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Abstract

Radiation therapy is a major primary treatment option for both localized early stage prostate
cancer, and for advanced, regionally un-resectable, cancer. However, around 30 % of
patients still experience biochemical recurrence after radiation therapy within 10 years. Thus,
identification of better biomarkers and new targets are urgently required to improve current
therapeutic strategies. The miR-99 family has been shown to play an important role in the
regulation of the DNA damage response, via targeting of the SWI/SNF chromatin remodeling
factors, SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 in cell line models. In the present study, we have
demonstrated that low expression of miR-99a and miR-100 is present in cell populations
which are relatively radiation insensitive, for example in prostate cancer stem cells and in
castration-resistant prostate cancer. Additionally, treatment of cells with the synthetic
glucocorticoid, Dexamethasone resulted in decreased miR-99a and 100 expression,
suggesting a new mechanism of miR-99a and 100 regulation in androgen-independent
prostate cells. Strikingly, treatment of prostate cells with the glucocorticoid receptor inhibitor,
Mifepristone was found to sensitize prostate cells to radiation by increasing the levels of miR-
99a and miR-100. These results qualify the miR99 family as markers of radiation sensitivity

and as potential therapeutic targets to improve efficiency of radiotherapy.



Introduction

Radiation therapy (RT) is a major primary treatment option for localized early stage prostate
cancer (PCa) and regionally un-resectable advanced PCa [1, 2]. Recently there have been
significant improvements to RT methodology, resulting in an increase of recurrence-free
survival [3]. However, around 30 % of patients still experience biochemical recurrence after
RT within 10 years, for which there is no consensus regarding optimal management[4]. One
of the main causes of the varied response to RT is the high inter- and intra-tumoral
heterogeneity found in PCa [5, 6]. Moreover, this heterogeneity is primarily responsible for the
current lack of markers to group patients into high- and low-risk for relapse, which

consequently results in over-treatment of 20—-42 % of patients [7].

Several studies have demonstrated that a small population of primitive stem-like cells (cancer
stem cells; CSC) within the tumor are more resistant to radiotherapy than the majority of cells,
and are directly responsible for tumor recurrence [8, 9]. In PCa, cell populations with the
CD44" [a,B4integrin™/CD133*, CD49f"/Trop2"™, and CD44%/CD49f"/Trop2* phenotype have
been shown to share CSC properties [10-14]. However, these markers have not been used to

stratify patients on the basis of their radiosensitivity.

MicroRNAs (miRNAs) have demonstrable potential as diagnostic, predictive, and prognostic
markers, and may provide a promising new class of therapeutic targets [15-17]. MiRNAs are
small 17-25 nucleotide non-coding RNA molecules, which regulate post-transcriptional gene
expression in a sequence-specific manner and have a central role in multiple biological
functions, including cell survival, proliferation, and DNA damage responses [18-20]. Several
miRNAs can share a nearly identical seed sequence and are likely to target the same sets of
mRNAs. These miRNAs have been grouped together in “miRNA families”. The miR-99 family
(miR-99a, miR-99b, and miR-100) has been reported to be upregulated following DNA
damage, and their expression has been correlated with radiation sensitivity, in breast and
PCa cell lines, by their ability to downregulate the chromatin remodeler SWI/SNF-related,
matrix-associated, actin-dependent regulator of chromatin (SMARC) A5 (SNF2H) [21]. Thus,

induction of the members of the miR-99 family represents a switch by which cells subjected to



multiple rounds of radiation might be sensitized to RT. The precise molecular mechanism by
which RT induces cell death has not been defined, however a failure to repair DNA damage
seems to be one of the main causes [22]. Although RT is a predominant front-line treatment,
it is also known to cause several side effects (including pain, fatigue and sexual, urinary and
bowel dysfunction) which have a detrimental effect on quality of life [23]. Therefore, in order to
effectively manage RT-side effects, a lower dose of radiation, optimized to achieve the same
results, would be an ideal therapeutic strategy.

This study shows, for the first time the role of two members of the miR-99 family (miR-99a
and miR-100) in DNA damage repair following radiation in primary PCa cell models, and
provides additional functional and mechanistic details about the miR-99a family-DNA repair
relationship. These miRNAs are expressed at only low levels in the stem-like RT-resistant
CD44+/(>(2[31integrin’"/CD133+ subpopulations from benign and cancerous prostate tissue,
supporting their role in treatment resistance and cancer relapse [8]. In addition, we show that
miR-99a and miR-100-mediated radiation-sensitivity is influenced by inhibition of the
Glucocorticoid receptor (GR, NRC1), revealing a potential new treatment strategy to improve

radiotherapy and reduce PCa relapse.



Results

Lower expression of miR-99a and miR-100 is associated with aggressive PCa and a
stem cell-like phenotype

Analysis of our published miRNA expression array data demonstrates that the miR-99 family
members, miR-99a and miR-100 (miR-99a/100), are significantly suppressed in prostate
stem-like cells (SC) compared to their differentiated progeny; committed basal (CB) cells
(Figure 1A, B) [24, 25]. This was true for SCs and CBs enriched from benign prostatic
hyperplasia (BPH), treatment naive PCa (tnCancer), and castration-resistant PCa (CRPC)
samples. Analysis of two further expression arrays published by other groups revealed that
miR-99a and miR-100 are also significantly suppressed in primary tumors compared to
benign samples (Figure 1C, D) [26, 27]. Interestingly, data from Taylor et al (2012) showed
that the expression of these two miRNAs is further suppressed in metastatic PCa samples
compared to treatment naive cancers (P<0.001) (Figure 1D). These data are consistent with
other large-scale sequencing studies, which have also reported a decrease of the miR-99
family in PCa [28-30]. Although levels exhibit no correlation with Gleason grade
(Supplementary Figures 1A, B), Kaplan- Meier survival analysis on the Taylor et al data
showed that lower expression of miR-99a/100 is associated with poorer survival (Figure 1E,
F). Additionally, miR-99a/100 were also found to be significantly co-expressed in prostate
samples (Pearson: 0.07485, p<0.0001) (Figure 1G). In support of these findings we observed
that in patient-derived epithelial cells, miR-99a/100 expression was significantly suppressed
in CRPC compared to benign disease and tnCancer (P<0.01) (Figure 1H). Quantitative real
time polymerase chain reaction (QRT-PCR) analysis of commonly used cell lines showed that
more tumorigenic PCa cell lines, such as DU145 and 22Rv1, had a lower expression of the
miR-99 family than less tumorigenic PCa cell lines, e.g. LNCaP (Figure 11). Taken together,
these data suggest that miR-99a/100 function together, and that their lower expression
imparts aggressive PCa disease and a stem cell-like phenotype in a variety of human PCa

models.

Suppression of miR-99a and miR-100 promotes efficient DNA repair in cells with high

miR-99a/100 expression.



A previous study showed that higher expression of the miR-99 family correlated with radiation
sensitivity of prostate cell lines [21]. Cell viability assays revealed that the radiation sensitivity
of the tested PCa cell lines (Figure 2A) is higher in cells with low expression of the miR-99
family (Figure 1l). Furthermore, inhibition of miR-99a/100 in LNCaP cells (Supplementary
Figure 1D) increases radioresistance (Figure 2B). To further investigate the role of miR-
99a/100 in radiation response, we inhibited miR-99a or miR-100 expression in highly
expressing BPH and PCa-derived primary CB cells (Figure 2C). Inhibition of miR-99a/100
resulted in a growth advantage (Figure 2D), and we observed a significant (~2-fold) increase

in colony forming efficiency following exposure to 5 Gy radiation (Figure 2D, E).

Suppression of miR-99a/100 promotes recruitment of DNA repair proteins

Since our results showed that inhibition of miR-99a/100 expression led to a faster recovery of
CB cells after irradiation (Figure 2D, E), we next quantified levels of DNA damage in CB cells
with or without miR-99a/100 inhibition. Nuclear pATM/ATR substrate and phosphorylated p53
levels were measured 15 min after exposure to 5 Gy radiation (Figure 3A), but the number of
cells with >5 foci did not change. To elucidate the mechanism(s) behind the role of miR-
99a/100 in DNA repair, we investigated the potential roles of chromatin remodeling and DNA
repair proteins. Increased phosphorylation of histone H2AX at serine 139 (yH2AX) has
previously been reported as the most sensitive marker of DNA damage, where decreased
phosphorylation reflects subsequent repair of the DNA lesion [31]. To monitor damage and
repair of the DNA, the number of yH2AX foci per cell, after irradiation of miR-99a/100
inhibited CB cells were estimated by immunofluorescence. Under all conditions yH2AX
peaked at the same level in the first 30 min post-irradiation, but 215 min after irradiation, the
cells transfected with miR99a/100 inhibitors showed a 50 % decrease in the number of
YH2AX foci. Scrambled controls failed to achieve this 50 % decrease until 360 min post-
irradiation (Figure 3B). This finding, combined with the earlier observation that these cells
recover faster after irradiation, led us to formulate the hypothesis that DNA damage is
repaired more rapidly after miR-99a/100 inhibition. Assessment of the total pixel intensity of
the nuclear chromatin accessibility marker, Histone 3 acetylation (H3ac), after 30 min,
showed an increased histone H3ac after miR-99a/100 inhibition (Figure 3C). Using the same

technique, we observed a significant increase in the DNA damage sensors BRCA1 and



RADS51 in miR-99a/100- inhibited cells 2-hours after exposure to 5Gy irradiation (Figure 3D).
In support of our findings, phosphorylation of the damage sensor protein p53, and of the
apoptotic markers cleaved caspase 3 and cleaved PARP, both showed a significant decrease
in cells exposed to miR-99a/100 inhibition 24 h after irradiation (Figure 3E). These data
provide further evidence that lower expression of miR-99a/100 permits efficient DNA repair,

whilst expression of miR-99a/100 induces p53-dependent apoptosis following DNA damage.

miR-99a/100 inhibition-dependent DNA repair is mediated by SMARCAS5 and SMARCD1
SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 are major components of the SWI/SNF chromatin remodeling
complex, both of which play essential roles in DNA damage repair and cell survival post-DNA
damage [32]. Luciferase 3'UTR-studies using PCa cell lines have shown that SMARCAS5 can
be regulated by miR-99a/100 and influences proliferation, PSA protein levels and repair of
double-strand DNA breaks[21, 30]. Using primary PCa cells, we investigated this relationship
in detail to obtain more mechanistic data in the context of cancer stem cells. As reported in
other systems, SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 proteins were upregulated (Figure 4A) after
inhibition of miR-99a/100 [21, 30]. Since SMARCAS5 is known to be rapidly recruited at DNA
damage sites in the nucleus [33], we measured post-radiation nuclear SMARCA5 and
SMARCD1 accumulation in CB cells, using immunofluorescence. Both proteins reached their
highest nuclear levels after 3 minutes and began to decline after 5 min (Supplementary
Figure 2A). Accordingly, nuclear SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 levels were measured in miR-
99a/100 inhibited CB populations 5 min after irradiation. miR-99a/100 inhibited CB cells
showed significantly higher nuclear SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 accumulation compared with
scrambled miRNA transfected cells (Figure. 4B). Similarly, the low miR-99a/100 expressing
SC fraction accumulated significantly higher levels of the SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 in the
nucleus, compared with the high miR-99a/100 expressing CB population after radiation
exposure (Supplementary Figure 2B). Therefore, miR-99a/100 influences DNA repair via
regulation of SMARCA5 and SMARCD1, even in primary PCa cells. To further validate this,
we attempted to reverse the efficient DNA repair ability acquired by CB cells, due to inhibition
of miR-99a, by simultaneously knocking down expression of SMARCA5 or SMARCD1.
Simultaneous inhibition of SMARA5/SMARCD1 and miR-99a reduced the post-radiation

colony recovery ability of CB cells (Figure 4C). CB cells transfected with miR-99a inhibitor
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showed an increase in chromatin relaxation by increasing H3-acetylation (Figure 4D),
resulting in efficient nuclear recruitment of BRCA1 and RAD51 (Figure 3D, 4E). Simultaneous
inhibition of SMARCA5 and miR99-a, but not of SMARCD1, reduced H3-acetylation
suggesting that miR-99a mediated chromatin relaxation is predominantly mediated by
SMARCADS5 only. Similarly, concurrent miR-99a inhibition and SMARCA5/SMARCD1 knock-
down abrogated efficient BRCA1 and RAD51 nuclear recruitment at the DNA damage sites
(Figure 4E). These molecular and functional readouts revealed that miR-99a/100 regulate

SMARCAS5 and SMARCD1 in primary PCa cells to enable DNA repair.

SMARCAS5 and SMARCD1 mediated DNA repair is dependent on PARP1

Previous studies have shown that poly ADP ribose polymerase (PARP)1 is essential for
SMARCADS recruitment at double-strand DNA break sites in the human osteosarcoma cell line
U-2 OS [34]. We have previously shown that CSCs are more radioresistant than CB cells and
PARP1 is specifically overexpressed in CSCs (Supplement Figure 2C) [8, 35]. Therefore, we
further hypothesized that PARP proteins play an essential role in recruitment of SMARCA5S
and SMARCD1 at DNA break sites in primary prostate cells. To inhibit PARP activity, the non-
specific PARP activity inhibitor, nicotinamide and PARP1 endoribonuclease-prepared siRNA
(esiRNA) were used [36]. When CB cells, where miR-99a expression was inhibited, were
treated with 15 pM nicotinamide, for 12 hours, and then irradiated with 5Gy radiation, we
observed that the post-radiation nuclear accumulation of SMARCA5/SMARCD1 was
significantly reduced (Figure 4F). A similar reduction in SMARCA5/SMARCD1 post-radiation
nuclear localization was also observed when CB cells were co-transfected with miR-99a
inhibitors and esiPARP1 (Figure 4G). PARP1 inhibition ultimately negated the post-radiation
survival advantage imparted by miR-99a inhibition in CB cells (Figure 4H), suggesting that

PARP1 is required for post-radiation nuclear accumulation of SMARCAS.

Suppression of miR-99a/100-induced efficient DNA repair in CB cells is not due to
epithelial-mesenchymal transition or de-differentiation
It is well established that cells undergoing epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT) and SCs

are more radioresistant [37, 38]. Lower expression of miR-99a/100 and higher expression of



SMARCA5/SMARCD1, and even PARP1 have all been associated with EMT and the stem
cell phenotype in various other tissue types [39-45]. We therefore investigated whether
induction of DNA repair via the miR-99a/100-SMARA5/SMARCD1 axis was due to either
EMT or de-differentiation of CB cells into SC. We inhibited miR-99a/100 in CB cells and
looked for EMT or dedifferentiation, using commonly used EMT and previously reported PCa
and normal stem cell markers [10, 11, 35, 46-48]. None of these markers showed any
changes after inhibition of miR-99a/100 (Figure 5A, B, C). Colony forming efficiency is often
used as a surrogate to functionally assess stem-ness. Inhibition of miR-99a/100 inhibition
produced only a modest, but significant, increase in colony forming efficiency of CB cells
(Figure 5D). Moreover a scratch assay demonstrated that miR-99a/100 inhibited CB cells did
not increase their migratory potential (Figure 5E), an attribute of mesenchymal-like cells.
These data provide multiple strands of evidence that miR-99a/100 inhibition in CB cells did

not undergo EMT not de-differentiation, as a basis for radiation resistance.

Glucocorticoids upregulates miR-99a/100 expression levels

We have previously shown that androgen regulated genes in luminal cells can also be
controlled by a different steroid hormone in androgen-independent basal cells [48]. A previous
study suggested that miR-99a/100 are suppressed by androgens in androgen-dependent
cells with a luminal phenotype [30]. However it is known that miR-100 expression in human
(androgen independent) corneal fibroblasts is significantly suppressed by synthetic
glucocorticoid Dexamethasone (DEX) [49]. DEX treatment also induces resistance to
radiation and cytotoxic therapy in multiple (androgen independent) human cancer types [50-
52]. Our previous data showed that glucocorticoid receptor (GR/NR3C1) expression is higher
in primary prostate normal and cancer stem cells, compared to CB cells from normal and
cancer primary cultures (Supplement Figure 2D). Therefore, when CB populations were
treated with DEX the expected lower expression of both miR-99a/miR-100, and a reciprocally
increased expression of SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 mRNA, compared with ethanol (EtOH)
treated cells (Figure 6A, B) was observed. Treatment with 10 nM DEX also increased
SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 protein levels in CB cells 72 h after treatment (Figure 6C).

However, treatment of androgen-independent CB and PC3 cells, with the synthetic androgen
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R1881 (10nM), did not result in a change of miR-99a/miR-100 or SMARCA5 and SMARCD1
expression (Figure 6A, B, Supplementary Figure 3A), whereas LNCaP, an AR expressing
PCa cell line demonstrated a downregulation of both miRNAs after R1881 treatment
(Supplementary Figure 3B), confirming previous data [30]. Whilst in androgen-dependent
LNCaP cells, treatment with the anti-androgen Bicalutamide (BC) reverses the down-
regulation of miR-99a/100, no BC effects were seen in androgen-independent PC3 cells
(Supplementary Figure 3A, B). Subsequently, when we measured the viability of DEX-treated
near-patient CB cells after irradiation, the DEX-treated population contained 4 fold more
viable cells after irradiation compared to the control population (Figure 6D). Our results show
that inhibition of miR-99a/miR-100 via glucocorticoid treatment results in an increased DNA
repair efficiency at least partly through regulation of the SMARCAS5 and SMARCD1 proteins in

androgen-independent cells.

Inhibition of the glucocorticoid receptor downregulates miR-99a/100 expression levels

Having demonstrated that stimulation of the GR with DEX led to suppression of miR-99a/100
expression (Figure 6A, B), total cell populations of patient-derived prostate cells were treated
with the GR antagonist Mifepristone at the clinically achievable concentration of 1 uM [53].
miR-99a/miR-100 were significantly upregulated in the treated samples (Figure 6E). qRT-
PCR analysis of the miR-99a and miR-100 targets SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 showed the
expected decrease of both targets after Mifepristone treatment (Figure 6F). When
Mifepristone treated cells were irradiated (5 Gy), cell viability showed no changes between
Mifepristone and Dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) pre-treated cells (Figure 6F), but a significant
decrease in clonogenic potential was observed with mifepristone treatment, which was further
reduced after irradiation (Figure 6G). These data revealed that miR-99a/100 are regulated by
glucocorticoids and influence DNA repair efficiency by modulating SMARCA5 and SMARCD1
in androgen-independent primary PCa cells (Figure 6l), with particular activity within the

highly clonogenic stem-like cells.
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Discussion

Recent studies have demonstrated that cells possessing a basal phenotype in the human
prostate play an important role in tumor relapse and development of aggressive cancer [9,
54]. These cells represent less than 1 % of the overall tumor mass and are highly resistant to
commonly used therapies in PCa [9]. miRNAs have been shown to play a key role in
chemotherapeutic drug resistance, and we now show that miR-99a/miR-100 are
downregulated in patients with CRPC compared with benign disease. Interestingly, the SC
and CSC miRNA signatures were recapitulated in unfractionated CRPC samples, but not in
treatment-naive cancers. This is in agreement with other studies, which have shown that SC
and CSC mRNA and miRNA signatures are similar to those of unfractionated CRPC [54-56].
Furthermore, patients with low levels of miR-99a/miR-100 are more susceptible to
biochemical recurrence after treatment. Taken together, these data reveal the potential of the
miR-99 family as a marker for bad prognosis.

In our previous work we integrated miRNA-mRNA expression datasets and demonstrated that
miR-99a/miR-100 plays an essential role in DNA repair [25, 35]. In this study, using patient-
derived cells, we have shown that inhibition of miR-99a/miR-100 prevents p53 dependent
apoptosis in PCa cells after irradiation. Moreover, suppressed miR-99a/100 levels enable
efficient relaxation of damaged chromatin by increasing histone acetylation and subsequently
increasing the recruitment of DNA repair proteins, BRCA1 and RAD51. Using loss of function
and rescue experiments, we now demonstrate that SMARCA5 and SMARD1 are the primary
mediators of the miR-99a/100 driven pathway. This result agrees with previous findings by
Mueller et al, who showed a role for the miR-99 family in DNA repair [21].

We also noted that inhibition of miR-99a/100 (and overexpression of SMARCAS5 and
SMARCD1) resulted in small but significant increase in colony forming efficiency, but other
stem cell markers remain statistically unchanged. Perhaps miR-99a/100 inhibition or
expression of SMARCA5/SMARCD1 alone is required but not sufficient for de-differentiation.
Previous data showed that concomitant overexpression of proteins such as EZH2 along with
SMARCADS5 overexpression is needed for epithelial stem cell maintenance [57]. EZH2 has also

been shown to be a critical regulator of stem cell functionality, radio-resistance, and prostate
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cancer aggressiveness [58-60]. It is indeed possible that EZH2 and miR-99a/100 can
collaborate in regulating prostate cancer stem cell functionality and radiation-sensitivity.

Our results also show that PARP1, whose expression is essential for the miR-99a/100 driven
DNA damage response, is an important component of this process. PARP1 is essential for
the maintenance of genomic integrity, due to its roles in DNA repair, chromatin remodeling,
and transcription factor regulation[61]. PARP inhibition has recently been shown, in a subset
of PCa patients, to expand survival times and increase radiosensitivity in xenografts [62, 63].
Based on these findings, PARP inhibition seems plausible as a potential enhancer of
radiation therapy in PCa. Our results show that in cells treated with esiRNA against PARP1 or
with the non-selective PARP inhibitor nicotinamide, recruitment of the DNA repair protein
SMARCAS5 and, to a smaller extent, SMARCD1 is inhibited. Inhibition of PARP ultimately
interferes with the miR-99a/100-SMARCAS5/SMARCD1 axis and thus DNA repair. These
results provide evidence of an important mechanism by which PARP1 inhibition can result in
radiosensitization in human cancers.

However, studies in prostate and other cancer types, have also reported PARP inhibitor
resistance as a result of EMT, which is often present in cancers that acquire resistance to
treatment [64-66]. In general, EMT is described as reprogramming of terminally differentiated
cells into more mesenchymal-type cells [67]. Since we saw no changes in the expression of
EMT markers after miR-99a/100 inhibition, the mechanism behind the change in DNA
damage response after inhibition of miR-99a or miR100 is not due to dedifferentiation/EMT.
Our data demonstrate that the expression of miR-99a/100 is also regulated by GR control of
the DNA damage response following irradiation. The exact mechanism by which GR
influences miRNAs dosage has not yet been clarified, however it was previously shown that
glucocorticoids could influence miRNA-processing enzymes [68]. Since miRNA are encoded
in non-protein-coding regions and often intronic elements, there is also the possibility that
regulation can be influenced by a GR response element, as has been reported for miR-708
[62]. miR-99a has been found in the INcRNA host gene MIR99AHG. Although MIR99AHG
was shown to play an important role in leukaemia, little is known about its regulation [69].
miR-100 is located in an intronic area of the BH3-like motif-containing cell death inducer

BLID, (https://omim.org/entry/615965) which has not been reported to be regulated by the GR
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and according to the Transcriptional Regulatory Element Database the gene has no cis- or

trans- GR response elements (https://cb.utdallas.edu/cgi-bin/TRED/tred.cgi?process=home).

These data therefore suggest that there could be an indirect influence of GR on these
miRNAs. Glucocorticoids are widely used with adjuvant chemotherapy to attenuate off target
toxicity and nausea. However, usage of glucocorticoids remains controversial; On the one
hand, reduction of negative side effects during therapy using glucocorticoids is quite
successful, but there are increasing reports suggesting that glucocorticoids can counteract
taxane-based therapies, induce therapy resistance and support growth of aggressive tumor
phenotypes [70-73]. A recent study of GR inhibition demonstrated reversion of docetaxel
resistance in PCa [74]. Docetaxel resistant cancer and metastatic CRPC share several
features with CSCs [72, 75, 76]. Our results show high expression of the GR in the CSC
population, which has been shown to be highly chemo- and radio-therapy resistant, and
therefore thought to play a role in tumor relapse [8, 9]. Here we show that pre-treatment with
Dexamethasone or the GR inhibitor Mifepristone resulted in sensitivity changes of primary
PCa to irradiation, by directly influencing the expression levels of miR-99a/100. These data
not only implicate GR in resistance to RT in PCa cells, but also highlight the role of GR and
miR99a/100 in the development of RT resistant tumors. However, due to the limited
knowledge of interaction and regulation of noncoding RNAs and how they together contribute
to disease, there remain many challenges before miRNA-based therapies can be realized in
treatment approaches. In contrast, the indirect regulation of miRNA via already established
and FDA-approved therapies seems to be more promising. Since GR inhibitors in CRPC
patients are well tolerated, the use of GR inhibitors would be an acceptable means of
enhancing RT efficiency and may potentially be a way to reduce tumor relapse frequencies
[771.

We have shown in multiple near-patient PCa samples that the two miR-99 family members
miR-99a/miR-100 play an important role in regulation of post-irradiation DNA damage
response (via SMARC proteins) in the rare tumor initiating CSC population. The miRNAs can
be upregulated by inhibition of the glucocorticoid receptor prior to radiotherapy. Therefore a
combination therapy of GR inhibitors with RT could potentially enhance the efficiency of RT in

PCa.
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Materials and Methods

Culture of cell lines and primary prostate cells

The PCa cell lines 22Rv1, LNCaP, PC3, and Du-145 were obtained from ATCC (Rockville,
MD, USA) and where cultured as previously described [78]. Benign and cancerous primary
prostate cells were cultured as described earlier [8, 10, 79]. Primary prostate cells were
further fractionated into stem cell populations (SC, CD44%/a,B,integrin/CD133"), transit
amplifying (TA) populations (CD44"/a,B4integrin™/CD133,, TA), and committed basal
populations (CB, CD44"/a,B,integrin®/CD133") on the basis of the protocol published

previously by Richardson et al [79].

Irradiation of cells
Cells were irradiated using a RS2000 X-Ray Biological Irradiator, containing a Comet MXR-
165 X-Ray Source (Rad-Source Technologies Inc., Suwanee, GA, USA). A dose of 2, 5,

10 and 60 Gy was administered with a dose rate of 0.02 or 0.08 Gy s™".

Immunofluorescence

Immunocytochemistry was performed as previously described [8]. Antibodies used are listed
in Supplementary table 1.

Images were captured using a Nikon Eclipse TE300 fluorescent microscope (Nikon, Surrey,
UK) and were analyzed using Volocity software (Improvision, Perkin Elmer, Waltham, MA,

USA). Pseudo-coloring and picture overlay was performed with Velocity software.

Quantitative real-time PCR for mRNA

Total RNA was extracted from cells using Qiagen RNease mini Kit (Qiagen, Manchester, UK)
according to the manufacturer's protocol. RNA was reverse transcribed, using random
hexamers (Life Technologies Ltd, Paisley, UK) and reverse transcriptase kit SuperScript IlI
(Life Technologies Ltd, Paisley, UK).

gRT-PCR was conducted using TagMan gene expression assays (Life Technologies Ltd,
Paisley, UK) and the iTag™ Universal Supermixes (Bio-Rad Laboratories Ltd, Hertfordshire,

UK), according to the manufacturer's protocol. Total RNA was extracted from cells using
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mirVana™ miRNA Isolation Kit (Life Technologies Ltd, Paisley, UK), according to the
manufacturer's protocol. miRNA was reverse transcribed, using miScript Il RT Kit (Qiagen,
Manchester, UK). gqRT-PCR for miRNAs was conducted using human specific miScript Primer
Assays (Qiagen, Manchester, UK) and the miScript SYBR® Green PCR Kit (Qiagen,
Manchester, UK), according to the manufacturer's protocol. All reactions were carried out in
triplicate on FrameStar® 96, fully-skirted plate with black frame and white wells for gqRT-PCR
(4titude Limited,Surrey, UK) in an CFX96 Touch™ Real-Time PCR Detection System (Bio-
Rad Laboratories Ltd, Hertfordshire, UK). Expression values are presented relative to the

endogenous control gene, RPLPO for mRNA and U6 small nuclear 6 for miRNA.

esiRNA and miRNA inhibitor transfection

The miRNA inhibitors anti-hsa-miR-99a-5p miScript miRNA Inhibitor (miR99a-i), Anti-hsa-
miR-100-5p miScript miRNA Inhibitor (miR100-i) and the endo-ribonuclease prepared siRNA
(esiRNA) esiPARP1, esiSMARCAS5, esiSMARCD1 (Sigma-Aldrich Company Ltd, Gillingham,
UK) were transfected with Lipofectamine® RNAIMAX Transfection Reagent (Life

Technologies Ltd, Paisley, UK) according to the manufacturer's protocol.

Western Blot

After the required treatments, cells were washed with PBS, followed by lysis in RIPA buffer,
and the sample buffer for SDS-PAGE was added. The protein concentrations were
determined using the Pierce™ BCA Protein Assay Kit (Life Technologies Ltd, Paisley, UK).
20 pg protein per lane were separated by 10% SDS—-PAGE and transferred to polyvinylidene
difluoride membranes (Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA). Antibodies used were as follows listed in
Supplementary table 1.

Membranes were developed in a GeneGnome XRQ imaging system (Syngene, Cambridge,
UK) with BM Chemiluminescence Western Blotting Substrate (POD) (Roche, Welwyn Garden

City, UK).

Clonogenic recovery
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Unsorted or CB cells isolated from primary prostate cultures were treated with either 10 nM
Dexamethasone (Sigma-Aldrich Company Ltd, Gillingham, UK) dissolved in Ethanol, 1 uM
Mifepristone (RU486) (Sigma-Aldrich Company Ltd, Gillingham, UK) dissolved in DMSO for 3
days, and/or irradiated with 5 Gy. According to the different clonogenic potential of the
different populations, 100 unsorted or 300 CB cells were plated on to 35-mm collagen I-
coated plates (BD Biocoat; BD biosciences) in the presence of irradiated mouse embryonic
fibroblast cell line STO cells as feeder cells. Colonies were subsequently scored if they
contained more than 32 cells (5 population doublings) usually between 14 to 28 days after

treatment [80].

Flow cytometry

Cultured cells were trypsinised, resuspended in MACs buffer and incubated with antibodies to
the Integrin a2 (MCA743PET AbD Serotec, Kidlington, UK) and integrin a6 CD49f (11-0495—
80, eBioscience, San Diego, USA) for 20 min at 4 °C. Cells were then analyzed on a CyAn-
ADP flow cytometer (Beckman Coulter, High Wycombe, UK) and data processed using

Summit v4.3 software (Beckman Coulter).

Live cell count
Collected cells were stained with Trypan Blue (Sigma-Aldrich Company Ltd, Gillingham, UK)

and counted using a Neubauer's haemocytometer.

Cell migration Assay

Cells were plated in a 10-cm dish for 48 hours. A wound was created using a 1-ml pipette tip.
The width of the wound at 0 and 24 hours was measured using Volocity software (Perkin
Elmer, Waltham, MA, USA). The average (of 10 random points) was taken and the relative

percentage wound closure at 24 hours with respect to the starting wound size was calculated.

Statistical Analyses
GraphPad Prism 5 (GraphPad Software, La Jolla, CA, USA) was used for statistical analyses.

Mann-Whitney U or the Student’s t-test was used to determine if two sets of data were
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significantly different from each other. Correlation analysis was performed by the Pearson’s
method. Data are presented as meanzstandard deviation (SD) unless otherwise specified.

All experiments were performed in at least 3 independent replications.

18



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
We thank all the patients and urology surgeons L Coombes, G Cooksey and J Hetherington
(Castle Hill Hospital, Cottingham, UK). We also thank patients who kindly provided samples.

We further thank the Cancer Research Unit York for their support and helpful discussions.

DISCLOSURE OF POTENTIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

The authors declare no conflict of interest.

GRANT SUPPORT

This work was funded by PRO-NEST Marie-Curie Grant and Yorkshire Cancer Research

Project Grant (Y259) and program grant (Y257PA).

19



References

1. Heidenreich A, Bastian PJ, Bellmunt ], Bolla M, Joniau S, van der Kwast T, Mason
M, Matveev V, Wiegel T, Zattoni F, Mottet N and European Association of U. EAU
guidelines on prostate cancer. part 1: screening, diagnosis, and local treatment with
curative intent-update 2013. European urology. 2014; 65(1):124-137.

2. Szostak M] and Kyprianou N. Radiation-induced apoptosis: predictive and
therapeutic significance in radiotherapy of prostate cancer (review). Oncology reports.
2000; 7(4):699-706.

3. Polkinghorn WR and Zelefsky M]. Improving outcomes in high-risk prostate
cancer with radiotherapy. Rep Pract Oncol Radiother. 2013; 18(6):333-337.
4, Kupelian PA, Mahadevan A, Reddy CA, Reuther AM and Klein EA. Use of different

definitions of biochemical failure after external beam radiotherapy changes conclusions
about relative treatment efficacy for localized prostate cancer. Urology. 2006;
68(3):593-598.

5. Boutros PC, Fraser M, Harding NJ, de Borja R, Trudel D, Lalonde E, Meng A,
Hennings-Yeomans PH, McPherson A, Sabelnykova VY, Zia A, Fox NS, Livingstone ], Shiah
Y], Wang |, Beck TA, et al. Spatial genomic heterogeneity within localized, multifocal
prostate cancer. Nature genetics. 2015; 47(7):736-745.

6. Nwosu V, Carpten ], Trent JM and Sheridan R. Heterogeneity of genetic
alterations in prostate cancer: evidence of the complex nature of the disease. Human
molecular genetics. 2001; 10(20):2313-2318.

7. Draisma G, Etzioni R, Tsodikov A, Mariotto A, Wever E, Gulati R, Feuer E and de
Koning H. Lead time and overdiagnosis in prostate-specific antigen screening:
importance of methods and context. ] Natl Cancer Inst. 2009; 101(6):374-383.

8. Frame FM, Pellacani D, Collins AT, Simms MS, Mann VM, Jones GD, Meuth M,
Bristow RG and Maitland NJ. HDAC inhibitor confers radiosensitivity to prostate stem-
like cells. British journal of cancer. 2013; 109(12):3023-3033.

9. Frame FM and Maitland NJ. Cancer stem cells, models of study and implications
of therapy resistance mechanisms. Advances in experimental medicine and biology.
2011; 720:105-118.

10. Collins AT, Berry PA, Hyde C, Stower M] and Maitland NJ. Prospective
identification of tumorigenic prostate cancer stem cells. Cancer research. 2005;
65(23):10946-10951.

11. Goldstein AS, Huang ], Guo C, Garraway IP and Witte ON. Identification of a cell of
origin for human prostate cancer. Science. 2010; 329(5991):568-571.

12. Lawson DA, Zong Y, Memarzadeh S, Xin L, Huang ] and Witte ON. Basal epithelial
stem cells are efficient targets for prostate cancer initiation. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America. 2010; 107(6):2610-2615.

13. Wong L. and Bushman W. Comment on basal epithelial stem cells as efficient
targets for prostate cancer initiation. Stem Cell Res Ther. 2010; 1(2):16.

14. Garraway IP, Sun W, Tran CP, Perner S, Zhang B, Goldstein AS, Hahm SA, Haider
M, Head CS, Reiter RE, Rubin MA and Witte ON. Human prostate sphere-forming cells
represent a subset of basal epithelial cells capable of glandular regeneration in vivo. The
Prostate. 2010; 70(5):491-501.

15. Cummins JM and Velculescu VE. Implications of micro-RNA profiling for cancer
diagnosis. Oncogene. 2006; 25(46):6220-6227.

16. Tricoli JV and Jacobson JW. MicroRNA: Potential for Cancer Detection, Diagnosis,
and Prognosis. Cancer research. 2007; 67(10):4553-4555.

17. Bonci D, Coppola V, Patrizii M, Addario A, Cannistraci A, Francescangeli F, Pecci
R, Muto G, Collura D, Bedini R, Zeuner A, Valtieri M, Sentinelli S, Benassi MS, Gallucci M,
Carlini P, et al. A microRNA code for prostate cancer metastasis. Oncogene. 2015.

20



18. Valencia-Sanchez MA, Liu ], Hannon GJ and Parker R. Control of translation and
mRNA degradation by miRNAs and siRNAs. Genes & development. 2006; 20(5):515-524.
19. Bartel DP. MicroRNAs: genomics, biogenesis, mechanism, and function. Cell.
2004; 116(2):281-297.

20. Soifer HS, Rossi ]] and Saetrom P. MicroRNAs in disease and potential
therapeutic applications. Molecular therapy : the journal of the American Society of Gene
Therapy. 2007; 15(12):2070-2079.

21. Mueller AC, Sun D and Dutta A. The miR-99 family regulates the DNA damage
response through its target SNF2H. Oncogene. 2013; 32(9):1164-1172.

22. Baskar R, Lee KA, Yeo R and Yeoh KW. Cancer and radiation therapy: current
advances and future directions. International journal of medical sciences. 2012;
9(3):193-199.

23. Litwin MS, Lubeck DP, Henning JM and Carroll PR. Differences in urologist and
patient assessments of health related quality of life in men with prostate cancer: results
of the CaPSURE database. The Journal of urology. 1998; 159(6):1988-1992.

24. Rane JK, Scaravilli M, Ylipaa A, Pellacani D, Mann VM, Simms MS, Nykter M,
Collins AT, Visakorpi T and Maitland NJ. MicroRNA expression profile of primary
prostate cancer stem cells as a source of biomarkers and therapeutic targets. European
urology. 2015; 67(1):7-10.

25. Rane JK, Ylipaa A, Adamson R, Mann VM, Simms MS, Collins AT, Visakorpi T,
Nykter M and Maitland NJ. Construction of therapeutically relevant human prostate
epithelial fate map by utilising miRNA and mRNA microarray expression data. British
journal of cancer. 2015; 113(4):611-615.

26. Taylor BS, Schultz N, Hieronymus H, Gopalan A, Xiao Y, Carver BS, Arora VK,
Kaushik P, Cerami E, Reva B, Antipin Y, Mitsiades N, Landers T, Dolgalev I, Major JE,
Wilson M, et al. Integrative genomic profiling of human prostate cancer. Cancer cell.
2010; 18(1):11-22.

27. Lin PC, Chiu YL, Banerjee S, Park K, Mosquera JM, Giannopoulou E, Alves P,
Tewari AK, Gerstein MB, Beltran H, Melnick AM, Elemento O, Demichelis F and Rubin
MA. Epigenetic repression of miR-31 disrupts androgen receptor homeostasis and
contributes to prostate cancer progression. Cancer research. 2013; 73(3):1232-1244.
28. Mattie MD, Benz CC, Bowers ], Sensinger K, Wong L, Scott GK, Fedele V, Ginzinger
D, Getts R and Haqq C. Optimized high-throughput microRNA expression profiling
provides novel biomarker assessment of clinical prostate and breast cancer biopsies.
Molecular cancer. 2006; 5:24.

29. Lu ], Getz G, Miska EA, Alvarez-Saavedra E, Lamb ], Peck D, Sweet-Cordero A,
Ebert BL, Mak RH, Ferrando AA, Downing JR, Jacks T, Horvitz HR and Golub TR.
MicroRNA expression profiles classify human cancers. Nature. 2005; 435(7043):834-
838.

30. Sun D, Lee YS, Malhotra A, Kim HK, Matecic M, Evans C, Jensen RV, Moskaluk CA
and Dutta A. miR-99 family of MicroRNAs suppresses the expression of prostate-specific
antigen and prostate cancer cell proliferation. Cancer research. 2011; 71(4):1313-1324.
31. Sharma A, Singh K and Almasan A. Histone H2AX phosphorylation: a marker for
DNA damage. Methods in molecular biology. 2012; 920:613-626.

32. Park JH, Park E]J, Lee HS, Kim SJ, Hur SK, Imbalzano AN and Kwon ]. Mammalian
SWI/SNF complexes facilitate DNA double-strand break repair by promoting gamma-
H2AX induction. The EMBO journal. 2006; 25(17):3986-3997.

33. Aydin OZ, Marteijn JA, Ribeiro-Silva C, Rodriguez Lopez A, Wijgers N, Smeenk G,
van Attikum H, Poot RA, Vermeulen W and Lans H. Human ISWI complexes are targeted
by SMARCAS ATPase and SLIDE domains to help resolve lesion-stalled transcription.
Nucleic acids research. 2014; 42(13):8473-8485.

34. Smeenk G, Wiegant WW, Marteijn JA, Luijsterburg MS, Sroczynski N, Costelloe T,
Romeijn R], Pastink A, Mailand N, Vermeulen W and van Attikum H. Poly(ADP-

21



ribosyl)ation links the chromatin remodeler SMARCA5/SNF2H to RNF168-dependent
DNA damage signaling. Journal of cell science. 2013; 126(Pt 4):889-903.

35. Birnie R, Bryce SD, Roome C, Dussupt V, Droop A, Lang SH, Berry PA, Hyde CF,
Lewis JL, Stower MJ, Maitland NJ and Collins AT. Gene expression profiling of human
prostate cancer stem cells reveals a pro-inflammatory phenotype and the importance of
extracellular matrix interactions. Genome biology. 2008; 9(5):R83.

36. Gibson BA and Kraus WL. New insights into the molecular and cellular functions
of poly(ADP-ribose) and PARPs. Nature reviews Molecular cell biology. 2012;
13(7):411-424.

37. Baumann M, Krause M and Hill R. Exploring the role of cancer stem cells in
radioresistance. Nature reviews Cancer. 2008; 8(7):545-554.

38. Marie-Egyptienne DT, Lohse I and Hill RP. Cancer stem cells, the epithelial to
mesenchymal transition (EMT) and radioresistance: potential role of hypoxia. Cancer
letters. 2013; 341(1):63-72.

39. Emmrich S, Rasche M, Schoning ], Reimer C, Keihani S, Maroz A, Xie Y, Li Z,
Schambach A, Reinhardt D and Klusmann JH. miR-99a/100~125b tricistrons regulate
hematopoietic stem and progenitor cell homeostasis by shifting the balance between
TGFbeta and Wnt signaling. Genes & development. 2014; 28(8):858-874.

40. Deng L, Shang L, Bai S, Chen ], He X, Martin-Trevino R, Chen S, Li XY, Meng X, Yu
B, Wang X, Liu Y, McDermott SP, Ariazi AE, Ginestier C, Ibarra |, et al. MicroRNA100
inhibits self-renewal of breast cancer stem-like cells and breast tumor development.
Cancer research. 2014; 74(22):6648-6660.

41. Aguirre A, Montserrat N, Zacchigna S, Nivet E, Hishida T, Krause MN, Kurian L,
Ocampo A, Vazquez-Ferrer E, Rodriguez-Esteban C, Kumar S, Moresco J], Yates R, 3rd,
Campistol JM, Sancho-Martinez I, Giacca M, et al. In vivo activation of a conserved
microRNA program induces mammalian heart regeneration. Cell stem cell. 2014;
15(5):589-604.

472. Alajem A, Biran A, Harikumar A, Sailaja BS, Aaronson Y, Livyatan I, Nissim-
Rafinia M, Sommer AG, Mostoslavsky G, Gerbasi VR, Golden DE, Datta A, Sze SK and
Meshorer E. Differential association of chromatin proteins identifies BAF60a/SMARCD1
as aregulator of embryonic stem cell differentiation. Cell Rep. 2015; 10(12):2019-2031.
43, Roper S], Chrysanthou S, Senner CE, Sienerth A, Gnan S, Murray A, Masutani M,
Latos P and Hemberger M. ADP-ribosyltransferases Parp1 and Parp7 safeguard
pluripotency of ES cells. Nucleic acids research. 2014; 42(14):8914-8927.

44, Turcatel G, Rubin N, El-Hashash A and Warburton D. MIR-99a and MIR-99b
modulate TGF-beta induced epithelial to mesenchymal plasticity in normal murine
mammary gland cells. PloS one. 2012; 7(1):e31032.

45, Chen D, Sun Y, Yuan Y, Han Z, Zhang P, Zhang ], You M]J, Teruya-Feldstein ], Wang
M, Gupta S, Hung M(, Liang H and Ma L. miR-100 induces epithelial-mesenchymal
transition but suppresses tumorigenesis, migration and invasion. PLoS genetics. 2014;
10(2):e1004177.

46. Lee JM, Dedhar S, Kalluri R and Thompson EW. The epithelial-mesenchymal
transition: new insights in signaling, development, and disease. The Journal of cell
biology. 2006; 172(7):973-981.

47. Lamouille S, Xu ] and Derynck R. Molecular mechanisms of epithelial-
mesenchymal transition. Nature reviews Molecular cell biology. 2014; 15(3):178-196.
48. Rane JK, Droop AP, Pellacani D, Polson ES, Simms MS, Collins AT, Caves LS and
Maitland NJ. Conserved two-step regulatory mechanism of human epithelial
differentiation. Stem cell reports. 2014; 2(2):180-188.

49, Liu L, Walker EA, Kissane S, Khan I, Murray PI, Rauz S and Wallace GR. Gene
expression and miR profiles of human corneal fibroblasts in response to
dexamethasone. Investigative ophthalmology & visual science. 2011; 52(10):7282-7288.
50. Mariotta M, Perewusnyk G, Koechli OR, Little ]B, von Knebel Doeberitz M,
Mirimanoff RO and Rutz HP. Dexamethasone-induced enhancement of resistance to

22



ionizing radiation and chemotherapeutic agents in human tumor cells. Strahlentherapie
und Onkologie : Organ der Deutschen Rontgengesellschaft [et al]. 1999; 175(8):392-
396.

51. Zhang C, Kolb A, Mattern |, Gassler N, Wenger T, Herzer K, Debatin KM, Buchler
M, Friess H, Rittgen W, Edler L and Herr I. Dexamethasone desensitizes hepatocellular
and colorectal tumours toward cytotoxic therapy. Cancer letters. 2006; 242(1):104-111.
52. Kamradt MC, Walter S, Koudelik ], Shafer L, Weijzen S, Velders M and Vaughan
AT. Steroid-mediated inhibition of radiation-induced apoptosis in C4-1 cervical
carcinoma cells is p53-dependent. European journal of cancer. 2001; 37(17):2240-2246.
53. Lin MF, Kawachi MH, Stallcup MR, Grunberg SM and Lin FF. Growth inhibition of
androgen-insensitive human prostate carcinoma cells by a 19-norsteroid derivative
agent, mifepristone. The Prostate. 1995; 26(4):194-204.

54. Smith BA, Sokolov A, Uzunangelov V, Baertsch R, Newton Y, Graim K, Mathis C,
Cheng D, Stuart JM and Witte ON. A basal stem cell signature identifies aggressive
prostate cancer phenotypes. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the
United States of America. 2015.

55. Blower PE, Verducci JS, Lin S, Zhou ], Chung JH, Dai Z, Liu CG, Reinhold W,
Lorenzi PL, Kaldjian EP, Croce CM, Weinstein JN and Sadee W. MicroRNA expression
profiles for the NCI-60 cancer cell panel. Molecular cancer therapeutics. 2007;
6(5):1483-1491.

56. Jalava SE, Urbanucci A, Latonen L, Waltering KK, Sahu B, Janne OA, Seppala ],
Lahdesmaki H, Tammela TL and Visakorpi T. Androgen-regulated miR-32 targets BTG2
and is overexpressed in castration-resistant prostate cancer. Oncogene. 2012.

57. Mulder KW, Wang X, Escriu C, Ito Y, Schwarz RF, Gillis ], Sirokmany G, Donati G,
Uribe-Lewis S, Pavlidis P, Murrell A, Markowetz F and Watt FM. Diverse epigenetic
strategies interact to control epidermal differentiation. Nature cell biology. 2012;
14(7):753-763.

58. Kim SH, Joshi K, Ezhilarasan R, Myers TR, Siu ], Gu C, Nakano-Okuno M, Taylor D,
Minata M, Sulman EP, Lee ], Bhat KP, Salcini AE and Nakano I. EZH2 protects glioma
stem cells from radiation-induced cell death in a MELK/FOXM1-dependent manner.
Stem cell reports. 2015; 4(2):226-238.

59. Shen X, Liu Y, Hsu Y], Fujiwara Y, Kim ], Mao X, Yuan GC and Orkin SH. EZH1
mediates methylation on histone H3 lysine 27 and complements EZH2 in maintaining
stem cell identity and executing pluripotency. Molecular cell. 2008; 32(4):491-502.

60. Varambally S, Dhanasekaran SM, Zhou M, Barrette TR, Kumar-Sinha C, Sanda
MG, Ghosh D, Pienta K], Sewalt RG, Otte AP, Rubin MA and Chinnaiyan AM. The
polycomb group protein EZH2 is involved in progression of prostate cancer. Nature.
2002; 419(6907):624-629.

61. Swindall AF, Stanley JA and Yang ES. PARP-1: Friend or Foe of DNA Damage and
Repair in Tumorigenesis? Cancers. 2013; 5(3):943-958.

62. Mateo ], Carreira S, Sandhu S, Miranda S, Mossop H, Perez-Lopez R, Nava
Rodrigues D, Robinson D, Omlin A, Tunariu N, Boysen G, Porta N, Flohr P, Gillman A,
Figueiredo I, Paulding C, et al. DNA-Repair Defects and Olaparib in Metastatic Prostate
Cancer. The New England journal of medicine. 2015; 373(18):1697-1708.

63. Senra JM, Telfer BA, Cherry KE, McCrudden CM, Hirst DG, O'Connor M], Wedge
SR and Stratford IJ. Inhibition of PARP-1 by olaparib (AZD2281) increases the
radiosensitivity of a lung tumor xenograft. Molecular cancer therapeutics. 2011;
10(10):1949-1958.

64. Henneman L, van Miltenburg MH, Michalak EM, Braumuller TM, Jaspers JE,
Drenth AP, de Korte-Grimmerink R, Gogola E, Szuhai K, Schlicker A, Bin Ali R, Pritchard
C, Huijbers IJ, Berns A, Rottenberg S and Jonkers J. Selective resistance to the PARP
inhibitor olaparib in a mouse model for BRCA1-deficient metaplastic breast cancer. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2015; 112(27):8409-8414.

23



65. Singh A and Settleman ]. EMT, cancer stem cells and drug resistance: an
emerging axis of evil in the war on cancer. Oncogene. 2010; 29(34):4741-4751.

66. Chang L, Graham PH, Hao ], Ni ], Bucci ], Cozzi P], Kearsley JH and Li Y.
Acquisition of epithelial-mesenchymal transition and cancer stem cell phenotypes is
associated with activation of the PI3K/Akt/mTOR pathway in prostate cancer
radioresistance. Cell Death Dis. 2013; 4:e875.

67. Takahashi K and Yamanaka S. Induction of pluripotent stem cells from mouse
embryonic and adult fibroblast cultures by defined factors. Cell. 2006; 126(4):663-676.
68. Smith LK, Shah RR and Cidlowski JA. Glucocorticoids modulate microRNA
expression and processing during lymphocyte apoptosis. ] Biol Chem. 2010;
285(47):36698-36708.

69. Emmrich S, Streltsov A, Schmidt F, Thangapandi VR, Reinhardt D and Klusmann
JH. LincRNAs MONC and MIR100HG act as oncogenes in acute megakaryoblastic
leukemia. Mol Cancer. 2014; 13:171.

70. Pang D, Kocherginsky M, Krausz T, Kim SY and Conzen SD. Dexamethasone
decreases xenograft response to Paclitaxel through inhibition of tumor cell apoptosis.
Cancer biology & therapy. 2006; 5(8):933-940.

71. Zhang C, Wenger T, Mattern |, llea S, Frey C, Gutwein P, Altevogt P, Bodenmuller
W, Gassler N, Schnabel PA, Dienemann H, Marme A, Hohenfellner M, Haferkamp A,
Pfitzenmaier ], Grone HJ, et al. Clinical and mechanistic aspects of glucocorticoid-
induced chemotherapy resistance in the majority of solid tumors. Cancer biology &
therapy. 2007; 6(2):278-287.

72. Goodman CR, Sato T, Peck AR, Girondo MA, Yang N, Liu C, Yanac AF, Kovatich A],
Hooke JA, Shriver CD, Mitchell EP, Hyslop T and Rui H. Steroid induction of therapy-
resistant cytokeratin-5-positive cells in estrogen receptor-positive breast cancer
through a BCL6-dependent mechanism. Oncogene. 2015.

73. Arora VK, Schenkein E, Murali R, Subudhi SK, Wongvipat ], Balbas MD, Shah N,
Cai L, Efstathiou E, Logothetis C, Zheng D and Sawyers CL. Glucocorticoid receptor
confers resistance to antiandrogens by bypassing androgen receptor blockade. Cell.
2013; 155(6):1309-1322.

74. Kroon ], Puhr M, Buijs JT, van der Horst G, Hemmer DM, Marijt KA, Hwang MS,
Masood M, Grimm S, Storm G, Metselaar JM, Meijer OC, Culig Z and van der Pluijm G.
Glucocorticoid receptor antagonism reverts docetaxel resistance in human prostate
cancer. Endocr Relat Cancer. 2016; 23(1):35-45.

75. Marin-Aguilera M, Codony-Servat |, Reig O, Lozano ]], Fernandez PL, Pereira MV,
Jimenez N, Donovan M, Puig P, Mengual L, Bermudo R, Font A, Gallardo E, Ribal M]J,
Alcaraz A, Gascon P, et al. Epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition mediates docetaxel
resistance and high risk of relapse in prostate cancer. Molecular cancer therapeutics.
2014; 13(5):1270-1284.

76. Puhr M, Hoefer ], Schafer G, Erb HH, Oh SJ, Klocker H, Heidegger I, Neuwirt H and
Culig Z. Epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition leads to docetaxel resistance in prostate
cancer and is mediated by reduced expression of miR-200c and miR-205. The American
journal of pathology. 2012; 181(6):2188-2201.

77. Taplin ME, Manola ], Oh WK, Kantoff PW, Bubley GJ, Smith M, Barb D, Mantzoros
C, Gelmann EP and Balk SP. A phase II study of mifepristone (RU-486) in castration-
resistant prostate cancer, with a correlative assessment of androgen-related hormones.
BJU international. 2008; 101(9):1084-1089.

78. Erb HH, Langlechner RV, Moser PL, Handle F, Casneuf T, Verstraeten K, Schlick B,
Schafer G, Hall B, Sasser K, Culig Z and Santer FR. IL6 sensitizes prostate cancer to the
antiproliferative effect of IFNalpha2 through IRF9. Endocrine-related cancer. 2013;
20(5):677-689.

79. Richardson GD, Robson CN, Lang SH, Neal DE, Maitland NJ and Collins AT.
CD133, a novel marker for human prostatic epithelial stem cells. Journal of cell science.
2004; 117(Pt 16):3539-3545.

24



80. Franken NA, Rodermond HM, Stap ], Haveman ] and van Bree C. Clonogenic assay
of cells in vitro. Nature protocols. 2006; 1(5):2315-2319.

25



Figure 1: miR-99a/100 function together and their lower expression imparts aggressive
PCa disease and stem cell-like phenotype

(A+B) Expression profiles of miR-99a (A) and miR-100 (B) in the separated populations: stem
cell (SC), cancer stem cell (CSC), transit amplifying (TA) and committed basal (CB) (n=5
Benign prostatic hyperplasia (BPH) and treatment naive Prostate Cancer (tnCancer), n=3
castration resistant PCa (CRPC).

(C+D) miR-99a and miR-100 levels in unseparated benign and malignant populations from
the GSE21036 (C, benign n=28, malignant n=99, metastasis n=14) and GSE36802

(D, benign n=21, malignant n=21) data sets.

(E+F) Survival analysis from GSE21036 of patients with low and high mir-99a (E) and miR-
100 (F) levels using the Project Betastasis database
(http://www.betastasis.com/prostate_cancer/taylor_et_al_2010/kaplan-meier_survival_plot/
28/02/2016). The median was chosen as threshold.

(G) Correlation analysis of miR-99a and miR-100 after pooling the expression data of
GSE21036 and GSE36802. The analysis shows a significant correlation between miR-99a
and miR-100 expression in PCa patients.

(H) Comparison of miR-99 and miR-100 expression in unfractionated primary prostate
samples from BPH (n=3), tnCancer (n=3) and CRPC (n=3).

(I) Expression profiles of miR-99 and miR-100 in prostate cancer cell lines (n=3).

Data are expressed as mean + s.d. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001 (Student's ttest).

Figure 2: Suppression of miR-99a and miR-100 promotes efficient DNA repair in cells
with high miR-99a/100 expression

(A) Proliferation assays showing the relative surviving fraction of PCa cell lines 48 h after
exposing them to 2, 5, and 10 Gy radiation (n=3)

(B) Proliferation assays showing the relative surviving fraction of LNCaP cells transfected with
control, miR-99a-inhibitor, and miR-100-inhibitor cells 48 h after exposing the to 2, 5, 10 Gy
radiation (n=3).

(C) Schematic representation of methodology for miRNA inhibition experiments. Committed

basal (CB) cells, which express relatively high levels of miR-99a/100, were transfected with
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control, miR-99a-inihibitor or miR-100 inhibitor for 3 days and then analyzed with or without
exposure to 5-Gy radiation.

(D) Proliferation of malignant irradiated CB cells measured by live cell count after miR-99a
and miR-100 inhibition (n=3 PCa).

(E) Colony forming assay of malignant irradiated CB cells after miR-99a and miR-100
inhibition (n=3 PCa)

Data are expressed as mean + s.d. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001 (Student's ttest).

Figure 3: Suppression of miR-99a and 100 promotes DNA repair enhance recruitment
of DNA repair proteins

(A) Quantification of positive nuclear phospho-ATM/ATR substrate and phospho-P53 (s-20)
stained CB cells transfected with miR-99a and 100 inhibitor. Immunofluorescence staining
was performed was performed 30 minutes after exposure to 5-Gy (n=3 PCa, each sample in
triplicate), >250 cells/sample were counted.

(B) Quantification of yH2AX immunofluorescence foci/nucleus at multiple time points after
transfection of miR-99a/100 inhibitor in CB cells following 5-Gy radiation exposure (n=3 PCa,
each sample in triplicate), >250 cells/sample were counted. Line represents 50 % of total
yH2AX foci/cell.

(C) Quantification of nuclear pan-histone 3-acetylation immunofluorescence staining intensity
by Velocity Quantitation software in miR-99a and 100-inhibitor transfected CB cells 30
minutes after exposure to 5-Gy radiation (n=3 PCa). n indicates total number of cells included
in the analysis.

(D) Quantification of miR-inhibitor transfected CB cells exhibiting nuclear BRCA1 and RAD51
immunofluorescence foci, 120 minutes after exposure to 5-Gy radiation (n = 3 PCa, each
sample in triplicate), >250 cells/sample were counted.

(E) Representative pictures of immunofluorescence staining for phosphop53 (s-20), cleaved
caspase 3, and cleaved PARP expression in miR-99a/100 inhibitor transfected CB cells, 24 h
after exposure to 5-Gy radiation (n=3 PCa, each sample in triplicate). The right panel shows
quantitation of staining using Velocity Quantitation software. n indicates total number of cells

quantified. Scale bar: 120 ym
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Data are expressed as mean + s.d. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001 (Student's ttest).

Figure 4: Effects of miR-99a and 100 on DNA repair processes are regulated by
SMARCAS5 and SMARCD1

(A) Representative western blot analysis of SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 expression in miR-
inhibitor transfected malignant CB cells.

(B) Immunofluorescence staining for nuclear SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 in miR-99a and 100-
inhibitor transfected CB cells, 5 minutes after exposure to 5-Gy radiation (n=5 PCa). Scale
bar: 100 uM. Right panel shows the quantification of SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 positive CB
cells, >250 cells/sample counted and SMARCAS and SMARCD1 fluorescence quantification
using Velocity quantitation software

(C) Colony forming experiments of CB cells transfected simultaneously with miR-99a inhibitor
and SMARCA5 or SMARCD1 endoribonuclease-prepared siRNA (esiRNAs) following 5-Gy
radiation show a rescue of the effects mediated by miR-99a inhibitor alone (n=5 PCa, each
sample is in triplicate).

(D) Quantification of nuclear pan-histone 3-acetylation immunofluorescence staining by
Velocity Quantitation software in miR-99a inhibitor and SMARCAS5 or SMARCD1 esiRNAs
transfected CB cells. Immunofluorescence staining was performed 30 minutes after exposure
to 5-Gy radiation (n=3 PCa, each sample in triplicate). n indicates total number of cells
included in quantification analysis

(E) Quantification of nuclear BRCA1 and RAD51 in CB cells simultaneously transfected miR-
99a inhibitor and SMARCAS5 or SMARCD1 esiRNA. Immunofluorescence staining was
performed 120 minutes after exposure to 5-Gy radiation (n=3 PCa, each sample in triplicate),
>250 cells/sample were counted.

(F) Quantification of nuclear SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 in CB cells simultaneously
transfected with miR-99a inhibitor and treated with or without the PARP1 inhibitor
nicotinamide. Immunofluorescence staining was performed 120 minutes after exposure to 5-
Gy radiation (n=5 PCa, each sample in triplicate), >250 cells/sample were counted.

(G) Quantification of nuclear SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 in CB cells simultaneously

transfected with miR-99a inhibitor and PARP1 esiRNA. Immunofluorescence staining was
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performed 120 minutes after exposure to 5-Gy radiation (n=5 PCa, each sample in triplicate),
>250 cells/sample were counted.

(H) Colony forming experiments of CB cells transfected with SCRMBL or PARP1 esiRNA or
treated with nicotinamide following by 5-Gy radiation showing a rescue of the effects
mediated by miR-99a inhibitor alone (n=5 PCa, each sample in triplicate).

Data are expressed as mean + s.d. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001 (Student's ttest).

Figure 5: Suppression of miR-99a/100-induced efficient DNA repair in CB cells is not
due to induction of epithelial-mesenchymal transition or de-differentiation

(A) Representative western blot analysis of epithelial-mesenchymal transition-associated
proteins E-cadherin (CDH1), fibronectin (FN1) and Vimentin (VIM) in CB cells transfected with
control, miR-99a-inhibitor, and miR-100-inhibitor, for 3 days.

(B) FACS analysis for CD49b (ITGB2) and CD49f (ITGB6) expression of CB cells transfected
with either control or miR-99a inhibitor for 3 days (n=3 PCa)

(C) mRNA levels of differentiation-associated genes (Nuclear factor kappa-light-chain-
enhancer of activated B cells 1 (NFkB1), DNA-binding protein inhibitor ID-2 (ID2), prominin 1
(PROM1), Sex determining region Y-box 2 (SOX2), Homeobox protein Nkx-3.1 (NKX3.1),
Wingless-Type MMTYV Integration Site Family, Member 5A (WNT5a) and Pappalysin A (PAP))
after miR-99a-inhibitor transfection in CB cells, for 3 days, relative to control transfection.
None of the changes were statistically significant (n = 2 BPH and 3 PCa, each sample in
triplicate) were measured by qRT-PCR and normalized to RPLPO.

(D) Colony forming efficiency of miR-99a/100 inhibitor transfected CB cells (n=3 PCa).

(E) Wound healing assay miR-99a/100 inhibitor transfected CB cells after 48 h

Data are expressed as mean + s.d. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001 (Student's ttest).

Figure 6: Effects of miR-99a/100 on DNA repair processes are regulated by SMARCAS5
and SMARCD1
(A) gRT-PCR analysis of miR-99a and miR-100 expression in CB cells treated with R1881 or

dexamethasone (DEX) for 72 h (n= 5 PCa).
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(B) gRT-PCR analysis of SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 expression in CB cells treated with DEX
for 72 h (n= 5 PCa).

(C) Representative western blot analysis of SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 in CB cells treated
with R1881 or DEX for 72 h

(D) Cell viability assay after 72 h of CB cells exposed to DEX for 72 h followed by irradiation
(Gy 5, n=3 PCa)

(E) gRT-PCR analysis of miR-99a and miR-100 expression in total primary cell populations
treated with Mifepristone for 72 h (n= 5 PCa).

(F) gRT-PCR analysis of SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 expression in total primary cell
populations treated with Mifepristone for 72 h (n= 5 PCa).

(G) Cell viability assay after 72 h of total primary cell populations after exposure to DEX for
72 h followed by irradiation (Gy 5, n=5 PCa)

(H) Colony forming efficiency of primary prostate cells after being exposure to Mifepristone for
72 h followed by irradiation (Gy 5, n=5 PCa)

(I) Schematic representation of the hypothesis, which proposes a feedback loop between
androgen receptor (AR)-miR99a/100-SMARCD1 and glucocorticoid receptor (GR)-
miR99a/100-SMARCD1 in androgen dependent and androgen independent cells.

Data are expressed as mean £ s.d. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001 (Student's ttest).

Supplementary Figure 1:

(A+B) Pearson correlation analysis of miR-99a (A) and miR-100 (B) expression with Gleason
Score in the GSE21036 cohort.

(C) Proliferation analysis of malignant CB cells measured by live cell count after miR-99a and
miR-100 inhibition (n=3 PCa).

(D) gRT-PCR analysis of miR-99a and miR-100 expression in CB cells 72 hours after mi-
R99a and miR-100 inhibitor transfection (n=3 PCa).

Data are expressed as mean + s.d. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001 (Student's ttest).

Supplementary Figure 2:
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(A) Rapid recruitment kinetics of SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 to the cell nucleus in SC post
5@y irradiation.

(B) Quantification of nuclear SMARCA5 and SMARCD1 in SC and CB. Immunofluorescence
staining was performed 5 minutes after exposure to 5-Gy radiation (n=3 BPH and PCa, each
sample in triplicate). >250 cells/sample were counted.

(C) Normalized microarray expression of PARP1 in SC (s) and CB (c) cells from Birnie et al.,
2008 dataset.

(D) Log2 microarray expression of glucocorticoid receptor (GR/NR3C1) probes in benign SC
malignant SC (CSC), benign CB, and malignant CB (CBC) from Birnie et al., 2008 dataset.

Data are expressed as mean £ s.d. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001 (Student's ttest).

Supplementary Figure 3
(A+B) gRT-PCR analysis of miR-99a (A) and miR-100 (B) expression in LNCaP and PC3
cells 72 hours after treatment with R1881, Bicalutamide or Dexamethasone. (n=3).

Data are expressed as mean + s.d. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001 (Student's ttest).

Supplementary Table 1

Antibody dilutions used for immunofluorescence (IF) and western blot (WB)
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Fig.4: Effects of miR-99a/100 on DNA repair processes are regulated by SMARCAS and SMARCD1
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