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Notch Signaling in Blood Vessels
Who Is Talking to Whom About What?

Jennifer J. Hofmann, M. Luisa Iruela-Arispe

Abstract—It has become increasingly clear that the Notch signaling pathway plays a critical role in the development and
homeostasis of the cardiovascular system. This notion has emerged from loss- and gain-of-function analysis and from
the realization that several hereditary cardiovascular disorders originate from gene mutations that have a direct impact
on Notch signaling. Current research efforts are focused on determining the specific cellular and molecular effects of
Notch signaling. The rationale for this has stemmed from the clinical importance and therapeutic potential of modulating
vascular formation during various disease states. A more complete appreciation of Notch signaling, as it relates to
vascular morphogenesis, requires an in-depth knowledge of expression patterns of the various signaling components and
a comprehensive understanding of downstream targets. The goal of this review is to summarize current knowledge
regarding Notch signaling during vascular development and within the adult vascular wall. Our focus is on the genetic
analysis and cellular experiments that have been performed with Notch ligands, receptors, and downstream targets. We
also highlight questions and controversies regarding the contribution of this pathway to vascular development. (Circ
Res. 2007;100:1556-1568.)
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A common belief in the Notch field is that there are 2
types of biologists: those who work on Notch and those

who do not yet realize they work on Notch. Although a priori
this may sound pedantic, a close evaluation of the literature
quickly provides an observer a vast array of evidence for the
significance of Notch signaling in the development, ho-
meostasis, and pathology of all 3 germ layers and their
derivatives. Notch signaling has been implicated in cell-fate
decisions and differentiation of epithelial, neuronal, bone,
blood, muscle, and, more recently, endothelial cells.1–4 Most
frequently, Notch has been shown to impact cell fate either by

initiating differentiation processes or by maintaining the
undifferentiated state of progenitor cells.5 In the vascular
system, deregulation of this pathway can lead hereditary
vascular disorders such as CADASIL (cerebral autosomal
dominant arteriopathy with subcortical infarcts and leukoen-
cephalopathy), Alagille syndrome (AGS), and to tumor de-
velopment (T-cell acute lymphoblastic leukemias).6–8 What
is particularly remarkable about Notch signal transduction is
its “context-dependent” effects. This feature allows for tre-
mendous versatility in the signaling outcome, such that
reutilization of Notch at 2 different developmental stages
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within the same cell can result in clearly distinct outcomes.
Here, the word “context” relates to the array of extracellular
proteins that surround the cell or the relative levels/activity of
the proteases that cleave Notch and lead to its activation; it
also encompasses the availability and nature of the cytoplas-
mic and nuclear Notch interactors. Thus, experiments in vivo
and in vitro have been difficult to interpret, as the identity of
the cell receiving the Notch signal and its specific environ-
ment have a direct impact on the consequences of Notch
activation. Naturally, this makes our job all the more com-
plicated, but keeps it interesting. Although the contribution of
Notch to vascular cells has been appreciated only recently,
the efforts of many laboratories have contributed to the
following base of knowledge:

● Notch signaling is essential for vascular development.
● Alterations in Notch signaling lead to abnormal vascular

development at multiple stages and to various degrees.
● The Notch pathway is tightly regulated, and positive or

negative modulation results in vascular pathology.
● Of the 4 receptors, Notch1 and Notch4 are predominant in

the endothelium, whereas Notch1 and Notch3 are present
in smooth muscle cells. Of the 5 ligands, Delta-like1
(Dll1), Delta-like4 (Dll4), and Jagged1 (Jag1) are the most
prevalent in the endothelium, with Jag1 and Jag2 and to
some degree Dll1, also being found on smooth muscle
cells.

● The Notch pathway is involved in a feedback loop with
vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), where Notch
lies downstream of VEGF and the activation of Notch
signaling can downregulate the expression of VEGF recep-
tor 2.

● Notch has an important role in arterial/venous specification
and is upstream of EphB4/ephrinB2 signaling.

In this review, we dissect these statements and discuss the
implications of more recent findings in Notch signal trans-
duction within the vasculature. In particular, we focus on the
possibility for distinct roles of specific ligands in Notch
signaling and the contribution of this signaling pathway to the
initiation of vascular sprouts.

Notch Signaling Basics
In mammals, there are 4 distinct Notch receptors (Notch1 to
4) and 5 ligands (Jag1 and 2; Dll1, 3, and 4). Unlike most
signaling pathways, Notch receptors and their ligands are
type 1 transmembrane proteins, and consequently, activation
requires cell–cell contact. In general, association between
Notch ligands and receptors occurs between cells (homotypic
or heterotypic) resulting in trans-signaling events. However,
binding to receptors in cis (ie, within the context of the
plasma membrane of the same cell) can also occur.9,10

Specificity between the ligands and receptors has not been
reported. Thus, all 4 vertebrate Notch receptors interact with
all 5 ligands. Nonetheless, recent experimental evidence
suggests that not all receptor/ligand interactions are prod-
uctive (ie, result in signaling).11 This new information opens
up the possibility that some ligands might act as negative
modulators of Notch signaling.

The activation of Notch requires a series of proteolytic
events that are trigged by binding to cell surface receptors.
The enzymes implicated in processing include members of
the ADAM family (A Disintegrin And Metalloproteinase):
ADAM10 (or Kuzbanian) in Drosophila and ADAM17
(TACE) in mammals. In addition, a final intramembrane
cleavage of Notch receptors is accomplished by �-secretase.
A number of excellent reviews have been written on this
subject.12–14

Once released, the intracellular domain of Notch (or NICD)
translocates to the nucleus where it binds to the transcription
factor CSL (for CBF1/Su(H)/Lag-1) (also known as Rpbsuh or
RBP-J�).15,16 This interaction converts CSL from a transcrip-
tional repressor to an activator by displacing corepressors and
recruiting coactivators. The above series of events describe
the classic or CSL-dependent Notch signaling pathway. In
addition, several lines of experimental evidence have indi-
cated an alternative, CSL-independent pathway. Support for
this pathway comes from genetic work in flies and differen-
tiation assays in mammalian cells. In particular, (1) analysis
of Notch and Su(H) mutant phenotypes in Drosophila has
shown that the Notch phenotype is slightly stronger than that
of Su(H) mutant embryos,17,18 indicating that not all Notch
functions require Su(H); (2) a series of genetic reconstitution
studies in Notch mutants showed that a variety of Notch
phenotypes in flies cannot be rescued by a complementary
approach with Su(H)19,20; (3) different regions of Notch
appear to be responsible for some, but not other, phenotypes,
particularly the region between epidermal growth factor–like
repeats 23 to 26 and within the ankyrin repeats21,22; (4) in
mammalian (C2C12) differentiation assays, truncated forms
of NICD (which are unable to activate CSL-dependent
promoters) show activity even in the presence of a dominant
negative CSL23,24; and (5) in Bergmann glia cells, a Deltex-
dependent, but CSL-independent, pathway has been recently
identified.25 A more detailed molecular understanding of how
Notch selects between CSL-dependent (canonical) and
-independent (noncanonical) is lacking. It has been shown
that Notch exists at the cell surface either as a heterodimeric
form (cleaved by furin in the trans-Golgi) or as an intact
(colinear) protein. It appears that canonical and noncanonical
signaling pathways are activated downstream of these 2
physically distinct Notch receptors in response to ligand
binding.26

Lessons from Loss- and Gain-of-Function
Morphogenesis of the vascular system requires a highly
structured sequence of events that relies on the correct spatial
and temporal expression of specific gene networks, leading to
the development and remodeling of a primary vascular
network.27

Gene inactivation strategies in mice have shown that Notch
signaling is critical for the reorganization of vessels that
derive from the primitive vascular plexus (Figure 1). Several
Notch pathway mutants arrest following development of the
plexus, indicating that Notch becomes critical at the stage of
vascular remodeling during which the primitive plexus
evolves into a hierarchic network. Notch may also contribute
to events before this stage. Indeed, some results support the
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participation of Notch in cell-fate decisions in the hemangio-
blast stage, affecting the assignment of endothelial and
hematopoietic fate.28,29

Embryos homozygous for a null allele of Notch1 die by
embryonic day 9.5 (E9.5) with defects in somitogenesis and
severe cardiovascular anomalies.30–32 Cre-mediated deletion
of Notch1 in the endothelium results in embryonic lethality at
a similar time in development, demonstrating that arrested
growth is tied to loss of this gene in vessels/endocardium.33 In
addition, Notch is an essential contributor to vascular integ-
rity and homeostasis, as removal of Notch at later stages of
development results in vascular rupture with systemic hem-
orrhage (J.A. Alva, J.J. Hofmann, A.C. Zovein, M. Gillufo, F.
Radtke, D. Bachiller, G. Weinmaster, M.L. Iruela-Arispe,
unpublished results, 2007). The involvement of the Notch
pathway in vascular disorders such as CADASIL and AGS
also hint at this role.4,34 Later in this review, we expand on the
contribution of Notch in mature vascular beds.

Expression of Notch2 has not been reported in vascular
cells; however, the development of a hypomorphic allele for
this gene revealed its participation in the hyaloid vasculature
of the eye and glomerular capillary tuft formation.35 Hypo-
morphs for Notch2 showed a bulbous structure in the region
where the hyaloid artery branches into the surface of the lens
capsule. In addition, Notch2 mutant mice exhibit anomalies
in glomerular capillaries. Approximately 25% of these glo-
meruli have distinct aneurisms instead of capillary tufts.35

Notch2 hypomorphic mice also display generalized edema,
although it is not clear whether this is a consequence of a role
for Notch2 in lymphatics or a result of its effects in the
heart.35 Together these findings indicate that Notch2 is
critical for the vascular morphogenesis of a more selective
group of vascular beds. A second mouse mutant of Notch2
with insertion of LacZ at the ankyrin repeats is lethal by
E11.5.36 Although these investigators did not report vascular
phenotypes, the combination of an early lethality and the fact

that the mutant mice displayed widespread apoptotic cell
death is suggestive of vascular anomalies, at least within
extraembryonic tissues such as the yolk sac and the placenta.

Although the Notch3-null mouse is viable and fertile,37 a
detailed analysis revealed that this gene is necessary for the
differentiation and acquisition of arterial identity of vascular
smooth muscle cells.38 Absence of Notch3 results in enlarged
arteries with abnormal distribution of elastic laminae.38

Loss-of-function experiments for Notch4 showed no de-
fects in homozygous mutant mice, but the compound ho-
mozygous loss of Notch1 and 4 had a more pronounced
vascular phenotype than embryos homozygous for the
Notch1 receptor alone.32

Overexpression of constitutively active Notch4 in an en-
dothelial-specific manner has also been reported.39 Specifi-
cally, the investigators inserted an active form of Notch under
the regulation of the VEGF receptor 2 promoter. Mutant
embryos displayed disorganized vascular networks and pro-
duced dilated vessels, suggesting sensitivity to elevated levels
of Notch expression.

Several Notch ligands have been inactivated in mice. A
null mutation of Dll4 results in haploinsuficiency with lethal-
ity at E9.5. The degree of haploinsuficiency is background-
dependent, indicating the contribution of modifier genes. As
with Notch1 mutants, Dll4 mice fail to remodel the primitive
vascular plexus, a finding that was evident in both the yolk
sac and in the embryo proper.40–42 In addition, the phenotype
had several other similarities with Notch1-null mice, includ-
ing stenosis of the large arteries, defective arterial branching,
and enlargement of the pericardial sac.40–42 These findings
suggest that Dll4 is an early and critical ligand for Notch1
signaling in the vasculature. These studies also highlight the
importance of dosage in Notch signaling.

The other Notch ligand to display embryonic lethality with
significant vascular defects is Jag1.43 Embryos lacking a
functional Jag1 gene die at E10.5, with vascular anomalies

Figure 1. Genetic inactivation of Notch ligands receptors, downstream effectors, and modulators leads to embryonic lethality as a
result of vascular defects. The vascular system develops from mesenchymal progenitor cells that differentiate into hemangioblasts (1)
and subsequently form the primitive vascular plexus. (2) Later, this uniform network remodels into a hierarchical vascular system. (3) It
is at this stage that the functional consequences of Notch signaling are most notable. As indicated, inactivation of several Notch recep-
tors, ligands, and genes associated with Notch signaling result in embryonic lethality at the developmental stages indicated in paren-
thesis. Loss-of-function experiments have not been done during vascular maturation. (4) The 4 stages in vascular morphogenesis are
indicated at the bottom of the figure, where they are temporally correlated with the embryonic stage (in the mouse). These stages are:
(1) specification, commitment, and differentiation of endothelial cells (E6.5 to E9.5); (2) morphogenesis and expansion of the vasculature
(E7.5 to 11.5); (3) remodeling (E8.5 to E14.5); and (4) maturation (E12.5 to birth). Note that the stages overlap, as developmental pro-
gression varies depending on the tissue/organ examined. *Mice with mutations of Notch2 at the ankyrin repeats were not observed to
have overt vascular defects.
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that include lack of remodeling and absent vitelline vessels.43

Although the lethality of the Jag1 knockout occurs 1 to 2 days
after that of Notch1 knockout, defects in vessel hierarchy in
the vascular plexus and collapsed vessels in the head are
reminiscent of the Notch1-null phenotype and implies that
Jag1 also contributes to the remodeling of the primitive
plexus.43 The differences between the time of lethality and the
nature of the vascular defects would suggest that Dll4 and
Jag1 are not functionally overlapping, nor are these genes
redundant, at least early in development.

Although expression of Dll1 in the vasculature is not
predominant, this ligand is expressed in the endothelium of
both arteries and veins during development.44,45 More impor-
tantly, targeted disruption of Dll1 also leads to early lethality
(by E12) with generalized hemorrhagic events.46 In adult
mice, Dll1 regulates the expression of ephrinB2 and plays an
important role in arteriogenesis associated with vascular
growth in postischemic events.47 It is likely that Dll1 activates
Notch1 during this process, as reduction in Notch1 also has
been shown to minimize the vascular response in limb
ischemia models.48

Mice lacking CSL displayed defects similar to the Notch1/
Notch4 double knockout with severe growth retardation49 and
a primitive vascular plexus lacking vessel remodeling.42 No
embryonic vessels were seen penetrating the placental laby-
rinthine layer, and arterial marker expression was lost.42

Additionally, an endothelial-specific knockout of CSL also
resembled the Notch1, Notch1/Notch4, and Dll4 knockout
phenotypes with arteriovenous malformations, pericardial
effusion, and the absence of vascular remodeling, demon-
strating that regulation of specific levels of Notch activity is
necessary for proper vascular development.42

A negative regulator of Notch signaling, Numb (m-numb
in mouse), is known to be involved in progenitor cell division
during neurogenesis. The manner in which Numb inhibits
Notch is still unclear, although m-numb–deficient mice, as
well as double-knockout mice for m-numb and its homolog
Numblike (numbl), displayed neural defects similar to Notch
mutants.50–52 In the vascular system, however, only the
m-numb–null mice showed abnormalities. These mice died
around E11.5 and had severe hemorrhaging, which was
thought to be the cause of death.52

Inactivation of genes required for Notch cleavage also
results in developmental arrest at similar times as null
mutations in receptors and ligands. As mentioned previously,
a role for the ADAM family in ligand-induced proteolytic
cleavage of the Notch receptor has been suggested.4,12 Mice
deficient in ADAM10 (Kuzbanian) are embryonic lethal at
E9.5 and also have a variety of defects in the cardiovascular
system, central nervous system, and in the somites. The
vascular defects are reminiscent of other perturbations in
Notch signaling molecules.53 Unlike its contributions in
Drosophila, the role of ADAM10 in mammalian Notch
signaling has not been fully explored; however, these genetic
inactivation experiments support a function for ADAM10 in
Notch cleavage.

Tumor necrosis factor-�–converting enzyme (known as
TACE or ADAM17) has also been implicated in the process-
ing of the Notch extracellular domain.14 Although the initial

analysis of the TACE knockout mice, which die between
E18.5 and birth, did not demonstrate a phenotype similar to
Notch mutants,54 a subsequent investigation revealed cardio-
vascular defects, such as an enlarged heart with thicker
trabecular layers and increased cell proliferation.55

In addition to ADAM10/ADAM17, the release of the
NICD requires an additional cleavage by �-secretase, which
is mediated by the presenilin genes (PS1 and PS2).56,57 This
proteolytic event occurs within the plasma membrane, and it
is critical for Notch activation.14 Inactivation of PS1 did result
in embryonic lethality, but at a later embryonic stage than
Notch1 deficient mice. In contrast, PS2 null mice were viable
and fertile.58 However, PS1 and PS2 double-knockout die
between E9.5 and E10.5. Vascular anomalies in the double-
mutant embryos included a lack of organization of vitelline
vessels, a “blistered” looking yolk sac, the absence of blood
circulation, and an enlarged pericardial sac. The similarities
to the Notch knockout mice are consistent with an essential
requirement for the presenilins in Notch signaling.58

The degradation of Notch, resulting in the inactivation of
this signaling pathway, is also vital to the proper maintenance
of blood vessels. Mice lacking a component of an stem cell
factor–type ubiquitin ligase, Fbw7 (also known as Sel-10),
fail to regulate levels of NICS.59,60 These mice die between
E10.5 and E11.5, with defects in vascular remodeling in the
brain and yolk sac and the absence of major veins. It is
anticipated that Fbw7 regulates other proteins in addition to
Notch, thus it is not entirely surprising that some of these
abnormalities (absence of major veins) do not phenocopy
Notch inactivation. Furthermore, based on its function, inac-
tivation of Fbw7 should lead to a Notch gain-of-function
phenotype; in fact, Fbw7-null mice showed increased levels
of Notch1, Notch4, and Hey1 (HERP2), suggesting that
effective protein turnover and proper levels of Notch are
required for the integrity and formation of vessels.60

Inactivation of downstream targets of Notch signaling also
can lead to embryonic lethality and vascular defects reminis-
cent of Notch-deficient mice. Disruption of the basic helix–
loop–helix transcription factor Hey2 revealed a role in heart
development, although the majority of the knockout mice
survived until a week after birth.61–63 Double-knockouts of
Hey1 and Hey2 (also known as HERP, HESR, HRT, and
CHF) showed embryonic lethality between E9.5 and E11.5
and suggested some redundancy between these genes. Hey1/
Hey2 double-null mice display vascular defects typical of a
disruption in Notch signaling, such as hemorrhage, defects in
arterial/venous specification, enlarged pericardial sacs, heart
abnormalities, lack of vessel remodeling, and enlarged ves-
sels in the embryo and yolk sac, as well as a failure to
organize vessels in the placental labyrinth.64,65 These results
indicate the requirement of Hey1 and Hey2 in transducing the
Notch signal within the vascular compartment.

As is discussed in more detail later in this review, the
EphB4 receptor and corresponding ligand, ephrinB2, are
important for arterial/venous specification.66–68 EphrinB2
was found to be expressed in arteries, whereas EphB4 was
located in veins, and the inactivation of either gene resulted in
early embryonic lethality with similar vascular abnormali-
ties.69–71 The link between EphB4/ephrinB2 and Notch was
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provided by Lawson et al in experiments performed in
zebrafish. This work demonstrated that Notch acts upstream
of EphB4/ephrinB2 and is necessary for the expression of
artery-specific genes and the subsequent repression of
venous-specific genes in arteries.72 Mice deficient for EphB4
die around E9.5 and have fusion in the cranial vessels, in the
branches of the anterior cardinal vein, and in the intersomitic
vessels. Vessels of the yolk sac are also not remodeled from
the primitive plexus into the hierarchal vascular branches.71

Although ephrinB2-null mice die slightly after EphB4 mutant
mice, between E10.5 and E11.5, their phenotype is almost
identical, with defects in both arteries and veins.69,70

In summary, the importance of Notch signaling in vascular
morphogenesis has been highlighted by the severity of the
phenotypes resulting from genetic ablation targeting recep-
tors, ligands, and regulatory molecules of this pathway.4,34,73

The common theme is that inactivation of the Notch signaling
pathway prevents the transition from the primitive vascular
plexus to the hierarchical progression of a defined highly
branched network of arteries, capillaries, and veins (Figure
1). The cellular events that participate in this transition
include sprouting angiogenesis, selective regression of vas-
cular segments and maintenance of others, incorporation of
smooth muscle/pericyte in larger vessels, and progressive
differentiation of arterial, venous, and capillary phenotypes.
As is discussed below, the contribution of Notch signaling to
sprouting, arterial specification, and endothelial cell prolifer-
ation has provided some mechanistic explanations for the
outcome of the loss-of-function experiments.

Adult neovascularization is also altered by deregulated
Notch signaling. A number of recent reports have indicated
that suppression of Notch signaling either genetically or
pharmacologically (presenilin inhibitors or Dll4 antibodies)
leads to increased endothelial proliferation with excessive
vascular branching.74–77 Resulting vessels, however, display
defective maturation with either reduced or absent lumen.
The outcome is the expansion of a nonfunctional vascular
network that, although extensive in endothelial number, does
not support tissue perfusion and tumor expansion.75–77 In
contrast, activation of Notch signaling in tumors by overex-
pression of Jag1 has been shown to promote angiogenesis and
stimulate tumor growth.78

Expression Mapping of Receptors and
Ligands in the Vasculature

Notch receptors are expressed in both the endothelium and in
vascular smooth muscle.4,34,73,79 Notch1 and Notch4 have
been detected in endothelial cells. Notch1 is also frequently
observed in arterial smooth muscle cells during development
and in the adult (Figure 2).4,73,79 Notch3 expression appears
specific to vascular smooth muscle.80–83 Whereas most anal-
yses have highlighted the preponderance of Notch receptors
and ligands in the arterial vascular tree, several publications
have also indicated the presence of Notch ligands and
receptors in the capillary network, as well as in veins (albeit
with much lower frequency).45,82–89

Notch ligands are present in both endothelial and smooth
muscle cells. Varying levels of Jag2 have been reported in the
endothelium, both in the embryo and in adults, before and

after arterial injury.81,90 In contrast, Dll3 has not been
detected in the vasculature. The expression of these ligands
appears dynamic and can differ both temporally and spatially.
During early development, the first ligand to be expressed in
a robust manner is Dll4, followed by Jag1.45,79 The timing and
location of Dll4 expression most closely mimics that of
Notch1. The phenotype of the Dll4 knockout mice is more
severe than that of Notch1 knockout mice, and it resembles
the Notch1/Notch4 double knockout,32,40–42 suggesting a
requirement for Dll4 as a ligand for both receptors. Tran-
scripts for Dll4 have been observed in most capillary beds at
midgestation,83 and, in the retina, Dll4 expression highlights
the cells at the end of capillary sprouts (tip cells) (Figure
2).45,74,91 At later developmental stages, Dll4 segregates to the
arterial components of the vascular tree,45,92 and it is gener-
ally considered a marker of arterial cell phenotype.66 In the
arteries, Dll4 is expressed in the endothelium, although lower
levels can also be detected in smooth muscle cells.45 Dll4 is
re-expressed at times of neoangiogenesis, including in certain
models of cancer growth.75–77

Jag1 is not as prevalent in capillaries as Dll4, and its
distribution is complementary rather than overlapping with
that of Dll4. In the retina, Jag1 is excluded from tip cells, but
it is clearly present in stalk cells.45 During vascular remod-

Figure 2. Active Notch signaling during angiogenesis. A, Sche-
matic showing the relative distribution of active Notch1 (red),
Delta-like4 (Dll4) (green), and Jagged1 (Jag1) (orange) in tip and
stalk cells of angiogenic sprouts.45 B, The pattern of active
Notch (green, arrows) (Val1744 antibody; Cell Signaling Technol-
ogy) in the developing vasculature of postnatal day 7 mouse
retinas, stained with platelet endothelial cell adhesion molecule
(PECAM) (red) (CD31; Pharmingen), is scattered throughout the
plexus and in stalk cells. C, In contrast, Dll4 expression (green)
(mDll4 antibody; R&D Systems) at postnatal day 7 solely marks
the tip cells at the leading edge of the vascular front but is also
found throughout the homogeneous vascular plexus before
remodeling (arrows). Scale bar, 50 �m (B and C).

1560 Circulation Research June 8, 2007

 at CONS CALIFORNIA DIG LIB on June 28, 2007 circres.ahajournals.orgDownloaded from 

http://circres.ahajournals.org


eling, Jag1 expression was noted in both the endothelium and
smooth muscle cell layer.45,83 Interestingly, Jag1 was not
detected in visceral smooth muscle.83 In addition, Jag1 was
found associated with branching of medial arteries in the
retina, a site where Dll4 was clearly absent.45 Figure 3
illustrates the relative distribution of Dll4 and Jag1 in
differentiated arteries at stages that immediately follow re-
modeling in the retina (postnatal day 15 in the mouse). The
subtle differences in timing, location of expression, and
loss-of-function phenotypes for these 2 Notch ligands (Dll4
and Jag1) suggest that these receptors are not functionally
overlapping and support the notion that each might convey
independent signals to accomplish events associated with
vascular remodeling. Although this statement requires further
experimental support, it is intriguing that examples have
emerged indicating that Notch ligands might confer distinct
signals through Notch1, even in identical cells. For example,
during T-cell differentiation, the activation and proliferation
of T helper cells is differentially regulated by Jag1, Dll1, and
Dll3.93 Therefore, it is conceivable that, as in immune cells,
Notch signal transduction in endothelial cells could differ
depending on the nature of the ligand.

Dll1 expression in the endothelium is found in both arteries
and veins of midgestational embryos.44 In the retina, Dll1 is
also detected through the vascular plexus, but, unlike most
Notch-related proteins, Dll1 is retained in veins after remod-
eling.45 In adults, Dll1 has been detected in arterial endothe-
lium, but it is absent in the endothelium of veins and
capillaries.47

Although the distribution of receptors and ligands is
important, a faithful map of Notch activation will aid in

obtaining a more comprehensive understanding of when and
where Notch is relevant. This has become possible by the
development of neoepitope antibodies. Because Notch re-
quires proteolytic cleavage for its activation, the exposure of
this cleavage site has been explored for the generation of
antibodies that recognize cleaved (ie, active) Notch. We used
this antibody to localize active Notch signaling during retinal
development and found that Notch activation is more fre-
quent in the plexus before hierarchic remodeling, and in the
stalk cells of a vascular sprout.45 In addition, active Notch1
was also detected, albeit less frequently, in fully differenti-
ated arterial vessels.45 Interestingly, active Notch is also
identifiable at later stages of development, in neonates, and in
the adult (Figure 4). These findings clearly highlight the
significance of the Notch signaling pathway during all stages
of life.

Tip Versus Stalk: The Contribution of Notch
in Endothelial Cell Fate

During angiogenic expansion, vascular sprouts are guided by
the migration of tip cells in response to graded distributions
of matrix-bound VEGF.94,95 Tip cells are the most terminal
cells in a vascular sprout and display morphological and
functional features distinct from stalk cells. For example, tip
cells migrate but do not proliferate in response to VEGF,
whereas stalk cells proliferate in response to this growth
factor. The combined effect of migration by tip cells and
proliferation by stalk cells results in vascular growth.95 These
observations have revealed cellular differences within an
actively growing capillary sprout (ie, tip versus stalk cells)
and raise a crucial question: what determines tip/stalk cell
fate? The question is important, as tip cells comprise a key
cellular determinant of angiogenesis.

A relationship between Notch signaling and endothelial tip
cells was first established by expression analysis. In situ
hybridization of developing retinas demonstrated the preva-
lent expression of Dll4 transcripts in tip cells.91 This was also
supported by visualization of Dll4 protein.45,74 Notch1 is
frequently absent in tip cells, but is prominently expressed in
stalk cells that are in close proximity to the tip cell (Figure
2).45 Together the results suggest that Dll4 expression in the
tip cell signals to Notch1 in the adjacent stalk cells. Recently,
many groups have independently demonstrated that the Dll4-
Notch1 signaling axis does indeed coordinate fate specifica-
tion at the end of angiogenic sprouts.74–77,96–99

Genetic and pharmacological inactivation of Dll4-Notch
leads to the formation of a highly branched and dense
vascular network.74–77,96–99 In the absence of Notch signaling,
endothelial cells display excessive cellular extensions (filop-
odia) analogous to tip-like cells.74–77,96–99 Nonetheless, the
vascular structures formed by these endothelial cells are often
not fully lumenized, generating nonproductive vessels that
are inefficient in delivering oxygen to target tissues.75–77

Combined, the findings indicate that both permissive and
suppressive signals within the growing sprout are required for
the formation of an effective vascular network.

Notch in Arterial/Venous Specification
Accumulating experimental data provide evidence that arte-
rial and venous identity is established early in development

Figure 3. Distinct patterns of Delta-like4 and Jagged1 may indi-
cate specific and nonoverlapping roles in the remodeling of ves-
sels. A, Schematic representation of a medium-size artery (A)
and vein (V) showing distribution of Notch1, Dll4, and Jag1. B,
Immunostaining of postnatal day 15 mouse retina stained with
PECAM (red) and Dll4 (green) reveals the presence of Dll4 in the
endothelium (arrowheads), but a lack of Dll4 at the branching
points (arrows). C, Whole-mount immunocytochemistry of a
postnatal day 15 retina showing the distribution of PECAM (red)
and Jag1 (green) (PCR8; gift from Gerry Weinmaster, University
of California, Los Angeles). Branch points (arrows) tend to be
frequently labeled with Jag1 at this stage. Colocalization with
PECAM indicates that some of Jag1 staining is endothelial
(arrowheads), but some is also smooth muscle (arrows). Scale
bar, 50 �m (B and C).
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through the contribution of specific transcription factors.
Arterial fate is acquired by the combined effect of the
forkhead transcription factors Foxc1 and Foxc2 and VEGF
signaling.72,100,101 Simultaneous inactivation of both Foxc1
and Foxc2 results in arterial/venous shunts and a lack of
arterial markers, whereas upregulation of either transcription
factor results in increased expression of Dll4, Notch, and
ephrinB2.100 In contrast, vein identity is regulated by the
orphan nuclear receptor COUP-TFII through the repression
of Notch1.102

Supporting the concept of Notch1 signaling in arterial
specification, Dll4 mutants showed a lack of arterial markers
and activation of venular markers in the aorta.40–42 Further-
more, as mentioned previously, a study of double mutants for
the downstream genes, Hey1 and Hey2, in mice has shown
reduction in arterial markers in the mutant aortas and lethality
by E9.5.64,65 In zebrafish, a mutant of gridlock (the only
Hey-related gene in zebrafish) shows coarctation of the dorsal
aorta.103 Suppression of gridlock expression abolishes arterial
markers and expands contiguous regions of the vein.104

Importantly, overexpression of gridlock does not drive ex-
pression of arterial markers in veins, implying that this gene
acts to repress venous fate rather than actively promote
arterial specification.104 The contribution of gridlock is still
controversial, as others have suggested that Notch imparts
arterial specification in a manner that is independent from
that of gridlock.101

Combined, the data from zebrafish and mouse show both
consistencies and differences in arterial/venous specification.
The zebrafish data would indicate that a venular phenotype is
the “default” state and that expression of Notch represses the
vein phenotype. Thus, the absence of Notch would result in
expression of vein markers in arteries. By contrast, the
expression of COUP-TFII is required to repress Notch and
initiate the “venous” genetic program in mice, indicating that
the arterial phenotype is the default state. Nonetheless,
experiments in these 2 model organisms agree that genetic
predetermination through Notch contributes to the specifica-
tion of the arterial fate.

The endothelium of arteries (aorta, carotid artery, vitelline
artery, umbilical artery) exhibit a different genetic expression
profile (including Notch 1, neuropilin1, and ephrinB2)69,105

than veins (EphB4 and neuropilin2).69,105 This distinction is
set up before significant hemodynamic flow and thus indi-
cates a genetic program that distinguishes endothelial cells, at
least in the large vessels of the embryo.69,106 Interestingly, recent
data in the chick have clearly demonstrated that blood flow can
alter this “genetic predisposition” of vessel identity.66,106 Alter-
ation of blood flow was followed by a change in the
expression profile and the de novo expression of arterial
genes within venous tracts. The findings are also in concert
with a large body of evidence in mouse and humans that
demonstrates the ability of vessels to adapt to flow volume
and hemodynamic forces.107–110 Collectively, the data gath-

Figure 4. Identification of active Notch at late fetal stages and in the adult vasculature. In all panels, active Notch1 was identified by
immunohistochemistry using an antibody that recognizes a neoepitope exposed once the receptor has been cleaved (ie, activated)
(Val1744 antibody). A, Immunohistochemistry of active Notch revealed by peroxidase in mouse sections at E14.5. Antigen retrieval was
used to expose the neoepitope. Aa, Notch1 activity is widespread at this developmental stage, as shown in the thymus (Th), trachea
(T), esophagus (E), and large arteries (A). Ab through Ad, Endothelial (arrows) and smooth muscle cells (arrowheads) showed active
Notch in a salt-and-pepper pattern. B, Active Notch (Ba and Bc) is shown in black and PECAM staining in adjacent sections (Bb and
Bd) is shown in red. Ba and Bc, In the kidney of adult mice, active Notch1 was detected in the glomeruli and vessels (arrows). Bb,
Adjacent kidney sections were stained with an endothelial marker (PECAM) (arrows). Bc and Bd, Higher magnification of boxes from
(Ba and Bb), respectively. Endothelium (arrows) and smooth muscle cells (arrowhead) are indicated. C, Immunofluorescence of adult
tissue vibratomed and stained for cleaved Notch (green) and PECAM (red). Ca, Vasculature in adipose tissue. Cb, kidney. Cc, brain.
Cd, Lung showed detectable active Notch levels (arrows) in the endothelium. Scale bars: 100 �m (Aa), 50 �m (Ab through Ad, Ba and
Bb, Ca through Cd), 25 �m (Bc and Bd).
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ered thus far indicate that although endothelial cells appear to
respond to predetermined arterial or venous patterns (based
on their location in the embryo), there is a certain level of
plasticity with respect to local cues imposed by physical
forces, such as hemodynamics. Future studies combining
hemodynamic and genetic alterations will likely elucidate the
links between these 2 parameters at the cellular level.

The Notch Pathway and Hereditary
Cardiovascular Pathologies

In addition to its contribution to early vascular morphogene-
sis and arterial-fate specification, the Notch signaling path-
way also impacts vascular homeostasis. In fact, the connec-
tion between Notch and the vasculature was first recognized
when mutations in members of the pathway were found to be
responsible for certain late-onset hereditary vascular anoma-
lies in humans. CADASIL is a disease manifested in the
mid-30s and characterized by strokes, migraines, and pro-
gressive dementia.111 CADASIL has been linked to mutations
in Notch3, resulting in progressive degeneration of the
smooth muscle layer surrounding cerebral and skin arte-
rioles.112,113 Histologically, the arteriopathy shows destruc-
tion of the medial layer (smooth muscle layer) of arteries and
substitution of these layers with connective tissue, leading to
fibrosis and narrowing of the lumen.114 Although the initial
characterization was focused on brain arteries, the disease
affects small-medial arteries systemically.113 Before complete
fibrosis of the media, deposits of a nonatheromatous, nonamy-
loidotic nature are noted and visualized because of their granular
osmiophilic features under electron microscopy.113 The molec-
ular explanations for these cellular outcomes are still under
investigation; however, the current model suggests that un-
paired cysteine residues in the mutated epidermal growth
factor repeats of Notch3 result in abnormal conformation and
accumulation of the ectodomain of the receptor at the cell
surface.115 This is consistent with immunocytochemical find-
ings demonstrating high levels of Notch3 extracellular do-
main in the granular deposits, also referred to as “GOMs”
(granular osmiophilic materials), located in the cytosol of
smooth muscle cells in small arteries.80,116

Recently, a mouse model for CADASIL has been devel-
oped. The transgenic mouse consists of the mutant form of
the Notch3 coding region (Arg90Cys) under control of a
smooth muscle–specific promoter SM22.117 The authors have
reported alterations in cell–cell and cell–matrix adhesion,
followed by the appearance of granular deposits and cell
death.117 This is consistent with previous studies showing that
activation of Notch3 provides cytoprotection by increasing
the levels of c-FLIP, a caspase inhibitor that blocks apoptosis
mediated by FasL.118 Nonetheless, a more complete interpre-
tation of these data in the context of the disease is compli-
cated by the fact that Notch3 is classically a very poor
activator of the standard downstream signaling targets, such
as Hes1. Other investigators, however, have shown that in
smooth muscle cells, Notch3 is able to activate Notch target
genes, suggesting that perhaps contextual differences be-
tween cell types are important to consider.119–121 Recently,
Notch3 has been shown to strongly activate Hes5 reporters in
combination with a Zinc-finger transcription factor.122

Evaluations of the mutations found in CADASIL have
shown a broad spectrum in ligand-binding and ligand-
induced signaling through the canonical pathway. This lends
credence to the interpretation that CADASIL mutations may
be gain-of-function instead of loss-of-function mutations,
something that is still under debate.123,124

AGS is an autosomal dominant disorder that has been
attributed to mutations in Jag1.125,126 Patients with AGS
exhibit abnormally formed blood vessels, arterial stenosis,
and heart disease, in addition to hepatic lesions and skeletal
defects.127–129 In approximately 70% of the cases, patients are
either haploinsufficient or have truncations in the Jag1
gene.125,130 Sequence analysis of several Jag1 mutations has
revealed little additional information as to the spectrum of
phenotypes observed. In an evaluation of 230 AGS patients,
it was determined that roughly 4% displayed deletion of the
entire Jag1 gene. The large majority (49%) had protein-
truncating mutations (frameshift and nonsense); 9% had
splicing mutations; 9% showed missense mutations and 31%
of the patients did not show Jag1 mutations.130 Other studies
have tried to correlate the type of mutation with the specific
clinical presentation of the disease, but this has proven
difficult to tease out. In fact, that heterozygous mice for the
Jag1 allele do not display any of the abnormalities associated
with AGS,43 indicating that haploinsuficiency of Jag1 alone is
unlikely to be responsible for this complex disorder. More
recently, animal models have indicated that Notch2 might be
an important modifier gene in AGS. In particular, double
transgenic mice that are heterozygous for Jag1 and carry a
Notch2 hypomorphic allele display congenital anomalies in
the liver, heart, and kidney that are consistent with the
abnormalities in AGS.131 Interestingly, patients with clinical
manifestations of AGS, but who were negative for Jag1
mutations, were further evaluated for mutations in Notch2.
The investigators found Notch2 mutations in 2 families and
identified 5 affected individuals.132 This information has
clarified differences between the clinical and genetic aspects
of the disease and has opened new possibilities for therapeu-
tic exploration.

Notch and Vascular Homeostasis
Notch activity continues beyond the period of vascular
morphogenesis and can be detected in adult tissues. As
discussed previously, we have found evidence that Notch1 is
active in nonpathological adult vessels, both in endothelial
cells and vascular smooth muscle cells (Figure 4). Others
have also noted significant upregulation of Notch1 and Jag1
after vascular injury.81 This information, together with the
late-onset incidence of CADASIL, suggests that Notch1
signaling might play a role in vascular homeostasis.

Notch activation in the vasculature occurs through 4
potential mechanisms: (1) neighboring endothelial cells (ho-
motypic trans-activation); (2) the same endothelial cell (ho-
motypic cis activation/inhibition); (3) smooth muscle cells
(heterotypic); and (4) via interaction with the microfibrillar
proteins (MAGP1 and MAGP2) that are often associated with
fibrillin in elastic fibrils (Figure 5). Expression of Notch
receptors and ligands (Jag1 and Dll4) has been identified in
both the endothelial cell and the smooth muscle of medial-
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size arteries.32,45,73,81 The significance of each of these inter-
actions is still unclear; however, specific inactivation of
Notch ligands and receptors in a cell-specific manner will
shed light into understanding their function.

The contribution of Notch1 to vascular homeostasis still
remains to be fully understood. One possibility is a role in
endothelial cell survival. Activation of Notch in endothelial
cells that have been deprived of serum has been shown to
prevent apoptosis.133 Therefore, Notch might be important in
suppressing cell death mediated by various insults in vivo.
Pertinent to this point, activation of Notch4 prevents apopto-
sis in endothelial cells exposed to lipopolysaccharide, through
upregulation of Bcl2 (an antiapoptotic factor) and by block-
ing c-Jun N-terminal kinase activation.134 A second possibil-
ity is that Notch is required in adult vessels to retain the
differentiated, nonproliferative state of the endothelium. Ac-
tivation of Notch1 has been shown to block endothelial cell
proliferation in a cell autonomous manner.135 This process
requires the initial blockade of p21CIP1 upregulation and the
blockade of pRb phosphorylation by cyclin D-cdk4
complexes.

Notch-dependent downregulation of p21CIP1 suppresses the
translocation of cyclinD-cdk4 to the nucleus, affecting entry
in to S-phase and reducing proliferation. Supporting these
data, confluence of endothelial cells is associated with acti-
vation of Notch and downregulation of p21CIP1. Inhibition of
Notch1 in confluent cultures results in pRb phosphorylation
and increased levels of p21CIP1.135 Although these studies are
compelling, if Notch were to be required to maintain constant
endothelial quiescence in vivo, one would anticipate high
levels of active Notch1 in adult vessels. Although the current
data show that this is not the case (Figure 4), it is possible that
Notch expression is highly dynamic and that technical limi-

tations of the current probes prevent a complete examination
of the transient dynamics of Notch signaling.

The third possibility, albeit not exclusive of the previous 2,
is a constitutive role for Notch in the maintenance of the
arterial phenotype. Data from several laboratories have pro-
vided validity to the concept that the intrinsic differences
between arteries and veins are functionally important and
likely to prevent the development of pathology.136,137 Thus,
the expression profile of arterial genes enables these cells to
sustain the intermittent high pressure of the blood. In contrast,
venous endothelial cells are molecularly more receptive to
leukocyte interactions. These inherent genetic differences are
maintained in arteries and veins. However, as previously
discussed, a vein can become “arterialized” when exposed to
arterial hemodynamic flow,109 indicating a certain degree of
plasticity in differentiated endothelium. It is possible that
Notch may act as a mechanosensor and molecular regulator
for this plasticity.

Interactions of Notch with microfibrillar proteins MAGP1
and MAGP2 have been noted and may provide yet another
source of regulation in vascular tissues.138 MAGP1 and
MAGP2 are secreted proteins associated with elastic micro-
fibrils. Both MAGP proteins can interact with the epidermal
growth factor–like repeats of Notch and activate Notch1
signaling in vitro (Figure 5).138 Binding of Notch1 to MAGP2
activates Notch reporter constructs.138 The finding holds
important implications for the activation of the intramolecular
heterodimeric Notch receptor within the vascular compart-
ment. It is tempting to speculate that the physical inter-
mittent pressure sustained by endothelial cells in an
“arterial” site could itself activate Notch by literally
“pulling and ripping off” the extracellular domain of Notch
and thereby activating proteolytic release of NICD to
impose an arterial-specific gene profile. Consequently, the
activation of Notch would not necessarily be cell-
dependent, but site-dependent. The concept of “pulling”
the Notch extracellular domain of the heterodimer has been
recently established for the standard Notch ligands in a
manner that does not involve proteolysis.139

As discussed previously, activation of Notch1 has been
thought to initiate transcription of genes associated with
arterial fate specification, such as ephrinB2. It will be
interesting to expand this list and test the viability of this
hypothesis using arterial/venous shunts with genetically mod-
ified mice.

Making Sense of Molecular Findings:
Future Challenges

Although the transduction of the canonical Notch signal is
remarkably simple, ie, there are no intermediates (secondary
messengers), this pathway impacts multiple and fundamental
aspects of vascular development and physiology. Future
directions in this area of research would likely focus on the
dissection of the molecular nuances to explain this diversity.
Furthermore, elucidation of the intersections between Notch
and other pathways, particularly VEGF, will be a factor in
clarifying their combined contribution to vascular morpho-
genesis and homeostasis. In particular, this will show us how

Figure 5. Notch signaling in the adult vascular wall. Drawing
highlights various modes by which Notch can be activated.
Expression of both receptors and ligands in endothelium (EC)
and smooth muscle (SMC) at different stages of development
can result in heterotypic Notch activation (shown in the top left
inset). Alternatively, Notch receptor/ligand interaction can occur
in a homotypic manner both in cis or trans in neighboring endo-
thelial cells (seen in the top right inset). Interestingly, MAGP1
and MAGP2, often present on microfibrils of elastic tissue such
as the inner elastic lamina (IEL), can result in the dissociation of
the Notch1 extracellular domain and the activation of down-
stream signaling (seen in lower inset).138
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cooperative, sequential, and/or antagonistic these signaling
pathways are, both spatially and temporally in blood vessels.

We have previously made reference to the importance of
“context” in which Notch signaling takes place. It is becom-
ing increasingly apparent that the state of differentiation of
the cell (tip, stalk, or fully differentiated), location within the
vascular system (artery, vein, or capillary), and physiological
status (flow and/or shear stress) are all likely to impact the
array of signals conveyed by Notch.

In addition, evaluation of Notch signaling in other systems
also indicates complexities that have yet to be examined in
detail within the vascular compartment. Some of these are
outlined below.

Cis and Trans Interactions
Endothelial cells express both receptors (Notch1 and
Notch4), as well as ligands (Dll1, Dll4, and Jag1). As shown
for other cell types, cell-autonomous activation might convey
signals that differ from those that are of a non–cell-
autonomous nature, even when using the same receptor pair.
Usually, cis interactions have been found to be inhibitory
rather than activating.9,10

Ligand Diversity/Specificity
Until recently, the prevailing view of Notch signaling was
one where binding of any ligand was sufficient for structural
changes exposing cleavage sites in Notch and initiating the
proteolytic cascade that ultimately led to generation of NICD.
The concept that different ligands might convey an alterna-
tive cascade of signaling in the same cell has been brought to
light only recently.93,140,141 Furthermore, not all ligand-
binding interactions might be “productive,” ie, result in Notch
activation.142 In the vasculature, ligand-specific signaling has
not been demonstrated. However, the exclusive expression
patterns displayed by Jag1 and Dll4 in recently remodeled
arterioles provide a platform in which to ask these questions
more directly.

Intracellular Trafficking
Similar to other cell-surface receptors, recent findings on the
process of endocytosis, followed by endosomal sorting of
Notch receptors, have highlighted bidirectional interplay
between activation and membrane-transport networks.143,144

These trafficking events can provide a tighter spatial and
temporal control to the signaling events.

The impact of Notch pathways genes in vascular morpho-
genesis and function has brought considerable attention to
this pathway in vascular cells. In a relatively short time, the
field has gained a great appreciation for the multiple contri-
butions of Notch in vessels. The vast array of reagents
available for studying Notch signaling, originally developed
in other model systems, has greatly accelerated this work.
Further mechanistic understanding of Notch function will be
gained from a combination of sophisticated cell biological
analysis, together with validation in the multiple animal
models already established. This information will allow the
manipulation of the Notch signaling pathway with the objec-
tive of therapeutic exploration through management of vas-
cular growth and function.

Acknowledgments
We thank Drs Tim Lane, Ann C. Zovein, Alison Miyamoto, and
Gerry Weinmaster for critical reading and comments.

Sources of Funding
J.J.H. is supported by the Genetics Training Grant at the University
of California, Los Angeles (United States Public Heath Service
National Research Service award GM07104). Data presented in this
review have been supported by grants from the NIH (National Heart,
Lung, and Blood Institute grants RO1HL074455 and HL085618
to M.L.I.-A.).

Disclosures
None.

References
1. Bray SJ. Notch signalling: a simple pathway becomes complex. Nat Rev

Mol Cell Biol. 2006;7:678–689.
2. Louvi A, Artavanis-Tsakonas S. Notch signalling in vertebrate neural

development. Nat Rev Neurosci. 2006;7:93–102.
3. Radtke F, Clevers H, Riccio O. From gut homeostasis to cancer. Curr

Mol Med. 2006;6:275–289.
4. Karsan A. The role of notch in modeling and maintaining the vascu-

lature. Can J Physiol Pharmacol. 2005;83:14–23.
5. Artavanis-Tsakonas S, Rand MD, Lake RJ. Notch signaling: cell fate

control and signal integration in development. Science. 1999;284:
770–776.

6. Gridley T. Kick it up a Notch: NOTCH1 activation in T-ALL. Cancer
Cell. 2004;6:431–432.

7. Gridley T. Notch signaling and inherited disease syndromes. Hum Mol
Genet. 2003;12 Spec No 1:R9–R13.

8. Louvi A, Arboleda-Velasquez JF, Artavanis-Tsakonas S. CADASIL: a
critical look at a Notch disease. Dev Neurosci. 2006;28:5–12.

9. Glittenberg M, Pitsouli C, Garvey C, Delidakis C, Bray S. Role of
conserved intracellular motifs in Serrate signalling, cis-inhibition and
endocytosis. EMBO J. 2006;25:4697–4706.

10. Li Y, Baker NE. The roles of cis-inactivation by Notch ligands and of
neuralized during eye and bristle patterning in Drosophila. BMC Dev
Biol. 2004;4:5.

11. Ladi E, Nichols JT, Ge W, Miyamoto A, Yao C, Yang LT, Boulter J,
Sun YE, Kintner C, Weinmaster G. The divergent DSL ligand Dll3 does
not activate Notch signaling but cell autonomously attenuates signaling
induced by other DSL ligands. J Cell Biol. 2005;170:983–992.

12. Weinmaster G. Notch signal transduction: a real rip and more. Curr
Opin Genet Dev. 2000;10:363–369.

13. Fortini ME. Gamma-secretase-mediated proteolysis in cell-surface-
receptor signalling. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol. 2002;3:673–684.

14. Mumm JS, Kopan R. Notch signaling: from the outside in. Dev Biol.
2000;228:151–165.

15. Fortini ME, Artavanis-Tsakonas S. The suppressor of hairless protein
participates in notch receptor signaling. Cell. 1994;79:273–282.

16. Struhl G, Adachi A. Nuclear access and action of notch in vivo. Cell.
1998;93:649–660.

17. Rusconi JC, Corbin V. Evidence for a novel Notch pathway required for
muscle precursor selection in Drosophila. Mech Dev. 1998;79:39–50.

18. Zecchini V, Brennan K, Martinez-Arias A. An activity of Notch reg-
ulates JNK signalling and affects dorsal closure in Drosophila. Curr
Biol. 1999;9:460–469.

19. Brennan K, Klein T, Wilder E, Arias AM. Wingless modulates the
effects of dominant negative notch molecules in the developing wing of
Drosophila. Dev Biol. 1999;216:210–229.

20. Ramain P, Khechumian K, Seugnet L, Arbogast N, Ackermann C,
Heitzler P. Novel Notch alleles reveal a Deltex-dependent pathway
repressing neural fate. Curr Biol. 2001;11:1729–1738.

21. Brennan K, Tateson R, Lieber T, Couso JP, Zecchini V, Arias AM. The
abruptex mutations of notch disrupt the establishment of proneural
clusters in Drosophila. Dev Biol. 1999;216:230–242.

22. Axelrod JD, Matsuno K, Artavanis-Tsakonas S, Perrimon N. Interaction
between Wingless and Notch signaling pathways mediated by
dishevelled. Science. 1996;271:1826–1832.

23. Shawber C, Nofziger D, Hsieh JJ, Lindsell C, Bogler O, Hayward D,
Weinmaster G. Notch signaling inhibits muscle cell differentiation

Hofmann and Iruela-Arispe Notch and the Vasculature 1565

 at CONS CALIFORNIA DIG LIB on June 28, 2007 circres.ahajournals.orgDownloaded from 

http://circres.ahajournals.org


through a CBF1-independent pathway. Development. 1996;122:
3765–3773.

24. Nofziger D, Miyamoto A, Lyons KM, Weinmaster G. Notch signaling
imposes two distinct blocks in the differentiation of C2C12 myoblasts.
Development. 1999;126:1689–1702.

25. Eiraku M, Tohgo A, Ono K, Kaneko M, Fujishima K, Hirano T,
Kengaku M. DNER acts as a neuron-specific Notch ligand during
Bergmann glial development. Nat Neurosci. 2005;8:873–880.

26. Bush G, diSibio G, Miyamoto A, Denault JB, Leduc R, Weinmaster G.
Ligand-induced signaling in the absence of furin processing of Notch1.
Dev Biol. 2001;229:494–502.

27. Rossant J, Howard L. Signaling pathways in vascular development.
Annu Rev Cell Dev Biol. 2002;18:541–573.

28. Burns CE, Traver D, Mayhall E, Shepard JL, Zon LI. Hematopoietic
stem cell fate is established by the Notch-Runx pathway. Genes Dev.
2005;19:2331–2342.

29. Kumano K, Chiba S, Kunisato A, Sata M, Saito T, Nakagami-
Yamaguchi E, Yamaguchi T, Masuda S, Shimizu K, Takahashi T,
Ogawa S, Hamada Y, Hirai H. Notch1 but not Notch2 is essential for
generating hematopoietic stem cells from endothelial cells. Immunity.
2003;18:699–711.

30. Conlon RA, Reaume AG, Rossant J. Notch1 is required for the coor-
dinate segmentation of somites. Development. 1995;121:1533–1545.

31. Swiatek PJ, Lindsell CE, del Amo FF, Weinmaster G, Gridley T. Notch1
is essential for postimplantation development in mice. Genes Dev. 1994;
8:707–719.

32. Krebs LT, Xue Y, Norton CR, Shutter JR, Maguire M, Sundberg JP,
Gallahan D, Closson V, Kitajewski J, Callahan R, Smith GH, Stark KL,
Gridley T. Notch signaling is essential for vascular morphogenesis in
mice. Genes Dev. 2000;14:1343–1352.

33. Limbourg FP, Takeshita K, Radtke F, Bronson RT, Chin MT, Liao JK.
Essential role of endothelial Notch1 in angiogenesis. Circulation. 2005;
111:1826–1832.

34. Shawber CJ, Kitajewski J. Notch function in the vasculature: insights
from zebrafish, mouse and man. Bioessays. 2004;26:225–234.

35. McCright B, Gao X, Shen L, Lozier J, Lan Y, Maguire M, Herzlinger D,
Weinmaster G, Jiang R, Gridley T. Defects in development of the
kidney, heart and eye vasculature in mice homozygous for a hypo-
morphic Notch2 mutation. Development. 2001;128:491–502.

36. Hamada Y, Kadokawa Y, Okabe M, Ikawa M, Coleman JR, Tsujimoto
Y. Mutation in ankyrin repeats of the mouse Notch2 gene induces early
embryonic lethality. Development. 1999;126:3415–3424.

37. Krebs LT, Xue Y, Norton CR, Sundberg JP, Beatus P, Lendahl U, Joutel
A, Gridley T. Characterization of Notch3-deficient mice: normal
embryonic development and absence of genetic interactions with a
Notch1 mutation. Genesis. 2003;37:139–143.

38. Domenga V, Fardoux P, Lacombe P, Monet M, Maciazek J, Krebs LT,
Klonjkowski B, Berrou E, Mericskay M, Li Z, Tournier-Lasserve E,
Gridley T, Joutel A. Notch3 is required for arterial identity and matu-
ration of vascular smooth muscle cells. Genes Dev. 2004;18:2730–2735.

39. Uyttendaele H, Ho J, Rossant J, Kitajewski J. Vascular patterning
defects associated with expression of activated Notch4 in embryonic
endothelium. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2001;98:5643–5648.

40. Duarte A, Hirashima M, Benedito R, Trindade A, Diniz P, Bekman E,
Costa L, Henrique D, Rossant J. Dosage-sensitive requirement for
mouse Dll4 in artery development. Genes Dev. 2004;18:2474–2478.

41. Gale NW, Dominguez MG, Noguera I, Pan L, Hughes V, Valenzuela
DM, Murphy AJ, Adams NC, Lin HC, Holash J, Thurston G, Yanco-
poulos GD. Haploinsufficiency of delta-like 4 ligand results in
embryonic lethality due to major defects in arterial and vascular devel-
opment. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2004;101:15949–15954.

42. Krebs LT, Shutter JR, Tanigaki K, Honjo T, Stark KL, Gridley T.
Haploinsufficient lethality and formation of arteriovenous malfor-
mations in Notch pathway mutants. Genes Dev. 2004;18:2469–2473.

43. Xue Y, Gao X, Lindsell CE, Norton CR, Chang B, Hicks C, Gendron-
Maguire M, Rand EB, Weinmaster G, Gridley T. Embryonic lethality
and vascular defects in mice lacking the Notch ligand Jagged1. Hum Mol
Genet. 1999;8:723–730.

44. Beckers J, Clark A, Wunsch K, Hrabe De Angelis M, Gossler A.
Expression of the mouse Delta1 gene during organogenesis and fetal
development. Mech Dev. 1999;84:165–168.

45. Hofmann JJ, Luisa Iruela-Arispe M. Notch expression patterns in the
retina: an eye on receptor-ligand distribution during angiogenesis. Gene
Expr Patterns. 2007;7:461–470.

46. Hrabe de Angelis M, McIntyre J 2nd, Gossler A. Maintenance of somite
borders in mice requires the Delta homologue DII1. Nature. 1997;386:
717–721.

47. Limbourg A, Ploom M, Elligsen D, Sorensen I, Ziegelhoeffer T, Gossler
A, Drexler H, Limbourg FP. Notch ligand Delta-like 1 is essential for
postnatal arteriogenesis. Circ Res. 2007;100:363–371.

48. Takeshita K, Satoh M, Ii M, Silver M, Limbourg FP, Mukai Y, Rikitake
Y, Radtke F, Gridley T, Losordo DW, Liao JK. Critical role of endo-
thelial Notch1 signaling in postnatal angiogenesis. Circ Res. 2007;100:
70–78.

49. Oka C, Nakano T, Wakeham A, de la Pompa JL, Mori C, Sakai T,
Okazaki S, Kawaichi M, Shiota K, Mak TW, Honjo T. Disruption of
the mouse RBP-J kappa gene results in early embryonic death.
Development. 1995;121:3291–3301.

50. Petersen PH, Zou K, Hwang JK, Jan YN, Zhong W. Progenitor cell
maintenance requires numb and numblike during mouse neurogenesis.
Nature. 2002;419:929–934.

51. Petersen PH, Tang H, Zou K, Zhong W. The enigma of the numb-Notch
relationship during mammalian embryogenesis. Dev Neurosci. 2006;28:
156–168.

52. Zhong W, Jiang MM, Schonemann MD, Meneses JJ, Pedersen RA, Jan
LY, Jan YN. Mouse numb is an essential gene involved in cortical
neurogenesis. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2000;97:6844–6849.

53. Hartmann D, de Strooper B, Serneels L, Craessaerts K, Herreman A,
Annaert W, Umans L, Lubke T, Lena Illert A, von Figura K, Saftig P.
The disintegrin/metalloprotease ADAM 10 is essential for Notch sig-
nalling but not for alpha-secretase activity in fibroblasts. Hum Mol
Genet. 2002;11:2615–2624.

54. Peschon JJ, Slack JL, Reddy P, Stocking KL, Sunnarborg SW, Lee DC,
Russell WE, Castner BJ, Johnson RS, Fitzner JN, Boyce RW, Nelson N,
Kozlosky CJ, Wolfson MF, Rauch CT, Cerretti DP, Paxton RJ, March
CJ, Black RA. An essential role for ectodomain shedding in mammalian
development. Science. 1998;282:1281–1284.

55. Shi W, Chen H, Sun J, Buckley S, Zhao J, Anderson KD, Williams RG,
Warburton D. TACE is required for fetal murine cardiac development
and modeling. Dev Biol. 2003;261:371–380.

56. Baron M. An overview of the Notch signalling pathway. Semin Cell Dev
Biol. 2003;14:113–119.

57. Kimberly WT, Wolfe MS. Identity and function of gamma-secretase.
J Neurosci Res. 2003;74:353–360.

58. Herreman A, Hartmann D, Annaert W, Saftig P, Craessaerts K, Serneels
L, Umans L, Schrijvers V, Checler F, Vanderstichele H, Baekelandt V,
Dressel R, Cupers P, Huylebroeck D, Zwijsen A, Van Leuven F, De
Strooper B. Presenilin 2 deficiency causes a mild pulmonary phenotype
and no changes in amyloid precursor protein processing but enhances
the embryonic lethal phenotype of presenilin 1 deficiency. Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A. 1999;96:11872–11877.

59. Tsunematsu R, Nakayama K, Oike Y, Nishiyama M, Ishida N,
Hatakeyama S, Bessho Y, Kageyama R, Suda T, Nakayama KI. Mouse
Fbw7/Sel-10/Cdc4 is required for notch degradation during vascular
development. J Biol Chem. 2004;279:9417–9423.

60. Tetzlaff MT, Yu W, Li M, Zhang P, Finegold M, Mahon K, Harper JW,
Schwartz RJ, Elledge SJ. Defective cardiovascular development and
elevated cyclin E and Notch proteins in mice lacking the Fbw7 F-box
protein. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2004;101:3338–3345.

61. Donovan J, Kordylewska A, Jan YN, Utset MF. Tetralogy of fallot and
other congenital heart defects in Hey2 mutant mice. Curr Biol. 2002;
12:1605–1610.

62. Gessler M, Knobeloch KP, Helisch A, Amann K, Schumacher N, Rohde
E, Fischer A, Leimeister C. Mouse gridlock: no aortic coarctation or
deficiency, but fatal cardiac defects in Hey2 -/- mice. Curr Biol. 2002;
12:1601–1604.

63. Sakata Y, Kamei CN, Nakagami H, Bronson R, Liao JK, Chin MT.
Ventricular septal defect and cardiomyopathy in mice lacking the tran-
scription factor CHF1/Hey2. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2002;99:
16197–16202.

64. Fischer A, Schumacher N, Maier M, Sendtner M, Gessler M. The Notch
target genes Hey1 and Hey2 are required for embryonic vascular devel-
opment. Genes Dev. 2004;18:901–911.

65. Kokubo H, Miyagawa-Tomita S, Nakazawa M, Saga Y, Johnson RL.
Mouse hesr1 and hesr2 genes are redundantly required to mediate Notch
signaling in the developing cardiovascular system. Dev Biol. 2005;278:
301–309.

1566 Circulation Research June 8, 2007

 at CONS CALIFORNIA DIG LIB on June 28, 2007 circres.ahajournals.orgDownloaded from 

http://circres.ahajournals.org


66. Jones EA, le Noble F, Eichmann A. What determines blood vessel
structure? Genetic prespecification vs. hemodynamics. Physiology
(Bethesda). 2006;21:388–395.

67. Hirashima M, Suda T. Differentiation of arterial and venous endothelial
cells and vascular morphogenesis. Endothelium. 2006;13:137–145.

68. Lamont RE, Childs S. MAPping out arteries and veins. Sci STKE.
2006;2006:pe39.

69. Wang HU, Chen ZF, Anderson DJ. Molecular distinction and
angiogenic interaction between embryonic arteries and veins revealed by
ephrin-B2 and its receptor Eph-B4. Cell. 1998;93:741–753.

70. Adams RH, Wilkinson GA, Weiss C, Diella F, Gale NW, Deutsch U,
Risau W, Klein R. Roles of ephrinB ligands and EphB receptors in
cardiovascular development: demarcation of arterial/venous domains,
vascular morphogenesis, and sprouting angiogenesis. Genes Dev. 1999;
13:295–306.

71. Gerety SS, Wang HU, Chen ZF, Anderson DJ. Symmetrical mutant
phenotypes of the receptor EphB4 and its specific transmembrane ligand
ephrin-B2 in cardiovascular development. Mol Cell. 1999;4:403–414.

72. Lawson ND, Vogel AM, Weinstein BM. Sonic hedgehog and vascular
endothelial growth factor act upstream of the Notch pathway during
arterial endothelial differentiation. Dev Cell. 2002;3:127–136.

73. Alva JA, Iruela-Arispe ML. Notch signaling in vascular morphogenesis.
Curr Opin Hematol. 2004;11:278–283.

74. Hellstrom M, Phng LK, Hofmann JJ, Wallgard E, Coultas L, Lindblom
P, Alva J, Nilsson AK, Karlsson L, Gaiano N, Yoon K, Rossant J,
Iruela-Arispe ML, Kalen M, Gerhardt H, Betsholtz C. Dll4 signalling
through Notch1 regulates formation of tip cells during angiogenesis.
Nature. 2007;445:776–780.

75. Noguera-Troise I, Daly C, Papadopoulos NJ, Coetzee S, Boland P, Gale
NW, Lin HC, Yancopoulos GD, Thurston G. Blockade of Dll4 inhibits
tumour growth by promoting nonproductive angiogenesis. Nature. 2006;
444:1032–1037.

76. Ridgway J, Zhang G, Wu Y, Stawicki S, Liang WC, Chanthery Y,
Kowalski J, Watts RJ, Callahan C, Kasman I, Singh M, Chien M, Tan
C, Hongo JA, de Sauvage F, Plowman G, Yan M. Inhibition of Dll4
signalling inhibits tumour growth by deregulating angiogenesis. Nature.
2006;444:1083–1087.

77. Scehnet JS, Jiang W, Kumar SR, Krasnoperov V, Trindade A, Benedito
R, Djokovic D, Borges C, Ley EJ, Duarte A, Gill PS. Inhibition of Dll4
mediated signaling induces proliferation of immature vessels and results
in poor tissue perfusion. Blood. In press.

78. Zeng Q, Li S, Chepeha DB, Giordano TJ, Li J, Zhang H, Polverini PJ,
Nor J, Kitajewski J, Wang CY. Crosstalk between tumor and endothelial
cells promotes tumor angiogenesis by MAPK activation of Notch sig-
naling. Cancer Cell. 2005;8:13–23.

79. Iso T, Hamamori Y, Kedes L. Notch signaling in vascular development.
Arterioscler Thromb Vasc Biol. 2003;23:543–553.

80. Joutel A, Favrole P, Labauge P, Chabriat H, Lescoat C, Andreux F,
Domenga V, Cecillon M, Vahedi K, Ducros A, Cave-Riant F, Bousser
MG, Tournier-Lasserve E. Skin biopsy immunostaining with a Notch3
monoclonal antibody for CADASIL diagnosis. Lancet. 2001;358:
2049–2051.

81. Lindner V, Booth C, Prudovsky I, Small D, Maciag T, Liaw L. Members
of the Jagged/Notch gene families are expressed in injured arteries and
regulate cell phenotype via alterations in cell matrix and cell-cell inter-
action. Am J Pathol. 2001;159:875–883.

82. Nijjar SS, Crosby HA, Wallace L, Hubscher SG, Strain AJ. Notch
receptor expression in adult human liver: a possible role in bile duct
formation and hepatic neovascularization. Hepatology. 2001;34:
1184–1192.

83. Villa N, Walker L, Lindsell CE, Gasson J, Iruela-Arispe ML, Weinmaster
G. Vascular expression of Notch pathway receptors and ligands is
restricted to arterial vessels. Mech Dev. 2001;108:161–164.

84. Mailhos C, Modlich U, Lewis J, Harris A, Bicknell R, Ish-Horowicz D.
Delta4, an endothelial specific notch ligand expressed at sites of phys-
iological and tumor angiogenesis. Differentiation. 2001;69:135–144.

85. Nijjar SS, Wallace L, Crosby HA, Hubscher SG, Strain AJ. Altered
Notch ligand expression in human liver disease: further evidence for a
role of the Notch signaling pathway in hepatic neovascularization and
biliary ductular defects. Am J Pathol. 2002;160:1695–1703.

86. Uyttendaele H, Marazzi G, Wu G, Yan Q, Sassoon D, Kitajewski J.
Notch4/int-3, a mammary proto-oncogene, is an endothelial cell-specific
mammalian Notch gene. Development. 1996;122:2251–2259.

87. Zimrin AB, Pepper MS, McMahon GA, Nguyen F, Montesano R,
Maciag T. An antisense oligonucleotide to the notch ligand jagged

enhances fibroblast growth factor-induced angiogenesis in vitro. J Biol
Chem. 1996;271:32499–32502.

88. Yoneya T, Tahara T, Nagao K, Yamada Y, Yamamoto T, Osawa M,
Miyatani S, Nishikawa M. Molecular cloning of delta-4, a new mouse
and human Notch ligand. J Biochem (Tokyo). 2001;129:27–34.

89. Vorontchikhina MA, Zimmermann RC, Shawber CJ, Tang H, Kitajewski J.
Unique patterns of Notch1, Notch4 and Jagged1 expression in ovarian
vessels during folliculogenesis and corpus luteum formation. Gene Expr
Patterns. 2005;5:701–709.

90. Tsai S, Fero J, Bartelmez S. Mouse Jagged2 is differentially expressed
in hematopoietic progenitors and endothelial cells and promotes the
survival and proliferation of hematopoietic progenitors by direct cell-
to-cell contact. Blood. 2000;96:950–957.

91. Claxton S, Fruttiger M. Periodic Delta-like 4 expression in developing
retinal arteries. Gene Expr Patterns. 2004;5:123–127.

92. Shutter JR, Scully S, Fan W, Richards WG, Kitajewski J, Deblandre
GA, Kintner CR, Stark KL. Dll4, a novel Notch ligand expressed in
arterial endothelium. Genes Dev. 2000;14:1313–1318.

93. Rutz S, Mordmuller B, Sakano S, Scheffold A. Notch ligands Delta-
like1, Delta-like4 and Jagged1 differentially regulate activation of pe-
ripheral T helper cells. Eur J Immunol. 2005;35:2443–2451.

94. Gerhardt H, Betsholtz C. How do endothelial cells orientate? EXS.
2005;(94):3–15.

95. Gerhardt H, Golding M, Fruttiger M, Ruhrberg C, Lundkvist A,
Abramsson A, Jeltsch M, Mitchell C, Alitalo K, Shima D, Betsholtz C.
VEGF guides angiogenic sprouting utilizing endothelial tip cell
filopodia. J Cell Biol. 2003;161:1163–1177.

96. Leslie JD, Ariza-McNaughton L, Bermange AL, McAdow R, Johnson
SL, Lewis J. Endothelial signalling by the Notch ligand Delta-like 4
restricts angiogenesis. Development. 2007;134:839–844.

97. Lobov IB, Renard RA, Papadopoulos N, Gale NW, Thurston G,
Yancopoulos GD, Wiegand SJ. Delta-like ligand 4 (Dll4) is induced by
VEGF as a negative regulator of angiogenic sprouting. Proc Natl Acad
Sci U S A. 2007.

98. Siekmann AF, Lawson ND. Notch signalling limits angiogenic cell
behaviour in developing zebrafish arteries. Nature. 2007;445:781–784.

99. Suchting S, Freitas C, le Noble F, Benedito R, Breant C, Duarte A,
Eichmann A. The Notch ligand Delta-like 4 negatively regulates endo-
thelial tip cell formation and vessel branching. Proc Natl Acad Sci
U S A. 2007;104:3225–3230.

100. Seo S, Kume T. Forkhead transcription factors, Foxc1 and Foxc2, are
required for the morphogenesis of the cardiac outflow tract. Dev Biol.
2006;296:421–436.

101. Lawson ND, Scheer N, Pham VN, Kim CH, Chitnis AB, Campos-
Ortega JA, Weinstein BM. Notch signaling is required for arterial-
venous differentiation during embryonic vascular development.
Development. 2001;128:3675–3683.

102. You LR, Lin FJ, Lee CT, DeMayo FJ, Tsai MJ, Tsai SY. Suppression of
Notch signalling by the COUP-TFII transcription factor regulates vein
identity. Nature. 2005;435:98–104.

103. Zhong TP, Rosenberg M, Mohideen MA, Weinstein B, Fishman MC.
Gridlock, an HLH gene required for assembly of the aorta in zebrafish.
Science. 2000;287:1820–1824.

104. Zhong TP, Childs S, Leu JP, Fishman MC. Gridlock signalling pathway
fashions the first embryonic artery. Nature. 2001;414:216–220.

105. Herzog Y, Kalcheim C, Kahane N, Reshef R, Neufeld G. Differential
expression of neuropilin-1 and neuropilin-2 in arteries and veins. Mech
Dev. 2001;109:115–119.

106. le Noble F, Fleury V, Pries A, Corvol P, Eichmann A, Reneman RS.
Control of arterial branching morphogenesis in embryogenesis: go with
the flow. Cardiovasc Res. 2005;65:619–628.

107. Peirce SM, Skalak TC. Microvascular remodeling: a complex con-
tinuum spanning angiogenesis to arteriogenesis. Microcirculation. 2003;
10:99–111.

108. Skalak TC, Price RJ. The role of mechanical stresses in microvascular
remodeling. Microcirculation. 1996;3:143–165.

109. Kwei S, Stavrakis G, Takahas M, Taylor G, Folkman MJ, Gimbrone MA
Jr, Garcia-Cardena G. Early adaptive responses of the vascular wall
during venous arterialization in mice. Am J Pathol. 2004;164:81–89.

110. Abeles D, Kwei S, Stavrakis G, Zhang Y, Wang ET, Garcia-Cardena G.
Gene expression changes evoked in a venous segment exposed to arte-
rial flow. J Vasc Surg. 2006;44:863–870.

111. Ruchoux MM, Maurage CA. CADASIL: Cerebral autosomal dominant
arteriopathy with subcortical infarcts and leukoencephalopathy. J Neu-
ropathol Exp Neurol. 1997;56:947–964.

Hofmann and Iruela-Arispe Notch and the Vasculature 1567

 at CONS CALIFORNIA DIG LIB on June 28, 2007 circres.ahajournals.orgDownloaded from 

http://circres.ahajournals.org


112. Joutel A, Corpechot C, Ducros A, Vahedi K, Chabriat H, Mouton P,
Alamowitch S, Domenga V, Cecillion M, Marechal E, Maciazek J,
Vayssiere C, Cruaud C, Cabanis EA, Ruchoux MM, Weissenbach J,
Bach JF, Bousser MG, Tournier-Lasserve E. Notch3 mutations in
CADASIL, a hereditary adult-onset condition causing stroke and
dementia. Nature. 1996;383:707–710.

113. Joutel A, Tournier-Lasserve E. Notch signalling pathway and human
diseases. Semin Cell Dev Biol. 1998;9:619–625.

114. Chabriat H, Vahedi K, Iba-Zizen MT, Joutel A, Nibbio A, Nagy TG,
Krebs MO, Julien J, Dubois B, Ducrocq X, Levasseur M, Homeyer P,
Mas JL, Lyon-Caen O, Tournier-Lasserve E, Bousser MG. Clinical
spectrum of CADASIL: a study of 7 families. Cerebral autosomal
dominant arteriopathy with subcortical infarcts and leukoencepha-
lopathy. Lancet. 1995;346:934–939.

115. Joutel A, Chabriat H, Vahedi K, Domenga V, Vayssiere C, Ruchoux
MM, Lucas C, Leys D, Bousser MG, Tournier-Lasserve E. Splice site
mutation causing a seven amino acid Notch3 in-frame deletion in
CADASIL. Neurology. 2000;54:1874–1875.

116. Ishiko A, Shimizu A, Nagata E, Takahashi K, Tabira T, Suzuki N.
Notch3 ectodomain is a major component of granular osmiophilic
material (GOM) in CADASIL. Acta Neuropathol (Berl). 2006;112:
333–339.

117. Ruchoux MM, Domenga V, Brulin P, Maciazek J, Limol S, Tournier-
Lasserve E, Joutel A. Transgenic mice expressing mutant Notch3
develop vascular alterations characteristic of cerebral autosomal
dominant arteriopathy with subcortical infarcts and leukoencepha-
lopathy. Am J Pathol. 2003;162:329–342.

118. Wang W, Prince CZ, Mou Y, Pollman MJ. Notch3 signaling in vascular
smooth muscle cells induces c-FLIP expression via ERK/MAPK acti-
vation. Resistance to Fas ligand-induced apoptosis. J Biol Chem. 2002;
277:21723–21729.

119. Bellavia D, Campese AF, Alesse E, Vacca A, Felli MP, Balestri A,
Stoppacciaro A, Tiveron C, Tatangelo L, Giovarelli M, Gaetano C, Ruco
L, Hoffman ES, Hayday AC, Lendahl U, Frati L, Gulino A, Screpanti I.
Constitutive activation of NF-kappaB and T-cell leukemia/lymphoma in
Notch3 transgenic mice. EMBO J. 2000;19:3337–3348.

120. Shimizu K, Chiba S, Saito T, Kumano K, Hamada Y, Hirai H. Func-
tional diversity among Notch1, Notch2, and Notch3 receptors. Biochem
Biophys Res Commun. 2002;291:775–779.

121. Tanigaki K, Nogaki F, Takahashi J, Tashiro K, Kurooka H, Honjo T.
Notch1 and Notch3 instructively restrict bFGF-responsive multipotent
neural progenitor cells to an astroglial fate. Neuron. 2001;29:45–55.

122. Ong CT, Cheng HT, Chang LW, Ohtsuka T, Kageyama R, Stormo GD,
Kopan R. Target selectivity of vertebrate notch proteins. Collaboration
between discrete domains and CSL-binding site architecture determines
activation probability. J Biol Chem. 2006;281:5106–5119.

123. Peters N, Opherk C, Zacherle S, Capell A, Gempel P, Dichgans M.
CADASIL-associated Notch3 mutations have differential effects both
on ligand binding and ligand-induced Notch3 receptor signaling through
RBP-Jk. Exp Cell Res. 2004;299:454–464.

124. Low WC, Santa Y, Takahashi K, Tabira T, Kalaria RN. CADASIL-
causing mutations do not alter Notch3 receptor processing and acti-
vation. Neuroreport. 2006;17:945–949.

125. Li L, Krantz ID, Deng Y, Genin A, Banta AB, Collins CC, Qi M, Trask
BJ, Kuo WL, Cochran J, Costa T, Pierpont ME, Rand EB, Piccoli DA,
Hood L, Spinner NB. Alagille syndrome is caused by mutations in
human Jagged1, which encodes a ligand for Notch1. Nat Genet. 1997;
16:243–251.

126. Oda T, Elkahloun AG, Pike BL, Okajima K, Krantz ID, Genin A, Piccoli
DA, Meltzer PS, Spinner NB, Collins FS, Chandrasekharappa SC.
Mutations in the human Jagged1 gene are responsible for Alagille
syndrome. Nat Genet. 1997;16:235–242.

127. Piccoli DA, Spinner NB. Alagille syndrome and the Jagged1 gene.
Semin Liver Dis. 2001;21:525–534.

128. Kamath BM, Spinner NB, Emerick KM, Chudley AE, Booth C, Piccoli
DA, Krantz ID. Vascular anomalies in Alagille syndrome: a significant
cause of morbidity and mortality. Circulation. 2004;109:1354–1358.

129. McElhinney DB, Krantz ID, Bason L, Piccoli DA, Emerick KM,
Spinner NB, Goldmuntz E. Analysis of cardiovascular phenotype and
genotype-phenotype correlation in individuals with a JAG1 mutation
and/or Alagille syndrome. Circulation. 2002;106:2567–2574.

130. Spinner NB, Colliton RP, Crosnier C, Krantz ID, Hadchouel M,
Meunier-Rotival M. Jagged1 mutations in alagille syndrome. Hum
Mutat. 2001;17:18–33.

131. McCright B, Lozier J, Gridley T. A mouse model of Alagille syndrome:
Notch2 as a genetic modifier of Jag1 haploinsufficiency. Development.
2002;129:1075–1082.

132. McDaniell R, Warthen DM, Sanchez-Lara PA, Pai A, Krantz ID, Piccoli
DA, Spinner NB. NOTCH2 mutations cause Alagille syndrome, a het-
erogeneous disorder of the notch signaling pathway. Am J Hum Genet.
2006;79:169–173.

133. Liu ZJ, Shirakawa T, Li Y, Soma A, Oka M, Dotto GP, Fairman RM,
Velazquez OC, Herlyn M. Regulation of Notch1 and Dll4 by vascular
endothelial growth factor in arterial endothelial cells: implications for
modulating arteriogenesis and angiogenesis. Mol Cell Biol. 2003;23:
14–25.

134. MacKenzie F, Duriez P, Wong F, Noseda M, Karsan A. Notch4 inhibits
endothelial apoptosis via RBP-Jkappa-dependent and -independent
pathways. J Biol Chem. 2004;279:11657–11663.

135. Noseda M, Chang L, McLean G, Grim JE, Clurman BE, Smith LL,
Karsan A. Notch activation induces endothelial cell cycle arrest and
participates in contact inhibition: role of p21Cip1 repression. Mol Cell
Biol. 2004;24:8813–8822.

136. Deng DX, Tsalenko A, Vailaya A, Ben-Dor A, Kundu R, Estay I,
Tabibiazar R, Kincaid R, Yakhini Z, Bruhn L, Quertermous T.
Differences in vascular bed disease susceptibility reflect differences
in gene expression response to atherogenic stimuli. Circ Res. 2006;
98:200 –208.

137. Dai G, Kaazempur-Mofrad MR, Natarajan S, Zhang Y, Vaughn S,
Blackman BR, Kamm RD, Garcia-Cardena G, Gimbrone MA Jr.
Distinct endothelial phenotypes evoked by arterial waveforms derived
from atherosclerosis-susceptible and -resistant regions of human vascu-
lature. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2004;101:14871–14876.

138. Miyamoto A, Lau R, Hein PW, Shipley JM, Weinmaster G. Microfi-
brillar proteins MAGP-1 and MAGP-2 induce Notch1 extracellular
domain dissociation and receptor activation. J Biol Chem. 2006;281:
10089–10097.

139. Nichols JT, Miyamoto A, Olsen SL, D’Souza B, Yao C, Weinmaster
G. DSL ligand endocytosis physically dissociates Notch1 het-
erodimers before activating proteolysis can occur. J Cell Biol. 2007;
176:445– 458.

140. Tohda S, Kogoshi H, Murakami N, Sakano S, Nara N. Diverse effects
of the Notch ligands Jagged1 and Delta1 on the growth and differen-
tiation of primary acute myeloblastic leukemia cells. Exp Hematol.
2005;33:558–563.

141. Brooker R, Hozumi K, Lewis J. Notch ligands with contrasting func-
tions: Jagged1 and Delta1 in the mouse inner ear. Development. 2006;
133:1277–1286.

142. Yang LT, Nichols JT, Yao C, Manilay JO, Robey EA, Weinmaster G.
Fringe glycosyltransferases differentially modulate Notch1 proteolysis
induced by Delta1 and Jagged1. Mol Biol Cell. 2005;16:927–942.

143. Hori K, Fostier M, Ito M, Fuwa TJ, Go MJ, Okano H, Baron M,
Matsuno K. Drosophila deltex mediates suppressor of Hairless-
independent and late-endosomal activation of Notch signaling.
Development. 2004;131:5527–5537.

144. Le Borgne R. Regulation of Notch signalling by endocytosis and
endosomal sorting. Curr Opin Cell Biol. 2006;18:213–222.

1568 Circulation Research June 8, 2007

 at CONS CALIFORNIA DIG LIB on June 28, 2007 circres.ahajournals.orgDownloaded from 

http://circres.ahajournals.org

