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Abstract
Recent research has indicated a new mode of intercellular communication facilitated by the
movement of RNA between cells. There is evidence that RNA can transfer between cells in a
multitude of ways, including in complex with proteins, lipids or in vesicles including apoptotic
bodies and exosomes. However, there remains little understanding of the function of nucleic acid
transfer between human cells. Here, we report that human macrophages transfer microRNAs
(miRNAs) to hepato-carcinoma cells (HCCs) in a manner that required intercellular contact and
involved gap junctions. Two specific miRNAs efficiently transferred between these cells -
miR-142 and miR-223 - both endogenously expressed in macrophages and not HCCs. Transfer of
these miRNAs influenced post-transcriptional regulation of proteins in HCCs, including decreased
expression of reporter proteins and endogenously expressed stathmin-1 and insulin-like growth
factor-1 receptor. Importantly, transfer of miRNAs from macrophages functionally inhibited
proliferation of these cancerous cells. Thus, these data lead us to propose that intercellular transfer
of miRNA from immune cells could serve as a new defense against unwanted cell proliferation or
tumor growth.
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Introduction
The idea that RNA can transfer between cells was first hypothesised in the 1960s (1)but has
gained greater traction more recently through several studies showing an exchange of small
RNAs between plant cells and, to a lesser extent, between animal cells (2). A few studies
have described the transfer of RNA between human cells, via an association with lipid
complexes (3), trapped in apoptotic bodies (4), enclosed in microvesicles (5-10) or in a
contact-dependent manner (9, 11). However, direct intercellular transfer of endogenous
human miRNA - and how that may be important for specific functions of human cells - has
been poorly documented.

Macrophages are the most abundant immune cell in the liver, where they are called Kupffer
cells (12). They establish direct contact with hepatocytes (13), that is fundamental to
maintain liver homeostasis (14). However, relatively little is known about how they
communicate with or influence the parenchymal hepatocytes that they are in contact with.
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Macrophages have been shown to directly transfer cellular components, such as membrane
lipids and proteins to other cells (15, 16), and very recently, Ismail et al. also showed that
macrophages secrete microvesicles containing miRNAs which can influence neighbouring
monocytes (17). Here, we report that endogenous miRNAs can transfer from macrophages
to hepato-carcinoma cells (HCCs), including some that can directly inhibit their
proliferation. Thus, alongside production of soluble proteins such as cytokines, and cell-
mediated cytotoxicity, the secretion of miRNAs may be considered a third type of immune
cell effector function.

Material and Methods
Cells

PBMCs were isolated from lymphocyte cones or fresh blood by density gradient
centrifugation (Ficoll-Paque Plus; Amersham Pharmacia Biotech). All blood donors were
healthy and gave informed consent for their blood to be used (ethics approved by The
National Research Ethics Service). Human macrophages were derived as described(18). In
brief, PBMCs were incubated for 2 h in plastic plates before the flask was washed
intensively to remove any non-adherent cells. After 4 days of incubation in serum-free
media (X-vivo 10; Bio-Whittaker) supplemented with 1% autologous serum, adherent cells
were washed with PBS and cultured in standard DMEM-based media for 3 to 6 extra days to
generate monocyte-derived macrophages, phenotyped to be CD14+, CD11a+, CD3−, CD56−,
and CD19− using mAbs as follows: APC-conjugated mouse anti-human CD14 (61D3) and
IgG1 (P3.6.2.8.1) (both from eBioscience); FITC-conjugated mouse anti-human CD3
(HIT3a), CD11a (HI111), IgG2a (G155-178) and IgG1 (MOPC-21); PE-conjugated mouse
anti-human CD19 (HIB19), CD56 (B159), and IgG1 (MOPC-21) (all from BD
Pharmingen). Peripheral blood human T and B cells were isolated by negative selection
from healthy donor PBMCs using magnetic beads (Pan T or B Cell Isolation Kit II; Miltenyi
Biotec).

The human hepato-carcinoma HuH7 and HepG2, the human acute monocytic leukemia
THP-1, the B-lymphoblastoid 721.221 and the mouse lymphoblast-like mastocytoma P815
cell lines were used untransfected or stably transfected (Gene Juice; Merck Millipore or
Microporator; Labtech international) to express glycosylphosphatidylinositol (GPI) -
anchored GFP(19).

Cells were cultured in standard DMEM-based media supplemented with 10% FBS, 2 mM L-
glutamine, 10 mM Hepes, 50 U·mL−1 penicillin and 50 μg·mL−1 streptomycin (all from
Gibco). Freshly isolated T cells were stimulated for 24 h with 150 U·mL−1 human
recombinant IL-2 (Roche). Where indicated, macrophages and HCCs were pre-treated for 24
h with 75 μM 18-alpha-GA (in DMSO; Sigma) or 5 μM manumycin A (in methanol;
Sigma), or for 2 h with 1 μM latrunculin A (in DMSO; Merck) or 5 μM nocodazole (in
DMSO; Sigma), 10 μg/ml brefeldin A (in methanol; Merck) or 10 μg/ml polyclonal
antibody anti-SR-BI (Novus Biologicals), or for 30 min. with 1 mM 2-octanol (in EtOH;
Sigma) or 100 μM oleamide (in DMSO; Sigma) or with the appropriate concentrations of
methanol, DMSO or EtOH. These reagents were then also present throughout the co-culture
of cells.

Cell sorting
Primary macrophages or THP-1 were labelled with a fluorescent tracer (2 μM CellTrace Far
Red DDAO-SE; Molecular Probes) and co-cultured with HuH7 (ratio 1:1). Cells were
collected after 1 min. or 5 h and only viable single cells were sorted using a multiparametric
gating strategy based on FSC/SSC, live/dead cell discrimination using a dead cell stain (100
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nM Sytox Blue; Invitrogen) and macrophages and HuH7 fluorescent markers, respectively.
CellTrace and GFP sorted cells were checked for purity by flow cytometry, with the purity
of macrophages and HuH7 always being > 98.5% (FACSAria; Diva software; BD
Bioscience).

Flow cytometric analysis of intercellular interactions and molecular exchange
Macrophages were labelled as follows: 1 μM 1,1′-dioctadecyl-3,3,3′,3′-
tetramethylindodicarbocyanine perchlorate (DiD; Molecular Probes) or 1mg/ml EZ-Link
Sulfo-NHS-Biotin (Pierce) or 1μM of the specific RNA-dye F22 (a styryl dye specific for
RNA which remains non-fluorescent until it binds RNA)(20) or transfected with 50 nM
scramble interfering RNA labelled with Cy5 (Cy5-scramble-siRNA; Sequence 5′-
[5Cy5]rArCrGrArUrArCrArUrArGrCrCr-3′; Integrated DNA Technologies - GenMute
siRNA Transfection reagent; SignaGen Laboratories). Fluorescent macrophages were then
washed and left to rest at 37°C for 30 min. or overnight (when transfected). Cells were then
detached, washed and co-cultured with HuH7, P815 or 221 in a fresh plate. In transwell
experiments, HuH7 were cultured above or below a transwell membrane (0.4-μm-pore
membrane; Costar), with macrophages added only to the compartment above the transwell
membrane.

After co-culture, cells were analysed by flow cytometry (Fortessa II; BD Biosciences); The
percent of fluorescent molecules exchanged was calculated as: 100 * (MFI recipient cells)/
(MFI donor cells), where MFI is the Median Fluorescence Intensity.

Imaging
For imaging, macrophages were stained with 2 μM CellTrace Far Red DDAO-SE
(Molecular Probes). Cells were imaged in PBS in eight-well chambered coverglasses
(Chambered Borosilicate Coverglass; Lab-Tek) at 37°C, 5% CO2, by confocal microscopy
(TCS SP5 RS; Leica) using excitation wavelengths of 488, 546, and 633 nm with a 20× dry
objective (N.A. = 0.5). Brightness and contrast were changed in some images solely for
clarity of figures; analysis was carried out on unprocessed images (Volocity; Improvision
Ltd).

Quantitative Real-Time PCR assays (qRT-PCR)
miRNAs were isolated from total RNA (mirVana PARIS kit; Ambion) and reverse
transcribed (TaqMan miRNA reverse-transcription kit; Applied Biosystems). Large RNAs
were isolated with trizol (Invitrogen) and reverse transcribed (High Capacity Reverse
Transcription kit; Applied Biosystems). cDNAs were amplified by reverse transcription
PCR (TaqMan Universal PCR Master Mix; Applied Biosystems). Expression assays
(Taqman Assay; Applied Biosystems) were used to quantify the levels of different RNAs as
follows: hsa-miR-122-5p, hsa-miR-142-3p, hsa-miR-223-3p, hsa-miR-425-5p, RNU48, hsa-
miR-122 Hs03303072_pri, hsa-miR-142 Hs03303162_pri, hsa-miR-223 Hs03303017_pri,
has-miR-425 Hs03303194_pri, stathmin-1 Hs01027515_gH, insulin-like growth factor 1
receptor Hs00609566_m1, ras homolog gene family, member B Hs03676562_s1, ephrin-A1
Hs00358886_m1 and 18S rRNA. Quantitative PCR was conducted in triplicate at 95°C for
10 min., followed by 40 cycles of 95°C for 15 sec and 60°C for 60 sec (7500 Fast Real-Time
PCR System; Applied Biosystems). Cycle thresholds were normalized to an internal control,
RNU48 for miRNA and 18S ribosomal RNA for pri-miRNA and mRNA assays. The
amount of RNA was calculated using the ΔΔCT method (21), where the level of expression
of an RNA was normalised to the adapted internal control (denoted ‘relative expression’),
and where appropriate to the level of expression at 1 min. of co-culture (denoted ‘fold
change’).
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Apoptotic Bodies
Microparticles were isolated from supernatant of 2.5×106 macrophages treated for 16 h with
3.5 μg/ml cycloheximide (Sigma) by sequential centrifugation steps as previously
described(22). Collected microparticles were confirmed to be apoptotic bodies by staining a
small fraction with the DNA marker Draq5 (1 μM; New England BioLab). Unstained
apoptotic bodies were added to 2.5×105 HuH7 cells for 1 min. or 5 h, before HuH7 cells
were washed and collected for analysis by qRT-PCR or imaged by confocal microscopy
with 1 μM Draq5.

Exosomes
Exosomes were enriched from supernatant of 2.5×106 macrophages as previously
described(9). Exosomes were then added to 2.5×105 HuH7 cells for 1 min. or 5 h. Cells
were washed and collected for qRT-PCR. To assess the polarisation of exosomes,
macrophages were stained with 2 μM CellTrace Far Red DDAO-SE (Molecular Probes) and
co-cultured with HuH7 cells (ratio 1:1). Cells were fixed in 4% PFA (Thermo Scientific),
permeabilised with 0.05% saponin/PBS (Sigma) and stained with a mouse anti-human CD63
mAb (H5C6, IgG1; BD Pharmingen) followed by an Alexa Fluor 568-conjugated goat anti-
mouse IgG1 secondary antibody (IgG1; Invitrogen) and imaged by confocal microscopy.

HDL assays
2×105 HuH7 were cultured alone or with macrophages for 1 min. or 5 h. At the end of the
co-culture, supernatants were collected and cells were lysed. Supernatants and cell lysates
were centrifuged for 5 min. at 20,000 g and assayed for the presence of HDLs (HDL and
LDL/VLDL Cholesterol Assay Kit; Abcam).

Sponge constructs
Sponges were designed following the method developed by Kluiver et al.(23) The
oligonucleotides used to generate the scramble sponges and anti-miR-223 sponges bulged
multiple miRNA antisense binding sites (MBS) constructs were respectively synthesised as
[Phos]GTCCCTATCTACCTGCACTCCGATGCTCTGTTATCTACCTGCACTCCGATG
CTCTGGG and
[Phos]GTCCCTGGGGTATTCATAAACTGACAAATTTGGGGTATTCATAAACTGAC
AGG. Plasmids were then screened for having the correct insert by PCR using the following
primers (Eurofin MWG): Forward TTTATCCAGCCCTCACTCC and Reverse
TTGTGTAGCGCCAAGTGCC. A sponge construct coding for 2 × 2 bulged MBS (8 non
perfect miRNA antisense sites) were transfected in HuH7 cells (Gene Juice; Merck
Millipore). Stable transfectants were selected with 1 μg/ml puromycin (Sigma).

AntagomiRs
AntagomiRs were synthesised with 2′-O-methyl oligonucleotides (Integrated DNA
Technologies) as Scramble antisense - 5′-
mA*CmG*AmUmA*CmAmU*AmG*CmCmU*CmU*CmU*GmA*CmG*C-3′ and
miR-223 antisense - 5′-mG*mG*mG*mU*mA*T*T*T*G*A*C*A* A* A*-3′.
Macrophages were transfected with 50 nM modified oligonucleotides (GenMute siRNA
Transfection reagent; SignaGen Laboratories).

Dual-Luciferase Reporter Assay
Plasmids encoding a portion of the 3′UTR of STMN1 linked to the firefly luciferase protein,
both full length, truncated and mutated, were previously described(24). Firefly luciferase
constructs were co-transfected with Renilla luciferase vector control (Promega) into HuH7.
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Where indicated, HuH7 were stably expressing sponges, and macrophages were transfected
with antagomiRs. 24 h after transfection, macrophages and transfected HuH7 were detached,
washed and co-incubated (ratio 1:3) for 1 min., 5 h or 24 h in fresh wells. Luciferase
activities were measured consecutively (Dual-Luciferase Assay; Promega) and the relative
luciferase activity was assessed as:

Proliferation Assays
104 HuH7, untransfected or transfected with anti-miR-223 or control scramble sponges,
were seeded in triplicate and co-cultured with macrophages, transfected or not with either
scramble or anti-miR-223 antagomiRs (ratio 1:3) in presence of 1 μCi of [3H]-thymidine
(Perkin Elmer) per well. Cells were harvested (Harvester 96 Mach II M; Tomtec) after 4
days and cell proliferation, assessed by [3H]-thymidine uptake, was measured in a beta
scintillation counter (1450 MicroBeta TriLux; Wallac).

Statistical Analysis
Mann–Whitney U was used as statistical test for all data (GraphPad software; Prism). Mean
values are shown and standard error bars are standard error of the mean (SEM).

Results
Intercellular transfer of RNA from macrophages to HCCs

To test which types of cell components transferred between macrophages and HCCs,
primary human monocyte-derived macrophages were labelled as follows: (i) surface
membrane was marked with fluorescent lipid DiD, or (ii) surface proteins were biotinylated,
or (iii) RNA was stained with the specific dye F22 (20), or (iv) cells were transfected to take
up a small RNA conjugated to the fluorescent dye Cy5 (Cy5-scramble-siRNA). These
differently labelled macrophages were then co-cultured with other cells: the human HCC
HuH7, to study the transfer of cell components to hepatic tumor cells, but also the EBV-
transformed human B cell line 721.221 (221), or the mouse lymphoblast-like mastocytoma
cell line P815, to test in parallel the transfer to other human tumor cells, respectively human
or murine cells - each transfected to express GPI-anchored GFP so that they can be easily
distinguished from macrophages (as in all experiments that follow, unless stated otherwise).
The amount by which each label – marking lipids, proteins or RNA - transferred to these
different acceptor cells was then assessed by flow cytometry (Figure 1A and Supplementary
Figure 1A).

After 5 h of co-culture, 7.8 ± 1.9 % of fluorescent lipid initially loaded on macrophages, and
2.8 ± 1.6 % of the biotinylated surface proteins, transferred to recipient HuH7 (Figure 1A).
More surprisingly, 15.1 ± 6.2 % of F22, a dye which specifically binds RNA (20), and 3.4 ±
0.7 % of the labelled small RNA also transferred from macrophages to HuH7 (Figure 1A).
The amount of transferred material was far lower when the acceptor cells were 221 or P815.
Thus, the extent by which different cellular components transferred was dependent on the
nature of the recipient cells and especially striking was an unexpectedly high level of
transfer of RNA from macrophages to HCCs.

The presence of a Transwell porous membrane was used to allow direct contact between
macrophages and HuH7 in the upper chamber while other HuH7 cells occupied the lower
chamber so that they were exposed to the same solution but did not directly contact the
macrophages. Only those cells in direct contact with macrophages acquired these cellular
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components (Figure 1B). Similar levels of transfer of each cellular component were also
seen to transfer from the macrophage cell line THP-1, again blocked by the presence of a
Transwell membrane (Supplementary Figure 1B). In addition, confocal microscopy of
HCCs co-cultured 5 h with primary macrophages or THP-1 (Supplementary Figure 1C)
revealed that transferred fluorescent components accumulated, at least to some extent, in
cytoplasmic vesicles (Figures 1C). Together these data indicate that macrophages transfer
cell components to HuH7 cells, including RNA, in a cell-contact dependent manner.
Nevertheless, it is difficult to formally rule out the possibility that some free dye may
transfer in these experiments and importantly, the use of Cy5-scramble-RNA only reports on
the labeled RNA molecules that we added to the cells, not those that the cells produce
endogenously. Thus, these initial data were taken to be hypothesis-forming and we next
tested directly whether or not specific RNAs transferred between macrophages and HuH7.

Specific miRNAs - not all - transfer from primary macrophages to HCCs
To test whether or not macrophages transfer their own miRNAs to HuH7, we first
established which miRNAs were endogenously expressed in macrophages and not HCCs.
We tested both cell types for the endogenous expression of different miRNAs, as in previous
research (25). We found that miR-142 and -223, previously reported to work together to
regulate gene expression (26), were both highly expressed in the human macrophage cell
line THP-1 (Supplementary Figure 1D) and primary macrophages, with very little
expression detectable in HuH7 (Figure 2A). In contrast, macrophages expressed a lower
level of miR-122 compared to HuH7 and the level of expression of miR-425 was similar in
both cell types.

Cells were co-cultured and separated by FACS (purity >98.5% - Supplementary Figure 2A).
Efficient separation of these cell types after sorting was confirmed by testing the level of
expression of mRNA specific to macrophages and HuH7, specifically Mac-1 and
cytokeratin 19 (CK19) (Supplementary Figures 2B-C). That is, for example, the
macrophage-specific mRNA Mac-1 was not detected in HuH7 after cell sorting
(Supplementary Figure 2C). The amount of miR-142 and -223 in sorted THP-1
(Supplementary Figures 1D-E) or macrophages remained relatively stable before and after
co-culture (Figures 2B). However, the level of both miR-142 and -223 increased
dramatically in HuH7 upon co-culture with macrophages (Figure 2C). In contrast, there was
little, if any, change in the level of miR-122 and -425 detected in HuH7 (Figure 2C). The
specific changes in levels of miR-142 and -223 were truly in the HuH7, rather than the
presence of contaminating macrophages, because HuH7 deliberately spiked with varying
percentages of macrophages did not replicate the changes in miRNAs detected here
(Supplementary Figure 2D).

The amount of miR-142 and -223 in HuH7 increased after co-incubation with macrophages
across multiple donors tested; with a fold increase of 12 to 1,984 depending on the donor
(Figure 2D). In contrast, the level of miR-122 and -425 in HuH7 did not significantly change
after co-culture, across donors (Figure 2D). Primary human B and T cells also express high
levels of miR-142 and -223, similar to macrophages (Figure 2E). However, after co-culture
with B or T cells, HuH7 contained only a low amount of miR-142 and very little, if any,
miR-223 (Figure 2F). Together, these data establish that HuH7 express high levels of
miR-142 and -223 following co-culture with human macrophages.

We next set out to determine whether or not the increase in macrophage miRNA detected in
HuH7 was due to transfer of miRNA or synthesis of nascent miRNA triggered by contact
with macrophages. First we tested if miRNAs would be detected in recipient cells after co-
culture with macrophages that had been chemically fixed so that surface proteins still
interact with other cells but dynamic processes, such as secretion, are inhibited. Fixed
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macrophages were still able to interact with HuH7 and form conjugates (Supplementary
Figure 3A). Small changes in the level of miR-425 and -122 in HuH7 after co-culture were
not inhibited by the fixation of the donor macrophages, suggesting that these changes may
be the result of interactions between surface molecules. However, the dramatic increases in
levels of miR-142 and -223 in HuH7 after co-culture, were prevented by chemical fixation
of macrophages (Figure 3A). This indicates that an upregulation in these miRNAs requires
more than that mere contact with proteins at the macrophage cell surface.

Of course, chemical fixation influences many processes, including the recruitment of
proteins to the contact interface and so to more directly test whether or not miR-142 and
-223 were directly acquired from macrophages or newly synthesized in HuH7, processing of
these miRNA in HuH7 was assayed for. Precursors of miRNA, pri-miRNAs, are several
hundreds of nucleotides long and produced in the nucleus prior to the action of the Drosha
protein. Knockdown of Drosha itself would be one way to inhibit processing of miRNAs but
we found that this was lethal for HuH7. Thus instead, the expression level of each pri-
miRNA was assessed directly in donor and recipient cells by RT PCR.

After 5 h of co-culture with macrophages, the precursors of miR-142 and -223 could not be
detected in HuH7 (Figure 3B). Their expression was readily detected in macrophages,
confirming that our assay for these precursors worked. Also, pri-miR-425 and -122 were
detected in both HuH7 and macrophages (Figure 3B). In fact, there was little, if any change
in the levels of expression of the pri-miRNAs tested in either cell type following co-culture
(Figure 3C). Thus, the high levels of miR-142 and -223 in HuH7 after co-culture with
macrophages does not derive from new synthesis of these miRNAs, demonstrating that
specific endogenous miRNAs transfer from macrophages to HuH7.

miRNA are transferred to HCCs in a contact-dependant manner
Several possible mechanisms have been suggested to facilitate intercellular transfer of RNA
(27). One possible route for intercellular transfer of miRNAs is through apoptotic bodies
following donor cell death (4). To test for this here, HuH7 were cultured with macrophages
or apoptotic bodies isolated from macrophages that had been treated with cycloheximide to
trigger apoptosis (Supplementary Figures 3B-C). HuH7 have the ability to endocytose
environmental particles and indeed, when incubated with apoptotic bodies derived from 10-
fold more macrophages than usually used, 25.1 ± 2.8 % of HuH7 cells showed a positive
staining for one or several apoptotic bodies (Figure 4A). However, the percent of HuH7
containing apoptotic bodies did not increase when the cells were co-cultured with
macrophages compared to when HuH7 were cultured alone (Figure 4A). More importantly,
the level of miR-142 and -223 did not increase in HuH7 after incubation for 5 h with
apoptotic bodies derived from ten-fold more macrophages than usually used in co-culture
experiments (Figure 4B). These findings exclude the possibility that miR-142 and -223
transfer via apoptotic bodies in our experiments.

Another possible mechanism responsible for miRNA transfer is by exosomes or
microvesicles (5-10, 17). To test for this here, exosomes were isolated from a co-culture of
ten-fold more macrophages and HuH7 than usually used in other co-culture experiments and
this large number of exosomes were subsequently added to fresh HuH7. These exosomes
were taken up by HuH7, evidenced by flow cytometry showing HuH7 contained exosomes
that had been pre-labeled with an anti-CD63 mAb (Supplementary Figure 3D). However,
incubation with this large number of exosomes led to only a small increase in the amount of
miR-142 and -223 detected in HuH7 (Figure 4C).

Exosomes can also be directly delivered at the synapse after polarisation (27). Here
however, brefeldin A, which inhibits the secretion of exosomes (28), did not influence the
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level of miR detected in HuH7 after co-culture with macrophages (Figure 4C). In addition,
cell conjugates were imaged at different times of co-culture, where exosomes were stained
with an anti-CD63 mAb. There was no polarisation of exosomes towards the contact
between macrophages and HuH7 (Supplementary Figures 3E-F). Together, these results
indicate that exosomes are not a major pathway for intercellular transfer of miRNA in these
experiments.

Another possibility is that miRNA could be transferred through high density lipoproteins
(HDLs) (3). Here, HDLs were detected in cultures of HuH7 incubated alone or with
macrophages (Supplementary Figure 3G). However, only a very small amount of miR-142
and -223 transferred via the supernatant taken from a co-culture of macrophages and HuH7
(Figure 4d). Furthermore, blockade of Scavenger Receptors class B member 1 (SR-BI) that
functions as the receptor for HDLs on HuH7, using a polyclonal antibody, did not
significantly inhibit the transfer of miR-223 and -142 to HuH7 (Figure 4D). In addition,
treating the cells with manumycin A, which enhances miRNA export to HDLs but also
inhibits the release of exosomes (3, 29) didn’t influence the transfer of miR-223 and -142 to
HuH7 (Figure 4D). Together, these data indicate that HDLs did not play a major role in the
transfer of miRNA in these experiments. Indeed, a Transwell membrane was able to fully
block the transfer of miR-142 and -223 from macrophages to HuH7 (Figure 4E), consistent
with experiments using the RNA specific dye F22 (Figure 1B), indicating that the bulk
transfer of miRNAs required direct contact between cells.

Treating the cells with latrunculin A, which disrupts the actin microfilaments of the
cytoskeleton, decreased the efficiency of transfer of miRNAs while treatment with
nocodazole, which interferes with microtubule polymerization, did not influence the transfer
(Figure 4F). These data indicate that cytoskeletal processes can affect the transfer of
miRNAs, consistent with the requirement for direct cell-contact and perhaps directed
secretion (9, 11). Unexpectedly, 18-alpha-glycyrrhetinic acid (18-alpha-GA), that blocks gap
junction activity (30), reduced the efficiency of transfer of miR-142 and miR-223 by 78.6 ±
8.5 % and 59.2 ± 14.6 % respectively (Figure 4G). Two other inhibitors of the gap junctions,
2-octanol and oleamide (31), also decreased the transfer of miR-142 and -223, to a similar
extent for miR-142 and even more efficiently for miR-223, in comparison with 18-alpha-GA
(Figure 4G). Thus, taken together, these data establish that endogenous macrophage
miRNAs transfer to HuH7 in a manner dependent on cell-cell contacts and gap junctions.

Transferred miRNAs are functional and inhibit HCC proliferation
miR-142 has been relatively little studied but it has been established previously that
miR-223 is commonly repressed in HCCs (24). Moreover, it has been shown that miR-223
targets the mRNAs of stathmin-1 (STMN1) (24) and insulin-like growth factor-1 receptor
(IGF-1R) (32), which both influence cellular proliferation (33, 34). We therefore assayed for
changes in expression of these two mRNAs in HuH7 following co-culture with
macrophages. Compared to HuH7 cultured alone, the level of expression of both STMN1
and IGF-1R mRNAs in HuH7 remained the same after 5 h, but decreased significantly with
24 h of co-culture (Figure 5A). RhoB and Ephrin A1 (EFNA1), also previously described as
targets for miR-223 (3), were not affected by the co-culture with macrophages
(Supplementary Figure 4A).

To test whether or not a decrease in the level of mRNA was caused by the intercellular
transfer of miRNAs, HuH7 (here, not transfected to express GPI-GFP) were transfected to
stably express sponges (along with GFP) that can inhibit the activity of specific miRNAs by
design (23). Cells were transfected to express either a transcript containing multiple tandem
binding sites for miR-223, so that they sequester the miRNA, or a control scrambled version
of the miRNA. Strikingly, down-regulation of STMN1-mRNA in HuH7 triggered by co-
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culture with macrophages was abrogated in cells expressing anti-miR-223 sponges (Figure
5B). Cells expressing control scramble sponges down-regulated STMN1 mRNA to the same
extent as untransfected cells.

For an alternative approach to test whether or not down-regulation of mRNAs in HuH7 can
be attributed to the intercellular transfer of miRNAs from macrophages, HuH7 were
transfected to express a luciferase reporter gene linked to the 3′UTR of the STMN1 mRNA
or a truncated or mutated version of this 3′UTR which lacks the target sequence for miR-223
(24). After co-culture with macrophages for 5 h, a decrease in the activity of luciferase was
evident in HuH7 transfected to express the wild-type 3′UTR-reporter gene and this was
decreased further after 24 h (Figure 5C). There was no repression of luciferase activity in
HuH7 transfected to express the truncated or mutated version of STMN1-3′UTR. In
addition, co-culture with macrophages that had been chemically fixed did not influence
luciferase activity in HuH7 transfectants expressing the wild-type 3′UTR-reporter gene.
Importantly, luciferase activity reduced by co-culture with macrophages could be partially
restored by the expression of anti-miR-223 sponges in HuH7 (Figure 5D). This confirms
that decreased activity of luciferase linked to the 3′UTR of STMN1 was caused by
intercellular transfer of miRNAs.

To further test the consequences of miRNA transfer, macrophages were transfected with
methyl-oligonucleotides expressing the complementary sequence of a miRNA of interest,
here termed as antagomiRs (35-37) - directed against miR-223 or a control scramble
miRNA. HuH7 co-cultured with cells expressing scramble control antagomiRs down-
regulated luciferase activity similarly to untransfected cells, but expression of anti-miR-223
antagomiRs restored luciferase activity to a mild but statistically significant extent (Figure
5E). Together, these data establish that the intercellular transfer of macrophage miRNAs can
influence protein expression in recipient HuH7 cells.

STMN1 is involved in cell cycle regulation and its inhibition leads to a decrease in
proliferation, and IGF-1R is implicated in several cancers and can aid the growth of tumors
(32, 35). Here, we found that co-culture with macrophages reduced the proliferation of
HuH7 by over 50%, as assessed by a standard thymidine incorporation assay (Figure 5F).
Proliferation of HuH7 was not effected when co-cultured with fixed macrophages (Figure
5F). More importantly, proliferation of HuH7 was restored to some extent when co-cultured
in presence of gap junction inhibitors 18-alpha-GA, 2-octanol, or oleamide (Figure 5G). To
test directly whether or not this change in cancer cell proliferation could be a direct
consequence of the intercellular transfer of miRNAs, we again used two ways to interfere
with this process: expression of anti-miR-223 sponges in HuH7 or anti-miR-223 antagomiRs
in the macrophages (Supplementary Figures 4B-C). Indeed the reduced proliferation of
HuH7 caused by co-culture with macrophages was partially restored by expression of anti-
miR-223 sponges in the HuH7 (Figure 5H) or of anti-miR-223 antagomiRs in the
macrophages (Figure 5I). Proliferation of another HCC line, HepG2, to which macrophages
also transferred miRNA-142 and -223 (Supplementary Figures 4D-E), was equally
decreased in presence of macrophages and importantly, proliferation of HepG2 was also
restored in presence of sponges or antagomiRs to inhibit the activity of miR-223 (Figures
5F, H-I). Thus, miRNAs from macrophages can directly inhibit the proliferation of HCCs.

Discussion
The transfer of membrane and proteins from immune cells to other cells has been well-
established (38-41). More recently, it has emerged that mRNAs and miRNAs can also
transfer between cells. First demonstrated in plants and nematodes(2), the intercellular
transfer of specific RNAs has been relatively recently observed between mammalian cells.
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miRNAs can travel through body fluids and reach distant recipient cells via vesicles or
association with HDL (42), or traffic across an immune synapse (9). However the functional
importance for an intercellular transfer of endogenously expressed miRNAs between human
cells has not been established. Here, we found that primary human macrophages efficiently
transferred RNA to HCC as well as, in a less extend, to other tumor cells such as 221 cells.
Likely, the transfer of miRNA is a common phenomenon, and the importance of the
transformation level of the cells has now to be addressed. Macrophages primarily delivered
miRNAs to HCCs across an intercellular contact, although a small fraction of miRNA could
transfer via isolated exosomes. Transfer of endogenous miRNAs through multi-directional
soluble secretion would mean that all neighboring cells could be affected whereas a cell-
contact dependent transfer of miRNAs implies that macrophages can directly influence
specific cells. Transfer of a specific RNA dye indicated that 10-15% of endogenous RNA
could transfer from macrophages to HCC. There is some specificity to which miRNAs
transfer since miR-142 and -223 were acquired by HCCs but not miR-425. It remains
unclear whether the specificity of transfer that we observe is the result of particularly high
expression of miR-142 and -223 in macrophages compared to Huh7, or if this process is
limited to certain miRNAs. Other RNAs, including other miRNAs must also transfer beyond
those directly assayed for here and more broadly, transfer of miRNAs between cells could
be commonplace. A screen to assess which miRNAs transfer between macrophages and
HCC is an important next goal, as is to compare and contrast the transfer of miRNAs
between different cell types, including macrophages in other tissues. Indeed, we found that
T cells and B cells also transfer miRNAs to HuH7 cells - though the transfer of miR-142 and
miR-223 was particularly efficient from macrophages to HCCs.

The fold increase in expression of miR-142 and -223 was dramatic in HuH7 cells; they
naturally expressed a very low level of these miRNAs which increased significantly upon
co-culture with macrophages. We detected a small decrease of these miRNAs in
macrophages following co-culture (Fig. 2B). It is important to note, however, that a large
fold increase in these miRNAs in HuH7 cells does not necessarily require a large fold
decrease in the macrophages – because relative fold changes in miRNA levels are assayed
for. Importantly however, there was little, if any changes in the levels of expression of pri-
miRs in either cell type following co-culture, demonstrating that the higher levels of
miR-142 and miR-223 in HuH7 after the co-culture does not derive from new synthesis.
This strongly implicates an intercellular transfer of endogenous miRNA from macrophages
to HuH7.

The only way in which we could completely inhibit the transfer of miRNAs was to separate
the cells with a transwell membrane. However, we identified that the actin cytoskeleton,
exosomes, scavenger receptors and, with a stronger influence, gap junctions, all effect the
transfer of miRNA to some extent. Indeed, an inhibitor of actin polymerization, latrunculin
A, significantly decreased the transfer of miRNAs from macrophages to HCCs. This may
reflect the fact that actin rearrangements are to be likely to be involved in the process of
miRNA transfer - as has been established for other types of secretion across immune cell
contacts (43). Alternatively, the effect of latrunculin A on miRNA transfer may be a
consequence of interfering with other processes such as cell-cell conjugation. Surprisingly,
blocking gap junctions with 18-alpha-GA, 2-octanol or oleamide decreased the intercellular
transfer of miR-142 and -223. Gap junctions are transmembrane channels that connect
cytoplasm of adjacent cells to allow intercellular exchange of ions, second messengers,
peptides, and nucleotides such as cAMP, ADP and ATP, with a limit of permeation of
~1.0-1.5 kDa (44-47). Valiunas et al. reported previously that small synthetic RNAs can
move through gap junctions composed of connexin 43 (Cx43) but not those comprised of
other connexins, Cx32 and Cx26 (48). In the context of the cell types studied here, healthy
hepatocytes are known to express Cx32 and Cx26 but not Cx43. However, Cx43 is
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upregulated in HCCs (49). Thus, it is possible that regulation of Cx43 expression is a key
determinant for cells taking up miRNAs from macrophages. Cx43 is already known to be
involved in different immunological functions such as the secretion of cytokines or the
antigen cross-presentation (44, 50), and the transfer of miRNAs as an immune cell effector
function may be a new function for Cx43. The precise role of the gap junctions in the
transfer of miRNAs between macrophages and HCC is not clear. microRNAs could occur
traffic directly through connected gap junctions, perhaps in a manner that can allow peptides
to transfer (44), or alternatively there could be an indirect effect due to some aspect of cell
activation being dependent on gap junctions.

The miRNAs that transfer between macrophages and HCCs include miR-142, which has
been little studied, and miR-223 which is known to directly impact on a large range of cell
functions including cell cycle regulation (24, 26, 32, 51). Here we found that transfer of
these miRNAs influences protein expression in HuH7. Specifically, miR-223 decreases
expression of STMN-1, a protein that is usually only present at low levels in healthy
hepatocytes, but gets expressed more highly in hepato-carcinomas (24). Functionally, we
established that transfer of macrophage miRNA dampens HCC proliferation. The ability of
miR-223 to prevent proliferation of HCCs is also consistent with a previous study showing a
decrease of 40% in the number of HuH7 cells upon transfection with miR-223 (24).

Expression of other mRNAs, RhoB and Ephrin A1 (EFNA1), also previously described as
targets for miR-223 (3), were not affected by the co-culture with macrophages. This likely
reflects complexity in the miRNA system that we do not yet fully understand; mRNA targets
are likely to vary in different cell types, as well as according to a cell’s state of activation,
and in addition, multiple miRNAs can act synergistically. It would be of great interest to
study the intercellular transfer of miRNAs on a genome-wide larger scale, e.g. using a
micro-array. However, one difficulty with this is that many miRNAs are expressed both in
macrophages and HCC, and it is not trivial to design a screening approach that is able to
distinguish new-synthesised miRNAs from miRNAs acquired directly from other cells in
contact.

Another important next goal seeded by this study is to test for the functional transfer of
miRNAs in vivo. The human liver contains 50-80% of the body’s macrophages (12),
Kupffer cells, which are distributed in the hepatic sinusoids where they establish direct
contacts with hepatocytes (13, 52). Kupffer cells are bone marrow-derived monocytes which
migrate from the blood to the hepatic tissue, transform into tissue macrophages and,
amongst other immune functions, have a recognised anti-tumor role (53-57). In vivo,
Kupffer cells are attracted to tumor cells and interact with them (58). The degree of
activation of Kupffer cells influences the number and the size of hepatic metastases
following the injection of HCCs (59) and depletion of Kupffer cells results in an increase of
the size of the hepatic metastasis (60). Thus, several lines of evidence indicate a role for
macrophages in preventing the development of hepato-carcinomas. However, the interaction
between macrophages and tumor cells are variable and not clearly understood. Macrophages
form a very heterogeneous population with both pro- and anti-tumor properties.
Macrophages can be anti-tumor through presentation of antigens to T cells while some
tumor-associated macrophages are pro-tumorigenic (61). Our data indicate a new level of
regulation, by which macrophages can influence tumor progression; through transfer of
miRNA.

In summary, we present evidence that macrophages transfer specific endogenous miRNAs
to HCCs in a cell contact-dependent manner to directly impact protein expression, in turn
functionally dampening cellular proliferation. These results lead us to suggest that transfer

Aucher et al. Page 11

J Immunol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2014 June 15.

 E
urope PM

C
 Funders A

uthor M
anuscripts

 E
urope PM

C
 Funders A

uthor M
anuscripts



of endogenous miRNAs could be a novel mechanism of immune defence against tumour
cells.

Supplementary Material
Refer to Web version on PubMed Central for supplementary material.

Acknowledgments
We thank E. Schadt, A. Ezekowitz and M. Dallman for discussions and support in the early conception of this
project. We thank K. Stacey for isolation of PBMCs; E. Joly (IPBS, Toulouse) and J. McKeating (University of
Birmingham) for providing cell lines; N. Wong (The Chinese University of Hong Kong), O. Mandelboim (The
Hebrew University of Jerusalem) and A. van den Berg (University Medical Centre of Groningen) for DNA
constructs; and Y.T. Chang (National University of Singapore) for the RNA dye. We also thank A. Chauveau and
M. Spitaler in the Facility of Imaging by Light Microscopy for help with imaging; R. Sampson, J. Srivastava, T.
Poobalasingam and S. Venables for cell sorting; and members of our laboratory, as well as L. Bugeon, N. Guerra,
S. Khakoo, P. Spanu and E. Wisse for useful discussions.

1This work was supported by the Medical Research Council, the Biotechnology and Biological Science Research
Council, and a Lister Institute Research Prize.

References
1. Fishman M. Antibody formation in vitro. J. Exp. Med. 1961; 114:837–856. [PubMed: 13893304]

2. Chitwood DH, Timmermans MCP. Small RNAs are on the move. Nature. 2010; 467:415–419.
[PubMed: 20864994]

3. Vickers KC, Palmisano BT, Shoucri BM, Shamburek RD, Remaley AT. MicroRNAs are
transported in plasma and delivered to recipient cells by high-density lipoproteins. Nature Cell
Biology. 2011; 13:423–433.

4. Zernecke A, Bidzhekov K, Noels H, Shagdarsuren E, Gan L, Denecke B, Hristov M, Köppel T,
Jahantigh MN, Lutgens E, Wang S, Olson EN, Schober A, Weber C. Delivery of microRNA-126 by
apoptotic bodies induces CXCL12-dependent vascular protection. Science Signaling. 2009; 2:ra81.
[PubMed: 19996457]

5. Valadi H, Ekström K, Bossios A, Sjöstrand M, Lee JJ, Lötvall JO. Exosome-mediated transfer of
mRNAs and microRNAs is a novel mechanism of genetic exchange between cells. Nature Cell
Biology. 2007; 9:654–659.

6. Skog J, Würdinger T, van Rijn S, Meijer DH, Gainche L, Sena-Esteves M, Curry WT, Carter BS,
Krichevsky AM, Breakefield XO. Glioblastoma microvesicles transport RNA and proteins that
promote tumour growth and provide diagnostic biomarkers. Nature Cell Biology. 2008; 10:1470–
1476.

7. Pegtel DM, Cosmopoulos K, Thorley-Lawson DA, van Eijndhoven MAJ, Hopmans ES, Lindenberg
JL, de Gruijl TD, Würdinger T, Middeldorp JM. Functional delivery of viral miRNAs via
exosomes. PNAS. 2010; 107:6328–6333. [PubMed: 20304794]

8. Meckes DG, Shair KHY, Marquitz AR, Kung C-P, Edwards RH, Raab-Traub N. Human tumor
virus utilizes exosomes for intercellular communication. PNAS. 2010; 107:20370–20375. [PubMed:
21059916]

9. Mittelbrunn M, Gutiérrez-Vázquez C, Villarroya-Beltri C, González S, Sánchez-Cabo F, González
MÁ, Bernad A, Sánchez-Madrid F. Unidirectional transfer of microRNA-loaded exosomes from T
cells to antigen-presenting cells. Nature communications. 2011; 2:282.

10. Hergenreider E, Heydt S, Tréguer K, Boettger T, Horrevoets AJG, Zeiher AM, Scheffer MP,
Frangakis AS, Yin X, Mayr M, Braun T, Urbich C, Boon RA, Dimmeler S. Atheroprotective
communication between endothelial cells and smooth muscle cells through miRNAs. Nature Cell
Biology. 2012; 14:249–256.

11. Rechavi O, Erlich Y, Amram H, Flomenblit L, Karginov FV, Goldstein I, Hannon GJ, Kloog Y.
Cell contact-dependent acquisition of cellular and viral nonautonomously encoded small RNAs.
Genes & Development. 2009; 23:1971–1979. [PubMed: 19684116]

Aucher et al. Page 12

J Immunol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2014 June 15.

 E
urope PM

C
 Funders A

uthor M
anuscripts

 E
urope PM

C
 Funders A

uthor M
anuscripts



12. Nemeth E, Baird AW, O’Farrelly C. Microanatomy of the liver immune system. Seminars in
Immunopathology. 2009; 31:333–343. [PubMed: 19639317]

13. Wisse E. Observations on the fine structure and peroxidase cytochemistry of normal rat liver
Kupffer cells. Journal of Ultrastructure Research. 1974; 46:393–426. [PubMed: 4363811]

14. Tacke F, Luedde T, Trautwein C. Inflammatory pathways in liver homeostasis and liver injury.
Clinical Reviews in Allergy & Immunology. 2009; 36:4–12. [PubMed: 18600481]

15. Davis DM. Intercellular transfer of cell-surface proteins is common and can affect many stages of
an immune response. Nature Reviews Immunology. 2007; 7:238–243.

16. Onfelt B, Nedvetzki S, Benninger RKP, Purbhoo MA, Sowinski S, Hume AN, Seabra MC, Neil
MAA, French PMW, Davis DM. Structurally distinct membrane nanotubes between human
macrophages support long-distance vesicular traffic or surfing of bacteria. Journal of Immunology.
2006; 177:8476–8483.

17. Ismail N, Wang Y, Dakhlallah D, Moldovan L, Agarwal K, Batte K, Shah P, Wisler J, Eubank TD,
Tridandapani S, Paulaitis ME, Piper MG, Marsh CB. Macrophage microvesicles induce
macrophage differentiation and miR-223 transfer. Blood. 2013; 121:984–995. [PubMed:
23144169]

18. Nedvetzki S, Sowinski S, Eagle RA, Harris J, Vély F, Pende D, Trowsdale J, Vivier E, Gordon S,
Davis DM. Reciprocal regulation of human natural killer cells and macrophages associated with
distinct immune synapses. Blood. 2007; 109:3776–3785. [PubMed: 17218381]

19. Eleme K, Taner SB, Onfelt B, Collinson LM, McCann FE, Chalupny NJ, Cosman D, Hopkins C,
Magee AI, Davis DM. Cell surface organization of stress-inducible proteins ULBP and MICA that
stimulate human NK cells and T cells via NKG2D. J. Exp. Med. 2004; 199:1005–1010. [PubMed:
15051759]

20. Li Q, Chang Y-T. A protocol for preparing, characterizing and using three RNA-specific, live cell
imaging probes: E36, E144 and F22. Nature Protocols. 2006; 1:2922–2932.

21. Livak KJ, Schmittgen TD. Analysis of relative gene expression data using real-time quantitative
PCR and the 2(-Delta Delta C(T)) Method. Methods. 2001; 25:402–408. [PubMed: 11846609]

22. Hristov M, Erl W, Linder S, Weber PC. Apoptotic bodies from endothelial cells enhance the
number and initiate the differentiation of human endothelial progenitor cells in vitro. Blood. 2004;
104:2761–2766. [PubMed: 15242875]

23. Kluiver J, Gibcus JH, Hettinga C, Adema A, Richter MKS, Halsema N, Slezak-Prochazka I, Ding
Y, Kroesen B-J, van den Berg A. Rapid generation of microRNA sponges for microRNA
inhibition. PloS One. 2012; 7:e29275. [PubMed: 22238599]

24. Wong QW-L, Lung RW-M, Law PT-Y, Lai PB-S, Chan KY-Y, To K-F, Wong N. MicroRNA-223
is commonly repressed in hepatocellular carcinoma and potentiates expression of Stathmin1.
Gastroenterology. 2008; 135:257–269. [PubMed: 18555017]

25. Landgraf P, Rusu M, Sheridan R, Sewer A, Iovino N, Aravin A, Pfeffer S, Rice A, Kamphorst AO,
Landthaler M, Lin C, Socci ND, Hermida L, Fulci V, Chiaretti S, Foà R, Schliwka J, Fuchs U,
Novosel A, Müller R-U, Schermer B, Bissels U, Inman J, Phan Q, Chien M, Weir DB, Choksi R,
De Vita G, Frezzetti D, Trompeter H-I, Hornung V, Teng G, Hartmann G, Palkovits M, Di Lauro
R, Wernet P, Macino G, Rogler CE, Nagle JW, Ju J, Papavasiliou FN, Benzing T, Lichter P, Tam
W, Brownstein MJ, Bosio A, Borkhardt A, Russo JJ, Sander C, Zavolan M, Tuschl T. A
mammalian microRNA expression atlas based on small RNA library sequencing. Cell. 2007;
129:1401–1414. [PubMed: 17604727]

26. Sun W, Shen W, Yang S, Hu F, Li H, Zhu T-H. miR-223 and miR-142 attenuate hematopoietic
cell proliferation, and miR-223 positively regulates miR-142 through LMO2 isoforms and CEBP-
β. Cell Research. 2010; 20:1158–1169. [PubMed: 20856265]

27. Mittelbrunn M, Sánchez-Madrid F. Intercellular communication: diverse structures for exchange of
genetic information. Nature Reviews Molecular Cell Biology. 2012; 13:328–335.

28. Islam A, Shen X, Hiroi T, Moss J, Vaughan M, Levine SJ. The brefeldin A-inhibited guanine
nucleotide-exchange protein, BIG2, regulates the constitutive release of TNFR1 exosome-like
vesicles. J. Biol. Chem. 2007; 282:9591–9599. [PubMed: 17276987]

Aucher et al. Page 13

J Immunol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2014 June 15.

 E
urope PM

C
 Funders A

uthor M
anuscripts

 E
urope PM

C
 Funders A

uthor M
anuscripts



29. Trajkovic K, Hsu C, Chiantia S, Rajendran L, Wenzel D, Wieland F, Schwille P, Brügger B,
Simons M. Ceramide triggers budding of exosome vesicles into multivesicular endosomes.
Science. 2008; 319:1244–1247. [PubMed: 18309083]

30. Goldberg GS, Moreno AP, Bechberger JF, Hearn SS, Shivers RR, MacPhee DJ, Zhang YC, Naus
CC. Evidence that disruption of connexon particle arrangements in gap junction plaques is
associated with inhibition of gap junctional communication by a glycyrrhetinic acid derivative.
Experimental Cell Research. 1996; 222:48–53. [PubMed: 8549672]

31. Dhein S. Pharmacology of gap junctions in the cardiovascular system. Cardiovascular Research.
2004; 62:287–298. [PubMed: 15094349]

32. Jia CY, Li HH, Zhu XC, Dong YW, Fu D, Zhao QL, Wu W, Wu XZ. MiR-223 suppresses cell
proliferation by targeting IGF-1R. PloS One. 2011; 6:e27008. [PubMed: 22073238]

33. Rana S, Maples PB, Senzer N, Nemunaitis J. Stathmin 1: a novel therapeutic target for anticancer
activity. Expert Review of Anticancer Therapy. 2008; 8:1461–1470. [PubMed: 18759697]

34. Li R, Pourpak A, Morris SW. Inhibition of the insulin-like growth factor-1 receptor (IGF1R)
tyrosine kinase as a novel cancer therapy approach. Journal of Medicinal Chemistry. 2009;
52:4981–5004. [PubMed: 19610618]

35. Krützfeldt J, Rajewsky N, Braich R, Rajeev KG, Tuschl T, Manoharan M, Stoffel M. Silencing of
microRNAs in vivo with “antagomirs”. Nature. 2005; 438:685–689. [PubMed: 16258535]

36. Hutvágner G, Simard MJ, Mello CC, Zamore PD. Sequence-specific inhibition of small RNA
function. PLoS biology. 2004; 2:E98. [PubMed: 15024405]

37. Meister G, Landthaler M, Dorsett Y, Tuschl T. Sequence-specific inhibition of microRNA- and
siRNA-induced RNA silencing. RNA. 2004; 10:544–550. [PubMed: 14970398]

38. Joly E, Hudrisier D. What is trogocytosis and what is its purpose? Nature immunology. 2003;
4:815–815. [PubMed: 12942076]

39. Vanherberghen B, Andersson K, Carlin LM, Nolte-’t Hoen ENM, Williams GS, Höglund P, Davis
DM. Human and murine inhibitory natural killer cell receptors transfer from natural killer cells to
target cells. PNAS. 2004; 101:16873–16878. [PubMed: 15550544]

40. Daubeuf S, Aucher A, Sampathkumar S-G, Preville X, Yarema KJ, Hudrisier D. Chemical labels
metabolically installed into the glycoconjugates of the target cell surface can be used to track
lymphocyte/target cell interplay via trogocytosis: comparisons with lipophilic dyes and biotin.
Immunological Investigations. 2007; 36:687–712. [PubMed: 18161525]

41. Beum PV, Kennedy AD, Williams ME, Lindorfer MA, Taylor RP. The shaving reaction:
rituximab/CD20 complexes are removed from mantle cell lymphoma and chronic lymphocytic
leukemia cells by THP-1 monocytes. J. Immunol. 2006; 176:2600–2609. [PubMed: 16456022]

42. Chen X, Liang H, Zhang J, Zen K, Zhang C-Y. Secreted microRNAs: a new form of intercellular
communication. Trends in Cell Biology. 2012; 22:125–132. [PubMed: 22260888]

43. Brown ACN, Oddos S, Dobbie IM, Alakoskela J-M, Parton RM, Eissmann P, Neil MAA, Dunsby
C, French PMW, Davis I, Davis DM. Remodelling of cortical actin where lytic granules dock at
natural killer cell immune synapses revealed by super-resolution microscopy. PLoS Biology.
2011; 9:e1001152. [PubMed: 21931537]

44. Neijssen J, Herberts C, Drijfhout JW, Reits E, Janssen L, Neefjes J. Cross-presentation by
intercellular peptide transfer through gap junctions. Nature. 2005; 434:83–88. [PubMed:
15744304]

45. Schwarzmann G, Wiegandt H, Rose B, Zimmerman A, Ben-Haim D, Loewenstein WR. Diameter
of the cell-to-cell junctional membrane channels as probed with neutral molecules. Science. 1981;
213:551–553. [PubMed: 7244653]

46. Simpson I, Rose B, Loewenstein WR. Size limit of molecules permeating the junctional membrane
channels. Science. 1977; 195:294–6. [PubMed: 831276]

47. Kar R, Batra N, Riquelme MA, Jiang JX. Biological role of connexin intercellular channels and
hemichannels. Archives of Biochemistry and Biophysics. 2012; 524:2–15. [PubMed: 22430362]

48. Valiunas V, Polosina YY, Miller H, Potapova IA, Valiuniene L, Doronin S, Mathias RT, Robinson
RB, Rosen MR, Cohen IS, Brink PR. Connexin-specific cell-to-cell transfer of short interfering
RNA by gap junctions. The Journal of Physiology. 2005; 568:459–468. [PubMed: 16037090]

Aucher et al. Page 14

J Immunol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2014 June 15.

 E
urope PM

C
 Funders A

uthor M
anuscripts

 E
urope PM

C
 Funders A

uthor M
anuscripts



49. Zhang D, Kaneda M, Nakahama K-I, Arii S, Morita I. Connexin 43 expression promotes
malignancy of HuH7 hepatocellular carcinoma cells via the inhibition of cell-cell communication.
Cancer Letters. 2007; 252:208–215. [PubMed: 17275998]

50. Oviedo-Orta E, Howard Evans W. Gap junctions and connexin-mediated communication in the
immune system. Biochimica et Biophysica Acta. 2004; 1662:102–112. [PubMed: 15033582]

51. Johnnidis JB, Harris MH, Wheeler RT, Stehling-Sun S, Lam MH, Kirak O, Brummelkamp TR,
Fleming MD, Camargo FD. Regulation of progenitor cell proliferation and granulocyte function
by microRNA-223. Nature. 2008; 451:1125–1129. [PubMed: 18278031]

52. Wisse E, Braet F, Luo D, De Zanger R, Jans D, Crabbé E, Vermoesen A. Structure and function of
sinusoidal lining cells in the liver. Toxicologic Pathology. 1996; 24:100–111. [PubMed: 8839287]

53. Kolios G, Valatas V, Kouroumalis E. Role of Kupffer cells in the pathogenesis of liver disease.
World Journal of Gastroenterology. 2006; 12:7413–7420. [PubMed: 17167827]

54. Bayón LG, Izquierdo MA, Sirovich I, van Rooijen N, Beelen RH, Meijer S. Role of Kupffer cells
in arresting circulating tumor cells and controlling metastatic growth in the liver. Hepatology.
1996; 23:1224–1231. [PubMed: 8621157]

55. Chen GG, Lau WY, Lai PBS, Chun YS, Chak ECW, Leung BCS, Lam IKY, Lee JFY, Chui AKK.
Activation of Kupffer cells inhibits tumor growth in a murine model system. International Journal
of Cancer. 2002; 99:713–720.

56. Seki S, Nakashima H, Nakashima M, Kinoshita M. Antitumor immunity produced by the liver
Kupffer cells, NK cells, NKT cells, and CD8 CD122 T cells. Clinical & Developmental
Immunology. 2011; 2011:868345. [PubMed: 22190974]

57. Naito M, Hasegawa G, Ebe Y, Yamamoto T. Differentiation and function of Kupffer cells.
Medical Electron Microscopy. 2004; 37:16–28. [PubMed: 15057601]

58. Kan Z, Ivancev K, Lunderquist A, McCuskey PA, McCuskey RS, Wallace S. In vivo microscopy
of hepatic metastases: dynamic observation of tumor cell invasion and interaction with Kupffer
cells. Hepatology. 1995; 21:487–494. [PubMed: 7843723]

59. Rushfeldt C, Sveinbjørnsson B, Seljelid R, Smedsrød B. Early events of hepatic metastasis
formation in mice: role of Kupffer and NK-cells in natural and interferon-gamma-stimulated
defense. J. Sur.Res. 1999; 82:209–215.

60. Pearson H, Anderson J, Chamberlain J, Bell P. The effect of Kupffer cell stimulation or depression
on the development of liver metastases in the rat. Cancer Immunol Immunother. 1986; 23:214–
216. [PubMed: 3024833]

61. Lamagna C, Aurrand-Lions M, Imhof BA. Dual role of macrophages in tumor growth and
angiogenesis. J. Leuk. Biol. 2006; 80:705–713.

Aucher et al. Page 15

J Immunol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2014 June 15.

 E
urope PM

C
 Funders A

uthor M
anuscripts

 E
urope PM

C
 Funders A

uthor M
anuscripts



Figure 1. Macrophages transfer cell components, including RNA molecules, to hepato-carcinoma
cells
(A) Macrophages were stained with the fluorescent lipid DiD or biotin or RNA dye F22, or
were transfected with Cy5-scramble-siRNA, and co-cultured with 221, HuH7 or P815
transfected to express GPI-GFP for 1 min. or 5 h. Graph shows the percentage of
fluorescence initially present in macrophages that had transferred to recipient cells as
determined by flow cytometry. Error bars are SEM. n = 3. (B) HuH7 were cultured above or
below a transwell membrane (TW), with macrophages stained as described in (A), added
only to the compartment above the TW. After 1 min. or 5 h of co-culture, cells were
analysed by flow cytometry. Light grey histogram shows the level of fluorescence in the
donor cells at the beginning of the co-culture. Data are representative of 4 donors. (C) Donor
macrophages were stained as described in (A) (red) and co-cultured with HuH7 (marked by
GFP, green). After 5 h of co-culture, cells were analysed by confocal microscopy. Scale
bars: 10 μm. n > 44 cells for each condition, from 6 independent experiments.
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Figure 2. Specific miRNAs are transferred from macrophages to HCCs
Relative expression of miR-142, -223, -425 and -122 was assessed by quantitative Real-
Time PCR (qRT-PCR) in macrophages and HuH7 alone (A). Fold change in the level of
expression of miR-142, -223, -425 and -122 was assessed by quantitative Real-Time PCR
(qRT-PCR) in isolated macrophages and HuH7 that had been co-cultured together for 1 min.
or 5 h - macrophages are represented in (B) and HuH7 in (C). Data points represent
individual experiments in (A); (B) n = 3; (c) n > 5. (D) Relative expression of each miRNA
in HuH7, after 1 min. or 5 h of co-culture with macrophages was individually plotted.
Connected data points represent individual experiments, each using cells from a different
donor. Expression of miR-142, -223, -425 and -122 in primary human B and T cells alone
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(E) or in HuH7 co-cultured with T or B cells for 1 min. or 5 h (F). Data points represent
individual donors in (E); (F) B cells: n = 3, T cells: n = 4. Error bars are SEM. Significance
was determined by a non-parametric Mann-Whitney U test.
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Figure 3. miR-142 and -223 are not newly synthesised in HuH7 following co-culture with
macrophages
(A) Fold change in the level of miR-142, -223, -425 and -122 present in HuH7 cells,
assessed by qRT-PCR, following co-culture with macrophages that were either alive or fixed
in paraformaldehyde (PFA). n = 4. (B) Relative expression of precursors of miR-142, -223,
-425 and -122 in macrophages, and HuH7 analysed after 5 h of co-culture. Data points
represent individual experiments. (C) Fold change of pri-miRNAs in macrophages and
HuH7 cells following their co-culture. n > 3. N.D. - Not Detected. Error bars are SEM.
Significance was determined by a non-parametric Mann-Whitney U test.
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Figure 4. miRNAs are transferred via a direct contact between macrophages and HCCs
(A) Percent of cells containing apoptotic bodies, as stained by Draq5 and detected by
confocal microscopy, for HuH7 alone or co-cultured with macrophages or co-cultured with
apoptotic bodies isolated from macrophages treated with cycloheximide (CHX). n > 707
cells for each condition, from 6 independent experiments. (B) Fold change in level of
miR-142 and -223, assessed by qRT-PCR, in HuH7 co-cultured for 5 h with isolated
apoptotic bodies derived from macrophages treated with CHX. n = 4. (C) Fold change in the
level of miR-142 and -223 in HuH7, as determined by qRT-PCR, following co-culture for 5
h with macrophages, macrophages in presence of 10 μg/ml brefeldin A (Bref A), or with
exosomes that were isolated from cultures of macrophages or isolated from macrophages co-
cultured with HuH7. n = 4. (D) Fold change of miR-142 and -223 in HuH7 co-cultured for 5
h with macrophages, supernatant form macrophages or supernatant from macrophages
previously co-cultured with HuH7, in the presence or absence of an antibody blocking HDL
receptors or 5 μM manumycin A. n > 4. (E) Fold change of miR-142 and -223 in HuH7 co-
cultured for 5 h above or below a TW, with macrophages added only to compartment above
the TW. n > 4. (F) Fold change of miR-142 and -223 in HuH7 co-cultured for 5 h with
macrophages after being left alone or treated with 1 μM latrunculin A or 5 μM nocodazole.
n = 4. (G) As in (F) except that cells were either left alone or pre-treated and then co-
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cultured with 75 μM 18-alpha-GA or 1 mM 2-octanol or 100 μM oleamide. n = 4. Error bars
are SEM. Significance was determined by a non-parametric Mann-Whitney U test.
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Figure 5. Intercellular transfer of miRNAs is functionally important
(A) Fold change of STMN1 and IGF1-R mRNA was assessed by qRT-PCR in HuH7 cells
alone or co-cultured with macrophages for 5 or 24 h. n = 6. (B) As in (A), except that HuH7
cells were stably transfected to express anti-miR-223 sponges, or control scramble sponges,
and analysed for the expression of STMN1 mRNA. n = 5. (C) HuH7 cells, transfected to
express a plasmid encoding the wild-type, a control truncated or mutated 3′UTR of STMN1
fused to the firefly luciferase, along with another plasmid encoding the Renilla luciferase,
were co-cultured alone or with macrophages that were either alive or fixed in PFA.
Luciferase activity was assessed after 5 or 24 h. n = 6. (D) As in (C), but HuH7 were stably
transfected to express anti-miR-223 sponges or control scramble sponges. n = 6. (E) As in
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(C), but macrophages were transfected to express anti-miR-223 antagomiRs or control
scramble antagomiRs. n = 4. (F) Proliferation of HuH7 or HepG2 co-cultured with live or
fixed macrophages was measured by incorporation of [3H]-thymidine over 4 days. Graph
shows proliferation of HCCs in co-cultures relative to HCCs cultured alone. n > 7. (G) As in
(F), except that where indicated, macrophages and HuH7 were pre-treated for 24 h with 75
μM 18-alpha-GA. (H) As in (F), except that HCCs were stably transfected to express anti-
miR-223 sponges or control scramble sponges. n = 3. (I) As in (F), but macrophages were
transfected with anti-miR-223 antagomiRs or control scramble antagomiRs. n = 4. Error
bars are SEM. Significance was determined by a non-parametric Mann-Whitney U test.
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