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Abstract: Protein homeostasis is essential for neuron longevity, requiring a balanced regulation
between protein synthesis and degradation. The clearance of misfolded and aggregated proteins,
mediated by autophagy and the ubiquitin–proteasome systems, maintains protein homeostasis
in neurons, which are post-mitotic and thus cannot use cell division to diminish the burden of
misfolded proteins. When protein clearance pathways are overwhelmed or otherwise disrupted, the
accumulation of misfolded or aggregated proteins can lead to the activation of ER stress and the
formation of stress granules, which predominantly attempt to restore the homeostasis by suppressing
global protein translation. Alterations in these processes have been widely reported among studies
investigating the toxic function of dipeptide repeats (DPRs) produced by G4C2 expansion in the
C9orf72 gene of patients with amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (ALS) and frontotemporal dementia (FTD).
In this review, we outline the modalities of DPR-induced disruptions in protein homeostasis observed
in a wide range of models of C9orf72-linked ALS/FTD. We also discuss the relative importance of
each DPR for toxicity, possible synergies between DPRs, and discuss the possible functional relevance
of DPR aggregation to disease pathogenesis. Finally, we highlight the interdependencies of the
observed effects and reflect on the importance of feedback and feedforward mechanisms in their
contribution to disease progression. A better understanding of DPR-associated disease pathogenesis
discussed in this review might shed light on disease vulnerabilities that may be amenable with
therapeutic interventions.

Keywords: protein homeostasis; ALS; FTD; C9orf72; dipeptide repeats; autophagy; ER stress;
proteasome; lysosome

1. Introduction

It is now well established that aging is associated with a progressive dysregulation in
protein homeostasis [1,2]. Consistent with this, a key hallmark of many neurodegenerative
diseases is the accumulation of toxic protein aggregates, ultimately leading to progressive
loss of neuronal structure and function. This is the case for amyotrophic lateral sclerosis
(ALS) and frontotemporal dementia (FTD), two incurable diseases that share overlapping
clinical manifestations, pathogenic mechanisms, and genetic risk factors [3,4]. In fact, many
patients of both diseases have been found to carry a G4C2 hexanucleotide repeat expansion
(HRE) in a non-coding region of the C9orf72 gene [5,6].

While, to date, most patients affected by C9orf72-linked ALS/FTD (C9-ALS/FTD)
harbor between 100 and 1000 G4C2 repeats, the exact disease-causing threshold and how
repeat length might alter disease progression, remains to be determined. Indeed, several
studies have shown that expansions of around 30 repeats could be sufficient to be disease-
causing [7–9]. In particular, the expansion is thought to cause disease via two mutually
inclusive mechanisms: (1) a loss of function of the C9orf72 gene [10] and (2) a toxic gain of
function driven by the HRE itself.

The relative importance of each of the two mechanisms represents a controversial,
unanswered question at the core of the C9-ALS/FTD field. Indeed, since the discovery
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C9orf72-linked ALS/FTD, many conflicting results have been published regarding the
relative importance of each of the two mechanisms. The lack of a clear correlation between
repeat length, for example, appears to argue against the toxic gain-of-function as being a
major driver of disease pathology. In line with this a recent phase I clinical trial (BIIB078)
of an antisense oligonucleotide (ASO), targeting G4C2 repeat RNA and thus also DPR
generation, failed to show any clinical benefits. It is unclear, however, whether the ASO
administration indeed significantly lowered the levels of repeat RNAs and DPRs. Arguing
instead against the loss-of-function hypothesis, patients homozygous for the C9orf72 repeat
expansion, and thus expressing less C9orf72, do not show a more serve phenotype than
those with C9orf72 haploinsufficiency [11]. In addition, C9orf72 knockout mice do not show
any ALS/FTD-associated neurodegenerative phenotypes [12]. Although this remains an
important unanswered question to be addressed in the field, the two mechanisms likely act
in coordination, and it is therefore important to continue investigating both hypotheses.

Interestingly, the overexpression of a sufficient number of G4C2 repeats per se (i.e.,
without modulation of C9orf72 gene dosage) in vitro [13–15] as well as in mice [16,17],
zebrafish [18,19], and Drosophila melanogaster [20,21] is sufficient to induce toxicity and
neurodegeneration. These can be bidirectionally transcribed into repeat RNAs that subse-
quently aggregate, a general hallmark of non-coding repeat expansion diseases. Indeed,
samples from patients with C9-ALS/FTD and patient-derived induced pluripotent stem
cells (iPSCs) have been shown to contain nuclear, as well as some cytoplasmic, foci of
aggregated RNA [18,20,22–24]. Further, these sense and anti-sense repeat RNAs can un-
dergo non-canonical, repeat-associated non-AUG (RAN) translation to produce five distinct
dipeptide repeats (DPRs): poly-PA, poly-PR, poly-GA, poly-GP, and poly-GR [25–29].

In this review, we focus on the role of DPRs in disrupting protein homeostasis path-
ways, and on recent evidence revealing how DPRs may contribute to multiple aspects of
disease pathogenesis.

2. The Impact of C9-Associated Toxic Repeats on Protein Degradation Pathways

A key neuropathological hallmark in C9-ALS/FTD is the formation of star-shaped
cytoplasmic DPR inclusions which are ubiquitin- and p62-positive [30,31], indicative of an
involvement of the ubiquitin–proteasome system (UPS) and of macroautophagy (hereafter
autophagy) in the targeted degradation of DPRs. Consistent with this, the pharmacological
inhibition of either pathway leads to an increased accumulation and aggregation of distinct
DPRs in cell culture [14,32]. However, several recent studies suggest that, while DPRs are
targets of UPS- and autophagy-mediated clearance, they might also play a major role in
disrupting both pathways (Figure 1), as discussed in detail in the next two chapters.

2.1. Poly-GA Inhibits Protein Degradation via the UPS

The UPS is the major cellular pathway responsible for the degradation and recycling
of short-lived, soluble proteins, and indeed appears to be important for DPR degrada-
tion [14,32]. In addition to being possible targets of UPS-mediated degradation, DPRs in
fact appear to inhibit UPS activity [13–15,33–37]. Interestingly, several mutations in genes
involved in the UPS have been associated with both ALS and FTD [4], highlighting the
UPS as a common point of vulnerability in both neurodegenerative diseases. While all
DPRs, with the notable exception of poly-PA, have been associated with disrupted UPS,
the underlying mechanisms remain unclear.

Several studies have shown that UPS factors co-localize with cytoplasmic poly-GA
inclusions in cell culture [13–15,33,34], in animal models, and in the brains of patients
with C9-ALS/FTD [35]. Pointing to a more direct impairment of the UPS system by
accumulation poly-GA, it has recently been shown that the 26S proteasome, which is
ultimately required to degrade ubiquitin-tagged proteasomal substrates, is sequestered
into poly-GA aggregates in cultured neurons [33]. In situ structural analysis of neuronal
poly-GA aggregates suggests that these may force the sequestered proteasomes to become
stuck in a highly transient intermediate state, which is usually associated with substrate
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translocation. This may lead to stalled degradation of ubiquitinated substrates, which
could explain observed reductions in proteasome activity [33].
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ment in lysosome function may aid the cell-to-cell transmission of DPRs via endocytosis. 

2.1. Poly-GA Inhibits Protein Degradation via the UPS 

The UPS is the major cellular pathway responsible for the degradation and recycling 

of short-lived, soluble proteins, and indeed appears to be important for DPR degradation 

[14,32]. In addition to being possible targets of UPS-mediated degradation, DPRs in fact 

appear to inhibit UPS activity [13–15,33–37]. Interestingly, several mutations in genes in-

volved in the UPS have been associated with both ALS and FTD [4], highlighting the UPS 

as a common point of vulnerability in both neurodegenerative diseases. While all DPRs, 

with the notable exception of poly-PA, have been associated with disrupted UPS, the un-

derlying mechanisms remain unclear. 

Several studies have shown that UPS factors co-localize with cytoplasmic poly-GA 

inclusions in cell culture [13–15,33,34], in animal models, and in the brains of patients with 

C9-ALS/FTD [35]. Pointing to a more direct impairment of the UPS system by accumula-

tion poly-GA, it has recently been shown that the 26S proteasome, which is ultimately 

required to degrade ubiquitin-tagged proteasomal substrates, is sequestered into poly-

GA aggregates in cultured neurons [33]. In situ structural analysis of neuronal poly-GA 

aggregates suggests that these may force the sequestered proteasomes to become stuck in 

a highly transient intermediate state, which is usually associated with substrate translo-

cation. This may lead to stalled degradation of ubiquitinated substrates, which could ex-

plain observed reductions in proteasome activity [33]. 

The specific consequences of Impaired proteasome function in the context of C9-

linked ALS/FTD remains to be further investigated. However, independent of C9-

ALS/FTD, the inhibition of the 26S proteasome has also been shown to lead to the 

Figure 1. DPRs as targets and disruptors of cellular clearance pathways. (A) C9-associated DPRs
are targeted for degradation by the ubiquitin–proteasome system (UPS) and the autophagy pathway.
(B) DPRs impair the UPS by directly interacting with and inhibiting the 26S proteasome. (C) DPRs
(and repeat RNAs) disrupt the autophagy pathway reducing the nuclear translocation of TFEB,
the master transcriptional regulator of autophagy genes (CLEAR network). (D) G4C2-induced
impairment in lysosome function may aid the cell-to-cell transmission of DPRs via endocytosis.

The specific consequences of Impaired proteasome function in the context of C9-linked
ALS/FTD remains to be further investigated. However, independent of C9-ALS/FTD,
the inhibition of the 26S proteasome has also been shown to lead to the cytoplasmic
mislocalization and aggregation of TAR DNA-binding protein 43 (TDP43) [38,39], a sec-
ond aggregation-prone protein associated with the vast majority of familiar and sporadic
forms of ALS. Indeed, some TDP-43 pathology has been observed in patients with C9-
ALS/FTD [28,40,41], although it appears to occur after DPR pathology [42,43]. Whether
proteasomal inhibition by poly-GA may be a contributing factor to TDP-43 pathology
therefore warrants further investigation. Indeed, primitive evidence suggests that poly-GA
aggregates are able to induce TDP-43 mislocalization in cell culture, and that this mislo-
calization is dependent on GA-induced inhibition of the proteasome [34]. Interestingly,
proteasome inhibition was shown to occur in a cell-autonomous and non-cell-autonomous
manner. Specifically, cytoplasmic TDP-43 was observed in rat primary hippocampal neu-
rons cultured with cell supernatant from GA-transduced cells. Such TDP-43 mislocalization
was eliminated when depleting the culture media of poly-GA with anti-GA antibodies.
While is remains to be determined whether this is through cell-to-cell transmission, this
mechanism may help to explain why DPR inclusions and TDP-43 pathology predominantly
occur in distinct neurons within the brains of patients with C9-ALS/FTD [41].
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2.2. C9-Associated Toxic Repeats Disrupt Autophagosome and Lysosome Biogenesis

In addition to the UPS, the autophagy pathway is another essential contributor to
intracellular protein clearance, which predominantly targets insoluble, aggregated, and
long-lived proteins. The autophagy pathway involves the recognition of ubiquitin-tagged
proteins destined to clearance by adaptor proteins, such as p62/SQSTM1, promoting
engulfment by the forming autophagosome, a specialized double-membrane organelle [44].
In neurons, autophagosomes are predominantly formed in distal regions of the axon and, as
they undergo retrograde transport toward the soma, they mature and ultimately fuse with
lysosomes, a process critical for neuronal longevity [45]. Importantly, lysosomes contain
digestive enzymes, activated by a low pH, which eventually break down the autophagic
cargo, allowing the degraded products to be recycled back to the cell [46].

Emerging evidence suggests that both repeat RNAs and DPRs may disrupt multiple
steps of the autophagy pathway. The overexpression of G4C2 repeats in Drosophila mo-
tor neurons, for example, leads to an accumulation of Drosophila p62, accompanied by a
reduction in the number of autophagosomal vesicles in both the soma and distal axons
in vivo [47,48]. These data suggest that autophagy initiation, and specifically autophago-
some formation, may be impaired. In line with this, G4C2 repeat expression results in
reductions in the levels of mature autophagosomes in cell culture [49].

How could autophagy induction be affected by the expression of G4C2 repeats?
One possibility is that reductions in autophagosome formation may be, at least in part,
a result of disruptions in TFEB, the master transcriptional regulator of autophagy and
lysosomal biogenesis (Figure 1C). Specifically, G4C2 toxicity appears to inhibit the nuclear
import of TFEB in Drosophila as well as in cell culture [47,49]. Remarkably, dysfunction in
nucleo-cytoplasmic transport and the nuclear pore complex (NPC) is emerging as a key
contributor to disease pathogenesis [50]. This includes disruptions induced by repeat RNAs
in Drosophila neurons and patient-derived iPSCs [51,52], as well as by DPRs. In fact, using
Xenopus laevis oocytes as a model system, poly-PR has specifically been shown to bind to the
central channel nuclear pore to induce a block in the transport of macromolecules between
the nucleus and cytoplasm [53]. Additionally, both cytoplasmic poly-GA and poly-GR
aggregates appear to sequester components of the NPC in the brains of DPR-expressing
mice and patients with C9-ALS/FTD [35,54]. This includes the nucleoporin POM121, which
when overexpressed leads to a rescue of TFEB nuclear localization and autophagy initiation
in cell culture [49].

In addition to promoting autophagosome formation, TFEB is essential in mammals and
in flies for the expression of genes required for lysosome biogenesis and function [55–57].
Thus, it is also possible that lysosomes might be defective in the presence of repeat RNAs
and DPRs. Consistent with this possibility, G4C2 overexpression results in reduced cleavage
and activation of a Drosophila cathepsin and might result in reduced lysosome acidifica-
tion. Indeed, the overexpression of vacuolar ATPase (V-ATPase) genes, encoding the main
proton pump required for lysosome acidification, appear to suppress G4C2-induced neu-
rodegeneration in Drosophila [47]. Interestingly, the specific overexpression of only poly-GA
in human cells has been shown to lead to the accumulation of mature autophagosomes, as
well as p62 and ubiquitin, which is indicative of lysosomal impairment but not necessarily
disruptions in autophagosome formation [58]. This discrepancy may be a result of the
different system used, as well as the differences arising from the expression of a single DPR
versus all DPRs simultaneously (e.g., G4C2 repeat overexpression).

Despite the accumulating evidence of the G4C2-induced impairment of autophagy and
lysosomal biogenesis, it is important to note that C9orf72-deficient cells also display reduced
levels of autophagy initiation and impaired lysosome biogenesis, leading to enhanced DPR
accumulation and increased neurotoxicity, indicating that the product of C9orf72 might play
a role in physiologic activation of autophagy [59–65]. This is not surprising as C9orf72 is
likely to act as an GDP/GTP exchange factor (GEF) for a number of RabGTPases regulating
the early steps of autophagy and endocytic trafficking [66].
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While reduced autophagy may thus represent an important contributor to C9-ALS/FTD
pathogenesis, the consequences of reduced autophagy might extend beyond the impaired
degradation of the DPRs themselves. Intriguingly, Marchi et al. recently proposed that
reduced lysosome acidification may represent a mechanism by which endocytosed poly-
GA aggregates can circumvent lysosomal degradation, thus enabling the retention and
spread of poly-GA aggregates via the endocytic–exosomal pathway [67]. Although the
mechanisms of cell-to-cell transmission may vary, all DPRs have indeed been observed
to spread between cells in vitro [34,68–70]. Thus, it will be interesting to study (in the
future) whether the endocytic–exosomal pathway represents a predominant mechanism of
cell-to-cell transmission in C9-ALS/FTD (Figure 1D).

3. DPRs as Modulators of Stress Responses

In addition to activating the UPS, autophagy, endolysosomal, and secretory pathways,
one additional way that neurons are able to respond to proteotoxic stress elicited by DPRs
is by triggering intracellular stress response mechanisms that eventually repress translation
and rebalance protein homeostasis. As it is the case of protein clearance pathways, an
increasing body of evidence indicates that C9-associated DPRs both activate as well as
disrupt stress pathways in multiple ways (Figure 2). The modulation of stress further
reinforces disease pathology as described below.
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Figure 2. DPRs induce toxicity by upsetting stress responses. (A,B) DPR accumulation induces ER
stress via PERK and other kinases, ultimately decreasing translation as a compensatory mechanism.
(C) The induction of ER stress by DPRs promotes RAN translation. (D) DPRs interact directly with
the ribosome blocking polypeptide formation. (E) DPRs indirectly stimulate the formation of SGs.
(F) (some) DPRs are subjected to LLPS transitions and might directly alter SG dynamics.

3.1. DPRs Induce Chronic ER stress

A major part of cell stress responses occurs at the endoplasmic reticulum (ER) and re-
sults in the activation of the unfolded protein response (UPR), which eventually suppresses
global translation and induces catabolic pathways, such as autophagy and ER associated
protein degradation (Figure 2A). While acute ER stress can thus help to maintain protein
homeostasis, sustained ER stress is well established to be cytotoxic and is in fact a hallmark



Cells 2024, 13, 178 6 of 16

of different forms of ALS [71]. Indeed, UPR markers are upregulated in distinct brain
regions of patients with C9 ALS/FTD [72,73]. In the cerebellum in particular, the upregula-
tion of phosphorylation of PERK, eIF2α, a regulatory subunit of the eukaryotic initiation
factor 2 (eIF2), and IRE1α, all of which are major regulators of ER stress, is associated with
the presence of poly-GA aggregates (Figure 2B) [73]. In line with this, the overexpression of
poly-GA has been demonstrated to induce ER stress in cell culture [13,74]. Recent studies
have further demonstrated that poly-PR can also promote ER stress in cell culture [75,76].
Importantly, pharmacological inhibition of ER stress suppresses DPR-induced neurotoxicity,
suggesting that ER stress might represent a major aspect of pathogenesis [13,77–79].

Interestingly, while phosphorylation of eIF2α is required to inhibit canonical transla-
tion upon the activation of ER stress, a number of studies have demonstrated that p-eIF2α
enhances the RAN translation of G4C2 transcripts [80–84] as well as other repeat RNAs [85].
Indeed, the RAN translation of myotonic dystrophy type 2-associated repeat transcripts
was shown to be reduced in PERK knockout cells [85]. While the exact mechanisms underly-
ing RAN translation remain unclear, these studies point toward a pathogenic feed-forward
loop, whereby DPRs enhance their own production via the ER stress response (Figure 2C).
Interestingly, C9orf72 has been demonstrated to enhance the interaction between eIF2α and
eIF2B5, an eIF2-specific GEF. As a result, C9orf72 knockout per se leads to global translation
inhibition in vivo [86]. Future work will be required to assess whether disease-associated
C9orf72 haploinsufficiency could also contribute to an enhanced RAN translation of G4C2
transcripts. A number of studies have demonstrated that DPR toxicity can also suppress
global translation by interacting directly with ribosomal components (Figure 2D) [87–89].
In particular, poly-GR/PR has been shown to bind to and block the polypeptide exit site of
the ribosome, leading to a block in translation [89].

3.2. DPRs Disrupt Stress Granule Homeostasis

Another cellular response to proteotoxic stress is the formation of cytoplasmic stress
granules (SGs). This subgroup of ribonucleoprotein granules are membrane-less organelles
that form in the cytoplasm concomitant to global translational suppression to sequester
away non-translating mRNA, translation initiation complexes, and RNA binding proteins
(RBPs) [90,91]. Consistent with this, ER stress is an established inducer of SG forma-
tion [92]. In line with the role of DPRs in inducing ER stress, it is therefore not surprising
that the overexpression of DPRs per se appears to increase spontaneous formation of
SGs [14,78,80,83,93–97]. Indeed, DPR-induced SG formation has been shown to be de-
pendent on the phosphorylation of eIF2α [95], as well as by the activation of the c-Jun
N-terminal kinase (JNK) [79]. Taken together, DPRs thus appear to indirectly increase SG
formation through ER stress signaling cascades (Figure 2E).

Beyond the indirect involvement in SG formation, emerging evidence suggests that
DPRs can directly interact with SGs to change their properties and dynamics [78]. Phys-
iological SG formation relies on liquid–liquid phase separation (LLPS), a type of phase
transition whereby macromolecules can reversibly and spontaneously separate from the
soluble phase (e.g., the cytoplasm) into a concentrated, condensed state [98]. This is driven
in part by proteins with low-complexity domains (LCDs), composed of a high number of
uncharged polar amino acids, which are found in many RBPs. Intriguingly, the involvement
of LCDs in driving LLPS also points toward an involvement of the arginine- and glycine-
rich DPRs, poly-PR, and poly-GR in SG formation. Indeed, poly-PR has been shown to
undergo LLPS in vitro [95], and the interactomes of both DPRs are enriched in common SG
components, including the RBPs hnRNPA1, TIA1, and FUS [78,87,93,94,99]. Importantly,
the arginine-containing DPRs appear to reduce the liquid-like properties of hnRNPA1,
TIA1, and FUS liquid droplets in vitro [93,95]. This may, at least in part, be due to increased
beta sheet content of the liquid droplets, making them less dynamic [95]. Taken together,
poly-GR/PR may thus contribute to disease pathogenesis by promoting the transition of
SGs into a more solid-like state (Figure 2F). Indeed, a number of ALS associated mutations
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in the LCDs of RBPs have been linked to perturbed SG dynamics [100], suggesting that this
may be a common mechanism underlying ALS disease pathogenesis.

Finally, emerging evidence suggests that DPRs may hijack SG formation to promote
their own aggregation. In particular, knocking out G3BP1/2, a core driver of SG forma-
tion [101–103], leads to a virtual abolishment of cytoplasmic poly-GR inclusions [104].
Consistent with this, G3BP1/2 knockdown suppresses G4C2 toxicity in vivo [93]. The
converse has also been shown by the overexpression of SG genes [99]. Further work will
need to be carried out to decipher the relationship between the LLPS-mediated formation
of SGs and protein aggregates, although several studies have shown that a liquid phase
can precede the formation of solid protein aggregates of several ALS- and FTD-associated
proteins [105–109].

4. Open Questions

Just over 10 years since the discovery of the G4C2 expansion in a non-coding region
of the C9orf72 gene, a myriad of disease mechanisms have been proposed to explain the
effects of C9orf72’s loss of function as well as of the toxicity associated with repeat RNA and
DPR production. However, a clear understanding of the relative importance of each disease
mechanism, necessary to identify vulnerabilities that could be amenable to pharmacologic
and medical interventions, is dramatically lacking. ALS/FTD, associated with C9orf72
G4C2 expansion, remains an incurable disease and progress is marred in no small part by
the pleiotropism of DPRs effects.

In this review, we have presented accumulating evidence revealing that multifaceted
disruptions of protein homeostasis could be a major trait associated with DPR toxicity.
Specifically, DPR toxicity appears to cause the inhibition of protein clearance pathways as
well as the induction of chronic ER stress and aberrant dynamics of SG. While correlative
studies were obtained from a wealth of in vitro, cellular, and in vivo model systems capable
of investigating multiple aspects of ALS/FTD, the relevance of DPR-induced disruptions
in protein homeostasis to pathogenesis remains poorly understood.

In the following, closing paragraphs, we discuss what we believe to be the key aspects
that may help to untangle the intricacies of these pleiotropic DPR effects, moving the
field toward the establishment of cause–effect relationships with specific relevance to
disease pathology.

4.1. Which DPR Is the Most Toxic in Patients?

Several discrepancies regarding the contribution of DPR toxicity to disease progression
become apparent when comparing model systems and tissues from patients suffering from
ALS/FTD with the C9orf72 G4C2 expansion (Table 1). In particular, the overexpression of
the arginine-containing DPRs, but not poly-GA or poly-PA, appears to induce degeneration
in the Drosophila eye [20,110]. In contrast, the overexpression of either poly-GA [111] or
poly-GR [54] in mice causes neurodegenerative phenotypes, while poly-PR overexpression
leads to notably milder and low penetrance phenotypes, with 60% of mice displaying
no neurogenerative phenotypes by the age of 14 months [112]. Importantly, despite ex-
tensive post-mortem analysis of patient tissue, most studies have failed to demonstrate
a clear spatial correlation between the presence of DPR inclusions and neurodegenera-
tion [30,31,40,113,114]. In fact, DPR-positive inclusions appear to be quite rare, at least in
comparison to the number of TDP43-positive inclusions found within the brains of patients
with C9 ALS/FTD [41]. Intriguingly, one recent study has demonstrated a moderate corre-
lation between the density of poly-GR aggregates and the extent of neurodegeneration in
the frontal cortex [115], where the cytoplasmic poly-GR aggregates appear to be relatively
abundant [116]. While this appears to be in line with the observation that poly-GR is toxic
in Drosophila and mice, it remains inherently difficult to interpret the functional relevance
from correlative observations across model systems.
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Table 1. Evidence of DPR toxicity from the tissues of patients with C9 ALS/FTD and
in vivo model systems. Relative abundance of each DPR in patient tissue is indicated by “+”
(++++ > +). DPR = dipeptide repeat, ND = neurodegeneration, UPS = ubiquitin–proteasome system,
SGs = stress granules.

DPR

C9-Patient Tissue Models Systems

Rel. Abun-
dance

Correlation
with ND In Vivo Toxicity Proceses

Affected

Poly-GA ++++ no evidence mouse (CFP-GA149, [111];
GFP-GA175, [112])

UPS, autophagy,
ER stress

Poly-GP +++ no evidence no evidence UPS

Poly-GR ++ yes
Drosophila eye and adult neurons

(GR36 and GR100, [20]), mouse
(GFP-GR200, [54])

UPS, translation,
SGs

Poly-PR + no evidence
Drosophila eye and adult neurons

(PR36 and PR100, [20]; PR50,
[110]), mouse (GFP-PR175, [112])

UPS, translation,
ER stress, SGs

Poly-PA + no evidence no evidence N/A

4.2. How Do DPRs Induce Toxicity in Physiologically Relevant Conditions?

The level of DPR expression used in cell culture and within in vivo model systems,
which largely rely on G4C2 overexpression or the treatment with synthetic DPRs, are
likely much higher than in patients. Indeed, DPRs are expressed at relatively low levels
in patient-derived iPSCs. This highlights the need to validate the reported effects of DPR
toxicity in patient tissues and patient-derived cells, in which the toxicity of endogenous
levels of DPRs can be specifically investigated. Along these lines, it may also be important
to consider a recent study showing that common protein tags can affect the toxicity of DPRs
in vivo [117], again emphasizing the importance of studying endogenous DPRs.

In recent years, a lot of effort has been made to investigate the specific toxicity of
each individual DPR. While this has revealed both some overlapping and some distinct
pathways that appear to be targeted by each DPR (Table 1), these studies leave an important
question unanswered: how might the interaction between DPRs contribute to toxicity?
Initial evidence suggests, for example, that the co-expression of poly-PA and GA in the chick
embryonic spinal cord can reduce poly-GA aggregation and toxicity [118]. Conversely, in
another co-expression study, poly-GA was found to promote the aggregation and thereby
partially reduce the toxicity of poly-GR [119]. Again, whether such functional interactions
also occur between endogenous DPRs under physiological conditions will need to be
explored. Along these lines, it may be important to consider that DPRs generated from
the sense strand (poly-GA, GP, and GR) appear to be relatively more abundant in patients
with C9 ALS/FTD than those formed only by the antisense strand (poly-PA and poly-
PR) (Table 1) [113]. Again, how this ratio may affect the toxicity of DPRs will need to be
investigated thoroughly.

4.3. Why Is Each DPR Toxic?

The conformation of each DPR might widely affect toxicity as implied by the fact
that the aggregation status can alter DPR toxicity. Considering their differing biochemical
properties, it is likely that the toxic form will be different for each DPR. The hydrophobic
and uncharged poly-GA, for example, is highly aggregation-prone and indeed appears
to induce toxicity by sequestering components, such as the UPS, into their aggregates.
Strikingly, disruption of the aggregation propensity via the insertion of proline residues
completely abolished GA toxicity in primary neuronal cell culture [35], suggesting that
poly-GA is most toxic in its aggregated form. Whether the positively charged poly-GR,
for example, is more toxic in its soluble form could provide important improvements
to understanding the mechanisms underlying DPR toxicity. These considerations have
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particular importance when evaluating how DPRs are cleared by protein degradation and
how their disruptions of protein homeostasis may contribute to disease progression. The
possible DPR-induced reduction in autophagic clearance, for example, may not affect the
toxicity of soluble DPRs but may be a critical enhancer of the aggregation-prone poly-GA.

5. Conclusions

While the correlation between DPR toxicity and disruptions in protein homeostasis
are evident, cause–effect relationships are currently hard to derive from the large body of
data obtained in different systems displaying DPR accumulation. For example, while ER
stress appears to be a hallmark of DPR toxicity, it is unclear how DPR toxicity may induce
ER stress and whether this also contributes to DPR-induced disease progression.

Some insight may be gained from studying the interdependencies of protein home-
ostasis pathways (Figure 3). Specifically, while these pathways normally act in close concert
to respond to proteotoxic stress, it is important to consider that crosstalk may instead
perpetuate C9-ALS/FTD disease progression. Proteasome inhibition, for example, is a
well-established inducer of ER stress [120,121], which leads to the suppression of global
translation to reduce the burden of protein accumulation. In the context of DPR toxic-
ity, however, another outcome emerges, as ER stress promotes the RAN translation of
G4C2 transcripts and therefore paradoxically enhances the burden of toxic DPR accumula-
tion [80–84]. It is therefore conceivable that the inhibition of the UPS may not only reduce
the clearance of DPRs but may also indirectly increase their translation (Figure 3A).
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 Figure 3. Interplay between protein homeostasis pathways as a potential amplifier of DPR toxicity.
(A) DPR-associated inhibition of the proteasome may be a trigger of ER stress, which in turn leads
to the increased RAN translation of G4C2 transcripts. (B) DPR-induced ER stress leads to the
formation of stress granules (SGs), which in turn may lead to the increased aggregation of DPRs.
(C) DPR-associated inhibition of autophagy may lead to the reduced clearance of SGs. Conversely,
DPR-associated SGs contribute to the disruptions in the nuclear pore complex (NPC), which may
further inhibit the initiation of autophagy.
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ER stress induction and subsequent translational suppression also leads to the forma-
tion of SGs, which sequester non-translating mRNA, translation initiation complexes, and
RBPs. Indeed, proteasome inhibition has been linked to increased SG formation [108,122,123].
DPRs, however, appear to trigger the persistence of SGs by reducing their liquid-like prop-
erties and may even use SGs to mediate their own aggregation. Again, the burden of toxic
DPR accumulation is thereby perpetuated. With increased DPR translation and aggrega-
tion, it is conceivable that proteasome activity may be further inhibited, ER stress may be
chronically induced, and aberrant SG formation may be further enhanced. Taken together,
this reveals a self-sustaining feedback loop that perpetuates DPR toxicity (Figure 3B).

Along these lines, it is also interesting to consider the crosstalk between autophagy,
stress granules, and the NPC. Importantly, autophagy is emerging as a mediator of SG
clearance [108,124,125]. Could the DPR-induced impairments in autophagy therefore
also contribute to the persistence of aberrant SGs? Moreover, the persistence of SGs
may conversely reduce the TFEB-mediated transcriptional activation of the autophagy
pathway, via NPC disruptions. Specifically, DPR-induced SGs have been shown to sequester
components of the NPC, including the nucleoporin POM121 [54,126], which is a known
modulator of TFEB-mediated autophagy [49]. As a result, DPRs and SGs further accumulate
in a vicious cycle (Figure 3C).

Ultimately, while the crosstalk between catabolic and anabolic pathways is essen-
tial for maintaining protein homeostasis, their interplay appears to create self-sustaining
pathogenic loops, potentially amplifying the pathogenic effects of the DPRs. Decipher-
ing the contributions of feedback and feedforward interdependencies will be crucial to
identifying key molecular targets to develop future therapies.
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75. Kramer, N.J.; Haney, M.S.; Morgens, D.W.; Jovičić, A.; Couthouis, J.; Li, A.; Ousey, J.; Ma, R.; Bieri, G.; Tsui, C.K.; et al. CRISPR-
Cas9 screens in human cells and primary neurons identify modifiers of C9ORF72 dipeptide-repeat-protein toxicity. Nat. Genet.
2018, 50, 603–612. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

76. Wang, R.; Xu, X.; Hao, Z.; Zhang, S.; Wu, D.; Sun, H.; Mu, C.; Ren, H.; Wang, G. Poly-PR in C9ORF72-Related Amyotrophic
Lateral Sclerosis/Frontotemporal Dementia Causes Neurotoxicity by Clathrin-Dependent Endocytosis. Neurosci. Bull. 2019, 35,
889–900. [CrossRef]

77. Zu, T.; Guo, S.; Bardhi, O.; Ryskamp, D.A.; Li, J.; Tusi, S.K.; Engelbrecht, A.; Klippel, K.; Chakrabarty, P.; Nguyen, L.; et al.
Metformin inhibits RAN translation through PKR pathway and mitigates disease in C9orf72 ALS/FTD mice. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
USA 2020, 117, 18591–18599. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

78. Zhang, Y.J.; Gendron, T.F.; Ebbert, M.T.W.; O’Raw, A.D.; Yue, M.; Jansen-West, K.; Zhang, X.; Prudencio, M.; Chew, J.; Cook, C.N.;
et al. Poly(GR) impairs protein translation and stress granule dynamics in C9orf72-associated frontotemporal dementia and
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Nat. Med. 2018, 24, 1136–1142. [CrossRef]

79. Sahana, T.G.; Chase, K.J.; Liu, F.; Lloyd, T.E.; Rossoll, W.; Zhang, K. c-Jun N-Terminal Kinase Promotes Stress Granule Assembly
and Neurodegeneration in C9orf72-Mediated ALS and FTD. J. Neurosci. 2023, 43, 3186–3197. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

80. Green, K.M.; Glineburg, M.R.; Kearse, M.G.; Flores, B.N.; Linsalata, A.E.; Fedak, S.J.; Goldstrohm, A.C.; Barmada, S.J.; Todd, P.K.
RAN translation at C9orf72-associated repeat expansions is selectively enhanced by the integrated stress response. Nat. Commun.
2017, 8, 2005. [CrossRef]

81. Cheng, W.; Wang, S.; Mestre, A.A.; Fu, C.; Makarem, A.; Xian, F.; Hayes, L.R.; Lopez-Gonzalez, R.; Drenner, K.; Jiang, J.; et al.
C9ORF72 GGGGCC repeat-associated non-AUG translation is upregulated by stress through eIF2α phosphorylation. Nat.
Commun. 2018, 9, 51. [CrossRef]

82. Sonobe, Y.; Aburas, J.; Krishnan, G.; Fleming, A.C.; Ghadge, G.; Islam, P.; Warren, E.C.; Gu, Y.; Kankel, M.W.; Brown, A.E.X.; et al.
A C. elegans model of C9orf72-associated ALS/FTD uncovers a conserved role for eIF2D in RAN translation. Nat. Commun. 2021,
12, 6025. [CrossRef]

83. Sonobe, Y.; Ghadge, G.; Masaki, K.; Sendoel, A.; Fuchs, E.; Roos, R.P. Translation of dipeptide repeat proteins from the C9ORF72
expanded repeat is associated with cellular stress. Neurobiol. Dis. 2018, 116, 155–165. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

84. Westergard, T.; McAvoy, K.; Russell, K.; Wen, X.; Pang, Y.; Morris, B.; Pasinelli, P.; Trotti, D.; Haeusler, A. Repeat-associated non-
AUG translation in C9orf72- ALS/FTD is driven by neuronal excitation and stress. EMBO Mol. Med. 2019, 11, e9423. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

85. Tusi, S.K.; Nguyen, L.; Thangaraju, K.; Li, J.; Cleary, J.D.; Zu, T.; Ranum, L.P.W. The alternative initiation factor eIF2A plays key
role in RAN translation of myotonic dystrophy type 2 CCUG•CAGG repeats. Hum. Mol. Genet. 2021, 30, 1020–1029. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

86. Zheng, W.; Wang, K.; Wu, Y.; Yan, G.; Zhang, C.; Li, Z.; Wang, L.; Chen, S. C9orf72 regulates the unfolded protein response and
stress granule formation by interacting with eIF2α. Theranostics 2022, 12, 7289–7306. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

87. Kanekura, K.; Yagi, T.; Cammack, A.J.; Mahadevan, J.; Kuroda, M.; Harms, M.B.; Miller, T.M.; Urano, F. Poly-dipeptides encoded
by the C9ORF72 repeats block global protein translation. Hum. Mol. Genet. 2016, 25, 1803–1813. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

88. Moens, T.G.; Niccoli, T.; Wilson, K.M.; Atilano, M.L.; Birsa, N.; Gittings, L.M.; Holbling, B.V.; Dyson, M.C.; Thoeng, A.; Neeves, J.;
et al. C9orf72 arginine-rich dipeptide proteins interact with ribosomal proteins in vivo to induce a toxic translational arrest that is
rescued by eIF1A. Acta Neuropathol. 2019, 137, 487–500. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

89. Loveland, A.B.; Svidritskiy, E.; Susorov, D.; Lee, S.; Park, A.; Zvornicanin, S.; Demo, G.; Gao, F.B.; Korostelev, A.A. Ribosome
inhibition by C9ORF72-ALS/FTD-associated poly-PR and poly-GR proteins revealed by cryo-EM. Nat. Commun. 2022, 13, 2776.
[CrossRef]

90. Anderson, P.; Kedersha, N. Stress granules: The Tao of RNA triage. Trends Biochem. Sci. 2008, 33, 141–150. [CrossRef]
91. Buchan, J.R.; Parker, R. Eukaryotic Stress Granules: The Ins and Outs of Translation. Mol. Cell 2009, 36, 932–941. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
92. Nicchitta, C.V. An emerging role for the endoplasmic reticulum in stress granule biogenesis. Semin. Cell Dev. Biol. 2022, 156,

160–166. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
93. Lee, K.H.; Zhang, P.; Kim, H.J.; Mitrea, D.M.; Sarkar, M.; Freibaum, B.D.; Cika, J.; Coughlin, M.; Messing, J.; Molliex, A.;

et al. C9orf72 Dipeptide Repeats Impair the Assembly, Dynamics, and Function of Membrane-Less Organelles. Cell 2016, 167,
774–788.e17. [CrossRef]

94. Lin, Y.; Mori, E.; Kato, M.; Xiang, S.; Wu, L.; Kwon, I.; McKnight, S.L. Toxic PR Poly-Dipeptides Encoded by the C9orf72 Repeat
Expansion Target LC Domain Polymers. Cell 2016, 167, 789.e12–802.e12. [CrossRef]

95. Boeynaems, S.; Bogaert, E.; Kovacs, D.; Konijnenberg, A.; Timmerman, E.; Volkov, A.; Guharoy, M.; De Decker, M.; Jaspers,
T.; Ryan, V.H.; et al. Phase Separation of C9orf72 Dipeptide Repeats Perturbs Stress Granule Dynamics. Mol. Cell 2017, 65,
1044–1055.e5. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00401-022-02494-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36121477
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41588-018-0070-7
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29507424
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12264-019-00395-4
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2005748117
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32690681
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-018-0071-1
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1799-22.2023
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37015810
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-02200-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-02495-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-26303-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2018.05.009
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29792928
https://doi.org/10.15252/emmm.201809423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30617154
https://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddab098
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33856033
https://doi.org/10.7150/thno.76138
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36438488
https://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddw052
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26931465
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00401-018-1946-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30604225
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-30418-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibs.2007.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2009.11.020
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20064460
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.semcdb.2022.09.013
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36202692
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2017.02.013
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28306503


Cells 2024, 13, 178 15 of 16

96. Chew, J.; Cook, C.; Gendron, T.F.; Jansen-West, K.; Del Rosso, G.; Daughrity, L.M.; Castanedes-Casey, M.; Kurti, A.; Stankowski,
J.N.; Disney, M.D.; et al. Aberrant deposition of stress granule-resident proteins linked to C9orf72-associated TDP-43 proteinopathy.
Mol. Neurodegener. 2019, 14, 9. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

97. Dafinca, R.; Scaber, J.; Ababneh, N.; Lalic, T.; Weir, G.; Christian, H.; Vowles, J.; Douglas, A.G.L.; Fletcher-Jones, A.; Browne, C.;
et al. C9orf72 Hexanucleotide Expansions Are Associated with Altered Endoplasmic Reticulum Calcium Homeostasis and Stress
Granule Formation in Induced Pluripotent Stem Cell-Derived Neurons from Patients with Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis and
Frontotemporal Dementia. Stem Cells 2016, 34, 2063–2078. [CrossRef]

98. Alberti, S.; Hyman, A.A. Biomolecular condensates at the nexus of cellular stress, protein aggregation disease and ageing. Nat.
Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2021, 22, 196–213. [CrossRef]

99. Hartmann, H.; Hornburg, D.; Czuppa, M.; Bader, J.; Michaelsen, M.; Farny, D.; Arzberger, T.; Mann, M.; Meissner, F.; Edbauer, D.
Proteomics and C9orf72 neuropathology identify ribosomes as poly-GR/PR interactors driving toxicity. Life Sci. Alliance 2018,
1, e201800070. [CrossRef]

100. Baradaran-Heravi, Y.; Van Broeckhoven, C.; van der Zee, J. Stress granule mediated protein aggregation and underlying gene
defects in the FTD-ALS spectrum. Neurobiol. Dis. 2020, 134, 104639. [CrossRef]

101. Yang, P.; Mathieu, C.; Kolaitis, R.M.; Zhang, P.; Messing, J.; Yurtsever, U.; Yang, Z.; Wu, J.; Li, Y.; Pan, Q.; et al. G3BP1 Is a Tunable
Switch that Triggers Phase Separation to Assemble Stress Granules. Cell 2020, 181, 325–345.e28. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

102. Guillén-Boixet, J.; Kopach, A.; Holehouse, A.S.; Wittmann, S.; Jahnel, M.; Schlüßler, R.; Kim, K.; Trussina, I.R.E.A.; Wang, J.; Mateju,
D.; et al. RNA-Induced Conformational Switching and Clustering of G3BP Drive Stress Granule Assembly by Condensation. Cell
2020, 181, 346.e17–361.e17. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

103. Sanders, D.W.; Kedersha, N.; Lee, D.S.W.; Strom, A.R.; Drake, V.; Riback, J.A.; Bracha, D.; Eeftens, J.M.; Iwanicki, A.; Wang, A.; et al.
Competing Protein-RNA Interaction Networks Control Multiphase Intracellular Organization. Cell 2020, 181, 306.e28–324.e28.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

104. Park, J.; Wu, Y.; Shao, W.; Gendron, T.F.; van der Spek, S.J.F.; Sultanakhmetov, G.; Basu, A.; Castellanos Otero, P.; Jones, C.J.;
Jansen-West, K.; et al. Poly(GR) interacts with key stress granule factors promoting its assembly into cytoplasmic inclusions. Cell
Rep. 2023, 42, 112822. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

105. Molliex, A.; Temirov, J.; Lee, J.; Coughlin, M.; Kanagaraj, A.P.; Kim, H.J.; Mittag, T.; Taylor, J.P. Phase Separation by Low Complexity
Domains Promotes Stress Granule Assembly and Drives Pathological Fibrillization. Cell 2015, 163, 123–133. [CrossRef]

106. Patel, A.; Lee, H.O.; Jawerth, L.; Maharana, S.; Jahnel, M.; Hein, M.Y.; Stoynov, S.; Mahamid, J.; Saha, S.; Franzmann, T.M.; et al.
A Liquid-to-Solid Phase Transition of the ALS Protein FUS Accelerated by Disease Mutation. Cell 2015, 162, 1066–1077. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

107. Mackenzie, I.R.; Nicholson, A.M.; Sarkar, M.; Messing, J.; Purice, M.D.; Pottier, C.; Annu, K.; Baker, M.; Perkerson, R.B.; Kurti, A.;
et al. TIA1 Mutations in Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis and Frontotemporal Dementia Promote Phase Separation and Alter Stress
Granule Dynamics. Neuron 2017, 95, 808.e9–816.e9. [CrossRef]

108. Mateju, D.; Franzmann, T.M.; Patel, A.; Kopach, A.; Boczek, E.E.; Maharana, S.; Lee, H.O.; Carra, S.; Hyman, A.A.; Alberti, S.
An aberrant phase transition of stress granules triggered by misfolded protein and prevented by chaperone function. EMBO J.
2017, 36, 1669–1687. [CrossRef]

109. Ash, P.E.A.; Lei, S.; Shattuck, J.; Boudeau, S.; Carlomagno, Y.; Medalla, M.; Mashimo, B.L.; Socorro, G.; Al-Mohanna, L.F.A.; Jiang,
L.; et al. TIA1 potentiates tau phase separation and promotes generation of toxic oligomeric tau. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2021,
118, e2014188118. [CrossRef]

110. Xinmei, W.; Wenzhi, T.; Thomas, W.; Karthik, K.; Shamamandri, M.S.; Yingxiao, S.; Shaoyu, L.; Lin, S.; Shneider, N.A.; John, M.;
et al. Antisense Proline-Arginine RAN dipeptides linked to C9ORF72- ALS/FTD form toxic nuclear aggregates that initiate
in vitro and in vivo neuronal death. Neuron 2014, 84, 1213–1225.

111. Schludi, M.H.; Becker, L.; Garrett, L.; Gendron, T.F.; Zhou, Q.; Schreiber, F.; Popper, B.; Dimou, L.; Strom, T.M.; Winkelmann, J.;
et al. Spinal poly-GA inclusions in a C9orf72 mouse model trigger motor deficits and inflammation without neuron loss. Acta
Neuropathol. 2017, 134, 241–254. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

112. LaClair, K.D.; Zhou, Q.; Michaelsen, M.; Wefers, B.; Brill, M.S.; Janjic, A.; Rathkolb, B.; Farny, D.; Cygan, M.; de Angelis, M.H.;
et al. Congenic expression of poly-GA but not poly-PR in mice triggers selective neuron loss and interferon responses found in
C9orf72 ALS. Acta Neuropathol. 2020, 140, 121–142. [CrossRef]

113. Mackenzie, I.R.; Frick, P.; Grässer, F.A.; Gendron, T.F.; Petrucelli, L.; Cashman, N.R.; Edbauer, D.; Kremmer, E.; Prudlo, J.; Troost,
D.; et al. Quantitative analysis and clinico-pathological correlations of different dipeptide repeat protein pathologies in C9ORF72
mutation carriers. Acta Neuropathol. 2015, 130, 845–861. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

114. Davidson, Y.S.; Barker, H.; Robinson, A.C.; Thompson, J.C.; Harris, J.; Troakes, C.; Smith, B.; Al-Saraj, S.; Shaw, C.; Rollinson, S.;
et al. Brain distribution of dipeptide repeat proteins in frontotemporal lobar degeneration and motor neurone disease associated
with expansions in C9ORF72. Acta Neuropathol. Commun. 2014, 2, 70. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

115. Sakae, N.; Bieniek, K.F.; Zhang, Y.J.; Ross, K.; Gendron, T.F.; Murray, M.E.; Rademakers, R.; Petrucelli, L.; Dickson, D.W. Poly-GR
dipeptide repeat polymers correlate with neurodegeneration and Clinicopathological subtypes in C9ORF72-related brain disease.
Acta Neuropathol. Commun. 2018, 6, 63. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1186/s13024-019-0310-z
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30767771
https://doi.org/10.1002/stem.2388
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41580-020-00326-6
https://doi.org/10.26508/lsa.201800070
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2019.104639
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2020.03.046
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32302571
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2020.03.049
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32302572
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2020.03.050
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32302570
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2023.112822
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37471224
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2015.09.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2015.07.047
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26317470
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2017.07.025
https://doi.org/10.15252/embj.201695957
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2014188118
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00401-017-1711-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28409281
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00401-020-02176-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00401-015-1476-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26374446
https://doi.org/10.1186/2051-5960-2-70
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24950788
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40478-018-0564-7


Cells 2024, 13, 178 16 of 16

116. Saberi, S.; Stauffer, J.E.; Jiang, J.; Garcia, S.D.; Taylor, A.E.; Schulte, D.; Ohkubo, T.; Schloffman, C.L.; Maldonado, M.; Baughn, M.;
et al. Sense-encoded poly-GR dipeptide repeat proteins correlate to neurodegeneration and uniquely co-localize with TDP-43 in
dendrites of repeat-expanded C9orf72 amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Acta Neuropathol. 2018, 135, 459–474. [CrossRef]

117. Morón-Oset, J.; Fischer, L.K.S.; Carcolé, M.; Giblin, A.; Zhang, P.; Isaacs, A.M.; Grönke, S.; Partridge, L. Toxicity of C9orf72-
associated dipeptide repeat peptides is modified by commonly used protein tags. Life Sci. Alliance 2023, 6, e202201739. [CrossRef]

118. Lee, Y.B.; Baskaran, P.; Gomez-Deza, J.; Chen, H.J.; Nishimura, A.L.; Smith, B.N.; Troakes, C.; Adachi, Y.; Stepto, A.; Petrucelli, L.;
et al. C9orf72 poly GA RAN-translated protein plays a key role in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis via aggregation and toxicity. Hum.
Mol. Genet. 2017, 26, 4765–4777. [CrossRef]

119. Yang, D.; Abdallah, A.; Li, Z.; Lu, Y.; Almeida, S.; Gao, F.B. FTD/ALS-associated poly(GR) protein impairs the Notch pathway
and is recruited by poly(GA) into cytoplasmic inclusions. Acta Neuropathol. 2015, 130, 525–535. [CrossRef]

120. Nishitoh, H.; Matsuzawa, A.; Tobiume, K.; Saegusa, K.; Takeda, K.; Inoue, K.; Hori, S.; Kakizuka, A.; Ichijo, H. ASK1 is essential
for endoplasmic reticulum stress-induced neuronal cell death triggered by expanded polyglutamine repeats. Genes Dev. 2002, 16,
1345–1355. [CrossRef]

121. Jiang, H.Y.; Wek, R.C. Phosphorylation of the α-subunit of the eukaryotic initiation factor-2 (eIF2α) reduces protein synthesis and
enhances apoptosis in response to proteasome inhibition. J. Biol. Chem. 2005, 280, 14189–14202. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

122. Seguin, S.J.; Morelli, F.F.; Vinet, J.; Amore, D.; De Biasi, S.; Poletti, A.; Rubinsztein, D.C.; Carra, S. Inhibition of autophagy,
lysosome and VCP function impairs stress granule assembly. Cell Death Differ. 2014, 21, 1838–1851. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

123. Mazroui, R.; Di Marco, S.; Kaufman, R.J.; Gallouzi, I.E. Inhibition of the ubiquitin-proteasome system induces stress granule
formation. Mol. Biol. Cell 2007, 18, 2603–2618. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

124. Buchan, J.R.; Kolaitis, R.M.; Taylor, J.P.; Parker, R. XEukaryotic stress granules are cleared by autophagy and Cdc48/VCP function.
Cell 2013, 153, 1461–1474. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

125. Yang, C.; Wang, Z.; Kang, Y.; Yi, Q.; Wang, T.; Bai, Y.; Liu, Y. Stress granule homeostasis is modulated by TRIM21-mediated
ubiquitination of G3BP1 and autophagy-dependent elimination of stress granules. Autophagy 2023, 19, 1934–1951. [CrossRef]

126. Zhang, K.; Daigle, J.G.; Cunningham, K.M.; Coyne, A.N.; Ruan, K.; Grima, J.C.; Bowen, K.E.; Wadhwa, H.; Yang, P.; Rigo, F.; et al.
Stress Granule Assembly Disrupts Nucleocytoplasmic Transport. Cell 2018, 173, 958.e17–971.e17. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00401-017-1793-8
https://doi.org/10.26508/lsa.202201739
https://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddx350
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00401-015-1448-6
https://doi.org/10.1101/gad.992302
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M413660200
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15684420
https://doi.org/10.1038/cdd.2014.103
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25034784
https://doi.org/10.1091/mbc.e06-12-1079
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17475769
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2013.05.037
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23791177
https://doi.org/10.1080/15548627.2022.2164427
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2018.03.025

	Introduction 
	The Impact of C9-Associated Toxic Repeats on Protein Degradation Pathways 
	Poly-GA Inhibits Protein Degradation via the UPS 
	C9-Associated Toxic Repeats Disrupt Autophagosome and Lysosome Biogenesis 

	DPRs as Modulators of Stress Responses 
	DPRs Induce Chronic ER stress 
	DPRs Disrupt Stress Granule Homeostasis 

	Open Questions 
	Which DPR Is the Most Toxic in Patients? 
	How Do DPRs Induce Toxicity in Physiologically Relevant Conditions? 
	Why Is Each DPR Toxic? 

	Conclusions 
	References

