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Abstract: Perinatal exposure to a glyphosate-based herbicide (GBH) or its active ingredient, glyphosate
(Gly), has been demonstrated to increase implantation failure in rats. This study investigates po-
tential mechanisms of action, analyzing uterine preparation towards the receptive state. Pregnant
Wistar rats (F0) were treated orally with GBH or Gly (3.8 and 3.9 mg Gly/kg/day, respectively)
from gestational day (GD) 9 until weaning. Adult F1 females became pregnant and uterine samples
were collected on GD5 (preimplantation period). Histomorphological uterine parameters were as-
sessed. Immunohistochemistry was applied to evaluate cell proliferation and protein expression of
estrogen receptors (ERα and ERβ), cell cycle regulators (PTEN, cyclin G1, p27, and IGF1R-α), and
the Wnt5a/β-catenin/FOXA2/Lif pathway. Both GBH and Gly females showed increased stromal
proliferation, associated with a high expression of ERs. Dysregulation of PTEN and cyclin G1 was
also observed in the Gly group. Reduced gland number was observed in both groups, along with
decreased expression of Wnt5a/β-catenin/FOXA2/Lif pathway in the glandular epithelium. Overall,
GBH and Gly perinatal exposure disrupted intrinsic uterine pathways involved in endometrial
proliferation and glandular function, providing a plausible mechanism for glyphosate-induced im-
plantation failure by compromising uterine receptivity. Similar effects between GBH and Gly suggest
the active principle mainly drives the adverse outcomes.

Keywords: glyphosate; implantation failure; endometrial receptivity; proliferation; glandular
function

1. Introduction

Embryo implantation is the first step to a successful pregnancy and failure in its
progression is a major cause of infertility [1]. The implantation process is highly orchestrated
and requires a synchronized and closed crosstalk between a competent blastocyst and a
receptive uterus [2]. The time-limited window of implantation allows the endometrium
to reach a state of adequate receptivity [3], which is characterized by morphological,
functional, and molecular uterine changes regulated by the coordinated actions of the sex
steroid hormones, 17β-estradiol (E2) and progesterone (P4) [2,3].

Several molecular pathways involving growth factors, cytokines, lipid mediators,
adhesion molecules, and transcription factors, play a crucial role in orchestrating the dy-
namic changes that occur within the uterine endometrium [4–6]. A key endocrine pathway
regulating the implantation process involves the interplay between, wingless-type MMTV
integration site 5a (Wnt5a), β-catenin, forkhead box A2 (FOXA2), and leukemia inhibitory
factor (Lif) [4–6]. Lif, a cytokine secreted by the uterine glands, is essential for embryo
implantation, as it promotes uterine receptivity and facilitates blastocyst attachment and
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invasion [5]. Additionally, Wnt/β-catenin signaling interacts with and stabilizes FOXA2,
a critical transcription factor for uterine function and fertility [6,7]. In the uterus, FOXA2
is mainly expressed in glands and is involved in the control of endometrial proliferation
and decidualization [6]. It also acts upstream of Lif, regulating its expression and thereby
modulating the receptive state of the endometrium [6]. Numerous knockout (KO) studies
for Wnt5a, FOXA2, or Lif have reported endometrial glandular dysfunction and impaired
stromal cell decidualization, demonstrating the importance of this endocrine pathway for
successful implantation and fertility [6,8–10].

It is widely recognized that exposure to environmental compounds, such as pesticides,
with endocrine-disrupting properties, may affect reproductive outcomes [11]. In this
context, glyphosate (Gly), the active ingredient in glyphosate-based herbicides (GBH), has
been postulated to exhibit eight out of ten key characteristics of an endocrine-disrupting
chemical (EDC) [12]. Gly represents the most widely used broad-spectrum herbicide in
the world, for pre- and post-emergent weed control, and as a desiccant in cereal crops [13].
Since the introduction of genetically modified glyphosate-resistant crops, the environmental
prevalence of these herbicides has increased significantly over the past few decades [13].
Consequently, Gly and its main metabolite, aminomethylphosphonic acid (AMPA), have
been identified in diverse environmental matrices, including water bodies [14,15], aquatic
organisms [16], and indoor dust [17]. In addition, biomonitoring studies have detected the
presence of Gly in urine [18] and serum [19] samples from pregnant women, as well as in
breast milk [20].

The potential of Gly as an EDC has been at the center of debates. According to the
United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Gly is not classified as an EDC due
to the lack of compelling evidence indicating its potential interaction with the estrogen,
androgen, or thyroid pathways [21]. Similarly, the European Food Safety Authority (EFSA)
asserts that pure Gly does not meet the criteria for EDC, even at doses that produce overt
toxicity [22]. As a result, the use of Gly in Europe has been extended until 2034 [22]. Despite
the conclusions of regulatory agencies, some studies have reported negative implications
for human health. Indeed, urinary Gly levels in pregnant women were associated with
preterm birth [23,24], longer anogenital distance at birth [24], and lower birth weight for
gestational age [25], suggesting potential developmental effects associated with exposure
during critical windows of human development.

In a previous study, we found that perinatal exposure to GBH or Gly induces impaired
fertility in rats, as evidenced by increased implantation embryo losses [26]. We also
demonstrated that implantation failure may be associated with hormonal and molecular
changes that may prematurely close the implantation window and render the uterus
refractory [26]. In the present study, we sought to expand and deepen our understanding
of potential mechanisms involved in implantation failure by analyzing intrinsic uterine
factors for proper endometrial receptivity. Our analyses included: (a) evaluation of uterine
histomorphology; (b) quantification of cell proliferation and levels of expression of estrogen
receptors (ERα and ERβ) and cell cycle regulators (PTEN, p27, cyclin G1, and IGF1R-α);
(c) assessment of mediators of a key endocrine pathway for endometrial receptivity, such
as Wnt5a/β-catenin/FOXA2/Lif pathway, during the preimplantation period.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Animals

All procedures were approved by the Institutional Ethics Committee of the Facultad
de Bioquímica y Ciencias Biológicas (Universidad Nacional del Litoral, Santa Fe, Argentina)
and were performed in accordance with the principles and procedures outlined in the
Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals issued by the US National Academy
of Sciences. In addition, the ARRIVE guidelines were followed. Animals were treated
humanely and with care to minimize suffering. We used inbred Wistar-derived strain
rats which were bred at the Instituto de Salud y Ambiente del Litoral (UNLCONICET)
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and housed in stainless steel cages with wood bedding under controlled environmental
conditions of 22 ± 2 ◦C and a 14 h light/day cycle.

2.2. Chemicals

Gly (N-(phosphonomethyl) glycine) (CAS Number: 1071-83-6) of 96% purity was
purchased from Sigma-Aldrich Inc. (St. Louis, MO, USA). The GBH used (MAGNUM-
SUPER II) consisted of a water-soluble liquid formulation with 66.2% glyphosate potassium
salt (equivalent to 54% w/v of glyphosate acid) as the active ingredient, plus undeclared
coadjuvants and inert ingredients.

2.3. Experimental Design

Nulliparous mature female rats at the proestrus stage were housed overnight with
males of proven fertility. The day on which sperm was identified in vaginal smears was
designated as gestational day (GD) 1 [27]. Pregnant female rats (F0) were housed individu-
ally and randomly assigned to one of the three oral treatment groups using the Microsoft
Excel random function = ()RAND. The three groups were as follows: (a) Control (n = 8), fed
with a laboratory pellet chow-based paste; (b) GBH (n = 8), fed with a paste supplemented
with a Gly commercial formulation; (c) Gly (n = 8), fed with a paste supplemented with
Gly (active principle). The laboratory chow-based paste for each experimental group was
prepared in accordance with the protocol outlined in our previous studies [28]. Briefly, an
optimized amount of pellet (Nutrición Animal, Santa Fe, Argentina) and water were mixed.
For the GBH and Gly groups, the standardized quantities of a commercial formulation or
Gly, respectively, were added to the mixture to achieve doses similar to those observed in
our previous studies in which we detected implantation failures [26,28]. F0 dam’s body
weight and food intake were recorded three times per week throughout the treatment to
calculate the actual Gly dose [26]. The doses were 3.8 and 3.9 mg of Gly/kg bw/day for
the GBH and Gly groups, respectively. These doses are relevant because they are in the
order of magnitude of the reference dose (RfD) for Gly, as indicated by the Environmental
Protection Agency [29] based on developmental toxicity studies.

It is noteworthy that in a previous study [26] using the same doses as in the present
work, serum glyphosate levels in F0 dams (0.037 and 0.013 mg/L in GBH and Gly groups,
respectively) were in the order of magnitude as the mean concentration detected in serum
samples from pregnant farmers (0.0175 mg/L) [19] and the highest concentrations doc-
umented in the plasma of non-occupationally exposed men (0.0141 mg/L) [30]. Conse-
quently, the levels of circulating Gly in rats achieved by applying our experimental model
are of relevance when compared to those found in peripheral blood in humans.

F0 dams received oral treatment from GD9 (after embryo implantation) until the
weaning period (postnatal day (PND) 21). Following the delivery of the F1 pups, they
were weighed and sexed according to the anogenital distance. A total of eight pups per
litter, preferably four males and four females, were left with F0 lactating dams. No signs of
maternal toxicity or significant differences in weight gain or food intake between groups
were observed during the experiment. No changes in gestational length, maternal care,
litter size, and pup sex ratio were observed among the experimental groups [26].

At PND21, one female offspring from each F0 dam was randomly selected to avoid
potential litter effects. From PND21 until the conclusion of the experiment, all animals were
provided with ad libitum access to tap water and pellet chow (without the addition of Gly
or GBH). After PND90, vaginal smears were obtained every morning and F1 female rats
(n = 8/treatment) at the proestrus stage were housed individually with untreated males of
proven fertility. The presence of spermatozoa in vaginal smears was recorded as GD1. No
changes in mating periods or pregnancy rates were observed between the experimental
groups. To evaluate whether GBH or Gly could affect key events in the preparation of the
uterus for the receptive state, animals were euthanized on the morning of GD5. This time
corresponds to the late preimplantation period; since in our colony, implantation occurs on
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the evening of GD5. Uterine samples were collected, fixed in 10% formalin buffer for 6 h at
4 ◦C, embedded in paraffin, and processed for histology and immunohistochemistry.

2.4. Histomorphological Analysis

The histomorphological analysis was conducted on longitudinal sections of the uterus
(5 µm thick) stained with Mayer’s hematoxylin and eosin under a light microscope (Olym-
pus BH2 microscope; Olympus, Tokyo, Japan). The number of glands per field was
calculated by counting the number of glands in 10 randomly selected fields using a Dplan
20× objective. Luminal epithelial cell height (LECH) was measured from the apical sur-
face to the basement membrane in areas devoid of folds, as previously described [31].
The thickness of the subepithelial stroma and myometrium was analyzed using ImageJ
1.54F software (NIH, Bethesda, MD, USA; imagej.net/ij/index.html, accessed on 7 August
2024). For the LECH, subepithelial stroma, and myometrial layers, at least 10 fields were
recorded in each section using a Dplan 40× objective (numerical aperture = 0.65; Olympus).
Analyses were performed in three uterine sections per animal, with a 50-µm separation
between sections.

2.5. Immunohistochemistry Assays

Immunohistochemistry was performed to determine endometrial proliferation by as-
sessing the Ki67 marker and the protein expression of ERα, ERβ, Wnt5a, β-catenin, FOXA2,
Lif, and the cell cycle regulators, PTEN, cyclin G1, p27, and IGF1R-α. Briefly, uterine
longitudinal sections (5 µm thick) were deparaffinized and rehydrated in graded ethanol,
and a microwave pretreatment was applied for antigen retrieval. Endogenous peroxidase
activity and non-specific binding sites were blocked, and samples were incubated with
the specific primary antibody (overnight at 4 ◦C) at the dilutions indicated in Table 1.
Following a 30-minute incubation with biotin-conjugated secondary antibodies (Table 1),
reactions were developed using the avidin-biotin-peroxidase method with diaminobenzi-
dine (DAB) (Sigma-Aldrich) as a chromogen substrate. Each immunohistochemical run
included positive and negative controls. No positive or background signal was detected
in the negative control for any of the proteins under study. For Ki67 quantification, the
samples were counterstained with Mayer’s hematoxylin (Biopur, Rosario, Argentina).

Table 1. Antibodies used for immunohistochemistry.

Antibodies Dilution Supplier

Primary

Anti-Ki67 (clone MIB-5) 1/15 Dako Crop. (Carpinteria, CA, USA)
Anti-FOXA2 1/800 Generated and validated in our Institute [32]
Anti-Wnt5a 1/800 Generated and validated in our Institute [33]

Anti-Lif (sc-515931) 1/50 Santa Cruz Biotechnology Inc. (Santa Cruz, CA, USA)
Anti-β-catenin (sc-7963) 1/800 Santa Cruz Biotechnology Inc. (Santa Cruz, CA, USA)

Anti-PTEN 1/750 Generated and validated in our Institute [34]
Anti-Cyclin G1 (sc-7865) 1/25 Santa Cruz Biotechnology Inc. (Santa Cruz, CA, USA)

Anti-p27 (sc-528) 1/800 Santa Cruz Biotechnology Inc. (Santa Cruz, CA, USA)
Anti-IGF1R-α (sc-712) 1/100 Santa Cruz Biotechnology Inc. (Santa Cruz, CA, USA)
Anti-ERα (clone 6F-11) 1/100 Novocastra (Newcastle upon Tyne, UK)

Anti-ERβ (51-7900) 1/200 Zymed (San Francisco, CA, USA)

Secondary

Anti-mouse (B8774) 1/100 Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, USA)
Anti-rabbit (B8895) 1/200 Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, USA)

Alexa Fluor 488 goat
anti-rabbit (A-11034) 1/100 Invitrogen Molecular Probes (Eugene, OR, USA)

TRITC-conjugated goat
anti-mouse (115-025-003) 1/100 Jackson Immunoresearch (West Grove, PA, USA)

FOXA2, forkhead box A2; Wnt5a, wingless-type MMTV integration site 5a; Lif, leukemia inhibitory factor; PTEN,
phosphatase and tensin homolog; IGF1R-α, insulin-like growth factor 1 receptor α; ERα, estrogen receptor α; ERβ,
estrogen receptor β.
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2.6. Quantification of Cell Proliferation and Protein Expression

Uterine samples were evaluated using an Olympus BH2 microscope with the Dplan
40× objective for cell proliferation and the Dplan 20× objective for protein expression.
A point grid was employed to obtain the proliferation index, which was expressed as
the volume fraction (Vv) of the positive cells. This was calculated as follows: Vv = Pi/P,
where Vv is the estimated volume fraction of the object, Pi is the number of incident
points over the positive cells for Ki67, and P is the total number of incident points over
the area examined [35]. A minimum of 30 randomly selected fields per section (50 µm
apart) and three sections per animal were analyzed. The uterine expression of ERα, ERβ,
Wnt5a, β-catenin, FOXA2, Lif, PTEN, cyclin G1, p27, and IGF1R-α was evaluated by image
analysis using the ImageJ 1.54F software (NIH, Bethesda, MD, USA; https://imagej.net/
ij/index.html, accessed on 7 August 2024). Images were recorded using a Spot Insight
V3.5 color video camera attached to the microscope (Olympus BH2). The results were
expressed as integrated optical density (IOD), a dimensionless parameter that represents
the average intensity of the positive cells and the relative area occupied by those cells [36].
The expression of PTEN, cyclin G1, p27, and IGF1R-α was quantified in the subepithelial
stroma (a 200-µm-wide area adjacent to the epithelium). The expression of Wnt5a, β-
catenin, FOXA2, and Lif, was quantified in the glandular epithelium. The quantification for
ERα and ERβ expression was conducted in both the subepithelial stroma and the glandular
epithelium. To quantify the protein expression, at least 10 randomly selected fields per
section (50 µm apart), and three sections per animal were analyzed.

2.7. Dual Immunofluorescence Staining

A dual immunofluorescence staining procedure was applied to assess the colocaliza-
tion of Wnt5a/β-catenin and FOXA2/Lif in the uterine glandular epithelium. In brief, the
uterine sections were subjected to microwave for antigen retrieval after deparaffinization
and rehydration. The sections were then blocked with sodium borohydride for 40 min
to reduce autofluorescence and with normal horse serum for 1 h to minimize nonspecific
background. Samples were incubated with primary antibodies (Table 1) overnight at 4 ◦C.
The secondary antibodies (Table 1) were incubated for 1 h, after which the sections were
washed in three changes of PBS for a total of 45 min. The cell nuclei were stained with 4′6-
diamidino-2-phenylindole dihydrochloride (DAPI) (Fluka; Sigma). Samples were mounted
in Prolong Gold fluorescent mounting medium (Invitrogen) and stored in the dark at room
temperature. Negative controls were incubated with nonimmune serum. Analyses were
performed using a Leica TCS SP8 confocal microscope (Laser 405, 488, 514, 552, 638 mm).

2.8. Statistical Analysis

All results are shown as the mean ± SEM. Data were analyzed using a Kruskal-Wallis
test, followed by Dunn’s method for multiple comparisons. Statistical analyses were carried
out using GraphPad Prism Version 5.03 software (GraphPad Software, San Diego, CA,
USA). p-values lower than 0.05 were considered significant.

3. Results
3.1. Uterine Histomorphology on GD5

There were no differences in the LECH (Figure 1A) or in the thickness of the subep-
ithelial stroma (Figure 1C) and myometrium (Figure 1D) between groups. However, a
significant decrease in the number of glands per field was observed in the GBH- and
Gly-exposed females in relation to control ones (Figure 1B,E) (*** p < 0.001 Control vs. GBH;
** p < 0.01 Control vs. Gly).

https://imagej.net/ij/index.html
https://imagej.net/ij/index.html
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Figure 1. Effects of perinatal exposure to GBH or Gly on uterine morphology on GD5. (A) luminal
epithelial cell height (LECH), (B) Number of endometrial glands per field, (C) thickness of the
subepithelial stroma, and (D) thickness of the myometrium. Dots represent individual measures
and solid lines represent the mean ± SEM of 8 animals per group. Asterisk denotes statistical
significance (** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001). (E) Representative photomicrographs of uterine sections
stained with hematoxylin-eosin show reduced number of glands per field. LE: luminal epithelium;
SS: subepithelial stroma; GE: glandular epithelium. Scale bar: 100 µm.

3.2. Stromal Cell Proliferation and Protein Expression of Estrogen Receptors and Cell
Cycle Regulators

Both GBH- and Gly-exposed females showed an increase in cell proliferation in the
subepithelial stroma compared to the control group (*** p < 0.001 vs. GBH, * p < 0.05 vs.
Gly) (Figure 2A,B).

As shown in Figure 3, the protein expression of both ERs was also increased. ERα
expression was increased in the subepithelial stroma of GBH animals (** p < 0.01) and in the
glandular epithelium of Gly animals (* p < 0.05). On the other hand, ERβ expression was
higher in the GBH group than in the control in both compartments analyzed (subepithelial
stroma ** p < 0.01 and glandular epithelium * p < 0.05), but only in the glandular epithelium
(* p < 0.05) of Gly animals.
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Figure 2. Effect of perinatal exposure to GBH or Gly on stromal cell proliferation on GD5. (A) Stromal
cell proliferation was measured using Ki67 immunodetection and expressed as volume fractions
(Vvx100). Dots represent individual measures and solid lines represent the mean ± SEM of 8 animals
per group. Asterisk denotes statistical significance (* p < 0.05; *** p < 0.001). (B) Representative
photomicrographs of Ki67 immunodetection in stromal cells. Scale bar: 100 µm.

Regarding the expression of cell cycle regulators, increased levels of PTEN (* p < 0.05)
(Figure 4A,E) and cyclin G1 (* p < 0.05) were detected (Figure 4B,E) in the subepithelial
stroma of Gly-exposed rats compared to the control group. Although a similar tendency
was observed for the GBH group, no significant differences were found. Protein expression
of p27 and IGF1R-α was not different between groups (Figure 4C–E).

3.3. Protein Expression of a Key Endocrine Pathway for Endometrial Receptivity

Both GBH and Gly decreased the protein expression of Wnt5a (*** p < 0.001), β-catenin
(* p < 0.05), and FOXA2 (* p < 0.05 vs. GBH and ** p < 0.01 vs. Gly) in the uterine glandular
epithelium compared to the control group (Figure 5A–C,E). Regarding Lif, a decreased
expression was observed in the glandular epithelium of Gly-exposed animals (* p < 0.05)
compared to the control group (Figure 5D,E). A similar trend was observed for the GBH
group, but no significant differences were found (Figure 5D,E).

3.4. Colocalization of Wnt5a/β-Catenin and FOXA2/Lif

The colocalization patterns of Wnt5a/β-catenin and FOXA2/Lif in the preimplantation
uterus were analyzed by a qualitative assessment of a dual immunofluorescence staining
method. Figure 6 shows the coexpression of Wnt5a/β-catenin in the glandular epithelium,
as demonstrated by merged images. While β-catenin was found to localize in the cell
membrane, Wnt5a was found to have a cytoplasmic localization. Both molecules exhibited
lower immunofluorescence in the GBH and Gly groups than in the control group, which
is consistent with the immunohistochemical results. Figure 7 illustrates the coexpression
of FOXA2/Lif in the glandular epithelium as merged images. The results of the dual
immunofluorescence staining confirm the nuclear colocalization of FOXA2 and Lif in the
glandular cells, as evidenced by the presence of yellow nuclei in the merged images of the
control group. As with the immunohistochemical staining, a lower immunofluorescence
intensity was observed for FOXA2 and Lif proteins in the Gly group, whereas the GBH
group showed reduced immunofluorescence staining of FOXA2.
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Figure 3. Effect of perinatal exposure to GBH or Gly on uterine expression of estrogen receptors (ERα
and ERβ) on GD5. ERα quantification in (A) glandular epithelium and (B) subepithelial stroma. ERβ
quantification in (C) glandular epithelium and (D) subepithelial stroma. The results of quantification
are expressed as integrated optical density (IOD). Dots represent individual measures and solid lines
represent the mean ± SEM of 8 animals per group. Asterisk denotes statistical significance (* p < 0.05;
** p < 0.01). (E) Representative photomicrographs of immunohistochemical detection of ERα and ERβ
on uterine sections. Scale bar: 100 µm.
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Figure 4. Effect of perinatal exposure to GBH or Gly on uterine expression of cell cycle regulators on
GD5. Subepithelial stromal expression of (A) PTEN, (B) Cyclin G1, (C) p27, and (D) IGF1R-α. The
results of quantification are expressed as integrated optical density (IOD). Dots represent individual
measures and solid lines represent the mean ± SEM of 8 animals per group. Asterisk denotes
statistical significance (* p < 0.05). (E) Representative photomicrographs of immunohistochemical
detection of cell cycle regulators on uterine sections. Scale bar: 100 µm.
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Figure 5. Effect of perinatal exposure to GBH or Gly on uterine expression of a key endocrine pathway
for endometrial receptivity on GD5. Glandular epithelium expression of (A) Wnt5a, (B) β-catenin,
(C) FOXA2, and (D) Lif. The results of quantification are expressed as integrated optical density
(IOD). Dots represent individual measures and solid lines represent the mean ± SEM of 8 animals per
group. Asterisk denotes statistical significance (* p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01; *** p < 0.001). (E) Representative
photomicrographs of immunohistochemical detection of mediators of the endocrine pathway on
uterine sections. Scale bar: 100 µm.
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Figure 7. Representative photomicrographs of dual immunofluorescence staining for FOXA2/Lif
in the uterus of Control, GBH-, and Gly-exposed rats on GD5. Images of DAPI nuclear staining
(blue channel), FOXA2 (green channel), and Lif (red channel) markers were captured by confocal
microscopy. The staining of each protein expression and its colocalization are indicated by white
arrowheads. The original magnification was 40×, and the merge was 60×. Scale bar: 100 µm.

4. Discussion

Previously, we demonstrated that perinatal exposure to GBH or Gly at doses similar
to those used in this study, impaired fertility in female rats [26] by increasing the preim-
plantation embryo losses [28]. We also found hormonal imbalance and uterine disruption
of implantation-related genes during the preimplantation period, which could prematurely
close the implantation window and cause the uterus to become refractory [26]. In the
present study, we aimed to elucidate other potential mechanisms involved in the adverse
effects of GBH and Gly by analyzing morphological, cellular, and molecular events for
proper endometrial receptivity. Our results showed that rats perinatally exposed to GBH
or Gly exhibited increased stromal proliferation associated with increased expression of
ERs. Aberrant proliferation was also associated with dysregulation of PTEN and cyclin
G1 in Gly-exposed females. Moreover, GBH and Gly animals showed a reduced number
of glands along with decreased expression of the Wnt5a/β-catenin/FOXA2/Lif signaling
pathway in the glandular epithelium, which plays a major role in the implantation process.

During the preimplantation period, the uterus undergoes morphological changes that
are required for achieving a receptive stage [37]. Among them, endometrial proliferation
is essential for the implantation process [37]. This cellular event is primarily controlled
by P4 and estrogen, acting through their cognate nuclear receptors [3]. Indeed, prior to
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implantation, P4 from the newly formed corpora lutea initiates the proliferation of stromal
cells, which is further stimulated by a peak in estrogen secretion [37]. Our findings show
that GBH and Gly exposure increased stromal cell proliferation during the preimplantation
period, along with increased expression of both ERs (ERα and ERβ) in the subepithelial
stroma and/or glandular epithelium. Although the histologic structure of the subepithelial
stroma did not show significant changes, functional alterations at the cellular and molecular
level could contribute to a hostile environment for endometrial receptivity. In a previous
study, and using the same experimental design, we found that GBH and Gly increased
the serum levels of E2, without changes in P4 [26]. It is known that precisely regulated
estrogen levels and ERα expression are critical for establishing the window of uterine
receptivity [38,39]. Ma et al. [38] reported that higher E2 concentrations may close the
implantation window in advance, rendering the uterus refractory. Other work using a
conditional KO mouse of Ncoa6 (a regulator of estrogen sensitivity and signaling) showed
that accumulation of ERα at the implantation site renders the uterus non-receptive with
pregnancy failure [40]. Unlike ERα, studies using ERβ KO mice have shown that it is not
essential for endometrial receptivity [41] but plays a protective role against the trophic
effects of ERα [42]. Therefore, we propose that increased ERβ expression may occur to
prevent the undesirable effects of ERα-mediated E2 in the context of cell proliferation.
Taken together, our current and previous findings suggest that the high estrogen load
and concomitant stromal proliferation may lead to a defective uterine environment that
interferes with the transition to a receptive stage.

Consistent with the increased proliferation, we observed dysregulation of PTEN and
cyclin G1 in the stroma of Gly-exposed rats. Although a similar trend was observed for
GBH, no significant differences were found. PTEN, a proapoptotic phosphatase, negatively
regulates the PI3K/Akt signaling, promoting cell cycle arrest [43]. Cyclin G1 can also inhibit
cell cycle progression by interacting with regulators such as p53 tumor suppressor [44].
The fact that we found increased uterine expression levels of PTEN and cyclin G1 may
reflect compensatory mechanisms attempting to counteract the excessive proliferation
triggered by ERα overexpression. Both PTEN and cyclin G1 have been shown to play a
pivotal role in endometrial receptivity and successful implantation in human and animal
studies [45–48]. Cyclin G1 was found to be expressed in a spatial-temporal manner in the
endometrium, reaching a peak at mid-late secretory phase, highlighting its importance
for endometrial receptivity [49]. As for PTEN, its aberrant expression was associated with
increased cell proliferation in the mid-secretory endometrium of infertile women with
intramural uterine fibroids [50]. Moreover, transgenic mice that lack the PTEN gene in
myometrial and stromal/decidual cells have demonstrated altered implantation and/or
uterine glandular function, which contributes to infertility and fetal loss [51]. Interestingly, a
link between ERβ and PTEN expression in controlling cell proliferation has been proposed.
In accordance with our findings, ERβ can upregulate PTEN while inhibiting Akt, thereby
preventing excessive proliferation [52]. Taken together, the imbalance in the levels of ER
isoforms and cell cycle regulators reflects an altered endometrial proliferation, which may
affect uterine receptivity.

Successful implantation also depends on adequate endometrial gland development
and function. Endometrial glands provide cytokines and growth factors necessary for
the assessment of uterine receptivity, stromal cell decidualization, and blastocyst implan-
tation [53]. In the present work, we detected a reduced number of glands in the uterus
of GBH- and Gly-exposed females during the preimplantation period. Similar findings
were found by Almeida et al. [54] when evaluating the direct effect of a GBH on the uterus
of F0 dams. The authors reported that early gestational exposure to a sub-lethal dose
of Roundup® (500 mg/kg) in rats increased preimplantation embryo losses, which was
associated with a reduction in glandular epithelial cell height and uterine gland diameter
at GD7 [54]. In our work, the low number of glands was accompanied by a decreased
glandular expression of Wnt5a, β-catenin, and FOXA2 in both GBH and Gly animals and
decreased glandular expression of Lif in the Gly group. In this signaling pathway, the
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FOXA2 transcription factor acts downstream of Wnt/β-catenin to regulate Lif expression,
which is recognized as a key biomarker of endometrial receptivity [6,55]. This signaling
pathway plays a critical role in regulating proper uterine gland formation and function,
which are required for implantation [56]. In addition, it participates in the coordination of
the crosstalk between the blastocyst and the endometrium [57,58]. KO mice for these genes
exhibit glandular abnormalities and implantation defects [8,58,59]. In previous studies, we
showed the disruptive uterine effect of GBH on this pathway using different experimental
designs and animal models [34,60]. Exposure to a 2 mg of Gly/kg/day dose of a GBH dur-
ing postnatal development in rats increased uterine sensitivity to an estrogen treatment and
disrupted Wnt/β-catenin signaling [60]. In ewe lambs, we found that neonatal exposure to
a GBH altered uterine development, associated with downregulation of Wnt5a, β-catenin,
and FOXA2 protein expression [34]. Alterations in this endocrine pathway have been linked
to altered pregnancy outcomes and various uterine pathologies, highlighting its important
role in reproductive health. For example, clinical evidence shows that deficient expression
of Lif is associated with the diagnosis of recurrent implantation failure or infertility without
apparent cause in women [61]. Furthermore, decreased expression of Lif and FOXA2 has
been observed in eutopic endometrial cells in patients with endometriosis [62–64], along
with increased proliferative activity and migratory capacity [62]. It has been proposed that
the lower expression of Lif observed in these patients may contribute to the difficulties
experienced by women in achieving pregnancy [63]. All these findings suggest that GBH
and Gly may alter glandular secretory activity during the preimplantation period, with
negative consequences for endometrial receptivity and implantation success.

In summary, exposure to GBH and Gly results in alterations in endometrial prolif-
eration and histomorphology, disruption of the Wnt5a/β-catenin/FOXA2/Lif signaling
pathway, and aberrant expression of ERs and cell cycle regulators. Such alterations may
lead to inadequate endometrial remodeling, ultimately interfering with the process of
embryo implantation. Interestingly, GBH and Gly exposure elicited comparable effects,
suggesting that the adverse outcomes are primarily driven by the active ingredient rather
than other components present in the commercial formulation. This is consistent with
our previous studies [26,28,65] and supports the fact that glyphosate herbicide may act as
an EDC by inducing alterations in ERs expression and disrupting signal transduction in
hormone-responsive cells [12,66].

Finally, the dose evaluated in this study provides insight into the mechanisms under-
lying the previously observed implantation failures associated with GBH or Gly exposure.
Nevertheless, additional experiments are required to evaluate a broader range of doses and
assess the dose-response relationship. Furthermore, it is necessary to ascertain whether
both compounds affect the transcriptional activity of the molecules under evaluation. This
is a pending task, and we are currently working on it, analyzing not only gene expression
but also potential modifications in the epigenome.

5. Conclusions

This study demonstrates that perinatal exposure to environmentally relevant doses
of GBH or Gly disrupts critical pathways involved in establishing endometrial receptivity
during the preimplantation period in rats. Increased stromal proliferation coupled with
altered ERs levels may create an abnormal uterine environment. Reduced gland num-
ber along with downregulation of the Wnt5a/β-catenin/FOXA2/Lif signaling pathway
may contribute to gland dysfunction. Therefore, we propose that dysregulation of these
interrelated processes that orchestrate endometrial remodeling for embryo implantation
could underlay the previously observed implantation failure after GBH and Gly expo-
sure. The comparable effects of GBH and Gly suggest that the active ingredient is a major
contributor to reproductive toxicity. Our previous and current findings provide plausible
mechanisms by which developmental exposure to this widely used herbicide could affect
female fertility later in life by disrupting the intricate hormone-regulated processes that
govern uterine receptivity.
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AMPA aminomethylphosphonic acid
DAPI 4′6-diamidino-2-phenylindole dihydrochloride
E2 17β-estradiol
EDC endocrine-disrupting chemical
EFSA European Food Safety Authority
EPA Environmental Protection Agency
ER estrogen receptor
FOXA2 forkhead box A2
GBH glyphosate-based herbicide
GD gestational day
Gly glyphosate
IGF1R-α insulin-like growth factor 1 receptor alpha
IOD integrated optical density
KO knockout
LECH luminal epithelial cell height
Lif leukemia inhibitory factor
P4 progesterone
PND postnatal day
PTEN phosphatase and tensin homolog
Wnt5a wingless-type MMTV integration site 5a.

References
1. Busnelli, A.; Reschini, M.; Cardellicchio, L.; Vegetti, W.; Somigliana, E.; Vercellini, P. How Common Is Real Repeated Implantation

Failure? An Indirect Estimate of the Prevalence. Reprod. Biomed. Online 2020, 40, 91–97. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Lessey, B.A.; Young, S.L. What Exactly Is Endometrial Receptivity? Fertil. Steril. 2019, 111, 611–617. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Dey, S.K.; Lim, H.; Das, S.K.; Reese, J.; Paria, B.C.; Daikoku, T.; Wang, H. Molecular Cues to Implantation. Endocr. Rev. 2004, 25,

341–373. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Zhang, Q.; Yan, J. Update of Wnt Signaling in Implantation and Decidualization. Reprod. Med. Biol. 2016, 15, 95–105. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
5. Rosario, G.X.; Stewart, C.L. The Multifaceted Actions of Leukaemia Inhibitory Factor in Mediating Uterine Receptivity and

Embryo Implantation. Am. J. Reprod. Immunol. 2016, 75, 246–255. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rbmo.2019.10.014
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31924493
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2019.02.009
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30929718
https://doi.org/10.1210/er.2003-0020
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15180948
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12522-015-0226-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29259425
https://doi.org/10.1111/aji.12474
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26817565


Toxics 2024, 12, 590 16 of 18

6. Kelleher, A.M.; Peng, W.; Pru, J.K.; Pru, C.A.; Demayo, F.J.; Spencer, T.E. Forkhead Box A2 (FOXA2) Is Essential for Uterine
Function and Fertility. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2017, 114, 1018–1026. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Villacorte, M.; Suzuki, K.; Hirasawa, A.; Ohkawa, Y.; Suyama, M.; Maruyama, T.; Aoki, D.; Ogino, Y.; Miyagawa, S.; Terabayashi,
T.; et al. β-Catenin Signaling Regulates Foxa2 Expression during Endometrial Hyperplasia Formation. Oncogene 2013, 32,
3477–3482. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Cha, J.; Bartos, A.; Park, C.; Sun, X.; Li, Y.; Cha, S.W.; Ajima, R.; Ho, H.Y.H.; Yamaguchi, T.P.; Dey, S.K. Appropriate Crypt
Formation in the Uterus for Embryo Homing and Implantation Requires Wnt5a-ROR Signaling. Cell Rep. 2014, 8, 382–392.
[CrossRef]

9. Dhakal, P.; Kelleher, A.M.; Behura, S.K.; Spencer, T.E. Sexually Dimorphic Effects of Forkhead Box A2 (FOXA2) and Uterine
Glands on Decidualization and Fetoplacental Development. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2020, 117, 23952–23959. [CrossRef]

10. Stewart, C.L.; Kaspar, P.; Brunet, L.J.; Bhatt, H.; Gadi, I.; Köntgen, F.; Abbondanzo, S.J. Blastocyst Implantation Depends on
Maternal Expression of Leukaemia Inhibitory Factor. Nature 1992, 359, 76–79. [CrossRef]

11. Bala, R.; Singh, V.; Rajender, S.; Singh, K. Environment, Lifestyle, and Female Infertility. Reprod. Sci. 2021, 28, 617–638. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

12. Muñoz, J.P.; Bleak, T.C.; Calaf, G.M. Glyphosate and the Key Characteristics of an Endocrine Disruptor: A Review. Chemosphere
2021, 270, 128619. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Vandenberg, L.N.; Najmi, A.; Mogus, J.P. Agrochemicals with Estrogenic Endocrine Disrupting Properties: Lessons Learned?
Estrogenic Agrochemicals: Lessons Learned. Mol. Cell. Endocrinol. 2020, 518, 110860. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Demonte, L.D.; Michlig, N.; Gaggiotti, M.; Adam, C.G.; Beldoménico, H.R.; Repetti, M.R. Determination of Glyphosate, AMPA
and Glufosinate in Dairy Farm Water from Argentina Using a Simplified UHPLC-MS/MS Method. Sci. Total Environ. 2018, 645,
34–43. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Mac Loughlin, T.M.; Peluso, M.L.; Marino, D.J.G. Evaluation of Pesticide Pollution in the Gualeguay Basin: An Extensive
Agriculture Area in Argentina. Sci. Total Environ. 2022, 851, 158142. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Lajmanovich, R.C.; Repetti, M.R.; Cuzziol Boccioni, A.P.; Michlig, M.P.; Demonte, L.; Attademo, A.M.; Peltzer, P.M. Cocktails of
Pesticide Residues in Prochilodus Lineatus Fish of the Salado River (South America): First Record of High Concentrations of
Polar Herbicides. Sci. Total Environ. 2023, 870, 162019. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Saurat, D.; Raffy, G.; Bonvallot, N.; Monfort, C.; Fardel, O.; Glorennec, P.; Chevrier, C.; Le Bot, B. Determination of Glyphosate
and AMPA in Indoor Settled Dust by Hydrophilic Interaction Liquid Chromatography with Tandem Mass Spectrometry and
Implications for Human Exposure. J. Hazard. Mater. 2023, 446, 130654. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Ashley-Martin, J.; Huang, R.; MacPherson, S.; Brion, O.; Owen, J.; Gaudreau, E.; Bienvenu, J.F.; Fisher, M.; Borghese, M.M.;
Bouchard, M.F.; et al. Urinary Concentrations and Determinants of Glyphosate and Glufosinate in Pregnant Canadian Participants
in the MIREC Study. Environ. Res. 2023, 217, 114842. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Kongtip, P.; Nankongnab, N.; Phupancharoensuk, R.; Palarach, C.; Sujirarat, D.; Sangprasert, S.; Sermsuk, M.; Sawattrakool, N.;
Woskie, S.R. Glyphosate and Paraquat in Maternal and Fetal Serums in Thai Women. J. Agromedicine 2017, 22, 282–289. [CrossRef]

20. Camiccia, M.; Candiotto, L.Z.P.; Gaboardi, S.C.; Panis, C.; Kottiwitz, L.B.M. Determination of Glyphosate in Breast Milk of
Lactating Women in a Rural Area from Paraná State, Brazil. Braz. J. Med. Biol. Res. 2022, 55, e12194. [CrossRef]

21. Akerman, G.; Rowland, J.; Trujillo, J. Weight of Evidence Conclusions on the Tier 1 Screening Assays for the List 1 Chemicals.
2015. Available online: https://www.regulations.gov/document/EPA-HQ-OPP-2012-0330-0039 (accessed on 7 August 2024).

22. Álvarez, F.; Arena, M.; Auteri, D.; Binaglia, M.; Castoldi, A.F.; Chiusolo, A.; Crivellente, F.; Egsmose, M.; Fait, G.; Ferilli, F.; et al.
Peer Review of the Pesticide Risk Assessment of the Active Substance Glyphosate. EFSA J. 2023, 21, e08164. [CrossRef]

23. Silver, M.K.; Fernandez, J.; Tang, J.; McDade, A.; Sabino, J.; Rosario, Z.; Vega, C.V.; Alshawabkeh, A.; Cordero, J.F.; Meeker, J.D.
Prenatal Exposure to Glyphosate and Its Environmental Degradate, Aminomethylphosphonic Acid (Ampa), and Preterm Birth: A
Nested Case-Control Study in the Protect Cohort (Puerto Rico). Environ. Health Perspect. 2021, 129, 057011. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Lesseur, C.; Pirrotte, P.; Pathak, K.V.; Manservisi, F.; Mandrioli, D.; Belpoggi, F.; Panzacchi, S.; Li, Q.; Barrett, E.S.; Nguyen, R.H.N.;
et al. Maternal Urinary Levels of Glyphosate during Pregnancy and Anogenital Distance in Newborns in a US Multicenter
Pregnancy Cohort. Environ. Pollut. 2021, 280, 117002. [CrossRef]

25. Gerona, R.R.; Reiter, J.L.; Zakharevich, I.; Proctor, C.; Ying, J.; Mesnage, R.; Antoniou, M.; Winchester, P.D. Glyphosate Exposure
in Early Pregnancy and Reduced Fetal Growth: A Prospective Observational Study of High-Risk Pregnancies. Environ. Health
2022, 21, 95. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Lorenz, V.; Pacini, G.; Luque, E.H.; Varayoud, J.; Milesi, M.M. Perinatal Exposure to Glyphosate or a Glyphosate-Based
Formulation Disrupts Hormonal and Uterine Milieu during the Receptive State in Rats. Food Chem. Toxicol. 2020, 143, 111560.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Montes, G.S.; Luque, E.H. Effects of Ovarian Steroids on Vaginal Smears in the Rat. Acta Anat. 1988, 133, 192–199. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

28. Milesi, M.M.; Lorenz, V.; Pacini, G.; Repetti, M.R.; Demonte, L.D.; Varayoud, J.; Luque, E.H. Perinatal Exposure to a Glyphosate-
Based Herbicide Impairs Female Reproductive Outcomes and Induces Second-Generation Adverse Effects in Wistar Rats. Arch.
Toxicol. 2018, 92, 2629–2643. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Bloem, T.; Kramer, G.F.; Chem, S. Glyphosate. Dietary Exposure Analysis in Support of Registration Review. 2017. Available
online: https://www.regulations.gov/document/EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0361-0071 (accessed on 7 August 2024).

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1618433114
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28049832
https://doi.org/10.1038/onc.2012.376
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22945641
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2014.06.027
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2014272117
https://doi.org/10.1038/359076a0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s43032-020-00279-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32748224
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2020.128619
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33131751
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mce.2020.110860
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32407980
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.06.340
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30015116
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.158142
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35988611
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2023.162019
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36740068
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2022.130654
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36608580
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2022.114842
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36410462
https://doi.org/10.1080/1059924X.2017.1319315
https://doi.org/10.1590/1414-431x2022e12194
https://www.regulations.gov/document/EPA-HQ-OPP-2012-0330-0039
https://doi.org/10.2903/j.efsa.2023.8164
https://doi.org/10.1289/EHP7295
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34009015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2021.117002
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12940-022-00906-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36221133
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2020.111560
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32640336
https://doi.org/10.1159/000146639
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3227778
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00204-018-2236-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29947892
https://www.regulations.gov/document/EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0361-0071


Toxics 2024, 12, 590 17 of 18

30. Filippi, I.; Bonansea, R.I.; Butinof, M.; Fernández, R.A.; Llorca, M.; Farré, M.; Muñoz, S.E.; Amé, M.V. First Report of the Joint
Exposure to Glyphosate and Glufosinate of a Male Population in the Province of Córdoba (Argentina). Toxics 2023, 11, 1020.
[CrossRef]

31. Milesi, M.M.; Varayoud, J.; Bosquiazzo, V.L.; Muñoz-de-Toro, M.; Luque, E.H. Neonatal Exposure to Low Doses of Endosulfan
Disrupts the Expression of Proteins Regulating Uterine Development and Differentiation. Reprod. Toxicol. 2012, 33, 85–93.
[CrossRef]

32. Alarcón, R.; Rivera, O.E.; Ingaramo, P.I.; Tschopp, M.V.; Dioguardi, G.H.; Milesi, M.M.; Muñoz-de-Toro, M.; Luque, E.H. Neonatal
Exposure to a Glyphosate-Based Herbicide Alters the Uterine Differentiation of Prepubertal Ewe Lambs. Environ. Pollut. 2020,
265, 114874. [CrossRef]

33. Vigezzi, L.; Ramos, J.G.; Kass, L.; Tschopp, M.V.; Muñoz-de-Toro, M.; Luque, E.H.; Bosquiazzo, V.L. A Deregulated Expression of
Estrogen-Target Genes Is Associated with an Altered Response to Estradiol in Aged Rats Perinatally Exposed to Bisphenol, A.
Mol. Cell. Endocrinol. 2016, 426, 33–42. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Bracho, G.S.; Acosta, M.V.; Altamirano, G.A.; Tschopp, M.V.; Luque, E.H.; Kass, L.; Bosquiazzo, V.L. Androgen Receptor and
Uterine Histoarchitecture in a PCOS Rat Model. Mol. Cell. Endocrinol. 2020, 518, 110973. [CrossRef]

35. Weibel, E.R. Stereological Principles for Morphometry in Electron Microscopic Cytology. Int. Rev. Cytol. 1969, 26, 235–302.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Ramos, J.G.; Varayoud, J.; Bosquiazzo, V.L.; Luque, E.H.; Muñoz-de-Toro, M. Cellular Turnover in the Rat Uterine Cervix and Its
Relationship to Estrogen and Progesterone Receptor Dynamics. Biol. Reprod. 2002, 67, 735–742. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Das, S.K. Cell Cycle Regulatory Control for Uterine Stromal Cell Decidualization in Implantation. Reproduction 2009, 137, 889–899.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Ma, W.-G.; Song, H.; Das, S.K.; Paria, B.C.; Dey, S.K. Estrogen Is a Critical Determinant That Specifies the Duration of the Window
of Uterine Receptivity for Implantation. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2003, 100, 2963–2968. [CrossRef]

39. Robertshaw, I.; Bian, F.; Das, S.K. Mechanisms of Uterine Estrogen Signaling during Early Pregnancy in Mice: An Update. J. Mol.
Endocrinol. 2016, 56, 127–138. [CrossRef]

40. Kawagoe, J.; Li, Q.; Mussi, P.; Liao, L.; Lydon, J.P.; DeMayo, F.J.; Xu, J. Nuclear Receptor Coactivator-6 Attenuates Uterine Estrogen
Sensitivity to Permit Embryo Implantation. Dev. Cell 2012, 23, 858–865. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Lubahn, D.B.; Moyer, J.S.; Golding, T.S.; Couse, J.F.; Korach, K.S.; Smithies, O. Alteration of Reproductive Function but Not Prena-
tal Sexual Development after Insertional Disruption of the Mouse Estrogen Receptor Gene (Homologous Recombination/Gene
Targeting/Fertility). Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 1993, 90, 11162–11166. [CrossRef]

42. Weihua, Z.; Saji, S.; Mäkinen, S.; Cheng, G.; Jensen, E.V.; Warner, M.; Gustafsson, J.Å. Estrogen receptor (ER) β, a modulator of
ERα in the uterus. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2000, 97, 5936–5941. [CrossRef]

43. Tan, W.; Gu, Z.; Shen, B.; Jiang, J.; Meng, Y.; Da, Z.; Liu, H.; Tao, T.; Cheng, C. PTEN/Akt-P27(Kip1) Signaling Promote the
BM-MSCs Senescence and Apoptosis in SLE Patients. J. Cell. Biochem. 2015, 116, 1583–1594. [CrossRef]

44. Zhao, L.; Samuels, T.; Winckler, S.; Korgaonkar, C.; Tompkins, V.; Horne, M.C.; Quelle, D.E. Cyclin G1 Has Growth Inhibitory
Activity Linked to the ARF-Mdm2-P53 and PRb Tumor Suppressor Pathways. Mol. Cancer Res. 2003, 1, 195–206. [PubMed]

45. Yue, L.; Daikoku, T.; Hou, X.; Li, M.; Wang, H.; Nojima, H.; Dey, S.K.; Das, S.K. Cyclin G1 and Cyclin G2 Are Expressed in the
Periimplantation Mouse Uterus in a Cell-Specific and Progesterone-Dependent Manner: Evidence for Aberrant Regulation with
Hoxa-10 Deficiency. Endocrinology 2005, 146, 2424–2433. [CrossRef]

46. Ma, J.; Li, J.; Yang, S.; Huang, K.; Dong, X.; Sui, C.; Zhang, H. P57 and Cyclin G1 Express Differentially in Proliferative Phase
Endometrium and Early Pregnancy Decidua. Int. J. Clin. Exp. Med. 2015, 8, 5144–5149. [PubMed]

47. Antsiferova, Y.S.; Sotnikova, N.Y.; Bogatova, I.K.; Boitsova, A.V. Changes of Apoptosis Regulation in the Endometrium of Infertile
Women with Tubal Factor and Endometriosis Undergoing in Vitro Fertilization Treatment. JBRA Assist. Reprod. 2014, 18, 2–6.
[CrossRef]

48. Liu, L.; Wang, Y.; Yu, Q. The PI3K/Akt Signaling Pathway Exerts Effects on the Implantation of Mouse Embryos by Regulating
the Expression of RhoA. Int. J. Mol. Med. 2014, 33, 1089–1096. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Baima, K.Z.; Tian, J.M.; Yang, K.X.; Qie, M.R.; Zhang, J.H.; He, Y.P.; Yue, L.M. Temporospatial Expression of Cyclin G1 in Normal
Human Endometria. Sichuan Da Xue Xue Bao Yi Xue Ban 2008, 39, 623–626.

50. Makker, A.; Goel, M.M.; Nigam, D.; Mahdi, A.A.; Das, V.; Agarwal, A.; Pandey, A.; Gautam, A. Aberrant Akt Activation During
Implantation Window in Infertile Women with Intramural Uterine Fibroids. Reprod. Sci. 2018, 25, 1243–1253. [CrossRef]

51. Laguë, M.N.; Detmar, J.; Paquet, M.; Boyer, A.; Richards, J.A.S.; Adamson, S.L.; Boerboom, D. Decidual PTEN Expression Is
Required for Trophoblast Invasion in the Mouse. Am. J. Physiol. Endocrinol. Metab. 2010, 299, 936–946. [CrossRef]

52. Lindberg, K.; Helguero, L.A.; Omoto, Y.; Gustafsson, J.Å.; Haldosén, L.A. Estrogen Receptor β Represses Akt Signaling in Breast
Cancer Cells via Downregulation of HER2/HER3 and Upregulation of PTEN: Implications for Tamoxifen Sensitivity. Breast
Cancer Res. 2011, 13, R43. [CrossRef]

53. Kelleher, A.M.; Demayo, F.J.; Spencer, T.E. Uterine Glands: Developmental Biology and Functional Roles in Pregnancy. Endocr.
Rev. 2019, 40, 1424–1445. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. De Almeida, L.L.; Teixeira, Á.A.C.; Soares, A.F.; Da Cunha, F.M.; Da Silva Júnior, V.A.; Vieira Filho, L.D.; Wanderley-Teixeira, V.
Effects of Melatonin in Rats in the Initial Third Stage of Pregnancy Exposed to Sub-Lethal Doses of Herbicides. Acta Histochem.
2017, 119, 220–227. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.3390/toxics11121020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.reprotox.2011.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.114874
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mce.2016.02.010
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26898831
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.MCE.2020.110973
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0074-7696(08)61637-X
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4899604
https://doi.org/10.1095/biolreprod.101.002402
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12193379
https://doi.org/10.1530/REP-08-0539
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19307426
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0530162100
https://doi.org/10.1530/JME-15-0300
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2012.09.002
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23079602
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.90.23.11162
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.97.11.5936
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcb.25112
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12556559
https://doi.org/10.1210/en.2004-1605
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26131088
https://doi.org/10.5935/1518-0557.20140084
https://doi.org/10.3892/ijmm.2014.1701
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24638941
https://doi.org/10.1177/1933719117737844
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpendo.00255.2010
https://doi.org/10.1186/bcr2865
https://doi.org/10.1210/er.2018-00281
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31074826
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acthis.2017.01.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28202179


Toxics 2024, 12, 590 18 of 18

55. Cheng, G.; Rosario, G.; Cohen, T.V.; Hu, J.; Stewart, C.L. Tissue-Specific Ablation of the LIF Receptor in the Murine Uterine
Epithelium Results in Implantation Failure. Endocrinology 2017, 158, 1916–1928. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

56. Kelleher, A.M.; Milano-Foster, J.; Behura, S.K.; Spencer, T.E. Uterine Glands Coordinate On-Time Embryo Implantation and
Impact Endometrial Decidualization for Pregnancy Success. Nat. Commun. 2018, 9, 2435. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

57. Mohamed, O.A.; Jonnaert, M.; Labelle-Dumais, C.; Kuroda, K.; Clarke, H.J.; Dufort, D. Uterine Wnt/Beta-Catenin Signaling Is
Required for Implantation. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2005, 102, 8579–8584. [CrossRef]

58. Dhakal, P.; Fitzgerald, H.C.; Kelleher, A.M.; Liu, H.; Spencer, T.E. Uterine Glands Impact Embryo Survival and Stromal Cell
Decidualization in Mice. FASEB J. 2021, 35, e21938. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

59. Fouladi-Nashta, A.A.; Jones, C.J.P.; Nijjar, N.; Mohamet, L.; Smith, A.; Chambers, I.; Kimber, S.J. Characterization of the Uterine
Phenotype during the Peri-Implantation Period for LIF-Null, MF1 Strain Mice. Dev. Biol. 2005, 281, 1–21. [CrossRef]

60. Schimpf, M.G.; Milesi, M.M.; Luque, E.H.; Varayoud, J. Glyphosate-Based Herbicide Enhances the Uterine Sensitivity to Estradiol
in Rats. J. Endocrinol. 2018, 239, 197–213. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

61. Margioula-Siarkou, C.; Prapas, Y.; Petousis, S.; Milias, S.; Ravanos, K.; Dagklis, T.; Kalogiannidis, I.; Mavromatidis, G.; Haitoglou,
C.; Prapas, N.; et al. LIF Endometrial Expression Is Impaired in Women with Unexplained Infertility While LIF-R Expression in
All Infertility Sub-Groups. Cytokine 2017, 96, 166–172. [CrossRef]

62. Lin, A.; Yin, J.; Cheng, C.; Yang, Z.; Yang, H. Decreased Expression of FOXA2 Promotes Eutopic Endometrial Cell Proliferation
and Migration in Patients with Endometriosis. Reprod. Biomed. Online 2018, 36, 181–187. [CrossRef]

63. Moberg, C.; Bourlev, V.; Ilyasova, N.; Olovsson, M. Endometrial Expression of LIF and Its Receptor and Peritoneal Fluid Levels of
IL-1α and IL-6 in Women with Endometriosis Are Associated with the Probability of Pregnancy. Arch. Gynecol. Obstet. 2015, 292,
429–437. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

64. Dimitriadis, E.; Stoikos, C.; Stafford-Bell, M.; Clark, I.; Paiva, P.; Kovacs, G.; Salamonsen, L.A. Interleukin-11, IL-11 Receptor and
Leukemia Inhibitory Factor Are Dysregulated in Endometrium of Infertile Women with Endometriosis during the Implantation
Window. J. Reprod. Immunol. 2006, 69, 53–64. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

65. Milesi, M.M.; Lorenz, V.; Beldomenico, P.M.; Vaira, S.; Varayoud, J.; Luque, E.H. Response to Comments on: Perinatal Exposure
to a Glyphosate-Based Herbicide Impairs Female Reproductive Outcomes and Induces Second-Generation Adverse Effects in
Wistar Rats. Arch. Toxicol. 2019, 93, 3635–3638. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

66. La Merrill, M.A.; Vandenberg, L.N.; Smith, M.T.; Goodson, W.; Browne, P.; Patisaul, H.B.; Guyton, K.Z.; Kortenkamp, A.;
Cogliano, V.J.; Woodruff, T.J.; et al. Consensus on the Key Characteristics of Endocrine-Disrupting Chemicals as a Basis for
Hazard Identification. Nat. Rev. Endocrinol. 2020, 16, 45–57. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

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

https://doi.org/10.1210/en.2017-00103
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28368537
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-04848-8
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29934619
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0500612102
https://doi.org/10.1096/fj.202101170RR
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34547143
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ydbio.2005.01.033
https://doi.org/10.1530/JOE-18-0207
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30121576
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cyto.2017.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rbmo.2017.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00404-015-3626-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25631342
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jri.2005.07.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16310857
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00204-019-02609-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31720698
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41574-019-0273-8
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31719706

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Animals 
	Chemicals 
	Experimental Design 
	Histomorphological Analysis 
	Immunohistochemistry Assays 
	Quantification of Cell Proliferation and Protein Expression 
	Dual Immunofluorescence Staining 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Uterine Histomorphology on GD5 
	Stromal Cell Proliferation and Protein Expression of Estrogen Receptors and Cell Cycle Regulators 
	Protein Expression of a Key Endocrine Pathway for Endometrial Receptivity 
	Colocalization of Wnt5a/-Catenin and FOXA2/Lif 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

