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1. Introduction
Malignant cutaneous melanoma is an aggressive form of skin cancer that affects well over
100,000 individuals world-wide each year. Melanoma results from uncontrolled proliferation
of melanocytes and can occur throughout the body including skin, mucosal surfaces, and the
retina. This chapter will focus on cutaneous melanoma because it is the most common site of
the disease. Cutaneous melanoma has a high association with exposure to UV radiation and
is most commonly found on sun exposed surfaces [5]. If diagnosed in its early stages, resection
of cutaneous melanoma is associated with favorable five-year survival rates. As melanoma
progresses, however, it has a tendency to metastasize beyond its primary site. It expands both
radially and vertically through the skin and eventually spreads throughout the body via
hematogenous or lymphatic routes. Long-term prognosis correlates strongly with the stage of
disease, and after melanoma metastasizes, survival rates markedly decline. In general, fiveyear survival rates for metastatic melanoma are under 20%. Thus, early identification and
treatment are essential clinical tools to minimize mortality.
For a variety of reasons, the incidence of melanoma has increased faster than any other cancer
over the last several decades [6] (Figure 1), and the estimated healthcare cost in 2020 is
predicted to be 4.58 billion dollars [7]. Considering the deadly nature of metastatic melanoma
along with the steady increase in incidence throughout the past century, appropriate measures
to prevent the development of the disease are important and will require a more complete
knowledge of the risk factors associated with this disease. This chapter reviews the epidemio‐
logic and genetic risk factors associated with the development of malignant cutaneous
melanoma, with an emphasis on mechanisms of melanocyte resistance to UV damage in the
skin.

© 2015 The Author(s). Licensee InTech. This chapter is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use,
distribution, and eproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.
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Figure 1. Lifetime risk of melanoma has increased in the United States from 1935-2011. (Adapted from [4]).

2. Epidemiology
This section will address the epidemiology of melanoma in reference to risk factors, incidence
and mortality, gender differences, and variations between ethnicities.
2.1. Incidence and mortality
The Surveillance, Epidemiology, and End Results (SEER) database predicts a diagnosis of
melanoma in over 76,000 individuals in the United States for 2014. Though it can affect patients
of any age, melanoma traditionally affects older individuals with an average age at diagnosis
and death of 62 and 69 years respectively. While many cancer incidence rates have plateaued
over the last century, the incidence of melanoma has steadily increased [6]. In the early 1930’s,
the lifetime risk of developing melanoma for an American was 1 in 1500, while in 2002, it was
reported to be 1 in 68 [8]. The melanoma incidence rate increased an additional 1.8% per year
between 2002 and 2012, such that 21.3 per 100,000 individuals were diagnosed with melanoma
between 2007 and 2011 [1]. Though some portion of this rise is due to enhanced awareness and
improvements in diagnosis, the causes underlying the increased incidence may be diverse. An
important factor may be that life span has increased during this time period. As melanoma
incidence correlates with age, we would expect more cases in a population of individuals that
live longer [9]. However, chief among the potential contributive factors is increased exposure
to ultraviolet (UV) radiation, either solar or artificial. The popularization of a tanned physique
in Western cultures beginning the early 1900’s has led to intentional exposures to UV. Many
individuals believe they look better, feel healthier, appear younger and are happier with
tanned skin [10]. The desire for UV exposure coupled with increased recreational and occu‐
pational opportunities, results in significantly more time devoted to sun exposure or in
artificial tanning beds.
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Although incidence rates have been increasing steadily, melanoma mortality rates have
stabilized over the past 20 years due to advances in medical, surgical and supportive care [11].
The overall five-year survival rate is currently above 90%, likely related to diagnosis at curable
stages for the majority of cases [1]. From 1975 until the 1990’s, the mortality rate climbed 1.9%
per year. From 2006-2010, there were 2.7 deaths per 100,000 individuals, and 9,700 individuals
are predicted to die from melanoma in 2014 [1] (Figure 2). The mortality rate for women has
actually decreased by 0.6% from 1989-2007. The mortality rate for men has increase 0.2% during
the same time frame [1].

Figure 2. A. Five year relative survival rate for melanoma in the United States from 1975-2009. B. Mortality rate for
melanoma in the United States from 1975-2009 (Adapted from [1]).

2.2. Gender
Melanoma affects men and women differently. Before the age of 40, women are more suscep‐
tible to melanoma (1 in 391 women versus 1 in 691 men diagnosed each year), however, after
the age of 40, the rates reverse, and 1 in 35 men will develop melanoma versus 1 in 54 women
[12]. Overall men are more susceptible to melanoma, with 27.7 new cases per 100,000 men
versus 16.7 new cases per 100,000 women [1]. While the mortality rate for women is decreasing,
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it is actually increasing for men [13]. Men account for 60% of deaths due to melanoma [14].
Although both genders are experiencing a rise in melanoma rates, there has been a massive
increase in the incidence rate for women under 40, presumably due to recreational UV
exposure and the popularization of having a tanned complexion [15]. In women between the
ages of 20-29, melanoma is the 2nd most common cancer, trailing behind breast cancer [16]. In
fact, there has been a 50% increase in melanoma incidence in young adult women since 1980
such that it is now the leading cause of cancer death among women ages 20 – 25 years old.
Melanoma also is the second-most common cancer in adolescents and young adults (men and
women) between the ages of 15 and 29 years. Melanoma presentation appears to differ
somewhat between genders. In women, melanoma often presents on the extremities while in
men, it most frequently presents on the trunk [17].
2.3. Ethnicity
The incidence, mortality rates, and presentation for melanoma differ markedly by ethnicity
(Figure 3). Caucasians are the most likely to develop melanoma, however the overall five year
survival is lower for African Americans than Caucasians (77% and 91% respectively) [13]. The
initial diagnosis is generally at a later stage in individuals with darker skin pigmentation than
in Caucasians [18] and tends to be a different subtype. Caucasians frequently present with
superficial spreading melanoma while individuals with darker pigmentation often present
with acral lentigenous melanoma[19]. In African Americans, Asians, Filipinos, Indonesians,
and Native Hawaiians, melanoma often presents on areas that are not sun exposed including
the palms and soles of hands and feet respectively, mucous membranes, and nail beds while
melanoma in Caucasians generally presents on sun-exposed areas [20].

Figure 3. Melanoma incidence rate by ethnicity in the United States from 1975-2011. There is a discrepancy in the inci‐
dence rate between the different ethnicities. Ethnicities with fairer complexions have a higher incidence rate than eth‐
nicities with darker complexions (Adapted from [1]).
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3. Risk factors
Risk factors for the development of melanoma can be divided into extrinsic and intrinsic factors
and include exposure to UV radiation either via sunlight or indoor tanning salons, medica‐
tions, chemical exposures, presence of nevi, family history of cancer, and pigment of skin [21]
(Table 1).

Extrinsic Risk Factors

Ultraviolet
Radiation

Medication

Environmental
Exposure

UV exposure, especially blistering
sunburns in childhood, correlates
with melanoma risk.
Countries located closer to the
equator with increased sun
exposure have a higher melanoma
incidence rate

Intrinsic Risk Factors
History of
Skin Cancer

Nevi

A family and personal history of
melanoma and non-melanoma skin
cancer increases risk of melanoma
A large number of congenital nevi,
nevi with large diameter, and
dysplastic nevi are all associated
with an increased risk
Immunosuppressive states and a
past medical history of noncutaneous skin cancer increase the
risk of melanoma

Indoor tanning bed use increases
incidence and mortality rate of
melanoma

Medical
History

Psoralen, UVA light therapy and
neonatal blue light phototherapy
are associated with an increased
risk of melanoma

Defective
DNA Repair

Individuals diagnosed with
xeroderma pigmentosum cannot
repair UV induced DNA damage

Polyvinyl chloride, heavy metals
and pesticides are associated with
an increased risk of melanoma

Skin
Complexion

Fair skin, inability to tan, and
increased susceptibility to UV
induced sunburn increase risk for
melanoma

Table 1. Major melanoma risk factors.

3.1. Extrinsic
3.1.1. Ultraviolet radiation
Ultraviolet radiation, probably the single-most important environmental carcinogen with
respect to melanoma, is found in natural sunlight and in artificial tanning sources. UV energy
is conventionally divided into three wavelengths: UVA (320-400 nm), UVB (290-320 nm), and
UVC (100-280 nm). Each type of UV energy has its own distinctive energy profile, biophysical
characteristics, and effects on biologic tissue. Although solar energy contains all three UV
subtypes, absorption of the higher-energy UV components by atmospheric ozone results in
ambient sunlight being mainly (>90%) UVA and the remainder UVB. Both UVA and UVB are
bioactive and cause DNA damage and cellular injury that contribute to carcinogenesis. In fact,
exposure to UV radiation may be responsible for over 80% of all melanomas [22].
UVA and UVB contribute to the pathogenesis of melanoma via distinct but overlapping
mechanisms [23]. UVA (and to a lesser extent UVB) causes DNA damage indirectly through
the generation of highly reactive free radicals and oxidative injury [24, 25]. Free radicals change
DNA in ways that ultimately affect base-pairing, which can lead to mutation. Oxidation of
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Figure 4. Generation of 6,4-photoproducts and cyclobutane dimers from adjacent pyrimidines. UVB radiation is absor‐
bed by thymine and cytosine residues, resulting in the formation of mutagenic photoproducts that contribute to malig‐
nancy.

guanine, for example, is well-known to cause formation of 8-oxo-dG which base pairs with A
instead of C; this change leads to transversion point mutations if not repaired in a timely manner.
Indeed, some estimate that up to 80% of malignant cutaneous melanomas may result from
indirect DNA damage, highlighting the importance of “lower UV energy” in the pathogene‐
sis of melanoma [26]. UVB radiation, in contrast, is higher in energy and directly affects adjacent
pyrimidines in the double helix to cause a photochemical reaction. Through direct absorption
of UVB energy by pyrimidines, two major types of photoproducts are generated: cyclopyrimi‐
dine dimers (CPD’s) and 6,4 photoproducts (6,4-PP) [27-30] (Figure 4). Both lesions distort the
DNA double helix and, if left unrepaired, lead to characteristic “UV signature” transition
mutations (G →T and G→C mutations) [30]. It is largely through the identification of these UV
signature mutations that we know that UV is a major risk factor for skin cancer and melano‐
ma [31]. Although UVC, the UV component with the highest energy per photon, can cause
substantial damage to cells, the ozone layer absorbs the majority of UVC emitted by the sun,
therefore this component is not thought to be a significant contributor to most cases of melanoma.
Melanomas classically occur on sun exposed skin [32], and exposure to UV radiation corre‐
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lates with not only the risk for melanoma [33] but also mortality rates [34]. The correlation
between melanoma risk is particularly strong with the UVA component, providing further
evidence that UVA may be a significant causative factor in melanomagenesis [35].
3.1.1.1. Geographic factors
The global distribution of melanoma also demonstrates the importance of UV radiation in the
pathogenesis of this disease. Countries that are located on latitudes closer to the equator have
increased UV intensity and higher rates of melanoma among fair-skinned persons [4, 36].
Australia and New Zealand, which are near the equator, have the highest incidence of
melanoma in the world with a risk of 1 in 50 individuals [21]. The World Heath Organization
reports that Australia and New Zealand have an age adjusted incidence rate of 35.1 individuals
per 100,000 individuals [2]. The incidence of melanoma in Australia has doubled from
1986-2006 [37]. Norway, despite also having a fair-skinned, UV-sensitive population predom‐
inantly of Scandinavian descent, has a relatively low incidence of melanoma, presumably due
to its high latitude (with comparatively weak ambient solar energy) and low UV exposure [38].
High altitudes are also a risk factor for development of melanoma, presumably because UV
strength is higher due to less interference between solar energy and particulate matter present
in the atmosphere [39, 40] (Figure 5).
Although latitude and altitude do play a major role in melanoma risk, skin complexion is
also an important component to explain the variations in melanoma incidence through‐
out the world. Central America, despite being closer to the equator than North America
has a significantly lower age adjusted incidence rates (1.5 and 13.8 individuals per 100,000
individuals) presumably due to having a predominantly dark-skinned complexion [2].
3.1.1.2. UV exposure patterns
Intermittent sun exposure confers a higher risk for developing melanoma than continual
exposure [41-43], but the age at which the exposure causes the greatest damage is still
controversial. Some studies suggest that sun exposure for a younger individual is more likely
to be associated with the development of melanoma [44], while others suggest age of exposure
is less important than the cumulative dose of UV [45]. Regardless of age, sunburn is a major
risk factor in the development of melanoma, and the risk doubles with more than 5 sunburns
[45, 46] or one or more blistering sunburns [43].
3.1.1.3. Sunscreen
The effect of sunscreen on melanoma prevalence is also controversial for a variety of reasons.
The widespread use of broad-spectrum sunscreen has not decreased the incidence despite
blocking both UVA and UVB radiation. Early sunscreens were designed to prevent sunburn
and only blocked UVB radiation. Individuals who used UVB blocking sunscreen were able to
stay out in the sun for longer periods of time and were exposed to greater doses of UVA
radiation. A delay may exist between the advent of broad-spectrum sunscreen and its effect
on melanoma incidence due to the latency between sun exposure and development of
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A

B

Figure 5. Geographical variation in melanoma incidence (A) and mortality (B). Melanoma incidence is highest in coun‐
tries populated by fair-skinned persons living in high-UV environments (adapted with permission from [2]).

melanoma. In addition, the use of sunscreen can also promote cellular damage by increasing
the reactive oxygen species [47] and if absorbed past the epidermis, can cause photosensitiza‐
tion in melanocytes [48]. Despite some negative effects, the American Society for Clinical
Oncology states that the use of broad-spectrum sunscreen with an SPF of 15 or greater
decreases an individual’s risk of melanoma by up to 50% and should be worn daily to prevent
damage from UV radiation [45, 49].
3.1.1.4. Indoor tanning bed use
There has been an explosive increase in the widespread use of indoor tanning beds since their
invention in the early 1970’s. Over 30 million individuals use indoor tanning salons [50] and
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over 70% are female [51]. Overall, 2-3 million of salon-users are teenagers [52]. At age 17, 35%
of American females admit to use of an artificial tanning device [53]. The prevalence of artificial
tanning is concerning, especially among young adolescents. The earlier tanning begins, the
more potential risk there is for carcinogenesis and malignant transformation. In individuals
between 18-29 years of age, 76% diagnosed with malignant melanoma had previously used
artificial tanning devices [54]. There is a strong positive correlation not only between the use
of indoor tanning beds and the development of melanoma [55] but also with death due to
melanoma [56]. One tanning session increases the chance an individual will develop melanoma
by 20%, and each additional session per year increases risk by another 2% [54]. The Interna‐
tional Agency for Research on Cancer classifies UV tanning devices in Group1, most dangerous
oncogenic substances [57]. Among salon establishments, artificial tanning beds vary in their
delivered dose, and the amount of UVA and UVB radiation is unregulated [10] making
artificial tanning incredibly dangerous. State legislative statues vary as to whether minors have
restricted access. Many experts hypothesize that the burgeoning use of artificial tanning salons
over the last three decades may be a major contributing factor to the continued increase in
melanoma incidence.
3.1.2. Medications
Many medications that have great benefit for disease treatment also increase patient suscept‐
ibility to cancer. Psoralen and ultraviolet A radiation (PUVA) is an effective treatment for
psoriasis and other dermatologic conditions. Psoralen increases reactivity to UV radiation,
therefore the combination of psoralen and UVA causes a substantial degree of cellular damage.
Patients who receive PUVA have a 10 fold increase in risk of developing melanoma 15 years
after treatment, and the risk increases with number of treatment sessions (>250) and time
following treatments [58].
Neonatal blue light phototherapy (NBLP) is another example of light therapy that may lead
to an increased risk for the development of melanoma. NBLP is a treatment for neonates with
elevated bilirubin levels and risk of kernicterus. The therapy is associated with short term side
effects that are treatable and/or reversible; however, it may also increase the risk of develop‐
ment of melanoma in later years. The blue lamps used for treatment generally emit a combi‐
nation of blue light and wavelengths in the UVA region of the spectrum [59]. UVA is known
to cause DNA damage as explained above, and some studies have demonstrated that visual
light can also cause damage through increased activity along the cytokine and oxidant
signaling pathways [60]. Reports disagree as to whether exposure to NBLP causes an increase
in nevi number and melanoma susceptibility. Bauer et al. assessed 8112 Caucasian children
and showed no correlation between nevi number and exposure to NBLP [61]. However,
Matichard et al. and Csoma et al. demonstrated that treatment with NBLP correlated with size
of nevus (nevi > 2mm in diameter significantly correlated with exposure to NBLP) [62] or with
presence of atypical nevi respectively [63]. A study of twins in 2011 demonstrated that NBLP
treatment correlated with a higher prevalence of both clinically normal and dysplastic nevi
[64] suggesting that NBLP does increase the risk of development of melanoma in adulthood,
and children who receive NBLP should be monitored throughout life.
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3.1.3. Heavy metals and chemical exposure
Exposure to heavy metals and certain chemicals are associated with an increased risk of
melanoma, presumably through mutagenic changes to DNA in melanocytes. Fortes and de
Vries suggest that exposure to polycyclic hydrocarbons (for example, individuals who work
in industries associated with petroleum, printing, and electronics), ionizing radiation, poly‐
vinyl chloride (a substance present in clothing dye), heavy metals, and pesticides all increase
the risk of developing melanoma [65]. Both polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons [66] and heavy
metals [67] react with UVA to generate free radicals which can subsequently damage DNA,
but a variety of molecular mechanisms may be involved in carcinogenesis with these agents.
3.2. Intrinsic
3.2.1. History of skin cancer
Personal or family history of skin cancers is associated with higher melanoma risk. UVinitiated malignancies such as squamous cell carcinoma, basal cell carcinoma or actinic
keratosis [68, 69] may indicate cumulative UV exposure, however other skin malignancies not
thought to be UV-related (e.g. mycosis fungoides) also increase risk of melanoma [70].
Increased risk from skin cancers such as mycosis fungoides may be due to the immunosup‐
pression associated with the disease (immunodeficiency discussed below). First degree
relatives of an individual with melanoma also have a higher risk of developing melanoma than
the general population [71], and if a first degree relative has had multiple melanomas, the
relative risk of an individual developing melanoma is increased to 61.78 [72]. A past medical
history of cutaneous melanoma also substantially increases the risk of subsequently develop‐
ing another [73, 74]. Although the majority of melanomas are sporadic, 10% of diagnoses are
in the setting of familial syndromes [75]. For example, individuals diagnosed with Dysplastic
Nevus Syndrome, also known as the Familial Atypical Multiple-Mole Melanoma Syndrome,
have a 48.9% risk of developing melanoma by age 50 and an 82% risk by age 72 [76]. One of
the most common causes of a familial melanoma syndrome is a mutation in the cyclin
dependent kinase inhibitor 2A (CDKN2A) gene [75] which regulates cell cycle progression.
However it is important to note that increased melanoma prevalence within a family may also
represent shared environmental factors such as geography and chemical exposure rather than
genetic mutations.
3.2.2. Nevi
Nevi can foreshadow the development of melanoma [77-79]. In 1978 two independent studies
reported an association between nevi and melanoma for individuals with familial melanoma
syndromes. Reimer et al. reported there was “a syndrome of pigmented lesions in melanomaprone families” [80] while Lynch et al. described melanomas that were linked to individuals
with a large number of “moles of variable size and color” [81]. A majority of benign nevi and
melanomas share a common mutation in the BRAF gene (V600E) which results in a gain of
function in BRAF signaling [26, 82-84]. This mutation activates the mitogen activated protein
kinase cascade leading to the deregulation of the cell cycle and an increase in cell division.
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While the BRAF mutation may be sufficient for the formation of a benign nevus, additional
mutations are needed (e.g. PTEN loss) for the nevus to convert to a malignant melanoma.
The number of nevi, the presence of atypical or large nevi, and the development of new nevi
all correlate with melanoma risk [85, 86]. De novo nevi formation is a result of exposure to UV
radiation, and sunscreen may not influence this process [87-89]. While the risk of melanoma
rises with an increased number of total body nevi, malignant degeneration of any particular
nevus is rare. Rather, melanomas generally arise from dysplastic nevi, [90], and the risk of a
normal nevus converting to melanoma is very low [91]. The presence of only one dysplastic
nevus increases risk by 2 fold, however, >10 dysplastic nevi can increase the risk up to 12 fold
[92] [93]. Dysplastic nevi are present in 34-56% of melanoma cases [94].
Risk associated with congenital nevi varies with size and quantity. Small congenital nevi are
not associated with an increase in risk [92] while large congenital nevi covering over 5% of the
body surface area confers an increased risk [95]. Individual large congenital nevi >20 cm in
diameter increase an individual’s lifetime risk of melanoma to 10% [96]. Reports suggest that
if a melanoma is going to arise from a congenital nevi, most will occur by the age of 10 pointing
to the importance for screening the pediatric population [97].
3.2.3. Medical history
Medical conditions associated with immunodeficiency or that use immunosuppressive
therapies can trigger melanoma. Patients diagnosed with human immunodeficiency virus/
acquired immunodeficiency syndrome have an increased prevalence of melanoma with a 50%
increased risk of the disease [98] [99]. Because antiretroviral treatment for HIV/AIDS has
increased patient’s lifespan, these individuals should be closely monitored and obtain regular
screening throughout their life. Patients who receive an organ transplant not only have 2.4
greater risk of developing melanoma [100], they also have a more aggressive cancer [101] and
a worse prognosis [102] than the general population. Transfer of melanoma from donor to
recipient is possible if the donor was previously afflicted with the condition [103].
A previous medical history of noncutaneous skin cancer is also associated with an increased
risk of developing melanoma. Individuals who were previously diagnosed with Kaposi
sarcoma, breast cancer, lymphoma, prostate cancer, thyroid cancer, and leukemia had an
increased risk of subsequently developing melanoma [104]. Childhood cancer survivors have
a 2.5 fold increased risk of developing melanoma [105] and are diagnosed at a younger age
than the general population (32 years) [106]. Studies speculate that the increased risk following
malignancy may be due to either germline mutations in oncogenes or due to the chemotherapy
and radiation to treat the prior malignancy [105].
Although melanoma is associated with the production of female hormones, no increased risk
of melanoma-associated pathogenesis can be attributed to pregnancy [107]. A majority of
women who are pregnant experience a phenomenon known as melasma, an increase in
pigment due to increases in melanocyte activity [108]; however, the increase in pigment is not
associated with an increase in melanoma incidence.
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3.2.4. Nucleotide excision repair
Nucleotide excision repair (NER) is the molecular process by which bulky DNA lesions are
recognized, excised, and repaired by the coordinated actions of multiple factors [109-111]. As
described above, UVB radiation and to a lesser extent UVA radiation promote the formation
of photoproducts that distort the double helix and prevent transcription [112, 113]. Without
accurate repair, these photoproducts may cause transition mutations and lead to unregulated
cellular proliferation and carcinogenesis.
There are two primary mechanisms of NER, global genome NER (GGR) and transcription
coupled NER (TCR), which differ in their initiation site (Figure 6). GGR recognizes damage in
non-transcribed regions of the genome. Xeroderma pigmentosum (XP) complementation
group C (XPC) and HR23B heterodimerize, recognize distortions within the DNA double helix
[114, 115], and recruit the TFIIH complex. TFIIH is a multiprotein complex composed of nine
proteins including the helicases XPB and XPD. XPB and XPD unwind 20-30 nucleotides
surrounding the damaged base in the 3’-5’ and 5’-3’ direction respectively [116]. The opened
DNA structure is stabilized by recruitment of XPA and RPA [117, 118]. After the structure is
stabilized, XPF and XPG endonucleases remove the damaged base [119, 120] and the gap is
repaired by polymerase δ and ε [121].

δ

Figure 6. The nucleotide excision repair (NER) pathway is the major way cells rid themselves of bulky DNA lesions
such as UV photoproducts. NER is accomplished through the cooperative action of a variety of proteins, working in
concert to (1) recognize DNA damage, (2) access and unwind the DNA in the region of the lesion, (3) incise and re‐
move the damage, and (4) repair the gap with a high degree of fidelity using the undamaged strand as a template.
Without effective NER, UV mutations accumulate and skin cancers of all kinds occur with high incidence. (Adapted
from [3]).
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TCR recognizes damage in transcribed regions of the genome after transcription by RNA
polymerase II has stalled [122, 123]. Following exposure to UV radiation, Cockayne syndrome
B (CSB), Cockayne syndrome A (CSA), and the core NER factors (excluding XPC) are recruited
to the sites of stalled RNA polymerase II [124-126]. After damage recognition, either by GGR
or TCR, many NER factors work in concert to unwind the double helix in the area of photo‐
damage, excise the damaged strand, and repair the gap using the undamaged sister strand as
a template. In this way, NER corrects UV photodamage with a high degree of fidelity and
minimizes the chances for UV-induced mutagenesis..
The importance of DNA repair in preventing melanoma is evident in individuals diagnosed
with xeroderma pigmentosum (XP) [127, 128]. They are highly sensitive to UV radiation and
develop epidermal thinning, telangiectasias, and altered pigmentation in addition to increased
prevalence of skin malignancies [129], with a large number of UV-induced mutations in
oncogenes and tumor suppressors [130]. These patients have defective DNA repair due to
mutations in one of 8 factors associated with NER [131]. Since DNA repair is not possible,
patients with XP are encouraged to limit exposure to UV radiation in order to prevent cellular
damage. Individuals diagnosed with XP have a 1000 fold increase in skin cancer risk compared
to the average population and are often diagnosed with melanoma in the second decade (on
average over 40 years before the general public) [132].
3.2.5. Skin complexion
The amount of melanin pigment present in the skin determines skin complexion, and low basal
pigmentation (having a fair-skinned phenotype) constitutes a major risk factor for the devel‐
opment of melanoma. Melanin pigments, all derived from the amino acid tyrosine, are
synthesized by melanocytes, transported to the keratinocytes where they absorb UV radiation,
and prevent damage to the sensitive layers of the skin. In fact, melanocytes produce two
distinct forms of melanin. Eumelanin is a dark brown/black chemically inert pigment that
potently blocks penetration of UV energy into the skin. Pheomelanin, in contrast, is a lightercolored pigment that is much less effective at blocking UV penetration and that may even
potentiate oxidative UV damage [133] (Figure 7).
The amount of eumelanin in the epidermis largely determines skin complexion. The Fitzpa‐
trick skin phototype was developed by a Harvard University Medical School dermatologist to
classify an individual’s UV susceptibility based on basal pigment levels, tendency to burn, and
ability to tan [134]. Individuals with a lower Fitzpatrick score have fair skin (less pigment), red
or blonde hair, burn easily and are unable to tan, while individuals with a higher Fitzpatrick
score have a darker complexion (more pigment), do not burn, and tan easily (Table 2).
Compared to individuals with a Fitzpatrick score of IV, individuals with a Fitzpatrick score of
I have a relative risk of 2.09 developing melanoma [71]. A recent study demonstrated that
pigment and race were not sufficient to predict an individual’s Fitzpatrick score and sun
sensitivity; this finding highlights the importance of physician-based counseling to all patients
regarding sun safety and prevention of sun-induced malignancies [135].

15

16

Melanoma – Current Clinical Management and Future Therapeutics

COOH
NH2

HO

Tyrosinase

Tyrosine
O
O

COOH
NH2

DOPAquinone

Albinism (OCA1)

Cysteine
COOH
NH2

HO
HO
cAMP

HO

N
H

COOH

cAMP

cAMP

Eumelanin

Melanocortin 1
Receptor
(MC1R)

HO

S

(no cAMP)

H2N

COOH

Pheomelanin

Figure 7. Synthesis of eumelanin and pheomelanin is regulated by the melanocortin 1 receptor (MC1R). Eumelanin, a
dark brown/black pigment with excellent UV protective properties, is produced when melanocytes are stimulated
through MC1R signaling and cytoplasmic cAMP levels are increased. In contrast, pheomelanin, a sulfated pigment
with poorer UV-blocking properties is made when MC1R is inactive.

Table 2. The Fitzpatrick scale of skin complexion. MED represents the minimal erythematous dose (the least amount of
UV required to cause a sunburn).

4. Pigmentation and MC1R
The melanocortin 1 receptor (MC1R) is a major determinant of skin pigmentation and UV
sensitivity. UV exposure activates the MC1R, which directly controls not only the adaptive
tanning response (UV-induced pigmentation) but regulates melanocyte DNA repair and, thus,
the mutagenic risk as well.
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4.1. Eumelanin versus pheomelanin
Melanocytes, derived from neural crest cells, produce pigment in the skin. As described above,
lack of basal skin pigmentation is a major risk factor for the development of melanoma. The
two major types of pigment produced by the melanocyte are eumelanin and pheomelanin.
Pigmentation depends on the type and amount of melanin produced in addition to its cellular
distribution rather than number of melanocytes present in the skin [136-138]. Eumelanin is a
dark insoluble polymer that absorbs UV light [139, 140] and oxidants [141], protecting DNA
from the damaging effects of these factors. Pheomelanin is a soluble red/yellow polymer
containing cysteine, which provides little protection from UV light and reports demonstrate
that pheomelanin can promote oxidative damage [133, 142]. Synthesis of both eumelanin and
pheomelanin begins with the conversion of tyrosine to DOPA and then to DOPAquinone via
the enzyme tyrosinase [143]. Incorporation of a cysteine into DOPAquinone molecule even‐
tually leads to the production of pheomelanin rather than eumelanin. Individuals without a
functional tyrosinase are unable to produce any pigment and have a condition known as
albinism [140]. Control of the ratio of pheomelanin to eumelanin in a cell is determined by
multiple factors including pH of the cellular milieu and levels of the tyrosinase enzyme [133,
144]. Higher levels of tyrosinase and neutral pH favor eumelanin production and darker
pigmentation [144, 145]. In addition to pH and tyrosinase, the melanocortin 1 receptor is one
of the major factors controlling the pigment ratio.
4.2. MC1R and pigment switch
The melanocortin 1 receptor (MC1R) is one of the major proteins controlling the switch
between the production of eumelanin and pheomelanin, and therefore is a one of the major
control points of pigment production. Increased activation of MC1R by melanotropic hor‐
mones leads to an increase in tyrosinase expression and eumelanin production [146]. MC1R
is a G-coupled protein receptor that is activated by alpha-melanocyte stimulating hormone (αMSH) leading to the activation of adenylate cyclase and an accumulation of cAMP. cAMP
promotes two pathways: 1) it activates protein kinase A (PKA) and 2) it up-regulates cAMP
responsible binding element (CREB) and microphthalmia transcription factor (MITF); these
factors ultimately cause an increased expression of enzymes involved in pigment production
[136, 140, 147-149]. MC1R is a highly polymorphic protein with over 100 variants reported
[150-152]. Five specific variants, D84E, R142H, R151C, R160W, and D294H, are associated with
a decrease in pigment production and the red hair/fair skin phenotype [153-155]. These
individuals are more susceptible to melanoma due to a decrease in eumelanin production
coupled with inefficient DNA repair; this latter point suggests that MC1R plays a role not only
in pigment production, but also in nucleotide excision repair [156, 157].
Studies using agouti signaling protein (ASIP) confirm the role of MC1R in the production of
eumelanin. ASIP is a competitive antagonist of MSH and binds to MC1R causing an increase
in the production of pheomelanin [158]. The effects of ASIP on melanocyte pigment production
require a functional MC1R [158, 159]. The reduction in eumelanogenesis and increase in
pheomelanogensis accompanied by ASIP signaling is only partially due to inhibition of MSH
binding to MC1R. Binding of ASIP to MC1R causes a decrease in tyrosinase activity as well as

17

18

Melanoma – Current Clinical Management and Future Therapeutics

tyrosinase related protein 1 and 2 protein levels, thus promoting pheomelanin synthesis
[158-161]. ASIP also signals through a cAMP independent pathway via attractin and mahoguin
to influence MC1R signaling and increase pheomelanin levels [162].
4.3. MC1R and adaptive pigmentation
The inability to have an adequate adaptive tanning response is a major risk factor for the
development of melanoma. As explained above, the tanning response increases the produc‐
tion of pigment in the skin and serves as a protective barrier from the damaging effects of UV
radiation. Adaptive pigmentation is dependent upon MC1R signaling [163]. UV radiation
promotes cellular damage in keratinocytes, activating the damage response protein p53. p53
activation increases the transcription of proopiomelanocortin, which is processed and cleaved
to MSH [164]. MSH is secreted from the keratinocytes and diffuses to the melanocyte mem‐
brane where it binds to and activates MC1R promoting the synthesis of eumelanin [146, 165].
Individuals with defective MC1R signaling, whether from inability of MC1R to bind to its ligands
or from an inert response upon binding, cannot increase their pigment production following
exposure to UV radiation and instead are highly susceptible to burning [163] (Figure 8).

Figure 8. Cutaneous response to UV radiation. UV radiation induces the secretion of MSH and agouti signaling pro‐
tein. MSH binds to MC1R and activates adenylyl cyclase (AC) which leads to the accumulation of cAMP. cAMP signal‐
ing to promote pathways responsible for cutaneous UV protection. Agouti signaling protein binds to MC1R and
prevents activation of adenylyl cyclase inhibiting the adaptive tanning pathways.
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Current research is investigating pharmacological methods to increase the tanning response
in order to prevent damage, particularly in those individuals who have defective MC1R
signaling. Forskolin is an activator of adenylyl cyclase and functions downstream of MC1R
leading to an increase in the production of cAMP. Forskolin applied to a transgenic mouse
model with humanized skin promoted the synthesis of eumelanin and adaptive pigmentation
[166]. Phosphodiesterase inhibitors including rolipram prevent cAMP degradation and is
hypothesized to have similar effects to forskolin. Rolipram is currently an FDA-approved drug
and may have clinical applications for this condition.

5. Conclusion
The incidence of melanoma has dramatically increased throughout the past century. Although
the cause for the increase is unknown, it is clear there are a number of environmental and
genetic factors responsible for melanoma risk. The major environmental risk factor is exposure
to UV radiation via ambient sunlight or artificial tanning beds. The intensity of the ambient
sunlight varies with geography throughout the world. Countries located on latitudes closer to
the equator have a higher incidence rate compared to countries located further away from the
equator. Exposure to UV radiation, however, does not entirely explain the increase in mela‐
noma diagnoses. Other environmental factors also play a role including certain medications
(PUVA, NBLP) and exposure to heavy metals. Genetic factors also play a major role in
melanoma risk. As melanoma often originates from pre-existing nevi, the presence of a large
number of nevi, nevi with large diameters, or the presence of dysplastic nevi increase the risk.
A past medical history of cutaneous or non-cutaneous cancer also increases the risk of
subsequently developing melanoma. Although there are many intrinsic factors which play a
role in determining one’s risk of developing melanoma, the most important is the ability to
produce pigment. Eumelanin protects the skin from UV induced damage. Individuals with
fair skin and a low Fitzpatrick phototype are highly susceptible to melanoma. A subset of
individuals with fair skin also has defective MC1R signaling and is unable to promote the
adaptive tanning pathway. Clearly, much is known about the risk factors for developing
melanoma, and hopefully as we better understand the pathogenesis of the disease, we will
develop therapeutics and strategies to prevent melanoma from occurring.

Acknowledgements
We are indebted to Dr. Catherine Anthony of the Markey Cancer Center Research Communi‐
cations Office for useful edits. This work was supported by the following NIH grants: R01
CA131075, UL1TR000117, ES07266, T32 ES007266, and T32CA165990. We also thank the Drury
Pediatric Research Endowed Chair Fund, Wendy Will Case Cancer Research Fund, Markey
Cancer Foundation, Children’s Miracle Network, and Jennifer and David Dickens Melanoma
Research Foundation.

19

20

Melanoma – Current Clinical Management and Future Therapeutics

Author details
Erin M. Wolf Horrell, Kalin Wilson and John A. D’Orazio*
*Address all correspondence to: jdorazio@uky.edu.
University of Kentucky College of Medicine, Markey Cancer Center, Department of Pediatrics,
the Graduate Center for Toxicology and the Department of Physiology, Lexington, USA

References
[1] Surveillance, E., and End Results (SEER) Program (http://www.seer.cancer.gov) Re‐
search Data (1973-2011)National Cancer Institute, DCCPS, Surveillance Research Pro‐
gram, Surveillance Systems Branch, SEER Stat Fact Sheets: Melanoma of the Skin, April
2014.
[2] J, F., et al., GLOBOCAN 2010 v1.0 Cancer Incidence and Mortality Worldwide: IARC Can‐
cerBase No. 11, I.A.f.R.O. Cancer, Editor 2013: Lyon, France.
[3] Berquist, B.R. and D.M. Wilson, 3rd, Pathways for repairing and tolerating the spectrum
of oxidative DNA lesions. Cancer Lett, 2012. 327(1-2): p. 61-72.
[4] Lens, M.B. and M. Dawes, Global perspectives of contemporary epidemiological trends of
cutaneous malignant melanoma. Br J Dermatol, 2004. 150(2): p. 179-85.
[5] Rigel, D.S. and J.A. Carucci, Malignant melanoma: prevention, early detection, and treat‐
ment in the 21st century. CA Cancer J Clin, 2000. 50(4): p. 215-36; quiz 237-40.
[6] Linos, E., et al., Increasing burden of melanoma in the United States. J Invest Dermatol,
2009. 129(7): p. 1666-74.
[7] Mariotto, A.B., et al., Projections of the cost of cancer care in the United States: 2010-2020.
J Natl Cancer Inst, 2011. 103(2): p. 117-28.
[8] Rigel, D.S., The effect of sunscreen on melanoma risk. Dermatol Clin, 2002. 20(4): p. 601-6.
[9] Balducci, L. and C. Beghe, Cancer and age in the USA. Crit Rev Oncol Hematol, 2001.
37(2): p. 137-45.
[10] Balk, S.J., D.E. Fisher, and A.C. Geller, Teens and indoor tanning: a cancer prevention op‐
portunity for pediatricians. Pediatrics, 2013. 131(4): p. 772-85.
[11] Howlander N, N.A., Krapcho M et al., SEER Cancer Statistics Review, 1975-2009. Be‐
thesda, MD: National Cancer Institute, 2002.
[12] Society, A.C., Cancer Facts and Figures 2013, 2013, American Cancer Society: Atlanta.

Melanoma — Epidemiology, Risk Factors, and the Role of Adaptive Pigmentation
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/58994

[13] Jemal, A., et al., Cancer statistics, 2010. CA Cancer J Clin, 2010. 60(5): p. 277-300.
[14] Fisher, D.E. and A.C. Geller, Disproportionate burden of melanoma mortality in young
U.S. men: the possible role of biology and behavior. JAMA Dermatol, 2013. 149(8): p.
903-4.
[15] Purdue, M.P., et al., Recent trends in incidence of cutaneous melanoma among US Caucasi‐
an young adults. J Invest Dermatol, 2008. 128(12): p. 2905-8.
[16] Siegel, R., et al., Cancer treatment and survivorship statistics, 2012. CA Cancer J Clin,
2012. 62(4): p. 220-41.
[17] Mashiah, J. and S. Brenner, Malignant melanoma: it pays to be a woman. Skinmed, 2003.
2(3): p. 183-7.
[18] Hu S, S.-V.R., Parker DF, Kirsner RS, Comparison of stage at diagnosis of melanoma
among Hispanic, black, and white patients in Miami-Date County, Florida. Arch Dermatol,
2006. 142(6): p. 704-708.
[19] Kumar, V., et al., Robbins and Cotran Pathologic Basis of Disease. Eighth ed, ed. W.
Schmitt2010, Philadelphia, PA: Saunders.
[20] Gloster, H.M., Jr. and K. Neal, Skin cancer in skin of color. J Am Acad Dermatol, 2006.
55(5): p. 741-60; quiz 761-4.
[21] Rigel, D.S., Epidemiology of melanoma. Semin Cutan Med Surg, 2010. 29(4): p. 204-9.
[22] Parkin, D.M., D. Mesher, and P. Sasieni, 13. Cancers attributable to solar (ultraviolet) ra‐
diation exposure in the UK in 2010. Br J Cancer, 2011. 105 Suppl 2: p. S66-9.
[23] Gilchrest, B.A., et al., The pathogenesis of melanoma induced by ultraviolet radiation. N
Engl J Med, 1999. 340(17): p. 1341-8.
[24] Baier, J., et al., Singlet oxygen generation by UVA light exposure of endogenous photosensi‐
tizers. Biophys J, 2006. 91(4): p. 1452-9.
[25] Babu, V. and P.C. Joshi, Tryptophan as an endogenous photosensitizer to elicit harmful ef‐
fects of ultraviolet B. Indian J Biochem Biophys, 1992. 29(3): p. 296-8.
[26] Davies, H., et al., Mutations of the BRAF gene in human cancer. Nature, 2002. 417(6892):
p. 949-54.
[27] Sage, E., Distribution and repair of photolesions in DNA: genetic consequences and the role
of sequence context. Photochem Photobiol, 1993. 57(1): p. 163-74.
[28] Tadokoro, T., et al., UV-induced DNA damage and melanin content in human skin differ‐
ing in racial/ethnic origin. FASEB J, 2003. 17(9): p. 1177-9.
[29] Markovitsi, D., T. Gustavsson, and A. Banyasz, Absorption of UV radiation by DNA:
spatial and temporal features. Mutat Res, 2009. 704(1-3): p. 21-8.

21

22

Melanoma – Current Clinical Management and Future Therapeutics

[30] Dumaz, N., et al., The role of UV-B light in skin carcinogenesis through the analysis of p53
mutations in squamous cell carcinomas of hairless mice. Carcinogenesis, 1997. 18(5): p.
897-904.
[31] Hodis, E., et al., A landscape of driver mutations in melanoma. Cell, 2012. 150(2): p.
251-63.
[32] Bulliard, J.L., Site-specific risk of cutaneous malignant melanoma and pattern of sun expo‐
sure in New Zealand. Int J Cancer, 2000. 85(5): p. 627-32.
[33] Armstrong, B.K. and A. Kricker, The epidemiology of UV induced skin cancer. J Photo‐
chem Photobiol B, 2001. 63(1-3): p. 8-18.
[34] Boniol, M., et al., Seasonal variation in the occurrence of cutaneous melanoma in Europe:
influence of latitude. An analysis using the EUROCARE group of registries. Eur J Cancer,
2005. 41(1): p. 126-32.
[35] Moan, J., A. Dahlback, and R.B. Setlow, Epidemiological support for an hypothesis for
melanoma induction indicating a role for UVA radiation. Photochem Photobiol, 1999.
70(2): p. 243-7.
[36] Lee, J.A. and J. Scotto, Melanoma: linked temporal and latitude changes in the United
States. Cancer Causes Control, 1993. 4(5): p. 413-8.
[37] AIHW and AACR, Cancer in Australia: an overview 2012. Cancer series no. 742012,
Canberra: AIHW. 216.
[38] Moan, J., et al., Solar radiation, vitamin D and cancer incidence and mortality in Norway.
Anticancer Res, 2009. 29(9): p. 3501-9.
[39] Rigel, D.S., E.G. Rigel, and A.C. Rigel, Effects of altitude and latitude on ambient UVB
radiation. J Am Acad Dermatol, 1999. 40(1): p. 114-6.
[40] Atkinson, S.K., et al., Environmental factors affecting ultraviolet photodegradation rates
and estrogenicity of estrone and ethinylestradiol in natural waters. Arch Environ Contam
Toxicol, 2011. 60(1): p. 1-7.
[41] Walter, S.D., W.D. King, and L.D. Marrett, Association of cutaneous malignant melanoma
with intermittent exposure to ultraviolet radiation: results of a case-control study in Ontario,
Canada. Int J Epidemiol, 1999. 28(3): p. 418-27.
[42] MacKie, R.M. and T. Aitchison, Severe sunburn and subsequent risk of primary cutaneous
malignant melanoma in scotland. Br J Cancer, 1982. 46(6): p. 955-60.
[43] Lew, R.A., et al., Sun exposure habits in patients with cutaneous melanoma: a case control
study. J Dermatol Surg Oncol, 1983. 9(12): p. 981-6.
[44] Holman, C.D. and B.K. Armstrong, Cutaneous malignant melanoma and indicators of to‐
tal accumulated exposure to the sun: an analysis separating histogenetic types. J Natl Can‐
cer Inst, 1984. 73(1): p. 75-82.

Melanoma — Epidemiology, Risk Factors, and the Role of Adaptive Pigmentation
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/58994

[45] Pfahlberg, A., K.F. Kolmel, and O. Gefeller, Timing of excessive ultraviolet radiation and
melanoma: epidemiology does not support the existence of a critical period of high susceptibil‐
ity to solar ultraviolet radiation-induced melanoma. Br J Dermatol, 2001. 144(3): p. 471-5.
[46] Robinson, J.K., Sun exposure, sun protection, and vitamin D. JAMA, 2005. 294(12): p.
1541-3.
[47] Hanson, K.M., E. Gratton, and C.J. Bardeen, Sunscreen enhancement of UV-induced reac‐
tive oxygen species in the skin. Free Radic Biol Med, 2006. 41(8): p. 1205-12.
[48] Xu, C., et al., Photosensitization of the sunscreen octyl p-dimethylaminobenzoate by UVA in
human melanocytes but not in keratinocytes. Photochem Photobiol, 2001. 73(6): p. 600-4.
[49] Green, A.C., et al., Reduced melanoma after regular sunscreen use: randomized trial followup. J Clin Oncol, 2011. 29(3): p. 257-63.
[50] Kwon HT, M.J., Walker KK, Yu H, Lewis EC, Belch GE, Promotion of frequent tanning
sessions by indoor tanning facilities: two studies. J Am Acad Dermatol, 2003. 46: p.
700-705.
[51] Swerdlow, A.J. and M.A. Weinstock, Do tanning lamps cause melanoma? An epidemio‐
logic assessment. J Am Acad Dermatol, 1998. 38(1): p. 89-98.
[52] Demierre, M.F., Time for the national legislation of indoor tanning to protect minors. Arch
Dermatol, 2003. 139(4): p. 520-4.
[53] Geller, A.C., et al., Use of sunscreen, sunburning rates, and tanning bed use among more
than 10 000 US children and adolescents. Pediatrics, 2002. 109(6): p. 1009-14.
[54] Boniol, M., et al., Cutaneous melanoma attributable to sunbed use: systematic review and
meta-analysis. BMJ, 2012. 345: p. e4757.
[55] Ting, W., et al., Tanning bed exposure increases the risk of malignant melanoma. Int J Der‐
matol, 2007. 46(12): p. 1253-7.
[56] Cancer, I.A.f.R.o.C.W.G.o.A.U.L.a.S., The association of use of sunbeds with cutaneous
malignant melanoma and other skin cancers: A systematic review. Int J Cancer, 2007.
120(5): p. 1116-22.
[57] El Ghissassi, F., et al., A review of human carcinogens--part D: radiation. Lancet Oncol,
2009. 10(8): p. 751-2.
[58] Stern, R.S., The risk of melanoma in association with long-term exposure to PUVA. J Am
Acad Dermatol, 2001. 44(5): p. 755-61.
[59] Csoma, Z., L. Kemeny, and J. Olah, Phototherapy for neonatal jaundice. N Engl J Med,
2008. 358(23): p. 2523-4; author reply 2524-5.
[60] Liebel, F., et al., Irradiation of skin with visible light induces reactive oxygen species and
matrix-degrading enzymes. J Invest Dermatol, 2012. 132(7): p. 1901-7.

23

24

Melanoma – Current Clinical Management and Future Therapeutics

[61] Bauer, J., et al., Blue light phototherapy of neonatal jaundice does not increase the risk for
melanocytic nevus development. Arch Dermatol, 2004. 140(4): p. 493-4.
[62] Matichard E, L.H.A., Sanders A, Leguyadec J, Crickx B, Descamps V, Effect of neonatal
phototherapy on melanocytic nevus count in children. Arch Dermatol, 2006. 142(12): p.
1599-1604.
[63] Csoma, Z., et al., Neonatal blue-light phototherapy could increase the risk of dysplastic ne‐
vus development. Pediatrics, 2007. 119(6): p. 1269.
[64] Csoma, Z., et al., Neonatal blue light phototherapy and melanocytic nevi: a twin study. Pe‐
diatrics, 2011. 128(4): p. e856-64.
[65] Fortes, C. and E. de Vries, Nonsolar occupational risk factors for cutaneous melanoma. Int
J Dermatol, 2008. 47(4): p. 319-28.
[66] Dong, S., et al., UVA light-induced DNA cleavage by isomeric methylbenz[a]anthracenes.
Chem Res Toxicol, 2002. 15(3): p. 400-7.
[67] Imlay, J.A., S.M. Chin, and S. Linn, Toxic DNA damage by hydrogen peroxide through the
Fenton reaction in vivo and in vitro. Science, 1988. 240(4852): p. 640-2.
[68] Marghoob, A.A., et al., Basal cell and squamous cell carcinomas are important risk factors
for cutaneous malignant melanoma. Screening implications. Cancer, 1995. 75(2 Suppl): p.
707-14.
[69] Gandini, S., et al., Meta-analysis of risk factors for cutaneous melanoma: III. Family history,
actinic damage and phenotypic factors. Eur J Cancer, 2005. 41(14): p. 2040-59.
[70] Pielop, J.A., I. Brownell, and M. Duvic, Mycosis fungoides associated with malignant mel‐
anoma and dysplastic nevus syndrome. Int J Dermatol, 2003. 42(2): p. 116-22.
[71] Gandini, S., et al., Meta-analysis of risk factors for cutaneous melanoma: II. Sun exposure.
Eur J Cancer, 2005. 41(1): p. 45-60.
[72] Hemminki, K., H. Zhang, and K. Czene, Familial and attributable risks in cutaneous mel‐
anoma: effects of proband and age. J Invest Dermatol, 2003. 120(2): p. 217-23.
[73] Ferrone, C.R., et al., Clinicopathological features of and risk factors for multiple primary
melanomas. JAMA, 2005. 294(13): p. 1647-54.
[74] Bradford PT, F.D., Goldstein AM, Tucker MA, Increased risk of second primary cancers
after a diagnosis of melanoma. Arch Dermatol, 2010. 146(6): p. 265-72.
[75] Begg, C.B., et al., Lifetime risk of melanoma in CDKN2A mutation carriers in a populationbased sample. J Natl Cancer Inst, 2005. 97(20): p. 1507-15.
[76] Tucker, M.A., et al., Familial and cutaneous features of dysplastic nevi: a case-control study.
J Am Acad Dermatol, 1993. 28(4): p. 558-64.

Melanoma — Epidemiology, Risk Factors, and the Role of Adaptive Pigmentation
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/58994

[77] Clark, W.H., Jr., et al., A study of tumor progression: the precursor lesions of superficial
spreading and nodular melanoma. Hum Pathol, 1984. 15(12): p. 1147-65.
[78] Kruger, S., et al., Epidemiologic evidence for the role of melanocytic nevi as risk markers and
direct precursors of cutaneous malignant melanoma. Results of a case control study in mela‐
noma patients and nonmelanoma control subjects. J Am Acad Dermatol, 1992. 26(6): p.
920-6.
[79] Bataille, V., et al., Risk of cutaneous melanoma in relation to the numbers, types and sites of
naevi: a case-control study. Br J Cancer, 1996. 73(12): p. 1605-11.
[80] Reimer, R.R., et al., Precursor lesions in familial melanoma. A new genetic preneoplastic
syndrome. JAMA, 1978. 239(8): p. 744-6.
[81] Lynch, H.T., B.C. Frichot, 3rd, and J.F. Lynch, Familial atypical multiple mole-melanoma
syndrome. J Med Genet, 1978. 15(5): p. 352-6.
[82] Brose, M.S., et al., BRAF and RAS mutations in human lung cancer and melanoma. Can‐
cer Res, 2002. 62(23): p. 6997-7000.
[83] Pollock, P.M., et al., High frequency of BRAF mutations in nevi. Nat Genet, 2003. 33(1):
p. 19-20.
[84] Yazdi, A.S., et al., Mutations of the BRAF gene in benign and malignant melanocytic le‐
sions. J Invest Dermatol, 2003. 121(5): p. 1160-2.
[85] Snels, D.G., et al., Risk of cutaneous malignant melanoma in patients with nonfamilial atyp‐
ical nevi from a pigmented lesions clinic. J Am Acad Dermatol, 1999. 40(5 Pt 1): p. 686-93.
[86] Chang, Y.M., et al., A pooled analysis of melanocytic nevus phenotype and the risk of cuta‐
neous melanoma at different latitudes. Int J Cancer, 2009. 124(2): p. 420-8.
[87] Garbe, C., et al., Associated factors in the prevalence of more than 50 common melanocytic
nevi, atypical melanocytic nevi, and actinic lentigines: multicenter case-control study of the
Central Malignant Melanoma Registry of the German Dermatological Society. J Invest Der‐
matol, 1994. 102(5): p. 700-5.
[88] Abadir, M.C., et al., Case-control study of melanocytic nevi on the buttocks in atypical mole
syndrome: role of solar radiation in the pathogenesis of atypical moles. J Am Acad Derma‐
tol, 1995. 33(1): p. 31-6.
[89] Kelly, J.W., et al., Sunlight: a major factor associated with the development of melanocytic
nevi in Australian schoolchildren. J Am Acad Dermatol, 1994. 30(1): p. 40-8.
[90] Barnhill, R.L. and G.C. Roush, Histopathologic spectrum of clinically atypical melanocytic
nevi. II. Studies of nonfamilial melanoma. Arch Dermatol, 1990. 126(10): p. 1315-8.
[91] Tsao, H., et al., The transformation rate of moles (melanocytic nevi) into cutaneous melano‐
ma: a population-based estimate. Arch Dermatol, 2003. 139(3): p. 282-8.

25

26

Melanoma – Current Clinical Management and Future Therapeutics

[92] Tucker, M.A., et al., Clinically recognized dysplastic nevi. A central risk factor for cutane‐
ous melanoma. JAMA, 1997. 277(18): p. 1439-44.
[93] Gandini, S., et al., Meta-analysis of risk factors for cutaneous melanoma: I. Common and
atypical naevi. Eur J Cancer, 2005. 41(1): p. 28-44.
[94] Tucker, M.A., Melanoma epidemiology. Hematol Oncol Clin North Am, 2009. 23(3): p.
383-95, vii.
[95] Swerdlow, A.J., J.S. English, and Z. Qiao, The risk of melanoma in patients with congeni‐
tal nevi: a cohort study. J Am Acad Dermatol, 1995. 32(4): p. 595-9.
[96] Krengel, S., A. Hauschild, and T. Schafer, Melanoma risk in congenital melanocytic naevi:
a systematic review. Br J Dermatol, 2006. 155(1): p. 1-8.
[97] Marghoob, A.A., et al., Large congenital melanocytic nevi, risk of cutaneous melanoma, and
prophylactic surgery. J Am Acad Dermatol, 2006. 54(5): p. 868-70; discussion 871-3.
[98] Lanoy, E., et al., Epidemiology of nonkeratinocytic skin cancers among persons with AIDS
in the United States. AIDS, 2009. 23(3): p. 385-93.
[99] Olsen, C.M., L.L. Knight, and A.C. Green, Risk of melanoma in people with HIV/AIDS in
the pre-and post-HAART eras: a systematic review and meta-analysis of cohort studies. PLoS
One, 2014. 9(4): p. e95096.
[100] Dahlke, E., et al., Systematic review of melanoma incidence and prognosis in solid organ
transplant recipients. Transplant Res, 2014. 3: p. 10.
[101] Frankenthaler, A., et al., Impact of concomitant immunosuppression on the presentation
and prognosis of patients with melanoma. Melanoma Res, 2010. 20(6): p. 496-500.
[102] Brewer JD, C.L., Weaver AL, Dapprich DC, Weenig RH, Lim KK, Walsh JS, Otley CC,
Cherikh W, Buell JF, Woodle ES, Arpey C, Patton PR, Malignant melanoma in solid
transplant recipients: collection of database cases and comparison with surveillance, epidemi‐
ology, and end results data for outcome analysis. Arch Dermatol, 2011. 147(7): p. 790-6.
[103] Zwald, F.O., et al., Melanoma in solid organ transplant recipients. Am J Transplant, 2010.
10(5): p. 1297-304.
[104] Yang, G.B., et al., Risk and survival of cutaneous melanoma diagnosed subsequent to a pre‐
vious cancer. Arch Dermatol, 2011. 147(12): p. 1395-402.
[105] Pappo, A.S., et al., Melanoma as a subsequent neoplasm in adult survivors of childhood can‐
cer: a report from the childhood cancer survivor study. Pediatr Blood Cancer, 2013. 60(3):
p. 461-6.
[106] Hayat, M.J., et al., Cancer statistics, trends, and multiple primary cancer analyses from the
Surveillance, Epidemiology, and End Results (SEER) Program. Oncologist, 2007. 12(1): p.
20-37.

Melanoma — Epidemiology, Risk Factors, and the Role of Adaptive Pigmentation
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/58994

[107] Karagas, M.R., et al., Pregnany history and incidence of melanoma in women: a pooled anal‐
ysis. Cancer Causes Control, 2006. 17(1): p. 11-9.
[108] Elling, S.V. and F.C. Powell, Physiological changes in the skin during pregnancy. Clin
Dermatol, 1997. 15(1): p. 35-43.
[109] Thoma, B.S. and K.M. Vasquez, Critical DNA damage recognition functions of XPChHR23B and XPA-RPA in nucleotide excision repair. Mol Carcinog, 2003. 38(1): p. 1-13.
[110] Setlow, R.B. and W.L. Carrier, The Disappearance of Thymine Dimers from DNA: An Er‐
ror-Correcting Mechanism. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A, 1964. 51: p. 226-31.
[111] Boyce, R.P. and P. Howard-Flanders, Release of Ultraviolet Light-Induced Thymine Dim‐
ers from DNA in E. Coli K-12. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A, 1964. 51: p. 293-300.
[112] Setlow, R.B., P.A. Swenson, and W.L. Carrier, Thymine Dimers and Inhibition of DNA
Synthesis by Ultraviolet Irradiation of Cells. Science, 1963. 142(3598): p. 1464-6.
[113] Setlow, R.B. and J.K. Setlow, Evidence that ultraviolet-induced thymine dimers in DNA
cause biological damage. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A, 1962. 48: p. 1250-7.
[114] Sugasawa, K., et al., Xeroderma pigmentosum group C protein complex is the initiator of
global genome nucleotide excision repair. Mol Cell, 1998. 2(2): p. 223-32.
[115] Sugasawa, K., et al., A multistep damage recognition mechanism for global genomic nucleo‐
tide excision repair. Genes Dev, 2001. 15(5): p. 507-21.
[116] Gerard, M., et al., Purification and interaction properties of the human RNA polymerase
B(II) general transcription factor BTF2. J Biol Chem, 1991. 266(31): p. 20940-5.
[117] Park, C.J. and B.S. Choi, The protein shuffle. Sequential interactions among components of
the human nucleotide excision repair pathway. FEBS J, 2006. 273(8): p. 1600-8.
[118] Tapias, A., et al., Ordered conformational changes in damaged DNA induced by nucleotide
excision repair factors. J Biol Chem, 2004. 279(18): p. 19074-83.
[119] Mu, D., D.S. Hsu, and A. Sancar, Reaction mechanism of human DNA repair excision nu‐
clease. J Biol Chem, 1996. 271(14): p. 8285-94.
[120] Houtsmuller, A.B., et al., Action of DNA repair endonuclease ERCC1/XPF in living cells.
Science, 1999. 284(5416): p. 958-61.
[121] Shivji, M.K., et al., Nucleotide excision repair DNA synthesis by DNA polymerase epsilon
in the presence of PCNA, RFC, and RPA. Biochemistry, 1995. 34(15): p. 5011-7.
[122] Mellon, I., G. Spivak, and P.C. Hanawalt, Selective removal of transcription-blocking
DNA damage from the transcribed strand of the mammalian DHFR gene. Cell, 1987. 51(2):
p. 241-9.
[123] Mu, D. and A. Sancar, Model for XPC-independent transcription-coupled repair of pyrimi‐
dine dimers in humans. J Biol Chem, 1997. 272(12): p. 7570-3.

27

28

Melanoma – Current Clinical Management and Future Therapeutics

[124] Kamiuchi, S., et al., Translocation of Cockayne syndrome group A protein to the nuclear
matrix: possible relevance to transcription-coupled DNA repair. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A,
2002. 99(1): p. 201-6.
[125] Donahue, B.A., et al., Transcript cleavage by RNA polymerase II arrested by a cyclobutane
pyrimidine dimer in the DNA template. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A, 1994. 91(18): p.
8502-6.
[126] Venema, J., et al., Xeroderma pigmentosum complementation group C cells remove pyrimi‐
dine dimers selectively from the transcribed strand of active genes. Mol Cell Biol, 1991.
11(8): p. 4128-34.
[127] Li, C., et al., Polymorphisms in the DNA repair genes XPC, XPD, and XPG and risk of cu‐
taneous melanoma: a case-control analysis. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev, 2006.
15(12): p. 2526-32.
[128] Paszkowska-Szczur, K., et al., Xeroderma pigmentosum genes and melanoma risk. Int J
Cancer, 2013. 133(5): p. 1094-100.
[129] Eugene, D.W. and K.D. Joshi, Xeroderma pigmentosa--a disfiguring disease. Kathmandu
Univ Med J (KUMJ), 2006. 4(1): p. 78-81.
[130] D'Errico, M., et al., UV mutation signature in tumor suppressor genes involved in skin car‐
cinogenesis in xeroderma pigmentosum patients. Oncogene, 2000. 19(3): p. 463-7.
[131] Cleaver, J.E., Defective repair replication of DNA in xeroderma pigmentosum. Nature,
1968. 218(5142): p. 652-6.
[132] Bradford, P.T., et al., Cancer and neurologic degeneration in xeroderma pigmentosum: long
term follow-up characterises the role of DNA repair. J Med Genet, 2011. 48(3): p. 168-76.
[133] Mitra, D., et al., An ultraviolet-radiation-independent pathway to melanoma carcinogenesis
in the red hair/fair skin background. Nature, 2012. 491(7424): p. 449-53.
[134] Fitzpatrick, T.B., Soleil et peau. J Med Esthet, 1975. 2: p. 33-4.
[135] He, S.Y., et al., Self-reported pigmentary phenotypes and race are significant but incomplete
predictors of Fitzpatrick skin phototype in an ethnically diverse population. J Am Acad Der‐
matol, 2014.
[136] D'Orazio, J., et al., UV Radiation and the Skin. Int J Mol Sci, 2013. 14(6): p. 12222-48.
[137] Rees, J.L., Genetics of hair and skin color. Annu Rev Genet, 2003. 37: p. 67-90.
[138] Dessinioti, C., et al., Melanocortin 1 receptor variants: functional role and pigmentary asso‐
ciations. Photochem Photobiol, 2011. 87(5): p. 978-87.
[139] Kaidbey, K.H., K.H. Grove, and A.M. Kligman, The influence of longwave ultraviolet ra‐
diation on sunburn cell production by UVB. J Invest Dermatol, 1979. 73(3): p. 743-5.

Melanoma — Epidemiology, Risk Factors, and the Role of Adaptive Pigmentation
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/58994

[140] Scherer, D. and R. Kumar, Genetics of pigmentation in skin cancer--a review. Mutat Res,
2010. 705(2): p. 141-53.
[141] Hoogduijn, M.J., et al., Melanin protects melanocytes and keratinocytes against H2O2-in‐
duced DNA strand breaks through its ability to bind Ca2+. Exp Cell Res, 2004. 294(1): p.
60-7.
[142] Thody, A.J., et al., Pheomelanin as well as eumelanin is present in human epidermis. J In‐
vest Dermatol, 1991. 97(2): p. 340-4.
[143] Riley, P.A., Melanin. Int J Biochem Cell Biol, 1997. 29(11): p. 1235-9.
[144] Ancans, J., et al., Melanosomal pH controls rate of melanogenesis, eumelanin/phaeomelanin
ratio and melanosome maturation in melanocytes and melanoma cells. Exp Cell Res, 2001.
268(1): p. 26-35.
[145] Burchill, S.A., A.J. Thody, and S. Ito, Melanocyte-stimulating hormone, tyrosinase activity
and the regulation of eumelanogenesis and phaeomelanogenesis in the hair follicular melano‐
cytes of the mouse. J Endocrinol, 1986. 109(1): p. 15-21.
[146] Suzuki, I., et al., Binding of melanotropic hormones to the melanocortin receptor MC1R on
human melanocytes stimulates proliferation and melanogenesis. Endocrinology, 1996.
137(5): p. 1627-33.
[147] Yasumoto, K., et al., Microphthalmia-associated transcription factor as a regulator for mela‐
nocyte-specific transcription of the human tyrosinase gene. Mol Cell Biol, 1994. 14(12): p.
8058-70.
[148] Bertolotto, C., et al., A SUMOylation-defective MITF germline mutation predisposes to
melanoma and renal carcinoma. Nature, 2011. 480(7375): p. 94-8.
[149] Bertolotto, C., et al., Regulation of tyrosinase gene expression by cAMP in B16 melanoma
cells involves two CATGTG motifs surrounding the TATA box: implication of the micro‐
phthalmia gene product. J Cell Biol, 1996. 134(3): p. 747-55.
[150] Seabrook, T.J., et al., A novel mechanism of immune regulation: interferon-gamma regulates
retention of CD4 T cells during delayed type hypersensitivity. Immunology, 2005. 116(2):
p. 184-92.
[151] Perez Oliva, A.B., et al., Identification and functional analysis of novel variants of the hu‐
man melanocortin 1 receptor found in melanoma patients. Hum Mutat, 2009. 30(5): p.
811-22.
[152] Gerstenblith, M.R., et al., Comprehensive evaluation of allele frequency differences of
MC1R variants across populations. Hum Mutat, 2007. 28(5): p. 495-505.
[153] Valverde, P., et al., Variants of the melanocyte-stimulating hormone receptor gene are asso‐
ciated with red hair and fair skin in humans. Nat Genet, 1995. 11(3): p. 328-30.

29

30

Melanoma – Current Clinical Management and Future Therapeutics

[154] Flanagan, N., et al., The relation between melanocortin 1 receptor genotype and experimen‐
tally assessed ultraviolet radiation sensitivity. J Invest Dermatol, 2001. 117(5): p. 1314-7.
[155] Box, N.F., et al., Characterization of melanocyte stimulating hormone receptor variant alleles
in twins with red hair. Hum Mol Genet, 1997. 6(11): p. 1891-7.
[156] Bohm, M., et al., alpha-Melanocyte-stimulating hormone protects from ultraviolet radiationinduced apoptosis and DNA damage. J Biol Chem, 2005. 280(7): p. 5795-802.
[157] Hauser, J.E., et al., Melanin content and MC1R function independently affect UVR-induced
DNA damage in cultured human melanocytes. Pigment Cell Res, 2006. 19(4): p. 303-14.
[158] Suzuki, I., et al., Agouti signaling protein inhibits melanogenesis and the response of human
melanocytes to alpha-melanotropin. J Invest Dermatol, 1997. 108(6): p. 838-42.
[159] Abdel-Malek, Z.A., et al., The melanocortin 1 receptor is the principal mediator of the ef‐
fects of agouti signaling protein on mammalian melanocytes. J Cell Sci, 2001. 114(Pt 5): p.
1019-24.
[160] Sakai, C., et al., Modulation of murine melanocyte function in vitro by agouti signal protein.
EMBO J, 1997. 16(12): p. 3544-52.
[161] Hunt, G. and A.J. Thody, Agouti protein can act independently of melanocyte-stimulating
hormone to inhibit melanogenesis. J Endocrinol, 1995. 147(2): p. R1-4.
[162] Hida, T., et al., Agouti protein, mahogunin, and attractin in pheomelanogenesis and melano‐
blast-like alteration of melanocytes: a cAMP-independent pathway. Pigment Cell Melano‐
ma Res, 2009. 22(5): p. 623-34.
[163] D'Orazio, J.A., et al., Topical drug rescue strategy and skin protection based on the role of
Mc1r in UV-induced tanning. Nature, 2006. 443(7109): p. 340-4.
[164] Cui, R., et al., Central role of p53 in the suntan response and pathologic hyperpigmentation.
Cell, 2007. 128(5): p. 853-64.
[165] Hunt, G., et al., Nle4DPhe7 alpha-melanocyte-stimulating hormone increases the eu‐
melanin:phaeomelanin ratio in cultured human melanocytes. J Invest Dermatol,
1995. 104(1): p. 83-5.
[166] Amaro-Ortiz, A., et al., Pharmacologic induction of epidermal melanin and protec‐
tion against sunburn in a humanized mouse model. J Vis Exp, 2013(79).

