JAMA 2007, 297, 1901–1908. [CrossRef]

52. Zhang, Y.; Li, M.; Wang, H.; Fisher, W.E.; Lin, P.H.; Yao, Q.; Chen, C. Profiling of 95 MicroRNAs in Pancreatic Cancer Cell Lines
and Surgical Specimens by Real-Time PCR Analysis. World J. Surg. 2008, 33, 698–709. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Yang, W.; Yang, Y.; Xia, L.; Yang, Y.; Wang, F.; Song, M.; Chen, X.; Liu, J.; Song, Y.; Zhao, Y.; et al. MiR-221 Promotes Capan-2
Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma Cells Proliferation by Targeting PTEN-Akt. Cell. Physiol. Biochem. 2016, 38, 2366–2374.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Liu, M.; Liu, J.; Wang, L.; Wu, H.; Zhou, C.; Zhu, H.; Xu, N.; Xie, Y. Association of Serum MicroRNA Expression in Hepatocellular
Carcinomas Treated with Transarterial Chemoembolization and Patient Survival. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e109347. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

55. Tao, K.; Yang, J.; Guo, Z.; Hu, Y.; Sheng, H.; Gao, H.; Yu, H. Prognostic value of mir-221-3p, mir-342-3p and mir-491-5p ex-pression
in colon cancer. Am. J. Transl. Res. 2014, 6, 391–401.

56. Yau, T.O.; Wu, C.W.; Dong, Y.; Tang, C.-M.; Ng, S.S.M.; Chan, F.K.L.; Sung, J.J.Y.; Yu, J. microRNA-221 and microRNA-18a
identification in stool as potential biomarkers for the non-invasive diagnosis of colorectal carcinoma. Br. J. Cancer 2014, 111,
1765–1771. [CrossRef]

57. Zheng, Q.; Peskoe, S.B.; Ribas, J.; Rafiqi, F.; Kudrolli, T.; Meeker, A.K.; de Marzo, A.M.; Platz, E.A.; Lupold, S.E. Investigation
of mir-21, mir-141, and mir-221 expression levels in prostate adenocarcinoma for associated risk of recurrence after radical
prosta-tectomy. Prostate 2014, 74, 1655–1662. [CrossRef]

58. Kawaguchi, T.; Komatsu, S.; Ichikawa, D.; Morimura, R.; Tsujiura, M.; Konishi, H.; Takeshita, H.; Nagata, H.; Arita, T.; Hirajima,
S.; et al. Clinical impact of circulating miR-221 in plasma of patients with pancreatic cancer. Br. J. Cancer 2013, 108, 361–369.
[CrossRef]

59. Su, A.; He, S.; Tian, B.; Hu, W.; Zhang, Z. MicroRNA-221 Mediates the Effects of PDGF-BB on Migration, Proliferation, and the
Epithelial-Mesenchymal Transition in Pancreatic Cancer Cells. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e71309. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(04)00045-5
http://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-2733
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29330203
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0032068
http://doi.org/10.2217/fon-2015-0050
http://doi.org/10.1038/onc.2010.416
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20956945
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cdtm.2016.11.012
http://doi.org/10.2174/22115366113029990011
http://doi.org/10.1155/2014/678401
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25250326
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1349-7006.2009.01176.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19432892
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cancergen.2016.07.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27613577
http://doi.org/10.4048/jbc.2011.14.4.269
http://doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-11-0347
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-018-1182-9
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1164368
http://doi.org/10.1200/jco.2008.17.7188
http://doi.org/10.1159/000108959
http://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra1404198
http://doi.org/10.1001/jama.297.17.1901
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00268-008-9833-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19030927
http://doi.org/10.1159/000445589
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27230035
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0109347
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25275448
http://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2014.484
http://doi.org/10.1002/pros.22883
http://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2012.546
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0071309


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 1396 23 of 25

60. Masamune, A.; Nakano, E.; Hamada, S.; Takikawa, T.; Yoshida, N.; Shimosegawa, T. Alteration of the microRNA expression
profile during the activation of pancreatic stellate cells. Scand. J. Gastroenterol. 2013, 49, 323–331. [CrossRef]

61. Gallop, J.L. Filopodia and their links with membrane traffic and cell adhesion. Semin. Cell Dev. Biol. 2020, 102, 81–89. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

62. Abiatari, I.; Esposito, I.; de Oliveira, T.; Felix, K.; Xin, H.; Penzel, R.; Giese, T.; Friess, H.; Kleeff, J. Moesin-dependent cytoskeleton
remodelling is associated with an anaplastic phenotype of pancreatic cancer. J. Cell. Mol. Med. 2009, 14, 1166–1179. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

63. Törer, N.; Kayaselçuk, F.; Nursal, T.Z.; Yildirim, S.; Tarim, A.; Noyan, T.; Karakayali, H. Adhesion molecules as prognostic
markers in pancreatic adenocarcinoma. J. Surg. Oncol. 2007, 96, 419–423. [CrossRef]

64. Liang, L.; Dong, M.; Cong, K.; Chen, Y.; Ma, Z. Correlations of Moesin expression with the pathological stage, nerve infiltration,
tumor location and pain severity in patients with pancreatic cancer. J. BUON 2019, 24, 1225–1232. [PubMed]

65. Cui, Y.; Wu, J.; Zong, M.; Song, G.; Jia, Q.; Jiang, J.; Han, J. Proteomic profiling in pancreatic cancer with and without lymph node
metastasis. Int. J. Cancer 2009, 124, 1614–1621. [CrossRef]

66. Peng, Y.-T.; Chen, P.; Ouyang, R.-Y.; Song, L. Multifaceted role of prohibitin in cell survival and apoptosis. Apoptosis 2015, 20,
1135–1149. [CrossRef]

67. Hernando-Rodríguez, B.; Artal-Sanz, M. Mitochondrial Quality Control Mechanisms and the PHB (Prohibitin) Complex. Cells
2018, 7, 238. [CrossRef]

68. Signorile, A.; Sgaramella, G.; Bellomo, F.; de Rasmo, D. Prohibitins: A Critical Role in Mitochondrial Functions and Implication in
Diseases. Cells 2019, 8, 71. [CrossRef]

69. Wang, W.; Xu, L.; Yang, Y.; Dong, L.; Zhao, B.; Lu, J.; Zhang, T.; Zhao, Y. A novel prognostic marker and immunogenic mem-brane
antigen: Prohibitin (PHB) in pancreatic cancer. Clin. Transl. Gastroenterol. 2018, 9, 178. [CrossRef]

70. Lange, S.; Gögel, S.; Leung, K.-Y.; Vernay, B.; Nicholas, A.P.; Causey, C.P.; Thompson, P.R.; Greene, N.D.; Ferretti, P. Protein
deiminases: New players in the developmentally regulated loss of neural regenerative ability. Dev. Biol. 2011, 355, 205–214.
[CrossRef]

71. Lange, S.; Rocha-Ferreira, E.; Thei, L.; Mawjee, P.; Bennett, K.; Thompson, P.R.; Subramanian, V.; Nicholas, A.P.; Peebles, D.;
Hristova, M.; et al. Peptidylarginine deiminases: Novel drug targets for prevention of neuronal damage following hypoxic
ischemic insult (HI) in neonates. J. Neurochem. 2014, 130, 555–562. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

72. Lange, S. Peptidylarginine deiminases and extracellular vesicles: Prospective drug targets and biomarkers in central nervous
system diseases and repair. Neural Regen. Res. 2021, 16, 934–938. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

73. Luo, Y.; Arita, K.; Bhatia, M.; Knuckley, B.; Lee, Y.-H.; Stallcup, M.R.; Sato, M.; Thompson, P.R. Inhibitors and Inactivators
of Protein Arginine Deiminase 4: Functional and Structural Characterization. Biochemistry 2006, 45, 11727–11736. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

74. Knuckley, B.; Causey, C.P.; Jones, J.E.; Bhatia, M.; Dreyton, C.J.; Osborne, T.C.; Takahara, H.; Thompson, P.R. Substrate Specificity
and Kinetic Studies of PADs 1, 3, and 4 Identify Potent and Selective Inhibitors of Protein Arginine Deiminase 3. Biochemistry
2010, 49, 4852–4863. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

75. Zhang, W.; Ma, L.; Sui, Y.; Chang, X.-T. Screening of citrullinated proteins in ten tumor cell lines. Zhonghua Zhong Liu Za Zhi Chin.
J. Oncol. 2015, 37, 165–169.

76. Hisada, Y.; Grover, S.P.; Maqsood, A.; Houston, R.; Ay, C.; Noubouossie, D.F.; Cooley, B.C.; Wallén, H.; Key, N.S.; Thålin, C.;
et al. Neutrophils and neutrophil extracellular traps enhance venous thrombosis in mice bearing human pancreatic tumors.
Haematologica 2019, 105, 218–225. [CrossRef]

77. Hisada, Y.; Mackman, N. Update from the laboratory: Mechanistic studies of pathways of cancer-associated venous thrombosis
using mouse models. Hematology 2019, 2019, 182–186. [CrossRef]

78. Jin, W.; Xu, H.X.; Zhang, S.R.; Li, H.; Wang, W.Q.; Gao, H.L.; Wu, C.T.; Xu, J.Z.; Qi, Z.H.; Li, S.; et al. Tu-mor-Infiltrating NETs
Predict Postsurgical Survival in Patients with Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma. Ann Surg Oncol. 2019, 26, 635–643. [CrossRef]

79. Cook, K.; Daniels, I.; Symonds, P.; Pitt, T.; Gijon, M.; Xue, W.; Metheringham, R.; Durrant, L.G.; Brentville, V. Citrullinated
α-enolase is an effective target for anti-cancer immunity. OncoImmunology 2018, 7, e1390642. [CrossRef]

80. Kumar, S.; Sethi, S.; Irani, F.; Bode, B.Y. Anticyclic Citrullinated Peptide Antibody-Positive Paraneoplastic Polyarthritis in a
Patient With Metastatic Pancreatic Cancer. Am. J. Med. Sci. 2009, 338, 511–512. [CrossRef]
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