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Abstract. Chemokines are small, secreted proteins
that bind to the chemokine receptor subfamily of class
A G protein-coupled receptors. Collectively, these
receptor-ligand pairs are responsible for diverse
physiological responses including immune cell traf-
ficking, development and mitogenic signaling, both in
the context of homeostasis and disease. However,
chemokines and their receptors are not isolated
entities, but instead function in complex networks
involving homo- and heterodimer formation as well as
crosstalk with other signaling complexes. Here the

functional consequences of chemokine receptor ac-
tivity, from the perspective of both direct physical
associations with other receptors and indirect cross-
talk with orthogonal signaling pathways, are reviewed.
Modulation of chemokine receptor activity through
these mechanisms has significant implications in
physiological and pathological processes, as well as
drug discovery and drug efficacy. The integration of
signals downstream of chemokine and other receptors
will be key to understanding how cells fine-tune their
response to a variety of stimuli, including therapeutics.
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Introduction

Chemokines are small chemoattractant cytokines best
known for their role in directing immune cell migra-
tion [1]. Upon secretion, chemokines accumulate in
localized areas by binding to cell surface carbohy-
drate-containing structures and extracellular matrix
components, and recruit receptor-bearing leukocytes
to sites of inflammation (inflammatory/inducible
chemokines) or to secondary lymphoid organs during
routine immune surveillance (homeostatic/constitu-
tive chemokines) [2]. Chemokines and their receptors
are also involved in many developmental processes,
including central nervous system development, car-

diogenesis and lymphopoiesis. In addition to their
normal physiological roles, aberrant expression and/
or regulation of chemokines and their receptors are
associated with a many diseases, including inflamma-
tory diseases, atherosclerosis, cancer and HIV [3].
The chemokine network consists of approximately 50
human ligands and 20 receptors. Many chemokines
bind multiple receptors and most receptors bind
multiple chemokines, suggesting the possibility of
functional redundancy. However, emerging evidence
indicates that there is specificity in many receptor-
ligand interactions not only due to the ability of
different ligands to induce different signals from a
given receptor [4], termed functional selectivity [5],
but also because of spatial and temporal control of
their expression [6].† These authors contributed equally.
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Despite low sequence homology, chemokines have a
highly conserved tertiary structure consisting of a
disordered N-terminal region, three anti-parallel b-
sheets and a C-terminal a-helix. Chemokines are also
known to form dimers and higher order oligomers [7].
Although it has been demonstrated that chemokines
bind and signal through their receptors as monomers,
at least in the context of cell migration, the ability of
chemokines to dimerize is critical for in vivo function.
This is thought to be due, at least in part, to the role of
oligomeric forms of chemokines in binding to cell
surface glycosaminoglycans, which in turn facilitates
their accumulation in localized areas, allowing them to
function as directional cues for migrating cells [8]. In
support of this hypothesis, it has been shown that
oligomerization-deficient and GAG-binding-defi-
cient chemokine variants result in impaired migration
in vivo [8].
Chemokine receptors are seven transmembrane G
protein-coupled receptors (GPCRs). When a chemo-
kine agonist binds on the extracellular side of its
receptor, it induces a conformational change of the
receptor that is transmitted to heterotrimeric G
proteins bound on the intracellular face. Upon
activation of the heterotrimeric G proteins, the Ga

subunit exchanges GDP for GTP and dissociates from
the receptor and from the bg subunits, and both G
protein complexes go on to activate other downstream
signaling events [4]. Classically, chemokine receptors
and other GPCRs have been thought to function as
monomers and have been studied as isolated systems
to identify particular pathways activated by a given
ligand/receptor. However, although GPCRs may
activate G proteins as monomers [9 – 11], they are
also known to homo- and heterodimerize. Further-
more, they can engage in direct and indirect crosstalk
with other signaling receptors. Evidence for cooper-
ative interactions between receptors and signaling
pathways includes additivity, amplification and syn-
ergy in responses [12 –14]. Adding another level of
complexity to these signaling networks is the differ-
ential expression patterns of chemokines and their
receptors that are both tissue specific as well as
environmentally regulated. This allows chemokine
receptors to partner with receptors and integrate into
signaling pathways in a cell-dependent manner [6].
These added complexities create the possibility of
unprecedented diversity and multifactorial responses
that cast doubt on the concept of redundancy in the
chemokine system.
There are many challenges in studying the occurrence
and effects of chemokine receptor dimerization and
crosstalk, and thus there is a limited understanding of
these variations on the classic paradigm of GPCR
activation involving one ligand, one receptor and one

G protein per activation event. Nevertheless, a grow-
ing body of evidence supports the biological impor-
tance of dimerization and crosstalk, as discussed in
this review.

Chemokine receptor oligomerization

Although members of the GPCR superfamily carry
out a variety of functions, many commonalities exist
both in the structure and activation mechanisms of
these signal-transducing molecules. Accumulating
evidence indicates that many GPCRs can form dimers
or higher order oligomers, and while it has been shown
that the b2-adrenergic receptor and rhodopsin can
function as monomers with respect to G protein
coupling, it has been suggested that dimers represent
the basic functional unit of GPCRs [9 – 11, 15 – 19].
However, the functional relevance of GPCR oligo-
merization on GPCR activity is far from well under-
stood [15 – 19]. Homo- and heterodimerization can
have far-reaching implications with respect to agonist-
induced activation and antagonist-induced inhibition
mechanisms, G protein coupling and signaling, and
internalization and desensitization of GPCRs. There-
fore, it is critical to uncover the complexities of these
signaling modules considering that GPCRs constitute
a major target in pharmaceutical development and
intervention [20], and that the efficacy of drugs
directed against these receptors may be highly de-
pendent on the interactome state of the receptor.
Currently, the strongest evidence for the functional
importance of GPCR dimerization involves GPCR
biosynthesis and export from the endoplasmic retic-
ulum (ER) to the cell surface. Although there is some
debate on how GPCR dimers and higher order
oligomers are formed, it is generally thought to be a
non-random process that occurs post synthesis and
prior to translocation from the ER to the cell surface
[18]. It has been suggested that in some cases, dimer
formation stabilizes GPCRs, which in turn enables
proper exportation from the biosynthetic machinery
to the plasma membrane. One classic example of
functionally dependent dimer formation involves the
class C g-aminobutyric acid (GABA)B receptor.
GABAB-R1 requires dimerization with GABAB-R2
in the ER to help deliver it to the cell surface [21, 22].
Although GABAB-R2 can be properly translocated to
the plasma membrane independent of GABAB-R1
binding, it is not functional unless paired with
GABAB-R1.

Methods to study GPCR oligomerization
One major hurdle in studying GPCR oligomerization
is the inherent difficulty of recapitulating native cell
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conditions that are physiologically relevant. Although
current biochemical and biophysical techniques allow
the study of GPCR oligomer formation in cells, it is
challenging because of the potential for missing
pertinent GPCR interactions, or alternatively, identi-
fying artificial GPCR interactions because of over-
expression. Despite these caveats, progress has been
made and has evolved our understanding of how
GPCRs function. Nevertheless, it is worth briefly
reviewing some of the methods before describing
examples of chemokine receptor homo- and hetero-
dimerization.
The first evidence for GPCR dimerization and higher
order oligomerization came from atomic force micro-
scopy studies revealing the para-crystalline organiza-
tion of rhodopsin in native retinal disks [23]. Since
then, many other studies have illustrated the homo-
and heterodimerization or higher order oligomeriza-
tion of several GPCRs [24], including chemokine
receptors [17]. Biochemical techniques that have
traditionally been used to probe the existence of
GPCR dimers include separation by SDS-polyacryla-
mide gels, cross-linking experiments, and coimmuno-
precipitation (CoIP) of tagged-GPCRs followed by
Western blot analysis [25]. However, in the past few
years there has been a shift towards utilizing fluores-
cence resonance energy transfer (FRET) techniques
for studying these protein-protein interactions [25,
26]. In particular, applications of FRET and bio-
luminescence resonance energy transfer (BRET)
methods possess distinct advantages over more tradi-
tional techniques because they can detect both intra-
cellular and cell surface expressing oligomers in living
cells. FRETand BRETare based on the non-radiative
transfer of energy from a donor molecule to an
acceptor molecule that is in close proximity (less than
100 �) and have overlapping excitation and emission
spectra [16]. The distance restraints required for
resonance energy transfer make FRET and BRET
particularly advantageous for the detection of GPCR
interactions in intact living cells [16, 25, 26] even
though they are unable to distinguish between dimers
and higher order oligomers [18, 19]. For both techni-
ques, tagged receptors are coexpressed in heterolo-
gous expression systems, such as HEK293T cells. Such
studies have expanded our knowledge concerning the
biological relevance of GPCR dimerization and
elucidated details of dimerization, biogenesis and
cellular localization.
However, it is important to consider that the variable
methodology and manipulation of heterologous cell
systems to study particular GPCRs can impact the
observed results. For example, while application of a
membrane impermeable chemical cross-linking agent
to cells is one way to stabilize oligomers prior to

solubilization, there is also the risk of inducing non-
native interactions. Furthermore, when using a heter-
ologous expression system as in BRET or FRET,
overexpression is a common occurrence that can
sometimes result in unwanted artifacts [15]. In
addition to the observation of oligomerization that is
caused by artificially high levels of transfected recep-
tor, overexpression can also result in signaling arti-
facts by facilitating non-native interactions such as
coupling to low-affinity G proteins [14]. Adding
fluorescent moieties to receptors may also interfere
with their function. Therefore, prior knowledge of the
technical limitations of specific methods is key for
promoting valid conclusions and understanding po-
tential sources of discrepancies between related
studies. For more comprehensive reviews of the
potential advantages and disadvantages of the various
approaches used to study GPCR oligomerization, see
[16, 25, 27].

Chemokine receptor homo- and heterodimerization
Of the ~20 chemokine receptors currently known,
nearly half have been reported to physically associate
with another chemokine receptor, either through
homo- or heterodimerization. The chemokine recep-
tor homodimers that have been identified so far
include CXCR1, CXCR2, CXCR4, CCR2, CCR5, and
Duffy antigen/receptor for chemokine (DARC). In
addition to forming homodimers, several chemokine
receptors can physically associate with different
chemokine receptors to form heterodimers. Table 1
outlines the chemokine receptor homo- and hetero-
dimers identified to date. In some instances high
sequence homology between receptors is thought to
be a good indicator of the capacity for heterodimer
formation. However, heterodimers can also form
between chemokine receptors with lower sequence
identity, and across the CC and CXC subclasses.

CCR2/CCR5 oligomerization
The homo- and heterodimerization of CCR2 and
CCR5 has been well established [28 – 32], and is not
surprising given their close sequence identity. How-
ever, the functional consequences of this interaction in
terms of ligand involvement and signaling effects have
been controversial. On the one hand, it has been
reported that ligand stimulation is required for CCR2
and CCR5 dimerization [31 – 33], while others have
demonstrated that dimer formation is ligand inde-
pendent and formed constitutively prior to ER trans-
location [28– 30]. CCR2/CCR5 interactions in
HEK293T cells and peripheral blood mononuclear
cells (PBMCs) were initially described by Mellado et
al. [31] as ligand dependent, implying that dimer
formation was occurring at the cell surface in response
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to ligand stimulation. Specifically, costimulation of
cells expressing both CCR2 and CCR5 with CCL2 and
CCL5 resulted in CCR2/CCR5 heterodimerization.
Interestingly, CCR2/CCR5 heterodimers required
lower chemokine concentrations for activity, and the
heterodimer complexes signaled through Gq/11, likely
mediating cell adhesion but not chemotaxis. In con-
trast to the findings by Mellado et al. , others have
detected constitutive homo- and heterodimerization
of CCR2 and CCR5 [28 – 30]. For example, through a
combination of BRET and CoIP studies, El-Asmar et
al. [29] found that CCR2 and CCR5 oligomerize, and
display an equivalent propensity for homo- and
heterodimer formation. Furthermore, their data did
not suggest any effect of ligand addition on receptor
dimer formation or altered signaling activity; instead
they found ligand-induced transinhibition of ligand
binding for the other protomer in the CCR2/CCR5
complex. This competitive cross inhibition of the
CCR2/CCR5 heterodimer occurred upon addition of
either CCR5-specific or CCR2-specific ligands. The
discrepancies between these two studies may be a
result of the different methodologies used to study
these complexes [17]. Mellado et al. used a chemical
cross-linking agent following the addition of chemo-
kine, but prior to cell lysis and immunoprecipitation in
an effort to stabilize receptor interactions, whereas El-
Asmar et al. did not. The addition of the cross-linking
agent could potentially have induced non-native
associations or addition of chemokine could have

enhanced the cross-linking efficiency, explaining the
apparent differences in these studies. In summary, it
has been clearly demonstrated that CCR2 and CCR5
form constitutive homo- and heterodimers that can be
modulated by cross inhibition upon ligand stimulation
[29]; however, the role of the ligand in inducing
dimerization is not entirely clear. The discrepancies
also reinforce the experimental challenges in dissect-
ing the relevant interactions and functional conse-
quences in such systems.

Chemokine receptor oligomerization associated with
HIV-1 infection
CCR5 is a particularly interesting chemokine receptor
to study considering its role as a principle coreceptor
in M-tropic human immunodeficiency virus (HIV-1)
[34, 35]. The importance of CCR5 for HIV-1 entry
into cells has been clearly demonstrated through a
small population of individuals possessing the allelic
truncation variant, CCR5D32, which is retained in the
ER and confers resistance to HIV-1 infection [35, 36].
The mechanism for protection of homozygous indi-
viduals is clear, since the receptor never makes it to
the cell surface. However, in heterozygous individuals,
the CCR5 truncation mutant oligomerizes with intra-
cellular wild-type (WT) CCR5, thereby causing re-
tention of WT CCR5 in the ER, and thus resistance to
HIV.
An additional chemokine receptor polymorphism
that has also received significant attention involves

Table 1. Summary of chemokine receptor dimers.

Homodimers Constitutive or inducible

CCR2 Constitutive [29, 37], inducible [31,
33]

CCR5 Constitutive [28, 30, 115], inducible
[32]

CXCR1 Constitutive [39]

CXCR2 Constitutive [38, 39, 43]

CXCR4 Constitutive [37, 41–43], inducible
[116]

DARC Constitutive [52]

Heterodimers Constitutive or inducible Functional effect

CCR2/CCR5 Constitutive [29], inducible [31] Transinhibition of ligand binding [29], altered signaling [31]

CXCR1/
CXCR2

Constitutive [39] None

CXCR4/CCR2 Constitutive [37, 51] Transinhibition of chemotaxis and calcium response, antagonist transinhibition of
ligand binding [51]

CXCR4/
CXCR7

Constitutive [49] Delayed ERK activation, enhanced calcium response [49]

CXCR4/CCR5 Constitutive [47] T cell costimulation and alternative signaling [47]

DARC/CCR5 Constitutive [52] Transinhibition of chemotaxis and calcium response [52]
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the CCR2 Val64Ile mutation (CCR2V64I), which is
linked to delayed disease progression [34]. However,
the mechanism by which CCR2V64I exhibits protec-
tive effects is unknown. It was initially shown that
CXCR4 and CCR5 could heterodimerize with
CCR2V64I, providing a potential explanation for
the effects of the variant [35]; however, Percherancier
et al. later found that CXCR4 heterodimerization was
indistinguishable with WT CCR2 compared to the
mutant [37]. Lee et al. [34] surveyed several possible
mechanisms for the CCR2V64I delayed disease
correlation, including decreased levels of surface
CCR2V64I expression, decreased HIV-1 co-receptor
surface expression levels (i.e. , CXCR4, CCR5), or
decreased co-receptor activity involving viral fusion,
all of which were unchanged in comparison to WT
CCR2 activity. Instead, calcium flux data indicated
that CCR2V64I caused heterologous desensitization
of CCR5 and CXCR4 when stimulated by the CCR2
ligand, CCL2. However, WT CCR2 also caused
desensitization and thus these effects could not
explain the protective effect of the mutant.

CXCR1 and CXCR2 oligomerization
CXCR1 and CXCR2 have been reported to form
constitutive oligomers independently and in complex
with one another, although some discrepancies exist in
the literature [38, 39]. CoIP studies of CXCR2-
transfected HEK293 cells by Trettel et al. [38]
provided the first evidence for the constitutive for-
mation of functional CXCR2 dimers, although coex-
pression studies with CXCR2 and CXCR1 revealed
no interactions. However, it was later demonstrated
that CXCR1 and CXCR2 did form constitutive
heterodimers and dimer formation was independent
of the addition of their mutual high-affinity ligand,
CXCL8 (IL-8) [39]. To identify CXCR1/CXCR2
heterodimer formation in the latter study, a variety
of techniques were employed including CoIP, FRET,
BRET and ER trapping [39]. This comprehensive
analysis demonstrated several key features regarding
CXCR1 and CXCR2 interactions. Saturation BRET
assays suggested that the propensity for CXCR1 and
CXCR2 heterodimerization was comparable to
CXCR1 and CXCR2 homodimerization independent
of ligand. Also, ER trapping experiments showed that
CXCR1/CXCR2 dimer formation occurred intracell-
ularly and prior to receptor export to the cell surface.
ER trapping required the attachment of the 14-
residue ER retention motif derived from the C-
terminal tail of the a2C-adrenoreceptor [40] to the
C terminus of CXCR1 (CXCR1-ER). Coexpression
of CXCR1-ER with WT CXCR2 resulted in a marked
decrease in the surface levels of CXCR2 and CXCR1,
clearly demonstrating that CXCR1 homo– and heter-

odimers contribute to their own GPCR assembly and
cell surface delivery in a ligand-independent manner.

CXCR4 oligomerization
CXCR4 is another chemokine receptor that has been
shown to form constitutive homodimers [37, 41, 42],
and, with some contention as to whether ligand-
induced FRET signals were just the result of receptor
conformational changes or not, CXCR4 may dimerize
in response to ligand [32, 43]. It was demonstrated by
FRET analysis that homodimers of CXCR4 exist at
the cell surface and intracellularly in HEK293 and
HeLa cells. Furthermore, it was shown through FRET
photobleaching and cholesterol depletion studies that
CXCR4 dimers are present in lipid rafts, which are
important signaling microdomains [42]. A synthetic
peptide of the CXCR4 transmembrane helix 4 (TM4),
proposed to be involved in dimerization based on the
rhodopsin receptor dimer, was able to reduce the
FRET signal, suggesting disruption of dimer forma-
tion. This synthetic peptide also had dramatic inhib-
itory effects on CXCL12-induced chemotaxis and
actin polymerization. However, the TM4 peptide only
reduced the FRET signal by ~20 – 25 %, yet it
abrogated migration of SupT1, Hut78 and PM1 cells,
significantly reduced migration of monocytes, and
abolished actin polymerization in HeLa cells. Thus, it
is still uncertain what contribution the dimer plays in
the context of migration and actin polymerization, or
whether the functional results are simply due to
altered conformations induced by the peptide [42]. In
this regard, Percherancier et al. also reported the
presence of constitutive CXCR4 homodimers and
examined the functional implications of a different
peptide against TM4 of CXCR4, X442. Based on
BRET studies, X442 peptide was found to inhibit
CXCL12-induced conformational changes of CXCR4
homodimers and abolished CXCL12-induced calcium
release, but did not interfere with the constitutive
dimer BRET signal. Theses data suggest that CXCL12
induces conformational changes in the CXCR4 ho-
modimer and that disruption of this conformational
change inhibits function, at least in the context of
calcium mobilization [37].
Another piece of evidence for CXCR4 dimerization
involves the ”warts, hypogammaglobulinemia, infec-
tions and myelokathexis” (WHIM) syndrome. WHIM
syndrome is a rare immunodeficiency disease that has
been linked in many cases to mutations in the
C terminus of CXCR4 that result in truncated variants
[44]. The truncated receptors are expressed, and thus
likely coexist with WT receptors in heterozygous
individuals. The truncated receptors exhibit enhanced
signaling activity and fail to desensitize and internalize
upon CXCL12 stimulation [45]. Interestingly, it was
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demonstrated that cells coexpressing WT and mutant
CXCR4 also exhibit enhanced chemotaxis and ERK1/
2 signaling responses, and that CXCL12 failed to
induce internalization not only of the mutant receptor,
but also of WT CXCR4 in these cells [46]. It was later
demonstrated by CoIP and BRET studies that the
mutant and WT CXCR4 form constitutive hetero-
dimers, suggesting a mechanism whereby mutant
CXCR4 can alter the function of the WT receptor in
heterozygous WHIM leukocytes by preventing their
internalization [45].

CXCR4 heterodimerization
In addition to CXCR4 forming homodimers, there is
some evidence for CXCR4 heterodimer formation,
which can lead to alternative G protein coupling
besides Gi. Contento et al. [47] provide evidence to
suggest that CXCR4 and CCR5 recruitment to the
immunological synapses (IS) of T cells, and subse-
quent receptor association, promote chemokine-in-
duced costimulation of T cells. Interestingly, CXCR4/
CCR5 heterodimers were shown to couple to Gq and/
or G11 and generate stimulatory signals that can
enhance T cell activation, thus providing a mechanism
for modulating T cell behavior [47, 48]. While other
reports have not demonstrated CXCR4 and CCR5
interactions [37, 41], this may reflect certain cell type
and environmental dependencies of CXCR4 and
CCR5 associations.
CXCR4 was originally thought to be the sole receptor
of CXCL12. Recently, however, another chemokine
receptor, CXCR7, was identified and found to bind
CXCL12 with high affinity. CXCR7 has since been
shown to also bind CXCL11 (ITAC) with lower
affinity, although both ligands fail to stimulate calcium
flux or chemotaxis in CXCR7-expressing cells [49, 50].
To evaluate the possible function of CXCR7, FRET
analyses were performed with HEK293 cells coex-
pressing labeled CXCR4 and CXCR7 [49]. Constitu-
tively formed CXCR4/CXCR7 heterodimers were
detected in these cells. Ligand-independent dimer
formation was further probed by CoIP experiments
performed on untransfected HEK293 cells (possess-
ing endogenous CXCR4), stably expressing CXCR7
HEK293 cells and IM-9 cells expressing endogenous
CXCR4 and low levels of CXCR7. The HEK293 cells
(parental control and stably expressing CXCR7 lines)
were then used to identify the functional impact of
CXCR4/CXCR7 heterodimerization. Specifically, it
was found that CXCL12 stimulation of the coexpress-
ing cells caused enhanced calcium flux in comparison
to the cells expressing CXCR4 only. Ligand-induced
CXCR4/CXCR7 signaling also demonstrated delayed
ERK activation compared to CXCR4 signaling alone
[49]. The lack of classical chemokine receptor signal-

ing by CXCR7 suggests a distinct role for this receptor.
Although unknown, CXCR7 activity may include
signaling through alternative pathways or perhaps
modulating CXCL12-induced CXCR4 activity by
physical association.
As mentioned previously, dimers can also exist
between weakly homologous chemokine receptors
[47, 51]. For instance, although CXCR4 and CCR2
share only 34 % sequence identity, they have been
shown to form constitutive heterodimers by BRET
analysis using HEK293T cells coexpressing both
receptors [37, 51]. To determine the effect of
CXCR4/CCR2 heterodimerization on binding and
signaling, CHO-K1 cell lines expressing CXCR4 and/
or CCR2 as well as primary CD4+ T cells were used in
functional assays [51]. Overall, competition binding
assays on cells coexpressing CXCR4 and CCR2
demonstrated that addition of the CXCR4-specific
ligand, CXCL12, decreased CCL2 (MCP-1) binding
to CCR2, and vice versa. This cross-inhibition mech-
anism is considered allosteric in nature whereby
agonist binding of one receptor in a dimer complex
results in a conformational change affecting the
agonist binding ability to the other receptor. An
additional, although unexpected, consequence of
CXCR4/CCR2 heterodimerization in heterologous
expression systems was the transinhibition of CCR2
agonist binding upon the addition of a specific CXCR4
small-molecule antagonist, AMD3100. Similarly, a
CCR2-specific antagonist, TAK-779, also antagonized
CXCL12 binding to CXCR4. In terms of calcium flux,
there was no evidence for additive or synergistic
effects induced by CXCL12 or CCL2 in CXCR4/
CCR2-expressing cells versus cells expressing either
receptor individually. However, consistent with the
competitive binding data, AMD3100 and TAK-779
inhibited CXCR4 and CCR2 agonist-mediated cal-
cium mobilization. Migration assays in human T cells
similarly demonstrated cross-inhibition of CXCR4
and CCR2 agonist-induced chemotaxis by TAK-779
and AMD3100, respectively. Inhibitory effects were
also demonstrated in CD4+ T cells, expressing native
CXCR4 and CCR2, supporting the biological rele-
vance of these interactions [51]. Together, the antag-
onist-mediated cross-inhibition of the CXCR4/CCR2
dimer complex is an intriguing mechanism for the
modulation of chemokine receptor activity because it
suggests additional consequences beyond a simple
specific antagonist-receptor interaction, which has
significant implications for therapeutics.

DARC oligomerization
Recently, a novel mechanism for regulation of chemo-
kine receptor signaling involving dimerization of
DARC was reported [52]. DARC is a unique chemo-
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kine receptor because it has been shown to bind many
chemokines of the CC and CXC family with high
affinity [53]. However, DARC lacks the conserved
DRY motif common to class A GPCRs, which is
considered important for G protein coupling, and
indeed, there is no evidence to support ligand-induced
signaling by DARC [53]. Instead, DARC is thought to
dampen the immune response by scavenging chemo-
kines without signaling [54]. BRET analysis has
revealed that DARC forms constitutive homodimers,
as well as constitutive DARC/CCR5 heterodimers
[52]. Addition of ligand did not significantly affect
homo- or hetero-dimerization of DARC, supporting
constitutive oligomerization. The functional conse-
quences of DARC/CCR5 heterodimerization includ-
ed inhibition of calcium flux and cell migration in
response to stimulation with the CCR5 ligand, CCL5
(RANTES). However, there was no effect on ligand-
induced CCR5 internalization. Furthermore, saturat-
ing the DARC receptor by pre-treatment of DARC/
CCR5-coexpressing cells with ligands that bind
DARC but not CCR5 failed to restore the CCL5/
CCR5 calcium flux and migration signaling [52].
These observations suggest that the inhibition of
CCL5/CCR5 signaling was related to the heterodime-
rization as opposed to DARC simply sequestering
CCL5 ligand from CCR5. These data provide evi-
dence for a novel mechanism for DARC function,
suggesting that its ability to dampen inflammatory
responses may extend beyond the role of acting as a
sink for excess chemokines to an additional means of
inhibiting chemokine-induced signaling through
CCR5 and perhaps other chemokine receptors as
well. The biological relevance of this dimer complex
was also supported by studies performed on primary
endothelial cells expressing CCR5 and DARC levels
within the physiological range [52].

Summary
GPCR oligomers are thought to constitutively form
early on in the biosynthetic pathway. Although it is
still too early to tell whether we can generalize these
observations to chemokine receptors, current evi-
dence on chemokine receptor oligomerization sug-
gests that this is a strong possibility. The majority of
work presented here demonstrates constitutive, li-
gand-independent dimer formation of chemokine
receptors prior to cell surface delivery (see Table 1).
As suggested for other GPCRs, dimerization may be
important not only for the stability it provides during
GPCR synthesis, but also as an additional mechanism
for modulating receptor function. Specifically, dimer
formation can affect ligand binding as well as G
protein coupling and signaling. For example, agonists/
antagonists of one receptor can influence the activa-

tion of an interacting receptor. Interestingly, current
structural models of GPCRs, based on the crystal
structure of rhodopsin, indicate that the intracellular
surface area of a dimer may provide a better footprint
for interacting with the multisubunit G protein [55,
56]. However, further evidence demonstrating the
relationship between chemokine receptor oligomeri-
zation and its functional consequences is necessary for
ultimately determining the extent of the impact of
oligomerization on chemokine receptor activity.

Chemokine receptor crosstalk and synergy

The extracellular milieu is comprised of numerous
proteins, ions, sugars and metabolites that influence
cellular function and the coordination of cells within
tissues. These signals are received by the cell and
converted to intracellular signals that ultimately
determine a cellular response. Given the vast array
of extracellular signaling molecules and target recep-
tors, the potential for interactions between different
networks, whether it be to amplify, inhibit, or alter a
response, is significant. Nevertheless, there is a high
degree of selectivity in crosstalk events, not only in
terms of which receptors or signals may interact, but
also in terms of cell-type specificity in the occurrence
and degree of certain crosstalk events. The protein
composition of different cell types is not the same;
they have varying levels of G proteins, cytosolic
tyrosine kinases, and other similar signaling molecules
may dramatically affect crosstalk interactions and
functional response.
We have already discussed the occurrence of homo-
and heterodimerization interactions between differ-
ent chemokine receptors as well as some of the
functional consequences of such interactions. Yet,
chemokine receptors not only dimerize with each
other, but can heterodimerize with other types of
GPCR and non-GPCR receptors [57– 59]. Receptor
heterodimerization and indirect mechanisms of re-
ceptor crosstalk confer another level of complexity in
the signaling network and diversify the functional
effects of chemokines. Although the occurrence of
receptor crosstalk has long been established [60, 61],
the importance and consequences of crosstalk for
chemokine receptor signaling and function is only now
becoming more appreciated both in the context of
normal cellular function and in disease.
Receptor crosstalk refers to the ability of a particular
receptor to influence the signaling and function of
another receptor. Different mechanisms of crosstalk
include the following:
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– Physical association between receptors (oligomeri-
zation)

– Activation of cytosolic tyrosine kinases that trans-
activate/inhibit signaling of other receptors

– Induction of ligand levels
· Transcriptional regulation
· Post-transcriptional (e.g., mRNA stability) regu-

lation
· Metalloprotease cleavage of tethered ligands

– Localization of receptors in specific membrane
microdomains (e.g., lipid rafts)

– Amplification of downstream signaling molecules
(e.g. , calcium flux)

The panels of Figure 1 summarize different mecha-
nisms by which crosstalk can occur, examples of which
will be presented in this section. Chemokine receptor
crosstalk can influence the response a cell has to
receptor agonists including the amplitude and dura-
tion of the signaling, rates of desensitization of
receptors, and receptor trafficking [60]. Appreciating
the mechanisms and consequences of such crosstalk
may help in understanding many nuances in cellular
signaling and could prove to be especially important in
the context of pharmaceutical development.

Chemokine receptor oligomerization with
non-chemokine receptors
Chemokine receptors can physically associate with
other chemokine receptors as well as non-chemokine
receptor signaling molecules, providing an additional
mechanism for modulating chemokine receptor activ-
ity. For example, receptor transinhibition and trans-
activation are two commonly encountered crosstalk
mechanisms that can occur from physical association
and may alter ligand binding, signaling and internal-
ization of the receptors involved.
Given the involvement of CXCR4 in development,
tumor metastasis, and its function as an HIV co-
receptor, CXCR4 has been a major focus of many
chemokine receptor structure-function studies. In
addition to forming homo- and heterodimers with
chemokine receptors, CXCR4 is capable of forming
dimers with a number of non-chemokine receptors.
For example, CXCR4 has been reported to associate
with CD26 [62], CD4 [63, 64], the T cell receptor
(TCR) [65], the k-opioid receptor [66] and the d-
opioid receptor (DOR) [67]. In the case of T cells,
CXCL12-mediated CXCR4 signaling resulted in pro-
longed activation of ERK [68, 69]. At the time, the
specific mechanism for prolonged ERK activation was
unknown; however, it was later shown that CXCL12
triggers heterodimer association between CXCR4
and the TCR on the cell surface of T cells. Kumar et
al. [65] identified a novel mechanism for CXCL12-

induced activation of CXCR4 on T cells, involving
ZAP-70, a tyrosine kinase, as well as the immunor-
eceptor tyrosine-based activation motif (ITAM) do-
mains present on the TCRs. In T cells, ITAM domains
of TCRs are phosphorylated when strong agonists
bind, causing subsequent recruitment of ZAP-70 that,
upon activation, can trigger downstream signaling
cascades. In the case of CXCR4, CXCL12 stimulation
is sufficient to cause dimerization, phosphorylation of
the ITAM domains and signaling through ZAP-70.
Together, these events cause prolonged ERK signal-
ing as well as increased calcium release and enhanced
AP-1 transcriptional activity, providing a novel mech-
anism in CXCR4 signaling.
Recently, CXCR4 was also found to heterodimerize
with DOR. In addition to their roles in analgesia and
mood, opioid receptors are involved in general
immune function. Coexpression of CXCR4 and
DOR in MM-1 monocytic cells resulted in inhibition
of activation upon simultaneous addition of agonists
(CXCL12 and [D-Pen2, D-Pen5]Enkephalin) despite
the ligand-binding competency of the coexpressed
receptors. Interestingly, the CXCR4/DOR hetero-
dimer was stabilized in its �inactive state� and was
blocked from desensitization. In addition to CXCR4,
CCR5 has been shown to interact with the m-, k-, and
d-opioid receptors [70– 72]. These crosstalk interac-
tions affect ligand-induced receptor signaling by
heterologous desensitization of either receptor [70 –
72]. The ability of chemokine receptors to associate
with receptors outside of their own family is a
testament to the complicated role that they play in
immune trafficking and regulation.

Receptor transinhibition
Transinhibition (or transinactivation) is an important
component of crosstalk that can influence receptor
signaling and sometimes account for deviations in
expected cell responses [73]. Often transinhibitory
responses are related to physical association and
inhibition of signaling, as demonstrated with the
aforementioned inhibition of CCR5 through DARC
[52], heterologous desensitization of CCR5 and
CXCR4 by CCR2 and CCR2V64I [34] and allosteric
transinhibition of CCR2/CXCR4 heterodimers by
antagonists [51].
However, indirect mechanisms of transinhibition
(independent of physical association) also exist. For
example, anti-CD3 antibody stimulation of the TCR
in Jurkat cells was found to inhibit CXCL12 (SDF-1)-
induced chemotaxis, in part by reducing CXCR4
surface expression. Reciprocally, CXCL12 stimula-
tion resulted in reduced phosphorylation of TCR
substrates including ZAP-70, SLP-76, and LAT (link-
er for activation of T cells). Taken together, these data
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provide evidence for negative crosstalk and feedback
modulation of the activity between CXCR4 and the
TCR [74].

While reducing the levels of receptors or ligands are
potential means of achieving transinhibition, another
mechanism includes disrupting or altering receptor
localization in signaling microdomains of the plasma

Figure 1. Potential mechanisms of chemokine receptor crosstalk allowing transactivation or transinhibition of involved receptors. (A)
Physical association with another receptor (oligomerization). (B) Transcriptional regulation of ligands. (C) Post-transcriptional regulation
of ligand levels: metalloproteinase cleavage and release of tethered ligands (depicted), altered rates of degradation or translation/mRNA
stability (not depicted). (D) Transactivation of receptors via activation of cytosolic tyrosine kinase signaling. (E) Trafficking of receptors to/
away from signaling microdomains of the plasma membrane (e.g., lipid rafts). (F) Downstream signaling amplification (synergy).
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membrane, such as lipid rafts. For instance, the cell
surface glycoprotein, CD24, inhibited CXCL12/
CXCR4-induced signaling in pre-B lymphocytes and
MDA-MB-231 breast cancer cells by reducing the
association of CXCR4 in membrane localized lipid
rafts, potentially by altering cholesterol levels (CD24-/-

18H18 pre-B cells had higher levels of cholesterol than
the counterpart CD24+/+ cells) [75].
Disease states may also influence chemokine receptor
signaling in a unique manner. For example, the
presence of the BCR/ABL fusion oncoprotein com-
mon in leukemia cells, but not in normal lymphocytes,
was found to crosstalk and interfere with CXCL12/
CXCR4 signaling and function [76]. It has been shown
that BCR/ABL can block CXCL12/CXCR4-induced
calcium flux, chemotaxis and phosphorylation of
p70S6K, PI3 kinase and Lyn [76, 77]. Since
CXCL12/CXCR4 signaling is important for the re-
tention of immature immune cells in the marrow,
transinhibition of CXCR4 function by BCR/ABL
may contribute to the ability of chronic myelogenous
leukemia (CML) cells (and potentially other BCR/
ABL leukemia cells) to escape from the marrow and
accumulate in the blood [76]. Ptasznik et al. demon-
strated that phosphorylated BCR/ABL was able to
bind to an Src-related kinase, Lyn, and that this
association resulted in the constitutive activation of
Lyn and PI3 kinase. As a result, there was a complete
loss of responsiveness to CXCL12 in terms of migra-
tion, as shown by BCR/ABL gene transfer studies in
HL-60 cells, and in terms of phosphorylation of Lyn
and PI3 kinase in CML cells, which could be rescued
by the BCR/ABL inhibitor, STI-571. It was postulated
that through the constitutive activation of these
pathways, BCR/ABL could tie up signaling molecules
needed for CXCR4-induced chemotaxis and calcium
mobilization, thereby disrupting the ability to respond
to CXCL12 [76]. This provides a unique example of
how a crosstalk event can be specifically associated
with a disease state and have major functional
implications in the context of disease.
Many other examples of transinhibitory signaling by
chemokines exist including the ability of CCL2 (MCP-
1) to negatively regulate insulin signaling [78], CCL4
(MIP-1b) and CXCL9 (MIG) to reduce IL-4-medi-
ated STAT6 activation [79], CXCL12 to inhibit
integrin signaling in a Lyn-dependent manner [80],
and the ability of many CXC chemokines lacking the
ELR (Glu-Leu-Arg) motif near the N terminus to
inhibit vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF),
bovine fibroblast growth factor (bFGF), and ELR+

chemokine-induced angiogenic signaling [81, 82].
Often these inhibitory effects of chemokine signaling
on other pathways are ligand and/or cell-type specific.

Receptor transactivation
Although signaling pathways activated by a particular
ligand-receptor interaction have classically been de-
scribed and depicted in a linear manner, it is clear that
there are often deviations from this type of clear-cut
relationship. Transactivation, the ability of one recep-
tor to evoke the signaling response of another
receptor, is one type of mechanism responsible for
such deviations [83, 84].
In particular, transactivation of receptor tyrosine
kinases (RTKs) by GPCR signaling is a well-estab-
lished phenomenon [14, 61, 84, 85]. RTKs are single-
pass transmembrane receptors that contain intracel-
lular tyrosine kinase domains important for their
signaling and regulation [86]. RTKs are commonly
activated by growth factors, which induce dimeriza-
tion of the receptors, resulting in trans- and auto-
phosphorylation events that provide docking sites for
the recruitment of signaling machinery [86]. Trans-
activation of both upstream and downstream signaling
components of growth factor-induced RTK pathways
by active G proteins have been described and often
account for the growth and proliferation-inducing
properties of many GPCRs [73, 84]. Like thrombin,
angiotensin, endothelin, acetylcholine and lysophos-
phatidic acid (LPA) receptors [85, 87], certain chemo-
kine receptors can also transactivate a variety of RTKs
[88 – 93].
Growth factors, such as epidermal growth factor
(EGF), type 1 insulin-like growth factor (IGF-1),
and platelet-derived growth factor (PDGF) bind to
receptors of the RTK family to elicit signaling path-
ways involved in cell growth and proliferation [94].
Interestingly, chemokine-induced activation of cell
proliferation pathways such as ERK1/2 are sometimes
a result of transactivation of growth factor receptors as
opposed to a direct result of G protein signaling [73,
95, 96]. In fact, a dependency on epidermal growth
factor receptor (EGFR) signaling for chemokine-
induced ERK1/2 phosphorylation and mitogenesis
has been demonstrated for CXCR4 signaling in an
ovarian cancer line and by CCR3 signaling in bron-
chial epithelial cells, as specific inhibitors of EGFR
abolish CXCL12/CXCR4 and CCL11/CCR3 induced
ERK1/2 activation and cell proliferation in these cells,
respectively [88, 96]. Many different mechanisms for
RTK transactivation have been described, including
increases in the presence of soluble growth factor
ligands and induction of receptor phosphorylation by
cytosolic tyrosine kinases such as Src [89, 91, 97].
Chemokine receptor crosstalk is certainly not limited
to interactions with receptor tyrosine kinases. A
variety of other pathways involving, but not limited
to, other GPCRs, neurotrophin receptors, surface
glycoproteins, immune cell receptors, and nucleotide

Cell. Mol. Life Sci. Vol. 66, 2009 Review Article 1379



receptors can crosstalk and integrate with chemokine
receptor signaling pathways [74, 75, 98 – 101]. How-
ever, since crosstalk events between chemokine
receptors and RTKs are the most well established,
they are the focus of this section of the review. Some of
the signaling interactions between chemokine recep-
tors and other receptors, in the context of synergy, are
also discussed.

Modulation of growth factor levels by chemokine
receptor signaling
One mechanism whereby chemokine signaling can
transactivate RTK growth factor receptors is by
transcriptional regulation of the growth factors them-
selves. Enhanced rates of growth factor transcription
and subsequent increases in the levels of secreted
protein can have both paracrine and autocrine signal-
ing implications. For example, CXCL12/CXCR4 sig-
naling was shown to induce mRNA and protein levels
of VEGF in an Akt-dependent manner in MDA-MB-
231 human breast cancer cells [102]. Such mechanisms
of crosstalk between CXCR4 and VEGF receptor
(VEGFR) to promote angiogenesis has important
implications in the realm of cancer research [102, 103].
Post-transcriptional regulation is another mechanism
by which chemokine receptor signaling can modulate
growth factor levels. Although this can encompass
mRNA stability and enhanced rates of translation, a
more common mechanism of post-transcriptional
modulation of growth factor levels involves cleavage
of pro-growth factors by activated metalloproteinases.
CCL20 (MIP-3a) was shown to induce cell prolifer-
ation of colonic epithelial cells (Caco-2 cells), which
has implications for inflammatory bowel disease
(IBD) [97]. The dose-dependent increase in cell
proliferation, in response to CCL20 signaling through
CCR6, was determined to be dependent on the
activation of ERK1/2 MAPK downstream of EGFR
transactivation. Further investigation of the mecha-
nism by which EGFR was transactivated revealed a
metalloproteinase-dependent release of the EGFR
ligand, amphiregulin. Amphiregulin is present in a
pro-form tethered to the membrane; cleavage by
TACE/ADAM-17 metalloproteinase releases amphir-
egulin to its soluble, active form. Activation of EGFR
by amphiregulin was necessary for induction of ERK
activation and the mitogenic effects of CCL20.
Interestingly, CCL20 induced a transient increase in
EGFR phosphorylation compared to sustained phos-
phorylation observed with EGF stimulation, suggest-
ing potential differences in signal regulation and
duration through the transactivation of EGFR [97].

Ligand-independent transactivation of RTKs by
cytosolic tyrosine kinases
Although the examples provided in the previous
section described mechanisms of RTK transactivation
by inducing levels of active, soluble ligand, there is
also evidence for transactivation of the RTK receptors
in ligand-independent manners. One example in-
volves the transactivation of HER2 by CXCL12/
CXCR4 signaling in breast cancer and prostate cancer
cells [89, 104]. In both instances, this transactivation
event was found to be Src kinase dependent and may
have implications on growth, survival, and invasive
potential of these cancer cells [89, 104]. However, a
potential HER2 ligand has yet to be identified and so
HER2 may in general become activated in a ligand-
independent manner [104]. Nevertheless, there are
other examples of chemokine receptor signaling
inducing ligand-independent transactivation of
RTKs for which there are known ligands. For one,
the transactivation of VEGFR2 by CXCL8 (IL-8),
was shown to occur in a VEGF-independent manner
[91]. Although a mechanism of VEGFR transactiva-
tion by CXCL12/CXCR4-induced VEGF transcrip-
tion was mentioned earlier in this review, Pretreaca et
al. [91] describe a separate instance of Src-dependent
phosphorylation and transactivation of VEGFR2 by
CXCL8. Effects of CXCL8 on endothelial perme-
ability were determined to be dependent on this
crosstalk event.

Activation of chemokine receptors by RTKs
In a reciprocal manner, it has become increasingly
evident that a variety of RTKs have the ability to
transactivate GPCRs [87]. The ability of growth factor
signaling through RTKs to transactivate chemokine
receptor signaling appears to have important impli-
cations particularly in the context of migration [83]. In
a similar manner to the reverse phenomenon, trans-
activation of chemokine receptors can occur through a
variety of mechanisms including transcription and
post-transcriptional regulation of chemokine and
chemokine receptor levels and through direct physical
associations.
The ability of insulin-like growth factor-1 (IGF-1) to
induce cell migration of MDA-MB-231 breast cancer
cells was shown to depend on transactivation of
CXCR4 [105]. The migratory effects of IGF-1 stim-
ulation were partially inhibited by pretreatment with
pertussis toxin (a toxin that specifically inhibits
signaling through Gi, the predominant G protein
activated by chemokine receptors) and by CXCR4
RNAi. These migratory effects of IGF-1 were shown
to be subsequent to or independent of IGF-1 receptor
(IGF-1R) phosphorylation since it was not affected by
CXCR4 RNAi or pertussis toxin. Transactivation of

1380 C. L. Salanga, M. O�Hayre and T. Handel Chemokine receptor dimerization and crosstalk



CXCR4 by IGF-1 occurred independently of its
ligand, CXCL12. However, CoIP experiments dem-
onstrated the presence of a constitutive complex of
CXCR4, IGF-1R, Gia and Gb, suggesting a physical
interaction mechanism for this transactivation event.
Additionally, the combined effect of CXCL12 and
IGF-1 stimulation of MDA-MB-231 migration was
additive [105].
Interestingly, another breast cancer cell line, MCF-7
cells, did not migrate toward CXCL12, but did migrate
toward IGF-1 despite similar CXCR4 expression on
the two cell types. It is also interesting to note that, as
observed in the MDA-MB-231 cells, the CXCR4/IGF-
1R complex also coimmunoprecipitated in the MCF-7
cells. However, there were much lower levels of G
protein associated with the CoIP in MCF-7 cells versus
the MDA-MB-231 cells. Akekawatchai et al. [105]
reported that IGF-1-induced migration in the MCF-7
cells was CXCR4 independent and pertussis toxin
insensitive, suggesting an alternative mechanism for
the migration effects of IGF-1 stimulation in these
cells. This emphasizes the point that most crosstalk
events are probably cell type dependent and/or
involve different chemokine receptors, contributing
to the complexity of the signaling network.
Mira et al. [83] also investigated IGF-1-induced
migration of MCF-7 cells. Although contradictory
results to Akekawatchai et al. were demonstrated in
terms of the pertussis toxin sensitivity of the chemo-
taxis, both groups similarly found the migration to be
independent of CXCR4. Mira et al. [83] demonstrated
that transactivation of CCR5 was important for the
migratory effects of IGF-1 on the MCF-7 cells, as a
dominant negative CCR5 ER-retention mutant
(KDELccr5delta32) was able to abolish IGF-1-in-
duced chemotaxis. Surprisingly, the stimulation of the
MCF-7 cells with CCR5 ligands induced only low
levels of migration, while IGF-1 induced significant
chemotaxis that was pertussis toxin sensitive. Inter-
estingly, one of the mechanisms by which the IGF-1-
mediated migration was achieved was through tran-
scriptional induction of the CCR5 ligand, CCL5
(RANTES). However, the low level of migration to
CCL5 alone suggests the involvement of a more
complicated crosstalk mechanism than simple tran-
scriptional up-regulation of CCR5 ligands. A biphasic
model for the IGF-1-induced CCR5 transactivation
and chemotaxis was proposed: a fairly rapid (15-min)
induction of CCL5 by message stabilization and
increased translation, and a more delayed (120-min)
transcriptional up-regulation of CCL5. Although
CCR5 can bind multiple ligands, the IGF-1 effect on
transactivation of CCR5 appeared to be specifically
related to the induction of CCL5 since neutralizing
antibodies against CCL5, but not other CCR5 ligands

diminished the IGF-1 migration response [83]. A
similar mechanism was observed with bFGF-depend-
ent transactivation of CCR2 in bovine aortic endo-
thelial cell chemotaxis [83].

Synergy in chemokine signaling
Sometimes crosstalk signaling not only results in
transactivation or additive integration of signaling
pathways, but can actually induce synergistic effects
on signaling and function [14, 106]. Recent studies
have shown that some combinations of chemokines,
cytokines and growth factors can produce synergistic
effects on pathways, invoking responses much greater
than the sum of the components [14, 106]. However,
synergy among and between chemokines and other
signals is a subject that has received relatively little
attention. Yet it is important to consider the potential
consequences of crosstalk since cells are exposed to a
milieu of factors that act together in vivo, and
combinations of these factors may not lead to simple
linear or additive responses.
A number of accounts of synergy between chemo-
kines and with other types of cytokines have been
reported, particularly in the context of calcium signal-
ing, inflammation and the recruitment of immune cells
[107 – 109]. Many examples of synergy between and
among these networks have been reviewed in detail by
Gouwy et al. [107]. Therefore, in this section of the
review, we focus on a few more recent and/or separate
reports of crosstalk resulting in synergy.
One interesting example of synergistic crosstalk
involves the interaction between the cell surface
glycoprotein, CD4, and the chemokine receptor
CCR5. Crosstalk between CD4 and CCR5 results in
a reduction in CCL4 (MIP-1b) ligand binding affinity
to CCR5 by 3.5-fold, yet promotes enhanced signaling
in human osteocarcinoma cells (HOS) [99]. Although
IL-16/CD4 signaling does not independently induce G
protein activation, an increase in G protein signaling
was observed upon stimulation with CD4 ligand, IL-
16, in the CCR5-CD4 coexpressing HOS cell mem-
branes. This crosstalk was suggested to involve
allosteric regulation of binding and signaling of
CCR5 by CD4 [99].
There are also a few dramatic examples of synergy
in which some chemokine receptors produce little
or no effect until the cell is costimulated with
another ligand. One example is with CXCL13
(BCA-1)/CXCR5 and CCL19 (MIP-3b)/CCR7
working in concert, but not independently, to render
apoptotic resistance to B cell acute lymphocytic
leukemia (B-ALL) and B-cell chronic lymphocytic
leukemia (B-CLL) [110] . Together these chemo-
kines induce a significant resistance to TNF-a-
mediated apoptosis in part through the up-regula-
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tion of PEG10, a member of the inhibitor of
apoptosis (IAP) family [110] .
Synergy has also been demonstrated between CXC
chemokines (CXCL8/IL-8 or CXCL12/SDF-1) and
CC chemokines (CCL2/MCP-1 or CCL7/eotaxin) in
the context of cell migration, where one chemokine
could significantly enhance the migration of cells
toward suboptimal doses of the second chemokine
[106]. These synergistic effects on monocyte chemo-
taxis and ERK1/2 activation were found to depend on
the combination of a CC chemokine with a CXC
chemokine, as synergy did not occur with the combi-
nation of two CC or two CXC chemokines [106]. The
evidence presented suggested that these particular
examples of synergy were most likely a result of
integration of signaling pathways and not due to
receptor dimerization. Along these lines, it is interest-
ing to note that transfection of CCR2 and CXCR4 into
CHO cells, which do not express any endogenous
chemokine receptors, was insufficient for recapitulat-
ing the ERK1/2 synergy, and so the precise mechanism
remains incomplete [106]. However, this result again
illustrates the dependence on cell background and
suggests that the non-hematopoietic cells might be
missing essential mediators that allow synergy to
occur.
It is important to keep in mind that protein ligands are
not the only stimuli that can synergize with chemo-
kine-induced signaling pathways. Uridine triphos-
phate (UTP) binding to the P2Y2 nucleotide receptor
was found to crosstalk and synergize with CXCR2 to
induce enhanced levels of calcium signaling [100].
Therefore, more than just the protein composition of
the extracellular milieu needs to be considered when
evaluating how signals crosstalk and integrate into
complex signaling networks.

Summary
Although just a few of the many possible examples
have been described here, we have tried to present a
representative spectrum of different mechanisms and
consequences of crosstalk events related to chemo-
kine receptor signaling. It is clear that homo- and
heterodimerization of chemokine receptors and their
crosstalk with other proteins has implications in both
normal physiology and disease; however, it is unclear
how these various crosstalk events are altered in the
transition between healthy and disease states and this
may be an area of interest for understanding mech-
anisms of disease and for considering beneficial
pharmacological targets.

Conclusions

Here we have summarized a variety of physical as well
as indirect interactions between chemokine receptors
and other molecules. These interactions appear to
have striking implications on the signaling and func-
tion of chemokines, emphasizing the importance of
signals working in concert and not in isolation.
Although there is significant value to investigating
the properties of specific ligand-receptor interactions,
it is clear that crosstalk with other signaling networks
may alter the traditional responses of chemokines and
their receptors. Additionally, chemokine receptors
may be exploited by other networks, completely
independent of chemokine involvement. Neverthe-
less, these crosstalk interactions are likely selective
and may be cell-type and tissue dependent. Moreover,
it is possible that disease states may alter the initiation
and consequences of crosstalk.
As mentioned earlier, there is significant potential for
functional redundancy within the chemokine network
due to some overlap in the expression patterns and
function of chemokines and their receptors. Yet
complete redundancy or functional overlap has not
been the case [6]. Instead, it appears that chemokines
and their receptors exhibit directional and specific
activation in a variety of circumstances. And now, it is
becoming clear that crosstalk interactions add another
level of specificity for the fine-tuning of cellular
responses during homeostasis and disease states.
Although much has been studied in the way of
chemokine/receptor binding, it seems there is still
much to uncover regarding the complex nature of
chemokine receptors, with their ability to interact with
other non-chemokine receptors, couple intracellularly
to G protein subtypes other than Gi [111 – 113], and
signal through G protein-independent pathways [48,
114]. Considering all of these complexities will be
fundamental to the elucidation of the multifaceted
functions of the chemokine network. Delineating how
chemokines and chemokine receptors integrate with
other components of the extracellular milieu could
profoundly impact the rationale design of drug
therapy for the treatment of particular diseases.

Acknowledgements. This work was funded by a California Breast
Cancer Research Program Dissertation Award (14GB-0147) to
M.O., a Ruth L. Kirschstein NIGMS MARC Predoctoral Fellow-
ship (F31) to C.L.S., and awards from NIH (RO1-AI37113), DOD
(BC060331), and the Lymphoma Research Foundation to T.M.H.

1382 C. L. Salanga, M. O�Hayre and T. Handel Chemokine receptor dimerization and crosstalk



1 Baggiolini, M., Dewald, B. and Moser, B. (1997) Human
chemokines: An update. Annu. Rev. Immunol. 15, 675–705.

2 Moser, B. and Willimann, K. (2004) Chemokines: Role in
inflammation and immune surveillance. Ann. Rheum. Dis. 63
Suppl 2, ii84-ii89.

3 Gerard, C. and Rollins, B. J. (2001) Chemokines and disease.
Nat. Immunol. 2, 108–115.

4 O�Hayre, M., Salanga, C. L., Handel, T. M. and Allen, S. J.
(2008) Chemokines and cancer: Migration, intracellular
signalling and intercellular communication in the microenvir-
onment. Biochem. J. 409, 635–649.

5 Galandrin, S., Oligny-Longpre, G., Bonin, H., Ogawa, K.,
Gales, C. and Bouvier, M. (2008) Conformational rearrange-
ments and signaling cascades involved in ligand-biased
mitogen-activated protein kinase signaling through the
beta1-adrenergic receptor. Mol. Pharmacol. 74, 162–172.

6 Zlotnik, A. and Yoshie, O. (2000) Chemokines: A new
classification system and their role in immunity. Immunity 12,
121–127.

7 Allen, S. J., Crown, S. E. and Handel, T. M. (2007) Chemo-
kine: Receptor structure, interactions, and antagonism. Annu.
Rev. Immunol. 25, 787–820.

8 Proudfoot, A. E., Handel, T. M., Johnson, Z., Lau, E. K.,
LiWang, P., Clark-Lewis, I., Borlat, F., Wells, T. N. and Kosco-
Vilbois, M. H. (2003) Glycosaminoglycan binding and oligo-
merization are essential for the in vivo activity of certain
chemokines. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 100, 1885–1890.

9 Bayburt, T. H., Leitz, A. J., Xie, G., Oprian, D. D. and Sligar,
S. G. (2007) Transducin activation by nanoscale lipid bilayers
containing one and two rhodopsins. J. Biol. Chem. 282,
14875–14881.

10 Leitz, A. J., Bayburt, T. H., Barnakov, A. N., Springer, B. A.
and Sligar, S. G. (2006) Functional reconstitution of beta2-
adrenergic receptors utilizing self-assembling nanodisc tech-
nology. Biotechniques 40, 601–2, 604, 606, passim.

11 Banerjee, S., Huber, T. and Sakmar, T. P. (2008) Rapid
incorporation of functional rhodopsin into nanoscale apoli-
poprotein bound bilayer (NABB) particles. J. Mol. Biol. 377,
1067–1081.

12 Flaherty, P., Radhakrishnan, M. L., Dinh, T., Rebres, R. A.,
Roach, T. I., Jordan, M. I. and Arkin, A. P. (2008) A dual
receptor crosstalk model of G-protein-coupled signal trans-
duction. PLoS Comput. Biol. 4, e1000185.

13 Hill, S. M. (1998) Receptor crosstalk: Communication
through cell signaling pathways. Anat. Rec. 253, 42–48.

14 Selbie, L. A. and Hill, S. J. (1998) G protein-coupled-receptor
cross-talk: The fine-tuning of multiple receptor-signalling
pathways. Trends Pharmacol. Sci. 19, 87 –93.

15 Milligan, G. (2004) G protein-coupled receptor dimerization:
Function and ligand pharmacology. Mol. Pharmacol. 66, 1–7.

16 Angers, S., Salahpour, A. and Bouvier, M. (2002) Dimeriza-
tion: An emerging concept for G protein-coupled receptor
ontogeny and function. Annu. Rev. Pharmacol. Toxicol. 42,
409–435.

17 Springael, J. Y., Urizar, E. and Parmentier, M. (2005)
Dimerization of chemokine receptors and its functional
consequences. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 16, 611–623.

18 Terrillon, S. and Bouvier, M. (2004) Roles of G-protein-
coupled receptor dimerization. EMBO Rep. 5, 30 –34.

19 Bulenger, S., Marullo, S. and Bouvier, M. (2005) Emerging
role of homo- and heterodimerization in G-protein-coupled
receptor biosynthesis and maturation. Trends Pharmacol.
Sci. 26, 131–137.

20 Jacoby, E., Bouhelal, R., Gerspacher, M. and Seuwen, K.
(2006) The 7 TM G-protein-coupled receptor target family.
ChemMedChem. 1, 761–782.

21 Jones, K. A., Borowsky, B., Tamm, J. A., Craig, D. A., Durkin,
M. M., Dai, M., Yao, W. J., Johnson, M., Gunwaldsen, C.,
Huang, L. Y., Tang, C., Shen, Q., Salon, J. A., Morse, K., Laz,
T., Smith, K. E., Nagarathnam, D., Noble, S. A., Branchek, T.
A. and Gerald, C. (1998) GABA(B) receptors function as a

heteromeric assembly of the subunits GABA(B)R1 and
GABA(B)R2. Nature 396, 674–679.

22 White, J. H., Wise, A., Main, M. J., Green, A., Fraser, N. J.,
Disney, G. H., Barnes, A. A., Emson, P., Foord, S. M. and
Marshall, F. H. (1998) Heterodimerization is required for the
formation of a functional GABA(B) receptor. Nature 396,
679–682.

23 Fotiadis, D., Liang, Y., Filipek, S., Saperstein, D. A., Engel, A.
and Palczewski, K. (2003) Atomic-force microscopy: Rho-
dopsin dimers in native disc membranes. Nature 421, 127–
128.

24 Milligan, G. (2007) G protein-coupled receptor dimerisation:
Molecular basis and relevance to function. Biochim. Biophys.
Acta 1768, 825–835.

25 Milligan, G. and Bouvier, M. (2005) Methods to monitor the
quaternary structure of G protein-coupled receptors. FEBS J.
272, 2914–25.

26 Boute, N., Jockers, R. and Issad, T. (2002) The use of
resonance energy transfer in high-throughput screening:
BRET versus FRET. Trends Pharmacol. Sci. 23, 351–354.

27 Kroeger, K. M. and Eidne, K. A. (2004) Study of G-protein-
coupled receptor-protein interactions by bioluminescence
resonance energy transfer. Methods Mol. Biol. 259, 323–333.

28 Benkirane, M., Jin, D. Y., Chun, R. F., Koup, R. A. and Jeang,
K. T. (1997) Mechanism of transdominant inhibition of
CCR5-mediated HIV-1 infection by ccr5delta32. J. Biol.
Chem. 272, 30603–30606.

29 El-Asmar, L., Springael, J. Y., Ballet, S., Andrieu, E. U.,
Vassart, G. and Parmentier, M. (2005) Evidence for negative
binding cooperativity within CCR5-CCR2b heterodimers.
Mol. Pharmacol. 67, 460–469.

30 Issafras, H., Angers, S., Bulenger, S., Blanpain, C., Parment-
ier, M., Labbe-Jullie, C., Bouvier, M. and Marullo, S. (2002)
Constitutive agonist-independent CCR5 oligomerization and
antibody-mediated clustering occurring at physiological lev-
els of receptors. J. Biol. Chem. 277, 34666–34673.

31 Mellado, M., Rodriguez-Frade, J. M., Vila-Coro, A. J.,
Fernandez, S., Martin de Ana, A., Jones, D. R., Toran, J. L.
and Martinez, A. C. (2001) Chemokine receptor homo- or
heterodimerization activates distinct signaling pathways.
EMBO J. 20, 2497–2507.

32 Vila-Coro, A. J., Mellado, M., Martin de Ana, A., Lucas, P.,
del Real, G., Martinez, A. C. and Rodriguez-Frade, J. M.
(2000) HIV-1 infection through the CCR5 receptor is blocked
by receptor dimerization. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 97,
3388–3393.

33 Rodriguez-Frade, J. M., Vila-Coro, A. J., de Ana, A. M.,
Albar, J. P., Martinez, A. C. and Mellado, M. (1999) The
chemokine monocyte chemoattractant protein-1 induces
functional responses through dimerization of its receptor
CCR2. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 96, 3628–3633.

34 Lee, B., Doranz, B. J., Rana, S., Yi, Y., Mellado, M., Frade, J.
M., Martinez, A. C., O�Brien, S. J., Dean, M., Collman, R. G.
and Doms, R. W. (1998) Influence of the CCR2-V64I
polymorphism on human immunodeficiency virus type 1
coreceptor activity and on chemokine receptor function of
CCR2b, CCR3, CCR5, and CXCR4. J. Virol. 72, 7450–7458.

35 Mellado, M., Rodriguez-Frade, J. M., Vila-Coro, A. J., de
Ana, A. M. and Martinez, A. C. (1999) Chemokine control of
HIV-1 infection. Nature 400, 723–724.

36 Agrawal, L., Lu, X., Qingwen, J., VanHorn-Ali, Z., Nicoles-
cu, I. V., McDermott, D. H., Murphy, P. M. and Alkhatib, G.
(2004) Role for CCR5Delta32 protein in resistance to R5,
R5X4, and X4 human immunodeficiency virus type 1 in
primary CD4+ cells. J. Virol. 78, 2277–2287.

37 Percherancier, Y., Berchiche, Y. A., Slight, I. , Volkmer-
Engert, R., Tamamura, H., Fujii, N., Bouvier, M. and
Heveker, N. (2005) Bioluminescence resonance energy trans-
fer reveals ligand-induced conformational changes in CXCR4
homo- and heterodimers. J. Biol. Chem. 280, 9895–9903.

Cell. Mol. Life Sci. Vol. 66, 2009 Review Article 1383



38 Trettel, F., Di Bartolomeo, S., Lauro, C., Catalano, M., Ciotti,
M. T. and Limatola, C. (2003) Ligand-independent CXCR2
dimerization. J. Biol. Chem. 278, 40980–40988.

39 Wilson, S., Wilkinson, G. and Milligan, G. (2005) The CXCR1
and CXCR2 receptors form constitutive homo- and hetero-
dimers selectively and with equal apparent affinities. J. Biol.
Chem. 280, 28663–28674.

40 Schwappach, B., Zerangue, N., Jan, Y. N. and Jan, L. Y. (2000)
Molecular basis for K(ATP) assembly: Transmembrane
interactions mediate association of a K+ channel with an
ABC transporter. Neuron 26, 155–167.

41 Babcock, G. J., Farzan, M. and Sodroski, J. (2003) Ligand-
independent dimerization of CXCR4, a principal HIV-1
coreceptor. J. Biol. Chem. 278, 3378–3385.

42 Wang, J., He, L., Combs, C. A., Roderiquez, G. and Norcross,
M. A. (2006) Dimerization of CXCR4 in living malignant
cells: Control of cell migration by a synthetic peptide that
reduces homologous CXCR4 interactions. Mol. Cancer
Ther. 5, 2474–2483.

43 Toth, P. T., Ren, D. and Miller, R. J. (2004) Regulation of
CXCR4 receptor dimerization by the chemokine SDF-1alpha
and the HIV-1 coat protein gp120: A fluorescence resonance
energy transfer (FRET) study. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 310,
8–17.

44 Hernandez, P. A., Gorlin, R. J., Lukens, J. N., Taniuchi, S.,
Bohinjec, J., Francois, F., Klotman, M. E. and Diaz, G. A.
(2003) Mutations in the chemokine receptor gene CXCR4 are
associated with WHIM syndrome, a combined immunodefi-
ciency disease. Nat. Genet. 34, 70–74.

45 Lagane, B., Chow, K. Y., Balabanian, K., Levoye, A.,
Harriague, J., Planchenault, T., Baleux, F., Gunera-Saad, N.,
Arenzana-Seisdedos, F. and Bachelerie, F. (2008) CXCR4
dimerization and beta-arrestin-mediated signaling account
for the enhanced chemotaxis to CXCL12 in WHIM syn-
drome. Blood 112, 34–44.

46 Balabanian, K., Lagane, B., Pablos, J. L., Laurent, L.,
Planchenault, T., Verola, O., Lebbe, C., Kerob, D., Dupuy,
A., Hermine, O., Nicolas, J. F., Latger-Cannard, V., Bensous-
san, D., Bordigoni, P., Baleux, F., Le Deist, F., Virelizier, J. L.,
Arenzana-Seisdedos, F. and Bachelerie, F. (2005) WHIM
syndromes with different genetic anomalies are accounted for
by impaired CXCR4 desensitization to CXCL12. Blood 105,
2449–2457.

47 Contento, R. L., Molon, B., Boularan, C., Pozzan, T., Manes,
S., Marullo, S. and Viola, A. (2008) CXCR4-CCR5: A couple
modulating T cell functions. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 105,
10101–10106.

48 Molon, B., Gri, G., Bettella, M., Gomez-Mouton, C.,
Lanzavecchia, A., Martinez, A. C., Manes, S. and Viola, A.
(2005) T cell costimulation by chemokine receptors. Nat.
Immunol. 6, 465–471.

49 Sierro, F., Biben, C., Martinez-Munoz, L., Mellado, M.,
Ransohoff, R. M., Li, M., Woehl, B., Leung, H., Groom, J.,
Batten, M., Harvey, R. P., Martinez, A. C., Mackay, C. R. and
Mackay, F. (2007) Disrupted cardiac development but normal
hematopoiesis in mice deficient in the second CXCL12/SDF-1
receptor, CXCR7. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 104, 14759–
14764.

50 Burns, J. M., Summers, B. C., Wang, Y., Melikian, A.,
Berahovich, R., Miao, Z., Penfold, M. E., Sunshine, M. J.,
Littman, D. R., Kuo, C. J., Wei, K., McMaster, B. E., Wright,
K., Howard, M. C. and Schall, T. J. (2006) A novel chemokine
receptor for SDF-1 and I-TAC involved in cell survival, cell
adhesion, and tumor development. J. Exp. Med. 203, 2201–
2213.

51 Sohy, D., Parmentier, M. and Springael, J. Y. (2007) Allosteric
transinhibition by specific antagonists in CCR2/CXCR4
heterodimers. J. Biol. Chem. 282, 30062–30069.

52 Chakera, A., Seeber, R. M., John, A. E., Eidne, K. A. and
Greaves, D. R. (2008) The duffy antigen/receptor for chemo-
kines exists in an oligomeric form in living cells and function-

ally antagonizes CCR5 signaling through hetero-oligomeri-
zation. Mol. Pharmacol. 73, 1362–1370.

53 Gardner, L., Patterson, A. M., Ashton, B. A., Stone, M. A.
and Middleton, J. (2004) The human Duffy antigen binds
selected inflammatory but not homeostatic chemokines.
Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 321, 306–312.

54 Rot, A. (2005) Contribution of Duffy antigen to chemokine
function. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 16, 687–694.

55 Baneres, J. L. and Parello, J. (2003) Structure-based analysis of
GPCR function: Evidence for a novel pentameric assembly
between the dimeric leukotriene B4 receptor BLT1 and the
G-protein. J. Mol. Biol. 329, 815–829.

56 Fotiadis, D., Liang, Y., Filipek, S., Saperstein, D. A., Engel, A.
and Palczewski, K. (2004) The G protein-coupled receptor
rhodopsin in the native membrane. FEBS Lett. 564, 281–288.

57 Springael, J. Y., Urizar, E. and Parmentier, M. (2005)
Dimerization of chemokine receptors and its functional
consequences. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 16, 611–623.

58 Hereld, D. and Jin, T. (2008) Slamming the DOR on
chemokine receptor signaling: Heterodimerization silences
ligand-occupied CXCR4 and delta-opioid receptors. Eur. J.
Immunol. 38, 334–337.

59 Milligan, G., Wilson, S. and Lopez-Gimenez, J. F. (2005) The
specificity and molecular basis of alpha1-adrenoceptor and
CXCR chemokine receptor dimerization. J. Mol. Neuro-
sci. 26, 161–168.

60 Barnes, P. J. (2006) Receptor heterodimerization: A new level
of cross-talk. J. Clin. Invest. 116, 1210–1212.

61 Hill, S. M. (1998) Receptor crosstalk: Communication
through cell signaling pathways. Anat. Rec. 253, 42–48.

62 Oravecz, T., Pall, M., Roderiquez, G., Gorrell, M. D., Ditto,
M., Nguyen, N. Y., Boykins, R., Unsworth, E. and Norcross,
M. A. (1997) Regulation of the receptor specificity and
function of the chemokine RANTES (regulated on activa-
tion, normal T cell expressed and secreted) by dipeptidyl
peptidase IV (CD26)-mediated cleavage. J. Exp. Med. 186,
1865–1872.

63 Lapham, C. K., Ouyang, J., Chandrasekhar, B., Nguyen, N. Y.,
Dimitrov, D. S. and Golding, H. (1996) Evidence for cell-
surface association between fusin and the CD4-gp120 com-
plex in human cell lines. Science 274, 602–605.

64 Basmaciogullari, S., Pacheco, B., Bour, S. and Sodroski, J.
(2006) Specific interaction of CXCR4 with CD4 and CD8al-
pha: Functional analysis of the CD4/CXCR4 interaction in
the context of HIV-1 envelope glycoprotein-mediated mem-
brane fusion. Virology 353, 52–67.

65 Kumar, A., Humphreys, T. D., Kremer, K. N., Bramati, P. S.,
Bradfield, L., Edgar, C. E. and Hedin, K. E. (2006) CXCR4
physically associates with the T cell receptor to signal in T
cells. Immunity 25, 213–224.

66 Finley, M. J., Chen, X., Bardi, G., Davey, P., Geller, E. B.,
Zhang, L., Adler, M. W. and Rogers, T. J. (2008) Bi-directional
heterologous desensitization between the major HIV-1 co-
receptor CXCR4 and the kappa-opioid receptor. J. Neuro-
immunol. 197, 114–123.

67 Pello, O. M., Martinez-Munoz, L., Parrillas, V., Serrano, A.,
Rodriguez-Frade, J. M., Toro, M. J., Lucas, P., Monterrubio,
M., Martinez, A. C. and Mellado, M. (2008) Ligand stabiliza-
tion of CXCR4/delta-opioid receptor heterodimers reveals a
mechanism for immune response regulation. Eur. J. Immu-
nol. 38, 537–549.

68 Tilton, B., Ho, L., Oberlin, E., Loetscher, P., Baleux, F.,
Clark-Lewis, I. and Thelen, M. (2000) Signal transduction by
CXC chemokine receptor 4. Stromal cell-derived factor 1
stimulates prolonged protein kinase B and extracellular
signal-regulated kinase 2 activation in T lymphocytes. J.
Exp. Med. 192, 313–324.

69 Kremer, K. N., Humphreys, T. D., Kumar, A., Qian, N. X. and
Hedin, K. E. (2003) Distinct role of ZAP-70 and Src homology
2 domain-containing leukocyte protein of 76 kDa in the
prolonged activation of extracellular signal-regulated protein

1384 C. L. Salanga, M. O�Hayre and T. Handel Chemokine receptor dimerization and crosstalk



kinase by the stromal cell-derived factor-1 alpha/CXCL12
chemokine. J. Immunol. 171, 360–367.

70 Chen, C., Li, J., Bot, G., Szabo, I., Rogers, T. J. and Liu-Chen,
L. Y. (2004) Heterodimerization and cross-desensitization
between the mu-opioid receptor and the chemokine CCR5
receptor. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 483, 175–186.

71 Suzuki, S., Chuang, L. F., Yau, P., Doi, R. H. and Chuang, R.
Y. (2002) Interactions of opioid and chemokine receptors:
Oligomerization of mu, kappa, and delta with CCR5 on
immune cells. Exp. Cell Res. 280, 192–200.

72 Szabo, I., Wetzel, M. A., Zhang, N., Steele, A. D., Kaminsky,
D. E., Chen, C., Liu-Chen, L. Y., Bednar, F., Henderson, E.
E., Howard, O. M., Oppenheim, J. J. and Rogers, T. J. (2003)
Selective inactivation of CCR5 and decreased infectivity of
R5 HIV-1 strains mediated by opioid-induced heterologous
desensitization. J. Leukoc. Biol. 74, 1074–1082.

73 Wetzker, R. and Bohmer, F. D. (2003) Transactivation joins
multiple tracks to the ERK/MAPK cascade. Nat. Rev. Mol.
Cell Biol. 4, 651–657.

74 Peacock, J. W. and Jirik, F. R. (1999) TCR activation inhibits
chemotaxis toward stromal cell-derived factor-1: Evidence for
reciprocal regulation between CXCR4 and the TCR. J.
Immunol. 162, 215–223.

75 Schabath, H., Runz, S., Joumaa, S. and Altevogt, P. (2006)
CD24 affects CXCR4 function in pre-B lymphocytes and
breast carcinoma cells. J. Cell Sci. 119, 314–325.

76 Ptasznik, A., Urbanowska, E., Chinta, S., Costa, M. A., Katz,
B. A., Stanislaus, M. A., Demir, G., Linnekin, D., Pan, Z. K.
and Gewirtz, A. M. (2002) Crosstalk between BCR/ABL
oncoprotein and CXCR4 signaling through a Src family
kinase in human leukemia cells. J. Exp. Med. 196, 667–678.

77 Salgia, R., Quackenbush, E., Lin, J., Souchkova, N., Sattler,
M., Ewaniuk, D. S., Klucher, K. M., Daley, G. Q., Kraeft, S.
K., Sackstein, R., Alyea, E. P., von Andrian, U. H., Chen, L.
B., Gutierrez-Ramos, J. C., Pendergast, A. M. and Griffin, J.
D. (1999) The BCR/ABL oncogene alters the chemotactic
response to stromal-derived factor-1alpha. Blood 94, 4233–
4246.

78 Sell, H., Dietze-Schroeder, D., Kaiser, U. and Eckel, J. (2006)
Monocyte chemotactic protein-1 is a potential player in the
negative cross-talk between adipose tissue and skeletal
muscle. Endocrinology. 147, 2458–2467.

79 Eriksen, K. W., Nielsen, M., Kaltoft, K., Svejgaard, A.,
Nissen, M. H., Ropke, C. and Odum, N. (2001) Oligonucleo-
tide fishing for STAT6: Cross-talk between IL-4 and chemo-
kines. Exp. Clin. Immunogenet. 18, 233–241.

80 Nakata, Y., Tomkowicz, B., Gewirtz, A. M. and Ptasznik, A.
(2006) Integrin inhibition through Lyn-dependent cross talk
from CXCR4 chemokine receptors in normal human CD34+

marrow cells. Blood 107, 4234–4239.
81 Strieter, R. M., Burdick, M. D., Gomperts, B. N., Belperio, J.

A. and Keane, M. P. (2005) CXC chemokines in angiogenesis.
Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 16, 593–609.

82 Strieter, R. M., Polverini, P. J., Kunkel, S. L., Arenberg, D. A.,
Burdick, M. D., Kasper, J., Dzuiba, J., Van Damme, J., Walz,
A., Marriott, D. et al. (1995) The functional role of the ELR
motif in CXC chemokine-mediated angiogenesis. J. Biol.
Chem. 270, 27348–27357.

83 Mira, E., Lacalle, R. A., Gonzalez, M. A., Gomez-Mouton,
C., Abad, J. L., Bernad, A., Martinez, A. C. and Manes, S.
(2001) A role for chemokine receptor transactivation in
growth factor signaling. EMBO Rep. 2, 151–156.

84 Natarajan, K. and Berk, B. C. (2006) Crosstalk coregulation
mechanisms of G protein-coupled receptors and receptor
tyrosine kinases. Methods Mol. Biol. 332, 51–77.

85 Daub, H., Weiss, F. U., Wallasch, C. and Ullrich, A. (1996)
Role of transactivation of the EGF receptor in signalling by
G-protein-coupled receptors. Nature 379, 557–560.

86 Katz, M., Amit, I. and Yarden, Y. (2007) Regulation of
MAPKs by growth factors and receptor tyrosine kinases.
Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1773, 1161–1176.

87 Delcourt, N., Bockaert, J. and Marin, P. (2007) GPCR-
jacking: From a new route in RTK signalling to a new concept
in GPCR activation. Trends Pharmacol. Sci. 28, 602–607.

88 Adachi, T., Cui, C. H., Kanda, A., Kayaba, H., Ohta, K. and
Chihara, J. (2004) Activation of epidermal growth factor
receptor via CCR3 in bronchial epithelial cells. Biochem.
Biophys. Res. Commun. 320, 292–296.

89 Chinni, S. R., Yamamoto, H., Dong, Z., Sabbota, A., Bonfil,
R. D. and Cher, M. L. (2008) CXCL12/CXCR4 transactivates
HER2 in lipid rafts of prostate cancer cells and promotes
growth of metastatic deposits in bone. Mol. Cancer Res. 6,
446–457.

90 Guo, Z., Cai, S., Fang, R., Chen, H., Du, J., Tan, Y., Ma, W.,
Hu, H., Cai, S. and Liu, Y. (2007) The synergistic effects of
CXCR4 and EGFR on promoting EGF-mediated metastasis
in ovarian cancer cells. Colloids Surf. B. Biointerfaces 60, 1–6.

91 Petreaca, M. L., Yao, M., Liu, Y., Defea, K. and Martins-
Green, M. (2007) Transactivation of vascular endothelial
growth factor receptor-2 by interleukin-8 (IL-8/CXCL8) is
required for IL-8/CXCL8-induced endothelial permeability.
Mol. Biol. Cell 18, 5014–5023.

92 Porcile, C., Bajetto, A., Barbieri, F., Barbero, S., Bonavia, R.,
Biglieri, M., Pirani, P., Florio, T. and Schettini, G. (2005)
Stromal cell-derived factor-1alpha (SDF-1alpha/CXCL12)
stimulates ovarian cancer cell growth through the EGF
receptor transactivation. Exp. Cell Res. 308, 241–253.

93 Sengupta, S., Schiff, R. and Katzenellenbogen, B. S. (2008)
Post-transcriptional regulation of chemokine receptor
CXCR4 by estrogen in HER2 overexpressing, estrogen
receptor-positive breast cancer cells. Breast Cancer Res.
Treat. [Epub ahead of print].

94 Perona, R. (2006) Cell signalling: Growth factors and tyrosine
kinase receptors. Clin. Transl. Oncol. 8, 77–82.

95 Rozengurt, E. (2007) Mitogenic signaling pathways induced
by G protein-coupled receptors. J. Cell Physiol. 213, 589–602.

96 Porcile, C., Bajetto, A., Barbero, S., Pirani, P. and Schettini, G.
(2004) CXCR4 activation induces epidermal growth factor
receptor transactivation in an ovarian cancer cell line. Ann. N.
Y. Acad. Sci. 1030, 162–169.

97 Keates, S., Han, X., Kelly, C. P. and Keates, A. C. (2007)
Macrophage-inflammatory protein-3alpha mediates epider-
mal growth factor receptor transactivation and ERK1/2
MAPK signaling in Caco-2 colonic epithelial cells via metal-
loproteinase-dependent release of amphiregulin. J. Immu-
nol. 178, 8013–8021.

98 Ragozzino, D. (2002) CXC chemokine receptors in the central
nervous system: Role in cerebellar neuromodulation and
development. J. Neurovirol. 8, 559–572.

99 Staudinger, R., Phogat, S. K., Xiao, X., Wang, X., Dimitrov,
D. S. and Zolla-Pazner, S. (2003) Evidence for CD4-
enchanced signaling through the chemokine receptor CCR5.
J. Biol. Chem. 278, 10389–10392.

100 Werry, T. D., Wilkinson, G. F. and Willars, G. B. (2003) Cross
talk between P2Y2 nucleotide receptors and CXC chemokine
receptor 2 resulting in enhanced Ca2+ signaling involves
enhancement of phospholipase C activity and is enabled by
incremental Ca2+ release in human embryonic kidney cells. J.
Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 307, 661–669.

101 Zhang, N. and Oppenheim, J. J. (2005) Crosstalk between
chemokines and neuronal receptors bridges immune and
nervous systems. J. Leukoc. Biol. 78, 1210–1214.

102 Liang, Z., Brooks, J., Willard, M., Liang, K., Yoon, Y., Kang,
S. and Shim, H. (2007) CXCR4/CXCL12 axis promotes
VEGF-mediated tumor angiogenesis through Akt signaling
pathway. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 359, 716–722.

103 Kijowski, J., Baj-Krzyworzeka, M., Majka, M., Reca, R.,
Marquez, L. A., Christofidou-Solomidou, M., Janowska-
Wieczorek, A. and Ratajczak, M. Z. (2001) The SDF-1-
CXCR4 axis stimulates VEGF secretion and activates
integrins but does not affect proliferation and survival in
lymphohematopoietic cells. Stem Cells 19, 453–466.

Cell. Mol. Life Sci. Vol. 66, 2009 Review Article 1385



104 Cabioglu, N., Summy, J., Miller, C., Parikh, N. U., Sahin, A.
A., Tuzlali, S., Pumiglia, K., Gallick, G. E. and Price, J. E.
(2005) CXCL-12/stromal cell-derived factor-1alpha trans-
activates HER2-neu in breast cancer cells by a novel pathway
involving Src kinase activation. Cancer Res. 65, 6493–6497.

105 Akekawatchai, C., Holland, J. D., Kochetkova, M., Wallace, J.
C. and McColl, S. R. (2005) Transactivation of CXCR4 by the
insulin-like growth factor-1 receptor (IGF-1R) in human
MDA-MB-231 breast cancer epithelial cells. J. Biol.
Chem. 280, 39701–39708.

106 Gouwy, M., Struyf, S., Noppen, S., Schutyser, E., Springael, J.
Y., Parmentier, M., Proost, P. and Van Damme, J. (2008)
Synergy between coproduced CC and CXC chemokines in
monocyte chemotaxis through receptor-mediated events.
Mol. Pharmacol. 74, 485–495.

107 Gouwy, M., Struyf, S., Proost, P. and Van Damme, J. (2005)
Synergy in cytokine and chemokine networks amplifies the
inflammatory response. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 16,
561–580.

108 Gijsbers, K., Gouwy, M., Struyf, S., Wuyts, A., Proost, P.,
Opdenakker, G., Penninckx, F., Ectors, N., Geboes, K. and
Van Damme, J. (2005) GCP-2/CXCL6 synergizes with other
endothelial cell-derived chemokines in neutrophil mobiliza-
tion and is associated with angiogenesis in gastrointestinal
tumors. Exp. Cell Res. 303, 331–342.

109 Struyf, S., Gouwy, M., Dillen, C., Proost, P., Opdenakker, G.
and Van Damme, J. (2005) Chemokines synergize in the
recruitment of circulating neutrophils into inflamed tissue.
Eur. J. Immunol. 35, 1583–1591.

110 Chunsong, H., Yuling, H., Li, W., Jie, X., Gang, Z., Qiuping,
Z., Qingping, G., Kejian, Z., Li, Q., Chang, A. E., Youxin, J.
and Jinquan, T. (2006) CXC chemokine ligand 13 and CC
chemokine ligand 19 cooperatively render resistance to
apoptosis in B cell lineage acute and chronic lymphocytic
leukemia CD23+CD5+ B cells. J. Immunol. 177, 6713–6722.

111 Tian, Y., New, D. C., Yung, L. Y., Allen, R. A., Slocombe, P.
M., Twomey, B. M., Lee, M. M. and Wong, Y. H. (2004)
Differential chemokine activation of CC chemokine receptor
1-regulated pathways: Ligand selective activation of Galpha
14-coupled pathways. Eur. J. Immunol. 34, 785–795.

112 Wu, D., LaRosa, G. J. and Simon, M. I. (1993) G protein-
coupled signal transduction pathways for interleukin-8.
Science 261, 101–103.

113 al-Aoukaty, A., Schall, T. J. and Maghazachi, A. A. (1996)
Differential coupling of CC chemokine receptors to multiple
heterotrimeric G proteins in human interleukin-2-activated
natural killer cells. Blood 87, 4255–4260.

114 Bacon, K. B., Premack, B. A., Gardner, P. and Schall, T. J.
(1995) Activation of dual T cell signaling pathways by the
chemokine RANTES. Science 269, 1727–1730.

115 Huttenrauch, F., Pollok-Kopp, B. and Oppermann, M. (2005)
G protein-coupled receptor kinases promote phosphorylation
and beta-arrestin-mediated internalization of CCR5 homo-
and hetero-oligomers. J. Biol. Chem. 280, 37503–37515.

116 Vila-Coro, A. J., Rodriguez-Frade, J. M., Martin De Ana, A.,
Moreno-Ortiz, M. C., Martinez, A. C. and Mellado, M. (1999)
The chemokine SDF-1alpha triggers CXCR4 receptor dime-
rization and activates the JAK/STAT pathway. FASEB J. 13,
1699–1710.

To access this journal online:
http://www.birkhauser.ch/CMLS

1386 C. L. Salanga, M. O�Hayre and T. Handel Chemokine receptor dimerization and crosstalk

http://www.birkhauser.ch/CMLS

