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Abstract: In a screen of over 200 novel pyrazole compounds, ethyl 1-(2-hydroxypentyl)-5-(3-(3-
(trifluoromethyl) phenyl)ureido)-1H-pyrazole-4-carboxylate (named GeGe-3) has emerged as a poten-
tial anticancer compound. GeGe-3 displays potent anti-angiogenic properties through the presump-
tive targeting of the protein kinase DMPK1 and the Ca2*-binding protein calreticulin. We further
explored the anticancer potential of GeGe-3 on a range of established cancer cell lines, including PC3
(prostate adenocarcinoma), SKMEL-28 (cutaneous melanoma), SKOV-3 (ovarian adenocarcinoma),
Hep-G2 (hepatocellular carcinoma), MDA-MB231, SKBR3, MCF7 (breast adenocarcinoma), A549
(lung carcinoma), and HeLa (cervix epithelioid carcinoma). At concentrations in the range of 10 uM,
GeGe-3 significantly restricted cell proliferation and metabolism. GeGe-3 also reduced PC3 cell
migration in a standard wound closure and trans-well assay. Together, these results confirm the
anticancer potential of GeGe-3 and underline the need for more detailed pre-clinical investigations

into its molecular targets and mechanisms of action.
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1. Introduction

Pyrazoles are molecules characterised by a 5-membered heterocycle with three car-
bon atoms and two adjacent nitrogen atoms. The pyrazole scaffold is very versatile and
utilised in a wide range of drugs displaying a broad range of pharmacological activities,
including anti-inflammatory, anticancer, anti-infective and many others [1-3]. One of the
best-known examples of a successful pyrazole-based drug is the drug celecoxib, a non-
steroidal anti-inflammatory drug (NSAID) that selectively inhibits COX-2, used to treat
pain and inflammation in a range of conditions [4]. There has also been a considerable
amount of progress in developing pyrazole derivatives as potential anticancer drugs [5-8].
In the latter context, the pyrazole scaffold has proven to be especially useful for the de-
sign of protein kinase inhibitors. A significant proportion of novel, US Food and Drug
Administration-approved protein kinase inhibitors are based on pyrazole chemistry; these
include avapritinib, crizotinib, encorafenib, pralsetinib, ruxolitinib, and pirtobrutinib [9].
Their structures are illustrated in Figure 1, compared to GeGe-3.

In fact, over the last ten years, more than 200 pyrazole compounds have been screened
in the search for novel therapeutic agents for cancer treatment with an emphasis on iden-
tifying compounds that work through the modulation of angiogenesis. In this context,
we have observed that several experimental pyrazole compounds were able to modulate
ERK1/2, p38MAPK and AKT activities in VEGF-stimulated human umbilical vein en-
dothelial cells (HUVECS). In particular, ethyl 1-(2-hydroxypentyl)-5-(3-(3-(trifluoromethyl)
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phenyl)ureido)-1H-pyrazole-4-carboxylate (henceforth named GeGe-3, Figure 1) emerged
as a promising anti-angiogenic compound, with evidence suggesting that it targets dys-
trophia myotonica protein kinase 1 (DMPK1) [10]. GeGe-3 inhibits HUVEC (human
umbilical vein endothelial cell) proliferation and endothelial tube formation, impairing
inter-segmental angiogenesis during the development of zebrafish embryos and blocks
angiogenesis in mice, and as a result impairs the growth of subcutaneously xenografted
Lewis Lung Carcinoma cells [11]. Additional experiments, confirmed by in silico molecu-
lar docking studies, led to the identification of several additional candidate intracellular
GeGe-3 targets that include calreticulin, a multifunctional Ca?*-binding protein [12].
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Figure 1. Molecular structure of a range of pyrazole-based drugs used in cancer therapy [9] com-
pared to our lead compound ethyl 1-(2-hydroxypentyl)-5-(3-(3-(trifluoromethyl)phenyl)ureido)-1H-
pyrazole-4-carboxylate (named GeGe-3).

Calreticulin displays multiple biochemical activities (including roles in calcium home-
ostasis, oxidative stress reactions and lectin binding). Because of these multiple biochemical
activities, calreticulin is involved in distinct cellular processes including cell adhesion,
cell—cell interactions, migration, phagocytosis, immune responses, cell proliferation, differ-
entiation, and apoptosis [13-16]. Calreticulin dysfunction is also important in cancer, both
in the context of tumor formation and at different clinical stages of the disease [17,18].

We originally demonstrated that GeGe-3 alters calcium intracellular traffic in HUVEC
cells in a concentration dependent fashion, most likely due to its binding to calreticulin.
This effect, in turn, alters the organization of the cytoskeleton, with F-actin moving to the
cortical cell region, an expected result when calcium mobilization is altered. Focal adhesion
kinase (FAK, also known as PTK2) expression is negatively modulated by the treatment of
HUVEC cells with GeGe-3. For these reasons, it is likely that GeGe-3's anti-angiogenetic
activity is mediated by its binding to calreticulin, affecting calcium mobilization, F-actin
localization and FAK down-regulation.

In subsequent studies, GeGe-3 was shown to affect crosstalk between pancreatic cancer
cells and the tumor microenvironment. A major player in this crosstalk is annexin A1. It acts
in a paracrine fashion to activate endothelial cells and is secreted through micro-vesicles. Its
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ability to interact with cell membrane phospholipids is also regulated by Ca*. The annexin
Al mimetic peptide Ac2-26 can be used to promote endothelial cell motility; this process is
blocked by GeGe-3, contributing to the inhibition of angiogenesis [19]. The inhibition of
calcium mobilization in HUVEC cells caused by GeGe-3 also prevents the translocation
of annexin Al to the plasma membrane. The translocation of annexin Al to the plasma
membrane is dependent on phosphorylation of serine 27 by PKCa [20]. PKCa pathways
appear strongly inhibited by GeGe-3, suggesting a mechanism for the failed localization of
annexin Al to the plasma membrane [19].

Taken together, these findings have prompted us to consider GeGe-3 as a priority
compound in a library of potential antitumor agents developed by Dr Chiara Brullo and
colleagues, requiring detailed investigation. The aim of the present study was to further
explore the anticancer properties GeGe-3 by administering it to a wide range of cancer cell
lines, measuring the effect on cell proliferation, viability, and migration.

2. Results and Discussion
2.1. Effect of GeGe-3 on Cell Proliferation

GeGe-3 is among a growing list of pyrazole-based compounds that display anticancer
properties: several compounds have been tested for this purpose over the last decade and
a half [21-24]. To investigate the effect of GeGe-3 on cell proliferation, we selected the
well-studied prostate adenocarcinoma cell line PC3. Calreticulin, a GeGe-3 target, may
affect prostate cancer progression; in PC3 cells, it promotes 31-integrin mRNA stability [25].
Integrins are receptors involved in cell adhesion with roles in metastasis, and targets for
the development of therapies that prevent disease progression [26]. We seeded 50,000 PC3
cells per ml into 24-well plates and treated them with GeGe-3 at concentrations ranging
from 1 uM to 50 uM. A viable cell count was performed at 24, 48 and 72-h after exposure
to GeGe-3. We noticed a pronounced and progressive reduction in viable cell numbers
over the 72-h interval, particularly at concentrations of 10 uM and above (Figure 2A). Next,
we performed a cell confluence assay using an Incucyte instrument, focusing on a lower
range of GeGe-3 concentrations (1-16 uM) as these concentrations were sufficient to exert
an effect on PC-3 viable cell numbers. Cell confluence was measured over a 72-h period.
Cells exposed to up to 5 uM GeGe-3 broadly increased their confluence comparable to the
controls; when exposed to 10 pM and above, cell confluence did not increase significantly
and even declined with 16 uM GeGe-3 (Figure 2B). Together, these experiments demonstrate
that GeGe-3, at a concentration of 10 uM, severely restricts the ability of PC3 prostate cancer
cells to proliferate.
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Figure 2. The effect of GeGe-3 on cell viability in PC3 prostate cancer cells. (A) Cells were seeded at
50,000 cells/mL and exposed to 1, 10, 20 and 50 uM GeGe-3. A trypan blue cell viability assay was
performed at 24-, 48- and 72-h post-treatment. The percentage of viable cells is shown. N = 3. (B) Cell
confluence was measured using the IncuCyte live cell imager over a 72-h period in PC3 cells. N = 6.
Indicates significant differences (* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01).
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2.2. Effect of GeGe-3 on Cell Metabolism

The MTT assay is a widely used technique to measure cell viability through metabolism.
The basis of the assay is that MTT, a yellow tetrazole, is actively reduced to purple formazan
in living, metabolically active cells. We assessed the effect of GeGe-3 on cell metabolism,
initially in PC3 cells, over a period of 72 h following exposure to GeGe-3. Control cells, or
cells exposed to vehicle proliferated normally, but the addition of GeGe-3 (1, 10, 20 and
50 uM) appeared to decrease cell viability significantly. This increased over time and was
most apparent 72 h after treatment (Figure 3A).
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Figure 3. The effect of GeGe-3 on cell metabolism measured through the MTT assay. (A) A total of
4000 PC3 prostate cancer cells were seeded into 96-well plates and exposed to 1, 10, 20 and 50 uM
GeGe-3 and an MTT assay performed at 24-, 48- and 72-h post-treatment; absorbance values are shown.
N =7 repeats in all experiments; p < 0.01. (B) GeGe-3 was tested at a fixed concentration of 10 uM
against eight different cancer cell lines (namely, SKMEL-28 cutaneous melanoma, SKOV-3 ovarian
adenocarcinoma, Hep-G2 hepatocellular carcinoma, MDA-MB231 breast adenocarcinoma, SKBR3 breast
adenocarcinoma, MCF7 breast adenocarcinoma, A549 lung carcinoma, and HeLa cervical carcinoma
using the chemotherapeutic drug cisplatin as reference compound (at a concentration of 10 uM). An
MTT assay was performed at 48-h following both cisplatin or GeGe-3 treatment, and 72-h alone for
GeGe-3 treatment. The data is shown as a percentage of the control (DMSO alone). N = 3 experiments.

To investigate the wider antiproliferative activity of GeGe-3, we then applied it at
10 uM concentration to a panel of cancer cell lines representing a range of solid tumors
(Figure 3B). The results show that GeGe-3, at 10 uM, severely restricted the proliferation of
all cancer cell lines tested. Liver cancer (Hep-G2), breast cancer (MDA-MB231), and cervical
carcinoma (HeLa) appeared the most sensitive to GeGe-3, 48 h after exposure to 10 uM
GeGe-3, and the values decreased further at 72 h, suggesting that the inhibitory effect of a
single dose of GeGe-3 on cell proliferation may be relatively persistent. We also compared
the effect of GeGe-3 to cisplatin, an established and widely used chemotherapeutic drug
that interferes with DNA replication [27]. At 48 h, for MDA-MB-231 cells (breast cancer,
invasive ductal carcinoma) the metabolic activity appeared to be more strongly affected by
GeGe-3 compared to the reference compound cisplatin.

In summary, all the cell lines were adversely affected by GeGe-3. These results confirm
the significant antiproliferative action of GeGe-3, further suggesting that there may be
scope for its development as a chemotherapeutic drug. It will be imperative to investigate
in further detail its molecular interactions and mechanism of action, which may differ from
cancer to cancer due to the differential expression and activity of GeGe-3 targets in each
cancer type.



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25, 5380

50f 8

2.3. Effect of GeGe-3 on Cell Migration and Invasion

The emerging range of GeGe-3 targets include calreticulin [12], a multifunctional
protein associated with many hallmarks of cancer, including several Ca’*-dependent
processes associated, e.g., cell adhesion [14]. GeGe-3 has previously been shown to inhibit
HUVEC cell migration [10]. We therefore decided to test the potential effect of GeGe-
3 on cell migration in PC3 cells. We performed a scratch (wound closure) assay using
an Incucyte system, testing the effect of a range of GeGe-3 concentrations (3, 5, 7 and
10 uM). These relatively lower concentrations of GeGe-3 significantly decreased the rate of
wound closure (Figure 4A), with the 10 uM treatment resulting in only 44% wound closure.
Original scratch assay images are shown in Supplementary Figure S1. To further assess cell
migration, a trans-well assay was performed. The trans-well assay provided evidence that
20 uM of GeGe3 significantly decreased PC3 cell migration across a membrane (Figure 4B).
The ability of GeGe-3 to inhibit cell migration further confirms the anticancer potential
of the compound. More detailed preclinical investigations of GeGe-3, including detailed
elucidation of its molecular targets and mechanisms of action, are now urgently needed.
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Figure 4. Effect of GeGe-3 on cell migration in PC3 cells. (A) IncuCyte Scratch Wound Analysis
software (v2020C) was used to monitor the percentage wound closure of PC3 cells over a 72-h period
following treatment with 3, 5, 7 and 10 pM GeGe-3; N = 8 replicates. (B) Trans-well cell migration
assay following treatment with 20 and 50 uM GeGe-3. Relative cell numbers are shown. N = 3 repeats.
*p <0.05.

3. Materials and Methods
3.1. Cell Culture and Reagents

The PC3 (prostate adenocarcinoma) cell line was sourced from ECACC. Other cell lines
were: SKBR3, MCF-7 and MDA-MB321 (breast adenocarcinoma); SKMEL-28 (melanoma),
Hela (cervical adenocarcinoma) andHepG2 (hepatocellular carcinoma), sourced from the
Biologic Bank and Cell Factory, IRCCS Policlinico San Martino, Genova, Italy. A549 (lung
carcinoma) and SKOV-3 (ovarian adenocarcinoma) were sourced from ATCC, Manassas, VA,
USA. Cells were maintained and cultured in Dulbecco’s Modified Eagles Medium (DMEM),
and where required were supplemented by high glucose, GLUTAMAX (Thermofisher
Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA). Growth media included 1% penicillin/streptomycin (Ther-
mofisher Scientific) and 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS) (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA).
Cells were grown in standard incubators at 37 °C and 5% CO,. GeGe-3 and cisplatin (the
latter kindly provided by the pharmacy (UFA-Unita Farmaci Antiblastici) of the IRCCS
Ospedale Policlinico San Martino in Genova) were dissolved in dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO)
(Sigma-Aldrich) to make a 10 mM stock solution and stored at —20 °C. GeGe-3 and cisplatin,
after an intermediate dilution in culture medium, were added directly to cell culture media
to achieve the desired concentrations.
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3.2. Trypan Blue Cell Viability Assay

PC3 cells were plated into 24-well plates at a density of 50,000 cells/mL. Cells were
then treated with a range of concentrations of GeGe-3 (1, 10, 20 or 50 uM). After 24-, 48- and
72-h, cells were trypsinized with TrypLE express (Thermofisher Scientific) and resuspended
in DMEM. 10 puL of cell suspension was mixed with 40 pL of trypan blue dye (0.4% w/v)
and a live cell count carried out in a hemocytometer (Neubauer chamber).

3.3. MTT Assay

The MTT (3-(4,5-dimethyl-2-thiazolyl)-2,5-diphenyl-2H-tetrazolium bromide) assay
kit was purchased from Abcam. For the MTT assay on PC3 cells (Figure 3A), cells were
seeded into 96-well plate at 4000 cells/well. Cells were pre-incubated for 72 h and then
treated with varying concentrations of GeGe3 (1, 10, 20 or 50 uM). After the desired time
(24, 48, 72 h), culture media was removed and replaced with 50 uL serum-free media Opti-
MEM and 50 pL MTT reagent in each well and cells incubated for three hours. The MTT
reagent was removed and 150 pL. MTT solvent was added to each well and placed on an
orbital shaker for 15 min. Absorbance was measured at 590 nm using a FLUOstar OPTIMA
microplate reader. The MTT assay on the wider sample of cancer cell lines (Figure 3B)
was performed as follows. After an intermediate dilution in growth medium, GeGe-3 and
cisplatin were added to the cultured cells at a final working concentration of 10 uM and
incubated for 48 or 72 h. At the end of the incubation, 30 uL. of MTT at a concentration of
2 mg/mL in PBS, were added to each well and incubated for four hours. The supernatants
were removed and 100 uL/well of DMSO were added to each well to dissolve the formazan
precipitates and absorbances read after 20 min. Results are expressed as a percentage of the
control samples (DMSO vehicle alone). The assay was repeated three times, and a single
compound was tested six times.

3.4. Cell Confluence Assay

PC3 cells were plated into 96-well plates at 5000 cells/well. Cells were left for 48 h
to settle and then treated with increasing concentrations of GeGe-3 (3, 5, 7, 10 uM). The
plates were then placed into the IncuCyte live cell imager (Sartorius) for 72 h to take hourly
readings. Cell confluence over time was measured using the IncuCyte basic analyzer
software (v2020C).

3.5. Scratch Assay

PC3 ells were plated in a 96-well Imagelock plate at 10,000 cells/well. Cells were then
grown to confluence. Once confluent, cells were treated with mitomycin C (Sigma-Aldrich)
at a 15 uM concentration for two hours to inhibit cell proliferation and mitotic events. After
two hours, the IncuCyte Wound Maker 96-Tool was used to create a wound through each
well. Media was then aspirated from the wells and wells washed with PBS. Wells were then
treated with fresh media containing increasing concentrations of GeGe-3 (3, 5, 7, 10 uM).
The plate was then placed into the IncuCyte for 72 h to monitor the rate of wound healing.
The results were analysed using IncuCyte Scratch Wound Analysis software (v2020C).

3.6. Trans-Well Migration Assays

PC3 ells were seeded in a 6-well plate at 2,500,000 cells/well and incubated for 72 h.
Cells were then treated with 20 uM GeGe3 or DMSO (vehicle) and incubated for a further
24 h. Cells were then trypsinised and counted using trypan blue exclusion dye. 24-well
plates were prepared with 1 mL culture media. A Boyden chamber (purchased from Greiner
Bio-one) was inserted and 500,000 treated cells in 500 pL serum-free media (Opti-MEM,
Fisher Scientific, Hampton, NH, USA) were added to each chamber. Cells were then
incubated for 48 h. Chamber media was removed, and the chamber was cleaned with a
cotton swab to remove remaining non-migrated cells. Cells were then permeabilized in
ice cold methanol for five minutes. Methanol was removed and chambers were placed
in 25 pL/mL Hoechst stain (Sigma-Aldrich) for five minutes. Cells were then washed in
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PBS and chamber membrane insert was cut and fixed onto a glass slide with mounting gel.
Slides were imaged with an Axio Observer inverted microscope.

3.7. Statistical Analysis of Data

Statistical testing was undertaken using GraphPad Prism 9 software. All graphical
data is presented as mean =+ standard error of mean (SEM). Trypan Blue, MTT, confluence
and scratch assays were analysed using two-way ANOVA, followed by both Dunnett’s and
Tukey’s post hoc testing to determine p values. Trans-well migration assay was analysed
using one way ANOVA. Results were deemed significant if p values were <0.05 (*).

4. Conclusions

GeGe-3 is a novel pyrazolyl-urea compound that exhibits a distinctive anti-angiogenic
potential in assays using HUVEC cells and zebrafish models and, as such, has emerged as a
priority compound for detailed pre-clinical investigations to explore its anticancer potential.
In this study we sought to test the compound on a range of well-established cancer cell lines.
We find that at relatively low concentrations (10 tM) GeGe-3 clearly reduces cell counts
and metabolic activity in PC3 prostate cancer cells. We further tested GeGe-3 on eight
additional cell lines representing a range of solid cancers. GeGe-3 restricted cell growth
at rates comparable to the established chemotherapeutic drug cisplatin. We also tested
the effect of GeGe-3 on cell migration in PC3 cells and observed a noticeable reduction.
Together, these results provide further evidence for the anticancer potential of GeGe-3 and
consolidate its status as a priority compound for further preclinical evaluation.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at:
https:/ /www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms25105380/s1.

Author Contributions: AW, E.C,, B.C., L.P, M.P. and E.I. performed the experiments. C.B. invented
and supplied the GeGe-3 compound. M.L. and A.G. were the joint senior investigators. All authors
have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: AG was funded by grants from the Wellcome Trust (217487/7/19/Z) and Bowel Cancer UK
(19PT0039). LP was funded by a PhD studentship from Sosei Heptares (awarded to AG). The work of
E.I and M.P. was partially supported by a grant from the Italian Ministry of Health (Ricerca Corrente).

Data Availability Statement: The data used and obtained during the study are available from the
corresponding authors on request.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare that there are no conflicts of interest.

References

1.  Lusardi, M.; Spallarossa, A.; Brullo, C. Amino-pyrazoles in medicinal chemistry: A review. Int. |. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 7834.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Guniz Kiigtikgtizel, S.; Senkardes, S. Recent advances in bioactive pyrazoles. Eur. ]. Med. Chem. 2015, 97, 786-815. [CrossRef]

3. Alam, M],; Alam, O.; Naim, M.J.; Nawaz, F.; Manaithiya, A.; Imran, M.; Thabet, HK.; Aslhehri, S.; Ghoneim, M.M.; Alam, P, et al.
Recent advancement in drug design and discovery of pyrazole biomolecules as cancer and inflammation therapeutics. Molecules
2022, 27, 8708. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Gong, L.; Thorn, C.F; Bertagnolli, M.M.; Grosser, T.; Altman, R.B.; Klein, T.E. Celecoxib pathways: Pharmacokinetics and
pharmacodynamics. Pharmacogenet. Genom. 2012, 22, 310-318. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Maciejewska, N.; Olszewski, M.; Jurasz, J.; Serocki, M.; Dzierzynska, M.; Cekala, K.; Wieczerzak, E.; Baginski, M. Novel
chalcone-derived pyrazoles as potential therapeutic agents for the treatment of non-small cell lung cancer. Sci. Rep. 2022, 12, 3703.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. El-Gamal, M.L; Zararei, S.O.; Madkour, M.M.; Anbar, H.S. Evaluation of substituted pyrazole-based kinase inhibitors in one
decade (2011-2020): Current status and future prospects. Molecules 2022, 27, 330. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Bennai, EE.; Doudach, L.; Cherrah, Y.; Ramli, Y.; Karrouchi, K.; Ansar, M.; Faouzi, M.E.A. Overview of the recent developments
of pyrazole derivatives as anticancer agents in different cell lines. Bioorg. Chem. 2020, 97, 103470.

8.  Dube, ZF; Soremekun, O.S.; Ntombela, T.; Alahmdi, M.I.; Abo-Dya, N.E.; Sidhom, P.A.; Shawky, A.M.; Shibl, M.E;; Soliman, M.E.

Inherent efficacies of pyrazole-based derivatives for cancer therapy: The interface between experiment and in silico. Future Med.
Chem. 2023, 15, 1719-1738. [CrossRef]


https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms25105380/s1
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms24097834
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37175540
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmech.2014.11.059
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27248708
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36557840
https://doi.org/10.1097/FPC.0b013e32834f94cb
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22336956
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-07691-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35260633
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27010330
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35011562
https://doi.org/10.4155/fmc-2023-0142

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25, 5380 8of 8

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.
27.

Nitulescu, G.M.; Stancov, G.; Seremet, O.C.; Nitulescu, G.; Mihai, D.P,; Duta-Brau, C.G.; Barbuceanu, S.E,; Olaru, O.T. The importance
of the pyrazole scaffold in the design of protein kinase inhibitors as targeted anticancer therapies. Molecules 2023, 28, 5359. [CrossRef]
Meta, E.; Brullo, C.; Sidibe, A.; Imhof, B.A.; Bruno, O. Design, synthesis and biological evaluation of new pyrazolyl-ureas and
imidazopyrazolecarboxamides able to interfere with MAPK and PI3K upstream signaling involved in the angiogenesis. Eur. ].
Med. Chem. 2017, 133, 24-35. [CrossRef]

Meta, E.; Imhof, B.A.; Roprazb, P; Fish, R.J.; Brullo, C.; Bruno, O.; Sidibé, A. The pyrazolyl-urea GeGe3 inhibits tumor angiogenesis
and reveals dystrophia myotonica protein kinase (DMPK)1 as a novel angiogenesis target. Oncotarget 2017, 8, 108195-108212.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Morretta, E.; Belvedere, R.; Petrella, A.; Spallarossa, A.; Rapetti, F,; Bruno, O.; Brullo, C.; Monti, M.C. Novel insights on the
molecular mechanism of action of the anti-angiogenic pyrazolylurea GeGe-3 by functional proteomics. Bioorg. Chem. 2021, 115, 105168.
[CrossRef]

Elies, ].; Yafiez, M.; Pereira, TM.C.; Gil-Longo, J.; MacDougall, D.A.; Campos-Toimil, M. An update to calcium binding proteins.
Adv. Exp. Med. Biol. 2020, 1131, 183-213.

Sun, J.; Mu, H.; Dai, K,; Yi, L. Calreticulin: A potential anti-cancer therapeutic target. Pharmazie 2017, 72, 503-510.

Fucikova, J.; Spisek, R.; Kroemer, G.; Galluzzi, L. Calreticulin and cancer. Cell Res. 2021, 31, 5-16. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Murakami, K.; Yumoto, F; Ohki, S.; Yasunaga, T.; Tanokura, M.; Wakabayashi, T. Structural basis for Ca2+—regulated muscle
relaxation at interaction sites of troponin with actin and tropomyosin. . Mol. Biol. 2005, 352, 178-201. [CrossRef]

Michalak, M.; Murphy-Ullrich, J.E. Calreticulin: Non-endoplasmic reticulum functions in physiology and disease. FASEB J. 2010,
24, 665-683.

Zamanian, M.; Veerakumarasivam, A.; Abdullah, S.; Rosli, R. Calreticulin and cancer. Pathol. Oncol. Res. 2013, 19, 149-154.
[CrossRef]

Belvedere, R.; Morretta, E.; Novizio, N.; Morello, S.; Bruno, O.; Brullo, C.; Petrella, A. The pyrazolyl-urea GeGe3 inhibits the
activity of ANXALI in the angiogenesis induced by the pancreatic cancer derived EVs. Biomolecules 2021, 11, 1758. [CrossRef]
D’Acunto, C.W.; Gbelcova, H.; Festa, M.; Rumi, T. The complex understanding of annexin A1 phosphorylation. Cell. Signal. 2014,
26, 173-178. [CrossRef]

Keter, F.,; Darkwa, J. Perspective: The potential of pyrazole-based compounds in medicine. Biometals 2012, 25, 9-21. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Kasiotis, K.M.; Tzanetou, E.N.; Haroutounian, S.S. Pyrazoles as potential anti-angiogenesis agents: A contemporary overview.
Front. Chem. 2014, 2, 78. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ebenezer, O.; Shapi, M.; Tuszynski, J.A. A Review of the Recent Development in the Synthesis and Biological Evaluations of
Pyrazole Derivatives. Biomedicines 2022, 10, 1124. [CrossRef]

Karrouchi, K.; Radi, S.; Ramli, Y.; Taoufik, J.; Mabkhot, Y.N.; Al-aizari, F.A.; Ansar, M. Synthesis and Pharmacological Activities of
Pyrazole Derivatives: A Review. Molecules 2018, 23, 134. [CrossRef]

Lin, Y.-C.; Huang, Y.-L.; Wang, M.-H.; Chen, C.-Y.; Chen, W.-M.; Wng, Y.-C.; Wu, P-Y. Calreticulin regulates bl-integring mRNA
stability in PC-3 prostate cancer cells. Biomedicines 2022, 10, 646. [CrossRef]

Juan-Rivera, M.C.; Martinez-Ferrer, M. Integrin inhibitors in prostate cancer. Cancers 2018, 10, 44. [CrossRef]

Dasari, S.; Tchounwou, P.B. Cisplatin in cancer therapy: Molecular mechanisms of action. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 2014, 740, 364-378.
[CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules28145359
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmech.2017.03.066
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.22598
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29296234
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bioorg.2021.105168
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41422-020-0383-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32733014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2005.06.067
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12253-012-9600-2
https://doi.org/10.3390/biom11121758
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cellsig.2013.09.020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10534-011-9496-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22002344
https://doi.org/10.3389/fchem.2014.00078
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25250310
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines10051124
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules23010134
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines10030646
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers10020044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejphar.2014.07.025

	Introduction 
	Results and Discussion 
	Effect of GeGe-3 on Cell Proliferation 
	Effect of GeGe-3 on Cell Metabolism 
	Effect of GeGe-3 on Cell Migration and Invasion 

	Materials and Methods 
	Cell Culture and Reagents 
	Trypan Blue Cell Viability Assay 
	MTT Assay 
	Cell Confluence Assay 
	Scratch Assay 
	Trans-Well Migration Assays 
	Statistical Analysis of Data 

	Conclusions 
	References

