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GRP78 determines glioblastoma sensitivity to UBA1 inhibition-
induced UPR signaling and cell death
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Glioblastoma multiforme (GBM) is an extremely aggressive brain tumor for which new therapeutic approaches are urgently
required. Unfolded protein response (UPR) plays an important role in the progression of GBM and is a promising target for
developing novel therapeutic interventions. We identified ubiquitin-activating enzyme 1 (UBA1) inhibitor TAK-243 that can strongly
induce UPR in GBM cells. In this study, we evaluated the functional activity and mechanism of TAK-243 in preclinical models of GBM.
TAK-243 significantly inhibited the survival, proliferation, and colony formation of GBM cell lines and primary GBM cells. It also
revealed a significant anti-tumor effect on a GBM PDX animal model and prolonged the survival time of tumor-bearing mice.
Notably, TAK-243 more effectively inhibited the survival and self-renewal ability of glioblastoma stem cells (GSCs) than GBM cells.
Importantly, we found that the expression level of GRP78 is a key factor in determining the sensitivity of differentiated GBM cells or
GSCs to TAK-243. Mechanistically, UBA1 inhibition disrupts global protein ubiquitination in GBM cells, thereby inducing ER stress
and UPR. UPR activates the PERK/ATF4 and IRE1α/XBP signaling axes. These findings indicate that UBA1 inhibition could be an
attractive strategy that may be potentially used in the treatment of patients with GBM, and GRP78 can be used as a molecular
marker for personalized treatment by targeting UBA1.
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INTRODUCTION
Glioblastoma multiforme (GBM) is the most common primary
malignant brain tumor in adults with the highest mortality rate [1].
Although comprehensive treatment regimens such as surgery
combined with chemoradiotherapy are used in the clinic, tumor
recurrence remains a problem as it often results in a poor
prognosis. The average survival time of GBM is only 12–15 months,
and the 5-year overall survival rate is <6% [2]. Glioblastoma stem
cells (GSCs) are resistant to chemotherapy and radiotherapy and
thus considered one of the key reasons for GBM recurrence and
treatment failure [3]. Temozolomide remains the major che-
motherapeutic drug for the treatment of GBM [4]. Nonetheless,
GBM is one of the few solid tumors lacking targeted therapeutic
drugs [5]. Therefore, it is imperative to identify new therapeutic
targets for GBM, and provide more effective treatment methods
and strategies.
The synthesis, correct folding, and degradation of proteins is a

dynamic equilibrium known as ER proteostasis [6]. Due to the
special intracranial microenvironment, GBM faces more severe
environmental pressure than other tumors, which include hypoxia,
oxidative stress, and nutritional deprivation, resulting in a
significant increase in the rate of protein misfolding and

disruption of ER proteostasis [7]. Tumor cells can activate a series
of adaptive regulatory signals to promote proper protein folding,
eliminate misfolded proteins, and restore proteostasis, which is
collectively called unfolded protein response (UPR) [8]. Endoplas-
mic reticulum stress can activate UPR using three pathways: PERK/
eIF2/ATF4, IRE1α/XBP1, and ATF6/ATF6f cascade signals [9]. In the
inactivated state, cells block PERK, IRE1α, and ATF6 sensor
receptors through the molecular chaperone protein GRP78 (also
known as BiP). When endoplasmic reticulum stress is activated,
the association is disrupted and the UPR signal transduction
cascade commences [10, 11]. It is worth noting that UPR plays a
dual function in tumor cells, i.e., if it cannot effectively control
endoplasmic reticulum stress and restore proteostasis, then it will
initiate apoptosis [12]. Therefore, disruption of ER homeostasis of
glioblastoma may inhibit tumor cell proliferation and cause tumor
cell apoptosis, which is a potential treatment strategy.
ER-associated degradation (ERAD) is the main pathway to

eliminate misfolded proteins in the endoplasmic reticulum [13].
The ERAD system is comprised of many regulatory genes that are
responsible for the identification of misfolded proteins, and
transportation of these proteins to the cytoplasm for degradation.
Once misfolded proteins are transported to the cytoplasm, these
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are mainly degraded through the ubiquitin-proteasome system
(UPS). Ubiquitin is a polypeptide composed of 76 amino acid
residues. Ubiquitin can bind to target proteins through the action
of a series of enzymes, and proteins tagged with more than four
ubiquitin molecules will be transported to the 26S proteasome for
degradation [14]. Therefore, blocking the UPS process of
glioblastoma cells may cause excessive accumulation of misfolded
proteins in the endoplasmic reticulum and initiate UPR-induced
apoptosis response.
In this study, we found that ubiquitin-activating enzyme 1

(UBA1) inhibitor TAK-243 could strongly induce UPR in GBM cells.
UBA1 is the main ubiquitin-activating E1 enzyme and is
responsible for initiating the ubiquitination cascade [15, 16].
TAK-243 is a first-in-class inhibitor of UBA1 [17] and is currently
undergoing multiple phase 1 clinical trials on advanced malig-
nancies (NCT02045095, NCT03816319). In this study, we evaluated
the preclinical activity and mechanism of TAK-243 in GBM.
Notably, TAK-243 also effectively inhibited the self-renewal of
GSCs. We also found that GRP78 is a biomarker for the sensitivity
of GBM cells to TAK-243 treatment. Therefore, targeting UBA1 may
be a promising approach for GBM treatment.

RESULTS
UBA1 inhibition suppresses GBM cell proliferation and colony
formation
To evaluate the effect of UBA1 inhibitor TAK-243 on GBM cell
growth, the CCK-8 was used to determine the viability of seven
GBM cell lines and eight primary GBM cells. The IC50 of TAK-243 on
GBM cell lines was between 15.64 and 396.3 nM (Fig. 1a), and the
IC50 on primary GBM cells was between 23.42 and 936.8 nM (Fig.
1j). The results showed that TAK-243 reduced the survival of GBM
cells and primary GBM cells in a concentration-dependent
manner. Of note, we found that the sensitivity of different GBM
cell lines and primary GBM cells to TAK-243 significantly varied.
To determine the effect of TAK-243 on GBM cell proliferation,

EdU incorporation assay was employed. Compared with the
control group, TAK-243 treatment significantly reduced the ratio
of EdU-positive cells (Fig. 1b, c). To further verify the function of
the UBA1 gene in GBM cells, we constructed a UBA1 knockdown
cell line. Similarly, downregulation of UBA1 expression signifi-
cantly inhibited GBM cell survival and proliferation, and induced
GBM cell death (Fig. 1f–i). These results suggest that UBA1 is a
potential therapeutic target for GBM.
In order to observe the inhibitory effect of TAK-243 on the long-

term proliferation of GBM cells, we examined the effect of TAK-243
on the colony formation ability of GBM cells. Compared with the
control group, TAK-243 treatment significantly reduced the
number of GBM colonies formed. Treatment using 50 and
100 nM TAK-243 resulted in a decrease in the relative number of
formed U251 cell colonies to 52.33 and 13.67%, respectively (Fig.
1d). Similar results were observed in LN229 cells (Fig. 1e).
Moreover, the colony formation assay showed that TAK-243
treatment significantly reduced the colony number and sizes in
primary GBM cells (Fig. 1k, i). In summary, TAK-243 can
significantly inhibit the survival, proliferation, and colony forma-
tion of GBM cells.

TAK-243 arrests the GBM cell cycle and induces apoptosis
The cell cycle progression is strictly regulated by ubiquitin-
mediated proteolysis of key regulators, including cyclins, which
are required for cyclin-dependent kinase activity [18]. To assess
the effect of UBA1 inhibition on cell cycle regulation, we used flow
cytometry to detect the cell cycle distribution of GBM cells. As
shown in Fig. 2a, b, the number of G2/M phase cells significantly
increased, and the number of G1 phase cells decreased
correspondingly. While treating with high concentrations of TAK-
243 resulted in accumulation of cells both in S and G2/M phases.

Consistent with these results, TAK-243 treatment caused signifi-
cant changes in the expression of cell cycle regulatory proteins,
Cdc2, cyclin D1, and p21, in GBM cells (Fig. 2g, h).
Next, we tested the effect of TAK-243 on GBM cell apoptosis

and found that the percentage of apoptotic cells significantly
increased in TAK-243-treated groups in a concentration-
dependent manner compared to the control group (Fig. 2c, d
and Supplemental Fig. S1). Consistent with these data, caspase-3/7
activities were increased and the cleaved PARP level was
increased in GBM cells after TAK-243 treatment (Fig. 2e−h). Taken
together, these results indicate that TAK-243 treatment effectively
induces GBM cell apoptosis.

Pathway annotation based on quantitative ubiquitin-modified
proteome
UBA1 is the initiating enzyme of the ubiquitination cascade. As
expected, TAK-243 treatment reduced polyubiquitination of global
cellular proteins in a time- and dose-dependent manner (Fig. 3a).
We wanted to use the quantitative ubiquitin-modified proteome
to comprehensively analyze the effect of TAK-243 on the
ubiquitination of GBM cells. The U251 cells were treated with
vehicle or TAK-243 for 6 h. Then the proteins were extracted,
enzymatically digested, ubiquitin-peptide enriched, followed by
LC-MS/MS analysis. The ubiquitin-modified proteome analysis
identified 478 and 244 proteins in the TAK-243 treatment group
whose ubiquitination levels increased or decreased, respectively
(Fig. 3b). We observed that the ubiquitination levels of PSMD1,
PSMD4, NEDD8, UBE2C, USP5, c-Myc, TP53, and CDK1
were significantly changed (Fig. 3c). Gene ontology analysis
showed that these differential proteins were related to functions
in cellular and biological processes, biological regulation, and
metabolic processes (Fig. 3d). Protein–protein interaction network
analysis showed that these differentially expressed ubiquitination-
modified proteins were mainly associated with ubiquitin-mediated
proteolysis, proteasome, ribosome, and cell-cycle-related path-
ways (Fig. 3e). These results support the function and specificity of
TAK-243 in reducing global protein ubiquitination.

TAK-243 induces ER stress and UPR in GBM cells
Ubiquitin is known to be important for proper retro-
translocation of misfolded proteins from the ER to the cytosol.
Failure to degrade abnormally folded and damaged proteins
may cause endoplasmic reticulum stress and cell death [12, 19].
Considering the role of UBA1 as the main ubiquitin-activating
enzyme, we investigated whether UBA1 inhibition induces
ER stress and UPR in GBM cells. After treating U251 and LN229
cells with TAK-243, the expression levels of ER stress- and UPR
pathway-related proteins were detected. We observed that
TAK-243 treatment resulted in the accumulation of ER
chaperone GRP78. The basal expression level of GRP78 protein
in U251 cells is lower than that in LN229 cells. We observed that
the TAK-243-induced GRP78 expression was more sensitive in
U251 cells than in LN229 cells. TAK-243 treatment increased
the phosphorylation of PERK and eIF2α, and induced the
expression of ATF4 and CHOP, indicating activation of the PERK
axis. TAK-243 also induced phosphorylation of IRE1αand
JNK1/2, and XBP1 splicing to the active form, indicating
activation of IRE1α axis (Fig. 4a). However, there was no
significant change in the expression of ATF6. We further
examined the effects of TAK-243 on gene expression down-
stream of PERK and IRE1α arms. As shown in Fig. 4c−f, the
mRNA levels of GADD34 and NOXA (ATF4 target genes), and PDI-
P5 and Edem1 (XBP1s target genes) were significantly increased
after TAK-243 treatment.
To investigate the function of UPR activation in TAK-243-

induced cell death, we assessed the cytotoxicity of TAK-243
after treatment with UPR inhibitors. The results showed that
PERK inhibitor GSK2606414 or IRE1α inhibitor 4μ8C could
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rescue TAK-243-induced cell death. In contrast, ATF6 inhibitor
nelfinavir did not change TAK-243-induced cell death (Supple-
mental Fig. S2). Furthermore, we observed the changes of ER
morphology under ER stress and found that TAK-243 treatment
induced a rapid extended of the ER cisternae (Fig. 4b). ER,
stress-mediated IRE1α activation induces the regulated

IRE1-dependent decay (RIDD) pathway activation [20]. We
found that the mRNA levels of RIDD target genes (Bloc1s1 and
Col6A1) were downregulated in a dose-dependent manner after
TAK-243 treatment (Fig. 4g). In summary, our data suggest that
TAK-243 induced cell death through activation of the PERK and
IRE1α pathways.

Fig. 1 TAK-243 inhibits cell proliferation and colony formation in GBM and primary GBM cells. a GBM cell lines were treated with
increasing concentrations of TAK-243 (0–10 μM) for 72 h. Cell viability was then measured by CCK-8 assay. b, c Measurement of
antiproliferation effects of TAK-243 by EdU incorporation assay, scale bar: 100 μm. d, e TAK-243 inhibits colony formation in U251 and LN229
cells in a dose-dependent manner. Quantitative analysis of the results of the colony formation experiment was performed. f Construction of
UBA1 downregulated-LN229 cell lines. The efficiency of UBA1 downregulation was assessed by Western blotting assay. g Cell viabilities were
measured after UBA1 downregulation by CCK-8 assay. h, i Assessment of antiproliferation and proapoptotic effects of UBA1 downregulation
by EdU incorporation assay (scale bar: 100 μm) and TUNEL staining (scale bar: 100 μm). j Primary GBM cell lines were exposed to either 0.1%
DMSO or TAK-243 for 72 h. Cell viability was then determined by CCK-8. k, i Colony formation abilities of primary cell lines were assessed by
methylcellulose clonal assays (scale bar: 100 μm). All the Data are presented as means ± SD. **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001 compared with the 0.1%
DMSO treated group.

G. Liu et al.

3

Cell Death and Disease          (2021) 12:733 

RETRACTED A
RTIC

LE



Autophagy is another mechanism by which accumulated or
misfolded proteins undergo proteasomal degradation [21]. In this
pathway, ubiquitinated proteins aggregate and are transported to
autophagosomes by p62 [22]. We observed that TAK-243 induced
the conversion of LC3B I to II (Fig. 4h). However, the expression of
p62 was increased after TAK-243 treatment, indicating that
autophagy was inefficient following TAK-243 treatment. This
may be due to the decreased ubiquitination level of p62 protein
caused by UBA1 inhibition, which resulted in the accumulation of
p62 protein. When the autophagy response is not sufficient to
compensate for the stress condition, it will activate the apoptosis
signal and promote apoptosis [23, 24]. We also assessed the
cytotoxicity of TAK-243 after treatment with autophagy inhibitor
3-MA. The results showed that co-treatment of LN229 or
U251 cells with 3-MA increased TAK-243-induced cell death
(Supplemental Fig. S3). Taken together, our results suggest that
autophagy inhibition may enhance TAK-243-induced cell death.

GRP78 determines sensitivity to TAK-243 in GBM cells
The above results showed that the sensitivity of different GBM
cells to TAK-243 varied. To explore the potential mechanism of
resistance to TAK-243, we examined the expression of multiple
UPR-related proteins in GBM cell lines. The correlation between

protein levels and the TAK-243 sensitivity was analyzed using blot
quantitative values and IC50 values. There was no significant
correlation between the expression level of UBA1 and the
sensitivity of GBM cells to TAK-243 (Fig. 5a). Interestingly, only
the expression of GRP78 was significantly related to the sensitivity
of GBM cell lines (Fig. 5b). We further verified this significant
correlation in primary GBM cells (Fig. 5c). Taken together, these
results demonstrate that the expression levels of GRP78 are
negatively correlated with the TAK-243 sensitivity in GBM cells.
To further analyze whether the high expression of GRP78 renders

GBM cells resistant to TAK-243, we downregulated GRP78 expression
in U87 and LN229 cells, which had high GRP78 expression, and over-
expressed GRP78 in U251 cells, which had a low level of GRP78
expression (Supplemental Fig. S4). Compared with the control
group, U87 and LN229 cells with GRP78 knocked down showed a
significant increase in sensitivity to TAK-243 (Fig. 5d). GRP78
knockdown in U87 and LN229 also resulted in an increase in
sensitivity to TAK-243-induced apoptosis and caspase-3/7 activities
(Fig. 5e, f and Supplemental Fig. S5). GRP78 knockdown also
enhanced TAK-243-induced expression of p-PERK, XBP1s, CHOP,
cleaved-PARP, and cleaved Caspase-3 (Fig. 5g). However, over-
expression of GRP78 reduced the sensitivity to TAK-243, and blocked
the increase in TAK-243-induced apoptosis, and the expression of

Fig. 2 TAK-243 induces cell cycle arrest and cell apoptosis in GBM cells. a, b Representative data of the cell cycle analysis of TAK-243-treated
cells. U251 and LN229 cells were treated withTAK-243 at the indicated concentrations for 24 h. The cell cycle profile was evaluated using flow
cytometry. c, d Cells were treated with TAK-243 for 24 h, and were stained with Annexin V/PI. Apoptosis was evaluated by flow cytometry. The
total proportion of Annexin V-positive (early apoptotic) cells and Annexin V/PI-stained double-positive (late apoptotic) cells was counted as
apoptotic to prepare the bar graph. e, f U251 and LN229 cells were treated with the indicated concentration of TAK-243 for 24 h. Caspase-3/7
activity was assessed. g, hWestern blotting analysis of protein levels of cell cycle and cell apoptosis regulators in U251 and LN229 cells treated
with TAK-243 with indicated antibodies. All the Data are presented as means ± SD. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001.
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Fig. 3 Quantitative proteomics reveals the changes in global protein ubiquitylation during TAK-243 treatment. a GBM cells were treated
with increasing concentrations of TAK-243 for indicated times. Then, the whole-cell lysates were prepared and levels of global ubiquitylated
proteins, UBA1 and β-actin were measured by immunoblotting. b Heatmap of the differentially ubiquitylated proteins between control and
TAK-243 treatment groups. c Volcano plot showing the quantitative levels of ubiquitylated proteins between control and TAK-243 treatment
groups. d Gene Ontology (GO) enrichment analysis of the differentially ubiquitylated proteins between control and TAK-243 treatment
groups. e Protein−Protein interaction networks functional enrichment analysis of the differentially ubiquitylated proteins using STRING
database.
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p-PERK, XBP1s, CHOP, cleaved-PARP, and cleaved Caspase-3 in
U251 cells (Fig. 5h–j and Supplemental Fig. S6). These results
support that GRP78 is a key factor in determining the sensitivity to
TAK-243 in GBM cells.

UBA1 inhibition disrupts GSC stemness maintenance
GSCs are related to the development, resistance to radiotherapy
and chemotherapy, and tumor recurrence of gliomas [25]. We
further determined whether TAK-243 treatment affects GSCs
viability and maintenance. Compared with the control group, TAK-
243 treatment resulted in a significant decrease in the prolifera-
tion rate of GSC1 and GSC2 cells in a concentration-dependent
manner (Fig. 6a). Notably, the inhibition of TAK-243 on the
proliferation of GSCs was at least five times more effective than on
GBM cells. Therefore, we continued to test whether the high
sensitivity of GSC cells to TAK-243 is also related to the expression
level of GRP78. Interestingly, the expression level of GRP78 in GSC
cells was significantly lower than in GBM cell lines (Fig. 6b).
Moreover, CCK-8 results also showed that the differentiated GSC
cells were more resistant to TAK-243 than GSCs (Fig. 6c). When
GSCs differentiated into adherent GBM cells, the expression level
of GRP78 also significantly increased (Fig. 6d). These results further
support that the expression level of GRP78 protein can determine
the sensitivity of tumor cells to TAK-243.

Next, we examined the impact of TAK-243 on GSC self-
renewal in GSC1 and GSC2. The neurosphere formation assay
showed that with increasing TAK-243 concentration, the
inhibition on GSC1 and GSC2 neurosphere formation gradually
increased (Fig. 6e–g). Compared with the control group, at a
TAK-243 concentration of 20 nM, the neurosphere formation
rates of GSC1 and GSC2 were 44.56 and 22.61% of the control
group, respectively, indicating that TAK-243 can significantly
inhibit neurosphere formation of GSCs. In vitro limiting dilution
assay demonstrated that TAK-243 treatment suppressed
GSCs self-renewal potential (Fig. 6h). These results indicate
that TAK-243 inhibits the proliferation and the maintenance
of GSCs.
We also determined the effects of TAK-243 treatment on

ubiquitination of cellular proteins and the induction of UPR in
GSCs. Compared with GBM cells, TAK-243 at a lower concentration
rapidly reduced the level of polyubiquitin chains in GSC cells (Fig.
6i). We also observed rapid induction of ER stress and UPR
following TAK-243 treatment in GSC cells. Exposure to TAK-243
resulted in the accumulation of the ER chaperone GRP78, and
increased phosphorylation of PERK, eIF2α, and IRE1α. Protein
levels of ATF4, CHOP, and XBP1s were also upregulated in TAK-
243-treated GSC1 and GSC2 cells. Little or no changes were
observed in the ATF6 axis (Fig. 6i). Moreover, TAK-243 treatment
also effectively induced GSCs apoptosis, as evaluated by flow

Fig. 4 TAK-243 induces ER stress and UPR in GBM cells. a Representative western blot analysis showing dose-response and time course of
the effects of TAK-243 on the ER stress and UPR in U251 and LN229 cells. b U251 and LN229 cells treated with 0.1% DMSO or indicated
concentration of TAK-243 for 24 h were stained with ER-Tracker Red kit (scale bar: 5 μm). c−f Quantitative PCR was performed to examine the
relative mRNA level of GADD34, NOXA, PDI-P5, and Edem1 after TAK-243 treatment. g Quantitative PCR was performed to assess the relative
mRNA level of Bloc1s1 and Col6A1, which are downstream genes of RIDD pathway. h Western blotting showing the expression levels of p62
and LC3B proteins.

G. Liu et al.

6

Cell Death and Disease          (2021) 12:733 

RETRACTED A
RTIC

LE



cytometry analyses using Annexin V and PI as apoptosis markers
(Fig. 6j and Supplementary Figs. S7, S8). Taken together, the
higher sensitivity of GSCs to TAK-243 indicates that targeting
UBA1 may be a promising approach for eliminating GSCs.

TAK-243 inhibits tumor growth and prolongs the survival of
tumor-bearing mice in a PDX mouse model
To determine the clinical application of this drug, we examined
whether pharmacologic inhibition of UBA1 by TAK-243

suppresses tumor growth in preclinical models. We constructed
a nude mouse subcutaneous GBM tumor model with LN229
cells and analyzed the size and weight of xenograft tumors.
The results showed that TAK-243 treatment significantly
inhibited the growth of subcutaneous tumor cells in nude
mice. The tumor volume of the treatment group mice was
significantly smaller than that of the control group, and the
tumor weight also gradually decreased with increasing drug
dose (Fig. 7a–c).

Fig. 5 GPR78 determines sensitivity to TAK-243 in GBM cells. a The expression levels of UBA1, GRP78, PERK, p-eIF2α, eIF2α, and IRE1a were
evaluated by western blotting in GBM cell lines. b Correlation analysis of relative GRP78 levels and IC50 values of TAK-243 in GBM and primary
GBM cells. c The expression levels of GRP78 in eight primary GBM cell lines. d−f LN229 and U87 cells expressed with shGRP78-1 were treated
with TAK-243 for 24 h. Cell viability, apoptosis, and caspase 3/7 activity were assessed by CCK-8, Annexin V staining, and Caspase-Glo 3/7
activity assay. g The protein levels of p-PERK, PERK, XBP1s, CHOP, cleaved PARP, and cleaved caspase-3 were assessed by immunoblotting in
indicated cells. h−i GRP78 overexpressed U251 cells were treated with TAK-243 for 24 h, and then cell viability, apoptosis, and caspase 3/7
activity were assessed. j The expression levels of p-PERK, PERK, XBP1s, CHOP, cleaved PARP, and cleaved caspase-3 were assessed by
immunoblotting in indicated cells. All the Data are presented as means ± SD. **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001.
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Fig. 6 TAK-243 disrupts GSCs proliferation and maintenance. a Effects of TAK-243 on cell viability in GSC1 and GSC2. b GRP78 and UBA1
expression levels were examined by immunoblotting in GSCs and GBM cells lines. c Cell viabilities were evaluated by CCK-8 assays in GSCs and
differentiated GSCs. d Immunoblot analyses of GRP78 levels in GSCs and differentiated GSCs. e−g Effects of TAK-243 on GSCs neurosphere
formation, scale bar: 100 μm. h In vitro limiting dilution assays of GSC1 and GSC2 treated with indicated doses of TAK-243 or DMSO. i
Representative western blot analysis showing dose-response and time course of the effects of TAK-243 on the polyubiquitylation and ER stress
in GSC1 and GSC2, as assessed by immunoblotting for polyubiquitin (polyUb), GRP78, p-PERK(Thr980), PERK, p-eIF2α, eIF2α, ATF4, p-IRE1a
(Ser724), IRE1a, CHOP, XBP1s, and ATF6. j The effects of TAK-243 on GSC1 and GSC2 apoptosis as evaluated by Annexin V/PI staining. All the
Data are presented as means ± SD. **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001.
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Next, we examined the anti-tumor effect of TAK-243 in the
PDX mouse model. Four weeks after TAK-243 administration, HE
staining of tumor tissues showed that the tumor size of tumor-
bearing mice in the treatment group was smaller than that in
the control group (Fig. 7d). Moreover, the survival time of
tumor-bearing mice was significantly prolonged after TAK-243
treatment (Fig. 7e). Pathological analysis showed that the
number of Ki67-positive cells in the TAK-243 treatment group
was significantly reduced, the level of global protein poly-
ubiquitination was significantly reduced, and GRP78 expression
was increased (Fig. 7f). These results indicate that TAK-243 can
inhibit the proliferation of GBM cells in vivo.

DISCUSSION
GBM is the most malignant and lethal brain tumor [1]. However,
no effective treatment measures have been established to date.
In this study, we evaluated the preclinical efficacy of UBA1
inhibitor TAK-243 in the treatment of GBM. We found that TAK-
243 rapidly activates GBM cells to produce UPR, which in turn
induces apoptosis of GBM cells, and significantly prolongs the

survival time of tumor-bearing mice. Notably, TAK-243 also
inhibited GSC cell proliferation and neurosphere formation.
Moreover, we found that GRP78 is a key molecule that
determines the sensitivity of tumor cells to TAK-243. However,
our preliminary results showed that TAK-243 and temozolomide
combined had no significant synergistic effect in GBM cells
(data not shown).
UBA1 is the initiating enzyme in the ubiquitination cascade,

responsible for initiating the transfer of ubiquitin molecules to
target proteins, which are to be degraded by proteasomes
[15, 16]. We observed that after TAK-243 inhibited UBA1,
polyubiquitination of global cellular proteins in GBM cells was
reduced. We identified changes in more than 1,000 ubiquitina-
tion modification sites using ubiquitin-modified proteome
analysis. The most regulated genes upon TAK-243 treatment
impact on UPS and cell death. We observed that the
ubiquitination levels of PSMD1, PSMD4, NEDD8, UBE2C, USP5,
c-Myc, TP53, and CDK1 were significantly changed. Blocking
protein degradation will lead to the accumulation of intracel-
lular proteins and induce ER stress, UPR, and cell death [12, 26].
When cells are unable to cope with ER stress, CHOP proteins

Fig. 7 TAK-243 suppresses tumor growth in vivo and increases the survival of animals bearing intracranial GSC2-derived tumors. a
Representative tumors isolated from the control and TAK-243-treated groups of subcutaneous tumor model. b The mean tumor volumes were
assessed at the indicated number of days after tumor implantation. c Tumors isolated from control and TAK-243-treated groups were
weighted. The tumor weight was analyzed statistically. dMice bearing GSC2-derived xenograft tumor were treated with TAK-243 (10 or 20mg/
kg) or vehicle control by intraperitoneally injection twice a week for 4 weeks. Representative images of H&E staining of whole-brain sections
from the control group and TAK-243 treatment group. e Kaplan−Meier survival curves of mice implanted with GSC2 cells (n= 10). The survival
time of tumor-bearing mice was counted. f Representative IHC staining images of polyubiquitin (polyUb), GRP78, and Ki67 expression in
GSC2-derived xenograft tumor of control and TAK-243 treatment groups, scale bar: 50 μm. All the data are expressed as means ± SD. **P <
0.01, ***P < 0.001.
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that rely on UPR activation will regulate the expression of
apoptosis-related proteins and initiate the apoptosis program
[27–29]. It has been reported that TAK-243 has anti-proliferative
activity in multiple human cancers, and regulates cell apoptosis
by inducing ER stress and UPR [30–32]. We found that TAK-243
can activate PERK/ATF4 and IRE1α/XBP signaling axis, then
induce cell apoptosis of GBM. Although UBA1 inhibition
reduces the ubiquitination level of global cellular proteins, the
UBA1 inhibitor induces a higher rate of cell death in malignant
cells compared to normal cells. Given that multiple proteasome
inhibitors have been successfully approved for clinical applica-
tions, targeting UBA1 for the treatment of tumors is also a
promising potential treatment strategy.
Notably, the sensitivity of TAK-243 in different GBM cell lines

significantly varies. Among the seven GBM cell lines, the highest
and the lowest IC50 differ by 25-fold, and in primary cells, the
difference is about 40-fold. This thus becomes an obstacle in
the selection of patients who are sensitive to TAK-243
treatment. Resistance to therapy is also one of the important
factors that affect the long-term survival of tumor patients and
cause recurrence. However, the sensitivity to TAK-243 in GBM is
not significantly correlated with the expression level of
the target protein UBA1. Interestingly, we found that the
expression level of GRP78 is a key factor that determines the
sensitivity to TAK-243 in GBM cells. Tumor cells with high GRP78
expression are resistant to TAK-243 treatment. Knockdown or
overexpression of GRP78 can affect the sensitivity to TAK-243.
GRP78 is a switch that controls the initiation of UPR. When ER
stress is activated, misfolded proteins bind to GRP78 and
destroy its inhibitory effect, and thereby the UPR response is
activated [33, 34]. UBA1 inhibition also induces the increase of
GRP78 expression in GBM cells, which may be a negative
feedback and self-protection mechanism of the cells. Of note, it
has been reported that the sensitivity to TAK-243 in a variety
of other solid tumors and hematological tumors also signifi-
cantly vary [17, 30, 31], while our understanding of the
mechanism that determines its sensitivity is limited. In
the future, it is necessary to analyze whether GRP78 expression
is related to TAK-243 sensitivity in other tumor types. GRP78
may be a biomarker for the sensitivity of TAK-243 tumor
treatment, which can guide precision therapy by
targeting UBA1.
GSCs have high carcinogenic potential, self-renewal ability,

and multidirectional differentiation ability. GSCs are resistant to
current therapeutic approaches, which is also considered one of
the main causes of malignant recurrence of GBM [25, 35–37].
Although there has been some understanding on the signaling
pathways that maintain the stem cell characteristics of GSCs,
there is still no effective therapeutic target or method to
eliminate GSCs. Surprisingly, we found that GSCs are sensitive
to UBA1 inhibitor TAK-243 treatment that the inhibitory
effect of TAK-243 on the proliferation of GSCs is at least five
times more effective than on GBM cell lines. The concentration
of TAK-243 to induce UPR response in GSCs cells is also much
lower than in GBM cells. Interestingly, this compound could
also more effectively suppress the sphere formation of GSCs
than its adherent GBM cells on culture dishes. It has been
reported that TAK-243 has no significant effect on the survival
of normal hematopoietic stem cells [31]. We found that the
sensitivity of GSCs to TAK-243 is also affected by the expression
level of GRP78. Compared with GBM cell lines, the expression
level of GRP78 in GSCs is much lower. Consistent with the
cell sensitivity results, the expression level of GRP78 was
increased significantly in differentiated GSCs, and these cells
showed greater resistance to TAK-243 treatment. These results
further support that GRP78 may be utilized as a biomarker for
TAK-243 sensitivity. Taken together, targeting UBA1 may be a
promising approach in eliminating GSCs.

In summary, our study demonstrates that the UBA1 inhibitor
TAK-243 exhibits good anti-tumor activity in GBM cell lines,
primary cells, and PDX animal models. Furthermore, TAK-243
more effectively blocks the survival and self-renewal ability of
GSC cells than those of GBM cells. We found that GRP78 is a
predictor of GBM sensitivity to TAK-243 treatment. Collectively,
our findings strongly support further clinical trials of TAK-243
in GBM.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Culture of cell lines and primary cell lines
The human GBM cells lines (U87, U251, A172, T98G, LN229, U118, and
LN18) used in this study were purchased from Shanghai Cell Bank, Chinese
Academy of Sciences. These cell lines were cultured and maintained in
Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium (DMEM) supplemented with 10%
fetal bovine serum (FBS). Primary cell lines GBM1, GBM2, GBM3, GBM4,
GBM5, GBM6, GBM7, and GBM8, isolated from tumor tissues of patients
with GBM, were cultured with DMEM/F12 containing 10% FBS. These cell
lines were grown in a humidified incubator containing 5% CO2 at 37 °C.
Written informed consent was obtained from all of the patients, and this
study was approved by the Research Ethics Committee of the Affiliated
Hospital of Xuzhou Medical University.

Culture of GSCs
GSCs were isolated and purified from GBM surgical specimens and were
named GSC1 and GSC2, respectively. The two GSC cell lines were cultured
in NeurobasalTM medium containing basic fibroblast growth factor, EGF,
B27 supplement, haprin, L-glutamine, and N2 supplement to form a GSC-
rich neurosphere culture. Every three days, 1/3 volume of the medium was
replaced with fresh medium. A NeuroCult Chemical Dissociation Kit was
used to separate the neurosphere for cell subculture.

Antibodies and reagents
Ubiquitin (#3933), UBA1 (#4891), p21 (#2947), Cyclin D1 (#2922), CDC2
(#9116), c-Jun (#9165), cleaved PARP (#9532), LC3B (#3868), PERK
(#5683), p-PERK (#3179), CHOP (#2895), ATF4 (#11815), IRE1α (#3294),
eIF2α (#5324), p-eIF2α (#9721), XBP1s (#27901), GRP78 (#3177), cleaved
caspase-3 (#9661), p-JNK (#9251), and β-actin (#9562) primary anti-
bodies were purchased from Cell Signaling Technology (CST, MA, USA).
Antibody against Ki-67 (RM-9106) was purchased from Thermo Fisher
(Waltham, MA, USA). ATF6 (sc-166659 and JNK1 (sc-1648) antibodies
were obtained from Santa Cruz Biotechnology (Santa Cruz, CA, USA). p-
IRE1α (ab243665) and p62 (ab56416) were purchased from Abcam
(Burlingame, CA, USA). UBA1 inhibitor TAK-243 was obtained from
CSNpharm (CSNpharm, Chicago, IL, USA). TAK-243 was dissolved in
DMSO to create a 10 mmol/L solution, which was diluted to different
concentrations in DMEM medium before use.

Construction and production of lentivirus
Short hairpin RNA (shRNA) against UBA1 or GRP78 gene and control
non-targeting sequences were constructed in pHBLV-U6/GFP/Puro
vector. The sequences of shRNA are listed in Table S1. Lentiviruses
were generated by co-transfecting lentiviral vector and two packaging
vectors in a 3:2:1 ratio in 293FT cells by use of PolyJet™ transfection
reagent. The supernatant was collected and concentrated by ultracen-
trifugation after 48 h of incubation.

Construction of stable cell lines
For UBA1 or GRP78 silencing cell lines, LN229 cells were transduced with
shUBA1 or shGRP78 and control lentivirus for 72 h and selected using
2.5 μg/mL puromycin. The stable cell lines were obtained by cultivating the
survived cells. For overexpression of GRP78, the GRP78 gene was cloned
into a pGV146 expression vector. The pGV146-GRP78 plasmid was
transfected into U251 cells by electroporation, and the stably transfected
cells were screened by G418.

CCK-8 assay
Cell viability was examined using a Cell Counting Kit-8 (Dojindo,
Kumamoto, Japan). GBM cell lines or primary GBM cells were seeded into
a 96-well plate at 3,000 cells per well, and different concentrations of
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TAK-243 were added. After 72 h, 10 μL of CCK-8 solution were added to
each well. The optical density at a wavelength of 450 nm (OD450) was
measured using a microplate reader 2 h later. Background reading of the
medium was subtracted from each well for result standardization.

EdU incorporation assay
The cell-light EdU Cell Proliferation Detection Kit (Ruibo Biotech,
Guangzhou, China) was used for the detection of cell proliferation.
The cells were cultured in a 96-well plate and treated with different
concentrations of TAK-243. After 24 h, the cells were incubated with
50 μM EdU for 4 h and then fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde for 15 min
and treated with 0.5% Triton X-100 for 20 min. The cells were incubated
with 1× Apollo® reaction cocktail in the dark for 30 min and stained with
DAPI for 20 min. After washing thrice with PBS, images of the cells were
captured using a fluorescent inverted microscope.

Colony formation assay
U251 and LN229 cells were cultured in six-well plate at 500 cells/well.
The experimental group was treated with TAK-243, and the control
group was treated with DMSO. After 24 h, the cells were cultured with
fresh DMEM medium with 10% FBS for 10–14 d. After washing with
PBS, the cells were fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde and stained with
0.1% crystal violet. Cell colonies were observed, photographed, and
counted.
The ability to create colonies was further verified using 3D culture with

methylcellulose. GBM3 and GBM8 cells pre-treated with TAK-243 were
mixed with complete methylcellulose medium at a density of 600 cells/mL.
Cells were plated in the culture mixture in six-well plates and incubated at
37 °C in a humidified atmosphere with 5% CO2 for 13–16 days.

Cell cycle and apoptosis assay
U251 and LN229 cells were treated with indicated concentrations of TAK-
243 and cultured for 24 h. Cells were centrifuged at 1,000 rpm for 5min at
4 °C and fixed with 70% cold methanol overnight. After washing twice with
PBS, the cells were stained with a PI solution containing RNase A for
30min. The cells were examined by flow cytometry, and cell cycle
distribution was analyzed using a flow cytometry software (Becton-
Dickinson, Franklin Lakes, NJ, USA).
Cells treated with different concentrations of TAK-243 were harvested,

washed twice with pre-chilled PBS, and resuspended in 200 μL of pre-
chilled binding buffer. Approximately 5 μL Annexin V-FITC and 5 μL PI were
added to the cell suspension, mixed gently, and incubated on ice for
10min in the dark. The apoptotic status was assessed by flow cytometry
(Becton-Dickinson, Franklin Lakes, NJ, USA).

Caspase-Glo 3/7 activity assay
GBM cells were seeded in a 96-well plate and treated with TAK-243 for
24 h. Caspase-Glo 3/7 enzymatic activities were measured according to the
manufacturer’s protocol (Promega, Madison, WI, USA). Approximately
100 μL of Caspase-Glo 3/7 reagent were added to TAK-243-treated cells or
blank negative control cells and mixed well. After 30 min, 200 μL of the
solution were transferred to white-walled multiwell luminometer plates,
and the luminescence of each group of samples was detected using a
GloMax Luminometer.

Western blot analysis
Western blot analysis was performed as previously described [38]. Cells
were seeded in a 6-well plate, and TAK-243 at different concentrations was
added at the indicated time after the cells were attached. Total proteins
were extracted, and protein concentration was determined. Approximately
50 μg total protein was separated using SDS-PAGE electrophoresis and
transferred onto PVDF membrane. The membrane was blocked with 5%
nonfat milk at room temperature for 1 h, incubated overnight with a
specific primary antibody at 4 °C, incubated with secondary antibody the
next day, and detected using ECL reagent.

Label-free quantitative ubiquitin-modified proteome
The quantitative ubiquitin-modified proteome was established and
analyzed using Jingjie PTM Biolab (Hangzhou) Co., Ltd. (China,
Hangzhou). Briefly, the U251 cells were treated with vehicle or TAK-
243 (100 nM) for 6 h. Then the proteins were extracted, enzymatically
digested, and enriched. The tryptic peptides were analyzed using liquid

chromatography-mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS). The resulting MS/MS
data were processed using the Maxquant search engine (v.1.5.2.8).
Tandem mass spectra were searched against the human UniProt
database concatenated with reverse decoy database.

Bioinformatics annotation analysis
Gene ontology (GO) annotation proteome was derived from the UniProt-
GOA database (http://www.ebi.ac.uk/GOA/). Cluster membership was
visualized by a heat map using the “heatmap.2” function from the “gplots”
R-package. All differentially expressed modified protein database accession
or sequence were searched against the STRING database version 10.1 for
protein−protein interactions. Interaction network form STRING was
visualized in R package “networkD3”.

ER-Tracker Red staining
U251 and LN229 cells were seeded onto glass slides for overnight
culture and treated with different concentrations of TAK-243 for 12 h.
After fixing with 4% formaldehyde at 37 °C for 2 min, the cells were
washed twice with an appropriate amount of Hanks’ balanced salt
solution with Ca2+ and Mg2+ for 5 min each time. ER-Tracker Red
staining solution (Beyotime Technology, Shanghai, China) was added
and incubated with the cells for 30 min at 37 °C. The cells were washed
twice with a cell culture medium, and ER morphology was assessed
under a laser confocal microscope.

RNA extraction and real-time quantitative PCR
Total RNA was isolated from control or TAK-243-treated cells, and was
reversely transcribed into cDNA. Quantitative PCR was performed using
SYBR® Premix Ex TaqTM (Takara) in an Applied Bio-systems 7500
instrument. Expression values were corrected to the housekeeping gene
β-actin. Primer sequences for quantitative PCR were shown in Supple-
mentary Table S2.

In vitro cell viability and tumorsphere formation assay
GSC1 and GSC2 cells were seeded into a 96-well plate at 1,000 cells per
well and treated with the indicated concentrations of TAK-243 or DMSO.
Cell viability was assessed on days 0, 3, 6, 9, and 12 using Cell Titer-Glo
luminescent cell viability kit (Promega, Madison, WI, USA). For the
tumorsphere formation assay, GSC1 and GSC2 cells were seeded in 96-
well plate at 1,000 cells per well. The cells were cultured in NeurobasalTM

medium containing a certain concentration of TAK-243 or DMSO, and the
formation of colony spheres was assessed under a microscope after
10–14 days. Neurospheres with more than 50 cells were scored, and the
number of neurospheres in each well was counted.

In vitro limiting dilution assay
Cells were dissociated into single cells and then plated in 96-well plates at
a density of 1, 5, 10, 20, or 40 cells per well, with ten replicates each. After
7 days, the presence of tumorspheres in each well was assessed. Extreme
limiting dilution assays were analyzed using online software (http://bioinf.
wehi.edu.au/software/elda/)

In vivo studies
Sixty-three male athymic BALB/c nude mice aged 5–6 weeks were
purchased from Beijing Vital River Experimental Animal Technology Co.
Ltd., China. All animal protocols were approved by the Ethics Committee
of the Xuzhou Medical University (Jiangsu Province, China). Subcuta-
neous animal model and in situ GSC-derived xenograft model
were used to evaluate the therapeutic effect of TAK-243 on GBM. For
a subcutaneous tumor model, LN229 cells (1 × 106) were injected into
the right flank of nude mice. When the tumor grew to a volume of about
50−100 mm3, the nude mice were randomly divided into three groups,
namely, the control group (vehicle), 10 mg/kg TAK-243 treatment group,
and 20 mg/kg TAK-243 treatment group. TAK-243 was injected
intraperitoneally twice a week for 4 weeks. The size of the tumor was
measured with a caliper every 2 days. The volume of the subcutaneous
tumors was calculated using the following equation: Tumor volume=
(Length × Width2)/2 (assuming a prolate shape).
For the intracranial tumor model, 5 × 104 GSC2 cells were injected

into the right striatum of each nude mouse in situ with a small animal
stereotaxic instrument [39]. After 5 days, tumor-bearing mice were
randomly divided into three groups with 15 mice per group. Mice were
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treated with intraperitoneal injection of TAK-243 (10 mg/kg or 20 mg/
kg) or vehicle twice a week for 4 weeks. After 30 days, five mice from
each group were randomly selected and euthanized, and the brains
were perfused and removed to observe the tumor size. The remaining
ten mice in each group were used for survival analysis.

Hematoxylin-eosin (HE) staining and immunohistochemistry
(IHC)
The whole mouse brains of the control group and the treatment groups
were fixed overnight in 4% paraformaldehyde, embedded in paraffin,
and then sliced into sections with a thickness of 5 μm. The sections
were fixed on glass slides and parched dry. HE staining was performed
to observe the tumor size. Immunohistochemical test was used to
detect the effect of TAK-243 treatment on the expression levels of
global protein polyubiquitination, GRP78, and Ki67 in the mice.

Statistical analysis
Each experiment was independently performed at least three times. The
figures show representative images of the results of repeated
experiments. The experimental results were statistically analyzed using
GraphPad Prism 6.0 (San Diego, CA, USA). The data are here presented
as mean ± SD. Comparison between two samples was performed using
an independent sample t-test. The Kaplan−Meier method was used for
the survival analysis of the mice. The log-rank test was used to compare
survival time between the two study groups. P < 0.05 was considered
statistically significant.
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