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Abstract 
Metastatic skin cutaneous melanomas remain a significant clinical problem.  In 

particular, those melanomas that do not contain a gain-of-function BRAF allele remain 
challenging to treat because of the paucity of targets for therapeutic intervention.  Thus, here 
we investigate the role of the ERBB4 receptor tyrosine kinase in skin cutaneous melanomas that 
contain wild-type BRAF alleles (“BRAF WT melanomas”).  We have performed in silico analyses 
of a public repository (The Cancer Genome Atlas - TCGA) of skin cutaneous melanoma gene 
expression and mutation data (TCGA-SKCM data set).  These analyses demonstrate that ERBB4 
overexpression strongly correlates with RAS gene or NF1 mutations that stimulate RAS 
signaling.  Thus, these results have led us to hypothesize that elevated ERBB4 signaling 
promotes PI3K signaling, which cooperates with elevated RAS signaling to drive BRAF WT 
melanomas.  We have tested this hypothesis using commercially available BRAF WT melanoma 
cell lines.  Overexpression of wild-type ERBB4 stimulates clonogenic proliferation of the MEL-
JUSO, MEWO, and IPC-298 BRAF WT melanoma cell lines.  Moreover, overexpression of a 
dominant-negative ERBB4 (K751M) mutant inhibits clonogenic proliferation of the MEL-JUSO 
and MEWO cell lines.  We discuss how these results may impact strategies for treating 
metastatic BRAF WT skin cutaneous melanomas. 
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Introduction 
BRAF inhibitors, MEK inhibitors, and immune checkpoint inhibitors (“checkpoint 

inhibitors”) are transforming the treatment of advanced skin cutaneous melanomas that 
possess oncogenic BRAF mutations (“BRAF mutant melanomas”).  A recent clinical trial reports 
34% five-year survival of patients with advanced BRAF mutant skin cutaneous melanomas 
treated with BRAF and MEK inhibitors [1, 2].  Another clinical trial reports 60% five-year survival 
of patients with advanced BRAF mutant skin cutaneous melanomas treated with a combination 
of immune checkpoint inhibitors [1, 3].  Finally, combining immune checkpoint inhibitors with 
BRAF and MEK inhibitors will likely lead to further improvements in survival [4]. 

Unfortunately, approximately 50% of advanced skin cutaneous melanomas possess 
wild-type BRAF alleles, and contemporary treatments of advanced skin cutaneous melanomas 
that contain wild-type BRAF (“BRAF WT melanomas”) have yielded less impressive results.  In 
part, these less impressive results are because of a paucity of actionable targets for the 
(targeted) treatment of these tumors [5].  Moreover, the five-year survival of patients with 
advanced BRAF WT skin cutaneous melanomas treated with immune checkpoint inhibitors is 
only 48%, less than the 60% experienced by patients with advanced BRAF mutant skin 
cutaneous melanomas in a parallel study [3].  Hence, we have attempted to address this gap in 
treatment efficacy by evaluating the ERBB4 receptor tyrosine kinase as a candidate target in 
BRAF WT skin cutaneous melanomas.  Should ERBB4 prove to be a reasonable target in BRAF 
WT skin cutaneous melanomas, we anticipate that strategies that target ERBB4 signaling could 
be used in combination with immune checkpoint inhibitors to treat these tumors, analogous to 
what has been proposed for the treatment of BRAF mutant skin cutaneous melanomas. 

ERBB4 (HER4) is a member of the ERBB family of receptor tyrosine kinases (RTKs), which 
includes the epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR), ERBB2 (HER2/Neu), and ERBB3 (HER3).  
ERBB4 possesses extracellular ligand-binding domains, a single-pass hydrophobic 
transmembrane domain, an intracellular tyrosine kinase domain, and intracellular tyrosine 
residues that function as phosphorylation sites.  Ligand binding to EGFR, ERBB3, or ERBB4 
stabilizes the receptor extracellular domains in an open conformation competent for 
symmetrical homodimerization and heterodimerization of the receptor extracellular domains.  
The dimerization of the extracellular domains enables asymmetrical dimerization of the 
receptor cytoplasmic domains.  Phosphorylation of one receptor monomer on tyrosine residues 
by the tyrosine kinase domain of the other receptor monomer (“cross-phosphorylation”) 
ensues.  This tyrosine phosphorylation creates binding sites for effector proteins and activation 
of downstream signaling pathways [6]. 

Elevated signaling by an RTK is a hallmark of many types of cancer.  Hence, RTK 
overexpression, ligand overexpression, and gain-of-function mutations in an RTK gene are all 
mechanisms for pathologic, elevated RTK signaling [7].  Indeed, EGFR and ERBB2 have been 
validated as targets for therapeutic intervention in numerous types of tumors; monoclonal 
antibodies and small molecular tyrosine kinase inhibitors have been approved to treat tumors 
dependent on these receptors [8-23].  It appears that ERBB3, particularly ERBB3-ERBB2 
heterodimers, also drives various human tumors [24, 25].   
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In contrast, the role that ERBB4 plays in human tumors remains ambiguous.  Part of the 
ambiguity reflects that an ERBB4 homodimer can function as a tumor suppressor, whereas an 
ERBB4-EGFR or ERBB4-ERBB2 heterodimer can drive tumor cell proliferation or aggressiveness 
[6].  Hence, in this work we attempt to resolve this ambiguity by testing the hypothesis that 
ERBB4 is sufficient and necessary for the proliferation of BRAF WT skin cutaneous melanoma 
cell lines. 
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Results 
A. BRAF WT melanomas do not appear to be less aggressive than BRAF V600X 

melanomas.  The Cancer Genome Atlas – Skin Cutaneous Melanoma (TCGA-SKCM) dataset 
contains outcome, gene expression, and mutation data for hundreds of skin cutaneous 
melanomas [26].  We analyzed the TCGA-SKCM dataset to look for meaningful differences 
between the group of skin cutaneous melanoma patients whose tumors possess BRAF WT 
alleles (“BRAF WT melanomas”) and the group of melanoma patients whose tumors have a 
gain-of-function BRAF V600X allele (“BRAF V600X melanomas”).  Descriptive data are shown in 
Table 1a.   

BRAF WT melanomas account for a slightly greater percentage of cases in the TCGA-
SKCM dataset than BRAF V600X melanomas, suggesting that treating BRAF WT melanomas is a 
significant clinical challenge.  Furthermore, Chi-square analysis indicates that a slightly 
(P=0.1252) greater percentage of BRAF WT melanoma patients had died when the dataset was 
closed than BRAF V600X melanoma patients (Table 1b).  Moreover, Chi-square analysis 
indicates that the AJCC pathologic stage of the BRAF WT melanomas was not significantly 
different (P=0.6842) from the AJCC pathologic stage of the BRAF V600X melanomas (Table 1c).  
Therefore, BRAF WT melanomas do not appear to be less aggressive than BRAF V600X 
melanomas.  Hence, these BRAF WT melanomas pose a significant clinical problem, particularly 
because there is currently no targeted therapeutic strategy for these tumors.  

 

B. Elevated ERBB4 expression is correlated with RAS or NF1 mutations.  Gain-of-
function RAS gene mutations occur in about 30% of skin cutaneous melanomas, and loss-of-
function mutations in NF1 occur in about 20% of skin cutaneous melanomas.  Moreover, gain-
of-function BRAF mutations, gain-of-function RAS gene mutations, and loss-of-function NF1 
mutations are largely mutually exclusive in skin cutaneous melanomas [27]. 

Receptor tyrosine kinases typically stimulate RAS pathway signaling [28-34].  Hence, we 
predicted that elevated ERBB4 expression (which is likely to cause elevated ERBB4 signaling) 
would be inversely correlated with gain-of-function RAS gene mutations or loss-of-function NF1 
mutations in BRAF WT melanomas of the TCGA-SKCM dataset.  ERBB4 transcription and 
NF1/RAS gene expression and mutation data were available for 178 BRAF WT melanomas.  
Surprisingly, Chi-square analysis indicates that elevated ERBB4 expression (22 melanomas – 
12% of the total) is positively correlated (P=0.0057) with a gain-of-function RAS gene mutation 
or a loss-of-function NF1 mutation in these BRAF WT melanomas (Table 2).  This correlation 
suggests that elevated ERBB4 signaling does not stimulate RAS pathway signaling; instead, this 
correlation suggests that ERBB4 signaling stimulates a pathway that cooperates with elevated 
RAS pathway signaling to drive BRAF WT melanomas. 

 

C. Commercially available BRAF WT melanoma cell lines appear to be appropriate for 
analyses of ERBB4 function.  A prior report of ERBB4 function in human skin cutaneous 
melanomas primarily utilized proprietary human skin cutaneous melanoma cell lines [35].  This 
may have contributed to the failure of others to extend the findings of this work.  Hence, we 
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have used the Broad Institute Cancer Cell Line Encyclopedia (CCLE) [36] to identify six 
commercially available BRAF WT melanoma cell lines (Table 3a).  RNAseq data from the Broad 
Institute CCLE indicate that these cell lines do not contain gain-of-function mutations in BRAF or 
PIK3CA, nor loss-of-function mutations in PTEN; however, they do contain mutations in NRAS, 
HRAS, or NF1.  Hence, if the malignant phenotypes of these cell lines are dependent on 
elevated ERBB4 signaling, this elevated ERBB4 signaling may stimulate PI3K pathway signaling, 
which would cooperate with elevated RAS pathway signaling to drive the malignant 
phenotypes.  This hypothesis is supported by our observation that the coupling of ligand-
induced ERBB4 signaling to IL3-independent proliferation in BaF3 cell lines is dependent on 
ERBB4 coupling to the PI3K pathway [37]. 

RNAseq data from the Broad Institute CCLE (Table 3b) also indicate that these cell lines 
exhibit different patterns of ERBB gene transcription and ERBB4 ligand gene transcription.  
Furthermore, there does not appear to be any correlation between these patterns of gene 
expression and the absence or presence of an ERBB4 mutation (Table 3b). 

 

D.  ERBB4 is sufficient and necessary for clonogenic proliferation of MEL-JUSO, MEWO, 
and IPC298 human melanoma cell lines.  We have previously used clonogenic proliferation 
assays to measure the effects of ERBB4 signaling on human prostate [38, 39], breast [39, 40], 
and pancreatic [41] tumor cell lines.  Briefly, we infected MEL-JUSO, MEWO, and IPC-298 BRAF 
WT melanoma cells (Table 3a) with a recombinant amphotropic retrovirus that expresses wild-
type ERBB4 (LXSN-ERBB4-WT), a recombinant amphotropic retrovirus that expresses the ERBB4 
K751M dominant-negative mutant (LXSN-ERBB4-DN), the vector control amphotropic retrovirus 
(LXSN), or a mock virus preparation.  Because the LXSN recombinant retroviral vector contains a 
neomycin resistance gene, we selected infected cells using G418.  Infection of MEL-JUSO cells 
with LXSN-ERBB4-WT results in greater clonogenic proliferation than infection with the LXSN 
control retrovirus.  Likewise, infection of MEL-JUSO cells with LXSN-ERBB4-DN results in less 
clonogenic proliferation than infection with the LXSN control retrovirus (Figure 1).  Similar 
results were observed when infecting MEWO and IPC-298 cells (data not shown). 

To control for differences in viral titer and quantify these effects, in parallel we infected 
C127 mouse fibroblast cells, which do not endogenously express ERBB4 and do not respond to 
ERBB4 signaling (data not shown and [42]).  We calculated the recombinant retroviral titer for 
each cell line and viral infection combination.  To calculate the efficiency of clonogenic 
proliferation in the infected MEL-JUSO, MEWO, and IPC-298 cells, we divided the recombinant 
retroviral titer in each of these cell lines by the corresponding recombinant retroviral titer in 
the C127 cell line.  We report the average efficiency of clonogenic proliferation over a minimum 
of five independent trials.  ANOVA was used to determine whether the efficiency of clonogenic 
proliferation of the BRAF WT melanoma cell lines infected with the LXSN-ERBB4-WT or LXSN-
ERBB4-DN viruses is significantly different from the efficiency of clonogenic proliferation of 
these cells infected with the control LXSN virus (Table 4).  The efficiency of clonogenic 
proliferation of MEL-JUSO, MEWO, and IPC-298 cells is significantly greater (approximately 4 to 
12-fold greater) following infection with LXSN-ERBB4-WT than following infection with the 
control LXSN virus.  Furthermore, the efficiency of clonogenic proliferation of MEL-JUSO and 
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MEWO cells is significantly lower (approximately 60 to 70% lower) following infection with 
LXSN-ERBB4-DN compared to infection with the control LXSN virus.   

Thus, ectopic expression of wild-type ERBB4 stimulates clonogenic proliferation, 
whereas ectopic expression of the ERBB4 dominant-negative (K751M) mutant inhibits 
clonogenic proliferation.  These results indicate that ERBB4 is sufficient and necessary for the 
clonogenic proliferation of at least some BRAF-WT melanoma cell lines.  Hence, targeting 
ERBB4 or its signaling effectors may effectively treat BRAF-WT melanomas that exhibit elevated 
ERBB4 signaling due to elevated ERBB4 expression. 
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Materials and Methods 
A.  Analysis of the TCGA-SKCM dataset. Clinical and biospecimen data were 

downloaded for all 470 cases found in the TCGA-SKCM dataset [26].  All analyzed datasets are 
publicly available through the NIH/NCI Genomic Data Commons (GDC) portal [43].  The R 
statistical computing and graphics environment software [44] was used to reorganize the 
dataset. Statistical analyses were performed using GraphPad Prism [45].  

B.  Cell lines and cell culture.  Mouse C127 fibroblasts and the y2 and PA317 
recombinant retrovirus packaging cell lines are generous gifts of Daniel DiMaio (Yale 
University). These cells were cultured essentially as described previously [46]. The MEL-JUSO 
[47] and IPC-298 [48] human melanoma cell lines were obtained from DSMZ [49] 
(Braunschweig, Germany) and were cultured as recommended. The MeWo [50] human 
melanoma cell line was obtained from the American Type Culture Collection [51] (ATCC - 
Manassas, VA) and was cultured as recommended.  Cell culture media, serum, and supplements 
were obtained from Cytiva [52] (Marlborough, VA). G418 was obtained from Corning [53] 
(Corning, NY). Genetic and mRNA expression data for the cell lines were obtained from the 
Broad Institute Cancer Cell Line Encyclopedia (CCLE) ß[36].  

C.  Recombinant retroviruses.  Briefly, the recombinant amphotropic retroviruses LXSN, 
LXSN-ERBB4 (ERBB4 WT), and LXSN-ERBB4 K751M (ERBB4 DN) were packaged using the y2 
ecotropic retrovirus packaging cell line, and the PA317 amphotropic retrovirus packaging cell 
line as previously described [38].  

D.  Clonogenic proliferation assays. C127, MEL-JUSO, MeWo, and IPC-298 cells were 
infected with 500, 3000, 3000, and 20000 amphotropic retroviral infectious units (respectively), 
essentially as described earlier. After incubation with the viruses, infected cells were selected 
using G418 at a concentration of 800 ug/mL. The resulting colonies of G418-resistant cells were 
stained using Giemsa 8, 13, 14, and 11 days later (respectively), and colonies were counted. 
C127 infections served as a control for viral titer. Tissue culture plates were digitized, and 
clonogenic proliferation efficiency was calculated as previously described [38]. The statistical 
significance of differences in clonogenic proliferation was calculated using ANOVA with a p-
value threshold of <0.05 (1-tailed). 

E.  Immunoprecipitation and immunoblotting.  Stably infected MEL-JUSO cells were 
grown to confluence, then serum-starved for 6 hours.  Cells were lysed using an isotonic buffer 
that contains a nonionic detergent. Their protein content was quantified using a Bradford 
Assay. Protein concentrators were purchased from Cytiva and used according to the 
manufacturer’s instructions. Samples of concentrated lysate containing equal total protein 
were then immunoprecipitated using specific antibodies. The immunoprecipitants were 
resolved by SDS-PAGE on a 7.5% acrylamide gel and electro-transferred to 0.2um PVDF. The 
blots were probed with the anti-phosphotyrosine mouse antibody and visualized using a goat 
anti-mouse horseradish peroxidase coupled antibody and enhanced chemiluminescence (ECL). 
The blots were then stripped and probed with the anti-ERBB4 (111B2) rabbit monoclonal 
antibody (Cell Signaling) and visualized using a goat anti-rabbit horseradish peroxidase coupled 
antibody and ECL. ECL was obtained from Cytiva, and secondary antibodies were obtained from 
Thermo Fisher Scientific.  
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F.  Small molecular inhibitors and proliferation assays.  Stably infected MEL-JUSO cells 
were plated in a 96-well plate (Corning) at 1x104 cells/well. The next day they were treated with 
a drug and after five days of incubation were subjected to an MTT assay as previously described 
[54]. The PI3K inhibitor LY294002 was obtained from Tocris Bioscience. 
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Discussion 
A.  Elevated ERBB4 signaling appears to drive BRAF WT melanomas.  Our data suggest 

that approximately 12% of BRAF WT melanomas exhibit elevated endogenous ERBB4 
expression, which presumably results in elevated ERBB4 signaling.   Elevated endogenous 
ERBB4 expression is significantly correlated with NF1/RAS gene mutations.  Consequently, we 
postulated that elevated ERBB4 signaling cooperates with elevated RAS signaling to drive BRAF 
WT melanomas.  We tested this hypothesis by measuring the effects of exogenous expression 
of ERBB4 WT or an ERBB4 DN mutant on the clonogenic proliferation of BRAF-WT melanoma 
cell lines.   

WT ERBB4 stimulates clonogenic proliferation of MEL-JUSO, MEWO, and IPC-298 BRAF 
WT melanoma cells.  In contrast, the ERBB4 DN (K751M) mutant inhibits clonogenic 
proliferation of MEL-JUSO, MEWO, and IPC-298 BRAF WT melanoma cells.   These results 
indicate that ERBB4 is sufficient and necessary for the clonogenic proliferation of these BRAF 
WT melanoma cell lines.   

Future experiments will determine whether ERBB4 signaling has similar effects on the 
proliferation of HMCB, SK-MEL-2, and COLO 792 BRAF WT melanoma cell lines.  If ERBB4 
signaling does not have similar effects in these cells, we will compare the cells that do not 
respond to ERBB4 signaling to those that do respond to ERBB4 signaling to identify the 
determinants of responsiveness to ERBB4 signaling. 

Numerous ERBB4 mutants have been found in melanomas and other human tumor 
samples [6].  The data presented here suggest that some of these mutants exhibit a gain-of-
function phenotype that enables them to serve as tumor drivers.  We will test that hypothesis.  

  

B.  RAS pathway mutations and elevated ERBB4 signaling suggest strategies for 
treating BRAF WT melanomas.  Our data suggest that elevated ERBB4 signaling causes 
increased PI3K signaling, which cooperates with elevated RAS signaling to drive the 
proliferation of BRAF WT melanomas (Figure 2).  Thus, we predict that ERBB4-dependent, BRAF 
WT melanomas will respond to a combination of a PI3K inhibitor with a MEK inhibitor.  It is 
commonly accepted that ERBB4 homodimers function as tumor suppressors, whereas ERBB4-
EGFR or ERBB4-ERBB2 heterodimers possess oncogenic activities [6].  Therefore, given the 
toxicity of PI3K inhibitors [55, 56], combining a MEK inhibitor with an anti-EGFR or anti-ERBB2 
agent may be a more effective treatment of ERBB4-dependent, BRAF WT melanomas than the 
combination of a MEK inhibitor with a PI3K inhibitor.  We will test these predictions. 
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Tables 
 

 
 
Table 1a: Comparison of demographic and clinicopathologic characteristics of BRAF V600X 
and BRAF WT melanoma cases in the TCGA-SKCM dataset. 
 
  

Cases % of Total 
Cases

BRAF V600 
Mutant Cases

% of 
BRAF  V600 

Mutant Cases

BRAF  WT 
Cases

% of BRAF 
WT

Cases

Gender 470 210 227
Male 290 61.70% 126 60.00% 141 62.11%

Female 180 38.30% 84 40.00% 86 37.89%
Race 470 210 227

White 447 95.11% 203 96.67% 211 92.95%
Asian 12 2.55% 2 0.95% 10 4.41%

Black or African American 1 0.21% 0 0.00% 1 0.44%
Not Reported 10 2.13% 5 2.38% 5 2.20%

Ethnicity 470 210 227
Hispanic or Latino 11 2.34% 6 2.86% 4 1.76%

Not Hispanic or Latino 446 94.89% 197 93.81% 217 95.59%
Not Reported 13 2.77% 7 3.33% 6 2.64%
Vital Status 470 210 227

Alive 249 52.98% 119 56.67% 112 49.34%
Dead 221 47.02% 91 43.33% 115 50.66%

Not Reported 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Age at Diagnoses 470 210 227
<30 (10950 days) 21 4.47% 19 9.05% 2 0.88%

30-49 (10951-17885 days) 106 22.55% 59 28.10% 46 20.26%
50-64 (17886-23360 days) 157 33.40% 80 38.10% 70 30.84%

65+ (>23360 days) 178 37.87% 48 22.86% 106 46.70%
Not Reported 8 1.70% 4 1.90% 3 1.32%

AJCC Pathologic Stage 470 210 227
0 7 1.49% 2 0.95% 5 2.20%
I 30 6.38% 18 8.57% 12 5.29%

IA 18 3.83% 6 2.86% 10 4.41%
IB 29 6.17% 13 6.19% 14 6.17%
II 30 6.38% 14 6.67% 12 5.29%

IIA 18 3.83% 8 3.81% 8 3.52%
IIB 28 5.96% 5 2.38% 19 8.37%
IIC 64 13.62% 29 13.81% 32 14.10%
III 41 8.72% 22 10.48% 15 6.61%

IIIA 16 3.40% 8 3.81% 6 2.64%
IIIB 46 9.79% 20 9.52% 25 11.01%
IIIC 68 14.47% 25 11.90% 40 17.62%
IV 23 4.89% 12 5.71% 10 4.41%

Not Reported 52 11.06% 28 13.33% 19 8.37%
AJCC Pathologic Stage 390 182 208

0 7 1.79% 2 1.10% 5 2.40%
I, IA, IB 77 19.74% 37 20.33% 36 17.31%

II, IIA, IIB, IIC 140 35.90% 56 30.77% 71 34.13%
III, IIIA, IIIB, IIIC 171 43.85% 75 41.21% 86 41.35%

IV 23 5.90% 12 6.59% 10 4.81%
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Table 1b: Comparison of survival among BRAF V600X and BRAF WT melanoma cases in the 
TCGA-SKCM dataset. 
 

 
 
Table 1c: Comparison of AJCC pathological stage among BRAF V600X and BRAF WT melanoma 
cases in the TCGA-SKCM dataset.    
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Table 2: Elevated ERBB4 expression is correlated with a gain-of-function RAS gene mutation 
or a loss-of-function NF1 mutation in BRAF WT melanomas. 
 
 
 

 
 
Table 3a Commercially available BRAF WT melanoma cell lines do not possess BRAF, PIK3CA, 
or PTEN mutations, but do possess NRAS, HRAS, and/or NF1 mutations. 
 
 
 

 
Table 3b: Commercially available BRAF WT melanoma cell lines exhibit different patterns of 
ERBB receptor gene transcription and ERBB4 ligand gene transcription. 
 
  

Elevated
ERBB4 

Expression 

Not Elevated 
ERBB4 

Expression
Total

RAS  or NF1 
Nonsynonymous 

Mutation
21 104 125

RAS  and NF1 
WT 1 52 53

Total 22 156 178
P = 0.0057

Cell Line ERBB4
Mutation 1 

ERBB4 
Mutation 2

ERBB4 
Mutation 3

PIK3CA 
Mutation

PTEN 
Mutation

BRAF 
Mutation

NRAS 
Mutation

HRAS 
Mutation

NF1 
Mutation 1

NF1 
Mutation 2

IPC-298 Q61L
MEL-JUSO Q61L G13D L1779P

MeWo M766I R488R S449F L255L Q1336* R2053R
HMCB Q535H

SK-MEL-2 R50C Q61R
COLO 792 G730K G730R M313I W1236R Splice Site

Cell Line
EGFR 
mRNA 

Expression

ErbB2 
mRNA 

Expression

ErbB3 
mRNA 

Expression

ErbB4 
mRNA 

Expression

NRG1 
mRNA 

Expression

NRG2 
mRNA 

Expression

NRG3
mRNA 

Expression

NRG4
mRNA 

Expression

HBEGF 
mRNA 

Expression

BTC 
mRNA 

Expression

EREG 
mRNA 

Expression
IPC-298 0.07 3.58 6.18 0.00 0.03 1.36 1.04 0.33 1.76 0.00 0.01

MEL-JUSO 0.97 3.87 5.95 0.12 3.67 2.02 0.10 1.02 6.42 0.26 0.04
MeWo 1.43 4.74 6.59 0.69 1.01 0.28 0.07 0.58 2.05 0.46 0.03
HMCB 0.00 6.12 8.12 0.93 6.00 0.11 0.23 0.58 3.49 0.89 0.45

SK-MEL-2 0.06 3.18 6.74 0.01 0.77 0.73 2.13 0.81 4.49 0.00 0.00
COLO 792 0.15 5.28 6.70 0.01 0.45 1.16 0.68 0.08 2.49 0.07 0.08
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Table 4:  In the MEL-JUSO, MEWO, and IPC-298 cell lines, stable infection with LXSN-ERBB4-
WT causes a statistically significant increase in the efficiency of clonogenic proliferation, 
whereas stable infection with LXSN-ERBB4-DN causes a statistically significant decrease in the 
efficiency of clonogenic proliferation. 
 
  

Cell Line

Retrovirus Efficiency of Clonogenic 
Proliferation

1 Tailed Paired 
T-test (P)

Efficiency of Clonogenic 
Proliferation

1 Tailed Paired 
T-test (P)

Efficiency of Clonogenic 
Proliferation

1 Tailed Paired 
T-test (P)

Vector Control 8.87% 3.26% 0.36%
ERBB4 WT 35.00% 0.0004 16.43% 0.0064 4.25% 0.0205
ERBB4 K751M (DN) 3.59% 0.0076 0.84% 0.0052 0.19% 0.0645

N

MEL-JUSO MeWo IPC-298

7 5 5
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Figures 
 

 
Figure 1: In the MEL-JUSO cell line, stable infection with LXSN-ERBB4-WT causes increased 
clonogenic proliferation, whereas stable infection with LXSN-ERBB4-DN causes decreased 
clonogenic proliferation. 
 
  

ME210378 Project Narrative 

Hypothesis 
ERBB4 mutations or elevated ERBB4 transcription increase signaling by 
ERBB4-EGFR or ERBB4-ERBB2 heterodimers, resulting in increased 
PI3 kinase signaling, cooperation with NF1 or RAS gene mutations, and 
increased proliferation of BRAF WT melanomas. 

Rationale 
BRAF inhibitors, MEK inhibitors, and immune checkpoint 

inhibitors (“checkpoint inhibitors”) are transforming the treatment of 
advanced cutaneous melanomas that possess oncogenic BRAF mutations 
(“BRAF mutant melanomas”).  A recent clinical trial reports 34% five-
year survival of patients with advanced BRAF mutant melanomas who are 
treated with BRAF and MEK inhibitors [1, 2].  Another clinical trial 
reports 60% five-year survival of patients with advanced BRAF mutant 
melanomas who are treated with a combination of checkpoint inhibitors [1, 3].  Finally, the combination of 
checkpoint inhibitors with BRAF and MEK inhibitors will likely lead to further improvements in survival [4]. 

The treatment of advanced cutaneous melanomas that possess wild-type BRAF (“BRAF WT 
melanomas”) has yielded less impressive results.  This is partly because we have no actionable targets for the 
(targeted) treatment of these tumors [5].  Moreover, the five-year survival of patients with advanced BRAF WT 
melanomas who are treated with checkpoint inhibitors is only 48%, which is less than the 60% experienced by 
patients with advanced BRAF mutant melanomas in a parallel study [3].  Hence, we propose addressing this gap 
in treatment efficacy by validating a candidate target in BRAF WT melanomas and strategies for treating these 
tumors. 

Our preliminary, in silico analyses of the BRAF WT subset of The Cancer Genome Atlas Skin 
Cutaneous Melanoma (TCGA-SKCM) dataset [6] suggest that elevated signaling by the ERBB4 receptor 
tyrosine kinase, either from increased ERBB4 transcription or ERBB4 missense mutations (“ERBB4 
mutations”), stimulates the PI3 kinase pathway and cooperates with NF1 or RAS gene mutations to drive BRAF 
WT melanomas (Figure 1).  Moreover, this bioinformatics workflow has prioritized five ERBB4 mutants 
(R106C, E452K, R711C, P759L, and D813N) as the most likely drivers of BRAF WT melanomas [7, 8]. 

Based on data from the Broad Institute Cancer Cell Line Encyclopedia [9], we have recently obtained all 
six commercially available BRAF WT, RAS/NF1 mutant melanoma cell lines: MEL-JUSO, ME-WO, IPC-298, 
HMCB, SKMEL24, and COLO-792.  Ectopic expression of wild-type ERBB4 (“WT ERBB4”) significantly 
stimulates clonogenic proliferation of the MEL-JUSO, ME-WO, and IPC-298 cell lines (Figure 2, Figure 3). In 
contrast, ectopic expression of the K751M kinase-deficient, dominant-negative ERBB4 mutant (“DN ERBB4”) 
significantly inhibits clonogenic proliferation of the MEL-JUSO and ME-WO cell lines and modestly inhibits 
clonogenic proliferation of the IPC-298 cell line (Figure 2, Figure 3) [8].   

These data demonstrate that ERBB4 is 
both sufficient and necessary for clonogenic 
proliferation of multiple BRAF-WT melanoma 
cell lines, that we have model systems to test 
whether gain-of-function ERBB4 mutants 
function as tumor drivers in BRAF-WT 
melanomas, that we have model systems to test 
strategies for treating ERBB4-dependent, 
BRAF-WT tumors, and that we have model 
systems for identifying biomarkers for 
responsiveness to these strategies. 

 
Figure 2. ERBB4 is both sufficient and necessary for clonogenic 
proliferation of the MEL-JUSO BRAF-WT melanoma cell line. 

 
Figure 1. We propose that ERBB4 
mutations stimulate PI3K signaling and 
cooperate with NF1/RAS mutations to 
drive BRAF-WT melanomas. 
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Figure 2:  ERBB4 signaling can be stimulated by ERBB4 ligands, ERBB4 overexpression, or 
ERBB4 mutations.  We postulate that elevated signaling by ERBB4-EGFR or ERBB4-ERBB2 
heterodimers stimulates signaling by the PI3K pathway, which cooperates with elevated 
RAS/MAPK pathway signaling to drive the proliferation of BRAF WT melanomas. 
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