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Simple Summary: Cancer stem cells are a distinct tumor subpopulation associated with poor out-
come. The epithelial cell adhesion molecule (EpCAM) and Thy-1 cell surface antigen (CD90) have
been implicated as cancer stem cell (CSC) markers in hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC). Eradication of
those CSCs is of high importance with respect to the outcome of treatment. We aimed to verify the
impact of targeting HCC cells expressing the CSC marker CD90 and EpCAM with combined therapy
of AKT and mTOR inhibitors. Our data demonstrated that combined targeting of AKT and mTOR is
highly synergistic in vitro but leads to treatment resistance of xenograft tumors in an orthotopic mouse
model in vivo. The development of resistance was observed in large numbers of MK2206/RAD001
treated cells. Restoration of phosphorylated AKT was observed in most tumors during AKT/mTOR
therapy underlining the importance of restored AKT signaling as a resistance mechanism. Further
work is required to verify the molecular mechanisms of HCC treatment resistance.

Abstract: The epithelial cell adhesion molecule (EpCAM) and Thy-1 cell surface antigen (CD90) have
been implicated as cancer stem cell (CSC) markers in hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC). Expression of
EpCAM and CD90 on HCC cells is associated with increased tumorigenicity, metastasis and poor
prognosis. In this study, we demonstrate that combined treatment with AKT and mTOR inhibitors—
i.e., MK2206 and RAD001—results in a synergistic reduction in proliferation of EpCAM+ and CD90+

HCC cells cultured either as adherent cells or as tumoroids in vitro. In addition, tumor growth
was reduced by combined treatment with AKT and mTOR inhibitors in an orthotopic xenograft
mouse model of an EpCAM+ HCC cell line (Huh7) and primary patient-derived EpCAM+ HCC cells
(HCC1) as well as a CD90+ HCC-related cell line (SK-HEP1) in vivo. However, during AKT/mTOR
treatment, outgrowth of therapy-resistant tumors was observed in all mice analyzed within a few
weeks. Resistance was associated in most cases with restoration of AKT signaling in the tumors,
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intrahepatic metastases and distant metastases. In addition, an upregulation of the p38 MAPK
pathway was identified in the AKT/mTOR inhibitor-resistant tumor cells by kinome profiling. The
development of resistant cells during AKT/mTOR therapy was further analyzed by red-green-blue
(RGB) marking of HCC cells, which revealed an outgrowth of a large number of Huh7 cells over
a period of 6 months. In summary, our data demonstrate that combined treatment with AKT and
mTOR inhibitors exhibits synergistic effects on proliferation of EpCAM+ as well as CD90+ HCC cells
in vitro. However, the fast development of large numbers of resistant clones under AKT/mTOR
therapy observed in vitro and in the orthotopic xenotransplantation mouse model in vivo strongly
suggests that this therapy alone will not be sufficient to eliminate EpCAM+ or CD90+ cancer stem
cells from HCC patients.

Keywords: hepatocellular carcinoma; AKT; mTOR; combined treatment; tumor spheroids; orthotopic
mouse model; treatment resistance; EpCAM; CD90; CSC

1. Introduction

Hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) constitutes more than 90% of primary liver tumors.
It is considered a major global health problem, as it is the 6th most prevalent cancer and
the second leading cause of cancer-related mortality worldwide [1–3]. Liver transplan-
tation and surgical resection remain the gold standard for curative treatment of HCC,
with an average median overall survival (OS) of more than 5 years. Patients with ad-
vanced stages, due to extensive tumor burden, or inoperable, due to performance status,
are offered other treatment modalities, including systemic therapy [4–6]. Targeted ther-
apy strategies in HCC were extensively examined in the past. Especially, the group of
(receptor) tyrosine kinase inhibitors including sorafinib, sunitinib or cetuximab for HCC
patients was extensively studied in the past [7]. In 2007, sorafenib, a multikinase inhibitor,
was approved by the FDA as a unique targeted drug for advanced HCC. With a mod-
est efficacy in increasing survival (OS of 10 months), sorafenib remains the first line of
systemic treatment in the current guidelines [8,9]. In addition to targeted treatment with
tyrosine kinase inhibitors, immune checkpoint therapies were also approved by the FDA
(e.g., nivolumab, pembrolizumab) [10]. However, to date, no other investigated potential
drugs (e.g., sunitinib, erlotinib) including systemic chemotherapeutic agents (e.g., doxoru-
bicin or the FOLFOX regimen) demonstrated a superior survival benefit over sorafenib
in advanced HCC patients [11–14]. However, sorafenib has been associated with some
adverse side effects and drug resistance [15,16]. Hence comes the need for new effective
treatment strategies, which may increase the quality-adjusted-years of life.

A major problem for a successful treatment of cancer is the heterogeneity of the tumor
cells [17,18]. The concept of tumor progression in a hierarchical model, generated by a
minority of tumor cells known as cancer stem cells (CSCs), has been widely accepted and
helped to reveal the initiation and diversity of tumor cells within cancer tissue. CSCs harbor
the capacity of self-renewal and pluripotency, account for the tumor progression, metastasis
and recurrence of cancers and are more resistant against chemo- and radiotherapy. There-
fore, CSCs are considered as a pivotal target for eradicating cancer [19,20]. Many studies
have supported the evidence regarding the origin of CSCs in human HCC. CSCs have been
isolated from primary HCC and from HCC cell lines [21–24]. Recent studies reported that
CD90+ CSCs are highly metastatic and are associated with a poor prognosis [25–27].

The PI3K/AKT/mTOR signaling pathway has been under the spotlight of oncology
researchers for a long time. It has been well documented that activation of this signaling
pathway was frequently detected in an immunohistochemical analysis of HCC tissue sam-
ples [28]. In addition, activation of mammalian target of rapamycin (mTOR) appears to be
associated with less differentiated tumors, poor survival and early recurrence after surgical
resection and an impaired overall prognosis in advanced HCC [29–32]. Several inhibitors
targeting mTOR were tested in clinical trials. A preliminary antitumor activity was ob-
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served in a phase I/II study of mTOR inhibition using the rapamycin derivate RAD001
(everolimus) in advanced HCC. However, in a subsequent phase III trial (EVOLVE-1),
which included 546 patients with advanced HCC patients, whose disease progressed dur-
ing or after receiving sorafenib or who were intolerant to sorafenib, single-agent therapy
with everolimus did not improve the overall survival, and the trial did not meet its primary
endpoint [33–35]. Several cellular mechanisms have been described, which might limit
the therapeutic effects of RAD001, including a negative feedback loop resulting in the
activation of AKT following mTOR inhibition [36,37].

In order to counteract the negative feedback activation of AKT after mTOR inhibition,
we analyzed the combined effects of AKT and mTOR inhibitors on HCC cell lines in vitro
and in vivo. We demonstrated that dual targeting of AKT and mTOR has a synergistic
effect on the inhibition of HCC cell proliferation in vitro as well as on tumor growth and
survival in a subcutaneous xenotransplantation mouse model in vivo [38]. Similar results
were obtained for the combinatorial treatment of a cholangiocarcinoma cell line [39]. The
HCC cell lines analyzed so far expressed the CSC marker EpCAM (Huh7, HepG2 and
Hep3B) [40]. The impact of targeting HCC cells expressing the CSC marker CD90 with
AKT and mTOR inhibitors remains unverified. In this study, we investigated the sensitivity
of the EpCAM+ HCC cell line Huh7 and the CD90+ HCC related cell line SK-HEP1 as well
as EpCAM+ primary patient-derived HCC cells towards the dual treatment with AKT and
mTOR inhibitors (MK2206 and RAD001) in vitro and in an orthotopic xenotransplantation
mouse model in vivo.

2. Material and Methods
2.1. Establishment of HCC1 Cell Line

Primary human HCC samples (virus hepatitis negative) were received directly after
surgery from the University Medical Center Hamburg-Eppendorf in PBS. Tumor tissue
was cut in small pieces and suspended in the Tumor Dissociation Kit enzyme mix (Miltenyi
Biotec, Bergisch Gladbach, Germany). The tissue suspensions were disintegrated by three
repetitions of GentleMACS (Miltenyi Biotec, Bergisch Gladbach) and incubations for 30 min
rotating at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2. Large cell aggregates were removed by filtration through a
70 µm filter. Erythrocytes were removed by incubation with erythrocyte lysis buffer. Cell
suspension was concentrated to 5 × 105 cells/10 µL for injection into mice. The HCC1 cell
line was established after two rounds of orthotopic transplantation in mice.

2.2. Cell Culture

The HCC cell lines Hep3B, Huh7 and HCC-related cell line SK-HEP1 were kindly
provided by Hans Will from the Heinrich-Pette-Institute, Hamburg, Germany. HCC1 is a
new HCC cell line established from a xenotransplant of primary tumor tissue from an HCC
patient in NSG mice. Hep3B and HCC1 cells were maintained in DMEM + 10% FCS and
1% penicillin and streptomycin at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2. SK-HEP1 cells were maintained in
RPMI1640 + 20% FCS and 1% penicillin and streptomycin at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2. The cells
were passaged twice a week using trypsin/EDTA solution, washed and resuspended in the
respective cell culture medium.

2.3. Lentiviral Transduction of Cells

Cells used in the xenograft mouse models were transduced with LeGO-iG2-Puro+fLuc2
vector encoding GFP and firefly luciferase using stable lentiviral transduction as described
previously [41]. In brief, HEK293T cells were transfected with the respective vector using
Lipofectamine 3000 to enhance the plasmid uptake. Afterwards, the media supernatants
containing lentiviral particles were collected for three days. Next, target cells were in-
cubated with the supernatants previously harvested and selected using the appropriate
antibiotic. Cytotoxicity assays of puromycin were performed prior to selection. Genetically
modified cell lines were selected in puromycin for at least 14 days.
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2.4. RGB Marking and Clonal Outgrowth Assay

RGB marking of Huh7 cells was performed as previously described in detail [42,43].
For the transduction of Huh7 cells, 200,000 cells were plated per well of a 6-well cell culture
plate in 1 mL DMEM. RGB marking was carried out using three LeGO vectors pseudotyped
with VSV-G, LeGO-Cer2-Puro+ (Cerulean, cyan-blue), LeGO-V2-Puro+ (Venus, green)
and LeGO-C2-Puro+ (mCherry, red). Each of the lentiviral vectors encoded the named
fluorescent protein of one of the basic colors—red, green or blue—linked to a puromycin
resistance by a 2A sequence and expressed under control of a SFFV promoter [44,45]. The
titers of the vector preparations were 2.6 × 107–6.4 × 107/mL, as titrated on HEK293T cells
and an MOI (multiplicity of infection, functional virus particles per cell) of 1, relative to
the number of HEK293T cells used for titration, was added to the Huh7 cells. The process
resulted in transduction rates of 45–63% per color and a total transduction rate of 84%. RGB-
marked cells were then selected by addition of puromycin (1 µg/mL), thereby removing
the 16% untransduced cells. Afterwards, cells were cultivated in culture flasks in their
standard cell culture medium (DMEM + 10% FCS and 1% penicillin and streptomycin).
For the clonal outgrowth assay, single treatment with either mTOR inhibitor RAD001
(0.2 µM), AKT inhibitor MK2206 (2 µM) or the combination of both inhibitors (RAD001
0.2 µM/MK2206 2 µM) was performed. DMSO was used as control. Cells were maintained
at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2. RAD001 was provided by Novartis AG (Basel, Switzerland). MK2206
was obtained from Selleck Chemicals (Houston, TX, USA). The cells were passaged twice a
week using trypsin/EDTA solution, washed, and resuspended in the respective cell culture
medium containing the inhibitors or DMSO control. Composition of RGB-marked cells was
assessed by flow cytometry (FC) using the LSR Fortessa (Becton, Dickinson and Company,
Franklin Lakes, NJ, USA) in a weekly schedule for a total of 3 weeks and afterwards in
a monthly schedule (up to 6 six months). Prior to flow cytometry, the cells were filtered,
thoroughly washed and resuspended in PBS. Non-RGB-marked Huh7-cells were used
as negative control. Pictures were taken with an Olympus IX81 microscope with 10×
objective and ColorView-II camera. Overlays were generated in Olympus CellP software
from pictures taken in the three RGB channels with the following exposure times: blue
500 ms, red 1000 ms and green 1000 ms.

2.5. Western Blot Analysis and Densitometric Quantification

Western blotting was performed as previously described [41]. In brief, cell lysates
were prepared in NP40 buffer and separated using SDS gel electrophoresis. Afterwards,
the proteins were transferred onto a nitrocellulose membrane and incubated with specific
primary antibodies against mTOR (#2983, Cell Signaling Technology, Danvers, MA, USA),
panAKT (#4685, Cell Signaling Technology), pAKT S473 (#4060, Cell Signaling Technology),
S6 (#2217, Cell Signaling Technology), pS6 S240/S244 (#5364, Cell Signaling Technology),
pGSK3ß S9 (#9336, Cell Signaling Technology) or HSC70 (#sc-7298, Santa Cruz Biotech-
nology, Dallas, TX, USA). Afterwards, the membrane was incubated with the appropriate
secondary antibodies against anti-mouse-IgG (#7076, Cell Signaling Technology) or anti-
rabbit-IgG (#7074, Cell Signaling Technology). The protein expression was analyzed using
the LAS-3000 or LAS-4000 Imager from Fuji (Raytest, Straubenhardt, Germany). Densit-
ometric quantification was carried out using AIDA Image Analyser Software Version 3
(Elysia-raytest GmbH, Straubenhardt, Germany).

2.6. Flow Cytometry (FC) Analysis

FC staining was carried out as described by the supplier of the used antibodies.
The cells were counted, centrifuged at 300× g for 5 min and the supernatant aspirated
completely. An amount of 1 × 106 cells was diluted in 98 µL of “MACS buffer” (PBS + 0.5%
(w/v) bovine serum albumin + 2 mM EDTA) and mixed with 2 µL of staining antibody. The
samples were incubated in the dark at 4 ◦C for 10 min. Thereafter, cells were washed with
1 mL of MACS buffer and centrifuged at 300× g for 5 min. The supernatant was aspirated
completely, and the cells were resuspended in 100 µL of MACS buffer. The samples were
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stored on ice and in the dark. FC analysis was carried out using the Cytoflex flow cytometer
and analyzed with the CytExpert software (both Beckman and Coulter, Brea, CA, USA).

2.7. Two-Dimensional Proliferation Assay

An amount of 3000 cells per well was seeded in 100 µL medium into a 96-well flat
bottom plate and cultivated at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2. After 24 h, MK2206, RAD001 or the
combination of both drugs and vehicle substance DMSO as control were resuspended in
medium and added in a total volume of 100 µL. RAD001 was provided by Novartis AG
(Basel, Switzerland). MK2206 was obtained from Selleck Chemicals (Houston, TX, USA).
The confluence development was analyzed via IncuCyte ZOOM Live Cell Analysis System
(Sartorius, Göttingen, Germany) by phase-contrast pictures (4 per well) every 2 h until the
cells reached the stationary phase.

2.8. BrdU Assay

An amount of 1 × 104 cells was seeded in 50 µL of DMEM (+10% FCS and 1% peni-
cillin/streptomycin) in 96-well plates and cultivated at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2. After 24 h, AKT
inhibitor MK2206 and mTOR inhibitor RAD001, the combination of both drugs or solvent
DMSO were added in ascending concentrations. RAD001 was provided by Novartis AG
(Basel, Switzerland). MK2206 was obtained from Selleck Chemicals (Houston, TX, USA).
After 72 h of inhibitor treatment, BrdU labeling solution was added according to the manu-
facturer’s instructions and incorporated for 16 h. The absorbance was measured at 370 nm
every 5 min for 30 min using a microplate reader (Tecan, Männedorf, Switzerland).

2.9. Three-Dimensional (Tumoroid) Growth Assay

An amount of 3000 cells per well was seeded into a round bottom 96-well ultralow
attachment plate (Corning Inc., Corning, NY, USA) in 50 µL sterile filtered medium. The
plates were centrifuged for 5 min at 900× g. The cells were then cultivated at 37 ◦C and
5% CO2 and controlled every 24 h. After tumoroids were formed, MK2206, RAD001 or
the combination of both drugs and vehicle substance DMSO as control were resuspended
in medium and added in a total volume of 50 µL. RAD001 was provided by Novartis AG
(Basel, Switzerland). MK2206 was obtained from Selleck Chemicals (Houston, TX, USA).
Tumoroids where analyzed every 48 h using light microscopy by measuring the diameter
with the AxioVision Microscope Software (Carl Zeiss, Oberkochen, Germany).

2.10. Orthotopic Xenograft Mouse Model

Immunodeficient NOD-SCID-IL2Rgamma (−/−) (NSG) mice were subjected to tumor
injection. For the injection, cell suspension was concentrated to 1 × 106 cells/10 µL and
resuspended in 10 µL of Matrigel. The procedure of tumor cells injection in the left
lateral liver lobe for each mouse was performed under general anesthesia using isoflurane
inhalation. Through a small midline laparotomy, the left liver lobe was gently mobilized out
of the peritoneal cavity. A total of 1 × 106 cells, prepared as stated above, was inoculated
into the subcapsular parenchyma through a 31-gauge needle. To prevent tumor cell leakage
as well as bleeding from the injection site, a 2 × 2 mm absorbable hemostatic patch
(Tabotamp, Johnson & Johnson Medical, Ethicon, Neuchâtel, Switzerland), which is an
oxidized regenerated cellulose product, was attached on top of the site of injection for a few
minutes after withdrawal of the needle. The liver lobe was returned to the peritoneal cavity.
The abdominal wall was closed in layers by continuous manner using absorbable synthetic
braided suture (6/0-Vicryl) for the abdominal fascia and in an interrupted manner using
synthetic, monofilament, nonabsorbable polypropylene suture (6/0-Prolene) for the skin.
General follow up was performed on daily basis by weight measurements and monitoring
of mice condition and activities.

Monitoring of tumor growth started one week after implantation and was assessed
using bioluminescence after intraperitoneal injection of D-luciferin (30 mg/mL). After
10 min, mice were anesthetized and imaged with an IVIS-200 imaging system (PerkinElmer,
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Waltham, MA, USA). Post-processing and quantification of the emitted photons were
performed using the Living Image software (PerkinElmer, Waltham, MA, USA). A three-
dimensional (3D) image by Living Image software was generated to adequately assess
successful orthotopic tumor engraftment in the liver. For each mouse, a circular region of
interest (ROI) encompassing the primary tumor was selected, and the luminescence in each
ROI was quantified. Tumor volume was calculated ex vivo by caliper measurement using
the following formula [46]:

longest tumor diameter∗(shortest tumor diameter)2

2

Treatment with AKT and mTOR inhibitors was started on the same day of tumor
detection by bioluminescence. The control group was treated with placebo while the study
group was treated with RAD001 and MK2206. RAD001, formulated as a microemulsion,
was dosed at 1 mg/kg body weight and administered on a daily basis (Monday–Friday).
MK-2206 was formulated in a 30% (w/v) Captisol solution and administered 3 days/week,
dosed at 120 mg/kg. A placebo microemulsion (provided by Novartis) of a 30% (w/v)
Captisol solution served as placebo. The compounds were mixed immediately before
being administered orally by gavage in a total volume of 100 µL. Scheduled treatment
duration was 21 days before euthanasia. Any mouse who met euthanasia criteria, which
were (i) tumor growth reaches 15 mm, (ii) poor general condition and/or (iii) weight loss
> 20%, were euthanized immediately. Xenograft tumors were harvested at necropsy, and
a portion of each tumor was fixed with 10% formalin for pathology assessment and snap
frozen on liquid nitrogen for Western blotting.

2.11. Kinase Activity Profiling

For functional kinome profiling a PamStation®12 (located at the UCCH Kinomics Core
Facility, Hamburg) was used as described previously [47]. To analyze serine/threonine
(STK) and tyrosine kinases (PTK) specific STK and PTK PamChip® were used accord-
ing to the manufacturer’s instructions (PamGene International, ’s-Hertogenbosch, The
Netherlands) as well as M-PER Mammalian Extraction Buffer containing Halt Phosphatase
Inhibitor and EDTA-free Halt Protease Inhibitor Cocktail (1:100 each; Pierce, Waltham,
MA, USA). Protein quantification was performed with the bicinchoninic acid assay accord-
ing to the manufacturer’s instructions (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA). Per array, 1
µg (STK) or 5 µg (PTK) of protein was applied, technical triplicates were analyzed and
sequence-specific peptide phosphorylation was detected using a CCD camera and the
Evolve software (PamGene International). After quality control, the final signal intensi-
ties were log2-transformed and were used for further data analysis via the BioNavigator
software version 5.1 (PamGene International). Unless otherwise stated, data are expressed
as the average signal intensity (± standard deviation) of the 144 (STK)/196 (PTK) pep-
tide spots based on end levels of the phosphorylation curve. Significant differences were
determined using one-way ANOVA comparisons and Dunnett’s test.

2.12. Statistical Analysis

Statistical analysis was carried out using GraphPad Prism version 9.0 (GraphPad Inc.,
San Diego, CA, USA). A p value < 0.05 was considered as statistically significant. All
analysis of more than two groups was performed by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s
or Dunnett’s post-test, where applicable. Analysis of two groups was performed by an
unpaired, two-sided t-test.

2.13. Calculation of Combinatory Indices

Drug interactions of MK2206 and RAD001 were analyzed based on the median ef-
fect method of Chou and Talalay [48,49]. The CompuSyn software (Paramus, NJ, USA)
was used to calculate the combination index (CI). CI values were encoded as following:
Very strong synergism CI < 0.1; strong synergism CI 0.1–0.3; synergism CI 0.3–0.7; mod-
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erate synergism 0.7–0.85; slight synergism CI 0.85–0.90; nearly additive CI 0.9–1.10; CI
values > 1.1 antagonism.

3. Results
3.1. Establishment of an EpCAM+/CD90−HCC Patient-Derived Xenotransplant (HCC1)

Previously, we demonstrated that the combinatorial treatment of human HCC cell
lines—i.e., Huh7, HepG2 and Hep3B—with AKT and mTOR inhibitors led to synergistic
effects on cell growth in vitro and in vivo [38]. To further analyze the effects of these
inhibitors on primary HCC cells, we collected fresh tumor tissues from HCC patients. Single
cells were prepared from HCC tumor pieces by using a gentleMACS, and 1 × 106 cells of
each tumor was injected orthotopically in the liver of NSG mice. One out of ten patient-
derived HCC cells was able to form a xenograft tumor in the liver after transplantation in
mice. In vitro culture of this HCC PDX led to a permanently growing cell line, which we
named HCC1. To prove the establishment of a new HCC cell line, an STR profiling was
performed, which did not show an identity of HCC1 cells with any cell line in the data bank
(Multiplexion Report ID #2983, Heidelberg, Germany). The newly established HCC1 cells
showed a strong expression of EpCAM (96%) but no expression of CD90 (0%) (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. HCC1 cells highly express EpCAM and are negative for CD90. Newly established HCC1
cells (A) were analyzed by flow cytometry with APC-labeled antibodies for expression of EpCAM
and CD90. The cell lines Huh7 (B) and SK-HEP1 (C) were used as positive controls for EpCAM and
CD90, respectively. APC-labeled isotype control antibodies were used as negative control.



Cancers 2022, 14, 1882 8 of 22

3.2. High Sensitivity of EpCAM+/CD90−HCC1 PDX Cells for AKT and mTOR Inhibitors

The PI3K–AKT pathway is frequently activated in HCC. Indeed, we were able to
observe a constitutive activation of AKT and mTOR detected by phosphorylation of AKT
at S473 and the phosphorylation of the mTOR downstream substrate pS6 in HCC1 cells
(Figure 2A). Treatment with MK2206 and RAD001 resulted in the complete inhibition of
phosphorylation of AKT and S6 (Figure 2A). Effects of treatment with AKT and mTOR
inhibitors—i.e., MK2206 and RAD001—on the proliferation of HCC1 cells revealed pro-
nounced sensitivity towards both inhibitors, which was higher for RAD001 (IC50 0.02 nM)
than for MK2206 (IC50 139 nM) (Figure 2B). Calculation of combinatory indices as described
by Chou and Talalay [48] showed very strong synergistic effects (CI < 0.1) starting at
concentrations of 50 nM/10 nM of MK2206 and RAD001, respectively (Figure 2B).

In order to analyze whether HCC cells that express only the CSC marker CD90 are
sensitive for AKT and mTOR inhibitors, we used the HCC-related cell line SK-HEP1
from ascitic fluid that highly expresses CD90 but no other CSC markers, i.e., EpCAM,
AFP or CD133 [26]. A strong constitutive activation of the PI3K/AKT/mTOR pathways
was confirmed in SK-HEP1 cells (Figure 2C). Similar to HCC1 cells, the SK-HEP1 cells
showed high susceptibility towards AKT and mTOR inhibition in vitro, as demonstrated
by Western blot analysis (Figure 2C). However, despite the promising suppression of the
pAKT expression, the cell line showed an almost complete resistance against AKT inhibition
in vitro while retaining the sensitivity for mTOR inhibition (IC50: 3.5 nM) (Figure 2D). Dual
treatment with AKT and mTOR inhibitors was able to further inhibit SK-HEP1 cell growth
compared with single-drug treatment, especially in the intermediate concentrations with
very strong to strong synergistic effects (Figure 2D).
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Figure 2. Effect of treatment with AKT and mTOR inhibitors on HCC1 and SK-HEP1 cell growth.
(A) HCC1 cells were incubated with 5000 nM MK2206 and 1000 nM RAD001 or DMSO control
for 14 h and analyzed for expression of phospho-AKT S473, panAKT, phospho-S6 and mTOR by
Western blotting. Hep3B cells served as positive control. Uncropped Western blots can be found in
Supplementary Figure S8. (B) HCC1 cells were incubated for 48 h with the indicated concentrations
of MK2206, RAD001 or with both inhibitors. Thereafter, BrdU was added to the culture for 16 h,
and DNA synthesis was measured with HRP conjugated anti-BrdU antibodies. The mean values
with standard deviation are shown. Combinatory indices were calculated according to the Chou
and Talalay method and encoded as described below. (C) SK-HEP1 cells were subjected to Western
blot analysis to test the susceptibility towards AKT and mTOR inhibition using 5000 nM MK2206,
1000 nM RAD001, the combination of both inhibitors or DMSO control. In total, cells were incubated
for 48 h with the respective inhibitor or DMSO control. Uncropped Western blots can be found in
Supplementary Figure S8. (D) The effect of AKT and mTOR inhibition using MK2206 and RAD001 or
the combination of both drugs on SK-HEP1 cells was analyzed in ascending doses using the IncuCyte
Zoom live cell imaging system. The confluency of the cells was measured every 2 h. Combinatory
indices were calculated according to the Chou and Talalay method and encoded as following: +++++,
very strong synergism CI < 0.1; ++++, strong synergism CI 0.1–0.3; +++, synergism CI 0.3–0.7.
The p values were calculated using one-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s multiple comparisons test
(* p ≤ 0.05; ** p ≤ 0.01; *** p ≤ 0.001; **** p ≤ 0.0001).

3.3. Orthotopic Xenotransplants of HCC1 Cells in NSG Mice Become Resistant against
AKT/mTOR Inhibitor Treatment

Recent data have demonstrated many differences between tumor cells that are cul-
tivated in a two-dimensional (2D) culture in comparison with a three-dimensional (3D)
culture as tumoroid that is more similar to the tumor growth in vivo. Therefore, we an-
alyzed and compared the data obtained in 2D culture as described above with the same
HCC cells grown as tumoroids.

HCC1 cells formed tumoroids under ultralow attachment conditions within 24 h after
seeding (Figure 3A). Again, Western blot analysis of the tumoroid-forming HCC1 cells
revealed a strong activation of the PI3K/AKT/mTOR signaling pathway that is susceptible
to AKT and mTOR inhibition (Figure 3B). However, the HCC1 tumoroids were less sus-
ceptible to AKT and mTOR inhibitors compared with the 2D culture in vitro (Figure 3C).
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In a next step, we orthotopically injected HCC1 cells into the left liver lobe of NSG mice
(Supplementary Figures S1–S5). After one week of tumor growth, we started to treat the
mice by oral administration with AKT and mTOR inhibitors—i.e., MK-2206 and RAD001.
In accordance with the results from the drug sensitivity testing of 2D cultures and 3D
cultures in vitro, we observed an initial reduction in tumor growth after one week of treat-
ment. However, thereafter the tumor started to grow over the next weeks, indicating the
development of resistance against the AKT/mTOR inhibitor treatment (Figure 3D). Western
blot analysis of the orthotopic xenograft tumors revealed a suppressed pS6 (S240/S244) in
all treated samples, indicating that RAD001 still inhibited mTOR/p70S6K signaling in the
resistant tumor cells (Figure 3E,F). However, expression of pAKT (S473) was partly restored
in one out of three xenograft tumors (T3), indicating an upregulation of AKT phosphory-
lation at the regulatory serine 473 residue in this HCC1 xenograft despite the treatment
with AKT inhibitor (Figure 3F). To identify additional kinases that are regulated during
the development of resistance against the AKT/mTOR inhibitor treatment, we subjected
protein lysates from this tumor tissue (T3) and from the tumor tissue of an untreated control
mouse (C1) to serine/threonine and tyrosine kinase profiling using PamGene micro arrays.
Interestingly, in the T3 xenograft tumor with detectable pAKT (S473), the serine/threonine
kinase NLK was significantly downregulated, whereas MAPAPK3 and p38 MAPK were
significantly upregulated compared with xenograft tumor C1 (Figure 3H). Among the
tyrosine kinases, the SRC family kinases BLK and LCK as well as the SRC family-related
kinase FRK were significantly downregulated in the pAKT-positive T3 xenograft tumor
(Figure 3I).
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Figure 3. HCC1 xenotransplants become resistant to AKT/mTOR inhibition and show a regulation of
distinct serine /threonine and tyrosine kinases. (A) HCC1 cells were seeded in ultralow attachment
plates, and formation of a tumoroid was observed after one day. (B) Tumoroid-forming HCC1 cells
were subjected to Western blot analysis after incubation with either MK2206 (5000 nM), RAD001
(1000 nM) or the combination of both inhibitors (MK2206/RAD001 5000 nM/1000 nM) for 24 h. The
HCC1 tumoroid-forming cells were sensitive towards AKT and mTOR inhibition as shown by a
strong reduction in pAKT (S473) and pS6 (S240/S244) after treatment. Uncropped Western blots can
be found in Supplementary Figure S8. (C) HCC1 cells were again seeded in ultralow attachment
plates and incubated with AKT inhibitor MK2206, mTOR inhibitor RAD001, the combination of both
inhibitors or solvent DMSO using the indicated concentrations for a total of 4 days. Afterwards,
tumoroid growth was determined by manual measurement of the tumoroid diameter using light
microscopy. CI values were calculated according to the Chou and Talalay method and encoded as
following: +++++, very strong synergism CI < 0.1; ++++, strong synergism CI 0.1–0.3; +++, synergism
CI 0.3–0.7. The p values were calculated using one-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s multiple comparisons
test (* p ≤ 0.05; ** p ≤ 0.01; *** p ≤ 0.001; **** p ≤ 0.0001). (D) HCC1 cells were orthotopically injected
into the left lateral liver lobe of NSG mice (n = 3 per group). Mice were treated orally either with
the combination of AKT inhibitor MK2206 (120 mg/kg) and mTOR inhibitor RAD001 (1 mg/kg)
or placebo control for a total of three weeks. (E) Western blot analysis of the orthotopic xenograft
tumors grown in the left lateral liver lobe of NSG mice. Densitometric quantification of the pAKT
(S473) expression (F) and pS6 expression (G) of the xenograft tumors after treatment with AKT
and mTOR inhibitors in vivo as shown in (E) revealed that the inhibitors inhibited their respective
target. The p values were calculated using an unpaired, two-sided T-test (* p ≤ 0.05; ** p ≤ 0.01).
Uncropped Western blots can be found in Figure S8. The first xenograft tumor of the control group
(C1) and the third tumor from the treatment group (T3) with detectable pAKT (S473) were subjected to
serine/threonine kinase (H) and tyrosine kinase (I) profiling using PamGene assays with microarrays
containing immobilized peptide sequences with 13 amino acids per sequence representing kinase-
specific phosphorylation sites. Only significantly up- or downregulated kinases are displayed in
(H,I). The full list of all kinases analyzed can be found in Supplementary Figures S6 and S7.
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3.4. Combined AKT and mTOR Inhibition Increases Overall Survival of Mice after Orthotopic
Transplantation of CD90+ SK-HEP1 Cells

In a next step, we analyzed the effects of a combined treatment with AKT and mTOR
inhibitors on the CD90+ HCC-related cell line SK-HEP1 which successfully formed tumor-
oids under ultralow attachment conditions (Figure 4A). Treatment with AKT inhibitor
MK2206 (IC50: 72.2 nM), mTOR inhibitor RAD001 (IC50: 22.2 nM) or the combination of
both drugs affected tumoroid growth in a concentration-dependent manner with strong to
very strong synergistic effects especially in intermediate concentrations (Figure 4B).

Additionally, we tested the sensitivity of SK-HEP1 xenograft tumors for MK2206
and RAD001 treatment after orthotopic intrahepatic injection of the cells. Treatment with
AKT and mTOR inhibitors was able to decrease the tumor burden of mice (Figure 4C)
and significantly increase the probability of survival in the treatment group (p < 0.0001)
(Figure 4D). Western blot analysis of the excised tumors revealed a partial or even complete
restoration of pAKT (S473) and pS6 (S240/S244) signaling in all xenograft tumors resistant
to AKT and mTOR inhibitors (Figure 4E).
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≤ 0.001; **** p ≤ 0.0001). (C) SK-HEP1 cells were orthotopically injected into the left lateral liver lobe 
of NSG mice (n = 8 per group). Mice were treated orally either with the combination of AKT inhibitor 
MK2206 (120 mg/kg) and mTOR inhibitor RAD001 (1 mg/kg) or placebo control for a total of three 
weeks. The bioluminescence was measured every week. (D) Kaplan–Meier curves displaying the 
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found in Supplementary Figure S8. 
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Figure 4. Combined AKT and mTOR inhibition increases overall survival of mice after orthotopic
SK-HEP1 tumor formation. (A) Representative images of SK-HEP1 cells that were seeded into 96-well
ultralow attachment plates and allowed to form tumoroids for two days. Afterwards, tumoroids
were treated for 96 h with serial dilutions of AKT inhibitor MK2206 (500 nM shown), mTOR inhibitor
RAD001 (100 nM shown), the combination of both inhibitors (500 nM/100 nM shown) or solvent
DMSO. (B) The tumoroid diameter of the SK-HEP1 tumoroids was calculated using light microscopy
4 days after of AKT and mTOR inhibitor treatment using the indicated concentrations. CI values
were calculated according to the Chou and Talalay method and encoded as following: +++++, very
strong synergism CI < 0.1; ++++, strong synergism CI 0.1–0.3. The p values were calculated using
one-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s multiple comparisons test (* p ≤ 0.05; ** p ≤ 0.01; *** p ≤ 0.001;
**** p ≤ 0.0001). (C) SK-HEP1 cells were orthotopically injected into the left lateral liver lobe of NSG
mice (n = 8 per group). Mice were treated orally either with the combination of AKT inhibitor MK2206
(120 mg/kg) and mTOR inhibitor RAD001 (1 mg/kg) or placebo control for a total of three weeks. The
bioluminescence was measured every week. (D) Kaplan–Meier curves displaying the overall survival
of the mice after orthotopic injection of SK-HEP1 cells and treatment with AKT/mTOR inhibitors or
placebo. (E) Western blot analysis of the orthotopic xenograft tumors grown in the left lateral liver lobe
of NSG mice as shown in (C). Uncropped Western blots can be found in Supplementary Figure S8.

3.5. Reduced Tumor Growth of Orthotopically Transplanted HCC Cells in NSG Mice by AKT and
mTOR Inhibitors

In a next step, we investigated whether the EpCAM+ tumoroid-forming Huh7 cells
are susceptible to treatment with AKT and mTOR inhibitors. Similar to the HCC1 and
SK-HEP1 cell line, a robust inhibition of pAKT (S473) and pS6 (S240/S244) after treatment
with MK2206 and RAD001 in vitro was detected (Figure 5A). Very strong synergistic effects
could be observed along the entire dose gradient by dual targeting AKT as well as mTOR
in Huh7 tumoroids (Figure 5B). We recently demonstrated that combinatorial treatment
with AKT and mTOR inhibitors results in reduced tumor growth and increased survival of
mice after subcutaneous transplantation of EpCAM+ Huh7 cells [38].

In order to analyze whether this combinatorial treatment will also reduce the growth
of tumors in the liver, we used our orthotopic HCC mouse model. Mice were classified
into study and control groups (n = 8 per group) for treatment with placebo control or the
combination of AKT and mTOR inhibitors for 21 days, which resulted in a significant
reduction in tumor growth (p = 0.0068) in the treatment group (Figure 5C). However,
treatment was not able to improve overall survival (data not shown). Interestingly, Western
blot analysis revealed a strong activation of pAKT (S473) in all xenograft tumors (Figure 5D)
in most of the intrahepatic metastases (Figure 5E) and all distant metastases (Figure 5F).
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Figure 5. Combined targeting of AKT and mTOR is highly synergistic in vitro but leads to treatment
resistance of xenograft tumors in an orthotopic model in vivo. (A) Tumoroid-forming Huh7 cells
were subjected to Western blot analysis to test the susceptibility of the cells towards AKT and mTOR
inhibition. (B) Huh7 tumoroids were treated with AKT inhibitor MK2206, mTOR inhibitor RAD001,
the combination of both inhibitors or solvent DMSO. CI values were calculated according to the
Chou and Talalay method and encoded as following: +++++, very strong synergism CI < 0.1. The
p values were calculated using one-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s multiple comparisons test (* p ≤ 0.05;
*** p ≤ 0.001; **** p ≤ 0.0001). (C) Huh7 cells were orthotopically injected into the left lateral liver lobe
of NSG mice (n = 8 per group, ** p ≤ 0.01). Mice were randomized in two groups and treated orally
either with the combination of AKT inhibitor MK2206 (120 mg/kg) and mTOR inhibitor RAD001
(1 mg/kg) or placebo control. The bioluminescence was measured every week. Afterwards, Western
blot analysis of the orthotopic xenograft tumors grown in the left lateral liver lobe of NSG mice (D),
the intrahepatic metastases (E) and the distant metastasis (F) was conducted. (G) Scatter plots of RGB-
marked Huh7 cells that were exposed continuously for a total duration of approximately 6 months
(174 days) to DMSO control, MK2206 single treatment (2 µM), RAD001 single treatment (0.2 µM) or
the combination of both drugs (MK2206 2 µM/RAD001 0.2 µM). Representative pictures of RGB-
marked Huh7 cells using fluorescence (10×, exposure times: blue 500 ms, red 1000 ms and green
1000 ms) and phase-contrast microscopy (10×) after approximately 6 months (168 days) of continuous
exposure to DMSO control (H) or combinatorial AKT/mTOR treatment with MK2206/RAD001
(2 µM/0.2 µM) (I). Uncropped Western blots can be found in Supplementary Figure S8.

We further analyzed whether the development of resistance against AKT and mTOR
inhibitor treatment is a phenomenon that occurs in many cells or in a few cells only. For this
purpose, we exposed red-green-blue (RGB)-marked Huh7 cells to treatment with MK2206,
RAD001 or the combination of both drugs or solvent DMSO and repeatedly examined the
cells for clonal outgrowth by using FC analysis for a total of 6 months (Supplementary Fig-
ure S8). Initially, the cells that were exposed to dual AKT/mTOR inhibition showed a strong
growth suppression but no distinct clonal outgrowth after 2 months (Figure 5G). Over
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the course of treatment, first dominant clones were visible after approximately 3 months
(87 days) of treatment and continued to grow in more evident resistant clones in the fol-
lowing 3 months. The results demonstrate that a large number of RGB-marked Huh7 cells
became resistant against AKT and mTOR inhibitor treatment (Figure 5G). These results
were confirmed by fluorescence microscopy that revealed the outgrowth of many different
RGB-marked Huh7 cells (Figure 5H,I). Similar results were obtained by analyzing the RGB-
marked Huh7 cells during the treatment with either MK2206 or RAD001 alone (Figure 5G).
These data indicate that the acquisition of resistance against AKT and mTOR inhibitors
occurs quite fast and in a large number of Huh7 cells.

4. Discussion

EpCAM and CD90 have been implicated as CSC markers in HCC due to their as-
sociation with increased tumorigenicity, metastasis and poor prognosis of HCC patients.
CD90+ CSCs have been purified from HCC cell lines as well as from tissue samples of
HCC patients. In cellular metabolism, CD90+ CSCs regulate cell-to-cell and cell-to-matrix
interaction, apoptosis, adhesion, migration and fibrosis [50]. In HCC cell lines, CD90+ CSCs
have a tumorigenic capacity when injected into immune-deficient mice [51]. Moreover,
CD90 is highly expressed in poorly differentiated HCC and is associated with poor progno-
sis [25,27,52,53]. Additionally, the surface marker EpCAM was identified in the past to play
a crucial role in HCC, as it is associated with shorter overall survival rates and higher rates
of portal vein invasion and is enriched in the invasive border of HCCs [26,54]. However,
CSCs are characterized by a high degree of resistance to chemo- and radiotherapy [54,55]
that makes it difficult to treat the disease in curative intent and to prevent relapse. Therefore,
the importance of novel therapeutic targets in CD90+ and EpCAM+ CSCs to eradicate HCC
is becoming increasingly relevant. Ultimately, new treatment strategies targeting not only
tumor bulk mass but also HCC-associated CSCs are of high importance [56]. In this study,
we examined the sensitivity of CD90+ and EpCAM+ cells for AKT and mTOR inhibitors
in vitro and in an orthotopic mouse model in vivo. Additionally, from a hepatocellular
carcinoma patient, we established a novel HCC cell line, named HCC1, that exhibits a
strong EpCAM but no CD90 expression.

4.1. CD90+ Cells Derived from Ascitic Fluid of an HCC Patient Develop Resistance against
Combined Targeting of AKT/mTOR by Restauration of AKT and mTOR Signaling

CD90+ SK-HEP1 cells grown in regular 2D cultures or grown as 3D tumoroids were
highly sensitive for the combinatorial treatment with AKT and mTOR inhibitors in vitro. In
addition, we observed a slower tumor progression and increased survival after combinato-
rial treatment of the SK-HEP1 tumors in the orthotopic mouse model in vivo. Nevertheless,
all xenotransplanted tumors became resistant to AKT/mTOR treatment. Further analysis
revealed a partial or even complete restauration of the initial pAKT and pS6 expression
in all treated tumors analyzed. These data indicate that the CD90+ SK-HEP1 cells quickly
develop a resistance against the AKT/mTOR inhibitor treatment, most likely by restoration
of the initial AKT and mTOR signaling. Of note, the origin of the SK-HEP1 cells is contro-
versial, as they were initially classified as hepatocellular adenocarcinoma cells. However,
later studies instead indicate an endothelial origin due to their characteristics and the lack
of hepatic-specific protein expression [57]. Nevertheless, the SK-HEP1 have been utilized
as a model of CD90+ HCC CSCs in the past [26].

4.2. EpCAM+ HCC Cells Resistant against AKT and mTOR Inhibitors Upregulate the
p38MAPK Pathway

In the past, a high sensitivity of EpCAM+ Huh7 cells was determined in 2D cell
culture and in subcutaneous xenograft mouse models [38]. In line with these data, we
were able to observe a high sensitivity and very strong synergistic effects along the entire
dose gradient of Huh7-derived tumoroids against AKT/mTOR inhibition. In addition to
that, we were able to demonstrate that combined targeting of AKT and mTOR significantly
decreases tumor burden in our orthotopic xenograft mouse model after transplantation
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into the left liver lobe. Nevertheless, AKT and mTOR inhibition was not able to prolong
overall survival of mice of to prevent local and distant metastasis. Interestingly, molecular
characterization of the xenograft tumors revealed a strong restauration of pAKT (S473)
while retaining a suppressed pS6 expression due to mTOR inhibition in all treated tumors.
The same difference was observed for the distant metastases that also showed a restoration
of pAKT but not pS6 expression. A possible explanation for this observation may be that
mTOR inhibition can trigger a feedback loop leading to the activation of PI3K and thereby
consecutively hyperactivates AKT [36]. A reactivation of mTOR may therefore counteract
the activity of the PI3K/AKT pathway and may not have a selective advantage during
the development of treatment resistance. Interestingly, in the intrahepatic metastases,
we observed activation of both pAKT and pS6 expression in all metastases analyzed,
suggesting a specialized role of mTOR/S6 kinase signaling for the growth of therapy-
resistant metastatic cells within the liver.

An interesting question remains regarding the cause of the fast development of re-
sistance against the AKT and mTOR inhibitor treatment observed in HCC cells in vitro
and in vivo. One possible explanation may be the rapid outgrowth of CSCs that are
resistant to AKT/mTOR treatment. Indeed, an increased resistance of cancer cells and
CSCs modulated by the AKT axis has been described in the past [58]. Another mecha-
nism of resistance may be the activation of closely related signaling pathways such as
the RAS/RAF/MEK/MAPK signaling pathway [59]. Interestingly, we identified an up-
regulation of the stress-activated mitogen kinase p38 as well as one member of the p38
signaling pathway—i.e., the MAPK activated protein kinase 3 (MAPKAPK3)—in a mouse
tumor that developed under AKT/mTOR treatment in comparison with a mouse tumor
that developed in an untreated control mouse. This pathway has many functions during
stress response and cancer development, but MAPKAPK3 is also able to phosphorylate
Beclin 1, thereby positively regulating starvation-induced autophagy [60]. Moreover, a
crucial role of activated p38 MAPK pathway has been described in cancer with respect
to cellular survival, migration and invasion [61]. Such a physiological mechanism that
may contribute to the resistance against AKT/mTOR treatment would be in line with our
observation from the clonality studies of RGB-marked cells indicating that large numbers
of HCC cells become resistant to AKT/mTOR inhibitor treatment.

We further analyzed the regulation of tyrosine kinases as putative upstream regu-
lators of the observed restoration of AKT activation in the resistant HCC tumor cells.
Src kinases play a crucial role in intracellular signal transduction and contribute to the
regulation of proliferation, cellular motility and adhesion as well as differentiation [62].
In the past, Lu et al. reported that activated Src kinases are able to alter the function of
the tumor suppressor and negative regulator of the PI3K/AKT/mTOR pathway PTEN
by interfering with the membrane-binding capacity of PTEN, leading to increased pAKT
expression [63]. Surprisingly, we found a downregulation rather than an upregulation of
several Src kinase and Src kinase-related family members—i.e., B-lymphoid tyrosine kinase
(BLK), lymphocyte-specific protein tyrosine kinase (LCK) and Fyn-related kinase (FRK)—in
the AKT/mTOR-inhibitor-resistant tumor cells.

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, we observed high sensitivity of EpCAM+ and CD90+ HCC cells for
the inhibition of proliferation with AKT and mTOR inhibitors in 2D and 3D models
in vitro. However, EpCAM+ HCC1 and Huh7 cells as well as CD90+ HCC-derived SK-
HEP1 cells rapidly developed resistance against the combined treatment with AKT and
mTOR inhibitors in orthotopic liver cancer models in mice. The development of resistance
was observed in large numbers of distinct MK2206/RAD001-treated Huh7 cells, as shown
by RGB marking. Together our data from in vitro and in vivo experiments indicate that
the acquisition of resistance against AKT and mTOR inhibitors occurs fast and in a large
number of Huh7 cells.
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Restoration of pAKT was observed in most tumors during AKT/mTOR therapy,
underlining the importance of restored AKT signaling as a resistance mechanism. One
possible explanation may be the observed upregulation of the p38 MAPK pathway during
resistance development. Further work is required to analyze the molecular mechanisms of
the rapid treatment resistance of HCC cells in order to achieve a better treatment of HCC
patients by eradicating their CSCs.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cancers14081882/s1, Figure S1: Implantation of human-derived
HCC cells into the left lateral lobe of NSG-mouse liver parenchyma, Figure S2: Abdominal sonography
of NSG-mouse to detect liver parenchyma tumor growth and to measure its dimension after orthotopic
injection of HCC cells, Figure S3: Bioluminescence screening to early detect tumor engraftment in
the liver of NSG-mouse, Figure S4: Harvested NSG-mouse liver showing tumor growth in the liver
parenchyma, Figure S5: Histologic assessment of the liver specimens revealed infiltrates of malignant
tumor cells without evident lineage. The tumor cells were mostly plump, partially spindled and
showed highly pleomorphic nuclei with cleared chromatin and prominent nucleoli. Tumors were
unencapsulated and showed a dissecting growth pattern between adjacent hepatocytes. The central
aspects of the tumors showed large areas of necrosis. The morphologic findings are in keeping
with prior descriptions of SK-HEP1 infiltrates, Figure S6: Complete list of up- or downregulated
serine/threonine kinases of the third tumor from the treatment group (T3) in comparison with the first
HCC1 xenograft tumor of the control group (C1) after profiling using PamGene assays as described in
Figure 3H, Figure S7: Complete list of up- or downregulated tyrosine kinases of the third tumor from
the treatment group (T3) in comparison with the first HCC1 xenograft tumor of the control group
(C1) after profiling using PamGene assays as described in Figure 3I, Figure S8: Original uncropped
Western blots.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.M., J.L. and M.J.; methodology, M.M., K.-K.D., A.G.,
M.K., J.L. and M.J.; formal analysis, M.M., A.G., K.-K.D., L.R., D.J.S., K.R., T.K., M.K., B.F., J.L. and
M.J.; investigation, M.M., K.-K.D., A.G., L.R., D.J.S., K.R., T.K., M.K., B.F., J.L. and M.J.; resources and
material support, J.R.I., L.F., B.N., J.L. and M.J.; data curation, M.M., K.-K.D., A.G., L.R., D.J.S., K.R.,
C.S., R.Z., T.K., M.K., J.R.I., B.F., J.L. and M.J.; writing—original draft preparation, M.M., A.G., D.J.S.
and M.J.; writing—review and editing, D.J.S. and M.J.; writing—critical revision of the manuscript,
M.M., K.-K.D., A.G., L.R., D.J.S., K.R., C.S., R.Z., T.K., M.K., B.F., J.R.I., J.L. and M.J.; visualization,
M.M., K.-K.D., A.G., L.R. and D.J.S.; supervision, D.J.S., J.L. and M.J.; project administration, J.R.I., J.L.
and M.J. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This project was funded by Novartis Pharma GmbH, Nürnberg, Germany (0424/106).

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of the
Declaration of Helsinki, and the study was approved by the ethics committee of the medical council
Hamburg, Germany (permit number PV 3578). All animal experimental procedures were approved
by the local National Animal Welfare Committee Hamburg (permit number 101/16) and performed
according to institutional guidelines of animal husbandry and welfare.

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study.

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article or its Supplementary Materials.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank Konstantin Hoffer (Department of Radiotherapy &
Radiation Oncology, University Medical Center Hamburg-Eppendorf) for operating the PamStation
kinome profiling, Bettina Bettin (Institute of Biochemistry and Signal Transduction, University
Medical Center Hamburg-Eppendorf) for the excellent technical assistance, Michael Horn (University
Cancer Center Hamburg (UCCH), University Medical Center Hamburg-Eppendorf) for performing
the bioluminescence measurements and Hans Will (HPI Hamburg) for providing HCC cell lines.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript; or
in the decision to publish the results.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cancers14081882/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cancers14081882/s1


Cancers 2022, 14, 1882 20 of 22

References
1. Johnson, P. The Epidemiology of Hepatocellular Carcinoma. In Liver Cancers; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2019; pp. 3–11.
2. Akinyemiju, T.; Abera, S.; Ahmed, M.; Alam, N.; Alemayohu, M.A.; Allen, C.; Al-Raddadi, R.; Alvis-Guzman, N.; Amoako, Y.;

Artaman, A.; et al. The Burden of Primary Liver Cancer and Underlying Etiologies From 1990 to 2015 at the Global, Regional, and
National Level: Results From the Global Burden of Disease Study 2015. JAMA Oncol. 2017, 3, 1683–1691. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. El-Serag, H.B. Epidemiology of viral hepatitis and hepatocellular carcinoma. Gastroenterology 2012, 142, 1264–1273.e1261.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. European Association for the Study of the Liver. EASL Clinical Practice Guidelines: Management of hepatocellular carcinoma.
J. Hepatol. 2018, 69, 182–236. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Benson, A.B.; Michael, I.D.A.; Daniel, E.A.; Thomas, A.A.; Steven, R.A.; Daniel, A.A.; Robert, A.; Chandrakanth, A.; Daniel, B.;
Daniel, T.C.; et al. NCCN Guidelines Insights: Hepatobiliary Cancers, Version 2.2019. J. Natl. Compr. Cancer Netw. J. Natl. Compr.
Canc. Netw. 2019, 17, 302–310. [CrossRef]

6. Kudo, M.; Trevisani, F.; Abou-Alfa, G.K.; Rimassa, L. Hepatocellular Carcinoma: Therapeutic Guidelines and Medical Treatment.
Liver Cancer 2016, 6, 16–26. [CrossRef]

7. Juaid, N.; Amin, A.; Abdalla, A.; Reese, K.; Alamri, Z.; Moulay, M.; Abdu, S.; Miled, N. Anti-Hepatocellular Carcinoma
Biomolecules: Molecular Targets Insights. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 10774. [CrossRef]

8. Cheng, A.L.; Kang, Y.K.; Chen, Z.; Tsao, C.J.; Qin, S.; Kim, J.S.; Luo, R.; Feng, J.; Ye, S.; Yang, T.S.; et al. Efficacy and safety of
sorafenib in patients in the Asia-Pacific region with advanced hepatocellular carcinoma: A phase III randomised, double-blind,
placebo-controlled trial. Lancet Oncol. 2009, 10, 25–34. [CrossRef]

9. Llovet, J.M.; Ricci, S.; Mazzaferro, V.; Hilgard, P.; Gane, E.; Blanc, J.-F.; de Oliveira, A.C.; Santoro, A.; Raoul, J.-L.; Forner, A.; et al.
Sorafenib in Advanced Hepatocellular Carcinoma. N. Engl. J. Med. 2008, 359, 378–390. [CrossRef]

10. Zhang, H.; Zhang, W.; Jiang, L.; Chen, Y. Recent advances in systemic therapy for hepatocellular carcinoma. Biomark. Res. 2022,
10, 3. [CrossRef]

11. Cheng, A.L.; Kang, Y.K.; Lin, D.Y.; Park, J.W.; Kudo, M.; Qin, S.; Chung, H.C.; Song, X.; Xu, J.; Poggi, G.; et al. Sunitinib versus
sorafenib in advanced hepatocellular cancer: Results of a randomized phase III trial. J. Clin. Oncol. 2013, 31, 4067–4075. [CrossRef]

12. Zhu, A.X.; Rosmorduc, O.; Evans, T.R.; Ross, P.J.; Santoro, A.; Carrilho, F.J.; Bruix, J.; Qin, S.; Thuluvath, P.J.; Llovet, J.M.; et al.
SEARCH: A phase III, randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial of sorafenib plus erlotinib in patients with advanced
hepatocellular carcinoma. J. Clin. Oncol. 2015, 33, 559–566. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Abou-Alfa, G.K.; Johnson, P.; Knox, J.J.; Capanu, M.; Davidenko, I.; Lacava, J.; Leung, T.; Gansukh, B.; Saltz, L.B. Doxorubicin
plus sorafenib vs doxorubicin alone in patients with advanced hepatocellular carcinoma: A randomized trial. JAMA 2010, 304,
2154–2160. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Qin, S.; Bai, Y.; Lim, H.Y.; Thongprasert, S.; Chao, Y.; Fan, J.; Yang, T.S.; Bhudhisawasdi, V.; Kang, W.K.; Zhou, Y.; et al. Randomized,
multicenter, open-label study of oxaliplatin plus fluorouracil/leucovorin versus doxorubicin as palliative chemotherapy in
patients with advanced hepatocellular carcinoma from Asia. J. Clin. Oncol. 2013, 31, 3501–3508. [CrossRef]

15. Zhu, Y.-j.; Zheng, B.; Wang, H.-y.; Chen, L. New knowledge of the mechanisms of sorafenib resistance in liver cancer. Acta
Pharmacol. Sin. 2017, 38, 614–622. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Wolber, C.; Udvardi, A.; Tatzreiter, G.; Schneeberger, A.; Volc-Platzer, B. Perforating folliculitis, angioedema, hand-foot syndrome–
multiple cutaneous side effects in a patient treated with sorafenib. J. Dtsch. Derm. Ges. 2009, 7, 449–452. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Potter, V.R. Biochemical uniformity and heterogeneity in cancer tissue (further discussion). Cancer Res. 1956, 16, 658–667.
[PubMed]

18. Heppner, G.H.; Miller, B.E. Tumor heterogeneity: Biological implications and therapeutic consequences. Cancer Metastasis Rev.
1983, 2, 5–23. [CrossRef]

19. Singh, A.K.; Arya, R.K.; Maheshwari, S.; Singh, A.; Meena, S.; Pandey, P.; Dormond, O.; Datta, D. Tumor heterogeneity and cancer
stem cell paradigm: Updates in concept, controversies and clinical relevance. Int. J. Cancer 2015, 136, 1991–2000. [CrossRef]

20. Dick, J.E. Stem cell concepts renew cancer research. Blood 2008, 112, 4793–4807. [CrossRef]
21. Zen, Y.; Fujii, T.; Yoshikawa, S.; Takamura, H.; Tani, T.; Ohta, T.; Nakanuma, Y. Histological and culture studies with respect to

ABCG2 expression support the existence of a cancer cell hierarchy in human hepatocellular carcinoma. Am. J. Pathol. 2007, 170,
1750–1762. [CrossRef]

22. Haraguchi, N.; Ishii, H.; Mimori, K.; Tanaka, F.; Ohkuma, M.; Kim, H.M.; Akita, H.; Takiuchi, D.; Hatano, H.; Nagano, H.; et al.
CD13 is a therapeutic target in human liver cancer stem cells. J. Clin. Investig. 2010, 120, 3326–3339. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Ma, S.; Tang, K.H.; Chan, Y.P.; Lee, T.K.; Kwan, P.S.; Castilho, A.; Ng, I.; Man, K.; Wong, N.; To, K.F.; et al. miR-130b Promotes
CD133(+) liver tumor-initiating cell growth and self-renewal via tumor protein 53-induced nuclear protein 1. Cell Stem. Cell 2010,
7, 694–707. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Yamashita, T.; Budhu, A.; Forgues, M.; Wang, X.W. Activation of Hepatic Stem Cell Marker EpCAM by Wnt–β-Catenin Signaling
in Hepatocellular Carcinoma. Cancer Res. 2007, 67, 10831. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Yang, Z.F.; Ho, D.W.; Ng, M.N.; Lau, C.K.; Yu, W.C.; Ngai, P.; Chu, P.W.; Lam, C.T.; Poon, R.T.; Fan, S.T. Significance of CD90+

cancer stem cells in human liver cancer. Cancer Cell 2008, 13, 153–166. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1001/jamaoncol.2017.3055
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28983565
http://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2011.12.061
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22537432
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2018.03.019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29628281
http://doi.org/10.6004/jnccn.2019.0019
http://doi.org/10.1159/000449343
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms221910774
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1470-2045(08)70285-7
http://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa0708857
http://doi.org/10.1186/s40364-021-00350-4
http://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2012.45.8372
http://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2013.53.7746
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25547503
http://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2010.1672
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21081728
http://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2012.44.5643
http://doi.org/10.1038/aps.2017.5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28344323
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1610-0387.2009.07017.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19178612
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13356292
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00046903
http://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.28804
http://doi.org/10.1182/blood-2008-08-077941
http://doi.org/10.2353/ajpath.2007.060798
http://doi.org/10.1172/JCI42550
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20697159
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2010.11.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21112564
http://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-07-0908
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18006828
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2008.01.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18242515


Cancers 2022, 14, 1882 21 of 22

26. Yamashita, T.; Honda, M.; Nakamoto, Y.; Baba, M.; Nio, K.; Hara, Y.; Zeng, S.S.; Hayashi, T.; Kondo, M.; Takatori, H.; et al. Discrete
nature of EpCAM+ and CD90+ cancer stem cells in human hepatocellular carcinoma. Hepatology 2013, 57, 1484–1497. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

27. Sukowati, C.H.C.; Anfuso, B.; Torre, G.; Francalanci, P.; Crocè, L.S.; Tiribelli, C. The Expression of CD90/Thy-1 in Hepatocellular
Carcinoma: An In Vivo and In Vitro Study. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e76830. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Sun, E.J.; Wankell, M.; Palamuthusingam, P.; McFarlane, C.; Hebbard, L. Targeting the PI3K/Akt/mTOR Pathway in Hepatocellu-
lar Carcinoma. Biomedicines 2021, 9, 1639. [CrossRef]

29. Matter, M.S.; Decaens, T.; Andersen, J.B.; Thorgeirsson, S.S. Targeting the mTOR pathway in hepatocellular carcinoma: Current
state and future trends. J. Hepatol. 2014, 60, 855–865. [CrossRef]

30. Engelman, J.A. Targeting PI3K signalling in cancer: Opportunities, challenges and limitations. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2009, 9, 550–562.
[CrossRef]

31. Chen, J.S.; Wang, Q.; Fu, X.H.; Huang, X.H.; Chen, X.L.; Cao, L.Q.; Chen, L.Z.; Tan, H.X.; Li, W.; Bi, J.; et al. Involvement of
PI3K/PTEN/AKT/mTOR pathway in invasion and metastasis in hepatocellular carcinoma: Association with MMP-9. Hepatol.
Res. 2009, 39, 177–186. [CrossRef]

32. Ocana, A.; Vera-Badillo, F.; Al-Mubarak, M.; Templeton, A.J.; Corrales-Sanchez, V.; Diez-Gonzalez, L.; Cuenca-Lopez, M.D.;
Seruga, B.; Pandiella, A.; Amir, E. Activation of the PI3K/mTOR/AKT pathway and survival in solid tumors: Systematic review
and meta-analysis. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e95219. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Meric-Bernstam, F.; Gonzalez-Angulo, A.M. Targeting the mTOR signaling network for cancer therapy. J. Clin. Oncol. 2009, 27,
2278–2287. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Zhu, A.X.; Abrams, T.A.; Miksad, R.; Blaszkowsky, L.S.; Meyerhardt, J.A.; Zheng, H.; Muzikansky, A.; Clark, J.W.; Kwak, E.L.;
Schrag, D.; et al. Phase 1/2 study of everolimus in advanced hepatocellular carcinoma. Cancer 2011, 117, 5094–5102. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

35. Zhu, A.X.; Kudo, M.; Assenat, E.; Cattan, S.; Kang, Y.-K.; Lim, H.Y.; Poon, R.T.P.; Blanc, J.-F.; Vogel, A.; Chen, C.-L.; et al.
EVOLVE-1: Phase 3 study of everolimus for advanced HCC that progressed during or after sorafenib. J. Clin. Oncol. 2014, 32, 172.
[CrossRef]

36. O’Reilly, K.E.; Rojo, F.; She, Q.B.; Solit, D.; Mills, G.B.; Smith, D.; Lane, H.; Hofmann, F.; Hicklin, D.J.; Ludwig, D.L.; et al. mTOR
inhibition induces upstream receptor tyrosine kinase signaling and activates Akt. Cancer Res. 2006, 66, 1500–1508. [CrossRef]

37. Carracedo, A.; Ma, L.; Teruya-Feldstein, J.; Rojo, F.; Salmena, L.; Alimonti, A.; Egia, A.; Sasaki, A.T.; Thomas, G.; Kozma, S.C.;
et al. Inhibition of mTORC1 leads to MAPK pathway activation through a PI3K-dependent feedback loop in human cancer.
J. Clin. Investig. 2008, 118, 3065–3074. [CrossRef]

38. Grabinski, N.; Ewald, F.; Hofmann, B.T.; Staufer, K.; Schumacher, U.; Nashan, B.; Jucker, M. Combined targeting of AKT and
mTOR synergistically inhibits proliferation of hepatocellular carcinoma cells. Mol. Cancer 2012, 11, 85. [CrossRef]

39. Ewald, F.; Grabinski, N.; Grottke, A.; Windhorst, S.; Norz, D.; Carstensen, L.; Staufer, K.; Hofmann, B.T.; Diehl, F.; David, K.; et al.
Combined targeting of AKT and mTOR using MK-2206 and RAD001 is synergistic in the treatment of cholangiocarcinoma. Int. J.
Cancer 2013, 133, 2065–2076. [CrossRef]

40. Li, Y.; Farmer, R.W.; Yang, Y.; Martin, R.C. Epithelial cell adhesion molecule in human hepatocellular carcinoma cell lines: A
target of chemoresistence. BMC Cancer 2016, 16, 228. [CrossRef]

41. Smit, D.J.; Cayrefourcq, L.; Haider, M.T.; Hinz, N.; Pantel, K.; Alix-Panabieres, C.; Jucker, M. High Sensitivity of Circulating
Tumor Cells Derived from a Colorectal Cancer Patient for Dual Inhibition with AKT and mTOR Inhibitors. Cells 2020, 9, 2129.
[CrossRef]

42. Weber, K.; Thomaschewski, M.; Warlich, M.; Volz, T.; Cornils, K.; Niebuhr, B.; Täger, M.; Lütgehetmann, M.; Pollok, J.M.;
Stocking, C.; et al. RGB marking facilitates multicolor clonal cell tracking. Nat. Med. 2011, 17, 504–509. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Weber, K.; Thomaschewski, M.; Benten, D.; Fehse, B. RGB marking with lentiviral vectors for multicolor clonal cell tracking. Nat.
Protoc. 2012, 7, 839–849. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Weber, K.; Bartsch, U.; Stocking, C.; Fehse, B. A Multicolor Panel of Novel Lentiviral “Gene Ontology” (LeGO) Vectors for
Functional Gene Analysis. Mol. Ther. 2008, 16, 698–706. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Weber, K.; Mock, U.; Petrowitz, B.; Bartsch, U.; Fehse, B. Lentiviral gene ontology (LeGO) vectors equipped with novel drug-
selectable fluorescent proteins: New building blocks for cell marking and multi-gene analysis. Gene Ther. 2010, 17, 511–520.
[CrossRef]

46. Faustino-Rocha, A.; Oliveira, P.A.; Pinho-Oliveira, J.; Teixeira-Guedes, C.; Soares-Maia, R.; da Costa, R.G.; Colaço, B.; Pires, M.J.;
Colaço, J.; Ferreira, R.; et al. Estimation of rat mammary tumor volume using caliper and ultrasonography measurements. Lab.
Anim. 2013, 42, 217–224. [CrossRef]

47. Bussmann, L.; Hoffer, K.; von Bargen, C.M.; Droste, C.; Lange, T.; Kemmling, J.; Schroder-Schwarz, J.; Vu, A.T.; Akingunsade, L.;
Nollau, P.; et al. Analyzing tyrosine kinase activity in head and neck cancer by functional kinomics: Identification of hyperacti-
vated Src family kinases as prognostic markers and potential targets. Int. J. Cancer 2021, 149, 1166–1180. [CrossRef]

48. Chou, T.C. Theoretical basis, experimental design, and computerized simulation of synergism and antagonism in drug combina-
tion studies. Pharm. Rev. 2006, 58, 621–681. [CrossRef]

49. Chou, T.C. Drug combination studies and their synergy quantification using the Chou-Talalay method. Cancer Res. 2010, 70,
440–446. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1002/hep.26168
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23174907
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0076830
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24116172
http://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines9111639
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2013.11.031
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrc2664
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1872-034X.2008.00449.x
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0095219
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24777052
http://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2008.20.0766
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19332717
http://doi.org/10.1002/cncr.26165
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21538343
http://doi.org/10.1200/jco.2014.32.3_suppl.172
http://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-05-2925
http://doi.org/10.1172/JCI34739
http://doi.org/10.1186/1476-4598-11-85
http://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.28214
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-016-2252-y
http://doi.org/10.3390/cells9092129
http://doi.org/10.1038/nm.2338
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21441917
http://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2012.026
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22481527
http://doi.org/10.1038/mt.2008.6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18362927
http://doi.org/10.1038/gt.2009.149
http://doi.org/10.1038/laban.254
http://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.33606
http://doi.org/10.1124/pr.58.3.10
http://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-09-1947


Cancers 2022, 14, 1882 22 of 22

50. Rege, T.A.; Hagood, J.S. Thy-1 as a regulator of cell-cell and cell-matrix interactions in axon regeneration, apoptosis, adhesion,
migration, cancer, and fibrosis. FASEB J. 2006, 20, 1045–1054. [CrossRef]

51. Liu, R.; Shen, Y.; Nan, K.; Mi, B.; Wu, T.; Guo, J.; Li, M.; Lv, Y.; Guo, H. Association Between Expression of Cancer Stem Cell
Markers and Poor Differentiation of Hepatocellular Carcinoma: A Meta-Analysis (PRISMA). Medicine 2015, 94, e1306. [CrossRef]

52. Lu, J.W.; Chang, J.G.; Yeh, K.T.; Chen, R.M.; Tsai, J.J.; Hu, R.M. Overexpression of Thy1/CD90 in human hepatocellular carcinoma
is associated with HBV infection and poor prognosis. Acta Histochem. 2011, 113, 833–838. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Xia, P.; Liu, D.-H. Cancer stem cell markers for liver cancer and pancreatic cancer. Stem Cell Res. 2022, 60, 102701. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

54. Terris, B.; Cavard, C.; Perret, C. EpCAM, a new marker for cancer stem cells in hepatocellular carcinoma. J. Hepatol. 2010, 52,
280–281. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Visvader, J.E.; Lindeman, G.J. Cancer stem cells in solid tumours: Accumulating evidence and unresolved questions. Nat. Rev.
Cancer 2008, 8, 755–768. [CrossRef]

56. Lee, T.K.-W.; Guan, X.-Y.; Ma, S. Cancer stem cells in hepatocellular carcinoma—From origin to clinical implications. Nat. Rev.
Gastroenterol. Hepatol. 2022, 19, 26–44. [CrossRef]

57. Tai, Y.; Gao, J.H.; Zhao, C.; Tong, H.; Zheng, S.P.; Huang, Z.Y.; Liu, R.; Tang, C.W.; Li, J. SK-Hep1: Not hepatocellular carcinoma
cells but a cell model for liver sinusoidal endothelial cells. Int. J. Clin. Exp. Pathol. 2018, 11, 2931–2938.

58. Liu, R.; Chen, Y.; Liu, G.; Li, C.; Song, Y.; Cao, Z.; Li, W.; Hu, J.; Lu, C.; Liu, Y. PI3K/AKT pathway as a key link modulates the
multidrug resistance of cancers. Cell Death Dis. 2020, 11, 797. [CrossRef]

59. Schulte, A.; Ewald, F.; Spyra, M.; Smit, D.J.; Jiang, W.; Salamon, J.; Jucker, M.; Mautner, V.F. Combined Targeting of AKT and
mTOR Inhibits Proliferation of Human NF1-Associated Malignant Peripheral Nerve Sheath Tumour Cells In Vitro but not in a
Xenograft Mouse Model In Vivo. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2020, 21, 1548. [CrossRef]

60. Wei, Y.; An, Z.; Zou, Z.; Sumpter, R.; Su, M.; Zang, X.; Sinha, S.; Gaestel, M.; Levine, B. The stress-responsive kinases MAP-
KAPK2/MAPKAPK3 activate starvation-induced autophagy through Beclin 1 phosphorylation. eLife 2015, 4, e05289. [CrossRef]

61. Koul, H.K.; Pal, M.; Koul, S. Role of p38 MAP Kinase Signal Transduction in Solid Tumors. Genes Cancer 2013, 4, 342–359.
[CrossRef]

62. Parsons, S.J.; Parsons, J.T. Src family kinases, key regulators of signal transduction. Oncogene 2004, 23, 7906–7909. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

63. Lu, Y.; Yu, Q.; Liu, J.H.; Zhang, J.; Wang, H.; Koul, D.; McMurray, J.S.; Fang, X.; Yung, W.K.A.; Siminovitch, K.A.; et al. Src Family
Protein-tyrosine Kinases Alter the Function of PTEN to Regulate Phosphatidylinositol 3-Kinase/AKT Cascades. J. Biol. Chem.
2003, 278, 40057–40066. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1096/fj.05-5460rev
http://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000001306
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.acthis.2011.01.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21272924
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scr.2022.102701
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35149457
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2009.10.026
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20006402
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrc2499
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41575-021-00508-3
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-020-02998-6
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21041548
http://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.05289
http://doi.org/10.1177/1947601913507951
http://doi.org/10.1038/sj.onc.1208160
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15489908
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M303621200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12869565

	Introduction 
	Material and Methods 
	Establishment of HCC1 Cell Line 
	Cell Culture 
	Lentiviral Transduction of Cells 
	RGB Marking and Clonal Outgrowth Assay 
	Western Blot Analysis and Densitometric Quantification 
	Flow Cytometry (FC) Analysis 
	Two-Dimensional Proliferation Assay 
	BrdU Assay 
	Three-Dimensional (Tumoroid) Growth Assay 
	Orthotopic Xenograft Mouse Model 
	Kinase Activity Profiling 
	Statistical Analysis 
	Calculation of Combinatory Indices 

	Results 
	Establishment of an EpCAM+/CD90-HCC Patient-Derived Xenotransplant (HCC1) 
	High Sensitivity of EpCAM+/CD90-HCC1 PDX Cells for AKT and mTOR Inhibitors 
	Orthotopic Xenotransplants of HCC1 Cells in NSG Mice Become Resistant against AKT/mTOR Inhibitor Treatment 
	Combined AKT and mTOR Inhibition Increases Overall Survival of Mice after Orthotopic Transplantation of CD90+ SK-HEP1 Cells 
	Reduced Tumor Growth of Orthotopically Transplanted HCC Cells in NSG Mice by AKT and mTOR Inhibitors 

	Discussion 
	CD90+ Cells Derived from Ascitic Fluid of an HCC Patient Develop Resistance against Combined Targeting of AKT/mTOR by Restauration of AKT and mTOR Signaling 
	EpCAM+ HCC Cells Resistant against AKT and mTOR Inhibitors Upregulate the p38MAPK Pathway 

	Conclusions 
	References

