
Abstract. Background/Aim: Numerous studies have shown
that breast cancer and epigenetic mechanisms have a very
powerful interactive relation. The MCF7 cell line, representative
of luminal subtype and the MDA-MB 231 cell line
representative of mesenchymal-like subtype were treated
respectively with a Histone Methyl Transferase Inhibitors
(HMTi), 3-Deazaneplanocin hydrochloride (DZNep), two
histone deacetylase inhibitors (HDACi), sodium butyrate
(NaBu), and suberoylanilide hydroxamic acid (SAHA) for 48 h.
Materials and Methods: Chromatin immunoprecipitation (ChIP)
was used to observe HDACis (SAHA and NaBu) and HMTi
(DZNep) impact on histones and more specifically on
H3K27me3, H3K9ac and H3K4ac marks with Q-PCR analysis
of BRCA1, SRC3 and P300 genes. Furthermore, the HDACi
and HMTi effects on mRNA and protein expression of BRCA1,
SRC3 and P300 genes were checked. In addition, statistical
analyses were used. Results: In the MCF7 luminal subtype with
positive ER, H3k4ac was significantly increased on BRCA1 with
SAHA. On the contrary, in the MDA-MB 231 breast cancer cell
line, representative of mesenchymal-like subtype with negative
estrogen receptor, HDACis had no effect. Also, DZNEP
decreased significantly H3K27me3 on BRCA1 in MDA-MB 231.
Besides, on SRC3, a significant increase for H3K4ac was
obtained in MCF7 treated with SAHA. And DZNEP had no
effect in MCF7. Also, in MDA-MB 231 treated with DZNEP,

H3K27me3 significantly decreased on SRC3 while H3K4ac was
significantly increased in MDA-MB-231 treated with SAHA or
NaBu for P300. Conclusion: Luminal and mesenchymal-like
breast cancer subtype cell lines seemed to act differently to
HDACis (SAHA and NaBu) or HMTi (DZNEP) treatments.

Breast cancer is the most frequently diagnosed malignant
neoplasia and a leading cause of cancer-related death in
females worldwide (1). Breast cancer is a heterogeneous
disease, also known as a hormone-dependent cancer.
Subsequently, it has become clear that epigenetic
modifications play a key role in breast cancer development.
Abnormal methylations have been described in breast cancer
oncosuppressors (2, 3), while lately post-translational histone
modifications are being investigated in cancer (4), including
breast cancer (5-7).

Another study acknowledged that BRCA1 also directly
regulated the p300 gene and quantitatively influences P300
expression (8). Also, SRC3 is expressed in the ER-negative
cell line, MDA-MB 231, and has been recognized to
modulate invasiveness (9).

Further studies on epigenetic mechanisms have always
been needed in breast cancer research to improve therapy.
Knowing that HDAC inhibitors (HDACis) cause
transcriptional up-regulation of genes (10), the anticancer
therapeutic action of suberoylanilide hydroxamic acid
(SAHA) (11) and sodium butyrate (NaBu) (12) were studied
in breast cancer cell lines (13). 

Moreover, another drug on HAT mechanism (HMTi) was
tested for its therapeutic action, 3-deazaneplanocin A
(DZNep) that was known to inhibit the associated histone H3
lysine 27 trimethylation (14, 15). 

Althogether, in this study we investigated histone
deacetylase inhibitors (HDACis) and a histone methyl
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transferase inhibitor (HMTi) as potential anticancer
therapeutics on luminal and mesenchymal-like breast cancers.

Materials and Methods 

Breast cancer cell lines and treatments. MCF7 and MDA-MB 231
breast cancer cell lines were used in the study. MCF-7 is an estrogen
receptor (ER)-positive breast cancer cell line (16), representative of
luminal subtype and MDA-MB-231 is an ER-negative breast cancer
cell line (17, 18), representative of mesenchymal-like subtype. All
cell lines were purchased from the ATCC (American Type Culture
Collection, Manassas, VA, USA). MCF7 were cultured in RPMI
1640 medium supplemented with 2 mM L-glutamine (Invitrogen,
Carlsbad, CA, USA), gentamycin (20 μg/ml; Panpharma, Luitré,
France), 10% fetal bovine serum (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA)
and insulin (0.04 U/ml; Novo Nordisk, Bagsværd, Denmark) in a
humidified atmosphere at 37˚C containing 5% CO2. MDA-MB-231
cells were cultured in Leibovitz’s L-15 medium with 10% fetal
bovine serum (Invitrogen), gentamycin (20 μg/ml; Panpharma) and
2 mM L-glutamine in a 37˚C humidified atmosphere without CO2.
Cells (1×106 per T75 flask) were treated during 48 h with 5 μM
DZNep, 2 mM NaBu or 1 μM SAHA provided by Sigma-Aldrich
(Saint-Louis, MI, USA) and dissolved respectively in water, ethanol
and dimethyl sulfoxide. For controls, each cell line was conditioned
in the medium without any treatment.

ChIP assays. Cells at 80% confluence were trypsinized and counted
by Millipore Scepter 2.0 Cell (Fisher Scientific, 67403 Illkirch-
Graffenstaden, France). For each treatment and cell controls, the DNA-
protein crosslinking was realized with formaldehyde (36.5%; Sigma-
Aldrich) diluted to 1% in the culture medium on 1×106 cells and 15
min-incubation was performed at room temperature. The Cross-linking
was stopped by adding 0.125 M glycin during 5 min. Then, cells were
washed with PBS-protease inhibitor and cell membranes were lysed
by HighCell ChIP Kit (Diagenode) before chromatin shearing. The
chromatin was prepared in TPX tubes (Diagenode) with shearing
buffer (S1) and 1× volume protease inhibitor (Diagenode, Liège,
Belgium). The samples were sonicated with Bioruptor® UCD-300
(Diagenode) and cooled to 4˚C with a Bioruptor® Water cooler
(Diagenode) during sonication. Five runs of 5 cycles were performed
with each cycle containing 30 sec “ON” and 30 sec “OFF” at 200
Watt. Between each run, samples were vortexed after a short spin. The
sheared chromatin was frozen at –80˚C for later use. The sonication
allowed performing chromatin fragments. The appropriate size was
around 100 to 200 bp that was checked by migration on 1.5% agarose
gel. The ChIP reactions were carried-out on SX-8G IP-Star® Compact
Automated System (Diagenode) and realized with 2 μg of Antibodies
(Abs), respectively, anti-H3K27me3 (pAb-069-050, Diagenode), anti-
H3K9ac (pAb-103-050, Diagenode), anti-H3K4ac (pAb-165-050,

Diagenode)] and non-immune rabbit IgG (Kch-504-250, Diagenode)
(e.g. negative control). They were finalized in 200 μl volume using
Auto Histone ChIP-seq kit reagents and incubated for 2 h with
correspondent Abs coated on protein A-magnetic beads, and 10 h for
IP reactions for 8 strips, at 4˚C. At the end, the input was prepared
with 2 μl chromatin in 100 μl of DIB-buffer (19).

ChIP-qPCR. After the ChIP, real-time PCR was performed in triplicate
using a ninety-six-well optical tray with optical adhesive film at a final
reaction volume of 25 μl containing DNA IP (e.g. immunoprecipited
DNA) or DNA input (e.g. total DNA) (5 μl), 1X SYBR Green
Supermix (Applied Biosystem, Foster City, California, USA) and 200
nM each of C-FOS (pp-1004-500, Diagenode) (positive control for
acetylation) or TSH2B (pp-1041-500, Diagenode) (positive control for
methylation) promoters. For other genes, Taqman Universal PCR
Master Mix was used at 1×, 400 nM each of forward and reverse
primers and 250 nM of probe. Initial denaturation at 95˚C for 10 min
to activate DNA polymerase was followed by fifty cycles of
denaturation at 95˚C for 15 sec and annealing and extension at 60˚C
for 1 min (7900HT, Real-Time PCR System; Applied Biosystems).
Primer and probe sequences were selected with the help of Primer
Express software (ABI) and expressed in Table I. The amount of 6-
FAM fluorescence released during the PCR was measured by the real-
time PCR system and was directly proportional to the amount of the
PCR generated product. The cycle number at which the fluorescence
signal crosses a detection threshold is referred to as Ct. The level of
methylation or acetylation was disclosed by the rate of IP relative to
Input. The efficiency of chromatin immunoprecipitation of particular
genomic locus can be calculated from qPCR data and reported as a
percentage of starting material: %(ChIP/Total Input)= 2^[(Ct(x%input)
– log(x%)/log2) – Ct(ChIP)] ×100% (19, 20). Before any ChIP-QPCR
analysis, we had to check the presence of activator and repressive
marks for MCF7 and MDA-MB 231 cells. Hence, for acetylation
modification, the Fold-enrichment of C-FOS (positive control) over
TSH2B (negative control) demonstrated that H3K4ac and H3K9ac
marks were increased in MCF7 and MDA-MB 231 cell lines treated
with anti-HDAC, HMTi or even without any treatment (Figure 1A).
Likewise, for methylation marks like H3K27me3, the Fold-enrichment
of TSH2B (positive control) over C-FOS (negative control) was
increased in both cell lines (Figure 1B). 

Statistical analysis. All statistical analyses were performed using the
R 3.0.1 software (21) and the statistical packages agricolae (22), HH
(23) and multcomp (24). All gathered data were statistically analyzed
by three-way ANOVA to test the level of statistical significance of
cell lines, treatments and H3 histone marks and their interactions on
the three studied genes. Post-hoc procedures were used when the F-
test was significant (p<0.05). Multiple comparisons among means
were examined by a Tukey’s test for cell lines and treatments. The
level of statistical significance was set at p<0.05.
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Table I. Primer and probe sequences use in the study.

Genes Forward primers Reverse primers Taqman Probes

P300 CGATGGCACAGGTTAGTTTCG GCGCACCGAGTAGAAAAGATTAA 6FAM-CAGCCCCGGCCTTCCACGTT-TAMRA
SRC3 AAAATTAAGGGCAGGGCTAGGA GTGCGGCCGCTTTCG 6FAM-TCCGGATCCCGAGGGAGCTCC-TAMRA
BRCA1 CCCCGTCCAGGAAGTCTCA GCGCGGGAATTACAGATAAATT 6FAM-CGAGCTCACGCCGCGCAG-TAMRA



Reverse transcription and q-PCR. For each cell line, the RNA
extraction was performed in cells, firstly washed in flask, three times
with PBS. Afterwards, cells were lysed with 5 ml of RNA B™
according to manufacturer's protocol (BioProbe). RNA samples were

verified using a NanoDrop ND-8000 Spectrophotometer. Five
micrograms of total RNA were reverse transcribed in a 15 μl total
volume using the First-Strand DNA Synthesis Kit according to the
manufacturer’s protocol (GE Healthcare Life Science, Piscataway, NJ,
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Figure 1. (A) Fold-enrichment of C-FOS (positive control) over TSH2B (negative control) demonstrated that H3K4ac and H3K9ac marks were
increased with C-FOS. (B) Fold-enrichment of TSH2B (positive control) over C-FOS (negative control) for methylation mark of H3K27me3 was
increased with TSH2B. 



USA). Reverse transcriptase was thermally inactivated (95˚C, 
10 min). Then, the cDNA was quantified with PCR, carried-out in 
96-well plates using 15 ng of cDNA in a reaction mix of 25 μl
containing 12.5 μl TaqMan® gene expression Master Mix 1X
(Applied Biosystems), 1.25 μl of each 200 nM assay on demand
corresponding respectively to the studied genes, and 0.125 μl of 18S
rRNA primers (10 μM) and 0.25 μl of 18S TaqMan probe (5 μM).
For studied genes, assay-on-demand, primers and Taqman® probes
were purchased from Applied Biosystems as follows:
BRCA1:Hs01556193_m1, P300:Hs00914223_m1 and SRC3:
Hs01105251_m1 and for 18S as followed, forward: 5’-CGG CTA
CCA CAT CCA AGG AA-3’, reverse: 5’-GCT GGA ATT ACC GCG
GCT-3’, probe: 5’-TGC TGG CAC CAG ACT TGC CCT C-3’ (VIC).
Data were collected using an ABI PRISM 7900 Sequence Detector
System (Applied Biosystems) for 50 cycles (95˚C for 15 s, 60˚C for
1 min) after an initial step (50˚C for 2 min, 95˚C for 10 min). The
fold change in expression of each gene was calculated using the
∆∆CT method, with the ribosomal 18S rRNA as an internal control.
All data were generated in triplicate and expressed as mean±SD.

Western blotting. MCF-7 and MDA-MB-231 cells treated with
DZNep, NaBu and SAHA, after 48 h they were washed three times
with PBS and lysis buffer containing 20 mM Tris (pH 8), 50 mM
EDTA, 0.8% NaCl, and 0.1% Triton X-100. Protease Inhibitor and
Phosphatase Inhibitor Cocktails (Sigma) were added. Proteins were
quantified using the Bradford Method. Twenty five mg proteins
were loaded onto 10% gels for SDS-PAGE (except for BRCA1 and
P300 proteins we used 4% gels) and electrophoresed. Then,
separated proteins were transferred to polyvinylidene difluoride
(PVDF) membrane during 1hour. After the membranes were
incubated overnight at 4˚C with Saline Tween 0.1% (TBST)
containing 5% dry milk, washed 3 times with TBST, incubated 2 h
with respectively monoclonal anti-BRCA1 Abs (1:50 [Ab-1],

(Calbiochem); polyclonal anti-P300 Abs (1:100,[N-15], (Santa Cruz
Biotechnology); polyclonal anti-SRC-3 Abs (1:500, NCOA3
[N1N2], (GeneTex) or monoclonal anti-actin Abs (1:120,000,
Calbiochem). Membranes were washed three times with TBST and
incubated for 2 h with alkaline phosphatase (AP) -conjugated
secondary antibody (1:2,000 anti-mouse IgG - AP conjugate or
1:2,000 anti-rabbit IgG-AP conjugate, Promega). Detection was
performed with Western Blue® Stabilized Substrate for AP
(Promega). 

Results 

H3 histone modifications on BRCA1, SRC3 and P300 genes
after HMTi (DZNep) and HDACi (NaBu, SAHA) treatments
in MCF7 and MDA-MB-231 breast cancer cell lines. In
Figure 2, statistical analysis by three-way ANOVA exhibited
a significant difference between the two breast cancer cell
lines (MCF7 and MDA-MB 231) with the combined effects
of the HMTi (DZNep) and HDACi (NaBu, SAHA)
treatments on the 3 histone marks (H3K9ac, H3K4ac and
H3K27me3) for BRCA1, SRC3 and p300 genes. Mean
comparisons of %(ChIP/Total Input) for the 3 different genes
were examined by a Tukey’s test between the two breast
cancer cell lines.

For the BRCA1 gene, the interactions between marks and
treatments were less important in MDA-MB 231 breast
cancer cell line than for the MCF7 breast cancer cell line.
For SRC3 gene, we also found a significant difference
between MCF7 and MDA-MB 231 breast cancer cell lines.
Percentage (ChIP/Total Input) for SRC3 gene was higher in
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Figure 2. Summary of the status of studied genes in breast cancer cell lines (MCF7 and MDA-MB 231) after HMTi (DZNep) and HDACi (NaBu,
SAHA) treatments and ChIP with Abs against the H3K9ac, H3K4ac and H3K27me3 marks. The efficiency of ChIP was calculated by qPCR for
BRCA1, P300 and SRC3 genes and reported as a percentage of starting material %(ChIP/Total Input) on the Y-axis. Anova analysis demonstrated
the significant difference between the two cell lines with Tukey’s test (p<0.05).



MCF7 compared to MDA-MB 231. At the opposite, for the
p300 gene, the difference was found higher in MDA-MB 231
breast cancer cell line than in MCF7 breast cancer cell line. 

H3 histone modifications (H3K4ac, H3K9ac and
H3K27me3) for BRCA1 gene in breast cancer cell lines
(MCF7 and MDA-MB 231) after HMTi (DZNep) and HDACi
(NaBu, SAHA) treatments.

Mark effects: Firstly, with Tukey’s test, in Figure 3, means
for the different effects of marks (H3K4ac, H3K9ac and
H3K27me3) were examined in two breast cancer cell lines
(MCF7 and MDA-MB 231). Columns with different letters
exhibited a significant difference (p<0.05). In MCF7 cells,
for BRCA1 gene, H3K4ac mark effect (a) was more
important by comparison to H3K9ac (b) and H3K27me3 (b)
marks for which their effects can be differentiated. For
MDA-MB 231 cell line, for BRCA1 gene, we demonstrated
three different effects with the 3 marks, H3K9ac (a),
H3K27me3 (b) and H3K4ac (c), by Tukey’s test that
exhibited different letters. 

Treatment effects: As presented in Figure 3, in MCF7
breast cancer cell line for BRCA1 gene, with Tukey’s test, the
SAHA (HDACi) treatment (a) was found more important and
distinct from the control (b), the DZNEP (HMTi) (b) and the
NaBu (HDACi) (b) seemed to have the same effects. In
MDA-MB 231 cell line, for BRCA1 gene, NaBu (HDACi) (a)
and SAHA (HDACi) (a) were not different from the control
(a). On the opposite, the DZNEP (HMTi) (b) exhibited a
significant decrease by comparison with the control (a). 

Mark and treatment effects: When we combined mark and
treatment effects for the BRCA1 gene with Tukey’s test, in
breast cancer cell lines, the examination of the means
showed for MCF7 cells, an increase in H3K4ac with SAHA
treatment (a) by comparison to the control (b). For BRCA1,
there was no difference for H3K4ac and DZNEP treatment
(b), H3K4ac and NaBu treatment (b) and H3K4ac with
control treatment (b). On the other hand, there were no
effects for BRCA1 gene with Tukey’s test regarding
H3K27me3 with control treatment (c) or treated with HMTi
(c) or HDACi (c) and H3K9ac with control treatment (c) or
treated with HMTi (c) or HDACi (c).

In the MDA-MB 231 cell line, for BRCA1, the examination
of means showed a significant difference with H3K27me3
with DZNEP treatment (c) compared to the correspondent
H3K27me3 with any treatment or control (ab). With SAHA-
H3K27me3 (a) and NaBu-H3K27me3 (a), Tukey’s test
revealed just an increased trend, but insignificant when
compared to the control - H3K27me3 (ab).

In addition we did not find any significant effects with the
acetylated marks and treatments or control for BRCA1 gene.
With H3K9ac-NaBu (a) and also H3K9ac-SAHA, a tendency
was exhibited but not a significant difference with H3K9ac-
control (ab). And the DZNEP (ab) has no effect on the

H3K9ac mark by comparison with H3K9ac-control (ab). For
BRCA1 gene and H3K4ac, Tukey’s test demonstrated a trend
for H3K4ac-NABu (c), H3K4ac-SAHA (c), H3K4ac-DZNEP
(c) by comparison with H3K4ac-control (bc).

H3 histone modifications (H3K4ac, H3K9ac and
H3K27me3) for SRC3 gene in breast cancer cell lines
(MCF7 and MDA-MB 231) after HMTi (DZNep) and HDACi
(NaBu, SAHA) treatments.

Mark effects: In the MCF7 breast cancer cell line for
SRC3 gene, Tukey’s test demonstrated by mean comparison
a high effect for H3K4ac mark (a) and no difference between
H3K9ac (b) and H3K27me3 (b) (Figure 4). In MDA-MB
231 cell line, for SRC3 gene, we found 3 different effects
with the 3 marks, H3K9ac (a), H3K27me3 (b) and H3K4ac
mark (c). And these effects were more important with
H3K9ac and H3K27me3 than H3K4ac.

Treatment effects: Mean comparison with Tukey’s test in
MCF7 breast cancer cell line for SRC3 gene, identified a
more important effect of SAHA (HDACi) (a) compared to
the control (b). NaBu (HDACi) (ab) showed just an
increased trend compared to the control (b). DZNEP (HMTi)
(b) was found without any effect by comparison with the
control (b) (Figure 4).

NaBu (HDACi) (a) and SAHA (HDACi) (a) were without
any effect by comparison with the control (a) by Tukey’s test
in MDA-MB 231 cell line, for SRC3 gene. Except, DZNEP
(HMTi) (b) presented a difference with the control (a)
(Figure 4).

Mark and treatment effects: For the SRC3 gene in MCF7
breast cancer cell line, Tukey’s test exhibited %(ChIP/Total
Input) mean increased significantly for H3K4ac-SAHA (a)
compared to H3K4ac-control (b) (Figure 4). Besides,
H3K4ac and NaBu treatment (ab) presented a trend to an
increase by comparison with H3K4ac-control (b) even
though this difference was not significant. In addition,
H3K4ac-DZNEP (b) was without any effect compared to
H3K4ac-control (b). Moreover H3K27me3 and H3K9ac
marks combined with all treatments were found with no
effect when compared to the correspondent control.

In MDA-MB 231 cell line, for SRC3 gene, H3K9ac-NaBu
(a) and H3K9ac-SAHA (a) were without any effect compared
to the mean exhibited by H3K9ac-control (a) (Figure 4). For
H3K9ac-DZNEP (b) the mean decreased significantly
compared to H3K9ac-control (a). Furthermore, H3K27me3-
SAHA (a) and H3K27me3-NaBu (a) showed no modification
compared to H3K27me3-control (a). At the opposite,
H3K27me3-DZNEP (cd) presented a significant decrease by
comparison to H3K27me3-control (a). For the three
treatments DZNEP (HMTi) (bc), NaBu (HDACi) (d) and
SAHA (HDACi) (d) combined with H3K4ac, the compared
means showed no difference with H3K4ac - control (cd).
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Figure 3. H3 histone mark modifications (H3K4ac, H3K9ac and H3K27me3) for BRCA1 gene in breast cancer cell lines (MCF7 and MDA-MB 231)
after HMTi (DZNep) and HDACi (NaBu, SAHA) treatments. The efficiency of ChIP was calculated by qPCR for each gene and reported as a percentage
of starting material %(ChIP/Total Input) on the Y-axis. Columns with different letters exhibited a significant difference (p<0.05) with Tukey’s test.



Dagdemir et al: HDACi and HMTi on Breast Cancer Subtype Cell Lines 

297

Figure 4. H3 histone modifications (H3K4ac, H3K9ac and H3K27me3) for SRC3 gene in breast cancer cell lines (MCF7 and MDA-MB 231) after
HMTi (DZNep) or HDACi (NaBu, SAHA) treatments. The efficiency of ChIP was calculated by qPCR for each gene and reported as a percentage
of starting material %(ChIP/Total Input) on the Y-axis. Columns with different letters exhibited a significant difference (p<0.05) with Tukey’s test.
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Figure 5. H3 histone modifications (H3K4ac, H3K9ac and H3K27me3) for p300 gene in breast cancer cell lines (MCF7 and MDA-MB 231) after
HMTi (DZNep) or HDACi (NaBu, SAHA) treatments. The efficiency of ChIP was calculated by qPCR for each gene and reported as a percentage
of starting material %( ChIP/Total Input) on the Y-axis. Columns with different letters exhibited a significant difference (p<0.05) with Tukey’s test.



H3 histone modifications (H3K4ac, H3K9ac and H3K27me3)
for p300 gene in breast cancer cell lines (MCF7 and MDA-
MB 231) after HMTi (DZNep) and HDACi (NaBu, SAHA)
treatments.

Mark effects: For the p300 gene in MCF7 breast cancer
cell line, with Tukey’s test, %(ChIP/Total Input) mean
increased significantly for H3K27me3 (a) compared to the
two other acetylated H3K4ac (b) and H3K9ac (b) marks. The
two acetylated marks, H3K4ac (b) and H3K9ac (b) were not
distinguishable with the different treatments (Figure 5). In
MDA-MB 231 cell line, for p300 gene, Tukey’s test
demonstrated by mean comparison, an important effect with
H3K4ac marks (a). H3K9ac (b) and H3K27me3 (b) showed
no modification at all (Figure 5).

Treatment effects: Mean comparison with Tukey’s test in
MCF7 breast cancer cell line for p300 gene, demonstrated no
effect of SAHA (HDACi) (a), NaBu (HDACi) (a) and DZNEP
(HMTi) (a) and by comparison with the control (a) with all the
marks. Just a trend was found with NaBu (Figure 5). In MDA-

MB 231 cell line, for the p300 gene, there was a significant
increase with SAHA (a) with all the marks, by comparison
with any treatment - the control (b). At the opposite, DZNEP
(HMTi) (b) and NaBu (HDACi) (b) showed no difference with
the control without any treatment (b) (Figure 5).

Mark and treatment effects: For p300 gene in MCF7
breast cancer cell line, with Tukey’s test, the calculated mean
corresponding to %(ChIP/Total Input) for H3K9ac-SAHA
(ab) showed just a higher trend by comparison to the
H3K9ac-control (b). For H3K9ac-NaBu (b) and H3K9ac-
DZNEP (b) there was no difference with the H3K9ac control
(b). For H3K4ac-SAHA (b), H3K4ac-NaBu (b) and H3K4ac-
DZNEP (b), no difference was found by comparison with the
H3K4ac-control (b). For H3K27me3-DZNEP (b) just a low
trend was found by comparison with the H3K27me3-control
(ab). With H3K27me3-NaBu (a) a trend to increase
compared to the H3K27me3-control (ab) was exhibited. With
H3K27me3-SAHA (ab), no difference was found with the
H3K27me3-control (ab) (Figure 5).
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Figure 6. BRCA1, SRC3 and P300 mRNA relative expression quantified by real time quantitative RT-QPCR in MCF7 and MDA-MB231 breast
cancer cell lines after treatment with DZNep, NaBu or SAHA. Target gene expression values were expressed as fold exchanges compared to untreated
cells (defined as 1). Data represented the average of the 3 replicates with respective error bars; (*p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001).



In Figure 5, for p300 gene in the MDA-MB 231 breast
cancer cell line, Tukey’s test demonstrated a significant
increase for H3K4ac-SAHA (a), H3K4ac-NaBu (b) and
H3K4ac-DZNEP (b) compared to the H3K4ac-control (c).
H3K9ac-SAHA (e) showed a significant decrease by
comparison to the H3K9ac- control (d). The H3K9ac-
DZNEP (de) presented only a trend toward decrease by
comparison to the H3K9ac-control (d). On the opposite,
H3K9ac-NaBu (e) mean decreased significantly by
comparison with the H3K9ac- control (d). For H3K27me3-
DZNEP (e) and H3K27me3-NaBu (e), comparison of means
exhibited no difference with the H3K27me3-control (e).
With H3K27me3-SAHA (de) just a trend of increase was
found by comparison to the H3K27me3 control (e).

BRCA1, SRC3 and p300 mRNA expression in MCF7 and
MDA-MB231 breast cell lines after treatment with DZNep,
NaBu or SAHA. In Figure 6, in MCF7, the DZNep (HMTi)
decreased significantly the mRNA expression of BRCA1
(p<0.001), SRC3 (p<0.001) and p300 (p<0.01) compared to
the control corresponding to untreated cells and defined as 1.
Whereas NaBu (HDACi) increased significantly compared to
the control, the expression of SRC3 (p<0.05), and p300
(p<0.05) mRNA and for BRCA1 just a trend to increase was
found. In addition, SAHA (HDACi) increased significantly
the mRNA expression for SRC3 (p<0.001) and p300
(p<0.001) genes compared to the control. For BRCA1 mRNA
expression, the increase was insignificant. In the MDA-MB
231 cell line, in Figure 6, DZNep (HMTi) decreased
significantly the mRNA expression of SRC3 (p<0.05)
compared to the control. A trend to decrease was just found
for BRCA1 and p300 mRNAs. NaBu (HDACi) seemed to
reduce significantly the mRNA expression of BRCA1
(p<0.05), SRC3 (p<0.001) and p300 (p<0.01) compared to

the control. On the other hand, SAHA (HDACi) was without
any effect on the mRNA expression for the 3 genes.

BRCA1, SRC3 and p300 protein expressions in MCF7 and
MDA-MB231 breast cancer cell lines treated with DZNep,
NaBu or SAHA. To investigate BRCA1, SRC3 and p300
protein expression, the effects of HMTi (DZNep) and
HDACi (NaBu and SAHA) in MCF7 and MDA-MB231
breast cancer cell lines were performed by western blotting
using anti-BRCA1, anti-P300 and anti-SRC-3 antibodies,
respectively. Figure 7 demonstrated that DZNep (HMTi)
scarcely decreased the expression of the studied proteins, and
NaBu (HDACi) or SAHA (HDACi) showed a trend to
increase BRCA1, SRC3 and p300 protein expression in
MCF7 and MDA-MB231 breast cancer cell lines.

Discussion

The profile of BRCA1 gene in the breast cancer cell lines
(MCF7 and MDA-MB 231) was examined by the three-way
ANOVA analysis with the combined effects of the HMTi
(DZNep) and HDACi (NaBu, SAHA) treatments on the 3
histone marks (H3K9ac, H3K4ac and H3K27me3). For the
BRCA1 gene, the interaction marks and treatments displayed
a significant difference and the effects were less important in
MDA-MB 231 breast cancer cell line than in MCF7 breast
cancer cell line. This can be explained by the fact that these
2 breast cancer cell lines had a BRCA1 allelic loss and were
wild-type for BRCA1 mutation status, but the identified
sequence variants were different and the BRCA1 promoter
region might be un-methylated in the breast cancer cell lines
(25). Moreover, Rice and Futscher, demonstrated in MCF7
that the functional 5’ regulatory region of BRCA1 CpC
islands was not methylated like normal cells like HMEC
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Figure 7. BRCA1, SRC3 and P300 protein expressions in MCF7 and MDA-MB231 breast cancer cell lines treated with DZNep, NaBu or SAHA.
Western blot analyses were performed using anti Anti-BRCA1 (1/50), Anti-P300 (1/100) and Anti-SRC-3 (1/500).



normal breast cell line. They also demonstrated that HMEC
and MCF7 breast cell lines were acetylated at histones H3
and H4. These data seemed to indicate that active
transcription of BRCA1 coincided with a non-methylated and
histone acetylated promoter (26). This can explain the results
of SAHA treatment on H3K4ac that was higher in MCF7
breast cancer cell lines by comparison to MDA-MB 231. In
MCF7, the amount of % (ChIP/Total Input) for H3K4ac-
control is important and after treatment with SAHA (HDACi)
an increase of the % of H3K4ac-SAHA was induced.

At the opposite, for the p300 gene, that is a member of the
mammalian histone acetyl transferase (HAT) family, with the
three-ways ANOVA analysis, the significant difference was
found higher in MDA-MB 231 breast cancer cell line by
comparison with MCF7 breast cancer cell line. Yang et al., 2013
reported that p300 was expressed in MDA-MB 231 and seemed
to play a critical role in driving its invasive growth (27).

However, in MDA-MB 231 breast cancer cell line,
Tukey’s test demonstrated a significant increase in H3K4ac
marks on p300 gene after treatment with SAHA and NaBu.
Besides, the expression of p300 was found increased at the
mRNA and protein levels. These results go along with other
results reported by Ogryzko et al., they demonstrated that
acetylation levels by p300 were very close to those of
hyperacetylated histones prepared from HeLa nuclei treated
with NaBu (HDACi) (28). In the same way, Davie et al. also
reported that inhibition of HDAC activity with NaBu
allowed the HAT activity of p300 to increase the histone
acetylation levels at the promoter and nearby regions (29).

Therefore, SAHA and NaBu seemed to have a critical
impact in the mesenchymal-like breast cancer due to the
overexpression of p300. These observations suggested that
p300 might be a potential therapeutic target for treating
cancer. A new anticancer agent that targets p300 called
LOO2 notably suppressed histone H3 (H3ac) and H4 (H4ac)
acetylation in cancer cell lines, including MDA-MB 231
(27). In addition, Fermento et al., also demonstrated that
inhibitors of p300 acetyltransferase activity are potent
anticancer agents and that p300 inhibition is an effective
strategy for treating triple-negative and mesenchymal-like
breast cancers (30). As a matter of fact, SRC3 expression
was found to correlate significantly to other co-factors like
p300/CBP (30). The up-regulation of SRC3 and p300/CBP
in normal and malignant tissue was consistent with mRNA
level findings (31). The observed correlation suggests a
combined function as well as a functional link for these
proteins (9, 32).

For SRC3 gene, the combined effects were found
significantly higher in MCF7 compared to MDA-MB 231,
with the three-way ANOVA analysis. MCF-7 is an ER-
positive breast cancer cell line and MDA-MB-231 is an ER-
negative breast cancer cell line. SRC3 is known as an ER-
coregulator and is amplified in breast cancer (33, 34).

Moreover, high SRC3 expression was associated with poor
DFS in patients with ER-positive tumors treated with
adjuvant tamoxifen (35). SRC3 is expressed in the ER-
negative breast cancer cell line, MDA-MB-231 and has been
shown to modulate the invasiveness of this cell line (9).

Additionally, with DZNEP, H3K27me3 showed a significant
decrease by comparison with H3K27me3-control. The DZNEP
was known to inhibit histone methylation by down-regulation
of PRC2 complex. Other studies demonstrated that DZNEP
treatment regulated gene expressions that were transcriptionally
repressive in breast cancer, by inversion of PRC2 and histone
methylation-mediated gene silencing (5, 36).

However, in MCF-7 breast cancer cell line, Tukey’s test
demonstrated a significant increase for all the acetylated
marks on SRC3 gene after HDACi treatment with SAHA or
NaBu. We also demonstrated an increase in SRC3 mRNA
and protein expressions. Nevertheless, further studies had
already demonstrated that an overexpression of SRC3 gene
was associated with a poor prognosis in breast cancer (37).
As noted earlier, SRC3 is a key co-regulator of Erα activity
and has been shown to play a role in breast cancer. Further
investigations were required to define the potential diagnosis
and prognosis role of SRC3 and its possible value as a
therapeutic target.

Concerning, HDAC inhibitors (HDACis) that have
potential as anticancer therapeutics in various tumors.
HDACis induce transcriptional up-regulation of genes by
interfering with the catalytic domain of HDACs to block
substrate recognition of these enzymes (38). So far, two
HDACi vorinostat (suberoylanilide hydroxamic acid-SAHA,
Zolinza) and depsipeptide (romidepsin, Istodax) have been
recognized for cutaneous T-cell lymphoma and peripheral T-
cell lymphoma treatment (39). 

HDACis are more effective on breast tumor cells that are
altered with vorinostat treatment in comparison with normal
cells (40). However, they have the potential to modulate ER
expression and provides novel opportunity to reverse the
resistance to hormone therapy in breast cancer. 

HDACi sodium butyrate is active on inhibition of cell
growth and apoptosis. It was shown that sodium butyrate
induced the activity of caspase-3,-8,-10 in a time- and dose-
dependent manner in human breast cancer cell line MRK-nu-
1. Moreover, sodium butyrate treatment induced DNA
fragmentation in a dose-dependent manner (41). 

Epigenetic drugs, which are effective on HAT mechanism,
were also tested for their therapeutic potential. 3-
Deazaneplanocin A (DZNep) is an inhibitor of S-
adenosylhomocysteine (AdoHcy) hydrolase and inhibits
histone methylation by downregulation of PRC2 complex
(42). Tan et al. demonstrated that DZNep regulates gene
expression in breast cancer, by inversion of PRC2 and histone
methylation-mediated gene silencing (36). They clarified that
DZNep induces apoptosis of PRC2 target genes (5).
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Conclusion

Luminal and mesenchymal-like breast cancer subtype cell
lines exhibited two different responses to HDACi treatments
(SAHA and NaBu). In luminal subtype, MCF-7 (ER-positive
cell line), an increase of BRCA1 was found with HDACis.
On the contrary, in MDA-MB-231, representative of
mesenchymal-like subtype and ER-negative breast cancer
cell line, the HDACis stayed without any effect, perhaps due
to the breast cancer cell line resistant status.
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