Journal of International Neurology and Neurosurgery 2021 , 48 (3)

Rk

\N.\
'-II

PR J53 I 2 i3/ R 7 B BB B e o 2 1D o) i B S
B2 R Y B ST R

MR, FJE, WAk, g
bk IR E R A2, S d K 410008

i JRE A AIRT (GBM ) & —Fh 1915 A% 25 9 FRX i 28 22 G0 VR g, BT T AU DAV B | 42 2%k 0 2 Pk B g 24 1 S
Mo V\]fﬁl_l(ILR)U{%‘(/\E"M\QH]HE*H’JJEULﬁElﬁh 25, TS BOR 37 B 10 25 14 S0 5 (UPRO) ST , 3300 408 52 3 ol 1 A0 401
ﬁrﬁia&iﬁo B 1A — P M SON AT, Rt UPR 55 8T A A 6 56 o e g AP 45 v 3l 7 76 ) B S T M SR R 0

L2 AT R A UPR B . 763X 1L, 2835 [l it 5 i) N e ELAE A BUB 9 GBM Hh UPR AR BB FE & s 1 UPR Y18
Y?Jué% PRAMR A 297 DO 7538 3 0 B ER S B4 BB T 138 4 2V FH . UPR 5 115 558 40 TRAIL R MDA-7 (96
TR AT . Bn , B A R 5 GBM T AN N RS I 4EHFA7 OC. UPR i1 IRE1 5 PERK AL BRAS L S A7 GBM /I FlUE
R A P28 00 (8 B AR A RRIEWT . 48 1, UPR AT mT 3 i 41 ) HL 0 PR A GBM T B 0 - B ip — A A 22 11
TRITHE [E R mFMEIMNRIF LR, 2021, 48(3): 284-288]
BRI « SR BT A NIR 5 PN BT I 35 AR AT A A SN 5 TR YT R

HES S RT39. 41 DOI:10. 16636/j. cnki. jinn. 1673-2642. 2021. 03. 014

Research advances in endoplasmic reticulum stress/unfolded protein reaction in inhib-

iting glioblastoma

YANG Shun, YUAN Dun, LIU Song-Lin, LI Yi-Feng

Xiangya Hospital Central South University , Changsha, Hunan 410008, China

Corresponding author: LI Yi-Feng, Email: liyifeng87@163.com

Abstract:  Glioblastoma is a malignant tumor of the central nervous system with poor prognosis and has the features of dif-
ficult surgical resection, high invasiveness and proliferation, and strong drug resistance. Endoplasmic reticulum stress
(ERS) disrupts the homeostasis of other proteins in cells and thus leads to the activation of unfolded protein response
(UPR), which is essential to the restoration of this balance and cell survival. Except as an adaptive response, UPR is also
associated with tumorigenesis. Hypoxia, reactive oxygen species, and deprivation of nutrients in tumor microenvironment
are the well-known predisposing factors for UPR. This article reviews the current understanding of UPR in adults with the
most life-threatening disease glioblastoma multiforme (GBM). Chronic activation of UPR is observed in the samples of pa-
tients, and standard chemotherapy and radiotherapy can lead to cell death partially by aggravating ERS. UPR is associated
with increased sensitivity of apoptosis inducers such as TRAIL and MDA-7. Finally, ERS is considered associated with the
maintenance of homeostasis in GBM stem cells. The role of IRE1 and PERK sensors in UPR in the mouse model of GBM has
been reported, while further studies are still needed to investigate their direct roles. In summary, UPR may become a prom-
ising target for new therapeutic interventions for GBM by inhibiting its activity.
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Jis8 5 B3 241 Bt 97 ( Glioblastoma , GBM) & — #2221k v
HX M 22 Z2 8¢ (central nervous system , CNS) PG , BR4E 10 T
JRAE N 2 2~3 N, B4 1 SR [ 14 000 2 A 5E
1= GBM SR HAEG AR AT 1541 7658 219 20
AR XA LT BA AR B R FE 32 T A
PR M e s v B L SEEARHER YT AR AR N 14
AN H o HAT GBM &8 1Y bR HEIR T 7 102 e U0 5 )5 7
J7 FI/E I T 25 5L 1 B (Temozolomide, TMZ) [ 4L 575 .
TMZ & FDA i 649 1R ot 5 Ak 265 9, mT 25 B iy Jl J5: e
(blood brain barrier, BBB) , — H ik A 40 itu 4% , B n] R F 3L
i 7% % XUHE DNA 75 5 H 5L DNA &5 W) v i1 I 0% i B
L XA DNA E A Y5S DNAJE BUBR T, S 5040 i #
WS AU T DNA B A il 06— H 3k & IS -DNA T &
5 £ ik (O6-methyl-guanine DNA methyltransferase, MG-
MT) 4 3 BE 0 1T 35 GBM AR 6 TMZ (i 25 9B
b IMZ AL IR I — R R 2 90% 1) GBM MR 2
FEAET 20, O BLX S 48 TMZ A7 R o 4 o
TMZ AL AT il GBM £8 2 (1) S E AE I i 2.5 4~ A0 Hofib
WHFERM, Y HTAE T PR e TR (TMZ AT DL CH A
259 (40 DU BT ) BRI G IRYT IF A s B8 ) AR A A
RATUGET AR B LK E R IR YT 5 TR K 4
SR e B A A I B AR R 55 AR AL 3
RJE B . AR, B IR YT T S A R BRI,
Xof X S IR ) A= A R AR T ASGHEIR ST 5
1 GBM AN

HE AW T M (endoplasmic reticulum, ER) 2
FIBT A ORI & R BTG A W HERE A 2 i A5 R
BEAEREIY E BT AN, P R T AR R PR B
18 Bl AN B RS 1B 2 1 A S AR 0 S TR 1 R A o
FHE Y S O R 4 SRR AT 2% . ER I HA T
s AL AU A T 0 8 U AR S R S
B4 2 T U 3 FR O ER AH 2GR i (ER-associated degra-
dation, ERAD) By BRFEMR " . ORI, AEBORAAF T, 5l
TIRREE R ANE PR AR, B T A S BUN R
[% ¥ #4 (endoplasmic reticulum stress, ERS) FrE, NN
ey ELEMMI RIS EH Z 3 T, 7EX LN
TR R A R S SR & R B R AR SR
(9, AN i R 4 R R R AT B 2K 1S (unfolded protein
reaction, UPR)'" BbAh, B AIAT Z2Fh 254 il 70l LA fish %
ERS; 5 41 Thapsigargin, ‘& T 48552 %5 ; Tunicamycin , BT
IR .

ERS 7] 7£ 2 R SR MR FEAS (A e B ) vh ¢ 21
5 3 W55 085 e Ak 2= BUSPE 3 DIAROG . ERS Bk
¥ 78 kDa % %5 ¥ 8 77 25 11 (78 kDa glucose regulated pro-
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tein, GRP78)7EIEH I ZH 2 i R IR T HA I H 2 21,
RFE GBM 3 3k fa T oA e ) o 6 J5e S 38 5 fo e 4t
Hg Z LAY T B 2 TR 2 2 WD, ERS AR G HE 10 GRP78/4
PEBR AR 1 E AR S5 A R 1 (BiP) " B S0 T (activat-
ing transcription factor, ATF)45 ATF6!® Ul B 4-5210
iti B 2 JIK (prolyl 4-hydroxylase, beta polypeptide, P4AHB)""
SFEATIRAAAEI AR A7 IR 25 A0 G R 7 A AR H
2 ERSHFEHBEEHRN

MR BB IR & I H T ER BT ERER I,
HESSRR RS () ER REBORAR BN AT 8 B 1 R
(unfolded protein response, UPR) ., UPR Hi 3 4~ % &k
S Trel [B] 29 (Trel homologs, IREs) , 344 RN A £
P2 P19 (PKR) #9599 [ double-stranded RNA-
dependent protein kinase (PKR)-like ER kinase, PERK ]l
ATF6., 4 ER #1478 B8 7 PR A0 B o5 >R A/ (50 40 i g
AR R ML IER T & & S ER a8 H i, 5
RIT S E A SR YRt 7™ Hi, UPR
JA SR T R LA BR 2 4 . 3R B, UPR PR 40 i
AR AR A RSB T IR T IO 5 R I )

MATT EYF, ERS 2 B4 Ji SR 95 1k id A2 v 2
A~ rh AT R LR L B GRP78/BIP Al CCAAT/HY 38 7
25457 B RNRZE 1 [ CCAAT/enhancer-binding protein(C/
EBP) homologous protein, CHOP] , R Sk 4 K 155 ir A
DNA #1451 5 3 A 153 (growth arrest and DNA damage in-
ducible 153, GADD153). BAAHHELZHIMIT S5 ERSH
£, 11 GRP78 Fl CHOP fE X LE i i M .

GRP78 J&— Rl 4 4 W /K - R A1 i 175 Rk 1 2
Flo AR BT SE B AL 1, BT RASE 2 00 T RRAR LA SO HF
TERA I EE BT B, A B DRI B ) 2 11 SR 1 R, O 72
MERLE AR . EEAE, GRPT8 BEUS LS & JF Ml ik
ERS i % PERK .IRE1 F1 ATF6 3% 3 4% B F Ay 1 44, DA
I EAR A A B b & HE P R . 55—y iET, CHOP
R T Bel-2, RIBIET 34K 5(DRS) I KI5, ¥
1% Caspases (F2JF AN IAET-AY“ 21 FF"H 1), 2 ERS
S A I T AR A SCBEAT R . GRPT8 KP4
20 M HA R AP AT A kR ER B2 A 1T CHOP /K
SPRRSE T A Tk Se 4 Y, O AE I et 5 L JC s A
ORI RV NG O S )

— R, 1E K A LRI ZH U 22 32 B ERS B 5200,
I GRP78 (1) ik AR W A R, CHOP [ R I8 /K F- LI T
R BR o T A0 A T O R R TR L Ak
MK ™ i A B fd H Thapsigargin 8 25 WG Y7 5 A 234
I GRP78 F1 CHOP [R5 1o i 14 1< P2 A1 F R J3E Tl s
T CHOP Ry AR | 1) CHOP (Y 3R IAFRBE P 1 4f
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A F 4 oy, RIGE I S5 40 PE T o 40 TG 32 K 309 i 32
F+ 55 19 CHOP 7K F-, GRP78 IR AE A7 T RE 2 — & f CHOP
KO BEAR 2 7 AT AR S R FF LR AR . G, B T
A 2 (A1 B, CHOP 235 K 7T LIl —Fh oy
5 B ERECRE /R ERS I 2PE

T A B ST, GRPT8 38 o 5 74 5 N B A5 5
4 PERK (IRET FI ATF6 454 3l CHOP ik . {H A,
MRS Kt K, KZEGRPT8 7 F At FBE N
Jiis FP R T 2B 1 A B, PR I I 7 B 3 I 1 R 1Y)
T, AT B KPR 2L 2R 15 CHOP I 5] It 5 3 21
MIFET . 5515 AR AR e, i Re 200 Bt 20 T o oz 38 7 Bk
A5, 35K S 241 L )7 R A 5 SR 8, DA Bk A 1) A PR AR
A, 10 W arburg RN I8 AR S R R 95 il S A 1) %
K, T RE 2 RN R R R o A 200 R X RS R 3k S AR
TLESS S AR AR GRPTS AR , T 75 Je 400 it
R AR 4 2 R S8 H R I 21 GRPT8 /K T, 38
BIA MR X S AN i ERS JELR /K KT+ A FE A . 28 b
FIEiR , GRP78 S iy 240 e £ 0% 46 AR it Wl 798 1 45 0
TSR S8 A3 BE RAE A7, DT 0% T 4 B 18 2 1
S R T A TS T oK . GRPTS LRI T EIA L
FEAM AL BT 38 e, Hoh RS CHOP R B . B e 25
HZ 1P Z A = GRPT8 K- 14 ik 8 4 L Sk 7S 1 Xof Jt 2
T2 g 7 1k B TR 24 PR 3G 0, 9 Un Bl 5 2, 3 n] REAR AR T
JirJed 4 23 v GRP78 Y (58 BH M A S iE ER A A S A R .

SR, A2 P ERS FUK AT 9 GRP78 7KL
Sk I e 2 BB AL T AR A A AHL K o 2R L e 4 L S
E A X 43T 3k, DRI T R A A X kR 8 AR G iR
J7 TR T HLS
3 GBMAUPR

FEFEIE P B AMTIA R UPR 3 B4 o —Fh 3 5E
ik 96 440 B A7 3% 1) 35 N R G . SR, I ARk AT E)
UPR, i H 2 3800 5% 5 T ATF4 X & 45 4 8 11 (X-box
binding , XBP1)Fl ATF6 7E i & 5 3o A v ik [K] 35 0 2
R AR
3.1 UPRFGBM M4k £

UPR HEZ 5K A& MR, B HFT IR,
HA IREL 4t B ERN T AR 4H it 58 A5 9l iz 1 7] Re G2
Jifgd (245 GBM) 13K 828 4% . $RTfii , 76 GBM T ERN1 %
AR H T (R <1%) , W] REAE I i & B Hh I A 2R
Mo IEAh, IREDFERC R B I HIRES 5 R BIE S
TEHAWA T, ERS AHOCHE PR KGR Y216 5 GBM 1Y & i
Ao AN, X GBM AR A AR Jk DR 5 DRI b 1 ik PR 21
Iy MR ARG A Tp 1 1.2 A A ARG B4 386, T LA N
SEC61c Fl EGFR KA,

ERS 5 GBM T 41 )2 (Glioma stem cell, GSC) i H F&
FOE R 2 RIFEBE R . GBM BA M IR T GSC, GSC

5 GBM 42 28 LR AE AR O , 51 4 v B 98 145 Ak L 12 28
110 ACZE RO AR FAR GBI E K. GSCs A
A E IR T RE R 0 MR S g e JFRR o R
VAR AEU b2 416, 3K 8 A MR e 4 3 Ak Bl = B
R T R IR A ™. il g e /N B GBM A R A
A P9 RNAG B 58 J7 3%, & B0 3¢ WL 3t A5 18 1 2 R 4L B A
BMI1 38 i 5% i &% 46 2E < [+ B/ T8 i & 11 (TGF- B/
BMP) i % Fl ERS i % & 5 H D RE . WiRP k440 vl fiE
546 i 6 A A 3 3k R AR N ) BB B0 A G, A4S AT,
ATF3 /& pS3 B FliE#ibr , 025 UPR R 514, Fe 52
PERK 4332 75/ Bl GBM AU v 2 B ATF3 1) 26 15 %
BMIL i, I 538 ny TG 0GRl & BL7E GBM 3
FES Y, ATF3 AR R I B 5 83 TS AN ARG, L Fax st
SEUL FRATHRE T ATE3 BT REAE A iR 41 i 3% X 7 GBM
Pk B — 7 AR
3.2 UPR# GBM g E

UPR 7€ GBM fif g 32 Ji& v (4 4 FH €45 31 3 PR A 4555 -
DROGAT %5 ¥ YK IE R , 76 US7 GBM 4 ifg £ i %3k i 1k
A (dn) TRE1 AT ah] e 40 i ) 285 381 25 075 1)t 7 N
B AR T AVEGFA) #3570 AR5, B & Bl ATF4/
XBP1 I HIF 1/XBP1 5 54 0] e S 306 A 465 1 A5 9 2
AR T (VEGF) 78 N R I 45 A 3 I8 1 2k . 38
T X6 /N UL 5 R AR R UST X BE B TRET S5k [ 41 i
4 B A A DU EA T IEA , & BRIREL (dn) 40 7= 2 B4 i
/N IEAEA A AR 3 —2PHESE T VEGFA #£ IRE1
AR S S M RS SRS R R B IREL
B SIS UST AL v I 45 A il RN A= 28 114 SR i 45 L1
FAZEMLAY 5 5, IREL {55 [ UST 41 i /P IRET (4 26 35 11
240, 5 UST XiF B B AH L, 5 YR A IR 3 B 1 A
Kygi > FZ 285N . 534, 76 U8T (dn) iy Hh il 21 A
Jed 0L T DR /D> , 3kt AT DA AR R B I A A A v A 3
WESE sy L% s, UST (dn) 4 i TL-18, IL-6,
IL-8 Fll VEGFA BEAIG. X LA A -6 (1L-6) 1Y 3 5
Feaknl R Uk T . AN, #E TREL Z 189 UST 41 i
rh, LIPS 20 0 JRE A A A% A T B Y R 2 e R 1R 1 )
WAER 1 (SPARC) 9 I 90 5 [ 70 o A 2 4 2 3K ) 1 A7
Ko XK MILEFH, 5 1E R AL, GBM H1{%) UPR
TEPEIE S A BT GBM YR S . XN 1) UPR 41
[11) SR WS FTE BB (AR T iR T — Ryl
4 BESRE

JRAF AR UPR HH:2 5 & e o i & 4 A
FIRBFFE I, UPR 7E GBM Ay A= K R i v 2 1 5 10
YEM . UPREA T AN B4 72, R (A 3T & 510 5%
SR FTBH IR S 1), DA 10 0 o4 A 380 08 4 4 B i i 14 55
% . UPR 18 M 16 Ak 2 e 20 i 1) — b 3 SRR A,
TA A 2 10 ol ok 92 40 14 5 50 A% OO T R B R 25 1
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MU 22— 1558 I, UPR A Ry & — s FI T A 47 (058
NEALTL , & A REAR A 3 B 2 KRR 2 N 0T D P
JRUAE AT BE R R A Y, 0 R AR g Ak ) R B L R
FE AN SR E & DL 2 Ay AL AR FH T UPR, AT A A
THUEMEER . L, XA R MR EERET
HEE AL R EE P I T GBM I 2R
AL IR 25PE . P, ERS/UPR 5 FI % TG4k 7 ok
LA ] 36 7 2 W) fB A PR IR A AR 2. SR
1M, UPR i 241 i iy 328 A LT 532 1 5 S0 3 I o X ol & 2%
W 26 (AT 7 AR T LA T s UPR AR R4 AL T L
TG RBRIALE . 5540 SEH RTRF o & BLERS i
F A B 2 0] LA 22 0 ] CD47 F1 EGFR 2576 19 #3540
] J52 TR 200 %) 184 5 R ) S AT RS B ) I e 2 o e R
1) %4, s 45 #E 10) ERS A3 S HF— 20 B 9 e g 16 7 17
B ABARSK PR R AR 2 4] 41 ERS B CD47 Fl EG-
FR (455 28 Ab 6] 6 598 40 L T BE 14 52 M) ERS J2& 75 1] LA
00481 PSR 11 1) 2 8 DA TR 99 o g 19 Ak JRE CERS R E
B AR ZR G5 A )T F-BL (R4 45 2557 = fiR |, LA
AT B f F B T AR DL 2 GBM Y4 T 5 4% i
RpilE—2 9T

GBM R T 85K (1) 1 ST AT T 2 AE L 1Y)
FRIE . WIFRRATATRYT TAER & BT 888 5 ) N i 2k
fiho SR, ERS 175 3 MR YT (9 I PR 25 A1 A 1 i — 20 i
98 HHA A 2800 A KSR =1, AR A & i
FESEE ) UPR 43 SCHL 01437, LA 56 UPR 1B MTRYY GBM
FRH A A R S Y T
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