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ABSTRACT

Changes within interstitial stromal compartments often accompany 
carcinogenesis, and this is true of prostate cancer. Typically, the tissue becomes 
populated by myofibroblasts that can promote progression. Not all myofibroblasts 
exhibit the same negative influence, however, and identifying the aggressive 
form of myofibroblast may provide useful information at diagnosis. A means of 
molecularly defining such myofibroblasts is unknown. We compared protein profiles 
of normal and diseased stroma isolated from prostate cancer patients to identify 
discriminating hallmarks of disease-associated stroma. We included the stimulation 
of normal stromal cells with known myofibroblast inducers namely soluble TGFβ and 
exosome-associated-TGFβ and compared the function and protein profiles arising. 
In all 6-patients examined, diseased stroma exhibited a pro-angiogenic influence 
on endothelial cells, generating large multicellular vessel-like structures. Identical 
structures were apparent following stimulation of normal stroma with exosomes 
(5/6 patients), but TGFβ-stimulation generated a non-angiogenic stroma. Proteomics 
highlighted disease-related cytoskeleton alterations such as elevated Transgelin 
(TAGLN). Many of these were also changed following TGFβ or exosome stimulation 
and did not well discriminate the nature of the stimulus. Soluble TGFβ, however 
triggered differential expression of proteins related to mitochondrial function 
including voltage dependent ion channels VDAC1 and 2, and this was not found in 
the other stromal types studied. Surprisingly, Aldehyde Dehydrogenase (ALDH1A1), 
a stem-cell associated protein was detected in normal stromal cells and found to 
decrease in disease. In summary, we have discovered a set of proteins that contribute 
to defining disease-associated myofibroblasts, and emphasise the similarity between 
exosome-generated myofibroblasts and those naturally arising in situ.

INTRODUCTION

Mounting clinical data emphasize the importance of 
altered stroma as a driver of cancer progression [1–3]. The 
normal homeostatic function of interstitial tissue becomes 
disturbed during the early stages of carcinogenesis [4]. 
This is accompanied by an expanding population of alpha 
smooth muscle actin (αSMA) positive myofibroblastic 
cells within the stroma. These myofibroblasts alter the 
tissue architecture, impacting organ function, and can 
aid cancer cell proliferation and survival, and support 

angiogenesis. Ultimately driving the development of high 
grade tumours associated with poor treatment response [3, 
5–7] and poor outcome [4, 8–9].

In xenotransplantation models, myofibroblastic 
stromal cells taken from cancerous [10], fibrotic or wound-
healing tissues [11] can support tumour growth in vivo, in 
part due to enhanced angiogenesis [10]. The capacity of 
stromal cells to do this, however, is variable [12] and we 
do not yet understand the nuances of the myofibroblast 
phenotype which are critical for tumour-promoting effects. 
Whilst in general terms alterations to cancer associated 
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stroma may indicate poor prognoses [1–3, 13] there are 
some recent examples in pancreatic cancers where stroma 
might be protective and inhibit tumour progression [14–
15]. This demonstrates functional diversity in the nature 
of cancer reactive stroma which currently remains poorly 
understood at a molecular level. Identifying markers 
of aberrant disease promoting stroma, distinguishing 
aggressive from more indolent disease, may provide 
additional information that is useful at diagnosis [16].

The mechanisms initiating myofibroblastic 
accumulation within the tumour microenvironment centre 
on complex paracrine factors secreted by tumour cells. 
These include SDF-1 and TGFβ1 and several others, 
which may act to recruit cells from other sites into the 
cancerous tissue, such as bone marrow or adipose tissue 
derived mesenchymal stem cells [17–18]. Alternatively 
epithelial or endothelial cells in situ may differentiate 
to a mesenchymal phenotype [19]. Differentiation of 
resident fibroblasts to myofibroblasts is probably the most 
extensively studied to date [20] and argued by many to be 
the likeliest principal source of myofibroblasts. TGFβ can 
mediate differentiation of fibroblasts into myofibroblasts 
but this process in vivo takes place amongst a host of other 
factors influencing this process [20]. The manner by which 
cancer cells dictate the particular type of myofibroblast 
that arise remains a topic of great interest.

Nanometre sized vesicles, called exosomes, have 
been proposed as a mechanism by which cancer cells 
exert control over the cancer microenvironment [21]. 
This includes induction of myofibroblast differentiation 
from fibroblasts [22] or from mesenchymal stem cells of 
bone [23], umbilical cord [24] or adipose-tissue origins 
[25]. This occurs through vesicular delivery of TGFβ, and 
likely other factors, that drive stromal precursors towards 
an apparent disease-promoting myofibroblast [26]. Exactly 
how representative the stromal response to exosomes is, 
compared to stromal cells naturally educated in vivo by 
tumour cells, remains unknown.

Our presented study examines the protein repertoire 
of different forms of stromal cells using a proteomics 
approach and hypothesises that exosome-stimulation leads 
to a phenotype with shared features of in vivo educated 
myofibroblasts.

RESULTS

Stroma obtained from prostate cancer tissue 
contains myofibroblasts

We obtained biopsy material from a total of 6 
patients (from the Wales Cancer Bank), in which there 
was cancer in one half of the prostate and not the other. 
Histological examination, stained with H&E, of a 
typical pair of biopsies is shown (Figure 1A), revealing 
clear differences between the normal and disease 
tissue. Normal tissue (Figure 1A, left, showing patient 

WCB1161) demonstrated open glandular structures and a 
predominantly smooth muscle stromal architecture. This 
contrasts with disease tissue (Figure 1A, right) in which 
there was clear hypercellularity and disorganisation of 
glands, together with an altered, fibrosis-like interstitial 
stroma and infiltrate. Patient-matched biopsy-pairs 
were enzymatically homogenised and stromal cultures 
established as described in the methods.

The phenotype of the cultured cells arising was 
examined by immuno-fluorescence for a panel of 
antibodies to discriminate fibroblasts, smooth muscle cells, 
myofibroblasts and epithelial cells (Figure 1B, showing 
patient WCB1161). Cells outgrowing from normal tissue 
exhibited elongated rather than cobblestone morphology, 
and had the typical appearance of fibroblastic cells. These 
cells stained strongly positive for the mesenchymal marker 
Vimentin, but lacked the smooth muscle marker Desmin 
or the epithelial Cytokeratins. The smooth muscle and 
myofibroblast marker alpha-smooth muscle actin (αSMA) 
was absent from normal-tissue derived cultures across all 
patients. Overall the phenotype here was consistent with a 
fibroblastic cell type. When compared to morphologically 
similar cell outgrowths from matched disease tissue, 
there was no evidence of epithelial or smooth muscle 
cell (Cytokeratin and Desmin negative) outgrowth. The 
disease associated cells exhibited a Vimentin and αSMA 
double positive phenotype; consistent with myofibroblasts. 
The proportion of αSMA-positive cells in these cultures 
was variable across the 6 patients and estimations 
based on manual counting ranged from 35% to 63%. 
These therefore represent a mixture of fibroblasts and 
myofibroblasts. The raw data for the remaining 5 patients 
is shown in supplemental Fig S1 and entirely summarised 
in Table 1.

Normal stroma becomes myofibroblastic 
following stimulation by sTGFβ or cancer 
exosomes

We next examined the capacity of normal stroma to 
differentiate into myofibroblasts in response to the classical 
stimulus of sTGFβ or by treating with exosomes isolated 
from prostate cancer (Du145) cells. We previously showed 
exosomes from this source exhibits TGFβ1 tethered to the 
membrane, at a dose of ~7.5 pg TGFβ per μg of exosomes. 
In these experiments therefore a dose of 1.5ng/ml sTGFβ 
was used to trigger differentiation and this was compared 
to the equivalent dose of exosomal-TGFβ (200 μ g/ml of 
exosomes) as described [22]. The emergence of αSMA-
positivity was assessed microscopically after three days.

There was a clear cut elevation in the proportion of 
αSMA positive cells in response to sTGFβ as expected, 
although this was relatively weak for patient WCB955. 
Elevation of αSMA was present as classical stress fibres 
along the longitudinal axis of the cell body; typical of a 
contractile myofibroblastic cell phenotype (Figure 2). 
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A  similar response was evident following stimulation 
with exosomes, and it was not possible to distinguish the 
stimuli used, based solely on αSMA-expression. Normal 
prostate stromal cells therefore respond equally well to 
these stimuli giving rise to a heterogeneous population of 
fibroblasts and myofibroblasts that are morphologically 
similar to those naturally occurring in diseased tissue 
(Figure 2).

Myofibroblasts exhibit differing capacity for 
driving angiogenesis

On the basis of αSMA staining alone, it was not 
possible to discriminate diseased stroma from normal 
stromal cells that had undergone differentiation in 
response to our chosen stimuli. We therefore decided to 
explore the angiogenic potential of the different stromal 

Figure 1: Characterising cultured normal or diseased stromal cells. Prostatectomy cores were paraffin embedded, sectioned and 
stained (H&E) and the histology of tissue from the non-cancerous side of the prostate (Normal Stroma) vs. the cancerous lesion (Disease 
Stroma) was compared. This is representative of 6 such tissue pairs (Scale Bar=100μm) A. Parallel cores were homogenised and used to 
establish stromal cell cultures. At passage 3 to 5, cells were seeded onto cover slip chamber slides, fixed and indirect immuno-staining was 
performed for the specified cytoskeleton proteins (Vimentin, Cytokeratin 5 and 8, Desmin or αSMA-green) and DAPI. (Scale Bar=100μm) 
B. Patient WCB1161 is shown and is representative of cultures from 6 patients. The remaining 5 patients are shown in supplemental Fig S1, 
and the phenotype for 6 patients is summarised in Table 1.
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cell types as previous studies indicate this function may 
be different across stromal cell types [9, 26].

Stromal cells were treated as above, and endothelial 
cells were added in a scattered/random fashion, to 
the stromal monolayer. After 6 days, the potential for 
endothelial cells to proliferate, migrate and organise 
into vessel-like structures was examined by staining for 
the endothelial marker CD31. The resultant structures 
can be large, so multiple 20x images were taken for 
each condition, and the tiled images were stitched. Each 
composite image therefore represents approximately ¼ of 
a 24 well plate well (Figure 3A). Untreated normal stroma 
did not support the formation of CD31-positive structures, 
other than the occasional small cell cluster, comprising 
fewer than 15 cells. In contrast, untreated disease stroma 
was potent at supporting more elaborate clusters of tens to 
hundreds of endothelial cells, forming thick and elongated 
vessel-like structures (Figure 3A). Measuring the area 
occupied by the CD31-positive structures allowed for a 
straightforward means of quantifying this pro-angiogenic 
behaviour. A representation of the typical CD31-positive 
area measured in shown in Figure 3B. This revealed a 
significant increase in CD31-positive surface area in 
response to disease stroma compared to normal stroma in 6 
of 6 patients (p<0.001, Figure 3C). Pre-stimulating normal 
stroma with sTGFβ however gave a poor angiogenic 
response, with isolated endothelial cell clusters that were 
small, and not significantly different from normal stroma 
in 5 of 6 patients (p>0.05). The angiogenic response to 
exosome-activated normal stroma was very similar to the 
disease stroma (Figure 3A), where endothelial clusters 
were large enough to merge, giving a significant elevation 
in CD31-positive area in 5 of 6 patients (Figure 3C).

From these data, the disease stromal cells and 
exosome-activated normal stromal cells exhibit similar 
pro-angiogenic behaviours in these assays. Clearly whilst 
generating genuine myofibroblasts, sTGFβ treatment 
appears not to promote a robust angiogenic response, 
representing a distinct type of myofibroblast.

Differential protein expression across 
the stromal cell types

We next examined the protein profile of these 
stromal cell types, aiming to identify elements that were 
differentially expressed. We utilised a well established 
LC-MS proteomics workflow with iTRAQ labelling as 
we previously described [27–28]. This method provides 
relative quantity information, and we have used this as a 
tool to identify proteins of potential interest.

The stromal cells were subjected to whole cell lysis 
and solubilised proteins were put through a workflow 
involving trypsin digestion, labelling with isobaric tags 
and separation by 2D-liquid chromatography. Each 
specimen was examined freshly and remaining material 
frozen for the subsequent duplicate run. Comparisons 
between fresh vs frozen revealed approximately 70% 
agreement in the identifications (data not shown) and the 
data for these technical duplicates were merged in the 
final analysis. The optimal protein loading was assessed 
using lysates containing 1, 2, 4, 8 or 10 μg, as we have 
previously observed with other cell types that less protein 
can give a greater number of protein identifications. This 
was performed using patient WCB949, and whilst this 
dose escalation generated some unique proteins, overall 
there was no real improvement in the numbers of proteins 
identified. Nevertheless, as these identifications were of 
robust quality, we have also included these in the analyses 
(annotated WCB949v accordingly) (in Figure 4 and 
supplemental Table 1). For remaining samples, these were 
applied at 10 μg into the workflow.

Differentially expressed proteins were identified 
by mass-spectrometric analysis, and relative quantity 
expressed as ratio measurements of treatments compared 
to untreated normal stroma. The volcano plots (Figure 4) 
summarise the merged data for all patients (n=6), where 
coloured symbols represent individual patients, and 
the plots depict the relative expression data (log ratio), 
against the significance (log p value). The threshold 

Table 1: Phenotyping stream cells cultured from paired biopsy tissue

Patient

Normal Disease

Gleason Vimentin Cytokeratin Desmin αSMA Vimentin Cytokeratin Desmin αSMA

WCB949 3+4 100% <1% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0% 38%

WCB955 3+4 100% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0% 35%

WCB1161 4+4 100% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0% 63%

WCB1358 3+4 100% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0% 46%

WCB1616 3+4 100% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0% 56%

WCB1628 3+4 100% 0% 0% 0% 100% <1% 0% 61%

Table summarises the pathological assessment of patients biopsy tissue for all 6 patients used in the study, and the immuno-
phenotyping analysis of stromal cells isolated from these. The numbers (%) represent an estimation of the proportion of 
positive cells. Counts were determined manually, from 3 microscopic fields.
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taken for an identification of interest was based on a fold 
change of ±1.5 and a p-value <0.01. When comparing 
disease vs normal stroma we saw the greatest number of 
differentially regulated proteins. This included 43 that 
were elevated, such as Calmodulin (CALM), Caldesmon 
(CALD1), Transgelins 1 and 2 (TAGLN), CD44, 
Calumenin (CALU) and several others. There were another 
30 identifications that were downregulated in disease, 
including Caveolin-1 (CAV1), Galectin-1 (LGALS1), 
Tropomyosin alpha-4 (TPM-4), Brain acid soluble protein 
1(BASP1) and others. The proteomics data generated 
fewer differentially expressed proteins when comparing 
exosome-stimulated normal stroma to untreated normal 
stroma (Figure 4B). Here, 8 proteins were elevated, 
including TAGLN, Calponin-1 (CNN1) and Annexin A5 
(ANXA5) and 21 were found decreased including CAV1, 
BASP1, and heat shock cognate protein 1A/1B (HSP71) 
(supplemental Table 1). Stimulations with sTGFβ (Figure 
4C) revealed a similar signature overall, with 28 elevated 
proteins including CALD1, TAGLN, FN1 and Tenascin 
(TENA). There were 13 downregulated proteins including 
again BASP1, and Tropomyosin alpha-4 (TPM-4). The 
agreement in differentially expressed proteins across 
the 6 patients ranged from 0%-26% summarised in 
supplemental Fig S2.

Using a simple Venn diagram (Figure 4D) we 
compared the identifications arising across treatment 
groups. Here we saw a set of 8 proteins that were 
differentially regulated in all conditions. There was 
an additional 8 proteins that were unique to the TGFβ-
stimulation, but only 4 identifications unique to the 
exosome-treatment. A total of 33 proteins were distinctive 
in disease stroma and these data are summarised in 
Table 2.

Confirmation of differential protein expression 
by alternative methods

From the lists of differentially expressed proteins 
we selected targets that were identified in more than one 
patient, with the expectation that these would be verifiable 
proteins. We performed a series of western blotting and 
TaqMan™ qPCR-assays to examine differences in 
expression levels across the four stromal cell types. This 
was done for all six patients and the results summarised in 
Figure 5A (protein) and 5B (mRNA), where the individual 
patients demonstrating either an increase or decrease in 
expression are shown. For western blots, this was based 
on band-densitometry and a difference in relative density 
of >1.25± fold (vs normal stroma) was considered as 
differentially expressed. The full panel of blots is shown 
in supplemental Fig S3. Similarly for the TaqMan™-
PCR data, target mRNAs were considered differentially 
expressed if fold change was >±1.25 (vs normal stroma), 
and of these, all were significantly different (p<0.05). 
The full panel of relative-expression data is shown in 
supplemental Fig S4.

With respect to protein, a band for cellular FN1 was 
found in all groups regardless of treatment, however in 
general there was a clear cut elevation in band intensity 
following short term exposure to sTGFβ or exosomes. 
This was particularly pronounced for the sTGFβ-treatment 
in all patients, whereas exosome-stimulus led to a clear 
elevation in FN1 in 4/6 patients. Band intensity for FN1 
was more variable for disease stroma, and was only 
convincing elevated in 1/6 patients, and was decreased 
in 1/6 patients. Changes therefore in FN1 were not a 
consistent feature of disease stroma, but was certainly a 
marker of recent sTGFβ or exosome-mediated stromal 

Figure 2: Stimulating normal prostate stromal cells generates myofibroblasts. Normal stromal cells were seeded onto glass-
chamber slides and growth arrested. After 3 days, media was replaced. For some wells sTGFβ (1.5ng/ml) or Du145 exosomes (200μg/ml) 
was added and after a further 3 days, the cells were fixed, and stained for αSMA (green) and DAPI. This was performed on normal stroma 
from all 6 patients as indicated.
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Figure 3: Stromal cells show differential angiogenesis supporting function. Monolayers of stromal cells were seeded into 24 
well glass-bottomed imaging plates, and were pre-treated as specified, for three days to allow differentiation to myofibroblasts. Endothelial 
cells (2x104 cell/well in 500μl) were added in a drop-wise and scattered fashion to each well. After 4 days, the cells were fixed and stained 
for CD31 and DAPI. A series of images was taken in a 4 x 3 grid using a 20x objective, for each duplicate treatment. One composite image 
is shown for each treatment for the WCB949 patient as a representative example (Scale bar=500μm) A. For each image composite, the 
surface area occupied by each CD31-positive structure was measured. Representative examples of areas taken for such measurements are 
shown B. The CD31-positive area is shown for all treatments in all 6 patients C. (*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, Kruskal-Wallis test with 
Dunn’s multiple comparison post test).
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Figure 4: Proteomics analysis of stromal cell types. Volcano plots summarising the analysis of differentially expressed proteins, 
comparing Normal vs Disease stroma A. normal vs exosome-stimulated normal stroma B. normal vs sTGFβ-stimulated normal stroma 
C., where coloured symbols represent individual patients (n=6) and WCB949v- depicts the inclusion of data where the protein dose through 
the workflow was 1, 2, 4 and 8 μg instead of 10ug for all other samples. The thresholds shown indicate a p value <0.01 and a fold change 
of ±1.5. Identifications outside these criteria were not considered as differentially expressed. A Venn diagram D. shows a comparison of the 
differentially expressed protein lists, and the specific identifications are highlighted in Table 2.
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activation (Figure  5A and Fig S3). To some extent 
a similar pattern was also apparent for TPM2 where 
heightened levels were mainly seen in TGFβ1 or exosome 
stimulated cells (4/6 or 3/6 patients respectively). The 
pattern of disease related TPM2 changes was inconsistent 
with 2/6 patients demonstrating an elevation whilst 
1/6 demonstrated decreased expression (Figure 5A and 
Fig S3). Proteins such as TAGLN showed reasonable 
agreement with the MS data, and elevation was detectable 
in all 6 TGFβ1 stimulated samples, and a general trend 
towards elevation in the other samples was apparent.

Proteins such as CALU, CALD1 or BASP1 also 
showed some contradicting information in western blots, 
in terms of direction of change across the patients and 
due to this lack of consistency it was not possible to make 
any firm conclusions about these targets. Similarly NPM1 
showed hints at elevated expression, but this was seen in 
only 5 out of a possible 18 samples compared to normal 

stroma, and is unlikely to be a uniformly altered protein 
in prostate cancer stroma. Although there were some 
inconsistencies for ALDH1A1 the majority of occasions 
pointed to a decrease in this protein, and particularly so in 
disease stroma (5/6 patients).

Analysis of relative mRNA levels gave an overall 
good agreement with the western blot data. FN1 was 
elevated following treatment with sTGFβ1 or exosomes 
in 6/6 and 4/6 samples respectively, but FN1 mRNA 
expression, however, was not elevated in disease stroma 
(Figure 5B and Fig S4). There was increased mRNA 
expression of both TPM2 and TAGLN in both treated-
normal (4/6 patients each) and disease stroma (2/6 patients 
each), demonstrating good agreement with the western blot 
data. The pattern of TAGLN2, NPM1 and BASP1 mRNA 
was again inconsistent, making firm conclusions here 
difficult. However, also in agreement with the western blot 
data, ALDH1A1 mRNA expression decreased following 

Table 2: Differentially expressed proteins common and unique according to treatment

8 Proteins common 
to all treatments

8 Proteins unique 
to TGFβ-treated 

stroma

4 Proteins unique 
to Exosome-treated 

stroma

33 Proteins unique to disease stroma

TAGLN HSPB1 MAP1A CALM1 LGALS1 RPS16 AHNAK

BASP1 DES FLNC S100A6 CTTN SERPINH1 ENO1

FN1 TNC HSPA1A STMN1 COX6C MSN GSN

MYL6 VDAC1 H2AFJ EEF1B2 LASP1 ALDOA LMO7

CALU VDAC2   MARCKS YWHAZ STOM AKAP12

TPM4 SLC25A3   CNP MAP4 MYH9 TUBA1A

TGM2 ATP5B   CFL1 CD44 FLNA VIM

ALDH1A1 SOD2   NPM1 ANXA1 G6PD HBA1

      MYH10      

Table specifies the identifications according to the Venn diagram (Figure 4D), emphasising proteins which may discriminate 
the different types of stroma analysed.
TAGLN, Transgelin. BASP1, Brain acid soluble protein 1. FN1, Fibronectin, MYL6, Myosin light polypeptide 6. CALU, 
Calumenin. TPM4, Tropomyosin alpha-4 chain. ALDH1A1, aldehyde dehydrogenase 1 family member A1. HSPB1, 
Heat shock protein beta-1. DES, Desmin. TNC, Tenascin-C. VDAC1, Voltage-dependent anion-selective channel protein 
1. VDAC2, Voltage-dependent anion-selective channel protein 2. SLC25A3, Phosphate carrier protein, mitochondrial. 
ATP5B, ATP synthase subunit beta, mitochondrial. SOD2, Superoxide dismutase [Mn], mitochondrial. MAP1A, 
Microtubule-associated protein 1A. FLNC, Filamin-C. HSPA1A, Heat shock 70 kDa protein 1A/1B. H2AFJ, Histone 
H2A.J. CALM1, Calmodulin. S100A6, Protein S100-A6. STMN1, Stathmin. EEF1B2, Elongation factor 1-beta. MARCKS, 
Myristoylated alanine-rich C-kinase substrate. CNP, 2ʹ, 3ʹ-cyclic-nucleotide 3ʹ-phosphodiesterase, CFL1, Cofilin-1. NPM1, 
Nucleophosmin. MYH10, Myosin-10. LGALS1, Galectin-1. CTTN, Src substrate cortactin. COX6C, Cytochrome c oxidase 
subunit 6C. LASP1, LIM and SH3 domain protein 1. YWHAZ, 14-3-3 protein zeta/delta. MAP4, Microtubule-associated 
protein 4. CD44, CD44 antigen. ANXA1, Annexin A1. RPS16, 40S ribosomal protein S16. SERPINH1, Serpin H1. MSN, 
Moesin. ALDOA, Fructose-bisphosphate aldolase A. STOM, Erythrocyte band 7 integral membrane protein. MYH9, 
Myosin-9. FLNA, Filamin-A. G6PD, Glucose-6-phosphate 1-dehydrogenase. AHNAK, Neuroblast differentiation-associated 
protein AHNAK. ENO1, Alpha-enolase. GSN, Gelsolin. LMO7, LIM domain only protein 7. AKAP12, A-kinase anchor 
protein 12. TUBA1A, Tubulin alpha-1A chain. VIM, Vimentin. HBA1, Hemoglobin subunit alpha.
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Figure 5: Relative changes in protein and mRNA levels across the treatment groups. Western blotting was performed for 
specified target proteins, and a summary of densitometry analysis is presented. Relative band densities were compared to those of normal 
stroma, and those showing a fold change of >+1.25 were considered differentially expressed. Changes are shown for individual patients 
(each represented by coloured boxes), depicting the frequency of positive or negative change A. Similarly presented data based on the 
results of PCR-assays, depicting positive or negative changes in relative mRNA-levels for the same targets B. The raw data is shown in 
supplemental figures S3 and S4 respectively.
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treatment, either with exosomes (4/6 patients) or TGFβ1 
(5/6 patients). A reduction in aldehyde dehydrogenase 1 
family member A1 (ALDH1A1) mRNA was also a feature 
of diseased stroma in 3/6 patients (Figure 5B and Fig S4).

In conclusion, both the western blot and qPCR data 
highlight the patient-dependent variation for many of the 
selected targets, and it is therefore difficult to ascertain 
a firm profile discriminating disease stroma from the 
stimulations we have used. Overall, however proteins such 
as TPM2, TAGLN are elevated in diseased stroma, whereas 
ALDH1A1 is down regulated allowing potential for normal 
and diseased stroma to be discriminated.

DISCUSSION

The onset of myofibroblastic stroma is a general 
characteristic of tumour-influence, and is in some ways 
similar to a non-resolving wound-healing response 
long since described by Dvorak et al [29]. In some 
settings, such stromal cells support vascularisation and 
accelerate tumour growth [9–10] and promote invasion 
and ultimately metastasis through remodelling of the 
tissue architecture [30]. In contrast recent data in other 
settings, particularly perhaps in pancreatic cancers, show 
stromal cells can sometimes exert a protective, tumour 
attenuating influence [14–15]. Defining molecular features 
which can predict the functional nature of stromal cells, 
discriminating those which can promote disease from 
those which protect, is potentially useful and may provide 
additional information during histological diagnosis about 
the aggressivity of the tissue as a whole [31] .

In this report we established primary stromal cells 
from prostatectomy tissue, and explored the proteome 
of normal and diseased stroma. In agreement with the 
literature, there was clear evidence of myofibroblastic 
differentiation occurring under the influence of tumour 
in situ, as the disease-derived cells showed the principal 
myofibroblast feature, αSMA, yet lacked the smooth 
muscle marker Desmin. Certainly the diseased stroma 
showed heterogeneity, with a mixture of fibroblasts 
and myofibroblasts of varying proportions across the 6 
patients tested. Such heterogeneity may be important 
for tumour promoting function [32] and may well reflect 
the heterogeneity of the interstitial stroma in vivo as 
reported [4]. Alternatively, the heterogeneity may be an 
aspect arising due to the culture conditions used. Such 
myofibroblasts were notably absent in all cultures derived 
from normal prostate tissue; leading us to believe this 
is not a culture-artefact and is likely representative of 
the in vivo situation. The ability of the diseased cells to 
retain this phenotype along serial passaging indicates the 
tumour-mediated changes are sustained, if not permanent 
whilst in culture.

Among the aforementioned functional properties 
ascribed to cancer-associated stroma is their positive 
influence on angiogenic vessel formation and we found 

a consistent pro-angiogenic influence with in vivo-
educated diseased stroma. Even with patients WCB949 
and WCB955, where the proportion of myofibroblasts was 
relatively low (<40%) there was a significant (p<0.001) 
positive influence on vessel formation. This behaviour was 
not a property of normal stroma. Short-term stimulation 
with sTGFβ - the principal cytokine implicated in the 
generation of myofibroblasts was a potent stimulus for 
differentiation, but these myofibroblasts remained unable 
to drive the formation of vessel-like structures in 5/6 
patients. Myofibroblasts generated by sTGFβ stimulation 
of normal stroma have also shown an inability to promote 
xenograft growth in vivo and may in fact exhibit some 
control of in vivo growth [26]. In terms of this function 
the sTGFβ may represent a protective phenotype, and 
is at odds with those cells naturally arising at the sites 
of prostate cancer. Cancer-derived exosomes deliver 
functionally active TGFβ1 to fibroblasts [22] or to other 
precursors of myofibroblasts, such as mesenchymal stem 
cells [23, 25, 33] and potentially mediate formation of 
a distinct form of myofibroblast [22, 26]. This stimulus 
consistently drove myofibroblastic differentiation of 
normal prostate stroma, which in 5/6 patients became 
potent stimulators of angiogenesis in our vessel-formation 
assay. This suggests the exosomal-trigger generates 
myofibroblasts with the functions of diseased stroma, and 
agrees with our initial premise.

We are not yet sure whether or not the dose of 
exosomes used here and in these cited studies, is truly 
representative of the natural dose of vesicles present in 
tumour interstitial fluid (or in the circulation) of prostate 
cancer patients, because accurately quantifying vesicles in 
bio-fluids remains a major challenge. Certainly in studies 
by other groups, comparable doses of exosomes have been 
used to drive differentiation [25, 33], and similar doses 
also used when adding exosomes to in vivo model systems 
[34]. It is also noteworthy that whilst exosomes from 
prostate cancer can be found in the urine and circulation of 
patients [35], we show here that tissue from the opposite, 
histologically normal, side of the prostate remains 
fibroblastic as opposed to myofibroblastic in nature. This 
suggests that the diffusion of exosomes across/within the 
prostate tissue may be somewhat limited, and exosomes do 
not attain the dose required to form a general organ-wide 
activation of fibroblasts. Instead, this functional response 
to exosomes remains a relatively localised phenomenon 
at least in the specimens of Gleason 6/7 which we have 
examined.

In terms of the proteomics identifications arising, 
disease-mediated changes included a set of proteins 
related to the control of the cytoskeleton such as 
Transgelin (TAGLN), Tropomyosin-4 (TPM4), Myosin 
light chain-6 (MYL6) and heavy chain-9 (MYH9), 
Caldesmon (CALD1), Tubulin alpha-1a (TUBA1A), 
Vimentin (VIM), A-kinase anchor protein-12 (AKAP12), 
Gelsonin (GSN), Filamin A (FLNA), Moesin (MSN), 
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Cofilin-1 (CFL1) and Cortactin (CTTN) and these would 
be consistent with cytoskeleton rearrangement, necessary 
for acquiring a contractile myofibroblastic phenotype. 
TAGLN has previously been reported to be upregulated 
in TGFβ1-induced stromal myofibroblasts, generating 
a phenotype that resembled reactive stromal cells from 
patients with prostate cancer [36]. Similarly to MYL6 and 
TPM4, in our study TAGLN was differentially regulated 
irrespective of the type of stimulus, and as such these 
proteins may be general markers of activated stroma. 
Whilst we identified CALD1 within the disease stroma 
and TGFβ1-treated normal stroma by MS, western blot 
analysis also hinted at an elevation of CALD1 following 
exosome-stimulation. Increased CALD1 expression has 
been documented as a marker of developing stroma in 
human foetal prostate xenografts, and may therefore 
feature in stroma that is dynamically changing [37]. In 
contrast, proteins like cellular fibronectin (FN1) appear 
principally to be a feature of short-term stimulations in 
our hands, and sustained elevation was not a consistent 
feature of diseased stroma. In tissue sections, however 
enhanced fibronectin expression is a general documented 
aspect of tumour associated stroma [38]. It is possible that 
a lack of continual stimulation of stroma by cancer cells 
in culture explains the normal levels of FN1 we have seen 
in the diseased stromal cells; but this is an open question 
requiring additional investigations.

Other proteins seen altered in all stromal types, 
compared to normal stroma included Brain acidic soluble 
protein-1 (BASP1) and the Aldehyde dehydrogenase 
(ALDH1A1). BASP1 is a membrane and cytoskeleton-
associated protein predominantly expressed in the neurons 
of developing brains, and is functionally implicated in 
neurite outgrowth and motility [39]. This likely involves 
a function in controlling actin dynamics and membrane 
structure [40] and hence may be a hitherto undescribed 
protein involved in the acquisition of myofibroblastic 
features. Interestingly there is also an inhibitory influence 
of BASP1 on the oncogene MYC implicating BASP1 
as a tumour suppressor [41]. Its role in the stromal 
compartment is not to our knowledge known, but 
potentially BASP1 modulation may impact a host of MYC-
dependent processes in the cancer microenvironment. 
However, there were discrepancies in our data, with 
western blotting poorly supporting the MS and mRNA-
data pointing to down regulated BASP1. We therefore 
suggest this protein may be of interest in future studies, 
to ascertain its relationship with cancer-activated stroma. 
Finding modulated ALDH1A1 in stroma was similarly 
unexpected. It’s broadly acknowledged as a feature of 
cancer stem-like cells, related to radioresistance [42] 
and is a marker that can predict outcome in prostate 
cancer [43–44]. Whilst the stromal compartment may 
support a niche for ALD1A1-expressing stem cells [45], 
the importance of stromal ALDH1A1 is not known. Of 
interest, the loss of ALDH1A1 was reported to occur in 

differentiating myofibroblasts of the cornea, which would 
agree with our observations here [46], and may point to 
a general trait related to myofibroblastic differentiation 
rather than a factor to discriminate bona fide diseased 
stroma. According to the MS data, CALU was also 
differentially expressed across the stromal cell types. This 
extracellular protein, which is implicated in many cellular 
processes including motility [47] is altered in the stroma 
of colorectal cancer, and might also be expected as altered 
in prostate cancer. However, in our model, the changes in 
CALU, CALD1 and NPM1 were particularly inconsistent 
across the patients and their relevance in this setting 
remains ambiguous.

The differentially regulated proteins in disease 
stroma were not particularly related to a function in 
angiogenic control except for perhaps C-type natriuretic 
peptide (CNP) which may modulate VEGF levels and 
is implicated in vessel permeability [48], and annexin-I 
(ANXA1) which has a role in regulating VEGF function 
[49]. These identifications didn’t feature however in 
the comparably pro-angiogenic exosome-generated 
myofibroblasts, and may not be essential factors for 
this functional aspect. There was no identifiable direct 
angiogenic signature in the data for these pro-angiogenic 
stromal types. This is probably due to the nature of the 
LC-MS technology which identifies abundant components 
in complex mixtures where typically low levels of growth 
factors and cytokines are simply not detected. It is 
difficult therefore to speculate on a direct link between 
these differentially regulated proteins and the observed 
angiogenic function. A separate study of the stromal 
secretome would likely be needed for this.

The sTGFβ-generated myofibroblasts uniquely 
exhibited a striking set of altered mitochondrial proteins 
including mitochondrial voltage-dependent anion channels 
(VDAC1 and VDAC2), solute carrier family 25 member 
3 (SLC25A3), superoxide dismutase-2 (SOD2) and ATP 
synthase subunit 5 (ATP5). This is in addition to altered 
Tenascin-C (TNC) a well known matrix component 
of cancer-reactive and fibrotic stroma [50] indicating 
such changes are likely valid. Some studies have linked 
TGFβ with a series of changes to the metabolic status of 
cancer associated stromal cells, through mitochondrial 
dysfunction [51], and show such metabolic reprogramming 
of stroma is requisite for tumour-promoting activity [52]. 
Such protein changes, however, did not feature in disease-
stroma, or exosome-stimulated normal stroma and it is 
tempting therefore to suggest these changes as aspects of 
TGFβ stimulation only.

One of the important proteins downregulated in both 
disease and in exosome-stimulated stroma was Caveolin-1 
(CAV1). Diminished stromal CAV1 correlates with 
increased Gleason score, and reduced relapse-free survival 
in prostate cancer [53] and therefore marks aggressive 
disease. Although principally related to endocytosis 
and other cellular processes CAV1, is also a negative 
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regulator of TGFβ1, where loss of CAV1 boosts TGFβ 
effects. CAV1 is a marker that signals cellular autophagy, 
mitophagy and glycolytic changes are underway, as its 
loss induces mitochondrial dysfunction [54]. It will be 
of interest, therefore to examine more directly, potential 
mitochondrial alterations in stromal cells arising as a 
consequence of cancer-influence over stroma in situ.

In conclusion, utilising functional assays and a 
proteomics based approach we highlight that exosome-
activated normal stromal cells become myofibroblasts 
akin to those that naturally occurring during disease; with 
elevation in a set of cytoskeleton related proteins including 
TAGLN. In contrast, we show that the myofibroblast 
phenotype generated from sTGFβ1 stimulation is distinct, 
with poor influence on angiogenesis, exhibiting a set of 
changes in multiple mitochondrial-related components. 
Finally, our study suggests loss of ALDH1A1 as a novel 
marker for disease-related alterations in the stromal 
compartment, and future studies to better understand the 
mechanistic importance of ALDH1A1 in controlling the 
disease related myofibroblast are warranted.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Cell culture

Primary human prostatic stromal cells were 
generated from ethically obtained tissue collected by the 
Wales Cancer Bank, from informed and fully consented 
patients. Cells were isolated from radical retropubic 
prostatectomy cores, taken from sites of palpable 
disease and also from apparently normal tissue from the 
opposite side of the same prostate. Representative cores 
were stained (H&E), and confirmed by an independent 
pathologist as cancerous stroma or normal respectively. 
Homogenized tissue was collagenase I treated (200U/
ml; Lonza, Wokingham, UK) and liberated cells 
plated in stromal cell basal medium (SCBM) (Lonza), 
which selects for stromal cell types. Cultures were left 
undisturbed for 7-10 days. At first harvest, cells were 
subsequently maintained in DMEM:F12 media (Lonza). 
These cultures were confirmed free of epithelial cells 
by immuno-fluorescence staining demonstrating lack 
of cytokeratins, and used in experiments at passage 
4-6. Endothelial cells, of human umbilical chord origin, 
were purchased from Lonza, and maintained in EBM2-
media with growth factor supplements (Lonza). For the 
angiogenesis assay supplements were withdrawn 24h 
before the experiment, and remained withdrawn for the 
duration as described [26].

Exosome isolation

Du145 prostate cancer cells (from ATCC, 
Teddington, UK), were grown in CELLine bioreactor 
flasks (Integra Biosciences AG; Hudson, NH, USA) [55] 

and used as a source of well characterised exosomes for 
this study [56]. Exosomes were purified from 7-day cell 
conditioned media using the sucrose cushion method 
[57] and, as an assessment of purity, all preparations 
had a particle to protein ratio of >2 × 1010 determined 
by nanoparticle tracking analysis (Nanosight; Malvern 
Instruments, Worcestershire, UK) and microBCA protein 
assay (ThermoFisher Scientific, Leicestershire, UK) as 
described [58].

Stimulating stromal cells

Stromal cells (normal or diseased) were grown until 
~80% confluent in 10%FBS/DMEM:F12, at which point 
they were washed three times in DMEM:F12 only, and 
allowed to growth arrest (under serum starvation) for 72 h. 
The medium was replaced for normal and diseased stroma. 
In addition, sTGFβ (1.5ng/ml) or Du145-exosomes 
(at a matched TGFβ-dose of 1.5ng/ml-TGF=200ug/
ml exosomes) was used to stimulate normal stroma. 
The titration of exosomes to determine this dose was 
previously performed as described [22-23, 26]. After 72 h, 
where peak expression of αSMA was previously observed 
[22] cellular protein (or mRNA) was assessed.

Vessel formation assay

Stromal cells seeded to 80% confluency in 24 well 
plates were growth arrested for 3 days then medium 
replaced with specified stimulus. After a further 3 days, 
endothelial cells (2 × 104/well) were added in a drop-wise 
and scattered fashion to randomly distribute them. Cells 
were left undisturbed for a further 6 days, before fixing for 
immunofluorescence as described below.

Immunofluorescent microscopy

Stromal cells were treated as specified then fixed 
with ice cold acetone : methanol (1:1 ratio) for 5 min. 
Following solvent evaporation in air, cells were blocked 
in 1%BSA/PBS for 1h. To evaluate presence of epithelial, 
smooth muscle cell and fibroblasts/myofibroblasts we 
used monoclonal antibodies against αSMA, Vimentin, 
Cytokeratins 8 and 14, and Desmin (Santa Cruz, Dallas, 
TX, USA). Primary antibodies were used at 1μg/ml, 
diluted in 0.1% BSA/PBS. After washing, secondary goat 
anti-mouse IgG Fab’-Alexa 488 conjugate (ThermoFisher 
Scientific) diluted 1 in 200 in 0.1%BSA/PBS was added 
for 1h. DAPI (ThermoFisher Scientific) was added 
for the last 10 min of incubation. After washing, cells 
were examined by wide field fluorescence microscopy 
(Axiovert; Zeiss, Cambridge, UK). Cell counts were taken 
from 3 microscopic fields, to estimate the proportion of 
αSMA-positive myofibroblasts. For vessel formation 
assay, endothelial cell-structures were visualised by 
staining with anti-CD31(Santa Cruz), at 1μg/ml, and a 
series of 4x3 tiled images taken using a motorised xy stage, 
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and a 20x objective. Tiled images were stitched to form a 
composite image (using Zen-blue edition 2012 software, 
Zeiss) and the 2D-area occupied by CD31-positive 
structures was measured using the Zen-blue software. A 
composite image was made from each duplicate well per 
condition and all CD31-positive structures in the image 
measured. Data are presented as dot-plots (individual 
measurements) with the mean, for each condition for all 
6 patients.

Preparation of peptides for nano-LC

Stromal cells were washed twice in warm PBS, 
prior to addition of lysis buffer containing 20nM TEAB, 
1% SDS (w/v), 1%NP-40 (v/v) and harvested using a 
cell scraper at room temperature. After centrifugation 
to remove insoluble material (5000g/10min), clarified 
supernatants were subjected to solvent precipitation to 
remove salts, lipids and detergent (using the 2D clean-up 
kit;GE Healthcare, Buckinghamshire, UK). The pellets 
were resuspended in 20 mM TEAB and left overnight 
at 4°C. The protein content was then determined using 
the BCA protein assay kit. Samples were then reduced, 
denatured and alkylated using an iTRAQ labelling kit 
(Applied Biosystems,) and the standard protocol. The 
proteins were subjected to digestion with trypsin, 0.8 
µg per sample, and incubated at 37°C for 12-16 h. The 
samples were then dried and resuspended in water with 
0.1 % TFA (v/v).

LC-MALDI and protein identification

Digested peptides (10μg) were separated on a nano-
LC system (UltiMate 3000, Dionex, Sunnyvale, USA) 
using a two-dimensional salt plug method, as previously 
described [27]. Mass spectrometry was performed using 
an Applied Biosystems 4800 MALDI TOF/TOF mass 
spectrometer, as described [27]. The MS/MS data was 
used to search the latest available Swiss-Prot database (as 
of 07/2013) using the MASCOT Database search engine 
v2.1.04 (Matrix Science Ltd, London, UK), embedded 
into GPS Explorer software v3.6 Build 327 (Applied 
Biosystems, ThermoFisher Scientific) (default GPS 
parameters, 1 missed cleavage allowed, fixed modification 
of MMTS(C), variable modifications of oxidation (M), 
pyro-glu (N-term E) and pyro-glu (N-term Q), 150 ppm 
mass tolerance in MS and 0.3 Da mass tolerance for MS/
MS which are recommended published tolerances for LC-
MALDI [27]. In order for a protein to be identified, there 
needed to be a minimum of two peptides with MASCOT 
e-values less than 0.05. There was a false discovery rate 
(FDR) of 0 % which was determined using the same 
SwissProt database with the entire sequence randomised. 
Where more than one protein was identified, the protein 
with the highest MOWSE score in MASCOT is reported. 
The analysis was performed with two technical replicates 

and the data was merged. This was done for a total of 
6-patients. For one of the patients, WCB949, the protein 
amount run through the LC-MALDI was escalated from 1, 
2, 5 , 8 to 10μg. The data generated here was also included 
in the analysis and annotated WCB949V (for “variable 
loading”) in figures and tables.

MS data analysis

MS-spectra were analysed using ProteinPilot™ 
(AB-Sciex, Cheshire, UK) running the Paragon™ 
algorithm [59]. The generated protein and peptide 
searches were imported into the ProteinPilot™ Descriptive 
Statistics Template (PSDT), which enabled rapid 
assessment of the quality of protein identifications and of 
relative quantity. We report the PSDT output expressing 
relative quantity estimations as ratiometric data, relative 
to the normal stroma (normalized to a value of 1). Proteins 
were considered differentially expressed if the fold 
change was ≥±1.5 and p-value < 0.01. Data are presented 
as volcano plots for each treatment condition, and the 
thresholded data presented as Supplemental Table 1.

Electrophoresis and immuno-blotting

Stromal cell lysates were generated using RIPA 
buffer supplemented with 1% protease inhibitors, 
1% phenymethylsulfonyl fluoride, and 1% sodium 
orthovanadate (Santa Cruz). Insoluble material was 
removed (5000 x g centrifugation) and protein levels 
determined by Bradford assay (BioRad, Hertfordshire, 
UK). Protein samples (10μg) were separated through 
4-12% NuPAGE™ polyacrylamide gels, with MOPS 
running buffer (ThermoFisher Scientific ). Subsequently, 
proteins were transferred to PVDF membranes (GE 
Healthcare), membranes blocked with 5% nonfat 
powdered milk and 0.1% Tween-20 in PBS for 1 h, and 
then incubated with primary monoclonal antibody at a 
concentration of 1-4μg/ml at 4°C overnight. After washes 
in 0.1% Tween-20/PBS bands were detected using an 
anti-mouse IgG-horseradish peroxidase conjugated 
antibody (Santa Cruz) and chemiluminescence substrate 
(PicoWest, ThermoFisher Scientifc). Primary antibodies 
included anti- cellular fibronectin (Enzo Life Sciences, 
Exexter, UK), Caldesmon (ThermoFisher Scientific), 
Calumenin (Santa Cruz), Tropomyosin-2 (ThermoFisher 
Scientific), Transgelin-1 (R&D Systems, Abingdon, 
UK) and Transgelin -2 (Santa Cruz), Nucleophosmin 
(ThermoFisher Scientific), Aldehyde dehydrogenase 
(ALDH1A1; R&D Systems), and brain acidic 
soluble protein-1 (BASP1; ThermoFisher Scientific). 
Densitometric analysis of western blots was performed 
using Image J software (NIH, Bethesda, ML, USA). 
Proteins were considered differentially expressed if 
relative band density was >±1.25 that observed from the 
patient-matched untreated normal stroma sample.
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Quantitative (q-PCR)

Extraction of cellular RNA, reverse transcription and 
PCR was performed as described [22]. The comparative 
CT method was used for relative quantification of target 
gene expression against that of a standard reference gene 
(GAPDH). Data were analyzed using StepOne software 
(Applied Biosystems, ThermoFisher Scientific). Target 
mRNAs were considered differentially expressed if fold 
change was >±1.25 that of the patient-matched untreated 
normal stroma sample.

Statistics

Graphs and statistical analyses were performed 
using Prism-4 software (version 4.03) from Graph Pad, 
San Diego, CA. In all experiments, with more than two 
experimental groups, 1-way ANOVA, with Tukey’s post 
test was used. For the vessel-formation assay a Kruskal-
Wallis test with Dunn’s multiple comparison post test was 
performed. Differences with p values of 0.05 or less are 
considered significant *p<0.05, **p<0.001, ***p<0.0001.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Dr Sanjay Khanna and Dr Keith Hart of 
Central Biotechnology Services (CBS), Cardiff University 
for their assistance with the LC and MS workflows. We 
thank the Wales Cancer Bank, for coordinating biopsy 
specimen collections used in the study.

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

The authors have no conflicting interests to declare.

GRANT SUPPORT

This work was supported by a project grant from 
PC-UK (G2012-03) awarded to AC, JW and IAB, and 
fellowship award (CDF13-001) to JW. The work was also 
supported by a Cancer Research Wales programme grant 
awarded to AC, ZT, and MDM.

REFERENCES

1.	 Moorman AM, Vink R, Heijmans HJ, van der Palen J, 
Kouwenhoven EA. The prognostic value of tumour-stroma 
ratio in triple-negative breast cancer. Eur J Surg Oncol. 
2012; 38:307–313.

2.	 Mesker WE, Liefers G-J, Junggeburt JMC, van Pelt GW, 
Alberici P, Kuppen PJK, Miranda NF, van Leeuwen KAM, 
Morreau H, Szuhai K, Tollenaar RAEM and Tanke HJ. 
Presence of a high amount of stroma and downregulation 
of SMAD4 predict for worse survival for stage I–II colon 
cancer patients. Cell Oncol. 2009; 31:169–178.

3.	 Yanagisawa N, Li R, Rowley D, Liu H, Kadmon D, Miles 
BJ, Wheeler TM, Ayala GE. Stromogenic prostatic carci-
noma pattern (carcinomas with reactive stromal grade 3) 
in needle biopsies predicts biochemical recurrence-free sur-
vival in patients after radical prostatectomy. Hum Pathol. 
2007; 38:1611–1620.

4.	 Tuxhorn JA, Ayala GE, Smith MJ, Smith VC, Dang TD, 
Rowley DR. Reactive Stroma in Human Prostate Cancer. 
Clin Cancer Res. 2002; 8:2912–2923.

5.	 Saigusa S, Toiyama Y, Tanaka K, Yokoe T, Okugawa Y, 
Fujikawa H, Matsusita K, Kawamura M, Inoue Y, Miki C, 
Kusunoki M. Cancer-associated fibroblasts correlate with 
poor prognosis in rectal cancer after chemoradiotherapy. Int 
J Oncol. 2011; 38:655–663.

6.	 Farmer P, Bonnefoi H, Anderle P, Cameron D, Wirapati 
P, Becette V, Andre S, Piccart M, Campone M, Brain E, 
MacGrogan G, Petit T, Jassem J, Bibeau F, Blot E, Bogaerts 
J, et al. A stroma-related gene signature predicts resistance 
to neoadjuvant chemotherapy in breast cancer. Nat Med. 
2009; 15:68–74.

7.	 Kojima Y, Acar A, Eaton EN, Mellody KT, Scheel C, Ben-
Porath I, Onder TT, Wang ZC, Richardson AL, Weinberg 
RA, Orimo A. Autocrine TGF-beta and stromal cell-derived 
factor-1 (SDF-1) signaling drives the evolution of tumor-
promoting mammary stromal myofibroblasts. Proc Natl 
Acad Sci. 2010; 107:20009–20014.

8.	 Tuxhorn JA, McAlhany SJ, Yang F, Dang TD, Rowley 
DR. Inhibition of Transforming Growth Factor-β Activity 
Decreases Angiogenesis in a Human Prostate Cancer-
reactive Stroma Xenograft Model. Cancer Res. 2002; 
62:6021–6025.

9.	 Orimo A, Gupta PB, Sgroi DC, Arenzana-Seisdedos 
F, Delaunay T, Naeem R, Carey VJ, Richardson AL, 
Weinberg RA. Stromal fibroblasts present in invasive 
human breast carcinomas promote tumor growth and angio-
genesis through elevated SDF-1/CXCL12 secretion. Cell. 
2005; 121:335–348.

10.	 Olumi AF, Grossfeld GD, Hayward SW, Carroll PR, 
Tlsty TD, Cunha GR. Carcinoma-associated Fibroblasts 
Direct Tumor Progression of Initiated Human Prostatic 
Epithelium. Cancer Res. 1999; 59:5002–5011.

11.	 Hu M, Peluffo G, Chen H, Gelman R, Schnitt S, Polyak K. 
Role of COX-2 in epithelial-stromal cell interactions and 
progression of ductal carcinoma in situ of the breast. Proc 
Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2009; 106:3372–3377.

12.	 Yang F, Tuxhorn JA, Ressler SJ, McAlhany SJ, Dang TD, 
Rowley DR. Stromal Expression of Connective Tissue 
Growth Factor Promotes Angiogenesis and Prostate Cancer 
Tumorigenesis. Cancer Research. 2005; 65:8887–8895.

13.	 Tomas D, Spajic B, Milosevic M, Demirovic A, Marusic Z, 
Kruslin B. Intensity of stromal changes predicts biochemi-
cal recurrence-free survival in prostatic carcinoma. Scand J 
Urol Nephrol. 2010; 44:284–290.



Oncotarget20138www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget

14.	 Rhim AD, Oberstein PE, Thomas DH, Mirek ET, Palermo 
CF, Sastra SA, Dekleva EN, Saunders T, Becerra CP, 
Tattersall IW, Westphalen CB, Kitajewski J, Fernandez-
Barrena MG, Fernandez-Zapico ME, Iacobuzio-Donahue C, 
Olive KP, et al. Stromal Elements Act to Restrain, Rather 
Than Support, Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma. Cancer 
Cell. 2014; 25:735–747.

15.	 Özdemir BC, Pentcheva-Hoang T, Carstens JL, Zheng X, 
Wu C-C, Simpson TR, Laklai H, Sugimoto H, Kahlert 
C, Novitskiy SV, De Jesus-Acosta A, Sharma P, Heidari 
P, Mahmood U, Chin L, Moses HL, et al. Depletion of 
Carcinoma-Associated Fibroblasts and Fibrosis Induces 
Immunosuppression and Accelerates Pancreas Cancer with 
Reduced Survival. Cancer Cell. 2014; 25:719–734.

16.	 Kalluri R, Zeisberg M. Fibroblasts in cancer. Nat Rev 
Cancer. 2006; 6:392–401.

17.	 Karnoub AE, Dash AB, Vo AP, Sullivan A, Brooks MW, 
Bell GW, Richardson AL, Polyak K, Tubo R, Weinberg 
RA. Mesenchymal stem cells within tumour stroma pro-
mote breast cancer metastasis. Nature. 2007; 449:557–563.

18.	 Kucerova L, Skolekova S, Matuskova M, Bohac M, 
Kozovska Z. Altered features and increased chemosensi-
tivity of human breast cancer cells mediated by adipose 
tissue-derived mesenchymal stromal cells. BMC Cancer 
2013; 13:535.

19.	 Hinz B, Phan S, Thannickal V, Galli A, Bochaton-Piallat 
M, Gabbiani G. The myofibroblast: one function, multiple 
origins. Am J Pathol. 2007; 170:1807–1816.

20.	 Hinz B, Phan SH, Thannickal VJ, Prunotto M, Desmoulière 
A, Varga J, De Wever O, Mareel M, Gabbiani G. Recent 
Developments in Myofibroblast Biology: Paradigms 
for Connective Tissue Remodeling. Am J Path. 2012; 
180:1340–1355.

21.	 Maitland NJ. Carcinoma-derived exosomes modify 
microenvironment. Oncotarget. 2015; 6:1344–1345. doi: 
10.18632/oncotarget.3182.

22.	 Webber J, Steadman R, Mason MD, Tabi Z, Clayton A. 
Cancer exosomes trigger fibroblast to myofibroblast differ-
entiation. Cancer Res. 2010; 70:9621–9630.

23.	 Chowdhury R, Webber JP, Gurney M, Mason MD, Tabi 
Z, Clayton A. Cancer exosomes trigger mesenchymal stem 
cell differentiation into pro-angiogenic and pro-invasive 
myofibroblasts. Oncotarget. 2015; 6:715-31. doi: 10.18632/
oncotarget.2711.

24.	 Gu J, Qian H, Shen L, Zhang X, Zhu W, Huang L, Yan Y, 
Mao F, Zhao C, Shi Y, Xu W. Gastric Cancer Exosomes 
Trigger Differentiation of Umbilical Cord Derived 
Mesenchymal Stem Cells to Carcinoma-Associated 
Fibroblasts through TGF-β/Smad Pathway. PLoS One. 
2012; 7:e52465.

25.	 Cho JA, Park H, Lim EH, Lee KW. Exosomes from breast 
cancer cells can convert adipose tissue-derived mesenchy-
mal stem cells into myofibroblast-like cells. Int J Oncol. 
2012; 40:130–138.

26.	 Webber JP, Spary LK, Sanders AJ, Chowdhury R, Jiang 
WG, Steadman R, Wymant J, Jones AT, Kynaston H, 
Mason MD, Tabi Z, Clayton A. Differentiation of tumour-
promoting stromal myofibroblasts by cancer exosomes. 
Oncogene. 2015; 34:290–302.

27.	 Brennan P, Shore AM, Clement M, Hewamana S, M C, 
Jones, Giles P, Fegan C, Pepper C, Brewis IA. Quantitative 
nuclear proteomics reveals new phenotypes altered in lym-
phoblastoid cells. Proteomics-Clinical Applications. 2009; 
3:359–369.

28.	 Sexton K, Balharry D, Brennan P, McLaren J, Brewis 
IA, BéruBé K. Proteomic profiling of human respiratory 
epithelia by iTRAQ reveals biomarkers of exposure and 
harm by tobacco smoke components. Biomarkers. 2011; 
16:567–576.

29.	 Dvorak HF. Tumors: Wounds That Do Not Heal—Redux. 
Cancer Immunology Research. 2015; 3:1–11.

30.	 Karagiannis GS, Poutahidis T, Erdman SE, Kirsch R, 
Riddell RH, Diamandis EP. Cancer-Associated Fibroblasts 
Drive the Progression of Metastasis through both Paracrine 
and Mechanical Pressure on Cancer Tissue. Molecular 
Cancer Research. 2012; 10:1403–1418.

31.	 Costea DE, Hills A, Osman AH, Thurlow J, Kalna G, Huang 
X, Pena Murillo C, Parajuli H, Suliman S, Kulasekara 
KK, Johannessen AC, Partridge M. Identification of Two 
Distinct Carcinoma-Associated Fibroblast Subtypes with 
Differential Tumor-Promoting Abilities in Oral Squamous 
Cell Carcinoma. Cancer Research. 2013; 73:3888–3901.

32.	 Franco OE, Jiang M, Strand DW, Peacock J, Fernandez S, 
Jackson RS, Revelo MP, Bhowmick NA, Hayward SW. 
Altered TGF-β Signaling in a Subpopulation of Human 
Stromal Cells Promotes Prostatic Carcinogenesis. Cancer 
Research. 2011; 71:1272–1281.

33.	 Cho JA, Park H, Lim EH, Kim KH, Choi JS, Lee JH, Shin 
JW, Lee KW. Exosomes from ovarian cancer cells induce 
adipose tissue-derived mesenchymal stem cells to acquire 
the physical and functional characteristics of tumor-support-
ing myofibroblasts. Gynecol Oncol. 2011; 123:379–386.

34.	 Hoshino A, Costa-Silva B, Shen T-L, Rodrigues G, 
Hashimoto A, Tesic Mark M, Molina H, Kohsaka S, Di 
Giannatale A, Ceder S, Singh S, Williams C, Soplop N, 
Uryu K, Pharmer L, King T, et al. Tumour exosome inte-
grins determine organotropic metastasis. Nature. 2015; 
527:329–335.

35.	 Duijvesz D, Luider T, Bangma CH, Jenster G. Exosomes as 
Biomarker Treasure Chests for Prostate Cancer. European 
Urology. 2011; 59:823–831.

36.	 Untergasser G, Gander R, Lilg C, Lepperdinger G, Plas E, 
Berger P. Profiling molecular targets of TGF-beta1 in pros-
tate fibroblast-to-myofibroblast transdifferentiation. Mech 
Ageing Dev. 2005; 126:59–69.

37.	 Saffarini CM, McDonnell EV, Amin A, Spade DJ, Huse 
SM, Kostadinov S, Hall SJ, Boekelheide K. Maturation of 



Oncotarget20139www.impactjournals.com/oncotarget

the developing human fetal prostate in a rodent xenograft 
model. Prostate. 2013; 73:1761–1775.

38.	 Han S, Khuri FR, Roman J. Fibronectin stimulates non-
small cell lung carcinoma cell growth through activation of 
Akt/mammalian target of rapamycin/S6 kinase and inacti-
vation of LKB1/AMP-activated protein kinase signal path-
ways. Cancer Res. 2006; 66:315–323.

39.	 Korshunova I, Caroni P, Kolkova K, Berezin V, Bock E, 
Walmod PS. Characterization of BASP1-mediated neu-
rite outgrowth. Journal of Neuroscience Research. 2008; 
86:2201–2213.

40.	 Wiederkehr A, Staple J, Caroni P. The Motility-Associated 
Proteins GAP-43, MARCKS, and CAP-23 Share Unique 
Targeting and Surface Activity-Inducing Properties. 
Experimental Cell Research. 1997; 236:103–116.

41.	 Hartl M, Nist A, Khan MI, Valovka T, Bister K. Inhibition 
of Myc-induced cell transformation by brain acid-soluble 
protein 1 (BASP1). Proceedings of the National Academy 
of Sciences. 2009; 106:5604–5609.

42.	 Cojoc M, Peitzsch C, Kurth I, Trautmann F, Kunz-
Schughart LA, Telegeev GD, Stakhovsky EA, Walker JR, 
Simin K, Lyle S, Fuessel S, Erdmann K, Wirth MP, Krause 
M, Baumann M, Dubrovska A. Aldehyde Dehydrogenase Is 
Regulated by β-Catenin/TCF and Promotes Radioresistance 
in Prostate Cancer Progenitor Cells. Cancer Research. 2015; 
75:1482–1494.

43.	 Zhao L, Yu N, Guo T, Hou Y, Zeng Z, Yang X, Hu P, Tang 
X, Wang J, Liu M. Tissue Biomarkers for Prognosis of 
Prostate Cancer: A Systematic Review and Meta-analysis. 
Cancer Epidemiology Biomarkers & Prevention. 2014; 
23:1047–1054.

44.	 Li T, Su Y, Mei Y, Leng Q, Leng B, Liu Z, Stass SA, Jiang 
F. ALDH1A1 is a marker for malignant prostate stem cells 
and predictor of prostate cancer patients/’ outcome. Lab 
Invest. 2009; 90:234–244.

45.	 Li H-J, Reinhardt F, Herschman HR, Weinberg RA. 
Cancer-Stimulated Mesenchymal Stem Cells Create a 
Carcinoma Stem Cell Niche via Prostaglandin E2 Signaling. 
Cancer Discovery. 2012; 2:840–855.

46.	 Jester JV, Brown D, Pappa A, Vasiliou V. Myofibroblast 
differentiation modulates keratocyte crystallin protein 
expression, concentration, and cellular light scattering. 
Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2012; 53:770–778.

47.	 Zheng P, Wang Q, Teng J, Chen J. Calumenin and fibulin-1 
on tumor metastasis: Implications for pharmacology. 
Pharmacol Res. 2015; 99:11–15.

48.	 Pedram A, Razandi M, Levin ER. Natriuretic Peptides 
Suppress Vascular Endothelial Cell Growth Factor 
Signaling to Angiogenesis. Endocrinology. 2001; 
142:1578–1586.

49.	 Pin A-L, Houle F, Fournier P, Guillonneau M, Paquet 
ÉR, Simard MJ, Royal I, Huot J. Annexin-1-mediated 
Endothelial Cell Migration and Angiogenesis Are Regulated 
by Vascular Endothelial Growth Factor (VEGF)-induced 

Inhibition of miR-196a Expression. Journal of Biological 
Chemistry. 2012; 287:30541–30551.

50.	 Tomas D, Ulamec M, Hudolin T, Bulimbasic S, Belicza 
M, Kruslin B. Myofibroblastic stromal reaction and expres-
sion of tenascin-C and laminin in prostate adenocarcinoma. 
Prostate Cancer Prostatic Dis. 2006; 9:414–419.

51.	 Guido C, Whitaker-Menezes D, Capparelli C, Balliet R, 
Lin Z, Pestell RG, Howell A, Aquila S, Andò S, Martinez-
Outschoorn U, Sotgia F, Lisanti MP. Metabolic reprogram-
ming of cancer-associated fibroblasts by TGF-β drives 
tumor growth: Connecting TGF-β signaling with “Warburg-
like” cancer metabolism and L-lactate production. Cell 
Cycle. 2012; 11:3019–3035.

52.	 Lisanti MP, Martinez-Outschoorn UE, Sotgia F. Oncogenes 
induce the cancer-associated fibroblast phenotype: 
Metabolic symbiosis and “fibroblast addiction” are new 
therapeutic targets for drug discovery. Cell Cycle. 2013; 
12:2723–2732.

53.	 Ayala G, Morello M, Frolov A, You S, Li R, Rosati F, 
Bartolucci G, Danza G, Adam RM, Thompson TC, Lisanti 
MP, Freeman MR, Di Vizio D. Loss of caveolin-1 in pros-
tate cancer stroma correlates with reduced relapse-free sur-
vival and is functionally relevant to tumour progression. 
The Journal of Pathology. 2013; 231:77–87.

54.	 Pavlides S, Vera I, Gandara R, Sneddon S, Pestell RG, 
Mercier I, Martinez-Outschoorn UE, Whitaker-Menezes 
D, Howell A, Sotgia F, Lisanti MP. Warburg Meets 
Autophagy: Cancer-Associated Fibroblasts Accelerate 
Tumor Growth and Metastasis via Oxidative Stress, 
Mitophagy, and Aerobic Glycolysis. Antioxidants & Redox 
Signaling. 2011; 16:1264–1284.

55.	 Mitchell JP, Court J, Mason MD, Tabi Z, Clayton A. 
Increased exosome production from tumour cell cultures 
using the Integra CELLine Culture System. J Immunol 
Methods. 2008; 335:98–105.

56.	 Webber J, Stone TC, Katilius E, Smith BC, Gordon B, 
Mason MD, Tabi Z, Brewis IA, Clayton A. Proteomics 
Analysis of Cancer Exosomes Using a Novel Modified 
Aptamer-based Array (SOMAscan™) Platform. Mol Cell 
Proteomics. 2014; 13:1050–1064.

57.	 Welton JL, Khanna S, Giles PJ, Brennan P, Brewis IA, 
Staffurth J, Mason MD, Clayton A. Proteomic analysis 
of bladder cancer exosomes. Mol Cell Proteomics. 2010; 
6:1324–1338.

58.	 Webber J, Clayton A. How pure are your vesicles? J 
Extracell Vesicles. 2013;19861

59.	 Shilov IV, Seymour SL, Patel AA, Loboda A, Tang 
WH, Keating SP, Hunter CL, Nuwaysir LM, Schaeffer 
DA. The Paragon Algorithm, a Next Generation Search 
Engine That Uses Sequence Temperature Values and 
Feature Probabilities to Identify Peptides from Tandem 
Mass Spectra. Molecular & Cellular Proteomics. 2007; 
6:1638–1655.


