2016 410 H [ 526 B R October 2016

24t H5 ACTA LABORATORIUM ANIMALIS SCIENTIA SINICA Vol. 24 No.

5

Noggin &

ey
S BB |

K%\%\/-/\%\'%

%ﬁﬁ@,%%ﬁ,%ﬂkﬂk,%%, 2 - =
(FEFHEFRB RSP0, dbat 100071)

[{#Z] B8 BT Noggin IEHETTEX B2 K E  BMP M Wnt {55 @AM, Ak RS
JtiE & PCR il western blot £ R X} Noggin 3 UTERAY MC3T3-E1 2% 41 fld & - BMP-2 .BMP-4 .BMPR-IA . BMP-6 .
BMP-7 LEF-1 B-catenin FJZRNTEHLHEATRAM 4T, 6R  SCHIFE0aE & PCR 45 W, BMP {5 558 B rh iy 4>
LR BT8R 52 2 Noggin F YT B AY 8 25 09 820, Hod BMP-2 (P < 0.001) . BMP4 (P <0.01) ,BMP-6 (P <
0.001) \BMP-7(P <0.001) A # ¥ T+ ; BUPR-IA (P < 0.01) FRIKE AR, [FIEF Wnt {54558 B o (9 95 4~ 5 7
LEF-1(P <0.001) ,B-catenin( P <0.001) ) B HF W EFEAL, Western blot 455 IR , P 4% (5 538 B X LA B
2k R Z B m  Horh B E THE A BMP-2( P <0.05) .BMP4 (P <0.05) .BMP-6( P <0.05) #l BMP-7( P <
0.05) ; B ALK B-catenin( P <0.05) BMPR-IA (P <0.01) # LEF-1(P <0.001) , &t 7EIKIM Noggin 5P
X BMP {5538 I 7] REAF AL RS IR R ML , 10X Wt {5538 BR A7 A2 R PR S AL, B N — R AEAR N Noggin
FEPF X BMP 1 Wt {5538 #% 334 AR B t— 2 AARAE

[RE&E]  Noggin JEH ;BMP {5538 B4 ; Wnt {5 58 % ; B

[FESEES] 95-33 [ XERFRIZAE] A [ XE4S] 1005-4847(2016)05-0475-06

Doi:10. 3969/]. issn. 1005 —4847. 2016. 05. 007

Effect of Noggin silencing on the BMP and
Whnt signaling pathways

MA Yu-nan, YOU Ying, SHEN Huan-huan, SUN Zhao-zeng,ZENG Lin ", FA Yun-zhi”

(Laboratory Animal Center of the Academy of Military Medical Sciences, Beijing 100071, China)

[ Abstract] Objective To analyze the effect of Noggin silencing on the BMP and Wnt signaling pathways in hair
follicle development. Methods The expression of BMP-2, BMP-4, BMPR-IA, BMP-6, BMP-7, LEF-1 and B-catenin in
Noggin silencing MC3T3-E1 stable cell line was detected by RT-PCR and western blot. Results RT-PCR results showed
that the expressions of five genes in BMP signaling pathway were all significantly influenced by Noggin silencing, the ex-
pressions of BMP-2 (P <0.001), BMP4 (P <0.01), BMP-6 (P <0.001) and BMP-7 (P <0.001) were all increased
and the expression of BMPR-IA (P <0.01) was decreased. While the expressions of the two genes LEF-1 ( P <0.001)
and B-catenin (P <0.001) in Wnt signaling pathway were significantly decreased. Western blot results showed that the ex-
pressions of these proteins in the two signaling pathways were also affected. The expressions of BMP-2 (P <0.05), BMP-
4 (P<0.05), BMP-6 (P <0.05) and BMP-7 (P <0.05) were all increased, while the expressions of BUPR-IA (P <
0.05), LEF-1 (P <0.01) and B-catenin (P <0.001) were decreased. Conclusions There may be a negative feedback
regulation of Noggin on the BMP signaling pathway in vitro, but a positive feedback regulation on the Wnt signaling pathway
in vitro. It provides certain evidence for studies on the effect of Noggin gene on BMP and Wnt signaling pathways in vivo.
There may be an interaction between hair follicle development-related signaling pathways, which still needs further experi-

ments to prove.
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F2E (hair follicle, HF ) #f I\ & —Fh 4N )2
TR AR AR TR U 2 B . HF S &
TR RGBT BT R 1 . Uneo JTTE/NRIEH T
YL R BE R 58 T 3O HE k& BB I ™ AR
B, Unco RAGE/NRER LTI EAH
BIFoH HE KB RERNSCHE N R, HF BEWIE
W B R JE O Wt {5530 B BMP
{5 il ) (Shh {5538 ¥ Notch {753
AR A & B mTOR {5538 8% 76 b iz Al 78
JRA A 22 18] (4 A AR Y . b Wne 7E15°S: HF
e AR i s B OCEZMER], BMP £8 25
ML 1) 434k, Shh 2 58 385 & 4 I s B9 o 1k,
Notch P& T4 i /Ay iz , M mTOR 155 518 £ B
S A L AR R RS R AR A TR AR

B W5 R B Noggin FERTE HF WA
AR AR T EEAE T ARSI Bh 2 Wi i v
(%) Noggin F:FTBRF IR BAR, X520 HE KB F 5
T BMP A Wit P 2% {5 538 % AR DG R - 17
3BT RRBETE Noggin HEPFIXF HF T35 & & HH AR
5 B RS DUE TAFSE Uney TEB/DNREELT
{5530 AR o A HAE B2 L & 4 AR
FIHLEE

1 HREH®

1.1 ##
L1 EZH

EZgenetissue RNA Kit(R6311-01) 4 H Biomiga
NFE](ZEE) , PrimeSeript RT reagent kit ( RR047A) Il
H Takara 2 @ (), AP (0486) . P4 H 3& 2, — i
(0761) .Tween-20 (0777 ) W H Amresco A& (L H) ,
FBS ( SH30370.03 ). 0.05% EDTA J# [
(SH30042. 01B) It A Hyclone 22 ] ( 3£ [H ) , DMEM 1
WSS (11965 — 118) . DMSO ( D2650) 1 | Invitro-
gen 2y f) (3% [®), SYBR ® Premix Ex Taq™ II
(DRRO81A) 4 x SDS FHFEZZ ik (P1016) .1 x PBS
ZE 0k (P1022) (1 M Tris-C1(T1020) (1.5 M Tris-Cl
(T1010) 4 H Solarbio A H] ( H1[E ) , BCA & H & &1
& (CW0014) I H Cwbiotech 22 7] (H[E ) |
1.1.2  FEHik

Pt BMP-2 S £ s &P (ab82511) \HiL BMP4
R yalEDUIA (ab137743) T BMPR-IA 52 5oL

A (ab38560) FL BMP-6 B s i 14 (ab155963 ) |
Pt BMP-7 S PASE AR (ab129156) $T LEF-1 e #f
TSR (ab137872) (4T B-catenin i BA 7T [ 4 A4
(ab32572) Bt GAPDH i 5i fEHTIAR (ab181602)
F Abcam 23 ®) (3£ [ ) , HRP FRiC 1L “E 9 % — 4@
(CW0103) &y Cwhiotech 23 & ( ) ,
1.2 EWAHZE
1.2.1 W96 E & PCR K Noggin 3t PHIITER
XF BMP 1 Wnt {55530 1% (1) 52 i)
BTN 4L : shNoggin-1 ZH Il shMock 2,
BT N Z BT I T BY Noggin FERUTER Tk 4, 5
F X B, MRS GenBank ' BMP-2 BMP-4  BM-
PR-IA . BMP-6 .BMP-7 LEF-1  B-catenin K1 B-actin 3£
R X 751, i 1 Primer Premier 5.0 B4 3475
Yt Al NCBI H Blast 551 He X S BE, #4460
SRR, BT 1, ] Ezgene™ Tissue
RNA Kit 12055 &5 70 7 $2 B 20 B A v 5 RNA,
RNA ¥ JE 5 , FH PrimeScript RT reagent Kit {57 &5 it
T e, I SYBR® Premix Ex TaqTM 11 3257356 HH
FAATY YRR F A 95°C 180 s, (95°C 7 s,
57°C 10 s,72°C 15 s) x40 MEHR, BRI 3 IR
FiA, IR A e SO R S AR A
MR DO Cr EI T8 R =5, T
SAS e R4 AT S0 00 , 75 51 Noggin FEHDTER
X} H FIFER mRNA A2 ER:

x1 SIWFEIIR
Tab.1 List of the primer sequences
HAFK gl
Names Sequences

BMP-2-forward 5’ -TGAGGATTAGCAGGTCTTTGC-3’

BMP-2-reverse 57 -GCTGTTTGTGTTTGGCTTGA-3"

BMP-4-forward 5’ -ATCGTTACCTCAAGGGAGTGG-3’

BMP-4-reverse 57 -GGCGACGGCAGTTCTTATTC-3”’
BMPR-IA-forward 57 -GGGGTCGTTACAACCGTGAT-3”
BMPR-IA-reverse 5’ -TGTTTGGCAATAGTTCGCTGA-3’

BMP-6-forward 5’ -TTCTTCAAGGTGAGCGAGGT-3’

BMP-6-reverse 5’ -TAGTTGGCAGCGTAGCCTTT-3’

BMP-7-forward 5’ -ACCTGAGGAAGCACAGAGGA-3’

BMP-7-reverse 5’ -CCCTCAGATCCAGAAACCAA-3’

LEF-1-forward 5’ -AGTCACTGCCACCTCTTCCTT-3’

LEF-1-reverse 5’ -ACAACCGTTTTCGGCTTTC-3”
B-catenin-forward 5’ -ACCTGAGGAAGCACAGAGGA-3’
B-catenin-reverse 57 -CCCTCAGATCCAGAAACCAA-3’

B-actin-forward 5’ -GGCAACCCTGAGGAAGAAGA-3’

B-actin-reverse 5’ -GCGTGAAGGACTGGGAAAA-3’
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1.2.2  Western blot £l Noggin %& K it #k X BMP
H Wit {5538 % 1 5 i)

T 94 2 AT 1) 200 I 0 b i AR A 2R 1
HIFIA RIPA 2400, 78 /0 TR ST, 8 F ok -2
fi# 20 min, 14 000 r/min 4°C &5.> 10 min, W H_F 5
W, FH BCA 2R e s ialn) &l e 2 R, n i i
RIPA JHHEE MY, N 4 x SDS _EREGR whil, &0
10 min, TRAECHIEFID 12% SDS-PAGE 8T )5 , 4
LI B 5 B, SR A2 0 A £ 9 G 2R
marker, fEJE 100 V HLIK)S , fEIE 250 mA G, 3
M1 h(E P 5% BAR I8 ) , #i/5 LF 0, B i
B 1: 1000 F6 BRI PT BMP-2 £ i
HUAK 1:500 FBEAHT BMP4 % £ sikehiiA  1: 1000
Wi BERYHT BMPR-IA % 2 se TR (12 1000 6 BE 1Y
Pt BMP-6 o B i BEHTAAR 12 1000 F B¢ A9 T BMP-7
B TE YL (1: 1000 FR B HT LEF-1 S £ i dL
1K 1: 5000 5 BB B-catenin o Z TEFEPUIA, NS
HEMBEMA 1:10 000 FiBERIHT GAPDH FLER 5 BT
K, 4°CHFE 1%, FH TBST YR =¥, 43X 10 min,
A3 SIS B 1: 10 000 FBERY — 40, 25 IR & 40
min, [AFEA TBST YEAE =¥k, B YK 8 min, B PF
e B INRA 69 %6 AB 3, IV 1 min J5 25
[ B ] 5%

2 HR

2.1 SERFRIEEE PCR il Noggin E F it Bk 34
BMP 1 Wnt 15 S i B HI 5i

Wi 105 P26 E i PCR AL A 7 54 19 B0diE LA
B-actin FNZ, 27 24 I B AL BEEE AT Graph-
Pad Prism 5 ZAAER, 456 SAS 9.2 43 M 4415 3]
DU (1), B[R XF B4 AH Fb, BMP2 (P <
0.001) .BMP4 (P < 0.01) ,BMP-6 (P <0.001) .
BMP-7(P <0.001) FiL & T, AR HA B#F
P ; BMPR-IA(P <0.01) .LEF-1( P <0.001) .B-cate-
nin( P <0.001) FikHIREAL, H 22 5 HA B2,
2.2 Western blot ¥l Noggin % E T2k xf BMP
1 Wnt {5 S 18 BB 220

R TR E TR AR IN RS 5 mRNA
FIRARRL, RS H B8 AR R BT, B West-
ern blot I AT R R B KPR (K 2 A)
Jfi# 3 Photoshop 7. 0 JKBE 43 M1 544, 45 A SAS 9.2
ST AR AR B LA £idiE (Bl 2 B) . Western blot 4
BN, BMP-2(P <0.05) .BMP4 (P <0.05) .BMP-

6(P <0.05)F1 BMP-7(P <0.05) £ihEF &, EH
B EYE; B-catenin (P <0.05) LI B[R, 2 5H
LE 1 BMPR-IA (P <0.01) fl LEF-1( P <0.001)
FIREL, 250 WEM, S55H 2 & PCR 145
KA EF—EL,

3 e

Wnt /& HF 5 FH S — P EHEFS, Wnt 5
ST HF & F 0 R 45 5 BB 7R X 40 i i 1
E AR DL AR R PR S5 . B-catenin S Wnt {5
ST I A SR Y O B AR UE G R
BH AV T P o JES 30 A AL 200 i AL SR JE S % B-catenin
PRAEFE Wt £ 5 BOBLIE ), DT 16 it 2 1 -+ 40 g
AR R Pk B AR A AR UE SR A HF
g R B B RERR B-catenin EBH1E Wnt {55
(L 2 S BN M T Y 58 47 2k . B-catenin
Hh = 2 S H5UE R L HF IR BT IR 52422 fil
BT 0 o 2k S A R e B-catenin 1 fk £
LEF-1, MUE B R IESFHHE > W EET
SHALFTRRTE B2 LEF-1 B/NRANRER BIE R
HF' ) ARS8 P B Wit {5 5 18 8% 7 B-catenin I
LEF-1 BAAH G B 1 HEA TR I LA — 2 i b,
I AR AR B A3 B Wnt 15538 6 7T BE RS20

BMP {55 7 HF JE& &4 & B 5 f AR
HF 116 3 09 5 1 Pl S /E Y BMP 28 T
TGF-B BRI 4 W5 5 o0 7, Il i 5 5552 1)
BMP SZ AR EAE FH & LA W 1 2 BMP 72
A HE S K B2 T RE Y R, B s i 0 45 iz
JRFE N RS £ Bl 2% B ORY 40 M 1 s 4 Ak A A
7o BMP 3 i 2 1k BMPR-TA & 4 4E HT,
XS 2 FAR A B[] — BOA 2 B ME— BMP 324K
BMPR-TA 2 P AR 85 11 6 45 40 il 531k it o AS ] 2>
1y, 7R HE R BMP 5214 BMPR-IA 3£
PTG g s Noggin & BMP E5H—
TR M50, e el ) B2k 1, T A R Bk
R Noggin ZER AT BN AR LRI LRIETEE
YEHIN'™ . Noggin /Nl HF 755 H 30 B g (1) 4
iR, Botchkarev % 7E 1999 457 & B BMP4
ff 3k ik LA S BMP #1iill55) Noggin BORE W) L9
AL HF WSIf gl &, fefsAa B T X410 BMP 5]
ALY B-catenin $0 ], A BIF 5% 76 56 7 A4 £ 1 /0 B
Noggin JERUTERF IR AR BILRE | BFSE Noggin
R ERILASRE R Wat Fl BMP i 5515 518 &
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A BMP-2 434538 B. BMP4 J3 A 455 ; C. BMPR-TA /374
D BMP-6 /3BT 455 s E: BMP-7 /3T 45 5%  F . LEF-1 43 #r 4%
G B-catenin JMHr4E 5, ™ . 5 shMock X B A L P <0.01; *;
#7155 shMock X HRZAH L P <0. 001,

1 qPCR %2l Noggin H:HYIEXT BMP F1 Wnt 5%

T [ 1D 5 M 5 2R

Note. A-G: Analysis of different genes ( A: BMP-2; B: BMP4;
C: BMPR-IA; D; BMP-6; E; BMP-7; F; LEF-1;G: B-catenin) ;

*

** + Compared with the negative control, P <0.01; **; Compared

with the negative control, P <0.001.
Fig.1 qPCR detection of the effect of Noggin
silencing on BMP and Wnt signaling pathways
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ZH D Noggin SR UTER R IK 4 ; * . 55 shMock X} HRALALL P <
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MHAAAAH P <0. 001,

P <0.01; ", /5 shMock X}

B2 Western Blot £l Noggin 3
DLBRXT BMP 1 Wt {7 538 % (1 52 0 25
Note. A-G: Results and analysis of different proteins ( A; BMP-2;
B: BMP4; C. BMPR-IA; D: BMP-6;E. BMP-7; F. LEF-1; G.

B-catenin) ; M. Negative control;

N: Noggin silencing expression

group. * ; Compared with the negative control, P <0.05; ** . Com-

pared with the negative control, P <0.01;

negative control, P <0.001.

#

**. Compared with the

Fig.2 Western blot detection of the effect of Noggin

silencing on BMP and Wnt signaling pathways
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HAROT BMP4 B35 B0 885 , X BMP Rk
BMP-2 . BMP-6 il BMP-7 A4 4541 4 F 3 B I 90 55
1M BMP 3Z{& BMPR-IA 114 335 & 32 20 0 il 1, i —
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ARRY , LEF-1/B-catenin 7 5 W 5 S5 R34 T
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BESRAR T T LEF-1 B %85 DIX3 7 T Wat
(T U , % FLHEAT BRI 2 5230 BMP 5 5 1 &
K ikl BMP {5 S T i i HZ A BMPR-
I A fEH, 345% PTEN 36 1, SET 0 B-catenin 7
P GEENMH] Wat 15589 H AP Noggin 401 40
) BMP {5 %5, 518 LEF-1 (9365 PR Wnt
55, AT IRLE R BIR, 76 Noggin 3 H LB A
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