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Abstract: Protein homeostasis, or proteostasis, is crucial for the functioning of a cell, as proteins that
are mislocalized, present in excessive amounts, or aberrant due to misfolding or other type of damage
can be harmful. Proteostasis includes attaining the correct protein structure, localization, and the for-
mation of higher order complexes, and well as the appropriate protein concentrations. Consequences
of proteostasis imbalance are evident in a range of neurodegenerative diseases characterized by
protein misfolding and aggregation, such as Alzheimer’s, Parkinson’s, and amyotrophic lateral
sclerosis. To protect the cell from the accumulation of aberrant proteins, a network of protein quality
control (PQC) pathways identifies the substrates and direct them towards refolding or elimination
via regulated protein degradation. The main pathway for degradation of misfolded proteins is the
ubiquitin-proteasome system. PQC pathways have been first described in the cytoplasm and the
endoplasmic reticulum, however, accumulating evidence indicates that the nucleus is an important
PQC compartment for ubiquitination and proteasomal degradation of not only nuclear, but also cyto-
plasmic proteins. In this review, we summarize the nuclear ubiquitin-proteasome pathways involved
in proteostasis maintenance in yeast, focusing on inner nuclear membrane-associated degradation
(INMAD) and San1-mediated protein quality control.

Keywords: proteasome; ubiquitin; nucleus; inner nuclear membrane; yeast; proteostasis; protein
quality control; protein misfolding

1. Introduction

Maintaining a functional proteome, or proteostasis, is one of the key tasks in the cell.
Proteins that are aberrant, for instance due to misfolding, inability to form complexes, or in-
correct localization, can be harmful for the cell as a result of a loss of function, interference
with other processes or inappropriate interactions with other components in the cell [1,2].
Proteins are at risk of misfolding especially during protein synthesis and assembly into
higher-order structures or protein complexes [3]. The effect of protein misfolding and ag-
gregation is particularly evident in proteinopathies, including neurodegenerative diseases
such as Alzheimer’s, Parkinson’s, Huntington’s, amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, and others,
where accumulation of protein aggregates is a hallmark of pathology. Cells have developed
an intricate network of protein quality control (PQC) pathways by which they facilitate
folding, assess protein quality, and in the case of an aberrant protein, initiate a proper
response to mitigate the damage, either by refolding, or by eliminating the protein via
degradation pathways. The main pathway for degradation of misfolded proteins is the
ubiquitin-proteasome system.

Degradation-mediated PQC mechanisms have been best described in the cytoplasm
and endoplasmic reticulum (ER) [4], however nucleus has emerged as a key PQC com-
partment for ubiquitination and proteasomal degradation of not only nuclear, but also
cytoplasmic proteins [5]. In cells, proteasomes are localized in the cytoplasm, as well as in
the nucleus [6–9]. In fact, in proliferating yeast cells, the majority of cellular proteasomes
are localized in the nucleus [10]. Nucleus and the inner nuclear membrane (INM) contain
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ubiquitination machinery involved in PQC pathways that are important for proteostasis
maintenance. In this paper, we summarize recent findings on nuclear ubiquitin-proteasome
pathways that function in PQC in Saccharomyces cerevisiae: The INM-associated degradation
(INMAD) mediated by the E3 ubiquitin ligases Asi1-3, Doa10, and APC/C, and a nuclear
pathway for degradation of misfolded proteins mediated by the E3 ubiquitin ligase San1
(Figure 1 and Table 1).

Figure 1. Nuclear ubiquitin-proteasome-dependent protein quality control pathways in yeast. Inner nuclear membrane-
associated degradation (INMAD) is mediated via E3 ubiquitin ligases Asi1-3, Doa10, and APC/C. Integral INM-localized
Asi-complex consists of E3 ubiquitin ligases Asi1 and Asi3, and a substrate-specific adaptor protein Asi2. Asi-complex
targets nuclear RI-degron-containing proteins. Integral membrane Asi-substrates include proteins mislocalized to the
INM, orphan subunits of unassembled proteins complexes, and temperature-sensitive (ts) mutants. Integral membrane E3
ligase Doa10 localizes to both the endoplasmic reticulum and the INM, and its substrates include Deg1-degron containing
proteins, Ndc10-2 kinetochore mutant protein, and INM protein Asi2. E3 ligase APC/C with its co-activator Cdh1 target
Mps3, an integral INM protein of the spindle pole body (SPB). Nuclear E3 ligase San1 targets misfolded cytoplasmic
and nuclear proteins for proteasomal degradation. Upon ubiquitin proteasome system overload, misfolded nuclear and
cytoplasmic proteins can be reversibly sequestered into intranuclear quality compartment (INQ) by the sequestrase Btn2.
Upon disaggregation, misfolded proteins can be directed to refolding or degradation.

1.1. Ubiquitin-Proteasome System

The main site for degradation of misfolded and short-lived proteins is the proteasome,
a multiprotein proteolytic machine consisting of a 20S catalytic core particle, and one or
two 19S regulatory particles that recognize proteins marked for destruction and regulate
substrate entry into the core [11]. Proteins are tagged for proteasomal degradation by
attachment of ubiquitin, a small, highly conserved globular protein, which is recognized
by ubiquitin binding proteins in the regulatory particle of the proteasome. Regulatory
particle additionally contains ATPases that unfold the substrate and translocate it into the
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20S chamber for proteolysis by three distinct enzymatic activities, resulting in substrate
cleavage into short peptides. The core tunnel is narrow, and as a consequence, proteins must
be unfolded prior to degradation by the proteasome [12]. Due to the physical constraints
of the 20S core tunnel, the proteasome is able to degrade individual proteins, while protein
aggregates and larger structures can be degraded by autophagy [13]. The role of autophagy
in degradation of nuclear components has been reviewed elsewhere [14].

Ubiquitin is covalently attached to the protein substrate in a series of enzymatic reac-
tions catalyzed by ubiquitin activating enzyme (E1), ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme (E2),
and E3 ubiquitin-protein ligase, usually to the lysine residue side chains [15]. Proteins that
have failed to attain a proper structure due to genetic mutations, errors in translation or en-
vironmental stress, display degradation signals, or degrons [16], protein segments that are
often characterized by exposed stretches of hydrophobic residues. Normally, hydrophobic
peptides are buried within the folded protein, localized at the interface with interacting
proteins, or embedded within a membrane layer, but may become exposed due to protein
misfolding, truncation, or a lack of interaction partner. These signals are recognized by
the ubiquitination machinery, often assisted by the molecular chaperones, and the main
determinants of protein substrate selectivity are E3 ubiquitin protein ligases [17].

Prior to the delivery to the proteasome, many polyubiquitinated proteins present
in protein complexes or embedded within membranes need to be first extracted by the
Cdc48 ATPase complex [18]. Cdc48 is a conserved ATP-ase of the AAA+ family (ATPases
associated with a variety of cellular activities) whose cellular functions are determined by
its association with many different cofactors, including a heterodimer formed by Ufd1 and
Npl4 [19]. Within the Cdc48-Ufd1-Npl4 complex, co-factor Npl4 is responsible for recog-
nizing polyubiquitinated substrates, with a strong preference for the K48-type ubiquitin
chains [20]. Cdc48-complex bound polyubiquitinated substrate is extracted by passing
through the central pore of the Cdc48 homo-hexameric ring, by the ATP hydrolysis, and is
subsequently released from the Cdc48-complex.

Polyubiquitinated substrates may be bound by the proteasome directly, by the ubiqui-
tin receptors present in the proteasome regulatory particle. Alternatively, polyubiquitinated
substrates could be delivered to the proteasome indirectly, via ubiquitin-like (UbL) and
ubiquitin-associated (UBA) family of ubiquitin binding proteins, represented by Dsk2,
Rad23, and Ddi1 in yeast [21]. The UBA domain of these proteins binds to ubiquitin on the
modified substrates, while their UbL domains bind to ubiquitin receptors at the proteasome
regulatory particle [21]. UbL-UBA proteins thus serve as adaptors that link ubiquitinated
substrate proteins to the proteasome, delivering them for degradation [21]. The data from
a recent study indicate that a large proportion of ubiquitinated proteasome substrates are
delivered to the proteasomes indirectly, by UbL-UBA proteins Rad23 and Dsk2 [20].

Substrate-bound polyubiquitin chains can be trimmed or removed by the activity
of deubiquitinating enzymes (DUBs), which hydrolyze the bond between substrate and
the ubiquitin, or between two ubiquitin molecules [22]. Yeast genome encodes around
20 different DUBs that are localized in ER, mitochondria, nucleus, and cytoplasm, including
two DUBs, Ubp6 and Rpn11, that are associated with the proteasome regulatory parti-
cle [23]. Different functions of DUBs include protein stabilization or reversal of ubiquitin
signaling by the removal of ubiquitin chains from target proteins, editing the ubiquitin
modification by trimming the polyubiquitin chains and ubiquitin recycling [22]. A recent
screen examining the role of DUBs in protein quality control showed that the degradation
of cytosolic quality control substrates is affected by a wide range of the DUB deletion
mutants, furthermore the ER-associated degradation is affected by deletion of a DUB gene
UBP3, together indicating the involvement of DUBs in the quality control pathways [24].

The ubiquitin-proteasome pathways, including the proteasome, ubiquitination,
and deubiquitination machinery, chaperones, and accessory proteins, are conserved from
yeast to human [17].
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1.2. The Nucleus and the Nuclear Envelope at a Glance

The nucleus is enclosed by the nuclear envelope (NE), which consists of two lipid
bilayers, the inner and the outer nuclear membrane (INM and ONM) [25]. INM and ONM
are joined together at the sites of nuclear pore complexes, which allow nucleocytoplasmic
transport. While the ONM is continuous with the ER membrane, the INM has a specific pro-
tein composition that considerably differs from that of the ONM and the ER. In metazoan
cells the nuclear side of the INM is lined by a meshwork of lamin intermediate filaments
and lamin-interacting proteins, called the nuclear lamina [26,27].

Following their co- or post-translational insertion into the ER membrane, integral
membrane proteins destined to the INM are able to diffuse from the ER membrane to the
ONM and can gain access to the INM via the nuclear pore membrane [28]. Although many
mechanistic details of INM protein transport are still unclear, most INM proteins appear to
reach the INM by diffusion, with their extraluminal domains passing through the central
or lateral channels of the nuclear pore complex and can be retained in the nucleus via
interaction with nuclear components, such as lamins or chromatin [28]. INM targeting of
certain integral membrane proteins requires active transport, similar to the pathway used
by soluble cargo [29].

2. Inner Nuclear Membrane-Associated Degradation (INMAD)
2.1. Asi1-3 Complex—An Integral Membrane E3 Ubiquitin Ligase at the INM

A new ubiquitination pathway, based on a protein complex formed by two inte-
gral membrane E3 ubiquitin ligases, Asi1 and Asi3, has recently been discovered at the
INM [30,31]. Asi1 and Asi3 are homologous proteins comprising five membrane-spanning
helices, and a C-terminal RING domain oriented towards the nucleoplasm [32,33]. The mul-
timeric Asi-complex additionally contains a third component, an integral membrane protein
Asi2, which seems to function as an adaptor that facilitates binding of certain substrates
and promotes their ubiquitination by E3 ligases Asi1 and Asi3 [31,34]. Asi1 and Asi3 func-
tion together with two E2 enzymes [31], Ubc6, an integral membrane protein, and Ubc7,
a soluble protein that is associated with the membrane via integral membrane protein
Cue1 [35]. In some cases, Asi1-3 have been reported to function with another combination
of E2 enzymes, a soluble E2 enzyme Ubc4, and Ubc7 [30,34]. While Ubc6 and Ubc4 initiate
the formation of ubiquitin chains by attaching the first ubiquitin molecule to the substrate,
Ubc7 elongates ubiquitin chains by adding additional ubiquitin molecules, mainly via
ubiquitin K48 linkage [34,36].

Asi-substrates include integral membrane and soluble proteins (Table 1).
First characterized Asi-substrates were two homologous latent cytoplasmic tran-

scription factors Stp1 and Stp2 [31,37] that function as downstream effectors of the SPS
(Ssy1-Ptr3-Ssy5) sensor pathway, a signaling pathway that senses the presence of extracel-
lular amino acids and regulate the expression of specific amino acid permeases [38]. In the
absence of inducing amino acids, Stp1/2 are retained in the cytoplasm by the cytoplasmic
retention motif RI present within their N-terminal domains [37–39]. In the presence of in-
ducing amino acids, the N-terminal domain encompassing RI region is endoproteolytically
cleaved, and processed Stp1/2 are able to accumulate in the nucleus where they activate
expression of a specific set of genes. However, the cytoplasmic retention mechanism
appears to be leaky, as small amounts of full-length Stp1/2 containing the RI region are
able to escape and enter nucleus [32]. Intriguingly, in the nucleus RI region also functions
as an Asi-dependent degron, which targets unprocessed Stp1/2 that have inappropri-
ately entered nucleus for degradation, thus ensuring Stp1/2 latency [31,37]. The RI motif,
comprising around 20 amino acid residues, is predicted to fold into an amphipathic α-helix,
a secondary structure characterized by the segregation of hydrophobic and polar residues
at two faces of a helix [37]. Considering that the Stp1/2 are soluble proteins, RI-degron
is likely recognized by the long nucleoplasmically oriented domains of Asi1-3 or Asi2,
or possibly via another, yet unidentified, adaptor.
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Integral membrane Asi-substrates include mislocalized integral membrane proteins
that normally function in the ER, vacuole, and other membrane compartments in the
cell [31,40], and orphan subunits of unassembled protein complexes [34], both of which
presumably reach the INM by lateral diffusion from the ER membrane via the nuclear
pore membrane. In an assay based on split-GFP complementation system to detect INM-
localized integral membrane proteins, around 20 proteins, which are not normally present at
the INM in wild-type, were detected at the INM in asi1∆ deletion mutant, and additionally,
around 40 proteins showed increased INM levels in asi1∆ mutant compared to wild-
type [40]. In contrast to orphan subunits, INM access of assembled protein complexes
may be hindered by the larger size of their cytoplasmic domains, a larger number of
transmembrane domains, and possibly interactions with cytosolic components [34].

In comparison to the double mutant hrd1∆ire1∆, which has an impaired ERAD (due to
the deletion of HRD1) and unfolded protein response (due to the deletion of IRE1) path-
ways, the triple mutant hrd1∆ire1∆asi1∆ that further lacks Asi1 exhibited a severe growth
defect when grown at an elevated temperature [31]. The synthetic lethality phenotype
demonstrated that Asi1 and Hrd1 function in two distinct parallel pathways, and ad-
ditionally suggested that Asi complex might be able to target some misfolded proteins
that escape ER under the conditions of non-functional ERAD. In support of this possi-
bility, identified Asi-substrates include certain temperature sensitive mutants of integral
membrane proteins, which presumably become misfolded at an elevated temperature [34].

How Asi-complex recognizes foreign proteins and distinguishes them from INM
resident proteins is not entirely clear. It has been shown that Asi-proteins recognize their
membrane substrates via direct interaction with substrate transmembrane domains [34].
Following ubiquitination by Asi1 and Asi3, substrates undergo membrane extraction by the
Cdc48-complex [34]. In many cases, efficient degradation of Asi-substrates is dependent
on Asi2, however the degradation of some Asi substrates does not require Asi2, indicating
that Asi2 may function as a substrate-specific adaptor [30,31]. In accordance with this
possibility, Asi1- and Asi3-dependent ubiquitination of certain transmembrane substrates
in in vitro reconstituted liposomes was decreased by two thirds when Asi2 was absent [34].
Ubiquitination of Asi2-independent substrates may be based on direct recognition by Asi1
and Asi3 or may involve additional yet unidentified factors.

Although Asi1-3 was able to target some temperature sensitive mutants, which are
probably misfolded at a restrictive temperature [34], most of the integral membrane Asi-
substrates are wild-type, likely folded proteins that are mislocalized or lack interaction
partners. It is possible that foreign proteins are characterized by specific features in their
transmembrane domains, which are recognized by direct interaction with Asi1-3, or by
a lack of INM-localized or intranuclear interaction partner, which may lead to exposure
of Asi-dependent degradation signal. Asi-dependent degradation of soluble unprocessed
transcription factor Stp1 containing the RI region could also be categorized as a degra-
dation of mislocalized protein. Cytoplasmic retention determinant RI present within the
latent form of Stp1 turns into an Asi-dependent degron when the RI-containing protein
enters the nucleus, thus marking RI-containing nuclear proteins as mislocalized. Taken to-
gether, Asi-complex seems to primarily function as a scavenger of integral membrane
and soluble proteins that are mislocalized to the INM or nucleus, thereby controlling the
protein composition at the INM and indirectly regulating nuclear processes, such as gene
expression.

2.2. Degradation of Nuclear Proteins by the Integral Membrane E3 Ligase Doa10

Doa10 (Degradation Of Alpha2) is an integral membrane E3 ubiquitin ligase in the ER
and INM membranes [41,42], best known for its role in ER-associated degradation where
it targets integral membrane proteins with lesions in extraluminal or membrane regions,
and certain soluble substrates [41,43,44]. In ERAD, Doa10 has a partially overlapping role
with the ER-membrane E3 ligase Hrd1 [35], which primarily recognizes substrates with
lesions facing the ER lumen and integral membrane substrates [45]. Doa10 and its mam-
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malian homolog Teb4/ MARCHVI [46] comprise multiple membrane-spanning segments
and an extraluminally oriented RING domain within its N-terminal region. Doa10 func-
tions with two E2 enzymes, Ubc6 and Ubc7 [41], which exhibit distinct functions in sub-
strate ubiquitination, as described in the previous section [36]. Proteasomal degradation of
membrane protein Doa10 substrates additionally requires the Cdc48 complex activity [43].

Nuclear Doa10 substrates include transcriptional repressor MATα2 [41], temperature
sensitive mutant of a kinetochore protein Ndc10 [43], and integral INM protein Asi2 [47]
(Table 1). Taking into consideration that all proteins are synthesized in the cytoplasm or at
the ER-membrane bound ribosomes, Doa10-mediated substrate ubiquitination could occur
both in the cytoplasm and/or in the nucleus. Asi2 is only partially stabilized in the doa10∆
deletion mutant, indicating an involvement of a parallel pathway in its turnover [47].
Interestingly, lysine-less Asi2 mutant in which all lysine residues have been changed to
arginine is also turned over in a Doa10-Ubc6-Ubc7-dependent manner, likely on Ser/Thr
residues, indicating the involvement of Doa10-dependent pathway in non-lysine protein
ubiquitination [48]. In concert with this finding, it has been shown that Ubc6 is able to
attach ubiquitin to hydroxylated side chains of amino acid residues in Doa10-substrates [36].
Another component of the Asi-complex, E3 ligase Asi1 is stabilized in the ubc7∆ mutant
and in a mutant lacking functional Cdc48 or its adaptor Ubx1, but not in the doa10∆ deletion
mutant [49]. These findings indicate that distinct pathways are involved in the turnover of
specific INM proteins.

Degradation via Doa10 seems to require exposure of hydrophobic regions such as
the ones usually buried inside proteins or present at the protein-protein interface [50–52].
Doa10-dependent degrons can be cytoplasmic or located within the membrane spanning
region of integral membrane proteins [41,43,44,53]. First discovered Doa10 substrate is
a short-lived soluble transcriptional repressor MATα2 that contains a Doa10-dependent
degradation signal within the first 62 amino acid residues, named Deg1 [41,54]. In fact,
Doa10 was identified in a genetic screen looking for doa (Degradation of Alpha2) mutants,
using Deg1 degron fused to Ura3, a biosynthetic enzyme that is required for growth on me-
dia lacking uracil [41]. The key determinant of the Deg1 degron is the hydrophobic surface
of the amphipathic helix [50]. When the degron is hidden within a heterodimer with the
transcriptional repressor MATa1, MATα2 protein is stabilized [50]. An amphipathic helix
is also a crucial component of a Doa10-dependent degradation signal in the kinetochore
protein Ndc10 [53]. In addition to the amphipathic helix, efficient ubiquitination of Ndc10
requires a loosely structured hydrophobic region at the C-terminus [53]. Findings by Ravid
and co-workers indicate that Ndc10 degron is normally buried within the protein, however,
specific mutations, such as A914T mutation in the temperature sensitive Ndc10-2 mutant,
may lead to structural perturbations that expose the degron and thus enable recognition by
Doa10, possibly assisted by Hsp70 chaperones [53]. According to structural predictions,
N-terminal nucleoplasmically oriented domain of the INM protein Asi2 also possesses a
region predicted to form an amphipathic helix (our unpublished data), followed by a region
of high hydrophobicity that is predicted to form a transmembrane α helix, which however
does not cross the membrane [33]. Based on the analogy to Ndc10 [53], it is possible that
these two determinants together form a Doa10-dependent degron.

2.3. Regulation of INM SUN-Domain Protein Mps3 Levels via E3 Ligase APC/C-Dependent Pathway

A recent study investigated the degradation of Mps3, a conserved integral SUN-
domain protein of the INM that associates with the spindle pole body, the budding yeast
equivalent of the vertebrate centrosome [55–57]. Spindle pole body is anchored in the
nuclear envelope, so that it can simultaneously nucleate both nuclear and cytoplasmic mi-
crotubules. A minor fraction of Mps3 is also present throughout the nuclear envelope [58].
Mps3 was targeted for degradation by the proteasome in a Ubc7- and Cdc48-dependent
manner, however E3 ligases Asi1-3 and Doa10 known to mediate degradation of other
integral membrane proteins at the INM were not involved [59]. Instead, Mps3 degradation
required a functional anaphase-promoting complex or cyclosome (APC/C) [58], a con-
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served E3 ubiquitin ligase important for proper cell cycle progression, which mediates
degradation of specific substrates in a precise order in the cell cycle [59,60]. Regulation of
the APC/C activity during cell cycle is modulated largely through its association with the
co-activators, either Cdc20 or Cdh1. Degradation of Mps3 required APC/C co-activator
Cdh1 [58]. Although APC/C does not contain integral membrane components, and its
substrates include soluble proteins [59,60], it apparently can gain access to the nuclear
periphery where it targets Mps3, possibly via a yet unidentified INM-associated fac-
tor. APC/C E3 ligase complex recognizes its substrates by short linear sequence motifs,
primarily through so called D and KEN boxes [60]. Nucleoplasmically oriented N-terminal
part of Mps3 contains motifs that resemble APC/C-dependent degrons and accordingly
the Mps3 N-terminal domain was necessary and sufficient for APC/CCdh1-dependent
degradation [58]. The importance of the role of INMAD in proteostasis is highlighted by
the phenotype resulting from Mps3 accumulation, which includes an expansion of nuclear
membrane and an impaired cell cycle progression [56,58,61].

In conclusion, INMAD pathways are based on the activities of three distinct E3 ubiq-
uitin ligases: (1) integral membrane INM-localized Asi-complex that primarily targets
mislocalized proteins and integral membrane orphan complex subunits, (2) integral mem-
brane E3 ligase Doa10, which also localizes to the ER membrane and is best described for
its role in degradation of misfolded proteins via ERAD, and (3) nuclear E3 ligase APC/C,
which controls the levels of integral membrane SUN-domain protein at the NE. Several
issues about the molecular mechanisms of INMAD remain to be explored. An impor-
tant question is what are the defining features that target integral membrane proteins to
INMAD, especially concerning the recognition of the transmembrane domains by the Asi-
complex [34]. It is not known how Asi2-independent substrate targeting to the Asi1-Asi3
is mediated, and whether these substrates are recognized directly by Asi1-Asi3, or their
recruitment involves additional factors [34]. Furthermore, it is also unknown which Asi2
domains are responsible for the recognition of soluble substrates, such as Stp1/ Stp2. Since
Asi2 possesses a long N-terminal nucleoplasmically oriented domain [33], it is plausible
that the regions within this domain contribute to the recognition of soluble substrates.

3. Nuclear Pathways for Managing Misfolded Proteins
3.1. Proteasomal Degradation of Misfolded Proteins via Nuclear San1-Dependent
Ubiquitination Pathway

Proteasomal degradation of misfolded and aberrant proteins in the nucleus is primarily
mediated by San1, a RING domain E3 ligase localized to the nucleus that preferentially
functions with E2 enzyme Ubc1 but can also work with Ubc3/ Cdc34 [5,62–65].

San1 recognizes its substrates by their exposed hydrophobicity and appears to be par-
ticularly selective for misfolded proteins with exposed hydrophobic regions characterized
by high insolubility that leads to aggregation [66,67]. San1 substrates include temperature
sensitive mutants of nuclear proteins, such as Sir4-9 and Cdc68-1, as well as peptides
and truncated proteins [62,66,68,69] (Table 1). Mutations and truncations presumably
impair proper folding or cause local misfolding that exposes hydrophobic regions that
should normally be buried within the protein [66]. One of the key aspects in selective pro-
tein degradation is how ubiquitination machinery distinguishes misfolded proteins from
normally folded counterparts. Based on structure prediction analysis, San1 contains na-
tively unstructured domains, which are able to directly bind San1 substrates [70]. Natively
unstructured regions can endow a protein with a wide range of distinct conformations,
thus providing the ability to bind many differently shaped interaction partners [71]. Indeed,
an analysis of San1-substrate interaction using an array of San1 mutants containing small
deletions and a number of different substrates revealed that binding of different substrates
involved different segments of intrinsically disordered N- and C-terminal San1 regions [70].
In conclusion, flexible, disordered regions enable San1 to directly bind many different
misfolded proteins.

Efficient ubiquitination and degradation of certain San1-substrates require Hsp70
chaperones Ssa1 and Ssa2 [72,73], which presumably function upstream of San1, possibly
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by facilitating the interaction between the substrate and San1. The requirement for Hsp70
chaperones in San1-mediated substrate ubiquitination was in correlation with substrate
insolubility, supporting a hypothesis that Hsp70 chaperones maintain the solubility of
aggregation-prone substrates in order to enable recognition by San1 [72]. Degradation of
certain San1-substrates requires the function of the Cdc48-complex [73,74]. As with Hsp70
chaperones, the requirement for Cdc48 in San1-dependent degradation is in correlation
with substrate insolubility [74].

Intriguingly, nuclear San1-dependent pathway targets not only nuclear, but also many
misfolded cytoplasmic proteins, such as proteins that were originally constructed as models
for studying cytoplasmic protein quality control [73–78]. How misfolded cytoplasmic
substrates are selected and transported for degradation in the nucleus is not entirely clear.
In addition to San1, in many cases efficient degradation of misfolded cytoplasmic substrates
requires Ubr1, an E3 ubiquitin ligase best known for its role in N-end rule pathway [79].
Full stabilization of misfolded proteins is often reached only in a double mutant where both
San1 and Ubr1 are absent [76–81]. Ubr1 was long thought to function solely in cytoplasm,
however, the data from a recent study indicate that a large pool of Ubr1 is localized in the
nucleus [78]. Available data indicate that Ubr1 mainly targets misfolded proteins in the
cytoplasm but can also target substrates in the nucleus.

A recent study suggests that proteasomal targeting of nuclear and cytoplasmic mis-
folded proteins shows some distinct requirements [77]. While the efficient degradation of
cytoplasmic substrates tagged with a nuclear export signal (NES) required modification by
mixed K11- and K48-linked ubiquitin chains, degradation of nuclear localization signal
(NLS) tagged substrates depended solely on San1-mediated K48-linked ubiquitination.
Notably, modification by K11-linked ubiquitin chains was not required for proteasomal
degradation of all cytoplasmic substrates in general, such as the N-end rule substrates,
which are non-misfolded cytoplasmic substrates, indicating that this is a specific require-
ment for degradation of misfolded substrates. A more complex proteasome targeting
signal involving both K11- and K48-linked ubiquitin chains may provide a stricter regu-
lation of misfolded protein degradation in the cytoplasm, in order to safeguard folding
intermediates of newly synthesized proteins from premature degradation [77].

In conclusion, nuclear E3 ligase San1 has a key role in quality control of not only
nuclear, but also cytoplasmic misfolded proteins that enter nucleus. In many cases, the effi-
cient degradation of misfolded proteins via San1-pathway requires a collaboration with the
E3 ligase Ubr1. San1 can recognize substrates containing exposed hydrophobic stretches
directly, via its unstructured N- and C-terminal domains. In some cases, such as with
highly insoluble aggregation-prone substrates, San1-mediated ubiquitination is facilitated
by Hsp70 chaperones, which presumably promote substrate solubility and assist in sub-
strate binding. Proteasomal delivery of aggregation-prone San1-substrates further requires
the activity of a Cdc48 complex.

3.2. Managing Ubiquitin-Proteasome System Overload by Sequestration of Misfolded Proteins into
Nuclear Inclusions

When the capacity of the ubiquitin-proteasome system is exceeded by the production
of misfolded proteins, such as under the conditions of an acute stress, one of the cell
strategies to deal with misfolded proteins is sequestration into specialized inclusions in
cytoplasm and nucleus that function as a transient storage for later refolding or degradation.
In yeast, there are several distinct types of inclusions: perivacuolar insoluble protein
deposit (IPOD), cytoplasmic quality control bodies (CytoQ), and intranuclear quality
control compartment (INQ) [82–84]. Yeast INQ was initially named JUNQ (juxtanuclear
quality control compartment), as it was originally described as a structure at the outer side
of the nuclear envelope [82]. As it is not yet entirely clear whether INQ and JUNQ are two
distinct structures, they are sometimes collectively called JUNQ/INQ [85].

Intranuclear inclusions sequester both nuclear and cytoplasmic proteins [77,83]
(Figure 1). The observation that misfolded proteins of cytoplasmic origin accumulate in
nuclear and in cytoplasmic inclusions simultaneously, and not sequentially [83], indicates
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that the nucleus is not merely a backup for an overflow of misfolded proteins from the
cytoplasm, but has a key function in mitigating proteotoxic stress. Protein sequestration is
an organized process that requires a nuclear chaperone Btn2 and a cytoplasmic chaperone
Hsp42, specific aggregases that promote the formation of the inclusions in the nucleus
and cytosol, respectively [83,86,87]. The importance of misfolded protein sequestration
by Hsp42 and Btn2 is evident in cells with low Hsp70 chaperone capacity, where the
sequestration of misfolded protein becomes necessary to prevent proteostasis collapse and
to maintain cell viability [88]. The fate of the proteins sequestered into nuclear inclusions
can be refolding or degradation, and the outcome seems to be determined depending
on the protein disaggregation pathway employed. While Hsp104-dependent disaggrega-
tion pathway predominantly targets proteins to refolding pathways, disaggregation via
Apj1-dependent pathway results in protein degradation [89].

Quality compartments appear to be conserved from yeast to human, although there
are some differences in characteristic features [90]. Intriguingly, in mammalian cells under
proteotoxic stress, such as that induced by heat stress or proteasome inhibition, misfolded
proteins can be transiently stored in the nucleolus for refolding or degradation [91,92].
Similarly, defective ribosomal products that arise during new protein synthesis were also
found to accumulate in nucleoli before clearance by the proteasomes [93]. Together these
findings indicate nucleolus as an important QC compartment for managing misfolded and
aberrant proteins in mammalian cells.

4. SUMO-Targeted Ubiquitin Ligases (STUbLs) in Nuclear Protein Quality Control

SUMO (small ubiquitin-related modifier) is a post-translational protein modifier that
belongs to the family of ubiquitin-related proteins [94]. Simple eukaryotic organisms,
such as yeast possess a single SUMO gene (SMT3), while humans express three SUMO
paralogs [94]. Protein modification by SUMO can modulate protein–protein interactions,
alter protein conformation or activity, or affect modification by other modifiers, such as
ubiquitin [94]. SUMO reversibly modifies thousands of target proteins, the majority of
which are nuclear proteins involved in chromatin organization, DNA repair and tran-
scription, as well as protein homeostasis and trafficking [95]. Similar to posttranslational
modification by ubiquitin, SUMO is covalently attached to the protein substrates via an
isopeptide bond between SUMO C-terminal glycine and the substrate protein lysine side
chain, in an enzymatic cascade that requires SUMO-specific E1 activating enzyme, a sole
E2 conjugating enzyme Ubc9, and in many cases, one of the SUMO E3 ligases that promote
SUMO transfer to the substrate [95]. Proteins can be mono-, multi- or polysumoylated.
Sumoylation is a reversible modification, as SUMO can be removed by SUMO-specific
proteases.

SUMO-targeted ubiquitin ligases (STUbLs) recognize sumoylated substrates via
their SUMO-interacting motifs (SIMs), and act as ubiquitin ligases to modify the sumoy-
lated proteins with the ubiquitin [96], thus regulating their chromatin association or
stability [97–100]. Most STUbL substrates are nuclear proteins, including transcription
factors, proteins involved in the DNA repair, and other chromatin-associated proteins [96].
The best characterized STUbLs are the yeast Slx5/Slx8 heterodimer and the mammalian
RNF4 and RNF111. A recent study showed that yeast Slx5 and Slx8 are enriched at seven
genomic loci termed “ubiquitin hotspots” [101]. Slx5/Slx8 are recruited to the ubiquitin
hotspots by the sumoylated transcription factor-like protein Euc1, which is specifically
bound to the sequence motif within these sites [101]. Ubiquitin signal at these loci was de-
pendent on Slx5/Slx8, and was enriched in a cdc48-mutant, indicating that Cdc48-complex
is required to remove ubiquitinated proteins from the ubiquitin hotspots. Besides Euc1,
there are likely additional Slx5/Slx8 substrates bound to the ubiquitin-hotspots, which are
cleared from DNA by the function of the Cdc48-complex [101].

Modification by SUMO has been shown to modulate the aggregation or inclu-
sion formation by several proteins, some of which are linked to neurodegenerative
diseases [102–107]. Interestingly, when the aggregation prone fragment of mutant hu-
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man huntingtin is expressed in yeast cells, Slx5 reduces its nuclear chromatin-associated
aggregates, as well as aggregates in the cytosol [108]. STUbL pathway also seems to be to
have role in nuclear PQC in the mammalian cells [109,110].

5. Concluding Remarks

It has long been known that the majority of the proteasomes in yeast cells are localized
in the nucleus [10], indicating that a large part of proteasomal degradation occurs in this
compartment. Nuclear accumulation of proteasomes could be linked to degradation of
short-lived proteins, many of which are nuclear proteins, such as transcription factors and
cell cycle regulators. Moreover, it later became clear that the nucleus does not only degrade
nuclear resident proteins but has an important role in for degradation of misfolded proteins
from the cytoplasm [73–77]. The role of the nucleus in degradation-mediated PQC has been
further broadened by recent discoveries that Asi-mediated INMAD targets mislocalized
integral membrane proteins and unassembled protein complexes [30,31,34,40].

Cytoplasmic processes generate proteins with the characteristics of quality control
substrates, such as newly synthesized folding intermediates and subunits of unassembled
complexes. Spatial separation of protein complex assembly in the ER from degradation of
unassembled subunits in the INM may provide more time for the subunits to find their
interaction partners, thus facilitating the complex formation [34]. Similarly, confining the
processes of protein folding and misfolded protein degradation to different compartments
may serve to protect folding intermediates from premature degradation. In support of
this notion, misfolded proteins seem to require a more complex ubiquitin tag to mediate
degradation in the cytoplasm than in the nucleus, suggesting that an additional layer of
control may be necessary to prevent untimely degradation of QC substrates in the cyto-
plasm [77]. The details how misfolded cytoplasmic substrates are selected and transported
for degradation in the nucleus are not entirely clear. One possibility is that these proteins
are capable of diffusion or shuttling between the cytoplasm and the nucleus and are caught
by ubiquitination machinery either in the cytoplasm, or in the nucleus. This could explain
why in many cases both san1∆ and ubr1∆ deletion mutations are required for complete
stabilization of misfolded substrates [76–80]. In support of this possibility, misfolded sub-
strates that were confined to either nucleus or cytoplasm by tagging them with NLS or NES,
were targeted by the nuclear and cytoplasmic ubiquitination machinery, respectively [77].

Once modified with the appropriate polyubiquitin tag, proteins are presumably tar-
geted to the proteasomes localized within the same compartment. Beside short-lived nature
of these proteins due to degradation in the proteasome, the addition of polyubiquitin
chains could considerably increase the size of the substrate, which may impede the pas-
sage through the nuclear pore or impose additional requirements for the nuclear import.
However, proteasomal inhibition or the inability of the proteasome to recognize the sub-
strate would stabilize the polyubiquitinated proteins, thus their transport across the NE
could be envisaged. In line with this possibility, the experiments with mammalian cell
lines treated with the proteasome inhibitors showed active transport of polyubiquitinated
proteins from the nucleus to the cytoplasm by a nuclear export pathway [111]. In re-
sponse to proteasome inhibition, K48-linked polyubiquitinated proteins were exported
to the cytosol in a CRM1 (exportin-1 [112]) dependent manner, via interaction of polyu-
biquitinated proteins with a protein complex consisting of the ubiquitin-binding protein
UBIN (UBQLN4, [113]) and a NES-containing protein termed polyubiquitinated substrate
transporter (POST) [111].

Nuclear PQC-related ubiquitination pathways have been best described in yeast.
Asi-proteins and San1 have no apparent mammalian orthologs. However, a complex
bioinformatics analysis based on specific San1 features, such as the pattern of intrinsically
disordered regions yielded several human E3 ligases with properties that may allow them
to recognize substrates using a similar mechanism as San1 [114]. Whether these E3 ligases
are functionally equivalent to yeast San1 remains to be investigated.
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In the metazoan cells, the nuclear envelope breaks down in each cell division [115],
and the proteasomes distribute throughout the cell [6,8], therefore it is conceivable that the
proliferating metazoan cells have some distinct characteristics of nuclear quality control
compared to differentiated cells or budding yeast with closed mitosis, in which the integrity
of the nuclear envelope is preserved. PQC pathways may be especially important in
neurons, which are long-lived postmitotic cells that do not have the option to dilute the
damage in cell division or get rid of the damage by asymmetric inheritance. Furthermore,
as postmitotic cells, neurons do not have the option of mixing of cytoplasmic and nuclear
content, as occurs in proliferating cells upon nuclear envelope breakdown, therefore these
cells might have a greater reliance on nuclear PQC pathways.

In conclusion, accumulating data indicate nucleus as an important quality control com-
partment for degradation of aberrant or mislocalized proteins in yeast. Nuclear degradation-
mediated PQC pathways include INMAD and San1-dependent degradation. There are
no apparent homologues of San1 and Asi-proteins in the mammalian cells, however fur-
ther research is needed to investigate whether there are functionally equivalent pathways.
Findings that the mammalian nucleoli can function as a transient storage of misfolded
proteins and defective ribosomal products suggest that the management of aberrant cellular
proteins is one of the conserved roles of the nucleus.

Table 1. Nuclear ubiquitin-proteasome pathways for degradation of protein quality control (PQC) substrates in yeast.

E3 Ubiquitin
Ligase E2 Involved Nuclear PQC Substrates Degradation Signal

INMAD

nuclear proteins: Stp1 and Stp2 [31,37]
nuclear RI region

(amphipathic helix)
[31,37]

INM-mislocalized
[31,40]

orphan subunits and
lone proteins [34]
ts2 mutants [34]

Asi1-Asi3

Ubc6 and Ubc7
[31]

Ubc4 and Ubc7
[30,34] integral INM 1

proteins:

other [30,31,40]

transmembrane
domains [34]

Matalpha2 [41] amphipathic helix [50]
nuclear proteins:

Ndc10-2 (ts) [43] amphipathic helix and
hydrophobic region [53]

integral INM 1

proteins:
Asi2 [47] not determined

Doa10
Ubc6 and Ubc7

[41]

Mps2-1 (ts) [43] not determined

APC/C Cdh1 Ubc7 [58] integral INM 1

protein:
Mps3 [58]

nucleoplasmic KEN-box
and

D-box-like sequences
[58]

Nuclear
ts 2 mutants of nuclear

proteins [62]
truncated proteins

[66,70,76]San1
Ubc1 or Ubc3/
Cdc34 [62,63]

nuclear proteins
artificial substrates
and other mutants
[66,67,70–73,75–77]

exposed hydrophobicity
[66]

1 INM—inner nuclear membrane, 2 ts—temperature sensitive.

Author Contributions: M.B. prepared the original draft and designed the figure; D.F. and K.Z.
revised the manuscript and critically discussed the content. All authors contributed to the final
manuscript. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported in part by the Research Cooperability Program of the Croatian
Science Foundation funded by the European Union from the European Social Fund under the
Operational Program Efficient Human Resources 2014–2020, grant no. PZS-2019-02-3610 and DOK-



Biomolecules 2021, 11, 54 12 of 16

2018-01-9299 to M.B., and by the European Union through the European Regional Development
Fund, Operational Program Competitiveness and Cohesion, grant agreement no. KK.01.1.1.01.0007,
CoRE—Neuro. The APC was funded by PZS-2019-02-3610.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript,
or in the decision to publish the results.

References
1. Chiti, F.; Dobson, C.M. Protein Misfolding, Amyloid Formation, and Human Disease: A Summary of Progress Over the Last

Decade. Annu. Rev. Biochem. 2017, 86. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Valastyan, J.S.; Lindquist, S. Mechanisms of protein-folding diseases at a glance. Dis. Model. Mech. 2014, 7, 9–14. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
3. Collins, G.A.; Goldberg, A.L. The Logic of the 26S Proteasome. Cell 2017, 169, 792806. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Buchberger, A.; Bukau, B.; Sommer, T. Protein Quality Control in the Cytosol and the Endoplasmic Reticulum: Brothers in Arms.

Mol. Cell 2010, 40, 238–252. [CrossRef]
5. Nielsen, S.V.; Poulsen, E.G.; Rebula, C.A.; Hartmann-Petersen, R. Protein quality control in the nucleus. Biomolecules 2014,

4, 646–661. [CrossRef]
6. Lafarga, M.; Fernández, R.; Mayo, I.; Berciano, M.T.; Castaño, J.G. Proteasome dynamics during cell cycle in rat Schwann cells.

Glia 2002, 38, 313–328. [CrossRef]
7. Rivett, A.J.; Palmer, A.; Knecht, E. Electron Microscopic Localization of the Multicatalytic Proteinase Complex in Rat Liver and in

Cultured Cells. J. Histochem. Cytochem. 1992, 40, 1165–1172. [CrossRef]
8. Reits, E.A.J.; Benham, A.M.; Plougastel, B.; Neefjes, J.; Trowsdale, J. Dynamics of proteasome distribution in living cells. EMBO J.

1997, 16, 6087–6094. [CrossRef]
9. Ádori, C.; Low, P.; Moszkovkin, G.; Bagdy, G.; László, L.; Kovács, G.G. Subcellular distribution of components of the ubiquitin-

proteasome system in non-diseased human and rat brain. J. Histochem. Cytochem. 2006, 54, 263–267. [CrossRef]
10. Russell, S.J.; Steger, K.A.; Johnston, S.A. Subcellular localization, stoichiometry, and protein levels of 26 S proteasome subunits in

yeast. J. Biol. Chem. 1999, 274, 21943–21952. [CrossRef]
11. Ciechanover, A. Intracellular protein degradation: From a vague idea thru the lysosome and the ubiquitin-proteasome system

and onto human diseases and drug targeting. Best Pr. Res. Clin. Haematol. 2017, 30, 341–355. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
12. Finley, D.; Chen, X.; Walters, K.J. Gates, Channels, and Switches: Elements of the Proteasome Machine. Trends Biochem. Sci. 2016,

41, 77–93. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
13. Yin, Z.; Pascual, C.; Klionsky, D.J. Autophagy: Machinery and regulation. Microb. Cell 2016, 3, 588–596. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
14. Boban, M.; Foisner, R. Degradation-mediated protein quality control at the inner nuclear membrane. Nucleus 2016, 7, 41–49.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
15. Ciechanover, A. Proteolysis: From the lysosome to ubiquitin and the proteasome. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2005, 6, 79–86.

[CrossRef]
16. Varshavsky, A. Letter to the Editor Naming a Targeting Signal. Cell 1991, 64, 13–15. [CrossRef]
17. Glickman, M.H.; Ciechanover, A. The Ubiquitin-Proteasome Proteolytic Pathway: Destruction for the Sake of Construction.

Physiol. Rev. 2002, 82, 373–428. [CrossRef]
18. Rapoport, T.; Bodnar, N. Toward an understanding of the Cdc48/p97 ATPase. F1000Research 2017, 6, 1–10. [CrossRef]
19. Hänzelmann, P.; Schindelin, H. The interplay of cofactor interactions and post-translational modifications in the regulation of the

AAA+ ATPase p97. Front. Mol. Biosci. 2017, 4, 21. [CrossRef]
20. Tsuchiya, H.; Ohtake, F.; Arai, N.; Kaiho, A.; Yasuda, S.; Tanaka, K.; Saeki, Y. In Vivo Ubiquitin Linkage-type Analysis Reveals

that the Cdc48-Rad23/Dsk2 Axis Contributes to K48-Linked Chain Specificity of the Proteasome. Mol. Cell 2017, 66, 488–502.e7.
[CrossRef]

21. Su, V.; Lau, A.F. Ubiquitin-like and ubiquitin-associated domain proteins: Significance in proteasomal degradation. Cell. Mol.
Life Sci. 2009, 66, 2819–2833. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Komander, D.; Clague, M.J.; Urbé, S. Breaking the chains: Structure and function of the deubiquitinases. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol.
2009, 10, 550–563. [CrossRef]

23. Suresh, H.G.; Pascoe, N.; Andrews, B. The structure and function of deubiquitinases: Lessons from budding yeast. Open Biol.
2020, 10, 200279. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Wu, H.; Ng, D.T.W.; Cheong, I.; Matsudaira, P. The degradation-promoting roles of deubiquitinases Ubp6 and Ubp3 in cytosolic
and ER protein quality control. PLoS ONE 2020, 15, e0232755. [CrossRef]

25. Wilson, K.L.; Berk, J.M. The nuclear envelope at a glance. J. Cell Sci. 2010, 123, 1973–1978. [CrossRef]
26. Schirmer, E.C.; Foisner, R. Proteins that associate with lamins: Many faces, many functions. Exp. Cell Res. 2007, 313, 2167–2179.

[CrossRef]
27. Gruenbaum, Y.; Foisner, R. Lamins: Nuclear intermediate filament proteins with fundamental functions in nuclear mechanics

and genome regulation. Annu. Rev. Biochem. 2015, 84, 131–164. [CrossRef]
28. Katta, S.S.; Smoyer, C.J.; Jaspersen, S.L. Destination: Inner nuclear membrane. Trends Cell Biol. 2014, 24, 221–229. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-biochem-061516-045115
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28498720
http://doi.org/10.1242/dmm.013474
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24396149
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2017.04.023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28525752
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2010.10.001
http://doi.org/10.3390/biom4030646
http://doi.org/10.1002/glia.10075
http://doi.org/10.1177/40.8.1619280
http://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/16.20.6087
http://doi.org/10.1369/jhc.5B6752.2005
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.274.31.21943
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.beha.2017.09.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29156207
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibs.2015.10.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26643069
http://doi.org/10.15698/mic2016.12.546
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28357331
http://doi.org/10.1080/19491034.2016.1139273
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26760377
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrm1552
http://doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(91)90202-A
http://doi.org/10.1152/physrev.00027.2001
http://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.11683.1
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmolb.2017.00021
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2017.04.024
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00018-009-0048-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19468686
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrm2731
http://doi.org/10.1098/rsob.200279
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33081638
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0232755
http://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.019042
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.yexcr.2007.03.012
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-biochem-060614-034115
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tcb.2013.10.006


Biomolecules 2021, 11, 54 13 of 16

29. King, M.C.; Lusk, C.P.; Blobel, G. Karyopherin-mediated import of integral inner nuclear membrane proteins. Nature 2006,
442, 1003–1007. [CrossRef]

30. Foresti, O.; Rodriguez-Vaello, V.; Funaya, C.; Carvalho, P. Quality control of inner nuclear membrane proteins by the Asi complex.
Science 2014, 346, 751–755. [CrossRef]

31. Khmelinskii, A.; Blaszczak, E.; Pantazopoulou, M.; Fischer, B.; Omnus, D.J.; le Dez, G.; Brossard, A.; Gunnarsson, A.; Barry, J.D.;
Meurer, M.; et al. Protein quality control at the inner nuclear membrane. Nature 2014, 516, 410–413. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Boban, M.; Zargari, A.; Andreasson, C.; Heessen, S.; Thyberg, J.; Ljungdahl, P.O. Asi1 is an inner nuclear membrane protein that
restricts promoter access of two latent transcription factors. J. Cell Biol. 2006, 173, 695–707. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Zargari, A.; Boban, M.; Heessen, S.; Andreasson, C.; Thyberg, J.; Ljungdahl, P.O. Inner nuclear membrane proteins Asi1, Asi2,
and Asi3 function in concert to maintain the latent properties of transcription factors Stp1 and Stp2. J. Biol. Chem. 2007, 282,
594–605. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Natarajan, N.; Foresti, O.; Wendrich, K.; Stein, A.; Carvalho, P. Quality Control of Protein Complex Assembly by a Transmembrane
Recognition Factor. Mol. Cell 2020, 77, 108–119.e9. [CrossRef]

35. Biederer, T.; Volkwein, C.; Sommer, T. Role of Cue1p in Ubiquitination and Degradation at the ER Surface. Science 1997, 278,
1806–1809. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Weber, A.; Cohen, I.; Popp, O.; Dittmar, G.; Reiss, Y.; Sommer, T.; Ravid, T.; Jarosch, E. Sequential Poly-ubiquitylation by
Specialized Conjugating Enzymes Expands the Versatility of a Quality Control Ubiquitin Ligase. Mol. Cell 2016, 63, 827–839.
[CrossRef]

37. Omnus, D.J.; Ljungdahl, P.O. Latency of transcription factor Stp1 depends on a modular regulatory motif that functions as
cytoplasmic retention determinant and nuclear degron. Mol. Biol. Cell 2014, 25, 3823–3833. [CrossRef]

38. Andréasson, C.; Ljungdahl, P.O. Receptor-mediated endoproteolytic activation of two transcription factors in yeast. Genes Dev.
2002, 16, 3158–3172. [CrossRef]

39. Andréasson, C.; Ljungdahl, P.O. The N-Terminal Regulatory Domain of Stp1p Is Modular and, Fused to an Artificial Transcription
Factor, Confers Full Ssy1p-Ptr3p-Ssy5p Sensor Control. Mol. Cell. Biol. 2004, 24, 7503–7513. [CrossRef]

40. Smoyer, C.J.; Smith, S.E.; Gardner, J.M.; McCroskey, S.; Unruh, J.R.; Jaspersen, S.L. Distribution of proteins at the inner nuclear
membrane is regulated by the asi1 E3 ligase in saccharomyces cerevisiae. Genetics 2019, 211, 1269–1282. [CrossRef]

41. Swanson, R.; Locher, M.; Hochstrasser, M. A conserved ubiquitin ligase of the nuclear envelope/endoplasmic reticulum that
functions in both ER-associated and Matα2 repressor degradation. Genes Dev. 2001, 15, 2660–2674. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Deng, M.; Hochstrasser, M. Spatially regulated ubiquitin ligation by an ER/nuclear membrane ligase. Nature 2006, 443, 827–831.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Ravid, T.; Kreft, S.G.; Hochstrasser, M. Membrane and soluble substrates of the Doa10 ubiquitin ligase are degraded by distinct
pathways. EMBO J. 2006, 25, 533–543. [CrossRef]

44. Habeck, G.; Ebner, F.A.; Shimada-Kreft, H.; Kreft, S.G. The yeast ERAD-C ubiquitin ligase Doa10 recognizes an intramembrane
degron. J. Cell Biol. 2015, 209, 261–273. [CrossRef]

45. Mehrtash, A.B.; Hochstrasser, M. Ubiquitin-dependent protein degradation at the endoplasmic reticulum and nuclear envelope.
Semin. Cell Dev. Biol. 2019, 93, 111–124. [CrossRef]

46. Hassink, G.; Kikkert, M.; van Voorden, S.; Lee, S.J.; Spaapen, R.; van Laar, T.; Coleman, C.S.; Bartee, E.; Fruh, K.; Chau, V.; et al.
TEB4 is a C4HC3 RING finger-containing ubiquitin ligase of the endoplasmic reticulum. Biochem. J. 2005, 388, 647–655. [CrossRef]

47. Boban, M.; Pantazopoulou, M.; Schick, A.; Ljungdahl, P.O.; Foisner, R. A nuclear ubiquitin-proteasome pathway targets the inner
nuclear membrane protein Asi2 for degradation. J. Cell Sci. 2014, 127, 3603–3613. [CrossRef]

48. Boban, M.; Ljungdahl, P.O.; Foisner, R. Atypical ubiquitylation in yeast targets lysine-less Asi2 for proteasomal degradation.
J. Biol. Chem. 2015, 290, 2489–2495. [CrossRef]

49. Pantazopoulou, M.; Boban, M.; Foisner, R.; Ljungdahl, P.O. Cdc48 and Ubx1 participate in a pathway associated with the inner
nuclear membrane that governs Asi1 degradation. J. Cell Sci. 2016, 129, 3770–3780. [CrossRef]

50. Johnson, P.; Swanson, R.; Rakhilina, L.; Hochstrasser, M. Degradation Signal Masking by Heterodimerization of MAT2 and
MATa1 Blocks Their Mutual Destruction by the Ubiquitin-Proteasome Pathway. Cell 1998, 94, 217–227. [CrossRef]

51. Gilon, T.; Chomsky, O.; Kulka, R.G. Degradation signals for ubiquitin system proteolysis in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. EMBO J.
1998, 17, 2759–2766. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Gilon, T.; Chomsky, O.; Kulka, R.G. Degradation Signals Recognized by the Ubc6p-Ubc7p Ubiquitin-Conjugating Enzyme Pair.
Mol. Cell. Biol. 2000, 20, 7214–7219. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Furth, N.; Gertman, O.; Shiber, A.; Alfassy, O.S.; Cohen, I.; Rosenberg, M.M.; Doron, N.K.; Friedler, A.; Ravid, T. Exposure
of bipartite hydrophobic signal triggers nuclear quality control of Ndc10 at the endoplasmic reticulum/nuclear envelope.
Mol. Biol. Cell 2011, 22, 4726–4739. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Chen, P.; Johnson, P.; Sommer, T.; Jentsch, S.; Hochstrasser, M. Multiple ubiquitin-conjugating enzymes participate in the in vivo
degradation of the yeast MAT alpha 2 repressor. Cell 1993, 74, 357–369. [CrossRef]

55. Conrad, M.N.; Lee, C.-Y.; Wilkerson, J.L.; Dresser, M.E. MPS3 mediates meiotic bouquet formation in Saccharomyces cerevisiae.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2007, 104, 8863–8868. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1038/nature05075
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1255638
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature14096
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25519137
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200601011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16735580
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M609201200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17085444
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2019.10.003
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.278.5344.1806
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9388185
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2016.07.020
http://doi.org/10.1091/mbc.e14-06-1140
http://doi.org/10.1101/gad.239202
http://doi.org/10.1128/MCB.24.17.7503-7513.2004
http://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.119.301911
http://doi.org/10.1101/gad.933301
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11641273
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature05170
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17051211
http://doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600946
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201408088
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.semcdb.2018.09.013
http://doi.org/10.1042/BJ20041241
http://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.153163
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M114.600593
http://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.189332
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)81421-X
http://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/17.10.2759
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9582269
http://doi.org/10.1128/MCB.20.19.7214-7219.2000
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10982838
http://doi.org/10.1091/mbc.e11-05-0463
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21998200
http://doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(93)90426-Q
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0606165104


Biomolecules 2021, 11, 54 14 of 16

56. Friederichs, J.M.; Ghosh, S.; Smoyer, C.J.; McCroskey, S.; Miller, B.D.; Weaver, K.J.; Delventhal, K.M.; Unruh, J.; Slaughter, B.D.;
Jaspersen, S.L. The SUN protein Mps3 is required for spindle pole body insertion into the nuclear membrane and nuclear envelope
homeostasis. PLoS Genet. 2011, 7. [CrossRef]

57. Jaspersen, S.L.; Giddings, T.H.; Winey, M. Mps3p is a novel component of the yeast spindle pole body that interacts with the
yeast centrin homologue Cdc31p. J. Cell Biol. 2002, 159, 945–956. [CrossRef]

58. Koch, B.A.; Jin, H.; Tomko, R.J.; Yu, H.G. The anaphase-promoting complex regulates the degradation of the inner nuclear
membrane protein Mps3. J. Cell Biol. 2019, 218, 839–854. [CrossRef]

59. Pines, J. Cubism and the cell cycle: The many faces of the APC/C. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2011, 12, 427–438. [CrossRef]
60. Davey, N.E.; Morgan, D.O. Building a Regulatory Network with Short Linear Sequence Motifs: Lessons from the Degrons of the

Anaphase-Promoting Complex. Mol. Cell 2016, 64, 12–23. [CrossRef]
61. Li, P.; Jin, H.; Koch, B.A.; Abblett, R.L.; Han, X.; Yates, J.R.; Yu, H.G. Cleavage of the SUN-domain protein Mps3 at its N-terminus

regulates centrosome disjunction in budding yeast meiosis. PLoS Genet. 2017, 13, 1–26. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
62. Gardner, R.G.; Nelson, Z.W.; Gottschling, D.E. Degradation-mediated protein quality control in the nucleus. Cell 2005, 120,

803–815. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
63. Ibarra, R.; Sandoval, D.; Fredrickson, E.K.; Gardner, R.G.; Kleiger, G. The San1 ubiquitin ligase functions preferentially with

ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme Ubc1 during protein quality control. J. Biol. Chem. 2016, 291, 18778–18790. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
64. Enam, C.; Geffen, Y.; Ravid, T.; Gardner, R.G. Protein Quality Control Degradation in the Nucleus. Annu. Rev. Biochem. 2018, 87,

725–749. [CrossRef]
65. Jones, R.D.; Gardner, R.G. Protein quality control in the nucleus. Curr. Opin. Cell Biol. 2016, 40, 81–89. [CrossRef]
66. Fredrickson, E.K.; Rosenbaum, J.C.; Locke, M.N.; Milac, T.I.; Gardner, R.G. Exposed hydrophobicity is a key determinant of

nuclear quality control degradation. Mol. Biol. Cell 2011, 22, 2384–2395. [CrossRef]
67. Fredrickson, E.K.; Gallagher, P.S.; Candadai, S.V.C.; Gardner, R.G. Substrate recognition in nuclear protein quality control

degradation is governed by exposed hydrophobicity that correlates with aggregation and insolubility. J. Biol. Chem. 2013, 288,
6130–6139. [CrossRef]

68. Evans, D.R.H.; Brewster, N.K.; Xu, Q.; Rowley, A.; Altheim, B.A.; Johnston, G.C.; Singer, R.A. The Yeast Protein Complex
Containing Cdc68 and Pob3 Mediates Core-Promoter Repression Through the Cdc68 N-Terminal Domain. Genetics 1998, 150,
1393–1405.

69. Dasgupta, A.; Ramsey, H.L.; Smith, J.S.; Auble, D.T. Sir Antagonist 1 (San1) is a ubiquitin ligase. J. Biol. Chem. 2004, 279,
26830–26838. [CrossRef]

70. Rosenbaum, J.C.; Fredrickson, E.K.; Oeser, M.L.; Garrett-Engele, C.M.; Locke, M.N.; Richardson, L.A.; Nelson, Z.W.; Hetrick, E.D.;
Milac, T.I.; Gottschling, D.E.; et al. Disorder targets misorder in nuclear quality control degradation: A disordered ubiquitin
ligase directly recognizes its misfolded substrates. Mol. Cell 2011, 41, 93–106. [CrossRef]

71. Dunker, A.K.; Oldfield, C.J.; Meng, J.; Romero, P.; Yang, J.Y.; Chen, J.W.; Vacic, V.; Obradovic, Z.; Uversky, V.N. The unfoldomics
decade: An update on intrinsically disordered proteins. BMC Genom. 2008, 9, 1–26. [CrossRef]

72. Jones, R.D.; Enam, C.; Ibarra, R.; Borror, H.R.; Mostoller, K.E.; Fredrickson, E.K.; Lin, J.B.; Chuang, E.; March, Z.; Shorter, J.; et al.
The extent of Ssa1/Ssa2 Hsp70 chaperone involvement in nuclear protein quality control degradation varies with the substrate.
Mol. Biol. Cell 2020, 31, 221–233. [CrossRef]

73. Guerriero, C.J.; Weiberth, K.F.; Brodsky, J.L. Hsp70 targets a cytoplasmic quality control substrate to the san1p Ubiquitin ligase.
J. Biol. Chem. 2013, 288, 18506–18520. [CrossRef]

74. Gallagher, P.S.; Candadai, S.V.C.; Gardner, R.G. The requirement for Cdc48/p97 in nuclear protein quality control degradation
depends on the substrate and correlates with substrate insolubility. J. Cell Sci. 2014, 127, 1980–1991. [CrossRef]

75. Prasad, R.; Kawaguchi, S.; Ng, D.T.W. A Nucleus-based Quality Control Mechanism for Cytosolic Proteins. Mol. Biol. Cell 2010,
21, 2117–2127. [CrossRef]

76. Heck, J.W.; Cheung, S.K.; Hampton, R.Y. Cytoplasmic protein quality control degradation mediated by parallel actions of the E3
ubiquitin ligases Ubr1 and San1. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2010, 107, 1106–1111. [CrossRef]

77. Samant, R.S.; Livingston, C.M.; Sontag, E.M.; Frydman, J. Distinct proteostasis circuits cooperate in nuclear and cytoplasmic
protein quality control. Nature 2018, 563, 407–411. [CrossRef]

78. Prasad, R.; Xu, C.; Ng, D.T.W. Hsp40/70/110 chaperones adapt nuclear protein quality control to serve cytosolic clients. J. Cell Biol.
2018, 217, 2019–2032. [CrossRef]

79. Varshavsky, A. The N-end rule pathway and regulation by proteolysis. Protein Sci. 2011, 20, 1298–1345. [CrossRef]
80. Amm, I.; Wolf, D.H. Molecular mass as a determinant for nuclear San1-dependent targeting of misfolded cytosolic proteins to

proteasomal degradation. FEBS Lett. 2016, 590, 1765–1775. [CrossRef]
81. Kriegenburg, F.; Jakopec, V.; Poulsen, E.G.; Nielsen, S.V.; Roguev, A.; Krogan, N.; Gordon, C.; Fleig, U.; Hartmann-Petersen, R.

A Chaperone-Assisted Degradation Pathway Targets Kinetochore Proteins to Ensure Genome Stability. PLoS Genet. 2014, 10.
[CrossRef]

82. Kaganovich, D.; Kopito, R.; Frydman, J. Misfolded proteins partition between two distinct quality control compartments. Nature
2008, 454, 1088–1095. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1002365
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200208169
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201808024
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrm3132
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2016.09.006
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1006830
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28609436
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2005.01.016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15797381
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M116.737619
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27405755
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-biochem-062917-012730
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceb.2016.03.002
http://doi.org/10.1091/mbc.e11-03-0256
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M112.406710
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M400894200
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2010.12.004
http://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-9-S2-S1
http://doi.org/10.1091/mbc.E18-02-0121
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M113.475905
http://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.141838
http://doi.org/10.1091/mbc.e10-02-0111
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0910591107
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0678-x
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201706091
http://doi.org/10.1002/pro.666
http://doi.org/10.1002/1873-3468.12213
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1004140
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature07195


Biomolecules 2021, 11, 54 15 of 16

83. Miller, S.B.; Ho, C.; Winkler, J.; Khokhrina, M.; Neuner, A.; Mohamed, M.Y.; Guilbride, D.L.; Richter, K.; Lisby, M.; Schiebel, E.; et al.
Compartment-specific aggregases direct distinct nuclear and cytoplasmic aggregate deposition. EMBO J. 2015, 34, 778–797.
[CrossRef]

84. Miller, S.B.M.; Mogk, A.; Bukau, B. Spatially organized aggregation of misfolded proteins as cellular stress defense strategy.
J. Mol. Biol. 2015, 427, 1564–1574. [CrossRef]

85. Hill, S.M.; Hanzén, S.; Nyström, T. Restricted access: Spatial sequestration of damaged proteins during stress and aging. EMB Rep.
2017, 18, 377–391. [CrossRef]

86. Malinovska, L.; Kroschwald, S.; Munder, M.C.; Richter, D.; Alberti, S. Molecular chaperones and stress-inducible protein-sorting
factors coordinate the spatiotemporal distribution of protein aggregates. Mol. Biol. Cell 2012, 23, 3041–3056. [CrossRef]

87. Specht, S.; Miller, S.B.M.; Mogk, A.; Bukau, B. Hsp42 is required for sequestration of protein aggregates into deposition sites in
Saccharomyces cerevisiae. J. Cell Biol. 2011, 195, 617–629. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

88. Ho, C.; Grousl, T.; Shatz, O.; Jawed, A.; Ruger-Herreros, C.; Semmelink, M.; Zahn, R.; Richter, K.; Bukau, B.; Mogk, A. Cellular
sequestrases maintain basal Hsp70 capacity ensuring balanced proteostasis. Nat. Commun. 2019, 10. [CrossRef]

89. Brave, F.D.; Cairo, L.V.; Jagadeesan, C.; Ruger-Herreros, C.; Mogk, A.; Bukau, B.; Jentsch, S. Chaperone-Mediated Protein
Disaggregation Triggers Proteolytic Clearance of Intra-nuclear Protein Inclusions. Cell Rep. 2020, 31. [CrossRef]

90. Johnston, H.E.; Samant, R.S. Alternative systems for misfolded protein clearance: Life beyond the proteasome. FEBS J. 2020.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

91. Latonen, L.; Moore, H.M.; Bai, B.; Jäämaa, S.; Laiho, M. Proteasome inhibitors induce nucleolar aggregation of proteasome target
proteins and polyadenylated RNA by altering ubiquitin availability. Oncogene 2011, 30, 790–805. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

92. Frottin, F.; Schueder, F.; Tiwary, S.; Gupta, R.; Körner, R.; Schlichthaerle, T.; Cox, J.; Jungmann, R.; Hartl, F.U.; Hipp, M.S.
The nucleolus functions as a phase-separated protein quality control compartment. Science 2019, 365, 342–347. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

93. Mediani, L.; Guillén-Boixet, J.; Alberti, S.; Carra, S. Nucleoli and Promyelocytic Leukemia Protein (PML) bodies are phase
separated nuclear protein quality control compartments for misfolded proteins. Mol. Cell. Oncol. 2019, 6. [CrossRef]

94. Flotho, A.; Melchior, F. Sumoylation: A regulatory protein modification in health and disease. Annu. Rev. Biochem. 2013, 82,
357–385. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

95. Zhao, X. SUMO-Mediated Regulation of Nuclear Functions and Signaling Processes. Mol. Cell 2018, 71, 409–418. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

96. Sriramachandran, A.M.; Dohmen, R.J. SUMO-targeted ubiquitin ligases. Biochim. Biophys. Acta (BBA) Bioenerg. 2014, 1843, 75–85.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

97. Ohkuni, K.; Takahashi, Y.; Fulp, A.; Lawrimore, J.; Au, W.C.; Pasupala, N.; Levy-Myers, R.; Warren, J.; Strunnikov, A.; Baker, R.E.;
et al. SUMO-targeted ubiquitin ligase (STUbL) Slx5 regulates proteolysis of centromeric histone H3 variant Cse4 and prevents its
mislocalization to euchromatin. Mol. Biol. Cell 2016, 27, 1500–1510. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

98. Schweiggert, J.; Stevermann, L.; Panigada, D.; Kammerer, D.; Liakopoulos, D. Regulation of a Spindle Positioning Factor at
Kinetochores by SUMO-Targeted Ubiquitin Ligases. Dev. Cell 2016, 36, 415–427. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

99. Thu, Y.M.; van Riper, S.K.; Higgins, L.A.; Zhang, T.; Becker, J.R.; Markowski, T.W.; Nguyen, H.D.; Griffin, T.J.; Bielinsky, A.K.
Slx5/Slx8 Promotes Replication Stress Tolerance by Facilitating Mitotic Progression. Cell Rep. 2016, 15, 1254–1265. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

100. Liang, J.; Singh, N.; Carlson, C.R.; Albuquerque, C.P.; Corbett, K.D.; Zhou, H. Recruitment of a SUMO isopeptidase to rDNA
stabilizes silencing complexes by opposing SUMO targeted ubiquitin ligase activity. Genes Dev. 2017, 31, 802–815. [CrossRef]

101. Höpfler, M.; Kern, M.J.; Straub, T.; Prytuliak, R.; Habermann, B.H.; Pfander, B.; Jentsch, S. Slx5/Slx8-dependent ubiquitin hotspots
on chromatin contribute to stress tolerance. EMBO J. 2019, 38. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

102. Drisaldi, B.; Colnaghi, L.; Fioriti, L.; Rao, N.; Myers, C.; Snyder, A.M.; Metzger, D.J.; Tarasoff, J.; Konstantinov, E.; Fraser, P.E.; et al.
SUMOylation Is an Inhibitory Constraint that Regulates the Prion-like Aggregation and Activity of CPEB3. Cell Rep. 2015, 11,
1694–1702. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

103. Oeser, M.L.; Amen, T.; Nadel, C.M.; Bradley, A.I.; Reed, B.J.; Jones, R.D.; Gopalan, J.; Kaganovich, D.; Gardner, R.G. Dynamic
Sumoylation of a Conserved Transcription Corepressor Prevents Persistent Inclusion Formation during Hyperosmotic Stress.
PLoS Genet. 2016, 12. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

104. Mukherjee, S.; Thomas, M.; Dadgar, N.; Lieberman, A.P.; Iñiguez-Lluhi, J.A. Small ubiquitin-like modifier (SUMO) modification
of the androgen receptor attenuates polyglutamine-mediated aggregation. J. Biol. Chem. 2009, 284, 21296–21306. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

105. Janer, A.; Werner, A.; Takahashi-Fujigasaki, J.; Daret, A.L.; Fujigasaki, H.; Takada, K.; Duyckaerts, C.; Brice, A.; Dejean, A.;
Sittler, A. SUMOylation attenuates the aggregation propensity and cellular toxicity of the polyglutamine expanded ataxin-7.
Hum. Mol. Genet. 2009, 19, 181–195. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

106. Fei, E.; Jia, N.; Yan, M.; Ying, Z.; Sun, Q.; Wang, H.; Zhang, T.; Ma, X.; Ding, H.; Yao, X.; et al. SUMO-1 modification increases
human SOD1 stability and aggregation. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 2006, 347, 406–412. [CrossRef]

107. Krumova, P.; Meulmeester, E.; Garrido, M.; Tirard, M.; Hsiao, H.H.; Bossis, G.; Urlaub, H.; Zweckstetter, M.; Kügler, S.;
Melchior, F.; et al. Sumoylation inhibits α-synuclein aggregation and toxicity. J. Cell Biol. 2011, 194, 49–60. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.15252/embj.201489524
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2015.02.006
http://doi.org/10.15252/embr.201643458
http://doi.org/10.1091/mbc.e12-03-0194
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201106037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22065637
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-12868-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2020.107680
http://doi.org/10.1111/febs.15617
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33135311
http://doi.org/10.1038/onc.2010.469
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20956947
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaw9157
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31296649
http://doi.org/10.1080/23723556.2019.1652519
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-biochem-061909-093311
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23746258
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2018.07.027
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30075142
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamcr.2013.08.022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24018209
http://doi.org/10.1091/mbc.E15-12-0827
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26960795
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2016.01.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26906737
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2016.04.017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27134171
http://doi.org/10.1101/gad.296145.117
http://doi.org/10.15252/embj.2018100368
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31015336
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2015.04.061
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26074071
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1005809
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26800527
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M109.011494
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19497852
http://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddp478
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19843541
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2006.06.092
http://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201010117


Biomolecules 2021, 11, 54 16 of 16

108. Ohkuni, K.; Pasupala, N.; Peek, J.; Holloway, G.L.; Sclar, G.D.; Levy-Myers, R.; Baker, R.E.; Basrai, M.A.; Kerscher, O. SUMO-
Targeted Ubiquitin Ligases (STUbLs) Reduce the Toxicity and Abnormal Transcriptional Activity Associated with a Mutant,
Aggregation-Prone Fragment of Huntingtin. Front. Genet. 2018, 9. [CrossRef]

109. Gärtner, A.; Muller, S. PML, SUMO, and RNF4: Guardians of nuclear protein quality. Mol. Cell 2014, 55, 1–3. [CrossRef]
110. Guo, L.; Giasson, B.I.; Glavis-Bloom, A.; Brewer, M.D.; Shorter, J.; Gitler, A.D.; Yang, X. A cellular system that degrades misfolded

proteins and protects against neurodegeneration. Mol. Cell 2014, 55, 15–30. [CrossRef]
111. Hirayama, S.; Sugihara, M.; Morito, D.; Iemura, S.I.; Natsume, T.; Murata, S.; Nagata, K. Nuclear export of ubiquitinated proteins

via the UBIN-POST system. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2018, 115, E4199–E4208. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
112. Zhang, M.; Kong, H.; Yee, H.; Fung, J.; Fu, S.-C.; Chook, M. Nuclear export receptor CRM1 recognizes diverse conformations in

nuclear export signals. eLife 2017, 6, e23961. [CrossRef]
113. Matsuda, M.; Koide, T.; Yorihuzi, T.; Hosokawa, N.; Nagata, K. Molecular cloning of a novel ubiquitin-like protein, ubin,

that binds to er targeting signal sequences. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 2001, 280, 535–540. [CrossRef]
114. Boomsma, W.; Nielsen, S.V.; Lindorff-Larsen, K.; Hartmann-Petersen, R.; Ellgaard, L. Bioinformatics analysis identifies several

intrinsically disordered human E3 ubiquitin-protein ligases. PeerJ 2016, 4. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
115. De Magistris, P.; Antonin, W. The Dynamic Nature of the Nuclear Envelope. Curr. Biol. 2018, 28, R487–R497. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3389/fgene.2018.00379
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2014.06.022
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2014.04.030
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1711017115
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29666234
http://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.23961.001
http://doi.org/10.1006/bbrc.2000.4149
http://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.1725
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26966660
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.01.073

	Introduction 
	Ubiquitin-Proteasome System 
	The Nucleus and the Nuclear Envelope at a Glance 

	Inner Nuclear Membrane-Associated Degradation (INMAD) 
	Asi1-3 Complex—An Integral Membrane E3 Ubiquitin Ligase at the INM 
	Degradation of Nuclear Proteins by the Integral Membrane E3 Ligase Doa10 
	Regulation of INM SUN-Domain Protein Mps3 Levels via E3 Ligase APC/C-Dependent Pathway 

	Nuclear Pathways for Managing Misfolded Proteins 
	Proteasomal Degradation of Misfolded Proteins via Nuclear San1-Dependent Ubiquitination Pathway 
	Managing Ubiquitin-Proteasome System Overload by Sequestration of Misfolded Proteins into Nuclear Inclusions 

	SUMO-Targeted Ubiquitin Ligases (STUbLs) in Nuclear Protein Quality Control 
	Concluding Remarks 
	References

