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Abstract. 
Head and neck squamous cell carcinoma is a heterogeneous group of tumors with each subtype having a distinct histopathological and molecular profile. Most tumors share, to some extent, the same multistep carcinogenic pathways, which include a wide variety of genetic and epigenetic changes. Epigenetic alterations represent all changes in gene expression patterns that do not alter the actual DNA sequence. Recently, it has become clear that silencing of cancer related genes is not exclusively a result of genetic changes such as mutations or deletions, but it can also be regulated on epigenetic level, mostly by means of gene promoter hypermethylation. Results from recent studies have demonstrated that DNA methylation patterns contain tumor-type-specific signatures, which could serve as biomarkers for clinical outcome in the near future. The topic of this review discusses gene promoter hypermethylation in oral and oropharyngeal squamous cell carcinoma (OSCC). The main objective is to analyse the available data on gene promoter hypermethylation of the cell cycle regulatory proteins 
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 and to investigate their clinical significance as novel biomarkers in OSCC. Hypermethylation of both genes seems to possess predictive properties for several clinicopathological outcomes. We conclude that the methylation status of 
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 is definitely a promising candidate biomarker for predicting clinical outcome of OSCC, especially for recurrence-free survival.


1. Introduction
Head and neck cancer is one of the most prevalent malignancies and causes a significant burden of morbidity and mortality each year, accounting for over half a million new cases worldwide, mostly men [1]. Traditionally this cancer encloses a wide variety of malignant tumors with squamous cell carcinoma (SCC) being, by far, the most common subtype. Each subtype is further subdivided according to anatomical location in the head and neck area, for example, oral cavity, epipharynx, oropharynx, larynx and hypopharynx, and different histopathological features [2, 3].
Tobacco and alcohol consumption are major aetiological risk factors in head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSCC) [4, 5]. These two factors contribute to the development of HNSCC, especially affecting men in advanced age and women due to increasing smoking rates among female gender during the past decades. In recent years, human papillomavirus (HPV) infection is also recognized as an important determinant for oropharyngeal cancer in a new group of nonsmoking, nondrinking younger adults who have shown increased incidence of this cancer [6, 7]. Other predisposing factors for HNSCC are exposure to radiation or environmental toxins, betel nut chewing, and immunosuppression [8].
HNSCCs have in common that they are preceded by precancerous lesions [9] and share, to some extent, the same multistep carcinogenic pathways, subsequently leading to invasive squamous cell carcinoma [3]. This multistep process includes a wide variety of genetic changes. In the past decade, it has become clear that silencing of tumor suppressor genes, one of the main principles of carcinogenesis, is not exclusively a result of genetic changes such as mutations or deletions, but can also be regulated on epigenetic level [10–12].
In contrast to genetic DNA alterations, epigenetics encompass all changes in gene expression patterns that do not alter the actual DNA sequence. One of the most extensively studied epigenetic modifications is gene promoter hypermethylation, which usually results in transcriptional inactivation of the gene. More interesting, gene silencing in cancer might occur more frequently by means of promoter hypermethylation than by DNA mutations [13]. Unlike genetic alterations (such as gene mutation or deletion), DNA hypermethylation is much more dynamic and often reversible in nature [11, 14] and is, therefore, an attractive target for new therapeutic agents.
Considering HNSCC as a highly inhomogeneous collection of tumors regarding their aetiology, histology, clinical course, and prognosis, it is quite appealing to investigate whether this heterogeneity can be attributed to differences in molecular basis, especially variations in DNA hypermethylation [3, 15]. Therefore, identification of different (epi)genetic profiles will allow for a new classification of HNSCC into molecular subtypes. Moreover, a distinct epigenetic profile, also referred to as “epigenome,” is interesting as it offers new opportunities to develop new specific biomarkers for each subtype and with that improving screening, early diagnosis, and therapeutic decision making [16].
We have chosen oral and oropharyngeal squamous cell carcinoma (OSCC) as the main focus of this review, because of the alarming increase in the incidence rates of this specific subtype [6]. Furthermore, the need for novel, more specific biomarkers in HNSCC is endorsed by the fact that, despite rapid advances in the sphere of diagnosis and therapy, the prognosis, in particular for HPV negative OSCC, has not been improved in the past decades. The prognosis remains unchanged at a five-year survival of 50% [17].
Here, we briefly review some promising epigenetic factors in OSCC. The main emphasis will be on promoter hypermethylation of the cell cycle regulatory proteins p16INK4A and p14ARF, both encoded by the CDKN2A gene, one of the most widely investigated genes in HNSCC. The aim of this review is to address the clinical significance of p16INK4A (a.k.a. p16) and p14ARF (a.k.a. p14) hypermethylation and whether they can serve as prognostic biomarkers in OSCC.
2. Brief Introduction into Gene Promoter Hypermethylation
Epigenetics mostly refers to promoter hypermethylation, next to other alterations such as histone deacetylation, global genomic hypomethylation, and histone remodelling. DNA hypermethylation represents the covalent addition of a methyl group to a cytosine nucleotide resulting in 5-methylcytosine. This modification is catalysed by the DNA methyltransferase enzyme family (DNMTs) with S-adenosyl-methionine acting as a methyl donor [11]. Cytosine methylation occurs in CpG dinucleotides that have an asymmetrical distribution throughout the genome. However, a small proportion of the CpG dinucleotides are clustered together in 500 base pair long regions, called “CpG-islands,” where they take up more than half of the nucleotides. These CpG-islands are known to be located in promoter regions of approximately 50% of mammalian genes [18].
The promoter sequence is a gene control region where general transcription factors and RNA polymerases bind, before DNA transcription is initiated. Deletions, mutations, and promoter hypermethylation are important mechanisms which can alter gene activity. According to Knudson’s two-hit hypothesis, a tumor suppressor gene is silenced when both alleles are inactivated. After a mutational first hit of one allele, promoter hypermethylation can silence the second normal allele without introducing changes into the DNA sequence. In sporadic cancer, two point mutations are rarely responsible for biallelic inactivation of tumor suppressor genes, while promoter hypermethylation of both alleles is more common [11, 19].
Under physiological conditions, there is a basic genomic methylation pattern, sometimes referred to as “methylotype” [20]. In the basic pattern the majority of genes have promoter regions with nonmethylated CpG-islands, whereas methylation of CpG dinucleotides outside these CpG-islands is abundantly present. This is thought to be part of a natural defence mechanism which safeguards the integrity of the genome during replication: on one hand by imposing transcriptional repression on large parts of mainly noncoding DNA, which may contain harmful sequences, and on the other hand allowing transcription of coding DNA through gene promoter hypomethylation [3].
In neoplastic cells, however, there is a significant shift in the basic pattern of DNA methylation characterized by increased CpG methylation in promoter regions of specific genes, mainly involved in DNA repair, apoptosis, cell cycle regulation, and tumor suppression. Simultaneously, loss of methylation in otherwise silenced regions takes place, a process named “global hypomethylation,” with increased overall gene expression level due to weakened transcriptional repression. These changes indeed affect genetic stability and contribute to cancerization of the cell. Aberrant promoter hypermethylation has been observed is almost all types of cancer, including HNSCC, and the pattern of methylation appears to be tumor type specific [16, 21]. In addition to that, the possible reversibility of abnormal methylation makes DNA hypermethylation an appealing target for new cancer-specific therapy. In fact, several chemotherapeutic agents have been found to possess demethylating properties which can reverse the transcriptional silencing of genes [22].
3. Promoter Hypermethylation in Oral and Oropharyngeal Squamous Cell Carcinoma (OSCC)
Numerous studies have investigated epigenetic alterations in OSCC and have found that promoter hypermethylation of multiple genes is highly prevalent. The silenced genes are typically tumor suppressor genes. Table 1 is a summary of sixteen genes with substantial evidence for hypermethylated promoter region in OSCC; also their reported clinicopathological associations are summarized. The inclusion criterion was hypermethylation, proven in more than one study. Furthermore, we selected and classified candidate genes according to their potential biomarker application as indicated by reported associations (Table 2). The main emphasis of this review is on the p16INK4A tumor suppressor gene because its role has been well studied in oral and oropharyngeal squamous cell carcinoma (Table 1). We also discuss the hypermethylation of the p14ARF tumor suppressor gene, which is associated with a more favourable prognosis in OSCC.
Table 1: Candidate genes frequently silenced by promoter hypermethylation in OSCC tumor tissue.
	

	Mechanism	Gene	Gene function	Clinicopathological associationa	References
	

	
								Cell cycle regulation	CYCA1	Cell cycle	Lower histological grade 	[37, 47]
	CHFR	Early G2/M checkpoint	Higher T status 	[48, 49]
	p14ARF	Proapoptosis	LNMb, T status (T2-3), advanced stage Reduced recurrence rate, favourable prognosis	[32, 40–42, 50, 51]
	p15	Cyclin-dependent kinase inhibitor 2B	Anatomic site (tongue SCC)Alcohol and tobacco use	[35, 41, 50]
	p16INK4A	Regulates cell cycle G1 progression	Larger tumor size, LNM, advanced stageYounger age, increased recurrence rate, poor prognosis	[29, 30, 32–35, 37, 40–42, 50, 52–54]
	

	DNA repair	hMSH1/hMSH2	DNA mismatch repair	—	[35, 38, 55]
	MGMT	Guanine alkylation repair	Reduced overall survival Reduced disease-free survival	[29, 35, 38, 56]
	

	Signal transduction	EDNRB	Endothelin receptor type B	Alcohol and tobacco use	[30, 34]
	RUNX3	Wnt pathway antagonist	LNM, advanced stage, poor differentiation 	[34, 38, 57, 58]
	SFRP1	Wnt pathway antagonist	Male gender	[59]
	

	Tissue invasion/metastasis	ECAD	Calcium-dependent cell-cell adhesion glycoprotein	LNM, increased metastatic potentialReduced disease-free survival	[35, 60–62]
	

	
								Tumor suppression	HIN1	Inhibitor Ras pathway	Reduced disease-free survival	[63]
	DAPK1	Proapoptosis	LNM 	[38, 41]
	DCC	Proapoptosis	Invasion of bone and deep tongueReduced survival	[30, 41]
	RASSF1A/RASSF2	Negative RAS effector, proapoptotic, microtubule stabilization	Decreased disease-free survivalradioresistance	[38, 63]
	

	Other	KIF1A	Cell division and microtubule-dependent intracellular organelle transport 	Malignant histology 	[30, 64]
	



	
		
			

				a
			

		
	
Reported significant associations and trends.

								bLymph node metastasis.


Table 2: Classification of hypermethylated candidate genes in OSCC according to their potential biomarker application.
	

	Biomarker type	Genes
	

	Diagnostic	CYCA1, EDNRB, KIF1A, RUNX3
	Prognostic	p14, p16, MGMT, ECAD, DCC, DAPK1
	Predictive	p16, RASSF
	Screening	p15, EDNRB
	





The proteins p16 and p14 are two alternative splice variants of the CDKN2A gene, located on chromosome 9p21. Both proteins function as inhibitors of cell cycle progression (Figure 1). The p16 protein promotes senescence and differentiation by interfering in the retinoblastoma (Rb) pathway. It prevents entry into S phase by inhibiting the CDK4/6-cyclin D1 complexes, thereby preventing the phosphorylation of Rb proteins. As a result, E2F transcription factors are inactivated, as the Rb-E2F complex remains intact. The p14 protein activates the tumor suppressor gene p53 by inhibiting MDM2, an ubiquitin ligase that marks p53 for degradation. which in turn leads to cell cycle arrest or apoptosis in cells [3, 23].


	
		
		
		
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
		
		
			
		
		
		
			
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
			
			
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
			
			
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
			
			
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
			
			
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
			
			
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
			
			
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
			
			
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
				
			
		
		
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
		
	










	
	
	
		
	
















	
	
	
	
	
	




	
	
	
	



	
	
	
	



	
	
	
	
	
	






	
	
	
	
	
	




	
	
	
	
	
	




	
	
	
	
	
	










	
		


	
		


	
		


	
		
			
		
			
		
	


	
		


	
		


	
	



	
	



	
		
		
			
		
	


	
		
		
			
		
	




	
		






	
	



	
		
	
	
		
		
			
	


	
		
	
	
		
		
		
			
	



	
		
		
		
		
	
	
		
		
		
		
			
	


	
		
		
			
		
	


	
		







	
		
		
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
	
	
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
	
	
		
		
	


	
		
		
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
		
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
	


	
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
	


	
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
	


	
		
	


	
		
		
		
	
	
		
	
	
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
		
		
	
	
		
	
	
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
	
	
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
	
	
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
		
	


	
		
		
	


	
		
	
	
		
	


	
		
	


	
		
	


	
		
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
		
	





	
		
	
	
		
		
	


	
		
	
	
		
		
	















Figure 1: Cell cycle arrest by CDKN2A. The CDKN2A gene encodes two alternatively spliced transcripts, p16INK4A and p14ARF, which differ in their first exon. The p16INK4A protein inhibits the CDK4/6-cyclin D1 complexes, keeping the retinoblastoma (Rb) proteins in a dephosphorylated state, and enables binding and inactivating the E2F transcription factors. Free E2F ensures the transcription of various proteins, most of them are necessary for progression to S phase. P16INK4A is also upregulated by E2F. In contrast, p14ARF stabilizes and thus activates the tumor suppressor gene p53 by inhibiting MDM2, which inactivates p53 by ubiquitin-mediated degradation. Active p53 induces the expression of p21, a negative cell cycle regulator which is an inhibitor of the CDK1-cyclin A/B complexes, thereby preventing the progression from G2 phase to metaphase. The human papillomavirus oncoproteins E6 and E7 interfere in the Rb pathway and in the p53 pathway, in order to bypass the cell cycle checkpoints. The E7 oncoprotein promotes the progression to S phase. It binds the Rb proteins and thereby releases the E2F transcription factors. The E6 protein targets p53 and induces loss of function by degradation.


In the last decade, aberrant promoter hypermethylation of p16 and p14 has been observed in oral and oropharyngeal cancer tissue (Table 1) as well as premalignant oral lesions [24–28] and histologically healthy mucosa surrounding the tumor [29–31]. More important, p16 and p14 gene inactivation is primarily due to promoter hypermethylation [32]. In one of the earliest studies focussing on OSCC as a distinct entity, Wu et al. demonstrated that the vast majority of the tumors (>80%) had loss of p16 expression [33]. Interestingly, p16 promoter hypermethylation appeared to be more common than point mutation (23% and 7%, resp.). In a Brazilian cohort of 45 patients with resected primary OSCC tumors, the methylation status of four genes was investigated and high rates of hypermethylation for CDKN2A (p16 and p14), EDNRB, RUNX3, and SFN were found [34]. They also reported more CDKN2A and EDNRB promoter region hypermethylation in subjects with lymph node metastases [34]. In an Indian cohort, four genes were selected and their methylation status was evaluated in a sample of 92 OSCC patients [30]. The promoter regions of EDNRB, KIF1A, p16, and DCC were found to be highly methylated in tumor tissue, and p16 methylation was associated with nodal involvement.
In another study, a semiquantitative approach (pyrosequencing) was adopted in order to quantify the promoter hypermethylation of five genes in OSCC samples. The association between the quantitative methylation index and clinicopathological variables was analysed [35]. No such association was observed. However, the methylation of the genes p16, CYGB, and CYCA1 was highly tumor specific because clear resection margins contained significantly less abnormal methylation for these genes. Also, hypermethylation of ECAD and RARβ was observed in tumor tissue and adjacent healthy mucosa. No significant hypermethylation was observed in healthy control tissue [30, 35].
Several studies have evaluated the presence of promoter region hypermethylation in oral premalignant lesions. In an early study, loss of p16 function was reported in a small number of patients (17/37) with leukoplakia, accounting for 5 out of 8 patients who developed malignant transformation [24]. Also, increasing p16 gene promoter hypermethylation rates were reported for mild to severe dysplastic lesions, 30% and 82%, respectively [25]. In patients with severe dysplastic epithelial lesions, Kresty et al. detected a p16 methylation rate of 57%, while p14 was methylated in 3.8% of the samples [26]. An association was found for p16 hypermethylation with loss of heterozygosity and lesions of the tongue and floor of the mouth.
Two studies investigated the prognostic significance of p16 hypermethylation in oral epithelial dysplasia [27, 28]. In the first study, a significant proportion of patients with malignant transformation of epithelial dysplasia had p16 hypermethylation compared to patients with no malignant transformation (57% versus 8%, 
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). However, p16 did not correlate with time of onset of transformation [27]. The other study supported these findings, describing a significantly higher progression rate for oral dysplasia to OSCC in p16 hypermethylated cases (43.8% versus 17.4%; OR = 3.7) [28]. This effect was more evident in patients aged above 60 years (OR = 12.0, 
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). These findings suggest that p16 hypermethylation is a powerful marker for selecting patients with precancerous lesions who are at risk for progression to malignant disease.
Although not fully convincing due to small sample size, the feasibility of p16 hypermethylation in surgical resection margins as a prognostic factor was investigated by Goldenberg and colleagues demonstrating hypermethylation in margins of three patients (3/13) with SCC of the tongue [36], and in a later study, positive margins were reported in 4 OSCC patients, of which two developed a local recurrence [37]. Recently, a prospective study including a larger number of Indian patients with SCC of the tongue showed that 43% (13/30) of histologically tumor-free margins contained p16 hypermethylation and further analysis showed a 6.3-fold increased risk for local recurrence for these 13 patients [31]. Still, the p16 methylation status did not affect the overall survival rate. Also a more recent study in OSCC resection margins could not establish a correlation between p16 hypermethylation and overall survival [38]. To our knowledge, these two studies are the first to evaluate the significance of p16 hypermethylation as a predictive and prognostic marker in surgical resection margins. Further research is needed to investigate whether intraoperative p16 hypermethylation analysis in surgical margins results in more accurate resection with less recurrence compared to the conventional histopathological assessment.
The fact that aberrant promoter hypermethylation of p16 and p14 is detected in both peritumoral tissue and premalignant lesions suggests that these epigenetic alterations are an early event making tissue more prone to neoplastic transformation. These findings are in concordance with the concept of “field cancerization,” originally proposed by Slaughter et al. in 1953 to explain the high recurrence rates of head and neck cancer [39]. They hypothesized that multiple acquired genetic defects in large patches of mucosa in the upper aerodigestive tract make morphologically normal epithelium prone to dysplastic or malignant transformation [3, 39]. This so-called “fields” are not limited to the boundaries of the malignancy but extend into surgical resection margins and increase the risk of local relapse or a second primary tumor.
4. Promoter Hypermethylation and Clinicopathological Associations
Many studies have described correlations between p16 and p14 promoter hypermethylation and different clinical outcomes in OSCC (Table 1). In the study of Sailasree et al., both p14 and p16 hypermethylation was investigated in respect to outcome in OSCC. A significant association with favourable outcome was found in OSCC with p14 hypermethylation, whereas p16 hypermethylation is associated with poor survival [40]. However, reports on other clinicopathological associations are more inconsistent. In a cohort of 96 OSCCs aberrant methylation of p16 and p14 was observed in 29% and 14% of the tumors, respectively [41]. Younger age and tumor size (lower T stage) were significantly associated with p16 hypermethylation; remarkably p14 hypermethylation was significantly associated with a longer overall survival time. Similar results by Ishida et al. related hypermethylation of p14 to tobacco and alcohol consumption, increased lymph node invasion, and higher clinical stage [42]. p16 hypermethylation correlated with increased tumor size and higher clinical stage, although association did not reach significance. In another study, these findings were verified in an Indian cohort of 116 OSCC patients [40]. They found that cases with hypermethylation of p16 had a threefold higher risk for disease recurrence (RR = 3.3), whereas p14 methylation was significantly associated with reduced recurrence rate (RR = 0.109). Hypermethylation of both markers did not show any correlation with overall survival rates; yet, high p16 protein expression was associated with reduced residual disease after treatment (RR = 0.351) and increased overall survival during followup (RR = 0.318). More recently, a study in buccal SCC, one of the most frequent types of OSCC, indicated a relation between p16 hypermethylation and lymph node metastasis and poor overall survival [43]. However, in concordance with previous studies, such relation did not reach level of significance in multivariate analysis.
To our knowledge, there are few studies that address a possible link between p16 or p14 promoter hypermethylation and HPV infection in OSCC. In a small cohort of 24 oral and oropharyngeal SCC samples, HPV 16 positive tumors seemed to correlate with p16 overexpression, but not with p16 hypermethylation [44]. This association was also absent in a Brazilian cohort predominated by SCC of the oral cavity (90%) [34]. However, one recent case-control study found a significantly higher prevalence rate (69.2%) for p16 hypermethylation in HPV 16 infected oral epithelial dysplasia samples, compared to noninfected samples (20.8%) [45]. DNMT1 and DNMT3b levels did not correlate with HPV status or p16 hypermethylation. Since HPV positive tumors are more likely to overexpress p16, the authors hypothesize that the observed association between HPV 16 and p16 hypermethylation could explain the unusual low p16 protein expression in a subset of HPV positive tumors with less favourable prognosis. More clinical evidence is needed to back up this hypothesis. For future research, it would be appealing to investigate the molecular impact of HPV infection on epigenetic regulation, with particular attention to p16 promoter hypermethylation, and if there is a modifying relation to elucidate the molecular advantages for HPV in adopting a mechanism that downregulates p16.
Thus, the available data from recent studies in OSCC carefully suggest that promoter hypermethylation of p16 and p14 is tumor specific, since transcriptional silencing of both genes by hypermethylation is highly prevalent in tumor tissue and rather lacking in healthy controls. Based on reported clinical associations, we conclude that there is sufficient evidence in OSCC for p16 hypermethylation as a predictive marker for a less favourable clinical outcome. Vice versa, high p16 expression levels, proven by immunohistochemistry, are associated with improved prognosis [46], which supports our previous conclusion. However, clinical impact of p16 hypermethylation on overall survival remains inconclusive. Therefore, we acknowledge the potential application of p16 hypermethylation as a biomarker for recurrence in OSCC. There is a need for larger survival studies in order to overcome the current inconsistency in the literature and to investigate whether p16 hypermethylation is applicable as a fully independent prognostic marker. First results regarding p14 hypermethylation are promising; still, the available evidence on OSCC is too limited to draw conclusions. Aberrant p14 hypermethylation certainly deserves more attention and hopefully more research will be dedicated to the clinical significance of this tumor suppressor gene.
5. Conclusion
Thanks to advances in the field of epigenetics, our understanding of the molecular origin of cancer has changed rapidly. There is now sufficient and well-established evidence that epigenetic DNA alterations play a decisive role in the development of cancer by regulating the transcription of many (tumor suppressor) genes. Furthermore, it has become clear that in many tumor types specific epigenetic features can be distinguished and that DNA hypermethylation is a major determinant of the “epigenome.” The key question remains whether extended knowledge of cancer epigenetics will result in a new molecular classification of this disease in well-defined and more uniform subcategories.
In this review we have focussed on oral and oropharyngeal squamous cell carcinoma as subcategories of HNSCC, which are likely to have their own distinct epigenetic profile. How these differences do occur is not clear, but they might be explained by the alternative aetiologies of head and neck tumors since risk factor exposure is different for age, ethnicity, and geographic location.
Concerning the objective of this review, to address the feasibility of aberrant promoter hypermethylation of p16 and p14 as biomarkers in OSCC, one can draw several conclusions based on the available reports. First, aberrant hypermethylation of p16 and p14 is a cancer-specific finding, since it is significantly observed in OSCC and is not likely to be found in healthy control tissue. Secondly, promoter hypermethylation of p16 and p14 occurs early in the process of cancerization, as both are detected in oral precancerous lesions as well as peritumoral tissue. Last but not least, a growing body of evidence has confirmed the predictive value of p16 promoter hypermethylation for several clinicopathological parameters, including progression of premalignant lesions to OSCC, advanced disease, local recurrence, and disease-specific survival. The methylation status of p16 is definitely interesting as a candidate biomarker for predicting the clinical course of OSCC. However, more prospective studies are needed to affirm the clinical applicability of p16 hypermethylation in larger groups of patients. Early assessment of p16 hypermethylation might enable the identification of subgroups of patients with poor prognosis, who might require a different therapeutic approach. Therefore, we recommend future research to explore the position of this biomarker in the clinical management of OSCC and to evaluate whether it can contribute to personalised treatment strategies.
Conflict of Interests
The authors declare that they have no conflict of interests.
Acknowledgment
S. M. Willems is funded by the Dutch Cancer Society (clinical fellowship: 2011-4964).
References
	J. Ferlay, H. Shin, F. Bray, D. Forman, C. Mathers, and D. M. Parkin, “Estimates of worldwide burden of cancer in 2008: GLOBOCAN 2008,” International Journal of Cancer, vol. 127, no. 12, pp. 2893–2917, 2010.
	E. E. Vokes, R. R. Weichselbaum, S. M. Lippman, and W. K. H. Waun Ki Hong, “Medical progress: head and neck cancer,” New England Journal of Medicine, vol. 328, no. 3, pp. 184–194, 1993.
	C. R. Leemans, B. J. M. Braakhuis, and R. H. Brakenhoff, “The molecular biology of head and neck cancer,” Nature Reviews Cancer, vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 9–22, 2011.
	W. J. Blot, J. K. McLaughlin, D. M. Winn et al., “Smoking and drinking in relation to oral and pharyngeal cancer,” Cancer Research, vol. 48, no. 11, pp. 3282–3287, 1988.
	A. J. Tuyns, J. Esteve, L. Raymond et al., “Cancer of the larynx/hypopharynx, tobacco and alcohol: IARC international case-control study in Turin and Varese (Italy), Zaragoza and Navarra (Spain), Geneva (Switzerland) and Calvados (France),” International Journal of Cancer, vol. 41, no. 4, pp. 483–491, 1988.
	M. P. Curado and M. Hashibe, “Recent changes in the epidemiology of head and neck cancer,” Current Opinion in Oncology, vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 194–200, 2009.
	G. D'Souza, A. R. Kreimer, R. Viscidi et al., “Case-control study of human papillomavirus and oropharyngeal cancer,” New England Journal of Medicine, vol. 356, no. 19, pp. 1944–1956, 2007.
	D. Goldenberg, J. Lee, W. M. Koch et al., “Habitual risk factors for head and neck cancer,” Otolaryngology-Head and Neck Surgery, vol. 131, no. 6, pp. 986–993, 2004.
	R. Díez-Pérez, J. Campo-Trapero, J. Cano-Sánchez et al., “Methylation in oral cancer and pre-cancerous lesions (review),” Oncology Reports, vol. 25, no. 5, pp. 1203–1209, 2011.
	P. A. Jones and S. B. Baylin, “The fundamental role of epigenetic events in cancer,” Nature Reviews Genetics, vol. 3, no. 6, pp. 415–428, 2002.
	J. G. Herman and S. B. Baylin, “Gene silencing in cancer in association with promoter hypermethylation,” New England Journal of Medicine, vol. 349, no. 21, pp. 2042–2054, 2003.
	S. B. Baylin and P. A. Jones, “A decade of exploring the cancer epigenome-biological and translational implications,” Nature Reviews Cancer, vol. 11, no. 10, pp. 726–734, 2011.
	J. Stebbing, M. Bower, N. Syed, P. Smith, V. Yu, and T. Crook, “Epigenetics: an emerging technology in the diagnosis and treatment of cancer,” Pharmacogenomics, vol. 7, no. 5, pp. 747–757, 2006.
	R. L. Momparler, “Cancer epigenetics,” Oncogene, vol. 22, no. 43, pp. 6479–6483, 2003.
	R. Sankaranarayanan, E. Masuyer, R. Swaminathan, J. Ferlay, and S. Whelan, “Head and neck cancer: a global perspective on epidemiology and prognosis,” Anticancer Research B, vol. 18, no. 6, pp. 4779–4786, 1998.
	P. W. Laird, “The power and the promise of DNA methylation markers,” Nature Reviews Cancer, vol. 3, no. 4, pp. 253–266, 2003.
	A. Jemal, R. Siegel, E. Ward, T. Murray, J. Xu, and M. J. Thun, “Cancer statistics, 2007,” Ca-A Cancer Journal for Clinicians, vol. 57, no. 1, pp. 43–66, 2007.
	F. Antequera and A. Bird, “Number of CpG islands and genes in human and mouse,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, vol. 90, no. 24, pp. 11995–11999, 1993.
	M. L. Veigl, L. Kasturi, J. Olechnowicz et al., “Biallelic inactivation of hMLH1 by epigenetic gene silencing, a novel mechanism causing human MSI cancers,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, vol. 95, no. 15, pp. 8698–8702, 1998.
	M. Esteller, “Cancer epigenetics: DNA methylation and chromatin alterations in human cancer,” Advances in Experimental Medicine and Biology, vol. 532, pp. 39–49, 2003.
	J. F. Costello, M. C. Frühwald, D. J. Smiraglia et al., “Aberrant CpG-island methylation has non-random and tumour-type-specific patterns,” Nature Genetics, vol. 24, no. 2, pp. 132–138, 2000.
	C. B. Yoo and P. A. Jones, “Epigenetic therapy of cancer: past, present and future,” Nature Reviews Drug Discovery, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 37–50, 2006.
	M. Pérez-Sayáns, J. M. Suárez-Peñaranda, P. Gayoso-Diz, F. Barros-Angueira, J. M. Gándara-Rey, and A. García-García, “
	
		
			
				p
				1
				6
			

			
				I
				N
				K
			

			

				4
			

			

				A
			

		
	
/CDKN2 expression and its relationship with oral squamous cell carcinoma is our current knowledge enough?” Cancer Letters, vol. 306, no. 2, pp. 134–141, 2011.
	V. Papadimitrakopoulou, J. Izzo, S. M. Lippman et al., “Frequent inactivation of p16(INK4α) in oral premalignant lesions,” Oncogene, vol. 14, no. 15, pp. 1799–1803, 1997.
	V. A. Papadimitrakopoulou, J. Izzo, L. Mao et al., “Cyclin D1 and p16 alterations in advanced premalignant lesions of the upper aerodigestive tract: role in response to chemoprevention and cancer development,” Clinical Cancer Research, vol. 7, no. 10, pp. 3127–3134, 2001.
	L. A. Kresty, S. R. Mallery, T. J. Knobloch et al., “Alterations of 
	
		
			
				p
				1
				6
			

			
				I
				N
				K
			

			

				4
			

			

				A
			

		
	
 and 
	
		
			
				p
				1
				4
			

			
				A
				R
				F
			

		
	
 in patients with severe oral epithelial dysplasia,” Cancer Research, vol. 62, no. 18, pp. 5295–5300, 2002.
	G. L. Hall, R. J. Shaw, E. A. Field et al., “p16 promoter methylation is a potential predictor of malignant transformation in oral epithelial dysplasia,” Cancer Epidemiology Biomarkers and Prevention, vol. 17, no. 8, pp. 2174–2179, 2008.
	J. Cao, J. Zhou, Y. Gao et al., “Methylation of p16 CpG island associated with malignant progression of oral epithelial dysplasia: a prospective cohort study,” Clinical Cancer Research, vol. 15, no. 16, pp. 5178–5183, 2009.
	K. Kato, A. Hara, T. Kuno et al., “Aberrant promoter hypermethylation of p16 and MGMT genes in oral squamous cell carcinomas and the surrounding normal mucosa,” Journal of Cancer Research and Clinical Oncology, vol. 132, no. 11, pp. 735–743, 2006.
	J. Kaur, S. Demokan, S. C. Tripathi et al., “Promoter hypermethylation in Indian primary oral squamous cell carcinoma,” International Journal of Cancer, vol. 127, no. 10, pp. 2367–2373, 2010.
	P. Sinha, S. Bahadur, A. Thakar et al., “Significance of promoter hypermethylation of p16 gene for margin assessment in carcinoma tongue,” Head and Neck, vol. 31, no. 11, pp. 1423–1430, 2009.
	S. Ohta, H. Uemura, Y. Matsui et al., “Alterations of p16 and 
	
		
			
				p
				1
				4
			

			
				A
				R
				F
			

		
	
 genes and their 9p21 locus in oral squamous cell carcinoma,” Oral Surgery, Oral Medicine, Oral Pathology, Oral Radiology and Endodontology, vol. 107, no. 1, pp. 81–91, 2009.
	C. L. Wu, L. Roz, S. McKown et al., “DNA studies underestimate the major role of CDKN2A inactivation in oral and oropharyngeal squamous cell carcinomas,” Genes Chromosomes and Cancer, vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 16–25, 1999.
	M. de Freitas Cordeiro-Silva, E. Stur, L. P. Agostini, et al., “Promoter hypermethylation in primary squamous cell carcinoma of the oral cavity and oropharynx: a study of a Brazilian cohort,” Molecular Biology Reports, vol. 39, no. 12, pp. 10111–10119, 2012.
	M. Viswanathan, N. Tsuchida, and G. Shanmugam, “Promoter hypermethylation profile of tumor-associated genes p16, p15, hMLH1, MGMT and E-cadherin in oral squamous cell carcinoma,” International Journal of Cancer, vol. 105, no. 1, pp. 41–46, 2003.
	D. Goldenberg, S. Harden, B. G. Masayesva et al., “Intraoperative molecular margin analysis in head and neck cancer,” Archives of Otolaryngology-Head and Neck Surgery, vol. 130, no. 1, pp. 39–44, 2004.
	R. J. Shaw, T. Liloglou, S. N. Rogers et al., “Promoter methylation of P16, RARβ, E-cadherin, cyclin A1 and cytoglobin in oral cancer: quantitative evaluation using pyrosequencing,” British Journal of Cancer, vol. 94, no. 4, pp. 561–568, 2006.
	G. Supic, R. Kozomara, N. Jovic, K. Zeljic, and Z. Magic, “Prognostic significance of tumor-related genes hypermethylation detected in cancer-free surgical margins of oral squamous cell carcinomas,” Oral Oncology, vol. 47, no. 8, pp. 702–708, 2011.
	D. P. Slaughter, H. W. Southwick, and W. Smejkal, “Field cancerization in oral stratified squamous epithelium; clinical,” Cancer, vol. 6, no. 5, pp. 963–968, 1953.
	R. Sailasree, A. Abhilash, K. M. Sathyan, K. R. Nalinakumari, S. Thomas, and S. Kannan, “Differential roles of 
	
		
			
				p
				1
				6
			

			
				I
				N
				K
			

			

				4
			

			

				A
			

		
	
 and 
	
		
			
				p
				1
				4
			

			
				A
				R
				F
			

		
	
 genes in prognosis of oral carcinoma,” Cancer Epidemiology Biomarkers and Prevention, vol. 17, no. 2, pp. 414–420, 2008.
	K. Ogi, M. Toyota, M. Ohe-Toyota et al., “Aberrant methylation of multiple genes and clinicopathological features in oral squamous cell carcinoma,” Clinical Cancer Research, vol. 8, no. 10, pp. 3164–3171, 2002.
	E. Ishida, M. Nakamura, M. Ikuta et al., “Promotor hypermethylation of 
	
		
			
				p
				1
				4
			

			
				A
				R
				F
			

		
	
 is a key alteration for progression of oral squamous cell carcinoma,” Oral Oncology, vol. 41, no. 6, pp. 614–622, 2005.
	Y. Dong, J. Wang, F. Dong, X. Wang, and Y. Zhang, “The correlations between alteration of p16 gene and clinicopathological factors and prognosis in squamous cell carcinomas of the buccal mucosa,” Journal of Oral Pathology and Medicine, vol. 41, no. 6, pp. 463–469, 2012.
	E. M. O'Regan, M. E. Toner, S. P. Finn et al., “
	
		
			
				p
				1
				6
			

			
				I
				N
				K
			

			

				4
			

			

				A
			

		
	
 genetic and epigenetic profiles differ in relation to age and site in head and neck squamous cell carcinomas,” Human Pathology, vol. 39, no. 3, pp. 452–458, 2008.
	T. Fonseca-Silva, L. C. Farias, C. M. Cardoso et al., “Analysis of p16CDKN2A methylation and HPV-16 infection in oral mucosal dysplasia,” Pathobiology, vol. 79, no. 2, pp. 94–100, 2012.
	P. M. Weinberger, Z. Yu, B. G. Haffty et al., “Prognostic significance of p16 protein levels in oropharyngeal squamous cell cancer,” Clinical Cancer Research, vol. 10, no. 17, pp. 5684–5691, 2004.
	R. J. Shaw, G. L. Hall, D. Lowe et al., “CpG island methylation phenotype (CIMP) in oral cancer: associated with a marked inflammatory response and less aggressive tumour biology,” Oral Oncology, vol. 43, no. 9, pp. 878–886, 2007.
	S. Baba, A. Hara, K. Kato et al., “Aberrant promoter hypermethylation of the CHFR gene in oral squamous cell carcinomas,” Oncology Reports, vol. 22, no. 5, pp. 1173–1179, 2009.
	M. Toyota, Y. Sasaki, A. Satoh et al., “Epigenetic inactivation of CHFR in human tumors,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, vol. 100, no. 13, pp. 7818–7823, 2003.
	S. Shintani, Y. Nakahara, M. Mihara, Y. Ueyama, and T. Matsumura, “Inactivation of the 
	
		
			
				p
				1
				4
			

			
				A
				R
				F
			

		
	
, 
	
		
			
				p
				1
				5
			

			
				I
				N
				K
			

			

				4
			

			

				B
			

		
	
 and 
	
		
			
				p
				1
				6
			

			
				I
				N
				K
			

			

				4
			

			

				A
			

		
	
 genes is a frequent event in human oral squamous cell carcinomas,” Oral Oncology, vol. 37, no. 6, pp. 498–504, 2001.
	D. M. Kordi-Tamandani, A. Moazeni-Roodi, M. A. R. Ladez, M. Hashemi, E. Birjandian, and A. Torkamanzehi, “Analysis of methylation patterns and expression profiles of 
	
		
			
				p
				1
				4
			

			
				A
				R
				F
			

		
	
 gene in patients with oral squamous cell carcinoma,” International Journal of Biological Markers, vol. 25, no. 2, pp. 99–103, 2010.
	Y. Nakahara, S. Shintani, M. Mihara, Y. Ueyama, and T. Matsumura, “High frequency of homozygous deletion and methylation of 
	
		
			
				p
				1
				6
			

			
				I
				N
				K
			

			

				4
			

			

				A
			

		
	
 gene in oral squamous cell carcinomas,” Cancer Letters, vol. 163, no. 2, pp. 221–228, 2001.
	M. J. Huang, K. T. Yeh, H. C. Shih et al., “The correlation between CpG methylation and protein expression of P16 in oral squamous cell carcinomas,” International Journal of Molecular Medicine, vol. 10, no. 5, pp. 551–554, 2002.
	K. T. Yeh, J. G. Chang, T. H. Lin et al., “Epigenetic changes of tumor suppressor genes, P15, P16, VHL and P53 in oral cancer,” Oncology Reports, vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 659–663, 2003.
	R. Czerninski, S. Krichevsky, Y. Ashhab, D. Gazit, V. Patel, and D. Ben-Yehuda, “Promoter hypermethylation of mismatch repair genes, hMLH1 and hMSH2 in oral squamous cell carcinoma,” Oral Diseases, vol. 15, no. 3, pp. 206–213, 2009.
	S. H. Huang, H. S. Lee, K. Mar, D. Ji, M. Huang, and K. Hsia, “Loss expression of O6-methylguanine DNA methyltransferase by promoter hypermethylation and its relationship to betel quid chewing in oral squamous cell carcinoma,” Oral Surgery, Oral Medicine, Oral Pathology, Oral Radiology and Endodontology, vol. 109, no. 6, pp. 883–889, 2010.
	G. Supic, R. Kozomara, N. Jovic, K. Zeljic, and Z. Magic, “Hypermethylation of RUNX3 but not WIF1 gene and its association with stage and nodal status of tongue cancers,” Oral Diseases, vol. 17, no. 8, pp. 794–800, 2011.
	F. Gao, C. Huang, M. Lin et al., “Frequent inactivation of RUNX3 by promoter hypermethylation and protein mislocalization in oral squamous cell carcinomas,” Journal of Cancer Research and Clinical Oncology, vol. 135, no. 5, pp. 739–747, 2009.
	Y. Sogabe, H. Suzuki, M. Toyota et al., “Epigenetic inactivation of SFRP genes in oral squamous cell carcinoma,” International Journal of Oncology, vol. 32, no. 6, pp. 1253–1261, 2008.
	H. W. Chang, V. Chow, K. Y. Lam, W. I. Wei, and A. P. WingYuen, “Loss of E-cadherin expression resulting from promoter hypermethylation in oral tongue carcinoma and its prognostic significance,” Cancer, vol. 94, no. 2, pp. 386–392, 2002.
	R. V. de Moraes, D. T. Oliveira, G. Landman et al., “E-cadherin abnormalities resulting from CPG methylation promoter in metastatic and nonmetastatic oral cancer,” Head and Neck, vol. 30, no. 1, pp. 85–92, 2008.
	K. T. Yeh, M. C. Shih, T. H. Lin et al., “The correlation between CpG methylation on promoter and protein expression of E-cadherin in oral squamous cell carcinoma,” Anticancer Research C, vol. 22, no. 6, pp. 3971–3975, 2002.
	K. H. Huang, S. F. Huang, I.-H. Chen, C. Liao, H. Wang, and L. Hsieh, “Methylation of RASSF1A, RASSF2A, and HIN-1 is associated with poor outcome after radiotherapy, but not surgery, in oral squamous cell carcinoma,” Clinical Cancer Research, vol. 15, no. 12, pp. 4174–4180, 2009.
	K. M. Pattani, Z. Zhang, S. Demokan et al., “Endothelin receptor type B gene promoter hypermethylation in salivary rinses is independently associated with risk of oral cavity cancer and premalignancy,” Cancer Prevention Research, vol. 3, no. 9, pp. 1093–1103, 2010.


OEBPS/page-template.xpgt
 

   


     
	 
    

     
	 
    


     
	 
    


     
         
             
             
             
        
    

  





OEBPS/pageMap.xml
 
                                 
                                



OEBPS/Fonts/xits-italic.otf


OEBPS/Fonts/xits-bolditalic.otf


OEBPS/Fonts/xits-regular.otf


OEBPS/Fonts/xits-math.otf


