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Abstract

The principal Epstein–Barr virus (EBV) oncoprotein, latent membrane protein 1 (LMP1) is strongly associated with
nasopharyngeal carcinoma (NPC), a prevalent cancer in China. The epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR) is
important in carcinogenesis, as it is a ubiquitously expressed receptor tyrosine kinase. Signal transducer and
activator of transcription 3 (STAT3) is a master transcriptional regulator in proliferation and apoptosis. Our previous
study demonstrated that the nuclear EGFR could bind to the cyclin D1 promoter directly in the presence of LMP1,
and the correlation between EGFR and STAT3 in NPC remains to be further explored. Here, we have shown that the
interaction of EGFR and STAT3 increased in the nucleus in the presence of LMP1. LMP1 promoted both EGFR and
STAT3 binding to the promoter region of cyclin D1, in turn, enhancing the promoter activity of cyclin D1.
Furthermore, we demonstrated that both transcriptional activity and mRNA levels of cyclin D1 were decreased by
small molecule interference of EGFR and STAT3 activity. These findings may provide a novel linkage between the
EGFR and STAT3 signaling pathways and the activation of cyclin D1 by LMP1 in the carcinogenesis of NPC.
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Introduction
Epstein-Barr virus (EBV) is a ubiquitous herpes virus that
is linked to multiple malignancies, including Burkitt’s
lymphoma, Hodgkin’s disease, gastric cancer esophageal
cancer cervical cancer and prostate cancer and nasopha-
ryngeal carcinoma (NPC) [1-9]. Latent membrane protein
1 (LMP1) encoded by EBV functions as an essential factor
in EBV-induced cell transformation and is expressed in
many of the malignancies associated with EBV. LMP1
protein is detected in approximately 60 percent of tissue
samples from patients with NPC [10,11], while LMP1
mRNA is detected in nasopharyngeal swabs in over 90%
of NPC patients by RT-PCR [12,13]. The frequent expres-
sion of LMP1 in undifferentiated NPC points to a role for
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this viral oncoprotein as a key molecule in NPC patho-
genesis [14-19].
Elevated amounts of the epidermal growth factor re-

ceptor (EGFR) at both the protein and mRNA levels are
detected in the epithelial cell carcinomas including NPC,
and its expression correlates with the levels of LMP1
[20]. Our earlier research reports that LMP1 may in-
crease both expression and phosphorylation levels of
EGFR [21,22] and that LMP1 could regulate the nuclear
accumulation of EGFR in a dose-dependent manner
quantitatively and qualitatively [23]. We also showed
that nuclear EGFR could bind to the cyclin D1 promoter
directly and transactivate the cyclin D1 promoter by
LMP1 in NPC. Many factors such as the epidermal
growth factor, the DNA damage factor, ultraviolet irra-
diation, radiation and cetuximab increase EGFR trans-
location into the nucleus [24-29]. These findings clearly
indicate that EGFR may act as a new factor that directly
target genes related to cellular transformation, cell cycle
regulation, DNA damage repair and replication.
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Signal transducer and activator of transcription 3
(STAT3) is a member of the STAT family of cytoplasmic
proteins that is constitutively active in many human can-
cers [30,31]. Upon stimulation by cytokines or growth
factors, STAT3 translocates into the nucleus to upre-
gulate numerous target genes, such as cyclin D1, c-fos,
c-Myc, Bcl-XL, and VEGF, stimulating cell proliferation
and preventing apoptosis. Overexpression and activation
of STAT3 is strongly associated with NPC [32-34]. Our
previous finding showed that EBV LMP1 stimulates the
phosphorylation of STAT3 at both tyrosine 705 (Tyr
705) and serine 727 (Ser 727) [35]. Furthermore, we
demonstrated that LMP1 signals through the Janus kin-
ase 3 (JAK3) and extracellular signal-regulated kinase
1/2 (ERK1/2) pathways upon the activation (or transac-
tivation) of STAT3. LMP1 may induce vascular endothe-
lial growth factor (VEGF) expression via the JAK/STAT
and mitogen-activated protein kinase (MAPK)/ERK sig-
naling pathways [34]. The relationship between LMP1
regulated STAT3 and other target genes remain unclear.
Cyclin D1 is a key regulatory protein at the G1/S

checkpoint of the cell cycle. A recent census concluded
that cyclin D1 gene amplification and overexpression
are present in breast cancer, lung cancer, melanoma and
oral squamous cell carcinomas [30,36,37]. Our previous
studies have shown that LMP1 can activate cyclin D1
gene expression [38], upregulate the promoter activity
of cyclin D1 by inducing c-Jun/Jun B heterodimers [39]
and via EGFR transcriptional activity as well as tran-
scriptional intermediary factor 2 (TIF2) interaction [40]
in NPC cell lines. Therefore, we explored whether
LMP1 regulated transactivation of the cyclin D1 pro-
moter via activated EGFR and STAT3 in NPC would
provide a new link in understanding the mechanisms of
carcinogenesis and progression of NPC.
In this study, we found that LMP1 promoted the inter-

action of EGFR and STAT3 in the nucleus. The nuclear
EGFR and STAT3 could target the cyclin D1 promoter
directly, in turn, upregulating the cyclin D1 promoter
activity and mRNA level. Furthermore, knockdown of
EGFR and STAT3 decreased cyclin D1 promoter activity.
Our results provide a novel linkage between deregulated
EGFR signaling and the activation of cyclin D1 gene
expression induced by LMP1 in NPC tumorigenesis.

Material and methods
Cell lines
CNE1 is an LMP1-negtive, poorly differentiated NPC
cell line. CNE1- LMP1 is a stably transfected cell
line, established by introducing LMP1 cDNA into
CNE1 cells, and the cell line stably expressing LMP1
[17,34,41-43]. Two cell lines were grown in RPMI
1640 (GIBCO BRL, U.S.A.), containing 10% fetal calf
serum and 100 U/ml penicillin/streptomycin, and all
cell lines grew, at 37°C under 5% CO2 and 95% air at
99% humidity.

Plasmids
Plasmid (pCCD1-Luc), kindly provided by Dr. Strauss M,
contained 3.9 kb of the human cyclin D1 promoter cloned
into the multiple cloning sites of pBSK+, driving the gene
expression for firefly luciferase. The pcDNA3.1-EGFR ex-
pression plasmid was constructed by cloning the whole
EGFR coding fragment into XhoI sites of the pcDNA3.1
vector. Expression plasmid for dominant negative mutant
of EGFR (EGFR-DN) had a deletion of 533 amino acids at
the N terminus, which competitively inhibited the activa-
tion of EGFR, and was cloned into pcDNA3.1. The pSG5-
STAT3 was obtained from whole STAT3 coding fragment
cloned into XhoI sites of the pSG5 vector. Expression
plasmid for dominant negative mutant of STAT3
(STAT3β) had a deletion of 55-residue in C-terminal
transactivation domain of STAT3 and replaced by seven
unique C-terminal residues (CT7) [44]. The EGFR and
STAT3 motif mutation (designated as pD1-mut-Luc)
from pCCD1-Luc were generated by PCR based on an
overlap extension technique. The primers used for
generating mutations were: 5′- CTCCACCTCACCCCC-
TAAAT-3′ and 5′-AGGGATGGCTTTTGGGCTCT -3′.
PCR-amplified fragments carrying the desired mutations
were then cloned into Xba I sites of the pBSK + vector.
The construction of expected TAKARA Biotechnology
completed mutations and the sequencing of integrity
of the vector. DNAzyme 1 (DZ1) is an LMP1-targeted
DNAzyme that binds and cleaves LMP1 RNA in a highly
sequence-specific manner [19]. And the control oligo-
nucleotide of DZ1 (TAKARA, China) was designed by
inverting the catalytic core sequence. To monitor transfec-
tion efficiency, pRL-SV40 (Promega, U.S.A) was used as
an internal control.

Preparation of cell lysates and cell fractions
For whole cell lysates, 107/ml cultured cells were har-
vested and washed twice with ice-cold phosphate-buffered
saline (PBS), and then lysed in the 500 μl lysis buffer
[10 mM Tris–HCl, pH 8.0; 1 mM EDTA, 2% sodium do-
decyl sulfate (SDS); 5 mM dithiothreitol (DTT); 10 mM
phenylmethyl sulfonylfluoride (PMSF); 1 mM Na3VO4;
1 mM NaF; 10% (vol/vol) glycerol; protease inhibitors
cocktail tablet (Roche, Switzerland)] for 30 min on ice and
centrifuged at 15,000 × g for 10 min. The supernatant was
collected and stored at −70°C until used.
For Preparation of cytoplasmic and nuclear fractions,

107/ml cells were washed with PBS and suspended in
200 μl of lysis buffer (10 mM Hepes, pH 7.9; 10 mM
KCl; 0.1 mM EDTA; 0.1 mM EGTA; 1 mM DTT;
0.5 mM PMSF; and protease inhibitor cocktail). The
cells were incubated on ice for 15 min, after which 6.5 μl
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of 12.5% NP-40 was added; the contents were mixed and
then centrifuged for 1 min at 12,000 rpm. The super-
natant was saved as cytoplasmic fraction. The pellet was
resuspended in 12.5 μl of ice-cold nuclear extraction
buffer (20 mM Hepes, pH 7.9; 0.4 M NaCl; 1 mM
EDTA; 1 mM EGTA; 1 mM DTT; 1 mM PMSF; and
protease inhibitor cocktail) and incubated on ice for
40 min with mixing every 10 min, then they were centri-
fuged for 5 min at 12,000 rpm at 4°C. The supernatant
was saved as nuclear fraction. The cytosolic and nuclear
fractions were stored at −70°C until used.

Western blot analysis
Fifty microgram (μg) of the total proteins from cell pre-
parations were separated on 10% SDS- polyacrylamide
gel electrophoresis and then electrotransfered onto the
nitrocellulose membrane. The membranes were blocked
with buffer containing 5% non-fat milk in PBS with
0.05% Tween-20 (PBST) for 2 hrs, and incubated with
different primary antibodies (anti-EGFR or anti-STAT3)
overnight at 4°C. After second wash with PBST, the
membranes were incubated with anti-rabbit (sc-2004,
Santa Cruz, U.S.A.) or anti-mouse (sc-2005, Santa Cruz,
U.S.A.) horseradish peroxidase- conjugated secondary
antibody for 1 hr. at room temperature and color was
developed with the enhanced chemiluminescence de-
tection kit (ECL, Pierce, U.S.A.), then, and followed by
exposure to autoradiographic film. The antibodies used
were as follows: EGFR (sc-03-G, Santa Cruz, U.S.A.),
p-EGFR (sc-12351, Santa Cruz, U.S.A.), STAT3 (#9132,
Cell Signaling Technology, U.S.A.), p-STAT3 (#9131,
Cell Signaling Technology, U.S.A.), β-actin (sc-8432,
Santa Cruz, U.S.A.), α-tubulin (sc-5286, Santa Cruz,
U.S.A.), Nucleolin (sc-8031, Santa Cruz, U.S.A.), cyclin
D1 (Cat# 2261–1, Epitomics, U.S.A.).

Co-immunoprecipitation analysis and immunoblotting
analysis
Cell extracts were prepared with harvested cells from
CNE1 and CNE1-LMP1 lysed in an immunoprecipi-
tation (IP) lysis buffer (50 mM Tris–HCl, 150 mM NaCl,
10% NP-40, 1 mM EDTA, 10% glycerol, 10 mM NaF,
1 mM Na3VO4, 1 mM DTT, 1 mM PMSF, and protease
inhibitor cocktail tablet). Two milligram (mg) of protein
prepared were mixed with 40 μl of protein A-Sepharose
beads (Sigma, U.S.A.) in the IP assay buffer (1× PBS,
0.5% Nonidet P-40, 0.5% sodium deoxycholate, 0.1%
SDS), incubated at 4°C for 2 hrs with gentle agitation
and centrifuged for 10 min at 2,000 rpm for preclearing.
The recovered supernatant was incubated with either
2 μg of anti-EGFR or 2 μg of anti-STAT3in the pre-
sence of 1× protease inhibitors at 4°C overnight with
mild shaking. Followed by addition of 50 μl of Protein
A-Sepharose beads and the incubation were continued
for 2 hrs at 4°C with gentle shaking. Then, Protein
A-precipitated protein complex was recovered by cen-
trifugation for 10 sec. at 12,000 rpm and followed
washed three times with IP assay buffer, the harvested
beads were resuspended in 30 μl of 2× SDS PAGE sam-
ple buffer were boiled for 5 min. to release the bound
protein. A 20 μg aliquot of cell lysate was used as an
input control. The samples were then analyzed by
Western blot. Antibodies for Western blot detection
were EGFR IgG antibody and STAT3 IgG antibody.

Transient transfection and luciferase assay
Cells were cultured in 24-well plates at a density of 1 × 105

per well overnight and were transfected with Lipofecta-
mine™ 2,000 (Invitrogen, U.S.A.) as the manufacturer’s
instructions. Each transfection contained 800 ng/well of
pCCD1-Luc or pD1-mut-Luc firefly luciferase reporter
and 80 ng/well of internal control pRL-SV40 or contained
400 ng/well of firefly luciferase reporter and 80 ng/well of
internal control pRL-SV40 together with 200 ng/well of
each expression plasmid or blank expression plasmid
necessary to normalize the amount of DNA transfected.
Twenty-four hrs. after transfection, cells were harvested
at 36 hrs. after transfection and lysates were analyzed
for luciferase activity using the Dual Luciferase Reporter
assay (Promega, U.S.A.) according to the manufacturer’s
directions with a GloMax™ Microplate Luminometer
(Promega, U.S.A.). The luciferase reporter plasmids were
co-transfected with pRL-SV40 to correct for variations
in transfection efficiency. The relative luciferase activity
normalized to the value of pRL-SV40 activity. Results were
expressed as fold induction of pCCD1-Luc activity in
CNE1 cells, which was assigned a value of 1. WHI-P131,
PD98059 and AG1478 inhibited the activities of cyclin
D1 induced by stable expression LMP1. CNE1-LMP1
cells were transfected with cyclin D1 promoter-reporter
construct and Renilla luciferase plasmid as an internal
control. The data represent the mean ± SD of the three
independent experiments performed in triplicate.
To observe WHI-P131, PD98059 and AG1478 inhi-

biting the activities of cyclin D1 induced by stable ex-
pression LMP1, 24 hrs. after transfection, cells were
treated with WHI-P131 (Calbiochem, U.S.A. ), PD98059
(Cell Signalling Technology, U.S.A. ), AG1478 (Cell Sig-
nalling Technolgoy, U.S.A.) or 0.1% DMSO for 2 hr.
Cells were harvested at 26 h after transfection and sub-
jected to the luciferase assay. Empty firefly reporter vec-
tor served as the negative control.

Electrophoretic mobility shift assay (EMSA)
EMSA for EGFR/STAT3 binding to cyclin D1 was
performed using the LightShift™ Chemiluminesent EMSA
kit (Pierce, U.S.A ) and was conducted according to
the manufacturer’s protocol. Briefly, Double-stranded
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oligonucleotides, were labeled using the biotin 3′end
labeling (Invitrogen, U.S.A ). Ten μg of nuclear extracts
were incubated with 2 μl biotin-labeled probes in binding
buffer for 20 min. at room temperature. Additionally,
increasing concentrations of 200- fold of excess of a
cold competitive oligonucleotide (biotin- unlabeled probe)
and NF-κB biotin-unlabeled probe (as a nonspecific com-
petitive probe) were added to confirm specificity of the
interaction. The reaction mixture was then loaded onto
10% non- denaturing polyacrylamide gel containing 0.5×
Tris borate (TBE) and electro- phoresed in 0.5× TBE at
4°C prior to visualization according to the manufacturer;
Followed by transferred to BiodyneR B Nylon membrane,
avidin-HRP to probes, and visualized and quantitated
with a PhosphorImager (Bio Rad, U.S.A). All the double-
stranded probes were synthesized as follows: for the
putative binding site of EGFR in the cyclin D1 promoter:
5′-TCGCTGAGATTCTTTGGCCGTCTG-3′ (wild type)
and 5′-TCGCTGAGATACTCGGGCCGTCTG-3′ (mu-
tated type). For the STAT3 binding site in cyclin D1
promoter: 5′-GTGGCGTTCTTGGAAATGCG- CCCA-
3′ (wild type) and 5′-GTGGCGAGCTTGTGAATGCG
CCCA-3′ (mutated type).
To verify the involvement of EGFR, STAT3, LMP1 in

the complex, DZ1, small molecular inhibitors AG1478,
WHI-P 131and PD98059, was added to the mixture con-
taining the nuclear extracts and biotin-labeled probes
and incubated at room temperature or on ice for an
additional 10 min.

RNA interference
We used EGFR siRNA and STAT3 siRNA to reduce
EGFR and STAT3 gene expression. The siRNA se-
quences for EGFR (sc-29301, Santa Cruz, U.S.A) and
STAT3 (sc-29493, Santa Cruz, U.S.A ), and the negative
control siRNA (sc-37007, Santa Cruz, U.S.A ) (silencer
negative control) were purchased from Santa Cruz. Cells
were plated at 30% to 40% confluency, in RPMI 1640
and 10% FCS. The indicated siRNA (100 pmol EGFR
siRNA; and/or 100 pmol of STAT3 siRNA) was trans-
fected in six-well plates using 10 μl Lipofect AMINE as
recommended (Invitrogen, U.S.A ) for 6 hrs. in serum-
free medium. Medium containing serum was added to
bring the concentrations of serum to those indicated
above.
To study transcriptional activity of endogenous EGFR

and STAT3, cells were transiently cotransfected with
pCCD1-Luc, and 10 nM of the noncoding control
siRNA as a control.

RT-PCR and quantitative real-time PCR
Cells were transfected with the specified siRNAs and
placed in RPMI 1640 with 5% FCS. Forty-eight hours
later, they were harvested for RNA isolation using Trizol
(Invitrogen, U.S.A). RNA was reverse transcribed with
random primers and SuperScript II reverse transcriptase
according to Invitrogen’s protocol. The RT Real-Time
SYBR/ROX PCR Master Mix was purchased from
TAKARA; and PCR analysis was performed on an Applied
Biosystems 7500 Real-Time PCR System, according to the
instructions of the manufacturer. The RT-PCRs were per-
formed in duplicates for four independent experiments
and the results were normalized to the respective expres-
sion levels of actin. The primer sequences were for cyclin
D1 (forward) 5′-CTCCACCTCACC- CCCTAAAT -3′
and (reverse) 5′-AGAGCCCAAAAGCCATCC-3′ and for
actin (forward) 5′-TTCC- AGCCTTCCTTCCTGGG-3′
and (reverse) 5′-TTGCGC- TCAGGAGGAGCAAT-3′.
The amplification product of cyclin D1 was 177 bp. The
mean ± SD of three independent experiments is shown.

Flow cytometry
Flow cytometry was used to quantify cells in each phase of
the cell cycle. Cells (2 × 105) were plated into 6-well plates
and treated with the indicated siRNAs after 24 hrs. Cells
were harvested after an additional 72 hrs, washed with
PBS and fixed in 70% ethanol overnight at 4°C. To detect
the fluorescent intensity of certain proteins, cells were
counterstained in the dark with 50 μg/ml phosphatidyl
inositol (PI) and 0.1% ribonuclease A (RNase A) in 400 μl
of PBS at 25°C for 30 min. Stained cells were assayed
and quantified using a FACSort Flow Cytometer (Becton
Dickinson, U.S.A).

Statistical analysis
All statistical calculations were performed with the sta-
tistical software program SPSS ver.10.0. Differences bet-
ween various groups were evaluated by the Student’s
t test. The difference was of statistical significance, when
p <0.05.

Results
LMP1 promoted the interaction of EGFR with STAT3 in
NPC cells
To investigate the possible interaction of EGFR and
STAT3 in NPC cells, co-immunoprecipitation (co-IP)
with immunoblot analysis was performed. An anti-EGFR
antibody pulled down an immunocomplex, and then
Western blotting was performed to analyze the STAT3
protein in the complex. Data in Figure 1A show that
EGFR interacted with STAT3 using an anti-EGFR anti-
body while LMP1 increased the interaction of EGFR
with STAT3. In addition, Figure 1B indicates that STAT3
interacted with EGFR using an anti-STAT3 antibody,
and the interaction of STAT3 with EGFR increased
under the regulation of LMP1. Our previous study de-
monstrated that LMP1 promoted the phosphorylation of
STAT3 and EGFR [35,45], Additional file 1: Figure S1



Figure 1 LMP1 affected the interaction of EGFR and STAT3. Two mg of protein from cell lysates were immunoprecipitated with an anti-EGFR
antibody (A) or anti-STAT3 antibody (B) and analyzed by Western blotting with a STAT3 and EGFR antibodies. Negative controls included
immunoprecipitation with an unrelated antibody (IgG). ®-actin were used as an internal control of Inuput. The bottom panels show the 50 μg
of input materials. IP: immunoprecipitation, IB: immunoblot, kDa: kilodalton.
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shows that interaction of phosphorylated ETGR with
phosphorylated STAT3 increased in the presence of
LMP1. These data indicate that EGFR interacts with
STAT3 in NPC cells with LMP1 increasing the interaction.
LMP1 induced EGFR and STAT3 nuclear translocation in
NPC cells
To confirm the interaction of EGFR with STAT3 in the
nucleus under the regulation of LMP1 at the cellular
sublocalization level, co-IP and Western blotting were
performed from both cytosolic and nuclear fractions.
Cytosolic fractions and nuclear extracts were prepared
from CNE1 and CNE1-LMP1 cells, and a co-IP was
performed with anti-EGFR (Figure 2A) or anti-STAT3
(Figure 2B) specific antibodies. Nucleolin was used as a
control for nuclear extractions while α-tubulin was
regarded as a cytosolic extraction control (input panels
of Figure 2A). Immunoprecipitation with anti-EGFR anti-
body in Figure 2A shows that EGFR interacted with
STAT3 in both the cytoplasm and nucleus, while LMP1
increased the presence of an EGFR and STAT3 immuno-
complex in the nucleus. The IgG control did not detect an
EGFR and STAT3 immunocomplex. Using an anti STAT3
antibody, Figure 2B further confirmed that STAT3 inter-
acted with EGFR and that LMP1 promoted the interaction
of EGFR with STAT3 in the nucleus. Taken together, these
data indicate that LMP1 increased the accumulation of
EGFR and STAT3 in the nucleus and shifted the inter-
action of EGFR with STAT3 from the cytosolic fraction
into the nucleus of NPC cells.
LMP1 activated the activity of cyclin D1 promoter by the
EGFR and STAT3 pathways
Because cyclin D1 contains both EGFR and STAT3 binding
sites adjacent within three nucleotides[31], we addressed
whether nuclear accumulation and the interaction between
EGFR and STAT3 at the cyclin D1 promoter was under
the regulation of the oncoprotein LMP1. The effect of
LMP1 on the transcriptional activation of cyclin D1 was
examined using a luciferase reporter construct, pCCD1-
wt-Luc, driven by the cyclin D1 promoter that contained
both EGFR and STAT3 binding sites (Figure 3A). First, we
constructed a mutant cyclin D1 promoter luciferase re-
porter plasmid, pCCD1-mt-Luc, to which no transcription
factors would bind at a cyclin D1 promoter region accord-
ing to a database search (TFSEARCH, http://www.cbrc.jp/
research/db/TFSEARCH) (Figure 3A). Then, we trans-
fected the plasmid into CNE1 and CNE1-LMP1 cells, and
LMP1 increased the cyclin D1 promoter activity while the
mutant cyclin D1 promoter decreased the cyclin D1 pro-
moter activity (column 5 and column 6 of Figure 3B). As
shown in Figure 3B, EGFR increased the luciferase expres-
sion in CNE1-LMP1 cells (column 7) but not in CNE1
cells (column 3). Mutations in the cyclin D1 promoter
greatly (column 6) were attenuated its transcriptional activ-
ity in the presence of LMP1 while EGFR rescued the cyclin
D1 promoter activity partially (column 8), indicating that
LMP1 positively regulates the activity of the cyclin D1 pro-
moter under EGFR. Furthermore, data in Figure 3C dem-
onstrate that STAT3 increased the activity of the cyclin D1
promoter in the presence of LMP1 (column 7 of Figure 3C)
while the cyclin D1 promoter activity were decreased

http://www.cbrc.jp/research/db/TFSEARCH
http://www.cbrc.jp/research/db/TFSEARCH


Figure 2 LMP1 induced co-localization of EGFR and STAT3 in the nucleus. Endogenous association of EGFR (A) with STAT3 (B) in NPC cells
without or with LMP1 expression. Equal amounts of fractionated cellular proteins were immunoprecipitated with an anti-EGFR or anti-STAT3
antibody and loaded for Western blotting. Input samples from equal amounts of proteins blotted for EGFR, STAT3, nucleolin, and α-tubulin are
shown as loading and fractionation controls. N: nuclear fraction, C: cytosolic fraction, IB: immunoblot.
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greatly after mutating the EGFR and STAT3 binding sites
in the Cyclin D1 promoter (column 8 of Figure 3C), further
indicating that LMP1 upregulates the activity of the cyclin
D1 promoter through STAT3.

Inhibitors of both EGFR and STAT3 signaling pathways
attenuated LMP1-augmented cyclin D1 promoter
activities and protein levels
Abnormal cell cycle regulation due to Cyclin D1 over-
expression is a common occurrence in human cancers
(including NPC), and both EGFR and STAT3 could tar-
get cyclin D1 promoter activity [31,35,46]. To further
confirm whether the EGFR signaling pathway affects the
activity of the cyclin D1 promoter directly, a dominant-
negative (DN) variant of EGFR lacking 533 amino acids
of the cytoplasmic domain, EGFR-DN [47], was used. The
mutant is able to block signaling stemming from several
members of the ErbB family and other receptor tyrosine
kinases (RTKs). Meanwhile, a specific DNAzyme DZ1 that
is targeted to the transmembrane domains of LMP1[19]
decreased the level of LMP1 expression. Figure 4A de-
monstrated that both DZ1 and EGFR-DN decreased the
activity of the cyclin D1 promoter in the presence of
LMP1. However, in the presence of EGFR-DN, DZ1 had
almost no inhibitory effect on the cyclin D1 promoter
activity. STAT3β lacks 55-residues in the C-terminal
transactivation domain that is present in STAT3α. Instead,
seven unique C-terminal residues act as their full-length
counterpart by virtue of missing the C-terminal trans-
activation domain [44]. Additionally, Figure 4B shows that
STAT3β attenuated cyclin D1 promoter activity. In
contrast DZ1 inhibitory effect was intact in the presence
of STAT3β. Nevertheless DZ1 and STAT3β inhibitory ef-
fects are not synergistic.
Nuclear accumulation of EGFR and STAT3 is de-

pendent on the activation of the related signaling path-
ways. CNE1-LMP1 cells were treated with the small
molecule inhibitor WHI-P131, a specific inhibitor of
STAT3 phosphorylation at residue tyrosine 705 and
serine 727. Both the promoter activity (Figure 4C) and
the protein level (Figure 4D) of cyclin D1 decreased
greatly upon WHI-P131 treatment. Treatment with
PD98059, a chemical inhibitor that blocks the nuclear
translocation of STAT3, also decreased cyclin D1 promoter
activity (Figure 4C) and protein expression (Figure 4D).
On the other hand, the data in Figure 4C and Figure 4D
indicated that AG1478, an EGFR specific tyrosine kin-
ase inhibitor, decreased the transcriptional activity of
the cyclin D1 promoter and protein level. WHI-P131
was less efficient in the presence of PD98059 in cyclin
D1 transcription (Figure 4C) but not cyclin D1 protein
level (Figure 4D). siSTAT3 or WHI-P131 induced a
stronger inhibition of cyclin D1 promoter activity than
siEGFR or AG1478. Taken together, these data suggest
that both EGFR and STAT3 signaling pathways are in-
volved in the transcriptional activity of Cyclin D1 pro-
moter and protein levels.

LMP1 regulated the nuclear EGFR and STAT3 binding to
the cyclin D1 promoter region directly
Next, we addressed whether the nuclear interaction of
EGFR and STAT3 associates with the cyclin D1



Figure 3 Identification of an EGFR and STAT3 response element in the cyclin D1 promoter. (A) Schematic diagram of mutant cyclin D1
promoter constructs are shown. The expansion for EGFR and STAT3 binding site illustrates the wild-type sequence and frames the nucleotides
replaced by mutations. (B-C) Dual luciferase-reporter assays were performed in LMP1-negative and LMP-positive CNE1 cells after co-transfection
of a wild type or mutant cyclin D1 promoter-reporter construct, plasmids expressing wild-type EGFR or STAT3, and a Renilla luciferase transfection
control plasmid. The fold induction by EGFR and STAT3 is displayed as the ratio of promoter activity obtained with wild-type compared to the
DNA-binding mutant. (mean ± SD, n = 3, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01). mt: mutation, wt: wild-type.
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promoter directly using electrophoresis mobility shift
assay (EMSA) in CNE1 and CNE1-LMP1 cells. The
probes, which contain EGFR or STAT3 binding sites ac-
cording to the previous report [31], were labeled with
biotin. As shown in Figure 5A, we found significant
binding of nuclear protein to cyclin D1 (lane 2) while
LMP1 promoted more nuclear protein binding (lane 3),
indicating that LMP1 promoted STAT3 binding to the
cyclin D1 promoter. The complex in CNE1-LMP1 cells
was abolished by adding cold STAT3 binding sequence
(Figure 5A, lane 4) but not by a mutation in the STAT3
binding sequence (Figure 5A, lane 5) or a nonspecific
binding sequence (Figure 5A, lane 6). After we mutated
the plasmid containing functional mutated cyclin D1
promoters, we could not detect the band in either
CNE1 or CNE1-LMP1 cells (lanes 8 and 9 of Figure 5A).
After the CNE1 cells were treated with IL-6 to induce
STAT3 activation, we observed STAT3 binding in the
cyclin D1 promoter (Figure 5B). After the CNE1-LMP1
cells were treated with the STAT3 inhibitors WHI-P131
and PD98059 (Figure 5B), we observed that STAT3
binding in the cyclin D1 promoter decreased. Taken
together, LMP1 promoted STAT3 binding to the Cyclin
D1 promoter.
To address whether nuclear EGFR is involved with the

cyclin D1 promoter directly, we mutated the cyclin D1
promoter sequence such that no transcription factor
binds. As shown in Figure 5C, biotin-labeled wild-type
EGFR oligonucleotide and nuclear EGFR formed a spe-
cific complex in CNE1- LMP1 cells (Figure 5C lane 3).
With a mutated EGFR probe, no specific complex band
was present (Figure 5C lane 5), whereas a weak band
was detected in CNE1 cells. Formation of this complex
from CNE1- LMP1 cells was blocked by competition
with the cold EGFR (Figure 5C lane 4) but not by
the mutated EGFR or nonspecific nucleotide NF-κB
(Figure 5C lanes 6 and 7). After blocking the EGFR
signaling pathway with the small molecule inhibitor
AG1478, the band indicating a complex was weaker in
the CNE1-LMP1 nuclear proteins (Figure 5D). To con-
firm that LMP1 controlled the cyclin D1 promoter, the
CNE1-LMP1 cells were treated with DZ1, which is a



Figure 4 Inhibitors and dominant negative mutants targeting the EGFR and STAT3 pathways attenuated LMP1-augmented cyclin D1
promoter activity. (A-B) Stable expression of EGFR-DN and STAT3β inhibited the LMP1-increased activity of cyclin D1. The indicated NPC cell
lines were transfected with a cyclin D1 promoter-reporter construct, a Renilla luciferase transfection control plasmid, and an EGFR-DN or STAT3-β
expression plasmid. Twenty-four hrs. after transfection, the cells were treated with DNAzymes or a control oligo (2 μM) for 12 hrs. Cells were
harvested at 36 hrs. after transfection and subjected to the luciferase assay. Firefly luciferase was measured and normalized to Renilla luciferase
activity. The results were expressed as fold induction of the reporter activity in vector-transfected CNE1 cells, which was assigned a value of 1.
(mean ± SD, n =3, *p < 0.05) (C) WHI-P131, PD98059 and AG1478 inhibited the activity of cyclin D1 induced by stable expression of LMP1.
CNE1-LMP1 cells were transfected with a cyclin D1 promoter-reporter construct and a Renilla luciferase plasmid as an internal control. Twenty-four
hrs. after transfection, the cells were treated with WHI-P131, PD98059, AG1478 or 0.1% DMSO for 2 hrs. The cells were harvested at 26 hrs. after
transfection and subjected to the luciferase assay. An empty firefly reporter vector served as a control (n = 3). * p < 0.05. (D) WHI-P131, PD98059 and
AG1478 inhibited the expression of cyclin D1 induced by stable expression of LMP1. The cells were harvested for Western Blot at 8 hrs. after the
treatment of WHI-P131, PD98059, AG1478 or 0.1% DMSO. β-actin was served as an internal control.
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specific LMP1-targeted DNAzyme construct [19]. Data
in Figure 5E showed that the complex band of biotin-
labeled EGFR nucleotide with nuclear protein weakened
in CNE1-LMP1 cells after treatment with DZ1. Taken
together, these results show that LMP1 regulates the
binding capacity of EGFR, STAT3 to the cyclin D1 pro-
moter region in vitro.

LMP1 induced EGFR and STAT3 to activate cyclin D1
gene expression
To address whether EGFR and STAT3 may be involved in
cyclin D1 activity, we knocked down EGFR or STAT3 with
siRNA. After we introduced EGFR siRNA or and STAT3
siRNA in CNE1-LMP1 cells (Figure 6A), the cyclin D1
promoter activity decreased compared to treatment with
nonspecific siRNA (siControl). We also used siRNA to
further confirm the roles of EGFR and STAT3 in the
regulation of cyclin D1 mRNA. Knockdown of EGFR and
STAT3 with siRNA decreased the cyclin D1 mRNA level
in CNE1-LMP1 cells (Figure 6B). We could not detect a
stronger effect of the combined knockdown of EGFR and
STAT3 on cyclin D1 promoter activity or mRNA level. To
further confirm that both EGFR and STAT3 may be
involved in the cyclin D1 protein, we detected the cyclin
D1 protein level after we knocked down EGFR or STAT3
with siRNA. Data in Figure 6C showed that knockdown of
EGFR and STAT3 with siRNA decreased the cyclin D1
protein level in CNE1-LMP1 cells. To further address
how EGFR or STAT3 affects the cell cycle, we performed
FACS analysis on the CNE1-LMP1 cells after knockdown
of EGFR, STAT3 or both. Data in Figure 6D indicated that
the depletion of EGFR, STAT3 or both proteins altered
the cell cycle distribution especially at S phase with
the stimulation of LMP1. Taken together, these findings



Figure 5 LMP1 increased the binding ability of transcription factors EGFR and STAT3 to cyclin D1 promoter in vitro. (A) STAT3 binding
activities within the cyclin D1 promoter were examined by EMSA. A biotin-labeled wild-type STAT3 oligonucleotide probe was incubated with
nuclear extracts of CNE1 and CNE1-LMP1 cells in the presence of a 200-fold excess of unlabeled wild-type STAT3 (lane 4), unlabeled mutant STAT3
oligonucleotides (lane 5), or noncompetitive unlabeled NF-κB oligonucleotide (NS, lane 6). Biotin-labeled mutant STAT3 oligonucleotide probe
was incubated with nuclear extracts of the indicated NPC cell lines (lanes 8–9). (B) Ten micrograms of nuclear extracts were pre-incubated with
biotin-labeled STAT3 oligonucleotide probe in the presence of inhibitors directed against different phosphorylation sites of STAT3 (indicated
above each lane). (C) The biotin-labeled wild-type EGFR oligonucleotide probe was incubated with nuclear extracts of CNE1 and CNE1-LMP1 cells
in the presence of a 200-fold excess of unlabeled wild-type EGFR (lane 4), unlabeled mutant EGFR oligonucleotides (lane 6) or noncompetitive
unlabeled NFκB oligonucleotide (NS, lane 7), and then EGFR DNA binding activities were examined by EMSA. (D-E) The nuclear extracts of CNE1
and CNE1-LMP1 cells were pre-incubated with biotin-labeled EGFR oligonucleotide probe in the presence of inhibitors AG1478, directed against
phosphorylation of EGFR, or DNAzyme 1 (DZ1), targeting LMP1. RD: relative density.
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demonstrate that both EGFR and STAT3 are essential for
cyclin D1 expression in the presence of LMP1.

Discussion
cyclin D1 over-expression is important in the develop-
ment and progression of numerous cancers [48]. Regula-
tion of the cyclin D1 protein level is one of the critical
aspects in cell proliferation and tumor development
[49], indicating that cyclin D1 may be regarded as a
therapeutic target in cancer [50]. Cyclin D1 is upregu-
lated expression in NPC [51]. Overexpressed cyclin D1
in NPC increases the risk of tumor formation and local
disease recurrence [52]. Although cyclin D1 is known to
be a target gene of EGFR and STAT3 [46,53-56], its
transcriptional regulation remains elusive after the infec-
tion of virus. Our previous study reported that LMP1
encoded by EBV could regulate the nuclear accumula-
tion of EGFR and that nuclear EGFR could bind to the
promoters of cyclin D1 and cyclin E to accelerate the
G1/S phase transition. Another report showed that EBV
LMP1 signals through the Janus kinase 3 (JAK3) and
ERK1/2 pathways upon the activation of STAT3 and
STAT transactivation to induce expression of VEGF
[34]. Overexpressed EGFR could activate specifically and
persistently STAT3 after the decrease TGF-beta signaling
pathway [57]. The key contribution of the present study
is to provide a link between signaling via LMP1/EGFR
and LMP1/STAT3, which is consistent with the previous
findings that EBV LMP1 could promote the expression
of EGFR [58,59].
The mechanism by which EBV LMP1 induces EGFR

and STAT3 to enhance the promoter activity and ex-
pression of cyclin D1 involves physical and functional
interaction between EGFR and STAT3. This observation
is in agreement with other reports that nuclear EGFR
interacts with transcription factors, such as STAT3,
E2F1, STAT5 and TIF2 to induce the expression of some
target genes in various cancers [31,40,60-63]. Nuclear
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Figure 6 Cyclin D1 expression is reduced in CNE1-LMP1 cells after treatment with EGFR siRNA and STAT3 siRNA. (A) Dual luciferase-reporter
assays were performed in CNE1-LMP1 cells after co-transfection with either control siRNA (siControl), EGFR siRNA (siEGFR), or STAT3 siRNA
(siSTAT3) in addition to cyclin D1 promoter-reporter constructs and a Renilla luciferase transfection control plasmid. Firefly luciferase was
measured and normalized to Renilla luciferase activity. The fold change in cyclin D1 expression by the indicated siRNA is displayed in each case.
The control siRNA served as a non-targeting control. (mean ± SD, n =3, *p < 0.05) (B) The cells were incubated with medium containing the
indicated siRNAs for 72 h. Total RNA was isolated from the cells and subjected to real-time PCR, using specific primers designed to amplify
cyclin D1. β-actin mRNA served as an internal control. (mean ± SD, n =3, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01). (C) Western Blot was performed in CNE1-LMP1
cells after co-transfection with the indicated siRNAs for 72 h. β-actin was served as an internal control. (D) FACS was performed in CNE1 and
CNE1-LMP1 cells after co-transfection with the indicated siRNAs for 72 h. The data are presented from three independent experiments.
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EGFR-targeted genes including cyclin D1 [54,64], iNOS,
B-Myb, Aurora A and COX-2, have been reported, yet
these studies did not support cyclin D1 as the target
gene co-regulated by EGFR and other transcription fac-
tors after the infection of EBV, such as in the work of
EGFR and STAT3 co-affecting on iNOS and STAT1 in
breast cancer [31,57]. Together, these findings suggest
the EGFR-STAT3 axis signaling pathway is critical in
regulating cellular transcriptional and biologic properties
in different carcinomas in response to diverse carcino-
gens such as virus infection.
Our previous studies reported EBV LMP1 induces in

both expression and phosphorylation of EGFR in a dose-
dependent manner [21,45], and other authors demon-
strated EGFR that accumulated in the nucleus of breast
carcinoma cell lines and esophageal cancer tissues was
highly tyrosine-phosphorylated [54,65]. Meanwhile, we
found EBV LMP1 expressing cells exhibited more nuclear
accumulation of Tyr 705-phophorylated STAT3 (pY-
STAT3) [35,45]. EGFR physically interacts and functionally
cooperates with STAT3 at both the cytoplasmic and nu-
clear levels. As reported, EGFR and phosphorylated STAT3
were strongly expressed in the nucleus of cancer cells in
surgical and biopsy specimens of nasopharyngeal tissues
from NPC patients in southern China [35,66], suggesting
that EGFR- and STAT3-dependent mechanisms are im-
portant for carcinogenesis.
It has been shown that LMP1 induces cyclin D1 ex-

pression through EGFR in NPC cells [23]. The present
study show that the promoter activity and mRNA ex-
pression level of cyclin D1 in LMP1-expressing cells
could be decreased by co-transfecting the plasmids of
mutated EGFR/STAT3 or siRNA for EGFR and
siSTAT3. However, we did not find the cooperative ef-
fect of siEGFR and siSTAT3 at both mRNA and protein
levels of cyclin D1. We provide the evidence showing
cyclin D1 might be modulated by STAT3 induced by
EBV LMP1, illustrating the importance of the JAK/
STAT signaling pathway on EBV LMP1 induced cyclin
D1 transcription and expression.
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The current standard therapy for NPC is radical
radiotherapy for early stage disease and concurrent
chemoradiotherapy for advanced disease [67,68].
EGFR and STAT3 are good targets for cancers treat-
ment. Thus, agents such as the anti-EGFR antibody
cetuximab, the EGFR tyrosine kinase inhibitor gefitinib,
and STAT3 inhibitors (such as S3I-201 or JSI-124) could
be used in preclinical models or each phase of clinical
trials [69-71]. Interestingly, a novel STAT3 inhibitor S3I-
1747 selectively interrupt the interaction of EGFR and
STAT3 directly [72]. Those reports also suggested that
either an anti-EGFR or anti-STAT3 agent might be a po-
tent chemopreventive agent for patients with anti-invasion
and anoikis-sensitizing activities. Therapies such as
monoclonal antibodies and tyrosine kinase inhibitors
targeting EGFR have demonstrated limited anti-tumor
efficacy [71,73]; however, reports of combined target-
ing of EGFR and STAT3 are few. Recently, EBV
LMP1-specific DNAzyme, DZ1, inhibits the majority
of oncogenic signaling pathways converging on sets of
transcription factors that ultimately control gene ex-
pression patterns resulting in tumor formation, pro-
gression, and metastasis. [19] Our data showed that
DZ1 can inhibit EBV LMP1-induced promoter activity
of cyclin D1 via EGFR or STAT3 and that DZ1
enhanced cyclin D1 promoter inhibition based on ex-
periments with mutants of EGFR or STAT3. These
results suggest that combining inhibitors for EGFR/
STAT3 and DZ1 in LMP-expressing cancers may be a
promising therapeutic strategy. The combination of
Src and EGFR inhibition with Gemcitabine treatment
in STAT3-mediated therapy-resistant pancreatic tu-
mors was also effective at inhibiting the growth of
xenografts of both therapy-sensitive and -resistant
pancreatic cancer cells in vivo without increasing tox-
icity [73]. It is possible that EGFR and STAT3, indi-
vidually or as a pair, contribute to tumor progression.
Alternatively, crosstalk between signaling pathways
provides a potential route to overcome the blockade
of a single or double targeted therapies, but this can
be overcome by the blockade of multiple targets. Our
data provide further evidence that the combination of
three inhibitors may be efficacious for cancer, and
more extensive investigation will be required.
In summary, we found that EBV LMP1 enhances

the transcriptional activity and mRNA level of the
cyclin D1 gene in CNE1 cells. This underlying mech-
anism for cyclin D1 regulation involves regulated
binding of EGFR and STAT3 in the cyclin D1 pro-
moter region as well as increasing the promoter activ-
ity of the cyclin D1 gene. Such a mechanism may
partially contribute to the proliferation and growth of
tumor cells with an LMP1-induced increase in the
nuclear accumulation of EGFR and STAT3.
Additional file

Additional file 1: Figure S1. LMP1 promoted the interaction of
phosphorylated EGFR and phosphorylated STAT3. Two mg of protein
from cell lysates were immunoprecipitated with an anti-phosphorylated
EGFR antibody (p-EGFR) and analyzed by Western blotting with a phos-
phorylated STAT3 (p-STAT3) and p-EGFR antibodies. Negative
controls included immunoprecipitation with an unrelated antibody (IgG).

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing of interests.

Authors’ contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: YT YC. Performed the
experiments: YX, SY, QY, XL, BY and LC. Analyzed the data: YX, SY, QY, XL, BY
and LC. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: SY and LC. Wrote the
paper: YX, YT and YC. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
We would like to thanks members of the lab for critical discussions of this
manuscript. This work was supported by the Fundamental Research Funds
for the Central Universities [2011JQ019], the National Basic Research Program
of China [Grant# 2011CB504300, 2009CB521801], the Program for New
Century Excellent Talents in University [Grant# NCET-07-0863], and the
National Natural Science Foundation of China [Grant# 30930101, 30772482,
81071755].

Author details
1Cancer Research Institute, Central South University, Changsha, Hunan
410078, China. 2Key Laboratory of Carcinogenesis and Cancer Invasion,
Ministry of Education, Changsha, Hunan 410078, China. 3Key Laboratory of
Carcinogenesis, Ministry of Health, Changsha, Hunan 410078, China.
4Department of Gastroenterology, The Second Xiangya Hospital, Central
South University, Changsha, Hunan 410011, China. 5Molecular Imaging
Center, Central South University, Changsha, Hunan 410078, China.

Received: 22 August 2013 Accepted: 12 November 2013
Published: 13 November 2013

References
1. Raab-Traub N: Epstein–Barr virus transforming proteins: biologic

properties and contribution to oncogenesis. In DNA tumor viruses.
Edited by Damania B, Pipas JM. New York, NY: Springer; 2009:259–284.

2. Strong MJ, Xu G, Coco J, Baribault C, Vinay DS, Lacey MR, Strong AL,
Lehman TA, Seddon MB, Lin Z, et al: Differences in gastric carcinoma
microenvironment stratify according to EBV infection intensity:
implications for possible immune adjuvant therapy. PLoS Pathog 2013,
9(5):e1003341.

3. van Beek J, zur Hausen A, Klein Kranenbarg E, van de Velde CJ, Middeldorp JM,
van den Brule AJ, Meijer CJ, Bloemena E: EBV-positive gastric
adenocarcinomas: a distinct clinicopathologic entity with a low frequency
of lymph node involvement. J Clin Oncol 2004, 22(4):664–670.

4. Kijima Y, Ishigami S, Hokita S, Koriyama C, Akiba S, Eizuru Y, Aikou T: The
comparison of the prognosis between Epstein-Barr virus (EBV)-positive
gastric carcinomas and EBV-negative ones. Cancer Lett 2003, 200(1):33–40.

5. Sasagawa T, Shimakage M, Nakamura M, Sakaike J, Ishikawa H, Inoue M:
Epstein-Barr virus (EBV) genes expression in cervical intraepithelial
neoplasia and invasive cervical cancer: a comparative study with human
papillomavirus (HPV) infection. Hum Pathol 2000, 31(3):318–326.

6. Schmauz R, Okong P, de Villiers EM, Dennin R, Brade L, Lwanga SK, Owor R:
Multiple infections in cases of cervical cancer from a high-incidence area
in tropical Africa. Int J Cancer 1989, 43(5):805–809.

7. Yang YY, Koh LW, Tsai JH, Tsai CH, Wong EF, Lin SJ, Yang CC: Correlation of
viral factors with cervical cancer in Taiwan. J Microbiol Immunol Infect
2004, 37(5):282–287.

8. Awerkiew S, Bollschweiler E, Metzger R, Schneider PM, Holscher AH,
Pfister H: Esophageal cancer in Germany is associated with Epstein-
Barr-virus but not with papillomaviruses. Med Microbiol Immunol 2003,
192(3):137–140.

http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1756-9966-32-90-S1.ppt


Xu et al. Journal of Experimental & Clinical Cancer Research 2013, 32:90 Page 12 of 13
http://www.jeccr.com/content/32/1/90
9. Whitaker NJ, Glenn WK, Sahrudin A, Orde MM, Delprado W, Lawson JS:
Human papillomavirus and Epstein Barr virus in prostate cancer:
koilocytes indicate potential oncogenic influences of human
papillomavirus in prostate cancer. Prostate 2013, 73(3):236–241.

10. Fahraeus R, Fu HL, Ernberg I, Finke J, Rowe M, Klein G, Falk K, Nilsson E,
Yadav M, Busson P, et al: Expression of Epstein-Barr virus-encoded
proteins in nasopharyngeal carcinoma. Int J Cancer 1988, 42(3):329–338.

11. Young LS, Dawson CW, Clark D, Rupani H, Busson P, Tursz T, Johnson A,
Rickinson AB: Epstein-Barr virus gene expression in nasopharyngeal
carcinoma. J Gen Virol 1988, 69(Pt 5):1051–1065.

12. Lin SY, Tsang NM, Kao SC, Hsieh YL, Chen YP, Tsai CS, Kuo TT, Hao SP,
Chen IH, Hong JH: Presence of Epstein-Barr virus latent membrane
protein 1 gene in the nasopharyngeal swabs from patients with
nasopharyngeal carcinoma. Head Neck 2001, 23(3):194–200.

13. Pathmanathan R, Prasad U, Sadler R, Flynn K, Raab-Traub N: Clonal proliferations
of cells infected with Epstein-Barr virus in preinvasive lesions related to
nasopharyngeal carcinoma. N Engl J Med 1995, 333(11):693–698.

14. Tsao SW, Tramoutanis G, Dawson CW, Lo AK, Huang DP: The significance
of LMP1 expression in nasopharyngeal carcinoma. Semin Cancer Biol
2002, 12(6):473–487.

15. Lin X, Tang M, Tao Y, Li L, Liu S, Guo L, Li Z, Ma X, Xu J, Cao Y: Epstein-Barr
virus-encoded LMP1 triggers regulation of the ERK-mediated Op18/
stathmin signaling pathway in association with cell cycle. Cancer Sci
2012, 103(6):993–999.

16. Liu H, Duan Z, Zheng H, Hu D, Li M, Tao Y, Bode AM, Dong Z, Cao Y:
EBV-encoded LMP1 upregulates Igkappa 3′enhancer activity and
Igkappa expression in nasopharyngeal cancer cells by activating the
Ets-1 through ERKs signaling. PLoS One 2012, 7(3):e32624.

17. Ma X, Yang L, Xiao L, Tang M, Liu L, Li Z, Deng M, Sun L, Cao Y: Down-regulation
of EBV-LMP1 radio-sensitizes nasal pharyngeal carcinoma cells via NF-kappaB
regulated ATM expression. PLoS One 2011, 6(11):e24647.

18. Zheng H, Li LL, Hu DS, Deng XY, Cao Y: Role of Epstein-Barr virus encoded
latent membrane protein 1 in the carcinogenesis of nasopharyngeal
carcinoma. Cell Mol Immunol 2007, 4(3):185–196.

19. Yang L, Lu Z, Ma X, Cao Y, Sun LQ: A therapeutic approach to
nasopharyngeal carcinomas by DNAzymes targeting EBV LMP-1 gene.
Molecules 2010, 15(9):6127–6139.

20. Meckes DG Jr, Shair KH, Marquitz AR, Kung CP, Edwards RH, Raab-Traub N:
Human tumor virus utilizes exosomes for intercellular communication.
Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 2010, 107(47):20370–20375.

21. Wang C, Li X, Gu H: Increase of EGFR expression by Epstein-Barr virus
LMP1 in nasopharyngeal carcinoma cells. Zhonghua Zhong Liu Za Zhi
2001, 23(4):269–272.

22. Tao YG, Tan YN, Liu YP, Song X, Zeng L, Gu HH, Tang M, Li W, Yi W, Cao Y:
Epstein-Barr virus latent membrane protein 1 modulates epidermal growth
factor receptor promoter activity in a nuclear factor kappa
B-dependent manner. Cell Signal 2004, 16(7):781–790.

23. Tao Y, Song X, Deng X, Xie D, Lee LM, Liu Y, Li W, Li L, Deng L, Wu Q, et al:
Nuclear accumulation of epidermal growth factor receptor and
acceleration of G1/S stage by Epstein-Barr-encoded oncoprotein latent
membrane protein 1. Exp Cell Res 2005, 303(2):240–251.

24. Dittmann K, Mayer C, Kehlbach R, Rodemann HP: Radiation-induced
caveolin-1 associated EGFR internalization is linked with nuclear EGFR
transport and activation of DNA-PK. Mol Cancer 2008, 7:69.

25. Wang SC, Nakajima Y, Yu YL, Xia W, Chen CT, Yang CC, McIntush EW,
Li LY, Hawke DH, Kobayashi R, et al: Tyrosine phosphorylation controls
PCNA function through protein stability. Nat Cell Biol 2006,
8(12):1359–1368.

26. Linggi B, Carpenter G: ErbB receptors: new insights on mechanisms and
biology. Trends Cell Biol 2006, 16(12):649–656.

27. Li C, Iida M, Dunn EF, Ghia AJ, Wheeler DL: Nuclear EGFR contributes to
acquired resistance to cetuximab. Oncogene 2009, 28(43):3801–3813.

28. Wang YN, Yamaguchi H, Hsu JM, Hung MC: Nuclear trafficking of the
epidermal growth factor receptor family membrane proteins.
Oncogene 2010, 29(28):3997–4006.

29. Han W, Lo HW: Landscape of EGFR signaling network in human cancers:
biology and therapeutic response in relation to receptor subcellular
locations. Cancer Lett 2012, 318(2):124–134.

30. Santarius T, Shipley J, Brewer D, Stratton MR, Cooper CS: A census of
amplified and overexpressed human cancer genes. Nat Rev Cancer 2010,
10(1):59–64.
31. Lo HW, Hsu SC, Ali-Seyed M, Gunduz M, Xia W, Wei Y, Bartholomeusz G,
Shih JY, Hung MC: Nuclear interaction of EGFR and STAT3 in the
activation of the iNOS/NO pathway. Cancer Cell 2005, 7(6):575–589.

32. Hsiao JR, Jin YT, Tsai ST, Shiau AL, Wu CL, Su WC: Constitutive activation of
STAT3 and STAT5 is present in the majority of nasopharyngeal
carcinoma and correlates with better prognosis. Br J Cancer 2003,
89(2):344–349.

33. Ting CM, Wong CK, Wong RN, Lo KW, Lee AW, Tsao GS, Lung ML, Mak NK: Role
of STAT3/5 and Bcl-2/xL in 2-methoxyestradiol-induced endoreduplication
of nasopharyngeal carcinoma cells. Mol Carcinog 2011, 51(12):963–972.

34. Wang Z, Luo F, Li L, Yang L, Hu D, Ma X, Lu Z, Sun L, Cao Y: STAT3
activation induced by Epstein-Barr virus latent membrane protein1
causes vascular endothelial growth factor expression and cellular
invasiveness via JAK3 And ERK signaling. Eur J Cancer 2010,
46(16):2996–3006.

35. Liu YP, Tan YN, Wang ZL, Zeng L, Lu ZX, Li LL, Luo W, Tang M, Cao Y:
Phosphorylation and nuclear translocation of STAT3 regulated by the
Epstein-Barr virus latent membrane protein 1 in nasopharyngeal
carcinoma. Int J Mol Med 2008, 21(2):153–162.

36. Gu Y, Zhang S, Wu Q, Xu S, Cui Y, Yang Z, Zhao X, Sun B: Differential
expression of decorin, EGFR and cyclin D1 during mammary gland
carcinogenesis in TA2 mice with spontaneous breast cancer. J Exp Clin
Cancer Res 2010, 29:6.

37. Peschos D, Stefanou D, Vougiouklakis T, Assimakopoulos DA, Agnantis NJ:
Cell cycle proteins in laryngeal cancer: role in proliferation and
prognosis. J Exp Clin Cancer Res 2005, 24(3):431–437.

38. Zhao XR, Wang CX, Luo FJ, Gu HH, Tang M, Xia LQ, Deng L, Yi W, Deng XY,
Cao Y: The Esptein-Barr virus encoded latent membrane protein 1
(EBV-LMP1) activates expression of cyclinD1. Prog Biochem Biophys 2001,
28(5):704–709.

39. Song X, Tao Y, Zeng L, Yang J, Tang F, Lee LM, Gong J, Wu Q, Cao Y:
Epstein-Barr virus-encoded latent membrane protein 1 modulates cyclin
D1 by c-Jun/Jun B heterodimers. Sci China C Life Sci 2005, 48(4):385–393.

40. Shi Y, Tao Y, Jiang Y, Xu Y, Yan B, Chen X, Xiao L, Cao Y: Nuclear epidermal
growth factor receptor interacts with transcriptional intermediary factor
2 to activate cyclin D1 gene expression triggered by the oncoprotein
latent membrane protein 1. Carcinogenesis 2012, 33(8):1468–1478.

41. Ding L, Li LL, Yang J, Tao YG, Ye M, Shi Y, Tang M, Yi W, Li XL, Gong JP, et
al: Epstein-Barr virus encoded latent membrane protein 1 modulates
nuclear translocation of telomerase reverse transcriptase protein by
activating nuclear factor-kappaB p65 in human nasopharyngeal
carcinoma cells. Int J Biochem Cell Biol 2005, 37(9):1881–1889.

42. Ai MD, Li LL, Zhao XR, Wu Y, Gong JP, Cao Y: Regulation of survivin and
CDK4 by Epstein-Barr virus encoded latent membrane protein 1 in
nasopharyngeal carcinoma cell lines. Cell Res 2005, 15(10):777–784.

43. Liu H, Zheng H, Duan Z, Hu D, Li M, Liu S, Li Z, Deng X, Wang Z,
Tang M, et al: LMP1-augmented kappa intron enhancer activity
contributes to upregulation expression of Ig kappa light chain via
NF-kappaB and AP-1 pathways in nasopharyngeal carcinoma cells.
Mol Cancer 2009, 8:92.

44. Huang Y, Qiu J, Dong S, Redell MS, Poli V, Mancini MA, Tweardy DJ: Stat3
isoforms, alpha and beta, demonstrate distinct intracellular dynamics
with prolonged nuclear retention of Stat3beta mapping to its unique
C-terminal end. J Biol Chem 2007, 282(48):34958–34967.

45. Tao Y, Deng X, Hu Z, Tang M, Gu H, Yi W, Wang C, Luo F, Cao Y: EB virus
encoded latent membrane protein 1 modulates the phosphorylation of
epidermal growth factor receptor in nasopharyngeal carcinoma cell line.
Zhonghua Zhong Liu Za Zhi 2002, 24(3):226–229.

46. Saxena NK, Vertino PM, Anania FA, Sharma D: leptin-induced growth
stimulation of breast cancer cells involves recruitment of histone
acetyltransferases and mediator complex to CYCLIN D1 promoter via
activation of Stat3. J Biol Chem 2007, 282(18):13316–13325.

47. Lammering G, Hewit TH, Holmes M, Valerie K, Hawkins W, Lin PS, Mikkelsen RB,
Schmidt-Ullrich RK: Inhibition of the type III epidermal growth factor
receptor variant mutant receptor by dominant-negative EGFR-CD533
enhances malignant glioma cell radiosensitivity. Clin Cancer Res 2004,
10(19):6732–6743.

48. Deshpande A, Sicinski P, Hinds PW: Cyclins and cdks in development and
cancer: a perspective. Oncogene 2005, 24(17):2909–2915.

49. Kim JK, Diehl JA: Nuclear cyclin D1: an oncogenic driver in human cancer.
J Cell Physiol 2009, 220(2):292–296.



Xu et al. Journal of Experimental & Clinical Cancer Research 2013, 32:90 Page 13 of 13
http://www.jeccr.com/content/32/1/90
50. Musgrove EA, Caldon CE, Barraclough J, Stone A, Sutherland RL: Cyclin D as
a therapeutic target in cancer. Nat Rev Cancer 2011, 11(8):558–572.

51. Chou J, Lin YC, Kim J, You L, Xu Z, He B, Jablons DM: Nasopharyngeal
carcinoma–review of the molecular mechanisms of tumorigenesis.
Head Neck 2008, 30(7):946–963.

52. Huang XM, Dai CB, Mou ZL, Wang LJ, Wen WP, Lin SG, Xu G, Li HB:
Overproduction of cyclin D1 is dependent on activated mTORC1 signal
in nasopharyngeal carcinoma: implication for therapy. Cancer Lett 2009,
279(1):47–56.

53. Leslie K, Lang C, Devgan G, Azare J, Berishaj M, Gerald W, Kim YB, Paz K,
Darnell JE, Albanese C, et al: Cyclin D1 is transcriptionally regulated by
and required for transformation by activated signal transducer and
activator of transcription 3. Cancer Res 2006, 66(5):2544–2552.

54. Lin SY, Makino K, Xia W, Matin A, Wen Y, Kwong KY, Bourguignon L,
Hung MC: Nuclear localization of EGF receptor and its potential new role
as a transcription factor. Nat Cell Biol 2001, 3(9):802–808.

55. Lo HW, Hung MC: Nuclear EGFR signalling network in cancers: linking
EGFR pathway to cell cycle progression, nitric oxide pathway and
patient survival. Br J Cancer 2006, 94(2):184–188.

56. Kim DJ, Chan KS, Sano S, Digiovanni J: Signal transducer and activator of
transcription 3 (Stat3) in epithelial carcinogenesis. Mol Carcinog 2007,
46(8):725–731.

57. Luwor RB, Baradaran B, Taylor LE, Iaria J, Nheu TV, Amiry N, Hovens CM,
Wang B, Kaye AH, Zhu HJ: Targeting Stat3 and Smad7 to restore TGF-beta
cytostatic regulation of tumor cells in vitro and in vivo. Oncogene 2013,
32(19):2433–2441.

58. Kung CP, Raab-Traub N: Epstein-Barr virus latent membrane protein 1
induces expression of the epidermal growth factor receptor through ef-
fects on Bcl-3 and STAT3. J Virol 2008, 82(11):5486–5493.

59. Kung CP, Meckes DG Jr, Raab-Traub N: Epstein-Barr virus LMP1 activates
EGFR, STAT3, and ERK through effects on PKCdelta. J Virol 2011,
85(9):4399–4408.

60. Hanada N, Lo HW, Day CP, Pan Y, Nakajima Y, Hung MC: Co-regulation of
B-Myb expression by E2F1 and EGF receptor. Mol Carcinog 2006, 45(1):10–17.

61. Hung LY, Tseng JT, Lee YC, Xia W, Wang YN, Wu ML, Chuang YH, Lai CH,
Chang WC: Nuclear epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR) interacts
with signal transducer and activator of transcription 5 (STAT5) in
activating Aurora-A gene expression. Nucleic Acids Res 2008,
36(13):4337–4351.

62. Lo HW, Cao X, Zhu H, Ali-Osman F: Cyclooxygenase-2 is a novel transcriptional
target of the nuclear EGFR-STAT3 and EGFRvIII-STAT3 signaling axes.
Mol Cancer Res 2010, 8(2):232–245.

63. Han W, Carpenter RL, Cao X, Lo HW: STAT1 gene expression is enhanced
by nuclear EGFR and HER2 via cooperation with STAT3. Mol Carcinog
2012. doi: 10.1002/mc.21936.

64. Lo HW: Nuclear mode of the EGFR signaling network: biology, prognostic
value, and therapeutic implications. Discov Med 2010, 10(50):44–51.

65. Hoshino M, Fukui H, Ono Y, Sekikawa A, Ichikawa K, Tomita S, Imai Y,
Imura J, Hiraishi H, Fujimori T: Nuclear expression of phosphorylated EGFR
is associated with poor prognosis of patients with esophageal squamous
cell carcinoma. Pathobiology 2007, 74(1):15–21.

66. Ma N, Kawanishi M, Hiraku Y, Murata M, Huang GW, Huang Y, Luo DZ,
Mo WG, Fukui Y, Kawanishi S: Reactive nitrogen species-dependent DNA
damage in EBV-associated nasopharyngeal carcinoma: the relation to
STAT3 activation and EGFR expression. Int J Cancer 2008,
122(11):2517–2525.

67. Ma BB, Hui EP, Chan AT: Systemic approach to improving treatment
outcome in nasopharyngeal carcinoma: current and future directions.
Cancer Sci 2008, 99(7):1311–1318.

68. Hui EP, Leung SF, Au JS, Zee B, Tung S, Chua D, Sze WM, Law CK, Leung TW,
Chan AT: Lung metastasis alone in nasopharyngeal carcinoma: a relatively
favorable prognostic group. A study by the Hong Kong nasopharyngeal
carcinoma study group. Cancer 2004, 101(2):300–306.

69. Lui VW, Yau DM, Wong EY, Ng YK, Lau CP, Ho Y, Chan JP, Hong B, Ho K,
Cheung CS, et al: Cucurbitacin I elicits anoikis sensitization, inhibits
cellular invasion and in vivo tumor formation ability of nasopharyngeal
carcinoma cells. Carcinogenesis 2009, 30(12):2085–2094.

70. Ma BB, Lui VW, Poon FF, Wong SC, To KF, Wong E, Chen H, Lo KW, Tao Q,
Chan AT, et al: Preclinical activity of gefitinib in non-keratinizing
nasopharyngeal carcinoma cell lines and biomarkers of response.
Invest New Drugs 2010, 28(3):326–333.
71. Siddiquee K, Zhang S, Guida WC, Blaskovich MA, Greedy B, Lawrence HR,
Yip ML, Jove R, McLaughlin MM, Lawrence NJ, et al: Selective chemical
probe inhibitor of Stat3, identified through structure-based virtual
screening, induces antitumor activity. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 2007,
104(18):7391–7396.

72. Zhang X, Sun Y, Pireddu R, Yang H, Urlam MK, Lawrence HR, Guida WC,
Lawrence NJ, Sebti SM: A novel inhibitor of STAT3 homodimerization
selectively suppresses STAT3 activity and malignant transformation.
Cancer Res 2013, 73(6):1922–1933.

73. Nagaraj NS, Washington MK, Merchant NB: Combined blockade of Src
kinase and epidermal growth factor receptor with gemcitabine
overcomes STAT3-mediated resistance of inhibition of pancreatic tumor
growth. Clin Cancer Res 2011, 17(3):483–493.

doi:10.1186/1756-9966-32-90
Cite this article as: Xu et al.: Epstein-Barr Virus encoded LMP1 regulates
cyclin D1 promoter activity by nuclear EGFR and STAT3 in CNE1 cells.
Journal of Experimental & Clinical Cancer Research 2013 32:90.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Cell lines
	Plasmids
	Preparation of cell lysates and cell fractions
	Western blot analysis
	Co-immunoprecipitation analysis and immunoblotting analysis
	Transient transfection and luciferase assay
	Electrophoretic mobility shift assay (EMSA)
	RNA interference
	RT-PCR and quantitative real-time PCR
	Flow cytometry
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	LMP1 promoted the interaction of EGFR with STAT3 in NPC cells
	LMP1 induced EGFR and STAT3 nuclear translocation in NPC cells
	LMP1 activated the activity of cyclin D1 promoter by the EGFR and STAT3 pathways
	Inhibitors of both EGFR and STAT3 signaling pathways attenuated LMP1-augmented cyclin D1 promoter activities and protein levels
	LMP1 regulated the nuclear EGFR and STAT3 binding to the cyclin D1 promoter region directly
	LMP1 induced EGFR and STAT3 to activate cyclin D1 gene expression

	Discussion
	Additional file
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References

