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Oligodendrocytes (OLs) are responsible for the myelination of axons in the central
nervous system (CNS). The differentiation of OLs encompasses several stages, through
which cells undergo dramatic biochemical and morphological changes. OL differentiation
is modulated by soluble factors (SFs)—such as growth factors and hormones—, known
to be essential for each maturation stage. Besides SFs, insoluble factors such as
extracellular matrix (ECM) proteins and other microenvironmental elements also play
a pivotal role during OL differentiation. Recently, a growing number of studies were
published concerning the effect of biophysical properties of the extracellular milieu
on OL differentiation and myelination, showing the importance of ECM stiffness and
topography, strain forces and spatial constraints. For instance, it was shown in vitro
that OL differentiation and maturation is enhanced by substrates within the reported
range of stiffness of the brain and that this effect is potentiated by the presence of
merosin, whereas the myelination process is influenced by the diameter of axonal-like
fibers. In this mini review article, we will discuss the effect of mechanical cues
during OL differentiation and the possible molecular mechanisms involved in such
regulation.

Keywords: mechanotransduction, mechanobiology, oligodendrocyte, extracellular matrix, integrins, myelination,
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INTRODUCTION

Oligodendrocytes (OLs) are specialized myelin-producing neural cells whose processes wrap
around axons in the central nervous system (CNS). Myelin wrapping provides trophic support
and insulation of axons, supporting structural and functional integrity of the neuronal networks
present in the CNS, allowing for efficient saltatory conduction of action potentials (Michalski and
Kothary, 2015). Primary demyelination is a pathologic condition with multiple possible causes,
resulting in severe impairment of nerve impulse conduction in the CNS. When remyelination fails,
axons and eventually neurons themselves degenerate progressively, causing impairment of CNS
functions (Felts et al., 1997).

Several soluble factors (SFs), transcription factors and other biochemical elements
were shown to play a pivotal role during the distinct developmental stages of the CNS,
namely in what concerns the proliferation of oligodendrocyte precursor cells (OPCs),
their migration and differentiation, and ultimately myelination of axons by mature OLs
(Baumann and Pham-Dinh, 2001; Richardson et al., 2006; Bauer et al., 2009; Rivera et al.,
2010; Michalski and Kothary, 2015). More recently, it was hypothesized that biophysical
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FIGURE 1 | Factors affecting cell fate of neural stem/progenitor cells (NSCs) and the differentiation of oligodendrocyte precursor cells (OPCs) into
mature oligodendrocytes (OLs). The fate of NSCs is influenced by several soluble factors (SFs; top left), as widely described in the literature (Rivera et al., 2010),
but is also modulated by several biophysical cues (top right) such as stiffness (Keung et al., 2011, 2012) and the combination of strain and insoluble factors like
extracellular matrix (ECM) proteins (Arulmoli et al., 2015). Maturation of OLs is also influenced by SFs (Baumann and Pham-Dinh, 2001; top left), ECM composition
(Buttery and ffrench-Constant, 1999; Colognato et al., 2004; bottom left) and biophysical elements, like stiffness (Kippert et al., 2009; Jagielska et al., 2012;
Lourenço et al., 2016; top right), spatial constraints and cell density (Rosenberg et al., 2008; Hernandez et al., 2016) and topography (Lee et al., 2012; Bechler et al.,
2015; bottom right).

properties of the extracellular environment also play important
roles during OL development (Bauer and ffrench-Constant,
2009; Kippert et al., 2009). Since then, several advancements
were made (Figure 1) and together with mechanotransduction,
mechanobiology of OLs has emerged as a vibrant field with
important implications for fundamental and translational studies
in the areas of OL biology and demyelinating disorders.

This mini-review article provides a concise overview
of mechanotransduction, followed by a discussion of the
mechanobiology of neural cells and OLs in particular.

PRINCIPLES OF
MECHANOTRANSDUCTION

Cells developed sensors for a variety of physical cues originating
on the extracellular niche, such as shear stress, strain and

other mechanical forces. Extracellular mechanical stimuli,
including substrate stiffness (Engler et al., 2006; Fu et al.,
2010), geometric constraints imposing cell shape (McBeath
et al., 2004), and micro- or nano-topographic elements of the
extracellular environment (Yim et al., 2010; Unadkat et al.,
2011) can be converted into biochemical signals, hence the term
mechanotransduction.

Cells also exert force on the extracellular environment, mostly
by action of actomyosin contractility. Tension is transmitted
to the extracellular milieu through integrins (Figure 2A),
transmembrane heterodimeric receptors linking adherent cells to
the extracellular matrix—ECM (Wang et al., 1993). The intensity
of cytoskeleton tension produced by adherent cells depends on
the cell type, but is also influenced by the physical properties of
the ECM of a particular tissue (in vivo) or substrate (in vitro). It
is proportional to the resistance offered by the substrate towards
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FIGURE 2 | Signaling pathways generically involved in mechanotransduction and proposed model for the influence of biophysical elements during
OL differentiation. (A) Integrins (heterodimeric transmembrane receptors composed by α and β subunits) engage ECM proteins (Wang et al., 1993) on the
extracellular region, in turn recruiting intracellular adaptor proteins that subsequently bind to actin cytoskeleton. Upon integrin activation, several focal adhesion
proteins (SFKs, Focal Adhesion Kinase (FAK), Talin) are recruited and activated, promoting cytoskeleton and cellular dynamics (Huveneers and Danen, 2009). On
stiffer platforms, focal adhesions (FAs) are reinforced, inducing further activation of RhoA, ROCK and myosin-II, and consequently, cytoskeleton tension increases (left
panel). On softer substrates, cytoskeleton tension is lower, due to reduced maturation of FAs and lower activation of RhoA, ROCK and myosin-II (right panel). (B) The
model presented proposes that inactivation of RhoA caused by activation of Fyn in response to engagement of α6β1 integrin by laminin-2 (Colognato et al., 2004;
Bechler et al., 2015) combined with soft substrates contributes to low actomyosin contractility, favoring OL differentiation (left panel). Engagement of αvβ3 integrin by
fibronectin leads to activation of Lyn (Colognato et al., 2004), promoting maintenance of OPCs, which also seems to be favored by soft substrates (right panel).
Please refer to the main text for further details.
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deformation, which in turn is determined by the rigidity (elastic
modulus, E) of the tissue ormaterial (reviewed in Eyckmans et al.,
2011; Sun et al., 2012).

Integrins bind to ECM proteins (e.g., laminin, fibronectin
or collagen), providing cellular adhesion (Figure 2A). Although
other elements (like the glycocalyx, primary cilia, tight
junctions, desmosomes and adherens junctions) also play an
important role in mechanotransduction (particularly for fluid
shear stress or tissue strain sensing), a central aspect of
mechanobiology is the formation of focal adhesions (FAs),
which are multi-protein clusters composed by integrins and
several intracellular adaptor proteins, that collectively function
as a cellular anchor and sensor (Miyamoto et al., 1995;
Zimerman et al., 2004). On the intracellular region, adaptor
proteins (such as Talin and Vinculin) bind to integrins, in
turn recruiting the cytoskeleton (particularly actin filaments).
Other proteins associated with FAs, like Focal Adhesion Kinase
(FAK) and Src-family kinases (SFKs), regulate Rho-family
GTPases, controlling cytoskeleton dynamics, cellular spreading
and contractility (reviewed in Huveneers and Danen, 2009).
Importantly, FA-associated proteins like p130Cas, Talin or
Filamin seem to stretch under tension, in turn exposing
further binding sites to FA-adaptor proteins, hence behaving
like force sensors. This results in reinforced attachment of
actin fibers to FAs and further cellular contractility, with
contribution of actin-associated motor proteins like non-muscle
myosin-II—NMM-II (Choi et al., 2008; Vicente-Manzanares
et al., 2008). This mechanism allows adherent cells to sense
forces originating on the extracellular milieu and also to
probe the rigidity of the ECM or cell culture substrate
(Figure 2A).

The phenotype of mesenchymal stem/stromal cells can be
profoundly shaped by biophysical cues, influencing proliferation,
differentiation and other aspects of cellular physiology (reviewed
in Bellas and Chen, 2014). Typically, conditions that cause
low cellular spreading, low actomyosin contractility and low
maturation of FAs, such as soft substrates (Engler et al.,
2006; Fu et al., 2010), high cell density (Aragona et al.,
2013) or spatial constraints (McBeath et al., 2004; Dupont
et al., 2011) that prevent cells from fully spreading and
exert tension on the ECM/substrate via FAs, result in similar
cellular responses. While soft environments and low spreading
promote adipogenesis, stiff substrates and cell spreading favor
osteogenesis.

Although interactions at the interface between cells or
between cells and the extracellular environment (reviewed
in Sun et al., 2012; Huveneers and de Rooij, 2013) are at
the origin of mechanotransduction signaling, it is known
that such stimuli propagate through the cytoskeleton and the
linker of nucleoskeleton and cytoskeleton (LINC) complex to
the nucleus (Figure 2A), affecting nuclear and chromosomal
architecture (Mehta et al., 2010), chromatin modulation (Iyer
et al., 2012; Heo et al., 2015; Hernandez et al., 2016)
and gene expression (Maier et al., 2008). The discovery
of substrate stiffness- and cell shape-responsive transcription
factors like YAP/TAZ (Dupont et al., 2011; Low et al.,
2014) provided further insights into how gene regulation

occurs in response to biophysical cues. Nuclear lamins are
also essential for nucleus-mediated mechanotransduction (Swift
et al., 2013).

MECHANOBIOLOGY OF NEURAL CELLS

In vivo, cells experience distinct extracellular stiffness and are
subjected to different forces, influencing cell fate. When cultured
in vitro, cells tend to behave more closely to in vivo when
substrates mimic their native microenvironment (Moore et al.,
2010). The elastic modulus of the brain is estimated between
0.1 kPa and 10 kPa, however this broad range of values is still
under debate and encompasses results obtained using distinct
methods, models and brain regions (extensively reviewed in
Chatelin et al., 2010). Moreover, the stiffness of the CNS seems
to change with age (Cheng et al., 2008; Clarke et al., 2009; Elkin
et al., 2010), although data is somehow contradictory depending
on model organism, time points (age) and technique used.
Nevertheless, recent studies in living humans, using magnetic
resonance elastography, indicate a peak in brain stiffness around
adolescence/young adulthood followed by a decline with age
(Sack et al., 2011; Arani et al., 2015).

During CNS development, movements and forces are
required for the normal formation of brain structures,
which also seem to be important for cell-fate specification
(Franze, 2013). Neural stem cells (NSCs) differentiate
into neurons, astrocytes or OLs in vitro, depending not
only on the SFs present but also on biophysical elements.
Lineage commitment of NSCs is influenced by mechanical
cues acting through Rho GTPases, which modulate
actomyosin contraction (Figure 2A). High substrate
stiffness (1500–75,000 Pa) leads to activation of RhoA
and Cdc42 with concomitant intracellular tension and
enhanced astrocytic differentiation, whereas inhibition of
RhoA and Cdc42 or the presence of a soft culture material
(100–700 Pa) favors neurogenesis and oligodendrogenesis
(Keung et al., 2011). This strongly suggests prevalence for
neuronal and oligodendroglial specification of NSCs induced
by soft environments, whereas stiffer ones favor astrocytic
commitment.

The neural/neuronal specification of pluripotent stem cells
is also influenced by substrate stiffness. The expression of
neuroectodermal (Pax6) or neuronal markers (Tuj1) increases
when hESCs (or hiPSCs) are cultured on substrates with 100 or
700 Pa, respectively (Keung et al., 2012), indicating that neural
progenitors are favored by substrates softer than those promoting
neuronal specification.

Lineage specification of NSCs is also affected by tensile
strain. Substrate stretching promotes astrocytic and neuronal
differentiation while inhibiting oligodendrocytic lineages
in vitro. Conversely, substrate pre-stretching before cell seeding
promoted OL differentiation, with little impact on neuronal
or astrocytic commitment. Interestingly, these effects seem to
be dependent on specific integrin activation by ECM proteins
(Arulmoli et al., 2015). One limitation of this study was that
substrate stretching and stiffness could not be uncoupled,
i.e., stretched substrates became stiffer than unstretched ones,
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hence more definitive conclusions as to the real impact of strain
during NSC differentiation are difficult to draw.

MECHANICAL MODULATION OF
OLIGODENDROCYTES

Integrin Signaling and OL Differentiation
OLs express a defined integrin repertoire (αvβ1, αvβ3, αvβ5,
αvβ8 and α6β1), depending on the cell’s differentiation state
and ECM components (Milner and Ffrench-Constant, 1994;
O’Meara et al., 2011). Integrin engagement by ECM proteins
results in activation of distinct signaling pathways and diverse
cellular responses, depending on the ECM protein and integrin
repertoires.

Fibronectin activates αvβ3, which recruits the Src-family
kinase Lyn, triggering proliferation and survival pathways
(Figure 2B), promoting maintenance of the progenitor state of
OPCs. Conversely, OL differentiation is promoted by laminin-
2/merosin, activating α6β1 and the SFK Fyn (Figure 2B),
triggering pathways leading to increasedMBP expression and cell
maturation (Colognato et al., 2004).

Modulation of Rho Family GTPases and the
Cytoskeleton
Rho GTPases regulate the polymerization/de-polymerization
dynamics of actin, controlling cytoskeleton structures and
cellular morphology. Generally, RhoA activation leads to
formation of actin stress fibers and actomyosin contractility
(Figure 2A), whereas activation of Rac and Cdc42 results
in filopodia and lamellipodia formation in several cell types
(reviewed inHuveneers andDanen, 2009). InOLs, Fyn activation
inhibits RhoA by means of p190RhoGAP (Figure 2B) and
promotes Cdc42 and Rac, favoring morphological differentiation
(Osterhout et al., 1999; Liang et al., 2004; Laursen et al., 2009;
Kramer-Albers and White, 2011). During differentiation,
OLs undergo dramatic cytoskeleton rearrangements and
consequently morphological alterations, from bipolar to
highly branched cells and eventually presenting myelin-rich
membranous structures when fully mature—Figure 1 (Bauer
et al., 2009; Michalski and Kothary, 2015). OLs comprise
two major cytoskeleton components—microtubules and
filamentous (F)-actin. F-actin is involved in filopodia and
lamellipodia formation in immature OLs, promoting migration.
OL maturation occurs with increased morphological complexity,
accompanied by enhanced stabilization of microtubules
(Bauer et al., 2009; Michalski and Kothary, 2015). Increased
morphological complexity is preceded by inactivation of RhoA
and consequent decrease of actomyosin contractility, since
RhoA activates ROCK (Rho kinase)—the inducer of NMM-II
(Figure 2B). Concomitantly, inhibition or abrogation of
myosin-II accelerates OL differentiation—leading to increased
expression of MBP and cellular branching (Wang et al.,
2008, 2012)—and potentiates remyelination after lysolecithin-
induced demyelination in adult mice (Rusielewicz et al.,
2014).

It was recently observed that F-actin distribution
changed dramatically during oligodendroglial differentiation

and myelination. During early myelination, F-actin-rich
lamellipodia-like protrusions were generated, but subsequently
depleted during axonal wrapping and completely disassembled
during active myelination (Nawaz et al., 2015; Zuchero et al.,
2015). F-actin levels correlate inversely with MBP expression
(Zuchero et al., 2015) and membrane tension (Nawaz et al.,
2015), hence actin cytoskeleton disruption—caused by a shift
of F-actin to G-actin [monomeric/globular (G)-actin]—seems
crucial for myelin wrapping.

Arp2/3 (actin nucleation factor) and actin depolymerizing
factor ADF/cofilin1 also seem crucial during myelination.
Arp2/3 is the major actin nucleation factor, promoting
lamellipodia (high F-actin/G-actin ratio), being required during
early OL differentiation and initiation of myelination (Zuchero
et al., 2015). ADF/cofilin1 is involved in F-actin turnover,
contributing to the increased G-actin/F-actin ratio observed in
differentiated OLs (Nawaz et al., 2015). The activity of cofilin
can be regulated by sequestration to the plasma membrane,
namely to phosphatidylinositol 4,5-bisphosphate [PI(4,5)P2]. In
mature OLs, MBP competes with cofilin for binding to PI(4,5)P2,
releasing cofilin to promote the disassembly of F-actin, hence,
contributing to membrane compaction occurring during axonal
myelination (Zuchero et al., 2015).

Nuclear Modulation and Oligodendrocyte
Differentiation
OL differentiation encompasses epigenetic modifications
that modulate the genome, silencing genes associated with
self-renewal or multi/pluripotency and favoring the expression
of others required for terminal differentiation (Hernandez and
Casaccia, 2015; Douvaras et al., 2016).

During stem cell differentiation (in general), significant
changes occur in nuclear stiffness and architecture in response to
mechanical stimuli. This is important for cell fate determination,
since the status of sub-nuclear structures, chromatin state and
chromosome architecture contribute decisively to the regulation
of gene expression (reviewed in Martins et al., 2012). Spatial
constraints also affect OL differentiation (Figure 1)—high cell
density or the presence of beads with size similar to cells were
shown to enhance OPC differentiation. This was attributed to
mechanotransduction events encompassing changes in nuclear
size and structure, although the mechanistic details were
unknown (Rosenberg et al., 2008).

It was recently demonstrated in OLs that compressive
forces—either mechanically-driven or due to spatial constraints
caused by high cell density or the presence of beads of
equivalent size—affect nuclear architecture and chromatin
modifications (Figure 2B), causing increased heterochromatic
cellular content (Hernandez et al., 2016)—namely increased
trimethylated lysine-9 residues of histone-3 (H3K9me), an
epigenetic modification associated with OL differentiation and
maturation in vitro (Douvaras et al., 2016) and in vivo (Liu
et al., 2012). Concomitantly, increased expression of myelin
markers—MBP, CNP and MAG—and axonal myelination were
observed. The nuclear changes reported were mediated by the
LINC complex (in a Syne1-dependent manner) downstream of
actin cytoskeleton. In this study, the effect of high cell density
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and mechanical compression could not be truly uncoupled,
since compression also led to indirect increase in cellular
density.

MECHANOTRANSDUCTION AND OL
DIFFERENTIATION

During the last decade a growing number of studies revealed the
signaling pathways associated with cellular response to forces and
other biophysical stimuli and its relevance in cell fate decisions, in
particular for OL differentiation andmyelination (Figures 1, 2B).

One of the first studies showing the effect of mechanical
cues during OPC differentiation used topographical features,
mimicking axonal topography and modulating OL alignment
and migration (Webb et al., 1995).

More recently, graphene-nanofiber scaffolds were shown
to significantly enhance the differentiation of NSCs into OLs
(Shah et al., 2014). Nanofibers were used to guide cells,
but also to provide spatial cues that mimic axons. Since
axonal diameter regulates myelination—thicker axons show
increased myelination—nanofibers were created with diameters
within the range of axons. Nanofibers with a diameter of
2–4 µm ameliorated the differentiation of OPCs and fiber
myelin-ensheathment when comparing with fibers with smaller
diameter (<0.5 µm)—Figure 1—recapitulating what is observed
in vivo (Lee et al., 2012; Bechler et al., 2015). Moreover, the
number of myelin sheaths per OL increased in laminin-2-coated
fibers through the activation of Fyn pathway (Bechler et al.,
2015).

Several studies have focused on the effect of substrate
stiffness on OPC fate, beginning to elucidate the molecular
pathways involved in such regulatory mechanisms (Kippert
et al., 2009; Jagielska et al., 2012; Lourenço et al., 2016).
When OPCs were cultured on substrates with a Young’s
modulus of ∼6 kPa (within the range of the mammalian brain
(Chatelin et al., 2010)) the cell surface area of differentiated
OLs (a maturation phenotype) was increased in comparison
with softer substrates. This effect seemed to be dependent on
actomyosin contractility, since its inhibition (using blebbistatin,
a NMM-II inhibitor) resulted in a similar effect (Kippert et al.,
2009). Later, it was confirmed that OPCs were mechanosensitive
and its survival, migration, proliferation and differentiation
were influenced by substrate stiffness (Jagielska et al., 2012).
Nevertheless, in these studies poly-D-lysine was used to
promote cell adhesion (not ECM proteins), hence integrin
engagement and the role of ECM proteins were not directly
addressed.

Our group showed the importance of combining compliant
substrates with ECM proteins for OL differentiation (Lourenço
et al., 2016). The maintenance of the progenitor state of rat OPCs
was favored by substrates with stiffness similar to rat brain tissues
(∼6.5 kPa; Juge et al., 2016) functionalized with fibronectin—an
ECM protein known to favor the progenitor state of OLs
(Colognato et al., 2004). OPC differentiation was improved
when cultured on substrates with the same stiffness, but
functionalized with laminin-2/merosin (described as promoter
of OPC differentiation (Buttery and ffrench-Constant, 1999)),

when compared with cells maintained on 6.5 kPa substrates
functionalized with poly-D-lysine alone or kept on softer
(2.5 kPa) or stiffer (10 kPa or GPa range) substrates. MBP
and PLP expression increased and cells displayed a more
mature morphology, revealing the importance of combining
compliant substrates with ECM proteins for the full maturation
of OLs.

In line with our observations, a similar approach was recently
published (Urbanski et al., 2016), showing a significant increase
in branching complexity of OPCs undergoing differentiation
on soft brain-like matrices (1.5 kPa) compared to those kept
on rigid substrates (30 kPa; both coated with matrigel), in a
NMM-II dependent manner. Differentiation of OPCs on soft
conditions led to increased percentage of mature RIP+ and
MBP+ OLs and lower nuclear Olig1 content (which translocates
to the cytosol during differentiation) when compared to those
on stiff substrates. OPCs kept on soft substrates displayed lower
nuclear/cytosolic ratio of the mechanosensitive transcriptional
regulator YAP when compared to those on stiff substrates (as
reported in other cell types (Dupont et al., 2011)), as well
as lower nuclear Lamin-A/Lamin-B ratio, previously reported
to scale with tissue/substrate stiffness (Swift et al., 2013),
hence confirming that OLs are indeed mechanoresponsive
cells.

The proposed mechanism for the influence of substrate
stiffness during OL differentiation (Figure 2B) is in line with
the observation that low RhoA activity and low actomyosin
contraction play a positive role in this process (Wang et al.,
2008, 2012). Presumably, similar to several cell types (reviewed
in Moore et al., 2010; Eyckmans et al., 2011), soft substrates
contribute to low actomyosin contraction of OPCs, favoring a
low contractile state of the cell, contributing to the differentiation
process.

CONCLUSION

In this review, the influence of biophysical properties of
the ECM and the mechanomodulatory signaling pathways
involved in cell fate decisions were discussed, with focus on
OL differentiation. OPC fate is affected by proteins of the
ECM (or in vitro substrates), which engage integrins, activating
downstream signaling pathways controlling OL proliferation
and differentiation. Recent studies have demonstrated that OPCs
are mechanosensitive and its differentiation is influenced by
several biophysical cues. Nevertheless, the pathways involved
in the conversion of mechanical forces into biochemical signals
during OL differentiation remain partially elusive, requiring
further mechanistic studies that will eventually contribute
to a better understanding of myelination/remyelination
processes.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

TL and MG wrote and revised the manuscript and created
the figures. Both authors approved the final version of the
manuscript for publication.

Frontiers in Cellular Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 6 November 2016 | Volume 10 | Article 277

http://www.frontiersin.org/Cellular_Neuroscience
http://www.frontiersin.org/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Cellular_Neuroscience/archive


Lourenço and Grãos Oligodendrocyte Differentiation and Mechanotransduction

FUNDING

Authors acknowledge funding by the ERDF through Programa
Operacional Factores de Competitividade—COMPETE
and by national funds by FCT—Fundação para a Ciência
e a Tecnologia (Portuguese Foundation for Science and

Technology) through grants FCOMP-01-0124-FEDER-
021150-PTDC/SAU-ENB/119292/2010 attributed to MG,
which included a research fellowship awarded to TL, and
COMPETE funding (Project ‘‘Stem cell based platforms for
Regenerative and Therapeutic Medicine’’, Centro-07-ST24-
FEDER-002008).

REFERENCES

Aragona, M., Panciera, T., Manfrin, A., Giulitti, S., Michielin, F., Elvassore, N.,
et al. (2013). A mechanical checkpoint controls multicellular growth through
YAP/TAZ regulation by actin-processing factors. Cell 154, 1047–1059. doi: 10.
1016/j.cell.2013.07.042

Arani, A., Murphy, M. C., Glaser, K. J., Manduca, A., Lake, D. S., Kruse, S. A.,
et al. (2015). Measuring the effects of aging and sex on regional brain stiffness
with MR elastography in healthy older adults. Neuroimage 111, 59–64. doi: 10.
1016/j.neuroimage.2015.02.016

Arulmoli, J., Pathak, M. M., McDonnell, L. P., Nourse, J. L., Tombola, F.,
Earthman, J. C., et al. (2015). Static stretch affects neural stem cell
differentiation in an extracellular matrix-dependent manner. Sci. Rep. 5:8499.
doi: 10.1038/srep08499

Bauer, N. G., and ffrench-Constant, C. (2009). Physical forces in
myelination and repair: a question of balance? J. Biol. 8:78. doi: 10.1186/
jbiol169

Bauer, N. G., Richter-Landsberg, C., and Ffrench-Constant, C. (2009). Role of
the oligodendroglial cytoskeleton in differentiation and myelination. Glia 57,
1691–1705. doi: 10.1002/glia.20885

Baumann, N., and Pham-Dinh, D. (2001). Biology of oligodendrocyte and
myelin in the mammalian central nervous system. Physiol. Rev. 81,
871–927.

Bechler, M. E., Byrne, L., and ffrench-Constant, C. (2015). CNS myelin sheath
lengths are an intrinsic property of oligodendrocytes.Curr. Biol. 25, 2411–2416.
doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2015.07.056

Bellas, E., and Chen, C. S. (2014). Forms, forces and stem cell fate. Curr. Opin. Cell
Biol. 31, 92–97. doi: 10.1016/j.ceb.2014.09.006

Buttery, P. C., and ffrench-Constant, C. (1999). Laminin-2/integrin interactions
enhance myelin membrane formation by oligodendrocytes.Mol. Cell. Neurosci.
14, 199–212. doi: 10.1006/mcne.1999.0781

Chatelin, S., Constantinesco, A., and Willinger, R. (2010). Fifty years of brain
tissue mechanical testing: from in vitro to in vivo investigations. Biorheology
47, 255–276. doi: 10.3233/BIR-2010-0576

Cheng, S., Clarke, E. C., and Bilston, L. E. (2008). Rheological properties of the
tissues of the central nervous system: a review.Med. Eng. Phys. 30, 1318–1337.
doi: 10.1016/j.medengphy.2008.06.003

Choi, C. K., Vicente-Manzanares, M., Zareno, J., Whitmore, L. A.,
Mogilner, A., and Horwitz, A. R. (2008). Actin and α-actinin orchestrate
the assembly and maturation of nascent adhesions in a myosin II
motor-independent manner. Nat. Cell Biol. 10, 1039–1050. doi: 10.1038/
ncb1763

Clarke, E. C., Cheng, S., and Bilston, L. E. (2009). The mechanical properties of
neonatal rat spinal cord in vitro and comparisons with adult. J. Biomech. 42,
1397–1402. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiomech.2009.04.008

Colognato, H., Ramachandrappa, S., Olsen, I. M., and ffrench-Constant, C.
(2004). Integrins direct Src family kinases to regulate distinct phases of
oligodendrocyte development. J. Cell Biol. 167, 365–375. doi: 10.1083/jcb.2004
04076

Douvaras, P., Rusielewicz, T., Kim, K. H., Haines, J. D., Casaccia, P., and
Fossati, V. (2016). Epigenetic modulation of human induced pluripotent
stem cell differentiation to oligodendrocytes. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 17:614. doi: 10.
3390/ijms17040614

Dupont, S., Morsut, L., Aragona, M., Enzo, E., Giulitti, S., Cordenonsi, M., et al.
(2011). Role of YAP/TAZ in mechanotransduction. Nature 474, 179–183.
doi: 10.1038/nature10137

Elkin, B. S., Ilankovan, A., and Morrison, B. III. (2010). Age-dependent regional
mechanical properties of the rat hippocampus and cortex. J. Biomech. Eng
132:011010. doi: 10.1115/1.4000164

Engler, A. J., Sen, S., Sweeney, H. L., and Discher, D. E. (2006). Matrix elasticity
directs stem cell lineage specification. Cell 126, 677–689. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.
2006.06.044

Eyckmans, J., Boudou, T., Yu, X., and Chen, C. S. (2011). A hitchhiker’s guide to
mechanobiology. Dev. Cell 21, 35–47. doi: 10.1016/j.devcel.2011.06.015

Felts, P. A., Baker, T. A., and Smith, K. J. (1997). Conduction in segmentally
demyelinated mammalian central axons. J. Neurosci. 17, 7267–7277.

Franze, K. (2013). The mechanical control of nervous system development.
Development 140, 3069–3077. doi: 10.1242/dev.079145

Fu, J., Wang, Y. K., Yang, M. T., Desai, R. A., Yu, X., Liu, Z., et al.
(2010). Mechanical regulation of cell function with geometrically modulated
elastomeric substrates. Nat. Methods 7, 733–736. doi: 10.1038/nmeth.1487

Heo, S.-J., Thorpe, S. D., Driscoll, T. P., Duncan, R. L., Lee, D. A., andMauck, R. L.
(2015). Biophysical regulation of chromatin architecture instills a mechanical
memory in mesenchymal stem cells. Sci. Rep. 5:16895. doi: 10.1038/srep
16895

Hernandez, M., and Casaccia, P. (2015). Interplay between transcriptional control
and chromatin regulation in the oligodendrocyte lineage. Glia 63, 1357–1375.
doi: 10.1002/glia.22818

Hernandez, M., Patzig, J., Mayoral, S. R., Costa, K. D., Chan, J. R., and Casaccia, P.
(2016). Mechanostimulation promotes nuclear and epigenetic changes in
oligodendrocytes. J. Neurosci. 36, 806–813. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2873-15.
2016

Huveneers, S., and Danen, E. H. (2009). Adhesion signaling–crosstalk between
integrins, Src and Rho. J. Cell Sci. 122, 1059–1069. doi: 10.1242/jcs.
039446

Huveneers, S., and de Rooij, J. (2013). Mechanosensitive systems at the cadherin-
F-actin interface. J. Cell Sci. 126, 403–413. doi: 10.1242/jcs.109447

Iyer, K. V., Pulford, S., Mogilner, A., and Shivashankar, G. V. (2012). Mechanical
activation of cells induces chromatin remodeling preceding MKL nuclear
transport. Biophys. J. 103, 1416–1428. doi: 10.1016/j.bpj.2012.08.041

Jagielska, A., Norman, A. L., Whyte, G., Van Vliet, K. J., Guck, J., and
Franklin, R. J. M. (2012). Mechanical environment modulates biological
properties of oligodendrocyte progenitor cells. Stem Cells Dev. 21, 2905–2914.
doi: 10.1089/scd.2012.0189

Juge, L., Pong, A. C., Bongers, A., Sinkus, R., Bilston, L. E., and Cheng, S.
(2016). Changes in rat brain tissue microstructure and stiffness during
the development of experimental obstructive hydrocephalus. PLoS One
11:e0148652. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0148652

Keung, A. J., Asuri, P., Kumar, S., and Schaffer, D. V. (2012). Soft
microenvironments promote the early neurogenic differentiation but not
self-renewal of human pluripotent stem cells. Integr. Biol. (Camb) 4, 1049–1058.
doi: 10.1039/c2ib20083j

Keung, A. J., de Juan-Pardo, E. M., Schaffer, D. V., and Kumar, S. (2011). Rho
GTPases mediate the mechanosensitive lineage commitment of neural stem
cells. Stem Cells 29, 1886–1897. doi: 10.1002/stem.746

Kippert, A., Fitzner, D., Helenius, J., and Simons, M. (2009). Actomyosin
contractility controls cell surface area of oligodendrocytes. BMC Cell Biol.
10:71. doi: 10.1186/1471-2121-10-71

Kramer-Albers, E. M., and White, R. (2011). From axon-glial signalling to
myelination: the integrating role of oligodendroglial Fyn kinase. Cell. Mol. Life
Sci. 68, 2003–2012. doi: 10.1007/s00018-010-0616-z

Laursen, L. S., Chan, C. W., and ffrench-Constant, C. (2009). An integrin-
contactin complex regulates CNS myelination by differential Fyn
phosphorylation. J. Neurosci. 29, 9174–9185. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.
5942-08.2009

Lee, S., Leach, M. K., Redmond, S. A., Chong, S. Y., Mellon, S. H., Tuck, S. J., et al.
(2012). A culture system to study oligodendrocyte myelination processes using
engineered nanofibers. Nat. Methods 9, 917–922. doi: 10.1038/nmeth.2105

Frontiers in Cellular Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 7 November 2016 | Volume 10 | Article 277

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2013.07.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2013.07.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2015.02.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2015.02.016
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep08499
https://doi.org/10.1186/jbiol169
https://doi.org/10.1186/jbiol169
https://doi.org/10.1002/glia.20885
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2015.07.056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceb.2014.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1006/mcne.1999.0781
https://doi.org/10.3233/BIR-2010-0576
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.medengphy.2008.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncb1763
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncb1763
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2009.04.008
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200404076
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200404076
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms17040614
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms17040614
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10137
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4000164
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2006.06.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2006.06.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2011.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1242/dev.079145
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1487
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep16895
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep16895
https://doi.org/10.1002/glia.22818
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2873-15.2016
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2873-15.2016
https://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.039446
https://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.039446
https://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.109447
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2012.08.041
https://doi.org/10.1089/scd.2012.0189
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0148652
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2ib20083j
https://doi.org/10.1002/stem.746
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2121-10-71
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00018-010-0616-z
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5942-08.2009
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5942-08.2009
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.2105
http://www.frontiersin.org/Cellular_Neuroscience
http://www.frontiersin.org/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Cellular_Neuroscience/archive


Lourenço and Grãos Oligodendrocyte Differentiation and Mechanotransduction

Liang, X., Draghi, N. A., and Resh, M. D. (2004). Signaling from integrins to Fyn to
Rho family GTPases regulates morphologic differentiation of oligodendrocytes.
J. Neurosci. 24, 7140–7149. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5319-03.2004

Liu, J., Dietz, K., DeLoyht, J. M., Pedre, X., Kelkar, D., Kaur, J., et al. (2012).
Impaired adult myelination in the prefrontal cortex of socially isolated mice.
Nat. Neurosci. 15, 1621–1623. doi: 10.1038/nn.3263

Lourenço, T., Paes de Faria, J., Bippes, C. A., Maia, J., Lopes-da-Silva, J. A.,
Relvas, J. B., et al. (2016). Modulation of oligodendrocyte differentiation and
maturation by combined biochemical and mechanical cues. Sci. Rep. 6:21563.
doi: 10.1038/srep21563

Low, B. C., Pan, C. Q., Shivashankar, G. V., Bershadsky, A., Sudol, M., and
Sheetz, M. (2014). YAP/TAZ as mechanosensors and mechanotransducers in
regulating organ size and tumor growth. FEBS Lett. 588, 2663–2670. doi: 10.
1016/j.febslet.2014.04.012

Maier, S., Lutz, R., Gelman, L., Sarasa-Renedo, A., Schenk, S., Grashoff, C.,
et al. (2008). Tenascin-C induction by cyclic strain requires integrin-linked
kinase. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1783, 1150–1162. doi: 10.1016/j.bbamcr.2008.
01.013

Martins, R. P., Finan, J. D., Guilak, F., and Lee, D. A. (2012). Mechanical regulation
of nuclear structure and function.Annu. Rev. Biomed. Eng. 14, 431–455. doi: 10.
1146/annurev-bioeng-071910-124638

McBeath, R., Pirone, D. M., Nelson, C. M., Bhadriraju, K., and Chen, C. S.
(2004). Cell shape, cytoskeletal tension and RhoA regulate stem cell
lineage commitment. Dev. Cell 6, 483–495. doi: 10.1016/s1534-5807(04)
00075-9

Mehta, I. S., Amira,M., Harvey, A. J., and Bridger, J. M. (2010). Rapid chromosome
territory relocation by nuclear motor activity in response to serum removal in
primary human fibroblasts. Genome Biol. 11:R5. doi: 10.1186/gb-2010-11-1-r5

Michalski, J. P., and Kothary, R. (2015). Oligodendrocytes in a Nutshell. Front.
Cell. Neurosci. 9:340. doi: 10.3389/fncel.2015.00340

Milner, R., and Ffrench-Constant, C. (1994). A developmental analysis of
oligodendroglial integrins in primary cells: changes in alpha v-associated beta
subunits during differentiation. Development 120, 3497–3506.

Miyamoto, S., Teramoto, H., Coso, O. A., Gutkind, J. S., Burbelo, P. D.,
Akiyama, S. K., et al. (1995). Integrin function: molecular hierarchies of
cytoskeletal and signalingmolecules. J. Cell Biol. 131, 791–805. doi: 10.1083/jcb.
131.3.791

Moore, S. W., Roca-Cusachs, P., and Sheetz, M. P. (2010). Stretchy proteins
on stretchy substrates: the important elements of integrin-mediated rigidity
sensing. Dev. Cell 19, 194–206. doi: 10.1016/j.devcel.2010.07.018

Nawaz, S., Sánchez, P., Schmitt, S., Snaidero, N., Mitkovski, M., Velte, C., et al.
(2015). Actin filament turnover drives leading edge growth during myelin
sheath formation in the central nervous system. Dev. Cell 34, 139–151. doi: 10.
1016/j.devcel.2015.05.013

O’Meara, R. W., Michalski, J. P., and Kothary, R. (2011). Integrin signaling in
oligodendrocytes and its importance in CNS myelination. J. Signal Transduct.
2011:354091. doi: 10.1155/2011/354091

Osterhout, D. J., Wolven, A., Wolf, R. M., Resh, M. D., and Chao, M. V. (1999).
Morphological differentiation of oligodendrocytes requires activation of Fyn
tyrosine kinase. J. Cell Biol. 145, 1209–1218. doi: 10.1083/jcb.145.6.1209

Richardson, W. D., Kessaris, N., and Pringle, N. (2006). Oligodendrocyte wars.
Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 7, 11–18. doi: 10.1038/nrn1826

Rivera, F. J., Steffenhagen, C., Kremer, D., Kandasamy, M., Sandner, B., Couillard-
Despres, S., et al. (2010). Deciphering the oligodendrogenic program of neural
progenitors: cell intrinsic and extrinsic regulators. Stem Cells Dev. 19, 595–606.
doi: 10.1089/scd.2009.0293

Rosenberg, S. S., Kelland, E. E., Tokar, E., De la Torre, A. R., and Chan, J. R.
(2008). The geometric and spatial constraints of the microenvironment induce
oligodendrocyte differentiation. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 105, 14662–14667.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.0805640105

Rusielewicz, T., Nam, J., Damanakis, E., John, G. R., Raine, C. S., and Melendez-
Vasquez, C. V. (2014). Accelerated repair of demyelinated CNS lesions in the
absence of non-muscle myosin IIB. Glia 62, 580–591. doi: 10.1002/glia.22627

Sack, I., Streitberger, K. J., Krefting, D., Paul, F., and Braun, J. (2011). The influence
of physiological aging and atrophy on brain viscoelastic properties in humans.
PLoS One 6:e23451. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0023451

Shah, S., Yin, P. T., Uehara, T. M., Chueng, S. T., Yang, L., and Lee, K. B.
(2014). Guiding stem cell differentiation into oligodendrocytes using graphene-
nanofiber hybrid scaffolds. Adv. Mater. 26, 3673–3680. doi: 10.1002/adma.
201400523

Sun, Y., Chen, C. S., and Fu, J. (2012). Forcing stem cells to behave: a biophysical
perspective of the cellular microenvironment.Annu. Rev. Biophys. 41, 519–542.
doi: 10.1146/annurev-biophys-042910-155306

Swift, J., Ivanovska, I. L., Buxboim, A., Harada, T., Dingal, P. C., Pinter, J., et al.
(2013). Nuclear lamin-A scales with tissue stiffness and enhances matrix-
directed differentiation. Science 341:1240104. doi: 10.1126/science.1240104

Unadkat, H. V., Hulsman, M., Cornelissen, K., Papenburg, B. J.,
Truckenmuller, R. K., Carpenter, A. E., et al. (2011). An algorithm-based
topographical biomaterials library to instruct cell fate. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
U S A 108, 16565–16570. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1109861108

Urbanski, M. M., Kingsbury, L., Moussouros, D., Kassim, I., Mehjabeen, S.,
Paknejad, N., et al. (2016). Myelinating glia differentiation is regulated by
extracellular matrix elasticity. Sci. Rep. 6:33751. doi: 10.1038/srep33751

Vicente-Manzanares, M., Koach, M. A., Whitmore, L., Lamers, M. L., and
Horwitz, A. F. (2008). Segregation and activation of myosin IIB creates a rear
in migrating cells. J. Cell Biol. 183, 543–554. doi: 10.1083/jcb.200806030

Wang, N., Butler, J., and Ingber, D. (1993). Mechanotransduction across the
cell surface and through the cytoskeleton. Science 260, 1124–1127. doi: 10.
1126/science.7684161

Wang, H., Rusielewicz, T., Tewari, A., Leitman, E. M., Einheber, S., andMelendez-
Vasquez, C. V. (2012). Myosin II is a negative regulator of oligodendrocyte
morphological differentiation. J. Neurosci. Res. 90, 1547–1556. doi: 10.1002/jnr.
23036

Wang, H., Tewari, A., Einheber, S., Salzer, J. L., and Melendez-Vasquez, C. V.
(2008). Myosin II has distinct functions in PNS and CNS myelin sheath
formation. J. Cell Biol. 182, 1171–1184. doi: 10.1083/jcb.200802091

Webb, A., Clark, P., Skepper, J., Compston, A., and Wood, A. (1995). Guidance of
oligodendrocytes and their progenitors by substratum topography. J. Cell Sci.
108, 2747–2760.

Yim, E. K., Darling, E. M., Kulangara, K., Guilak, F., and Leong, K. W. (2010).
Nanotopography-induced changes in focal adhesions, cytoskeletal organization
and mechanical properties of human mesenchymal stem cells. Biomaterials 31,
1299–1306. doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2009.10.037

Zimerman, B., Volberg, T., and Geiger, B. (2004). Early molecular events in the
assembly of the focal adhesion-stress fiber complex during fibroblast spreading.
Cell Motil. Cytoskeleton 58, 143–159. doi: 10.1002/cm.20005

Zuchero, J. B., Fu, M. M., Sloan, S. A., Ibrahim, A., Olson, A., Zaremba, A., et al.
(2015). CNS myelin wrapping is driven by actin disassembly. Dev. Cell 34,
152–167. doi: 10.1016/j.devcel.2015.06.011

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2016 Lourenço and Grãos. This is an open-access article distributed
under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use,
distribution and reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original
author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this journal
is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or
reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Cellular Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 8 November 2016 | Volume 10 | Article 277

https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5319-03.2004
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3263
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep21563
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2014.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2014.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamcr.2008.01.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamcr.2008.01.013
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-bioeng-071910-124638
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-bioeng-071910-124638
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1534-5807(04)00075-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1534-5807(04)00075-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2010-11-1-r5
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2015.00340
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.131.3.791
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.131.3.791
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2010.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2015.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2015.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1155/2011/354091
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.145.6.1209
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn1826
https://doi.org/10.1089/scd.2009.0293
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0805640105
https://doi.org/10.1002/glia.22627
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0023451
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201400523
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201400523
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-biophys-042910-155306
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1240104
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1109861108
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep33751
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200806030
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.7684161
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.7684161
https://doi.org/10.1002/jnr.23036
https://doi.org/10.1002/jnr.23036
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200802091
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2009.10.037
https://doi.org/10.1002/cm.20005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2015.06.011
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Cellular_Neuroscience
http://www.frontiersin.org/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Cellular_Neuroscience/archive

	Modulation of Oligodendrocyte Differentiation by Mechanotransduction
	INTRODUCTION
	PRINCIPLES OF MECHANOTRANSDUCTION
	MECHANOBIOLOGY OF NEURAL CELLS
	MECHANICAL MODULATION OF OLIGODENDROCYTES
	Integrin Signaling and OL Differentiation
	Modulation of Rho Family GTPases and the Cytoskeleton
	Nuclear Modulation and Oligodendrocyte Differentiation


	MECHANOTRANSDUCTION AND OL DIFFERENTIATION
	CONCLUSION
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	FUNDING
	REFERENCES


