DOI: 10.11844/cjcb.2026.04.0030
e 40 i 25 022 244 Chinese Journal of Cell Biology 2026, 48(4): 1264—1276 CSTR: 32200.14.¢jcb.2026.04.0030

PRI B o /%ﬁ’ﬁ?EHH@EH B 77 F EAE: A [ES ML
HAMERRSIEERIENX

—%—2%; BOBERTEY kK E R0 EAEUK dkuE™
CEEARM K2R R 22 B, AT 154007, 2 Brigt A TREAN A M4 A 0 28 P IXAZATE 58 HH 0, 22 225300
ST R 22 5 22 e [ T 26— =B, ALt 310009)
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Abstract ER stress (endoplasmic reticulum stress) is a protective response elicited by certain cellular
stresses, including hypoxia, and nutrient deprivation. This response relies on three branches of the UPR (unfolded
protein response): IRE1a-XBP1, PERK-elF2a and ATF6a, which collectively inhibit total protein synthesis, thereby
alleviating ER burden and preserving cellular homeostasis. ER stress can also induce autophagy to clear unfolded or
misfolded proteins. The UPR and autophagy interact at multiple levels: for example, the IRE1a-TRAF2-JNK axis
can release Beclin-1 via JNK-mediated phosphorylation of Bcl-2, thereby activating the ATG14-VPS34-Beclin-1

Wk 1 39: 2025-11-28 P22 H#1: 2026-01-27

SRIETTAR F ARl I A B s T H (AL S PL2024H020) B8 W R

MEIEIE#E . Tel: 15694543311, E-mail: ztlzy1971@163.com

Received: November 28, 2025 Accepted: January 27, 2026

This work was supported by the Joint Fund Cultivation Project of the Natural Science Foundation of Heilongjiang Province (Grant No.PL2024H020)
*Corresponding author. Tel: +86-15694543311, E-mail: ztlzy1971@163.com


https://cstr.cn/32200.14.cjcb.2026.04.0030

55 TR S AR 1 R 0 20T AR BILAR A5 S 2% R LA AR AR S TR P R 1265

complex to synthesize PI3P for autophagy initiation. Calcium dyshomeostasis induced by ER stress can activate
AMPK through SOCE (store-operated calcium entry), thereby inhibiting mTORC1 to induce autophagy. Moreover,
AMPK and mTORCI1 together integrate energy and nutritional status to synergistically regulate autophagy activity.
ER stress preferentially induces selective autophagy, especially ER-phagy, which aids in the destruction of misfold-
ed proteins and surplus ER membranes, thereby maintaining cellular homeostasis. However, excessive or prolonged
stress can hinder lysosomal function, thereby inhibiting the proper progression of the autophagy process, resulting
in pathological cellular damage. This review will delineate the molecular mechanisms of autophagy induced by ER
stress, as well as their interactions, along with the implications of dysregulated ER stress and autophagy in aging,

neurodegenerative diseases and cancer, which will provide potential innovative strategies for the prevention and

treatment of these diseases.
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TR It A2 A AL T AZ O o PR B R Y R
Tf4E (chaperones)5 25 A i $r &2 100, 14T
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52 R TIORS %5 1) ER T E 45 1) & 4t (ER quality control,
ERQQC), LAMRIUEHT A4 A i B4 & I bR e i
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& % 1 Fi (unfolded or misfolded proteins)fi 2. 457
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(oxidative stress). HEFACH K (energy dyshomeo-
stasis)s #$ME S MV (inflammatory reaction). &4,
W) iR 5 IR (hypoxia) &5 0, fEHEZF T, UPR
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A, BERFAMAEE . FREEid TR UPRI 2 15
UM T, TE RS AR A0 A, S AR (B D)™
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t UPRI A Z G, 8 4 5T I b 1) = A <Jkaz 3
(sensors)”£E KA 8l , fUFEIREla. PERKAI ATF60a..
BN, X2 38 1 s A S5 R385 1 FEAB
B 3 % B R 5 82 H 78(glucose-regulated protein 78,
GRP78, R NBIP)4S &, MM AL TAREIEIRER, 2
B SEEOR AR I, BIPS ORI & B 45 e UK
ST AR, WA o L A7 [ YA B0 IR 2 4 B 1

IREla[inositol-requiring enzyme 1o, tHHEFR A
ERNI1(ER to nucleus signaling 1)]& &7 P4 Jii % i
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Fig.1 ER (endoplasmic reticulum) stress-activated UPR (unfolded protein response) determines cell fate

R BT B S R S R E P E FPES5 5 BiP, A
MBI IRELa, T HH S I KA B 5 BER (au-
tophosphorylation) Ifil 4 i ' ¥ J5 ¥ IREla
I FAZ R W V)t 7% 1 BT ) 5% 5% R -F- XBP 1 (X-box-
binding protein 1) mRNA]—E 26 nt/7 51, A RE
A S M I BT D) XBP I (spliced XBP1, XB-
Pls)'. YANAGITANIZ 21 K ANDAZE i 5 3
B, JEBTVI B XBP I{EAZ BRI TT 46 )5, FON-Jii IR B
IR B4 A5 5 AR 150K (signal recognition particle,
SRP)IH A, BT mRNAG] T 27T BT ) 5 A
“F(translocon) I, MTTFEUTIRELadf #8987, XBP1s
o5 NG, R S EE s I R
AH IR R [P R IR U413, 1A, IRE1 ek B8 i it
RIDD(regulated IRE1-dependent decay)if % [ fif 45
& mRNAFI/N RNA(microRNA, miRNA)RTA, i
B AIR A B 3 B AR A 5 I i 1171, TRE L
ANMAE A 52 X S 38 s S R A AZ O E 3R ] 5 8
R (stress granules)J [F] 58 8 31 V3 [7) & 42 UPRAZ
OoEgr . LIUSE USRI T W] T IRE Lo S EURTRE
1 HAEABEL (coupling) ML, AR IRE1o/ T ERM.
WO TAE 5 BALEIER L T a8 se g ik s . NUBTRL
VE A RN 2 oty L SIRE1aff 456 7] RE /2 4
JL R 75 LIS S HE v e A i i is 1) A BT VI s
PERK((protein kinase RNA-like ER kinase)[FJ#¥
J& VI N o I 5 ik 1 Bl , 6 A J5i D R, PERK
M BIiP FREUE & A FNE R A I B S B AL,
T B G U I Y PER KR R Ak 8 128 ik 4 TR 1

elF2a(eukaryotic translation initiation factor 2a)f] 511i.
22 50K (SerS1), fHHIEMESZ BIHMH], B0 8 E
B A DA P T g 2021, [R] B, R AL eIF2aum]
PURE 43505 ATF4(activating transcription factor 4)H]
mRNAFH B, MR EE UPR AN AW, FT. LA
IR S AEAE R FE DR R 308, B 258 L 4 Rk 1A )5 94
¥ A 3 P (adaptive response) B T 45 /222,
ATF4i5Rg Ll GADD34(growth arrest and DNA
damage-inducible protein 34)f13R 1%, #4558 (1 BER
fi 1 (protein phosphatase 1, PP1)& &4 i3 4 FF 2 1k
Rk elF2a, 91 [ 15 24 4% (negative feedback loop);
IR, GADD34 4 Bk Oy 8 9 B IR Tl U] 15 [ 1 5
15A(protein phosphatase 1 regulatory subunit 15A,
PPPIR15A)*, MAGGZ Pt 50 I, PPPIRISA
mRNAZ B 1) RO 5 55 55 B g 52 RSO HORG 1PF: F) A
R, H 3 UTRFT& AU'E 5 7ot il 4 ZFP36 5 ik
WO I SRR JH 5%, i GADD34 2 W8 . nl %
Rk RIS, INITTAE R (A 4EFE 1€ elF2afiBR AL
e J87 L, 8 o U S R B FE S R . B
4, PERKIC BES IR 2 5 P43 S AL LR AZ 0o e
Sk 1 E2AH G K 1 2(nuclear factor erythroid
2-related factor 2, NRF2), #45m H A% g M, it # 5¢
WO R 42 A L S ECIRAS T B S A JEA RS2,
ATF60 A 1T % i 25 [ (type 11 transmembrane
protein). 4 N i X SNBSS, ATF6a M\ BiP_Ff# &, 4
COPII(coat protein complex 1)l ZF ;18 % 5 /K
FAA(Golgi apparatus))i&, ATF64%S1P/S2PHE [ (site-1
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protease/site-2 protease) 8 V], BN 7, #iHK A
ATF6(N)p502%; ATF6(N)p5075 4 CREB/bZIP(cAMP
response element-binding protein/basic leucine zipper)
K F A TIEME, NMZ GRS RN R 5
IRE1of PERKAN A 12 , ATF6(N)pS0 = ZE 4% 1A Ji
P 5T 28 A SR JE IR 3 0A , B4 PR AR B B g B R [X] BiP
GRP94 [ 4t S i W o A Y f 5L K] PDIA4%E 0, H
B R 5 XBP s L R A, FERe(e it XBP1
PRl 5 U290 BTN R 1) 2, ATF6(N)pSO0iL et 5
XBPIsHE YR — FAK (heterodimer), 13— 25 (I 12E 6
73 5T BT 4 A DG JE R Ik U, iR e g Sk — 2D
W], UPRIE I T i = 8 % Wip 7)1 FH 1A 52 4 o 1Y)
DIREFFAEFF AR MRS AS L, DLIRE S 000 R A=P2(K2) .
1.4 ABRMHS MEET

P9 J5 I 380 5 UPRIF 1 22 H IW7E TR ER
D RE LAYE R A MIAF TG, PRt UPRAZ — Fofv i 2 4 S 13
JX N (adaptive stress response); {HHF4E ) 5 T
FUBY A 5T I 0 2 i s ER AN ] 3 () 4 A, A
HIEIK S TEH Thak, B UPRIZ: & 2h 40y 1

BiP o) 223
Unfolded BiP
IREla protein PERK

¥ T 7Ty
BiP VS | BiP

T 7RI B SZ AT A M, T 2 B 2L 2345 4 AN
Ao BRI, PERKHTIRE 1o #% 34 1T 75 S 41 i i
T-. PERK-elF20ifl #%7 3 f#; 5 A 1~ C/EBP A J&
8 (CCAAT/enhancer-binding protein homologous
protein, CHOP)TERFEEHIE 26 F T, REBSFE S8 124
KHE [ DRS5. TRB3. BIMAI PUMAZE3RiE K, I
) P T A0 2 Bel-2f %k Y. IRElan] @i
[ i caspase-2 [ ] 3% miRNA, M ifi$2 = & H
7KF- B 7R AT a8 i 46 5 TRAF2(tumor necrosis factor
receptor-associated factor 2)#EINK(JUN N-terminal
kinase)Jf 3§ 5% caspase-2. caspase-8Fl BAX/BAD{
P, 2 S AR T IRE1add 7] LU i RIDDI
1% bR UL B 1 BAE 5 [ (thioredoxin-interacting
protein, TXNIP) 1)k K17 & JC 1 14 4 (aseptic
inflammation), A2 i2E 2 i 7204

AR, P 5T R R IE 4 s R 22 1 A B
TEILEEL,4,5- =15 R 32 44 (inositol 1,4,5-trisphosphate
receptor, TP3R) M P4 J5fd 94 Jlas HR RS s H o, RIVES 2511tk Jfe
(Ca™ leakage). KN Ca® HF NZRRLAA, 75 A& % 1% (re-
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N \ |
s / S{ NRF2
\
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= Y s \ ,\ | L 1 ATF6(N)pSO
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LY / 1233;“1 \ // BN \TF6(N)ps0 \\
N 4 N /4 / \
v - [
o” - i vl | !
£ = | \ YRRk |
Sour ¢ ‘ \. UPR target genes y
Dephosphorylation ‘ \ .
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Fig.2 ER stress triggers three signaling branches of the UPR: IRElo, PERK, and ATF6a
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active oxygen species, ROS) &, 11 J5 21 BAX/BAK
IS T,

) AR LA

41 A F Wik (autophagy ) e 40 B 7E RRHRE & ASF )
AEAE SR A (LR ) BOR 1 B FR AR PEN LA, JE
A BSOR )2 JEE A S5 43 200 B J5 T 1 Wk /N (autopha-
gosome), A 5 5 VB Rl TE B E W VS A (autol -
ysosome )i 1M B i E Wi /M N RAD , BRI R R 55
VIR, A AR ALE 7% DU I 4E R A A7 B |
Wit ] 43 Ayl PP W (bulk autophagy) 2 filik £
4 F W (selective autophagy). PN 5 W N i [A] #F B8 1
WO R DA R AR 3R I R 3 2 e R A S B i A
PN DX PRS0 2 4, 3K — e R RS RR A N B I
Fl % (endoplasmic reticulum autophagy, ER-phagy)®l,
RSN B B AZ 0L, A7 BT B A Joi 9 S 3
75 FER-phagy 1) 7> T HLEI A RE = .
2.1 FESMmBEEREREMIRE

2 an ART B N A IR B AR AL IR R Bl B, 2
ZAUR R OB E R BT R R T MR
=M U 2 M 2% . mTOR (mechanistic target of
rapamycin) & &5 41 i 5 75 (nutrients) I OCEEEE ,
M AMPEAL 85 H B (AMP-activated protein kinase,
AMPK) N == B2 471 57 Jk sz F0 45 241 B 9 1) e AR e
(energy metabolism). 3 A FEHIE VA, el
GEFRESRERES, £ B WEG TR R IEEEE
H.

EE TR AR, mTORE G4 1(mTOR complex
1, mTORC )& o7 T~ ¥ B A JE FF Ak T s RS, Af
R ULK K 119 Ser63 781 Ser7574 i, AT 41|
LI B[R BEER 1k ATG 13 1) Ser2 5847 A, fii 4L
AL FIEMERHPIRZS BY, R LR YL (amino acid
starvation)i , mTORC1 2 3G J: M B A4 i b At 55,
FEULKIFIATG 1310 B AL B0, #4138
F ATG13-ULK 1-FIP200-ATG101 & &%) (ULKE &
), M T AW & A . WEFTER, ULKE &6
% 5 A7 21| ER - I 19E L 5 B (phosphatidylinositol
synthase, PIS) % £ 1] XI5, % T H M /]MA& (autophago-
some) A, M REEH = (glucose starvation)is, ¢
= LU 1 AMP/ATP S AMPK; AMPK ¢ i 3 1%
W ULKT B AL A, BHE Ser317. Ser55541
Ser777, [l AMPK R b ATG13[f) Ser22447 5, M

T LT . R, AMPK FIRE RERS 15 S ULK 1A
ATG 13T 40 5 W AR a0 52 -5 407

AMPK — 77 [ EL# B2 1 ULK 1 H1 ATG13, DA
Bos BRI E S, i —J7 i e] LU A A
i mTORCIIFRIL , MIMYERF B HOS . 4575 1%
f#ALAE (tuberous sclerosis, TSC) A& — i Ye o 44 i
PESALI , B3R E K TSCTE TSC298 35 55k, S8k
2R MALR . KK B H IR
iR Bk 45 1 10, TSC AN TSC2 R A Joit vl 2 Bl S 5 —
RARTSC12E 49 (TSC1/2 complex), i it # il /s
G [ RheBfJ 3%k, M5 mTORC 3G PE ; K1k
TSC1/25845 2> S H mTORC 1iE MEASZ 35, T S
HAPAK R E 58 W IETER AMPK A B RR
L TSC2HE (I T1227F1 S1345F M, M # i L
WP, JETTEOE TSC1/28E &7 944 mTORC1 %
PESIS AL, GWINNEE WU E K K SCE (peptide
library) 3457 ) AMPKJEYIRS , RIL—/N & A
RAPTOR(regulatory-associated protein of mTOR)tH fig
54 AMPK R 1L, TIRAPTORMIZmTORCI & &
ME)— A% EE, BT YERF S A Y00 1t 2 75 1,
X2 RAPTORAHRF Hok 1, Ht, AMPK A i
ISR RAPTORM 79247 £, M4 mTORC1i%
PE. A%, mTORCI1H 1] H 2R 1L AMPK A4 1 5
ol 1) Ser3475% 02(1) Ser3454% i, FEILTHILIA (activa-
tion loop) & #4351 Thrl 7247 s BEER A /K F-B#AK , AT
i AMPKE M 47, [K] it , mTORC1F1 AMPK A%
VAN E bbb T b NS B S R R e e s
B, MRS HE R 42 BE A QU A2 41 i B Wk vl D745,
22 BEAEREXESTFEH

2 I R PR R LR T LIRS T A0 B A B
IR 7> By O B S iE S R i, iX — 7 e 4t
[ % E I (macroautophagy), NAEIESRNE A1, 11140
A~ EH B AH 2L K] (autophagy-related genes, ATGs)EE A
PHEL,

W T 46 T3 A6 ULK & A Y e 12 %5 3 i
JEE B I 1) B WL 4R f57 55 (autophagy initiation sites)t,
4k ULK S &40 55 AL R Ie UL RS 3-8 52 64
(class IIT PI3K complex, H VPS34-VPS15-Beclin-1-AT-
GIALM R, PRy VPS345 5 4)), ML AR 9t
JULEZ 31 (phosphatidylinositol 3-phosphate, PI3P)4:
B, FEAE PN 5T X AR 5 850 T8 I W) B I 25 ), 1285
FWEFR 3 B (isolation membrane)”; 7325 JE 2 4T
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Fig.3 The mTORC1-AMPK-regulated ULK1-VPS34 axis mediates autophagy initiation and maturation

BRA KIS AT QAR E544 , BEFR A omegas-
PI3 P J5 1 55 %8 £& [ (effectors), BLFE
DFCP1(double FY VE-containing protein 1)FIWIPI(WD-
repeat domain phosphoinositide-interacting) Z< % £ [ ;
DFCP1# #{\ A /& omegasome A E4), WIPIZ i &
H W 5 ATG2 Bl [F)Kf i 7 #% 12 Bl omegasome L, 3 i {i
FEANWTH R IF T B3 B g/ MAE

o BB S , ATG12-ATGS-ATG16L1 5 54
WeARSE R RN b, R¥ERIZ R E3B8 (E3 ubiquitin
ligase-like) J/EH , {4015 IR THE £ BEZ (phosphatidyl-
ethanolamine, PEYZ1fi ATG8 % J% & [ LC3(microtubule-
associated protein 1 light chain 3)f1GABARAP(gamma-
aminobutyric acid receptor-associated protein), H) LC3
g4k (LC3 lipidation)id F£ ¥, AL LC346 N 2 2 i
AN, W R e N W LI ROIREE ), B FR A LC3
puncta, 5 #ALA H bR £ 4 (autophagy marker)®, 7
HRIEARBT B, 1 ATGO B2 K2 Uy [ WIPI-ATG2 &
EHIE) Gy B FEE FE BT, 8 /MR A R R

FE H W NME PG RT, KE> ATGHE A2 MR
fir s, (HLC3HE H — BH 54 & IRy R A&
ML R IEEEEH . LC3ITT LS R ZEHMN
I I 57 {4 (autophagy receptor) 4t & i3t 1 7 22 K 2|

omel!,

HWAMARY g fa, BWR/AME S R A RS2 R H
I VS B (autolysosome), 5% [ iS4 R 1 7K At T
(acid hydrolases) P fi# , B EE IR . i ot <5 L4 i
TEIFI P SI(E3)

FEIEFEVE B, AN [ (4 A R A 8 2
MAE B WRZAR G, IF5 LC345 &k Mg 3 Wz /)
. WL R IE R B WY A R A AR
(aggrephagy). ZHi{A H Wk (mitophagy). W5 H
Wi (ER-phagy) &, 1 %6 5 Wi 17 57 47 7 1 B A A B A
FHEZ RIRY.

3 ANRMN S S4p6 B ke 57 FHLE
DA J5iE P S 7 i UPR DA B Pk & AR S 1 )
I, T T O 2 R AR R T R AR BRI R A B
HRdT S E A M N B SR . A R
i, UPRI = 2% 18 5 7 SCHR AT LATS S 40 i B B0
HHERERWHZET K. 5ERBFZHFFNEH
E AR, P35 S5 1 B R B R s B
RS R R S PR
3.1 IRE1ofES@E N SRR B REIEE
20065, OGATAZE B I /N B iR Fi 2T 24k 4
il (murine embryonic fibroblasts, MEFs)SZ56 A& H,
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755 P 5T NI S 25 AKX 5 2R (tunicamycin,
Tm)FI A2 b 2 (thapsigargin, Tg)RE# 155 5 LC3
FRZEAE (LC3 puncta) I A, 38 B 40 B B 6 ) 3
o AR, TmA0 Tgifs 5 (1040 M B WA T i i
IRE1aifj 3 PERK 5 ATF60, ik TRAF25K 25441
il INK 34 0] 32 25 01 LC3 punctafZ ik, & H1ZAK &
IRE10-TRAF2-INKG&# 413 1 A Jot 9 83075 - 1)
S W HVBFENLE]E , INKEBERR 1k Bel-2 )5 B
Beclin-1, i HGEE, AL, IRE 1o (% 5K 7
XBP1s 1] #iE Beclin- 1145 15 B 44 25 1 1) e i PRl
EB(transcription factor EB, TFEB), i $& & H WaiG 1,
(A, A5 000 PR J5 X7 8 R S PN Joft D) [ W A
PSR
3.2 PERK-elF20-ATF4/CHOPi®& f& Xt B k& #8 %
EFEmERIRIEER

PERK-elF20if #% 72 N i1 I SIS 1 R A 7T
HIR ARG — 25 5. TEN RN,
PERKA ! 1) elF2afiff R Ab i PP 33E ATF 41 mRNA
FHPE, PR L A RIE /K ATF4W] B 4 el R e i
25 AMEAR L R sk Rk, S LC3. ATGS.
ATG7VL % F W B TR R4 AH G R 7, AT 32 sy E Wik
TEPE. ULAh, ATF4() L R CHOPRIFE W] LA
H R AH G DRI 5,k — 0 412 1y PN 0 I N2 35175 1) 4
I W 0

55 IRE 1 il 2% 40 L, PERKE % 5 0 28 3 i 4
Je B SR EE ARG R YT W, HLIX — i i o ) T
WU ER-phagy 52 48 J R ¥ IR 7 [ 208, 2F 1M K 4
VAT A TR AR RS TE S, B, polyQ72E A
¥ (expanded polyglutamine 72 repeat aggregates) ]
PR MR AT SR, JF B O A H RE s H0E F
KOUROKU% U 78 K B poly Q72 5 & W vl ik
PERK-elF20ifi %, M5 S H WA A KLU, R
A3 () dysferlinfg [ 5% & W)t 2 J@ ik PERK -eIF2 o %
S 5 RS T E Y 92 (R, PERK-elF2a
T ER W] RE R B B R AR S N R LS B R
) ] DK e 3

EAFHE BRI, ATF4IRYE NEOR /R A S
mTORME 5 [A SLHAL X T) ¥ . ZHENGEE CIE Cr(VI)
S ERM AR PR B ER SRR,
ATF4[RII 45 & ATGABFIAKTI JE 21, &8 E EAH ¢
HH ATGABRIL, [P35 A W5 mTORYE P LA
AN IAATE RIER ; 7ESRRECT , mTORTE P4 41

1M E MR RRSE g, e mdiH T - S st . %
T 5 B S5 40 FH ChIPJZ THIIE S, ATF43i ik 8 98 [
5mTOR H.&# 2 SERMN LT H41 i friz 4% .
3.3 $EEF{52 5AMPK-mTOREH £ A & Y 2
HiFS M E P AER

FH T P 5 I 2 41 B P e S R 4 S AT T
PR X N PR A RS L, T3 Ca? N T
PR MR P, E LT A B /A O AR 2R
A B(Ca®"/calmodulin-dependent protein kinase
kinase B, CaMKK), 1% AMPK. AMPKZ4
JIEL P9 () BE R IR A2 2%, LI ] mTORC 1 8% #: 16
PR AL ULK TRAE 3E F WL 46 Y, AMPKIE 2845 1
P2 IR (calcineurin) /v 5 TFEBE BRI T,
i3k TFEBN% , 3RE) AW 5 VAR A R A2 1, H
B, P9 R R AT B T Ca?'-CaMKK B-AMPK 4 PLAE
B IR T S AWK ).

4 MR/ BRE(ER-phagy): PR MR EiH
SHYEFE M B

PN BT DR R 38 A A I, 8 i R A R I ] P
BR AT S A R A S B B R N B &5, DL
PRIE N 5T I Dy e 5 41 Bl A2 45 (cellular homeostasis),
HEBOE X — R R E SRR Bokik®
FIBIF TR, DA Joi [P S 935S ft ) 35 3 DA B X Dy
e R g BEE B WE 2, B 5T ) E I (ER-
phagy). ER-phagy & 24 85 AT, v #E[A) 52 45
BRI FE 1 1R P J5 IR DX, T A 1 R D A B 2
AL TR, 2 MR AT T 4EFR N 5T I ot &
325 ) A0 A A 1) B 0 N 1 DR A AL A1 O
4.1 ER-phagyRyEZAR4FE

ER-phagy & —Ff 1 RF 7 M 32 AR /1 3 1 sk 512
A, HAZ O T R E Wi IR B /R B R 2
&, @I LC345 A 2 (LC3-interacting region, LIR)
W N 5T AR BT B B B R, I A IR
Fefto, (A, ER-phagy B A LA F B ERF . B,
JEC DR e VWA, 30 S B ) 5 ) 2R L BN AR R
12 8 H 0 1 4RF € W NOE X (ER subdomain). He
IR, ER-phagy /55 2% 1 1 BE AR 4 o2 WX D RS s &
FE A 5T X REI 43 A A7 ey 38 0 AT B B RS 1 R R A
WO, MAERAE FRE > . fa, /1 FER-phagy 1115
5 IR % 28 L W B 2 AR AR X (uncoupling);
KA AN 5E A mTORIE P 1) 3l 8 A4 B W5 0 =
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#*1 ERMHEH T Ca™ {55 5AMPK-mTOR-ULK1/LC34H#H % B X5 T
Table 1 ER stress-induced modulation of key autophagy regulators in the Ca’ and AMPK-mTOR-ULK1/LC3 signaling axes

LA Ca® 25k, AMPKIE P ULK L% P LC3 (I/1&puncta)  45iE
(p-AMPK) (p-ULK1)
Stress condition Ca?* dynamics AMPK activity ULKI1 activity LC3 (I/T or puncta)  Conclusion
(p-AMPK) (p-ULK1)
ER stress-induced ER stressors (Tm/Tg) t t t ER stress triggers Ca®' release,
Ca*" release 1 increase cytosolic Ca*' which subsequently activates
levels AMPK to initiate autophagy
ER surface Ca* Local Ca*" transients — t altered FIP200 Rapid ER surface Ca?* signal-
transients 1! occur during autopha- localization ing determines the initiation of
gy induction autophagy
Activation of the Mechanical stimula- t t t Ca*" activates the CaMKKp-
Ca?*-CaMKK§f- tion alters intracellular AMPK axis to inhibit mTOR,
AMPK pathway 1 Ca*" levels thereby promoting autophagy
initiation
o1R-mutant neuronal  Elevation of intracel- t p-AMPK t p-ULK1 t LC3B, The AMPK/ULK1 pathway
model 7" lular Ca** levels | p62 mediates autophagy regulation
T TR L FEAR BN — RN
1: increase/activation; |: decrease/inhibition; —: not reported.

B, IXHARRE T AE N RO R HILLC3 puncta
2 M p62 55 IR B A A BH 2 IR A I 772
4.2 ER-phagyXAEBAKMEINGES T

H Al C % %€ £ F ER-phagy 32 1k, 4 5 %
AR P 45 R RS 2 o BF T B TR ON L 35
FAM134B(family with sequence similarity 134 member
B). RTN3L(reticulon 3-like)fISEC625],

FAM134B /2 fie 71 72 41 %5 7€ 1Y) ER-phagy 52 4,
FEEN T JZ N LM (ER sheets) B H g
JF A A LIRE: /7, 5 LC3/GABARAP K R i
HERL S, N3 A5 B B BN TR0 A
F. FAMI34BW R = 38 28 8 ik =T
SEARBRR,; LG 5B ME e
O, PERZZ AN m A W TR A S e R &
REEP,

RTN3L 2 J& T reticulon® [ X I & HE A,
BT EIRMN M (ER tubules), 526 57 i 4% P i
W &5 4 Je 5 TSI By o AE PN 0 X RER 4 R, RTN3L
AE% K % ER-phagy 2R T fg, /i T8 IR P9 5 X ) i
PerE G MR FR AR, fEME RS, RTN3LA S HUER-
phagy %} 4EFE 5 58 P T A e 22O S RTN3LER K
ZFEERARME ERRESEORE, SHAER
77 B Ik FE AR O

SEC62/2 5y i T [ HE , W] 75 P4 Jofd 9 S 38 2% fie
Je B S B s o I T R o 3k R M (RSB
ST TR) AR T A 398 1 PN Jo IO B, AT R 5 4 L 45 4

MBS B SEC62E 4 LIRKEET , NIk bR 5
A5 LC345 6 I8 8l Pk 5214 P9 i ) I (recovER-
phagy). 1EZ e+, SEC62 531k S5 ER-phagy it
71~ ST RS RE I AR 2 Re Ty aR A UM %, $EoR
SEC62 /5 1) ER-phagy 1J it A I8 41 i 3& o2 1 14 A
J5E I R it AR AR LA
4.3 KITBEBFRKNITER-phagyBI4F 7 4T

ER-phagy ] & 4= % UPRZ Sl B K 4m i, 5
22 i GRS )2 T PR 1R 1 R PN
JF W ZE R E A B, 40, IRE1a-XBP1sfi@E it~
18 P4 S5 X I DL SR it ER-phagy JIR4 , F7E N B bl
B R fgd g sk B S5 i L AERFRR S . AHELZ R,
PERK -elF2 it i 57 ) E - 4% S 1 428 11 Wi 15 3 ilg
FRFE K 95, 4E4F ER-phagy IHERE . _EaR PR
7, ER-phagy & UPRGE 14 i W f B 223075, T
UPR ) &7 54 T e 45 R

ITEEWT TR W, ER-phagy 24k LIRARIT [X /&
S ATG8 5 11 56 A1 ) () G B 515 A
TEX264(#) LIR 37 Ser271/2725% 3 7] # B% 2 1154
filf 2(casein kinase 2, CK2/CSNK2)ER Ak, M1
7 TEX264 5 LC3/GABARAPZ: & Bt /1 31122 ER-
phagy™, #&7~1% “BERR L IG5R A LIRS .
FAMI34B/C{JRHD X LIRAT 7514 CK2M IR AL I, 4>
JaBlZ FA B b R R I = A 5 LC3/GAB-
ARAP, 14 IR bRIC +Z F A IK SN 3R A 1 0 T 5%
TR i, CK2 415 () LIRS Bk S i R AL B
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Gk -

Gz FZAWEME, AT ER-phagy 28 5 ATGS I 45 &
SR S FLE R AR S W, 54 ER-phagy 0
) 4L FH N 2 I 4 o
4.4 ER-phagy5SmTORESFIEMELR KR

1E 2 8 WR g2k TR B AT RE LR 0 )
mTORC V&M, M5 A W R A P, X — 2 1AL
Hl CH RN IR 2 ez (HABRE, £N
JoT WA S AR AT A GE 5 6 hi ), mTOR & &7 1t
AH S 3 vy U79-800 3 m] DAER AR D 20 Mo 75 B FE— e 1
REE KA N BT FEfRes R AT S B i, AT
PN INRE . PRI, 3 B — /MR 1Y ) @
T 0 PN P S AR 75 B 5 mTORIE P4 1 2% A4F 4K
R F HWRRAE?

OGATAZEPTHIWF LRI, Tm A Tgf i 5 1
LC3 puncta 51115 F HILC3 punctal& & HAH A
DRLIEE , PAJ5iE X 7 3315 5 1 1 Wk /AR T i A 2 o ER 45
P AL, PRI LR IR R, SONGEM IR E], 1R
AT AN N 5T I L0 T R A 1 R BT AR
b XUZ B ZE 7 . DRI, PR 0T DX 7 330 () B 33
T mTORFNGH A B W 1) Ji DR, AT g i 0 4 o () ER -
phagy P 32 45 13870 N 5T I 28544

624 H (WA FR N Sequestosome 1, HHSOSTM 1
FER b )2k e E R I OB 2 4, EYLIRIE 3
e £ Bt 2l EL R IR R B A P A
R FUMEL R, LE NI R 26 E T, p627K-T
B B R X [RIRER 7] P4 J5T 90 20T 5 5 0 2
i 20 8 F AN ], g T DAIX — R
FENAT 2 PN 5 I S RE % CE B0E mTOR IS L T 175
SR A B A (R B 4 T LA SR R
BB R IANIRZR B, Hodr ] GR IR S (A A2, A A i
DX REIE 2R A T, A AR R 1 D R R B
/D, IOAERE B AR A B ARSI 2 IR, BRG
R R ffp 625 22 81 W A7,

5 AIBM RS S 40 A B R RY TR TR 4 1R
FEX

UPRZ 2 A A1l 1A AT Y J5 94 T BE 3 s
RIS BT 7 A B SO , A% o AE 7 IR R
B RO F BT R E 15 SR, DU R P9 5 R R0
PRIZR 5 20 1 IR 0 A PR S o 1 e il e L 3 O
I FH B 3 IR AR AR RG2S ) TRt T RAs
A, P B R A R AE TS B R 3T S A

HARYT 2R AR, IR N R a B 1 )
DAL DR, T 44 ol 4 4 AR A i R84

U P JofE R N R ) e P B B (R I W T e
R fge P BRI, T 25 SR AR e, DATRE SRR IR
YRR 2R 5 (H A R YT & BRI B B S R R W
HHEBRETIEFE SR T, XL b i 20 2 i
FSCAR R A, AT - SSURF 2 950 P 22 3R AT M7
W DRI 1 iR S5 s R AR B IR Fe R B, PR X
WHORN B W 5 3 7 3 3 PN 5 22 A S0 R A I i 2 v
B A AR A, BEAE WS G 1 I I O B 2 43 1
> BgPERRA, A2 WA AT RLEIR B A8 R
B o EH PG ™= AR 1R P 5T I RS W D RE B AS, AN
Fe 2 JCIB AL R 12475 1R 5 TR, H A T 0 M A
J 2 5 8 B ot AR RS A AH G IR B L s B A
5.1 HERITHER

P28 TN B R RS S 5 4 i 98 I e M v R
TURE TR Ik PN 5 O 2385 4 . Wk T R T A B A
2 2 P 2R AR AT M5 T 1 3 [R] g B A T FERRT /R
RUFER 5 &AM o | ER-phagy DI REZ 11 H
L R R EM L. ENLHIZ1H , FAM134B,
RTN3L&3Z KA G [ ER-phagyZ 5 7o & 5% 5
DA J5 R 55 4 B - 48 9 FAMU1 34 B A 9% ER-phagy i 1
AT A T A 5 X ) o- R fli % 5 (a-synuclein)
T B Uk 22 B RE A 22 e 47 5 A 4 AR A 0%
PINK I A AT DLIE I 8 42 28 b7 4k 1 Wik 4 45 4 28 0 A7
I, [ FERTNILA T [ ER-phagy, AT 520 4 %
W& EARAEBARILIE R T, A, kA
55 h98 534K v P AR H5t ER -phagy BX 31 1 A J5it X 3IF [X. 58
B, PRI SZ AR D e 52 40 B ORI R e 17
52 MEBAESHE

Jiggr B B A B L B A R
TR S5 i AR SRR AT, 56 b8 40 B U Ak 18 4 A o
WA S OIR S, IRt UPR 55 1 M6k 99 285 4 BB ol hy L3 7
PEAEAAI B LA ™ B FT R B, TR 2 i B f ]
B kPR E W (145 ER-phagy) PLZERFTE /1. 42
o LT 52 RE T, R ZUER 512 &, filln,
ER-phagy sz /A& SEC62RE 1% i 1L /- T ER[FIU 2 =8
FRIRAF AR, NI 18 5 200 i S TN 52 6 77 - 7RI IR
b, SEC6275 71k 2 Sk B 55 22 Frfigshe A BP0 1Y)
MSZAEAR S, FFEFE 2, ER-phagy fE M8 K A=
R BAT W Bt 5 IE B MO, 72 I & A A
BB, B AR ARG AT Re A A AR K, $28 ER-
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phagy F] BE HE A2 e A= 175 10 R (R XA
53 RERIEMERR

BEENLIAZEE, 4P & A AR A T P M 2% 5
PRRRBRAR, P L 3P 3 2 A 2 rp RS BB
RS S, AR SR 28908 IR S 18 M 4
SEREZMRPIR T, N RIS DD R R A
W FR X B L[R]3 L Al 591, KR8 Y JoE 1Y)
ISR 5 5 WS B, E A A ) BE 32 AT AT R
WG 58 A, 3 20PN 5 I L 38— R Wl o SRR
[F] ), ER-phagy D RE I B3t — 25 0 il P Jo3 ) &85 )
ThEESH, HESIPBERE . (AL, B2 i PN 5T X S5
FH) WG R AR, JUH Y 9RER -phagy i 1, X g%
W RGO B B . — U7, AN
SEIGHE AR N, BRI R ER-phagy & PE A 9842
R R LIBAT IR IR E A R # ™. 5 —
J71i1, UBAC2(ubiquitin-associated domain containing
2)41F [ ER-phagy AT RAE . Z2fREE I R 55, X
&7~ ER-phagy "] B R 8 2 . 181 2O 5
PSR UM

6 FHit5RE

ITAERFFR R, H W RGANIE P 5NN
UFRLBLAE , B BE I 42 UPRAS 5. 0, IREla
H ATF 6055 IG5 2 1 Bl F W R Ge b i Y, T R A7
SRR BB, 3 G LA S I B O . AR SR T
SR ER-phagy SZ R A S Rt hie . 5
B R ThReRerg (R R G R, DL HAE B iR 7
TELENAE -

FRUE PN J5 I S0 T W PR AL AR BIE A L LA
KD, B2 BN RS T Ak, —# HAE
RS 4R B A BB SR . R KA 7 B
FEHT LR = AN SR ) 8, DUAE B EE R AE 70 R A I
IREEAL .

H—, NG ER-phagy 32 /& I H 4105 ik 5
Dheesnr T, s S RZARIRIETE . 41T 5E hr &
R, NI B IE B RS S M E T . H
=, OGS A AR T RERRERS , 544 T U ER-phagy
T 1 52 LA ERL SR OG R S5 AL e R B B o PN i T 238
A BE I 52 e A B AR ER B B R BK R D RE
V] AN [ 385 P S I TR (1 B SR D B, B
Bl T A R o 3 1 B 1 SR AR S N ot I 4% R IR AR
PE, FE PN o IR 7 30 5 1 40 i e A AR T

#Up5 . = #EjH UPRAI ER-phagy i fi (/N 11
TRERBE 54 T FIHR R M B . — 71, nf Ll 3
A2 AR5 1 8 1 LC3/GABARAPHIA HAE T, LA
P RIS IR R, Sy —J5TH, AT LA R AL ) £ A R
il SR 1 E [ AR A 7] % 5 14 (proteolysis targeting
chimera, PROTAC)XJ U i H 1) B 7 34752
PEiERR, DUR GRS 5 &R . DL SRS I R
DI SR AT i « AU 5 A Mg e it
BN R B TR AN G T LR
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