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Various biological effects are associated with radiation exposure. Irradiated cells may elevate the risk for genetic instability, mutation,
and cancer under low levels of radiation exposure, in addition to being able to extend the postradiation side effects in normal
tissues. Radiation-induced bystander effect (RIBE) is the focus of rigorous research as it may promote the development of cancer
even at low radiation doses. Alterations in the DNA sequence could not explain these biological effects of radiation and it is thought
that epigenetics factors may be involved. Indeed, some microRNAs (or miRNAs) have been found to correlate radiation-induced
damages and may be potential biomarkers for the various biological effects caused by different levels of radiation exposure. However,
the regulatory role that miRNA plays in this aspect remains elusive. In this study, we profiled the expression changes in miRNA
under fractionated radiation exposure in human peripheral blood mononuclear cells. By utilizing publicly available microRNA
knowledge bases and performing cross validations with our previous gene expression profiling under the same radiation condition,
we identified various miRNA-gene interactions specific to different doses of radiation treatment, providing new insights for the
molecular underpinnings of radiation injury.

1. Introduction impairments, mutagenesis, carcinogenesis, and structural
o . . o . . alterations of the cell, as well as direct or indirect damage
Radiation exists everywhere in our daily life. It is used in 5 the DNA double helix via the production of free radical

medical treatments and also utilized to generate electricity. [3]. These damaging consequences of radiation exposure
Risk assessment of acute radiation injury caused by high- may require several months to years or even generations to
dose radiation exposure has been the focus of extensive develop [4, 5].

research, but the mechanisms underlying the effect of low- In addition to cellular and molecular damages caused by

dose radiation, whether short- or long-term, remain elusive  radiation exposure, the radiation-induced bystander effect
[1]. Response to radiation-induced damages varies due to  (RIBE) is also an important topic of rigorous research. The
many confounding factors such as the immune status, age,  RIBE theory describes the condition in which nonirradi-
and genetics [2]. However, in some cases, signs of radiation  ated cells become irradiated by receiving radiation from
damage may not be immediately apparent, or not present at  peighboring irradiated cells. In other words, cells that are
all. not directly hit by an alpha particle but are in the vicinity

Radiation studies primarily concentrate on examiningthe ~ of one that has been hit also contribute to the genotoxic
biological effects of radiation on cell death, chromosomal  response of the cell population [6]. RIBE is also suggested
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to play a role in the biological consequences of exposure
to low doses of radiation [7]. Immune cells such as T-
lymphocytes and dendritic cells have been particularly impli-
cated in this process [8], though there is currently insufficient
evidence to demonstrate that the bystander effect is able
to promote carcinogenesis in human at low doses [1]. The
mechanisms underlying the bystander effect are complex and
a comprehensive understanding of this process has yet to
be established [9]. It is known that irradiated cells affect
nonirradiated cells through intracellular communications.
Molecular signals may be transmitted from the irradiated
cells to the nonirradiated ones via gap junctions between cells
or through ligand-receptor interaction when the signals are
secreted as soluble factors into the culture medium [10]. These
transmittable factors are diverse. At present, it is not definitely
established as to how many types of molecular signals are
involved and to what extent they modulate the transmission
of irradiation effect. Nonetheless, RIBE has clear negative
implications on health. In the context of RIBE, even at low
levels of radiation exposure [11], irradiated cells may still
elevate the risk for genetic instability, mutation, and cancer,
in addition to being able to extend the postradiation side
effects in normal tissues [12]. The bystander effects seem to
be tissue-specific as demonstrated by in vivo and in vitro
studies [13, 14], and radiation-induced genomic instability
(RIGI) as a result of RIBE may play an important role in
carcinogenesis [15], though the mechanisms are less clear
under fractionated irradiation. RIGI is one of the postirra-
diation outcomes that appear in nonirradiated progeny cells
much later after the initial exposure [15]. Alterations in the
DNA sequence could not explain these biological effects of
radiation and it is thought that epigenetics, including DNA
methylation, histone modifications, chromatin remodeling,
and noncoding RNA modulation, may be involved [16].

Indeed, some microRNAs (or miRNAs) were found to be
correlated with the biological effects caused by radiation in
recent findings. Studies in humans [17, 18] and mice [19, 20]
have revealed an association between miRNA regulation and
radiation exposure that is dependent on the dosages and
time after irradiation. However, the regulatory role miRNA
plays in this aspect is still unclear. In the present study, we
profiled the expression changes in miRNA under fractionated
radiation exposure in human peripheral blood mononuclear
cells. By utilizing publicly available microRNA knowledge
bases and cross validating with our previous gene expres-
sion profiling under the same radiation set-up, our analysis
identified specific miRNA-gene interactions characteristic of
various doses of radiation treatment, providing new insights
for the molecular underpinnings of radiation injury.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Sample Preparation. Whole blood samples (30 mL) were
drawn from each of the five participants and collected into
vacutainers containing sodium heparin. Samples were irradi-
ated using “’Co at a dose rate of 0.546 Gy/min (The Institute
of Nuclear Energy Research (INER), Taoyuan, Taiwan). The
radiation doses used in these experiments were chosen to

BioMed Research International

cover a range of 0.5 Gy, 1Gy, 2.5Gy, and 5Gy. The control
samples were not exposed to any radiation. Samples were
harvested after 24 hours of treatment with radiation [21, 22].
Informed consents were obtained from all participants. All
procedures were approved by the Institutional Review Board
at Tzu Chi General Hospital, Hualien, Taiwan.

2.2. RNA Preparation. Total RNA was extracted from periph-
eral blood mononuclear cells using Trizol (Invitrogen, Carls-
bad, CA, USA) according to the manufacturer’s instruction.
RNA quantity and purity were assessed using NanoDrop ND-
1000 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, Massachusetts,
USA). A260/A280 > 1.6 and A260/A230 > 1 indicate accept-
able RNA purity, while acceptable RIN value > 5 using
Agilent RNA 6000 Nanoassay (Agilent Technologies, Inc.,
Santa Clara, California, USA). gDNA contamination was
evaluated by gel electrophoresis.

2.3. miRNA Expression Profiling. Total RNA samples (2.5 ug)
were subjected to microarray analysis of microRNA expres-
sion using the Human miRNA OneArray v5 (Phalanx Biotech
Group, Hsinchu, Taiwan). Labeling efficiency was calculated
by the concentration of CyDye and RNA was measured by
NanoDrop ND-1000. Normalization and statistical analysis
were conducted with R/Bioconductor (Bioconductor, Fred
Hutchinson Cancer Research Center). Expression profiles of
changes induced by the various radiation doses (0.5 Gy, 1 Gy,
2.5 Gy, and 5 Gy) were each normalized to the control without
any radiation exposure. Significantly differentially expressed
miRNAs (normalized intensity > 300, absolute Log, ratio >
1, absolute fold change > 1, and FDR < 0.05) were categorized
into up- and downregulated genes for each radiation dose.

2.4. miRNA Target Prediction. We adopted an integrative
approach, utilizing publicly available databases and our own
gene expression data, to identify the target genes for the
differentially expressed miRNAs (Figure1). First, a list of
validated targets for a specific differentially expressed miRNA
was generated by performing a search through the validated
data in miRWalk database [23]. For the predicted data, the
accepted target predictions were those identified by at least
four out of the five well-established databases, including
miRWalk [23], miRANDA [24], miRDB [25], RNA22 [26],
and TargetScan [27]. Next, we utilized a list of differentially
expressed genes identified from our previous gene expression
study of changes in human peripheral blood mononuclear
cells induced by varying doses of ®*Co radiation (absolute
Log, ratio > 1, absolute fold change > 1, and FDR < 0.05).
For each ®Co radiation dosage, we grouped the downreg-
ulated genes with upregulated microRNAs and vice versa.
On another web-based system, miRTar [28], we input these
genes to look for possible miRNA-gene interactions based
on the target genes’ 3'UTR (untranslated regions), 5'UTR,
and coding regions. This systematic approach filtered out
previously identified candidate genes that did not match the
predicted or validated miRNA-gene interaction list.

2.5. miRNA-Gene Interaction Analysis. By employing the
gene enrichment function in miRTar [28], the putative or
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| Human peripheral blood mononuclear cells |

| Co® radiation exposure (0, 0.5, 1, 2.5, 5 Gy) |

TABLE 1: Number of significantly differentially expressed miRNAs
in human peripheral blood mononuclear cells exposed to varying
doses of ®°Co radiation (absolute fold change > 1; FDR < 0.05).
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3
| Enriched pathway analysis (miRTar) |
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F1GURE I: System flow of our analysis.

experimentally verified miRNA-gene interactions identified
through the integrative database searches were mapped to
KEGG (Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes) [29]
to reveal the biological importance of these molecular rela-
tionships. Only those enriched pathways with a P value
< 0.05 were considered significant. After applying such a
threshold, only miRNAs differentially expressed under 1Gy
of radiation exposure were retained. To visualize the relation-
ships between the candidate miRNAs and their differentially
expressed target genes, an interaction network integrating the
expression values of each miRNA and gene was constructed
using Cytoscape v.3.1.0 (National Institute of General Medical
Sciences and National Resource for Network Biology, USA)
[30, 31].

3. Results

Few miRNAs showed significant changes in expression under
0.5and 2.5 Gy of 0Co radiation exposure (Table 1). Whereas
only four miRNAs exhibited enhanced expression under
5Gy of radiation, a dosage of 1Gy appeared to induce
expression changes in the greatest number of microRNAs,
with seven being upregulated and two downregulated. The
pattern is consistent with our findings [32] on the gene
expression changes in human peripheral blood mononuclear
cells exposed to the same varying doses of ®*Co radiation.

To elucidate the potential regulatory relationship between
the differentially expressed miRNAs and our previously
identified gene candidates [32], we performed a systematic
search utilizing a variety of database tools. Table 2 presents
the potential relationships between the candidate miRNAs
and their corresponding target genes as validated by our list
of differentially expressed genes. It appears that most of the
molecular changes occurred at 1 Gy of radiation dosage.

In order to identify the biological importance of the
molecular changes occurring under 1Gy of radiation

Comparison Upregulated Downregulated
(Gy) miRNAs miRNAs
0 versus 0.5 hsa-miR-185-5p 0
hsa-miR-107 hsa-miR-3180
hsa-miR-126-3p hsa-miR-4730
hsa-miR-144-3p
0 versus 1

hsa-miR-17-5p
hsa-miR-185-5p
hsa-miR-20b-5p
hsa-miR-5194
0 versus 2.5 0 0
hsa-miR-142-3p
hsa-miR-142-5p
hsa-miR-223-3p
hsa-miR-451a

0 versus 5 0

exposure, the differentially expressed miRNAs and their
corresponding target genes were mapped to their respective
KEGG pathways. The overrepresented pathways seem to be
related to homeostasis, metabolism, neuronal survival, and
cellular control (Table 3). Three microRNAs, hsa-miR-20b-
5p, hsa-miR-17-5p, and hsa-miR-185-5p, appear to regulate
the highest number of radiation sensitive genes compared to
the other differentially expressed microRNAs (Table 2).

Moreover, these miRNAS’ target genes are enriched in
cancer and cell cycle-related pathways (Table 3). Conse-
quently, hsa-miR-20b-5p, hsa-miR-17-5p, and hsa-miR-185-
5p may be involved in modulating genes underlying cell
cycle control and the development of thyroid cancer and
prostate cancer. The pathway-specific association between
these miRNAs and their corresponding target genes is shown
in Figures 2—4.

Our data suggest that the miRNA-gene interactions
associated with 1Gy of radiation dosage treatment may be
the key molecular signatures underlying the damages caused
by radiation exposure. In order to visualize the relationships
between these miRNA and gene candidates, we constructed
an interaction network that illustrates the complex regulatory
relationships among these genes and miRNAs. Note that
hsa-miR-20b-5p and hsa-miR-17-5p share many target genes,
suggesting that they modulate gene expression through a
cooperative manner (Figure 5).

4, Discussion

In the current study, we profiled miRNA expression changes
under varying doses of radiation exposure through an array-
based approach. Our results support the emerging evidence
that tissue and cellular injuries may alter miRNA expression
[33]. In addition, by utilizing publicly available bioinformatics
resources and comparing with our previous gene expression
profiling data, we have mapped out a potential miRNA-gene
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TABLE 2: Putative and validated interactions between the differentially expressed microRNAs and gene candidates specific to each dose of

60 -
Co radiation.

Dose (Gy) miRNA Fold change Target gene Fold change
05 hsa-miR-185-5p 1.18 TNFSF10° -1.21
GLUL® -1.49
hsa-miR-107 1.09 14 genes* Decreased
hsa-miR-144 1.60 SELL -1.04
COTL -1.06
CEP63 -114
1 hsa-miR-17-5p 1.09 MCLTP? -1.26
FGL2 -1.33
30 other genes® Decreased
hsa-miR-185-5p 1.01 32 genes® Decreased
hsa-miR-20b-5p 1.01 27 genes® Decreased
hsa-miR-142-3p -1.02 MAP4K3® 1.32
DIRC2 1.01
TIPARP 105
PDE4B° 1.54
> hsa-miR-142-5p -1.09 AHR b 131
SLC36A4 11
hsa-miR-223-3p -1.27 DUSP10"* 1.07
EFNAI® 101
hsa-miR-451a -1.28 SLC7AII 1.14

*Experimentally validated miRNA-gene interaction as identified by miRWalk.

bmiRNA—gene interaction predicted by at least four out of the five selected miRNA target prediction databases.
“miRNA-gene interaction predicted by miRTar; the complete gene list is provided in Supplementary Material 1 (see Supplementary Material available online

at http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2014/456323).

TABLE 3: Enriched KEGG pathways associated with specific miRNA-gene interactions under 1 Gy of ®*Co radiation exposure.

microRNA Pathway Genes P value
hsa-miR-185-5p Cell cycle YWHAG, YWHAB, and PCNA 0.0019
Prostate cancer TCF7, HSP90AAI 0.0380

hsa-miR-107 Neurotrophin signaling pathway YWHAB, CRKL 0.0200
Renin-angiotensin system MME 0.0351

hsa-miR-20b-5p Thyroid cancer TCF7 0.0490
hsa-miR-17-5p Pentose phosphate pathway TALDOI 0.0490
Thyroid cancer TCF7 0.0483

interactome map that may underlie the molecular changes
induced by radiation treatment.

Most of the upregulated miRNAs were found under
low doses of ®*Co radiation exposure (<1Gy), while only
significantly downregulated miRNAs were found in the 5 Gy
radiation dosage range. This indicates that response to radi-
ation exposure at the miRNA level is dose dependent. From
publicly available miRNA knowledge bases, we retrieved a list
of genes that have been validated to interact with these miR-
NAs, namely, hsa-miR-185-5p, hsa-miR-107, hsa-miR-20b-5p,
and hsa-miR-17-5p for the low radiation doses and hsa-miR-
142, hsa-miR-223-3p, and hsa-miR-451a for the 5 Gy radiation
exposure. These genes were compared to those identified
from our previous gene expression profiling experiment.
Matched genes were considered the most promising targets.

Our analysis showed that two miRNAs, hsa-miR-142-3p
and hsa-miR-223-3p, with decreased expression after expo-
sure to 5 Gy of ®°Co radiation may be potential modulators
of MAP4K3 (mitogen-activated protein kinase kinase kinase
kinase 3) and DUSPIO (dual specificity phosphatase 10),
respectively. In particular, MAP4K3 is an apoptosis inducer
that is activated upon UV radiation [34]. Mutation in the
MAP4K3 gene sequence was predicted to modulate cancer
progression [35], and this hypothesis was supported by
abnormal levels of MAP4K3 expression in pancreatic cancer
tissues and enhanced cellular proliferation by RNAi-induced
suppression of MAP4K3 [36]. On the other hand, increased
transcript abundance of DUSPIO was shown to influence
gut homeostasis by suppressing proliferation and apoptosis,
while promoting differentiation [37]. Both DUSP10 and



BioMed Research International

Cell cycle

Growth factor STV factor
rowth factor yithdrawal
' A TGEB
p107 !
E2F4, 5 [Smad2, 3]

T

DNA damage checkpoint

/ \
p300 A
NA-PK] [ATMAT!

/\
/7N

Smcs
Cohesin

1

1

i GSK3pB
I SCF
Skp2

DP-1,2 Smad4 Mdm2
P
c- Myc

Mpsl

é Separin
[PTTG | Securin

[Madl |
) ] Cmk----- *@
P
/ Mad2
pl6  pl5  pl8  pl9  p37,57 _pal Chkl, 2 BubRI ——]| APC/C
[ Ink4a | Tnk4b | Ink4c | Ink4d ||1<1p1 2] [ cip1 ADD4 14 3-30 [Bubl }{ Bub3 Cdc20
T
\ I
| I
H I
1 : Ubiquitin
| )
\ ch5A | medlale‘?l
\ I | proteolysis
! . !
' Rpoint ~—[GeD | (ST CycA CycH N |
"('sthT") DK4, 6k <1 CDK2 CDK2 CDK7 - CDKI1 1
I
SCF P\ P P P APC/C
Abl
Skp2 [p107, 130 [ o [cie] [cdus] [[Ro] [Coee ] [yl iy Caht
HDAC
EoF 5| R 3.3
DP-1,2 || DP-1,2
ORC (origin ~ MCM (mini-chromosome
recognition complex) maintenance) complex O— — =) S-phase proteins,
Orcl | Or2 Mem2 | Mcm3 DNA CycE O------ > DNA biosynthesis
DNA
O || ez Do || Bt Multiple genes in the same gene box:
Orc5 | Orc6 Mcm6 | Mcm7 ,
Gene Region
YWHAB
YWHAG 5'UTR, 3'UTR
Gl s G2 M
[[GeReT] miRNA target gene
Target on non-coding transcript
Bl  Targeton3'UTR
Target on 5'UTR
[E]  Target on coding sequence

miRNA targets

Multiple genes in the same gene box

FIGURE 2: Regulation of YWHAG, YWHAB, and PCNA by hsa-miR-185-5p in a cell cycle pathway.

MAP4K3 play important roles in the MAPK signaling path-
way [38]. Our results suggest that the increase in MAP4K3
and DUSPIO transcript abundance as a result of 5 Gy radiation
exposure may be modulated by their interactions with hsa-
miR-142-3p and hsa-miR-223-3p, respectively. These putative
relationships might even be one of the underlying regulatory
mechanisms of radiation-induced changes in cell cycle sig-
naling.

As the upregulated miRNAs were primarily found in the
low-dose radiation range (0.5 Gy and 1Gy), we performed
a series of gene set enrichment analysis on their candidate
target genes and mapped these miRNA-gene interactions to
pathways related to the cell cycle, neurotrophin signaling,
renin-angiotensin system, and pentose phosphate pathways,
as well as prostate and thyroid cancers. This is in line with
the observation that radiation induced apoptosis through
the neurotrophin signaling pathway [39]. Delayed wound
healing following low-dose radiation exposure was also par-
tially attributed to reduced activity of the renin-angiotensin
system [40]. Moreover, evidence has shown that increased
activity of the pentose phosphate cycle can protect cells from
programmed cell death induced by low doses of ionizing

radiation [41]. According to our results, it is possible that
specific miRNAs are upregulated to modulate genes involved
in these pathways in response to low-dose radiation.

The miRNA hsa-miR-185-5p exhibited increased expres-
sion when exposed to 0.5Gy and 1Gy dosage of radia-
tion and was predicted to interact with YWHAG (tyro-
sine 3-monooxygenase/tryptophan 5-monooxygenase acti-
vation protein, gamma polypeptide), YWHAB (tyrosine
3-monooxygenase/tryptophan 5-monooxygenase activation
protein, beta polypeptide), and PCNA (proliferating cell
nuclear antigen), which appeared to be downregulated under
the same condition. Pathway analysis (see Figure 2) suggested
that these three genes are involved in cell cycle pathways.
In particular, YWHAB is known to regulate the cyclin B
and cyclin-dependent kinase 1 complex, while PCNA is an
inhibitor of the cyclin D and cyclin-dependent kinase 4 or
6 complex [42, 43]. According to a porcine model study,
YWHAG and YWHAB mediate insulin-like growth factor
signaling and the G2/M DNA damage checkpoint in cell
cycle control [44]. Maternal high protein diet has been shown
to associate with increasing expression levels of YWHAG
and YWHAB [44]. Our results support that these three
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genes regulate the cell cycle pathway and are particularly
sensitive to changes in the external environment, especially
radiation exposure, and that hsa-miR-185-5p may be involved
in mediating this response. In addition, we showed that hsa-
miR-185 may control the expression of TCF7 (T-cell-specific
transcription factor 7) and HSP90AAI (heat shock protein
90kDa alpha, class A member 1) in Figure 3. TCF7 is a
known regulator of the Wnt signaling pathway [45] and an
important modulator of the self-renewal and differentiation
processes in hematopoietic cells [46]. In contrast, HSP90AAI
is responsible for the degradation of androgen receptor and
cell killing following radiation exposure in a prostate cancer
cell line [47]. In addition, hsa-miR-185 is also known to
be involved in the development of prostate cancer [48].
Our pathway analysis further supports the roles these three
molecules play in carcinogenesis by mapping the interaction
among hsa-miR185-5p, TCF7, and HSP90AAI to prostate
cancer through the PI3K signaling pathway.

Previous study reported that hsa-miR-107 regulates the
DNA damage response (DDR) and sensitizes tumor cells
by repressing expression of RAD5I and corporation with
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miR-222 in olaparib, an experimental chemotherapeutic
agent, thus impairing DSB repair by HR [49]. Elevated
expression of miR-107 has been correlated with PARP
inhibitor sensitivity and reduced RAD5I expression in a
subset of ovarian clear cell carcinomas [49]. The miRNAs
hsa-mir-103 and hsa-mir-107 are upregulated in relation to
insulin sensitivity in an obese mouse model. This suggested
that these miRNAs represent potential biomarkers for type 2
diabetes (the miR-103 microRNA precursor is homologous to
miR-107) [50]. The miR-107 negatively regulates the miRNA
let-7 via direct interaction in tumors and in cancer cell
line. Previous study showed that miR-107 increased the
tumourigenic and metastatic potential via inhibition of let-7
and upregulation of let-7 targets in human breast cancer cell
line and in mice model [51]. Our result indicates that miR-
107 is upregulated under 1 Gy dosage of radiation exposure
and this increase in expression is associated with metabolic
pathways and potentially involved in cancer development.
Three genes, MME, YWHAB, and CRKL, were predicted
to interact with miR-107. MME was involved in rennin-
angiotensin pathway and CRKL and YWHAB were involved
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in neurotrophin signaling pathway in our data. Our analysis
demonstrated that miR-107 may cooperate with miR-185-5p
to regulate the cell cycle via YWHAB. This result corresponds
to a previous study, which showed that the miR-107 and miR-
185, localized in frequently altered chromosomal regions in
human lung cancers, may contribute to regulate cell cycle in
human malignant tumors [52].

In addition, our analysis in Figure 4 suggests that miR-17-
5p and miR-20b-5p may cooperate to exert regulatory effects
on the TCF7 gene. In fact, miR-17-5p and miR-20b-5p are
mature forms of the same precursor family. The microRNA
miR-17-5p has been shown to mediate the transition from
Gl to S phase of the cell cycle and initiate the signal for
proliferation [53, 54]. Moreover, miR-17-5p can act as both an
oncogene and a tumor suppressor gene in different cellular
contexts, underscoring its importance in cell cycle control

[53]. Our finding indicates that miR-17-5p and miR-20b-5p
may modulate the Wnt signaling pathway by regulating TCF7
expression, which in turn affects the activity of the c-Myc and
cyclin D1 complex. This particular process is associated with
thyroid cancer. Thus, under low-dose radiation, changes in
the abundance of miR-17-5p and miR-20b-5p may influence
the cell cycle via interaction with their target gene TCF7 and
modulate the development of thyroid cancer [55, 56].

Our study demonstrates that many miRNAs were upreg-
ulated in response to low-dose radiation, and these radiation-
induced changes may alter cell cycle regulation, affecting cell
rescue, interrupt the generation of NADPH and pentoses
through glycolysis, create imbalance in body fluid home-
ostasis via the renin-angiotensin system (RAS), and finally
modulate cell survival through the neurotrophin signaling. In
conclusion, we have provided comprehensive miRNA-gene
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interaction networks that underlie the mechanisms of dam-
ages induced by varying doses of radiation. Our findings have
built a framework for further validation studies to investigate
the specific molecular signatures of radiation exposure.

Conflict of Interests

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interests
regarding the publication of this paper.

References

(1]

(3]

B. J. Blyth and P. J. Sykes, “Radiation-induced bystander effects:
what are they, and how relevant are they to human radiation
exposures?,” Radiation Research, vol. 176, no. 2, pp. 139-157, 2011.
N. K. Jacob, J. V. Cooley, T. N. Yee et al., “Identification of sen-
sitive serum microrna biomarkers for radiation biodosimetry;,”
PLoS ONE, vol. 8, no. 2, Article ID 57603, 2013.

H. Lodish, A. Berk, and P. Matsudaira, “Cancer: the role of
carcinogens and DNA repair in cancer;” Molecular Biology of the
Cell, p. 963, 2004.



BioMed Research International

[4] E. H. Donnelly, J. B. Nemhauser, J. M. Smith et al., “Acute
radiation syndrome: assessment and management,” Southern
Medical Journal, vol. 103, no. 6, pp. 541-546, 2010.

[5] M. Xiao and M. H. Whitnall, “Pharmacological countermea-
sures for the acute radiation syndrome,” Current Molecular
Pharmacology, vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 122-133, 2009.

[6] E.I. Azzam and J. B. Little, “The radiation-induced bystander
effect: evidence and significance,” Human & Experimental
Toxicology, vol. 23, no. 2, pp. 61-65, 2004.

[7] M. Mancuso, E. Pasquali, S. Leonardi et al, “Oncogenic
bystander radiation effects in Patched heterozygous mouse
cerebellum,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of
the United States of America, vol. 105, no. 34, pp. 12445-12450,
2008.

[8] S. Demaria, B. Ng, M. L. Devitt et al, “Ionizing radiation
inhibition of distant untreated tumors (abscopal effect) is
immune mediated,” International Journal of Radiation Oncology
Biology Physics, vol. 58, no. 3, pp. 862-870, 2004.

[9] M. H. Barcellos-Hoff, C. Adams, A. Balmain et al., “Systems
biology perspectives on the carcinogenic potential of radiation,”
Journal of Radiation Research, vol. 55, supplement 1, pp. i145-
154, 2014.

[10] W. E Morgan and M. B. Sowa, “Effects of ionizing radiation
in nonirradiated cells,” Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences of the United States of America, vol. 102, no. 40, pp.
14127-14128, 2005.

[11] R. Baskar, “Emerging role of radiation induced bystander
effects: cell communications and carcinogenesis,” Genome
Integrity, vol. 1, article 13, 2010.

[12] U. Aypar, W. E Morgan, and J. E. Baulch, “Radiation-induced
genomic instability: are epigenetic mechanisms the missing
link?” International Journal of Radiation Biology, vol. 87, no. 2,
pp. 179-191, 2011.

[13] W. E Morgan, “Non-targeted and delayed effects of exposure
to ionizing radiation: I. Radiation-induced genomic instability
and bystander effects in vitro,” Radiation Research, vol. 159, no.
5, pp. 567-580, 2003.

[14] W. F. Morgan, “Non-targeted and delayed effects of exposure
to ionizing radiation: II. Radiation-induced genomic instability
and bystander effects in vivo, clastogenic factors and transgen-
erational effects,” Radiation Research, vol. 159, no. 5, pp. 581-596,
2003.

[15] S.Nagar, L. E. Smith, and W. E. Morgan, “Variation in apoptosis
profiles in radiation-induced genomically unstable cell lines,’
Radiation Research, vol. 163, no. 3, pp. 324-331, 2005.

[16] E.Li, “Chromatin modification and epigenetic reprogramming
in mammalian development,” Nature Reviews Genetics, vol. 3,
no. 9, pp. 662-673, 2002.

[17] S.Ma, X. Liu, B. Jiao, and Y. Yang, “Low-dose radiation-induced
responses: focusing on epigenetic regulation,” International
Journal of Radiation Biology, vol. 86, no. 7, pp. 517-528, 2010.

[18] N.K. Jacob, J. V. Cooley, T. N. Yee et al., “Identification of sensi-
tive serum microRNA biomarkers for radiation biodosimetry,”
PLoS ONE, vol. 8, no. 2, Article ID e57603, 2013.

[19] W. Cui, J. Ma, Y. Wang, and S. Biswal, “Plasma miRNA as
biomarkers for assessment of total-body radiation exposure
dosimetry;,” PLoS ONE, vol. 6, no. 8, Article ID €22988, 2011.

[20] T. Templin, S. A. Amundson, D. J. Brenner, and L. B. Smilenov,
“Whole mouse blood microRNA as biomarkers for exposure
to y-rays and 56Fe ions,” International Journal of Radiation
Biology, vol. 87, no. 7, pp. 653-662, 2011.

[21] International Organization for Standardization (ISO), “Radia-
tion protection—performance criteria for service laboratories
performing biological dosimetry by cytogenetics,” ISO 19238,
ISO, Geneva, Switzerland, 2004.

[22] TAEA, “Cytogenetic analysis for radiation dose assessment: a

manual,” Tech. Rep. 405, International Atomic Energy Agency,

Vienna, Austria, 2001.

H. Dweep, C. Sticht, P. Pandey, and N. Gretz, “MiRWalk-

database: prediction of possible miRNA binding sites by

“walking” the genes of three genomes,” Journal of Biomedical

Informatz’cs, vol. 44, no. 5, pp. 839-847, 2011.

[24] B.John, A.]. Enright, A. Aravin, T. Tuschl, C. Sander, and D. S.
Marks, “Human microRNA targets,” PLoS Biology, vol. 2, no. 11,
article €363, 2004.

[25] X. Wang, “miRDB: a microRNA target prediction and func-
tional annotation database with a wiki interface,” RNA, vol. 14,
no. 6, pp. 1012-1017, 2008.

[26] P. Loher and I. Rigoutsos, “Interactive exploration of RNA22
microRNA target predictions,” Bioinformatics, vol. 28, no. 24,
pp. 3322-3323, 2012.

[27] B. P. Lewis, C. B. Burge, and D. P. Bartel, “Conserved seed
pairing, often flanked by adenosines, indicates that thousands
of human genes are microRNA targets,” Cell, vol. 120, no. 1, pp.
15-20, 2005.

[28] J. B. Hsu, C.-M. Chiu, S.-D. Hsu et al., “MiRTar: an integrated
system for identifying miRNA-target interactions in human,’
BMC Bioinformatics, vol. 12, article 300, 2011.

[29] M. Kanehisa and S. Goto, “KEGG: kyoto encyclopedia of genes
and genomes,” Nucleic Acids Research, vol. 28, no. 1, pp. 27-30,
2000.

[30] M. S. Cline, M. Smoot, E. Cerami et al., “Integration of
biological networks and gene expression data using Cytoscape,”
Nature Protocols, vol. 2, no. 10, pp. 2366-2382, 2007.

[31] P. Shannon, A. Markiel, O. Ozier et al., “Cytoscape: a software
Environment for integrated models of biomolecular interaction
networks,” Genome Research, vol. 13, no. 11, pp. 2498-2504,
2003.

[32] K. E Lee, Y. C. Chen, P. W. C. Hsu et al., “Gene expression pro-
filing of biological pathway alterations by radiation exposure,”
BioMed Research International, vol. 2014, Article ID 834087, 9
pages, 2014.

[33] X.Ji, R. Takahashi, Y. Hiura, G. Hirokawa, Y. Fukushima, and
N. Iwai, “Plasma miR-208 as a biomarker of myocardial injury,”
Clinical Chemistry, vol. 55, no. 11, pp. 1944-1949, 2009.

[34] K. Diener, X. S. Wang, C. Chen et al., “Activation of the c-Jun
N-terminal kinase pathway by a novel protein kinase related
to human germinal center kinase,” Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, vol. 94, no.
18, pp. 9687-9692, 1997.

[35] S. Jones, X. Zhang, D. W. Parsons et al., “Core signaling path-
ways in human pancreatic cancers revealed by global genomic
analyses,” Science, vol. 321, no. 5897, pp. 1801-1806, 2008.

[36] D. Lam, D. Dickens, E. B. Reid, S. H. Y. Loh, N. Moisoi, and
L. M. Martins, “MAP4K3 modulates cell death via the post-
transcriptional regulation of BH3-only proteins,” Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America,
vol. 106, no. 29, pp. 11978-11983, 2009.

[37] R.Wang, I.-K. Kwon, N. Singh et al., “Type 2 cGMP-dependent
protein kinase regulates homeostasis by blocking c-Jun N-
terminal kinase in the colon epithelium,” Cell Death and
Differentiation, vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 427-437, 2014.

[23



10

(38]

(39]

[41

(45]

[46]

(47

(48]

C.-Y. Yang, J.-P. Li, L.-L. Chiu et al., “Dual-specificity phos-
phatase 14 (DUSP14/MKP6) negatively regulates TCR signaling
by inhibiting TABI activation,” The Journal of Immunology, vol.
192, no. 4, pp. 1547-1557, 2014.

D. H. Kim, X. Zhao, C. H. Tu, P. Casaccia-Bonnefil, and M.
V. Chao, “Prevention of apoptotic but not necrotic cell death
following neuronal injury by neurotrophins signaling through
the tyrosine kinase receptor,” Journal of Neurosurgery, vol. 100,
no. 1, pp. 79-87, 2004.

S. S. Jadhav, N. Sharma, C. J. Meeks et al., “Effects of combined
radiation and burn injury on the rennin-angiotensin system,”
Wound Repair and Regeneration, vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 131-140, 2013.
S. Tuttle, T. Stamato, M. L. Perez, and J. Biaglow, “Glucose-6-
phosphate dehydrogenase and the oxidative pentose phosphate
cycle protect cells against apoptosis induced by low doses of
ionizing radiation,” Radiation Research, vol. 153, no. 6, pp. 781-
787,2000.

A. L. Gartel and A. L. Tyner, “The role of the cyclin-dependent
kinase inhibitor p21 in apoptosis,” Molecular Cancer Therapeu-
tics, vol. 1, no. 8, pp. 639-649, 2002.

W. Strzalka and A. Ziemienowicz, “Proliferating cell nuclear
antigen (PCNA): a key factor in DNA replication and cell cycle
regulation,” Annals of Botany, vol. 107, no. 7, pp. 1127-1140, 2011.
M. Oster, E. Murani, C. C. Metges, S. Ponsuksili, and K.
Wimmers, “A high protein diet during pregnancy affects hepatic
gene expression of energy sensing pathways along ontogenesis
in a porcine model,” PLoS ONE, vol. 6, no. 7, Article ID e21691,
2011.

H. Clevers and M. van de Wetering, “TCF/LEF factors earn their
wings,” Trends in Genetics, vol. 13, no. 12, pp. 485-489, 1997.

J. Q Wu, M. Seay, V. P. Schulz et al., “Tcf7 is an important
regulator of the switch of self-renewal and differentiation in a
multipotential hematopoietic cell line,” PLoS Genetics, vol. 8, no.
3, Article ID e1002565, 2012.

K. Harashima, T. Akimoto, T. Nonaka, K. Tsuzuki, N. Mit-
suhashi, and T. Nakano, “Heat shock protein 90 (Hsp90)
chaperone complex inhibitor, Radicicol, potentiated radiation-
induced cell killing in a hormone-sensitive prostate cancer cell
line through degradation of the androgen receptor,” Interna-
tional Journal of Radiation Biology, vol. 81, no. 1, pp. 63-76, 2005.
X.Li, Y.-T. Chen, S. Josson et al., “MicroRNA-185 and 342 inhibit
tumorigenicity and induce apoptosis through blockade of the
SREBP metabolic pathway in prostate cancer cells,” PLoS ONE,
vol. 8, no. 8, Article ID €70987, 2013.

S. Neijenhuis, I. Bajrami, R. Miller, C. J. Lord, and A. Ash-
worth, “Identification of miRNA modulators to PARP inhibitor
response,” DNA Repair, vol. 12, no. 6, pp. 394-402, 2013.

M. Trajkovski, J. Hausser, J. Soutschek et al., “MicroRNAs 103
and 107 regulate insulin sensitivity, Nature, vol. 474, no. 7353,
pp. 649-653, 2011.

P-S. Chen, J.-L. Su, S.-T. Cha et al., “miR-107 promotes tumor
progression by targeting the let-7 microRNA in mice and
humans,” The Journal of Clinical Investigation, vol. 121, no. 9, pp.
3442-3455, 2011.

N. Cloonan, M. K. Brown, A. L. Steptoe et al., “The miR-17-
5p microRNA is a key regulator of the GI/S phase cell cycle
transition,” Genome Biology, vol. 9, no. 8, article R127, 2008.

A. Hossain, M. T. Kuo, and G. E. Saunders, “Mir-17-5p regulates
breast cancer cell proliferation by inhibiting translation of AIB1
mRNA,” Molecular and Cellular Biology, vol. 26, no. 21, pp. 8191-
8201, 2006.

(54]

(56]

BioMed Research International

R. Hrdlickovd, J. Nehyba, W. Bargmann, and H. R. Bose Jr.,
“Multiple tumor suppressor microRNAs regulate telomerase
and TCF7, an important transcriptional regulator of the Wnt
pathway;” PLoS ONE, vol. 9, no. 2, Article ID 86990, 2014.

A. Sastre-Perona and P. Santisteban, “Role of the Wnt pathway
in thyroid cancer;” Frontiers in Endocrinology, vol. 3, article 31,
10 pages, 2012.

S. D. Solomon, N. Anavekar, FRACP, and NHMRC Faculty
and Disclosures, “A Brief Overview of Inhibition of the Renin-
Angiotensin System: Emphasis on Blockade of the Angiotensin
II Type-1 Receptor,” 2005.



International Joumal of

Peptl

BioMed Stem Ce||5 ~ International \ urnal of
Research International International ( Genomics

Journal of

Nucleic Acids

Hindawi

Submit your manuscripts at
http://www.hindawi.com

Journal o L The SCientiﬁC
Signal Transduction World Journal

Anatomy . var i
Research International Mlcroblology Research International Bioinformatics

International Journal of Biochemistry Advances in

E

Enzyme ‘ International Journal of Molecular Biology
Archaea Research Evolutionary Biology International




