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The Role of Endoplasmic Reticulum Stress in Insulin Resistance
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Abstract

Insulin resistance (IR) plays an important role in promoting the development of T2DM. In recent years, a bunch of

Type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) is increasingly becoming a prominent global health problem.

studies find that the endoplasmic reticulum stress (ER stress) and IR are inseparable. ER stress acts not only as the
direct negative regulatory factor in the insulin signaling pathway, but also targets different tissues in various ways
to enhance systemic insulin resistance. In this review, we will give a brief review about the molecular mechanism of
ER stress and IR in the occurrence and development of T2DM, as well as the possible targeted therapeutic strategy
toward it.
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(ER-associated degradation, ERAD)[% fi#™. 24 N i
W )9 S e AN R DL B B ORI B SR AT S
HE U, A TR RS S B S AR, 4K 5] EEER
stresse £ EZ AW, UPRE E i =Ff s K E A
AT, 43 ) 2 W B SR I 1 (inositol-requiring
enzyme 1, IRE1). RNAMH I E UL P )5 933
¥ (protein kinase R-like ER kinase, PERK) i 14, 5%
S [KlF-6(activating transcription factor 6, ATF6), /& ik
SAE BN, IEWEARRET, =AM EAR
¥ 5 8 N % 9% BR B 45 6 88 E 5 (immunoglobulin
binding protein, Bip)fHZE &, AT REEHIRAE . WL
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5 Wy A o 9 Jl 9 R A S B R AT B R A R A S
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DA K% K5 B 50 TR Ca? - 47 A D% TR B P9 J5i )
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i, 32 SRR e A & 5 B 1F, W8 PERK -
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FHEHELWFBEES, REMERZIEEY
(insulin receptor substrates, IRS)A1 i A M N1 EE-3-35
M (phosphoinositide-3-kinase, PI3K)I115 5 1 %, ¥
% F B (protein kinase B, PKB), 15 = K#)
AR, =& 4 R 4 R T A B E B (mitogen-
activated protein kinases, MAPK) 1 77 4 fifg 34 58 A1 4=
K1),
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o FERR TSR, TR E AR i I m i oK 0 75 1
U PR FRIRE T, AE b, i i 21 A FH PRI AT 3 B0ps i 70
fil A S S A 15 5t EJUL PRI ZH 23 e ) 2 40 1 5 DU
F 32 B4 o e ah, BeBUARCET I 8 A 20E B 1Y
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Fo R NARNE T4 M 5 TR 2 0E S I R, B
14 98 ATFOIK B S IREVHKH ) 70 T PEAR I R Ik %
JH- 240 P 2 R T v I . AR AR ER AL FE R, RS I
[i] 2 1 5 o4 45 A 85 -1 c(sterol regulatory element
binding protein-lc, SREBP-1c¢), (IR H A4S
HEL PN i o HE AR, SIS 4, X L8 1 i PERK -
elF20d B HEAT T LERE IR /N BRI b, JE &
FSCIE B PR 38 0 T [ IR A2 A e TR s AR A 22 1 i 55
A HE T i AN, THEER stressFEE . AVLE 40 g
C2C12BHL6 HL # B i 75 B AR L v B W] 3 5 = A
ER stress. 52 F5M0L, i IR B IR 14 25 2 1) st
FE B R I B DA 2 2 HH B B LU ER stressHiL
Ko TENEMEPANRL AR, 5 R B 00 6 5 2% S A0 N R
VERITAE 2 Ik (human islet amyloid polypeptide, hIAPP)
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Fig.1 The molecular biological relationship between ERS and IR in different tissue cells

3 ER stress5 A [EZHLA4HAAIR 2 [B]AYEL &
3.1 AERR4ELR

JIg 197 4523 HH K B2 i 0 4 e 5 G ) 14 245 4 4H 21
RETCH, & MREMANEE, U2 —1EAW
SRUATIRE AR E o G D7 20 PR I % 2R UK, W] Ak
JiJ8g R HE A F--o(tumor necrosis factor-a, TNF-a). JI§
It 5 M (adiponectin).  J8 & [ (leptin) 2 F1H 4% IRl 1.
W64, 8 7 4 AR %) PN Jo A B I =R T
KW . B, JEFERES T, el 744 i
(RN 5T ) 2= P2 A AR MR 5K . DhRE IR e ALk
R 5 8 A BRI 7R SR . I D At B H ) T e K
g o =1 v R <0 e £ AN 9 =1 R =
# W] LAAE NER stressff B 25 5. B0 50 K I,
16J8 & AR & /N BR 5 IE 5 D 7 SRR B, g
2H 23 H T PERK 1 B2 T4 5 c-Jun’Z, 2 K % 33§ (c-Jun
N-terminal kinase, JNK)7% {434 B i 38 i, [6] i, %
e T e iR e B AN R I 2L 2 I IRE Lo, ATF-6
L XBP-1 (1) 3 14 1 B 52 34 1. IRE1od 46 mT BASEL
TEINK, Ja# ] DLELR B RALIRS 1 22 PR A3, [H
W fige &% 2515 o g, fEtIR. 7 — N ERRNE N 41243
ER stress 5 IR 1) 5 8 73 1 72 i %08 i B U HAR R
1 (thioredoxin-interacting protein, TXNIP)., TXNIP
Z 5 7 B I0TTE RS IR TS, 4001 i 157 25 200 i %)
B 38 s YO B 5T A B A 8 (protein

disulfide isomerase, PDI), %1 i d#5UPR, FFKXE
£ 2 5 F11(X-box binding protein 1s, XBP1s)8J Y] A
Bk

NEEIRAS TS, HE 722302 90E & A5 J0E R+
PR AL AR N 5L S IR B, ER stressfE = iR
TR £x (high fat diet, HFD) 5 ) 28 AE S W Hp 42 B 38
YER . G 7 21 208 5 AR 15 A6 I 7 B2 (non-esterified
fatty acid, NEFAs) A] il 2 ER stress!'”. NEFAs i it
PERKAS KL, 51 TNF-a. IL-6(interleukin- 6)%5
M IR - IR, INIRIREERE . [FIBS, 0% FIPERKIG
RE V19 I 7 4 2O JB & 3R 1) SN . PERKCA i 1
Hh B A S B VR R R B R IR, 5 E A
FEPUiE S R MAE Y., UPRE AT EIEIRE1 05 ATF-6
JF IINF-kB 78 iE 38 4%, 175 5 S8R & K 3Rk, 35
RI(E2).
3.2 B

TE BT +F, ER stress 7] i@ I IRE1HY 0 vE B # T
TR 5 215 5 8 B 1 5 5, TIRE1afE ROBCIRE T
[ i B2 A0 mT LYEALINK S IKK (I kappa B kinase), |
IR 9 5 5 AT 3 a3 4 M Tl R A IR S 1Y 22 2 R Wk A,
et A Mk & 2530 B 1S 5 8 3 A% . ER stressid AJ
T8 3 A/ 1 B A B 1 IR TT(Ca?/calmodulin-
dependent protein kinase II, CaMKID)# 75 INK 5 4 .
It Ak, HHER stressifs 5 8 F SR M AH OC 2 3 (tribbles
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homolog 3, TRB3) A #F (& % FHLAG i & =15 5 % =
TRB37EHE JRI7 /) B 5 L IR A B 2R ik F
W, I H S IRARC R ZUA OG0T,

ER stress AJ 38 32 1 15 fH W% S AE R [A] 42 0 28 )1
YNPRIRIPIRAS . {HER stressyf #5218 715 /2 XL
1, HUAR T UPRAIE — 73 ST il A
T I ATF6 [R] Y5 AR c AMP 2 . 7G4 45 4 25 AT H(cAMP-
response element-binding protein protein H, CREBH),
VR S A R DR S, Gl R 0 T A A R R L
H:[K] (phosphoenolpyruvate carboxykinase, PEPCK)F!l
] 5] BE 61 12 i 3% [X] (glucose-6-phosphatase, G6Pase)
Zgllel 5 — J5 [, XBP1siE it # [ FoxO1(forkhead
box O1) & F g4 F fiF 41 F, 3 PEPCK 5 G6Pase
HFIE, MM GRE =BT AR, ER stressid i) i
1o fif R STAT3 MR 8 HA) JHT W S5 A= il 28 326 410 81 4 1,
Bom A, ER stress X -T-PKBFFHH, 1) A] iR
W J 15 2538 % HH PK BT FoxO 1 (#1311, 5 PERK 13 [F]
HiEFoxO1, MPEPCK 5 G6Pase &K IA! .

I A1, ER stressid 7] 12 12F g B 09 A2 ali. B 5
2155 B SER stresst) Al {EH T HMERE
& 1(mammalian target of rapamycin complex 1,
mTORC1), #ik L it #% 5% A 7" SREBP-1c, 1t it i
JR A R, X AT fERE N AT AEIRIR S T, 48 s o2 A2
WARTE IR, 15 HABER stressAH 5% 5 i 55 [ —#F,
SREBP-1c 5 N 5t B i W BipAHl 45 4, 35 ATF6 S 1BL,
5 Bipf B J5 € 0 T m R F AR IR 240, Ak AR e 5
PRl 7~ i 1 I ot A R SR R R 8. k4, XBPIs
A 38 i XF SREBP/SCAPE 4 4 (sterol regulatory ele-
ment binding protein/srebp cleavage activating protein)
i f#insig1 (insulin-induced gene 1) 15 1) [ fif, {2
HESREBP-1clf)i%fk. XBP1s5SREBP-1c—F¥, fit
FEAE D9 e R, W7 I ot A R R R 305

ER stress 7| & ¥ FF IR U7 HERR, XF T FFIR I & 4B
EEREEN. AT E S A R R —
lig 55t 2 e iz, % HEan e B 5214, /ZER stress 3£
NGRS v L 0k 411 Vi OE =S A =i 1 N oy
LA N, AEWS 1/ S ER stress. MG SREBP-1¢c. fiE
AR FURTAE S A e BT HEAR, AT SRR . X
4 1538 1 PERK -elF20if % HEAT I 5, Jf HiZid ik
T8 T 1S 0 A A 2 T B 52 A (very low density
lipoprotein receptor, VLDL), fi£ #f fif 28 [ ¥ iz A\ JF,
BB ElENR T HER. A, 3@ PERKSC %, ER

stressi /> VLDLH 3= £ 4% 15 85 (1 ApoB 1001 & il F
HELBEIN L AR, U0 P G062 E i HEA .
E JH- 28 B A HERR B T 52 S it SR N EEER  stress, T¥ A
— G . XK B PEER stressfTE K, 12
B IE T A B G I i N5 kb as i 2
FEUH RS SIR P FFEEEAR(E2) .

3.3 FHAN

HHVE S B E IRl 2R . WA
R T s 2 P S ) B I R IR as i, dE N UL A
J 5 4 CAR ), 120t R IR & 2% R T . 2280
PRI T IR & B8 Lok R V). I 7 IR 7 Az 3 A
(EEME) 2 FH VL IR 32 Z 5 K. 72 AT A4
Vb, BN R RS RE S G S &A
FIFIHR o E R A TRV WG 14 25 300 B LRI R R
BFE LA A, 25 R) %% 2 250 P e HEART, e
Pt i T B AERPKOB ) ¥ 2, BEL U L PR 4 L P 1 6 &5 2=
= SRR YR Z BT K I, ER stresstE A% HE R 175
SRR IR RIEER . ANUE4C2C12
WUE BRLONE ™, B4 2 BR fE AR R R v B ] 5 3 H
FPAEER stresso 52 R, mRIR B WG USRS
AL VENE R S A5 AL H 3B B JULIER stressI
Ko THMERILFIMESE, BEFLIEERAEIR 5 3 0 28 0E -
ER stressHIIR, H AR EFH B4 FHLHI 7T 88 & T
AMPHK S 1 85 H B (AMP-activated protein kinase,
AMPK) I35 L0,

KA A E Yo ] 15 5 C2C 1280 Lo L5 4t
RAER stress, ZIRE-1/INKG#@ ¥, 18T TRSE [ )
R AL PRI B R A5 5, Y 5RER stressis F HIIRP7.
T, K5 2= T LA 4 BEER stressf AL il #% &
. HwangZEPHIE 52, mTORC1/S6¥ i 1 (ribosomal
protein S6 kinase 1, S6K1)iffl B i 14 5 UL A & AEER
stress 5%, HESEAK H R 15 FHIER stress ] i i FH
mTORC L1 l] 71 B 1F1 8% 22 % 4 il b BE K BH I E . 7
S6K 1k = 40 il 1, 4<% 25 fg i ESOK 1A i 14 AL
#1755 S LA 40 0 T ER stress. ER stress & 4= Ji B
JiR I 25 RO LA, 0 S TRB3FNER [ 1% 2 R T g
1B(protein tyrosine phosphatase 1B, PTP1B)HI{E H .
A B F ] B INTRB3(ribbltes 3) KA, BELATALE 40
JHRLRR 7N BB UL £ 78 2 B B X, T AE 4| TRB3 %R
125 PR 4 L A TRB3 Gk 2 /) B FRT UL A o DU 3K 6 24
AR, PTP1Bs £ 5 I 2 BR 1ot R il 2 I v 18— 1R,
X 5 A5 5 i 3T 50 . Panzhinskiy 552 R 21,
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3SR S, T S EBAM I 1. 4- KT R
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JEE = A R 55 3 ) B4 B T RE =4S, 1EPHER stress
E BAH 7 T R0 52 v R AR FHEO . AR HE ML R 58
Al B, O] REPELE T-4- 2R 5 T RRAE N TA-18, oI
B AR B IS, B 1R AR R

HIRZER stressH n] G815 A 5 2 8408 R 95 B p4H
M D RE R A AE O, CLFENREEME . BEEE VAR B 3R e
RS AU S, AR R B 4 i B 1, oA
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TR M 5 A 5 11 TR T U S5 ER stress, M T R AEV R AN
R 5 S I G B2 L2, B R 9T & IhIAPP SR 4L JE Fik
FHEEANA RBERE, RN IEMEERA, F14E
T-90% 12 28 4 JR 93 6 AR N, WO UPRIE % JF 5B
21 Jf Ty e PR AH G o
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PRV PR SRR A 1R Ak 11 7 AR R SR, B k4 i R 1
ol b HE 551 15 S IUER stresso ML 5, IL-227]
TR ANER, Fr ERbUAE R RE.
R4 Y FITL-23 FIIL-24, AR5 P35 ER stressH1%H]
) FEAN T 52, 048 FHIL-22 AT 1 HER stressFl 48 i [
N7, DS 9 I 2R T 43 AR VK S 1 5 2 U Y (B12)

4 EE[GER stressLARCE IR 2EIHE KRR AY
AT RS

T, B A ER stress 25 B A2 iR 14 K TG
72 BE R 1R M A 22 IR BB XTER stress 1)
TR IR T YAE A, 2 & B0 L M ER stress
(RS o FE/N BRI ) JE Ok N 4R TR 5
T R AL P AE 2 A IH R (tauro ursodesoxy cholic acid,
TUDCA), AJ R4 ER stressfFERE, $2& MUK R
Sy ERBBURE L WY LR AR R DT AR FEN
&, PBART AT 7 G i 75 5 TR A AR, F 1015 15 &
PAHNL I ThBE, M TUDCATEIR A AL, 7T chesg L
PRI R JHE 568 Jig &5 2 PR BBURR %, $2 7R FIRIER stress 4
(S, R —Fh T AT 042 = 5 & 28 BUR I VR T 3R
B 28,
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HGEIR ) — AN AR SR 5. 72, AMPKGE 1 #1i)
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Fig.2 The metabolic mechanism of ER stress to promote IR and T2DM development in different tissues
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MR R HEAR S51R. a0 — B RUIAE 9 — Fh 8 31 1R T
BRI 254, FLAE A 23 7 88 mH AT BRI AN e 4
TERE, (HHAE 2 — 2 R84 INAMPK 3% £, &
PR 5 PUbE PR AE P 18 A B 5T K B, p38
MARK ¢ 5XBP1sH IAF 1, i i % XBP1sH] 8 B2
b, (21 oAz N RS AL F B0, ZZRER stress, o35
T il ANTI 52 RN IRFRR O, A8 HB% (] U5 1E 4 7K~
1, 7 Ep38 MARK /& — ME A2 1 I HE A5
FEER stresstf, P95 IARASTEIR, SRR 25
7% (sarco/endoplasmic reticulum Ca**-ATPase, SERCA)
A, B E TR, BIRGRARTR G, 4k
WAHIRIE T 4% . SERCARIL FIABEIFRER stress
S BEAR MLBE 7K1, 32 v B R /)N BR A B i 52 7K 7 55
JoR B AU . S Ab, A 13 3 R W ) AT R
RS & R, FEE S 0 B E B B A
Rl E, E5A2 4 MR 5 ER stress RE V), 7] iR
W I T ST ER stressH— /N R0 FH#E 557,

5 B4

IR A 50 UE 5 T ER stress7EIR M2 270 i iR
Jo3 1 B ELAE B . ER stress?E il 5 215 5 10 B 1
AT A B AR B SR E M T RE, RSB FJER stress
(19 75 2 ] BE BNV 7 2 80 B SR 995 19 AT 4T 5 il ER
stress T BRI AL HI & 2%, 75 2 5 NI AN R TFER
stress SIRZ [B] 9% R, Ffat — DHRITER stress5 28
IiE DA SR R K B . R Z AR &, TN
BT 2 B R T 254 B R B R B Rl
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