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WE EOoR5EaRMEFRACPPEAANRESEGR; TX M ELGHEER. BELASFETINE
ERRUHEHNMEEM ARANARHEGL) TEIPPISHTH L Z MW AY. ESERBRNTIHERE, A
ML AF AR, MR ENPPSEE EBR RN A AL, RE EPREFEME. BHEBRELFERET
AH KB KA G M AR B A A A 4 W 4 (interactome) ¥ 8 BY T BT AT Z K4 & B &R A F B 1E L A0 v g
B 4 F AL AR 58 4F 3T 2 E pS34E A& &1 (TP53BPL), F B 35 v i i 4 47 % 2 T 154~ /£ B9 TP53BP1 AR
BER &G, FAt, % APPIKIE Et R 2T 5TPS3BPIM EEAMEE RN, 4 Z ML FmEEHTT
B EMN. BRLN, ERE R, TPIBPIEFAZEO T EEE AN AN. BEELA,. #REE5E
BRI, ZHARARNENTPSIBPI A F e R LA B ER 2 T £ A

X487  TP53BPL, Z G R EEA, Stk § & 447, 3550 R o AT

5 BT A A )OS BE2E 4y, SR B TR A
AR T4 R Z DR RS 2, — LU A
A R D DR s SRR B R IR L (5 Sk
AR gERis B AR T B EH R E S IR
W2 AE. 5 BRI AQ (1) — A HE 2 KE ) TR
T B S5 R 2 0 1) SRR, A R 5 TR AR 4R e AT P A
A s B SRS, B A RS E AR
AH H.{F F (protein-protein interaction, PPT) ¥ £& £ ¥l
ok TS AT T 3K = S K AE ) D e A5 5. (A PPIs
BEHARCERNEA R RER R —, N T
R A BT B IR A T B B0 e R 4 %

SEIYETT WX 4% JHR 2 (network oncology, NO) ) H #iL
HEBEOZEEY R 1AL Tl i PPIs K IR IT 1)
Plgs. fEFRAE D, PPISTE HfE 5 1% S B9 m 5 Ak, 3
T 43 1 O 28 A 3 0 3 26 3 2 2 2% DA St B 5 1)
Yo, AR 1 R A . IRk R L R 2B AN (B
L

H 0 2 Fh7 0K % 58 PPTs, X 24 5 VAL 45 DL s
95 7704 T8 B B ELAE P DA SR T R 0 i T
ThRetE e RS, S ILytie (co-immunoprecipitation,
Co-IP)# I\ 4y 2 8 1 Joi AH EL A A AR < s o4 00 78 77 92%,
0 PR S R A 7 B RO R R A S A LSS &
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M, Bl e @ I i s o AT L snE R % e 5 H AR R
FEIAH BAE R A 4. PPIsH) R % 2 77 E T ok
B EE 5 ELAE A OC &R, X e FHE AN W b 5 8 5 B
Wk 1T B P s 4 BB 145 BIND!Y, ProLinks!",
STRING">" V45 i3 e B 45 e f14) i I hgtle o AR EL AR T I
R AR AL TR,

pS34EAE A1 (TPS3BP) & A 1924, %
HEAKREYWEMEEMSE, #1855 002 DNA XU
W7 24 (double-strand break, DSB) 45 75 Wi b 25 [ 1 45 &
Az M TPS3BPIAMY ZADSBIE EE A, & 5
VI RIS 77 Uk e AL e i kAR R RN, A
) 2 5 V8 At £ ) SR 4 R T 4% R A S am et
TP53BP 1 X DSB & & Ty fig 1R 47 iy AR I 7 L e AH 0%
FE A1 (breast cancer associated gene 1, BRCA 1)k ¢ 4
i SR KR 7 B, TPS3BP1AIBRCA Ll it
AH B 520 %) 5 48 55 BIDSBA A fEDSBIE R 18 12 1 -F- i
w7 B R F R, TR, A TR A, PR e O 1
FAL 24T VR B S W B FDNA #5475 2 3. (DNA damage
response, DDR) [ 4%, DDR X} - 4 $ F& ] 21 5 B 1%
Fase . IE% Thig & E 2™, TPS3BP1{E NDDRH)
KBRS 5y, SR R A ke B P % UTAR 8.
ASCEFXITPS3BPL, 454 2 AT 1% 43 T 5 PPIAE A
R ITEERE 7 5 TP53BP1AH HAE H 1 & i W 2%,
FER1Z M 2% A i B F AT T ThEE S £E 43 T (Gene On-
tology analysis) f115 5 i % 73 /T (pathway analysis), M
T SE IR N M@ AT TPS3BP 1 A= 40 % T e S HAE g vh
HIAE A

1 bR T ik

L1 Hif A

G IR PLTPS3BP1 % 70 B L i« 1L He1gG W
H Santa Cruz (3 ), 3§ 384k % &K 65 . BCARK
71l. Dynabeads Protein Afif¥k 14 H Life Technologies
(Carlsbad, 3 [). & A 8§47 1) 77 Cocktail /v 7% 16 H
Roche Diagnostics (Indianapolis, 3€ [E). i 75 58 BE .
Tt 7, Pk % W E Sigma Aldrich (St.Louis, 35 [H). J#i &
M B H Promega (Madison, 3£ [®). Z 5. HIRIWH
Fisher Scientific (Pittsburgh, 3¢ [#). MEM £ 7: % . Jig
4 1175 % H HyClone (Logan, 3€ [H).

12 A1 SR 5 4R B R R

A FE A {5 FH ) ACHN B 41 i 38 40 i 3 0 H
T 36 [ A ARG IR W) B AF R ATCC. 85 97 548 F A
10% fif 2 M35 « 1% BT (7 % R 5 8% ) IIMEM,
FFAE3TC, 5% CO 3R B vh 55 5% 40 iV 5 FE A2
90% A A I BEAT 8 R AR, R v Ab A B A
141 77 Cocktail f Triton X-100%4 fi# 22 i ¥ (40 mmol/L
Tris, 120 mmol/L NaCl, 1% Triton X-100, 1 mmol/L NaF,
1 mmol/L Nas;VOy).

1.3 fpEdbyiye. BEBERHBIK. BERNEEH

1240 uL Dynabeads Protein AfEk 5 FiBE7E300 pL
PBSH I TPS3BP1 48X 1E H GalgG (K HE2H) 4°C B2
5% & 1 1, SR J5 FH Triton X-1002 8 28 il e Tl Bk b 2
REEE UK. ACHNZH i 2@ i AT BCA N & W E
J& ¥953 WA 53 90 5 % B B AR BN B 1gG IR B4 C
EARIEH 6 h, Z )5 H Triton X-100Z RS2 00 78 73 s e
Fd Bk, 38 L 7 Bk B in N SDS-PAGE _ ¥ 2% b i 6
7K 10 min¥ i 25 153, F) F SDS-PAGE 4 % A, If
Sof 4 B8 PR HEAT AR e Y tr, L Y1) R B 8, TE SR BE 43 T BT
L R T A P A A

L4 RS

{8 I nanoUPLC (Waters, 3 [H) 73 &5 Ji& £& 1 g
1k Bk B If % JH nanoESI-LTQ Orbitrap /i i 1% (Thermo
Fisher Scientific, 3% [¥ )/ 7 ik 4 [ B 7 AL B BE. &
2, VAR N B IR AE L, LRSI A (0.1% H R LA
5 uL/min AR 3 miniE AT L L. 48 )5, 18 FinanoU-
PLC/} B #E(C18, 150 mmx0.075 mm, 1.7 pm)#E47 ik Bt
o B . R R R B FE - 7%~45% B (575 0.1% IR 1Y)
ZE), 43 B i 1] 90 min. Jii i1 PAData Dependent /i
L 47, HAHVIGEFTHEH#IC K m/z 350~2000 )5 & 15 [,
Forb=F R B I8N B T4 1 Bl 5% Tl A O i
1 (collisional activated dissociation, CAD). M & Fi, [ 1%
B 2.0 kV, 55— A Al e B 18 N35%. f
FH#% A\ 7EProtein Discoverer 1.3%{}:(Thermo Fisher Sci-
entific) 41 () SEQUESTH A 1E 5 987781 17 41 5 H )
Uniprot \ 2 it 2048 B gk AT IR ah Hdi 48 R . e 48
FEAEZ I RIS H LA S50 10 ppmEl A &% %, 1 Da
BT B R 2, F DR SR B ik 110 0 A R I AN 1 B
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T G R R L BT R R TPS3BP L 0 K 1A 7 1 F

5 B PR S5 A, R R L W o T A B R A
BRI )6 RN 1. ST S, B
4 S 2 P R S B K T2
PN T-0.01, LA {5 85 158 45 5 OO R 15 AT S

1.5 2 H FAH BAE B B0 R KR I AH BAE A 4%
Jrafeis

MSTRINGEE H 5 AH A F 54 B2 38453 5 TP53BP1
A EAE R (15, 0k 2 1R BB N SR ELAE H
1305 v TG FE0.7 4%, B Sk IR N SEEG 56 UE, AH TLAE
P AR A 504N . 38 i A I R B A6 W 45 2 1)
154 FI STRINGHU s = r & 3£ 43 1) 501 TP53BP1AH F.
EF & A, 13 2IPS3BP A BAE & AR GE 565
AN EAE B B, %51 5R A% B STRING £ 2 1
ITRR, SRR MK NI E A EERXR, 460
1% B 318 FH Cytoscape 3.5.0% 112 ¥ 8 TP53BP14H
HAE A A%

1.6 HHRBHINR EHE DM TCGAX: K4 H 3%
53 M

i FH #k A\ 7E R iE 3 U ClusterProfiler™ 1 [¥] en-
richGO 5 enrichKEGG p& £ 43 51 % 85 11 i 40 317 GO Iy
BE & L2 BT R % 2 AT, PAE B /N T0.01. ff 7R
243 #1 T H cBioPortal % TCGA T Ilfi S K A fty 52 PR 4

1 RESHLEENTPS3BPIME/EREASE

Kl BAT R, S W1 TPS3BP1JE I 1E 33 R 2K B i g v
HEOF T IE 0T A B R AR S 8 DU e A

2 HR5 R

2.1 TPS3BPUHI T AR I 2 1 5 1 s 4 7 41

KI5 1 56 SR FH G 8 FL 0 e 5 A 5 RS 40 b ARl
TP53BP 1A HAEH & A, i@ % L TPS3BP 1 S % it
VERE AR IR 1gGXy IEZH, SL R I SANE 7E I TPS3BP1
MEAEHEA, P EHERNAEK 5B POLR2A . %
{0, 44 K 5% B 5 28 1 KIF4A, RNA 45 4 235 A RBM26 2%
(). FEX A4 E K TPS3BP A H.2E 41, USP28
CL AR iE 8 TPS3BP 1 (IBRCT4: #4915, S TPS3BP 1A EL
E FI 2% 53 4 DNA % JiE B RECQLS ¥ i & 55 TPS3BP1
I3 I DNA 5453 15 52 AR 57, 3 e 4 2 38 3 (¥ 41 B
VB R JRUESE T A 7 b G 0 SL U 245 6 Tk 2 i
KEM S5 TPS3BPIAH BLAE FHEE AT S 1. FHofth13
AN A R LR A9 L 1) 8 B TPS3BP1AH B4
FEA, R AR R, T X EFRETEAL
(regulator ofnonsense transcripts 1, UPF1). 182 KD
& H-145 4 5 M (182 kD tankyrase-1-binding protein,
TNKS1BP1) % #f 5 DNA & 5 A 5257, 7] g il il 5
TP53BP1AH H.1E i T DNAE Z it #2.

AR P B 5 S A KB 7> ¥ & (kD)
P24928 DNA#E FRNAK A [T RPB1 V3 POLR24 38.78% 43 217.0
095239 et 14 M 35 DR 3 A 1 KIF4A KIF44 33.85% 37 139.8
Q68CZ2 KIJEEAS TENS3 22.08 21 155.2
Q5T8P6 RNAZ & H 126 RBM26 19.96 13 113.5

A5YM55 RECQL5 & RECQLS 18.06 13 108.8
QY6RU2 12 3R B R i K g I 28 USP28 10.49 8 122.4
Q92900 T SHE SR I 5 43 1 UPFI 9.39 8 1243

D3DWL9 P EIA 2 I8 R Ak R e M 2 CPSFI 7.84 9 151.9

B3KMV5 SEAR B RS & E A1 FAMG624 3.53 3 122.8
B4DJK4 % R AE K ¥ SPTS SUPTSH 3.19 2 96.9
B4DQY7 TATA 7o {1 1 #% 5 + TMF1 2.52 2 111.7
ASK8N3 KT AHK B S SPAGS 1.68 2 134.3
Q6P2E9 {5 FHRNA LI 18 58 5K 9 4 EDC4 1.64 2 151.6
Q9COC2 182 kDI i R A1 4 A EN TNKSIBPI 1.45 2 181.7
QYUQ35 2 W IR/ M E R E SRR E 2 SRRM?2 1.13 2 299.4
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2.2 22 TPS3BPIA] LA 4 H M 4%

T HEONATAR N T fETPS3BP1 D) fiE, i@ it
S5 JBE AT R PPIE IR JE 4G 2%, 57 T TPS3BP17E4
L P (A LA T IR 4% P L s, 1% 48 364 5 654
E A A ORTETPS3BP1), 4624 M HAFE HiERE. Ho
¥ 5% K -¥-p53 (TP53) 2 il i % [ TP53BP1 I AH H.AE
R AP TP53X AIEDNASG 7E A () &l S 1S 5
i H S0, S I R Y 22 RS IR ) S, 51 0 e A
5. T, DNABE AR M, TPS3 & B 5
{6 ek 8 0 1) DR, TPS3 9 A% A2 £ 50% MR8 95 1) 2 A= 1
KB R &, Il IR 7R B, USP28 5 TPS3BP1 ) A E
FH A 1 R 2 pS3 4R Mt ) % 4 ALY, BRCA R /&2 DDR
BB EEGS ST, TIET EEDNARGIIEEE
P4 1 ) Y5 R 41 AE 2, T DN AR A% 1 52 431 ATM it
B 8 I B R A R U T LUK DSBS B AL g
X2 T U S Y I T R B, TPS3BP1 5 BRCAL )
I 1 FH A 33F ATMUSBEE P, 3988 7 ATM R i 2 FR 4
(O R A1 AT 78 244 22 A TPS3BP AR BLAF A & 1
WX 26 AR G b 7R T X 2 41 2 Tl 22 A H.

A

HIST1H4A

RNF8

e aall

17

UPF1

TDP1  CPSF1

1

2.3 GOIJrBE %/ #5843 b
KT i AT TPS3BPAH B AE H & (A 240 1 I

AefE B, X IX 65N E AT T GO'E %4 M FIKEGGTE
Sl B BT (2). A5l FE (biological process, BP) &
LT R IR, X654 E H 3 2 AE I fEDNA S il |

DSB#& & . DNAARH™T . DNA=E . 40 i & ks
. DNASSHMER A 5. DNASRIR A . pS3 K
GG IS T S E A ISR 40 M Bk A
AL B AN I BEE . ATMFIATR. ATMIR N T
DSB A G it 45 1) 7 B, ATR 3= B 37 T 52 i S
1509 . X e R TR A5 5 i BB P B R AL R T R AR,
I 25 S04 M R A . TR R AR T T 2 D IR
HERE 22 R[], 18 i DNAME 548 T Bl T AR e A8 7 dkk
G 3500 S B OB ¥ LAV A, DDRYE B ) th k4% 8
AR O PR & A AR 1 A BE DN AR A5 IS AL A ) R
WA BN R B A AN 2 W I A% (AN AR E 1 LSS 2
P I AE AR 28, GO A4 SR ENIE T TPS3BPI/E N
Wi T DSB 4K 1 firh & DDR ) 5< 8 2% (4, AI RE & 08 fiE K
AR R ) AR 7. 2B X 5 TPS3BPIAH H

TP53BP1AH BEAEH B M %

] g AR — A R, 18 A5 R R AR AN SR TR AE AR A P 5 D R R /N ke T AR LA T
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YE 1651 & A 3 4T KEGGE® 1% 43 7 (K13) 7] LLA3
AHABLY) 4518, TPS3BP1AH 5% 11 FH I 4% 4 wh 76 41 il

. FEJREM. HReE. ZERVIRGESEK,
LA TPS3BPIAE4EFFDNA G e B B haefa e . M

Biological process

DNA replication -

Double-strand break repair 4

Regulation of DNA metabolic process A

DNA recombination -

Cell cycle checkpoint A

o .
@ o
@®:

O
o @
O

o

DNA integrity checkpoint £ valug
5.9x10°%
DNA damage checkpoint - . 4.4x10°2
Signal transduction by p53 class mediator - . 3.0x10-2
DNA-dependent DNA replication - [ ] 1.5x10°2
ir vi ot 1.7x10-%

Double-strand break repair via homologous recombination 4 @
T T T T T T
0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50
Generatio
B2 GOIBEEESN

Count B {E A0S B2 A= P03d 12 oh ' S B ) 5 TPS3BP LA AT HI 4 3 F 53 4 vh 3 F B O B GeneRatio X2 Count$ {8 15 & 8 F B Y

B IR A B AR PAEL TR/

KEGG Pathway

Cell cycle o P value
0.0016
Homologous recombination-
0.0012
DNA replication 4
0.0008
HTLV-I infection
0.0004
p53 signaling pathway 4
Fanconi anemia pathway - Count
Mismatch repair- ® * 2
o 4
Nucleotide excision repair- ®
@ 6
Base excision repair ® ® s
Non-homologous end-joiningq « @ 10
0.1 0.2 03
Generatio
B3 KEGGE® 4

CountH B AQZ X B 138 % Hh & 58 2 ¥ 5 TP53BP LAH H.AF A ) 8 1 J5i 41 o 22 9 2. GeneRatio R 3R Count Ui o & 81 PR B L 2.

R B AR P K KA
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14% -

12%

10%

8% -

6% -

4% -

2% - I
e

Alteration Frequency

0% - HEEEE=-
Cancer type . ‘ . . .
Mutation data + + + o+ + o+ + + o+ + o+ + o+ + +
CNA data  + + + + o+ + o+ - + + - + + o+ +
< % < [N AR PR o T A S NN G, SR \ R S s <
o B % ke PGS Q2 e 7 % Z
5% 2% 0% R R%RR 55 %%
® E Y % % 3 %
% 3,
?%/ ) ?@
. Mutation . Deletion . Amplification Multiple alterations
B4 TCGAE: FEHEIE
TP53BPIAE % FM e ARG T30 B2 IE# IR L e B3 K 52 & B 5O i i e
T JE S 1E ke G A R R E AR M EASEPER TDNABE . 40 B AR 25 50 %%

2.4 TP53BPIFEPALEA [ e v 8155 D0

WKl 4p 7R, TCGAELHE 79 # &7k, TP53BPIAE R
BV KBAEMRE R . EERK. TEE. BE. T
U . M RE . AR, 4 E s, sk
JE . USRI AT A MR L Sk e S 2 R A
Sof - 1E 5 % R[] 78 2H 29 BRAS [ R R R R AR . B
5 K18 B TPS3BPI ) B g Bl 2% 5% (F1) 2% &L 7T R
SE R AR R E R EKAR
3 4w

AW IR S0 SRR R R A TS

TPS3BPIMH EAE IR A RN, ek EE o 75
TP53BP1AH B/ F & A BEAAR, KI5 TPS3BP1AH E1E

EDNAMG1EE . 57 DNAT 15 J5 DDR it & 41 Al J&
HA {52 ¥ WL AH o< 38 %, 15 B TPS3BP11E ADNA #1515
52N BE M T AR R A= DA ZE T ) 9 AR T R 1R S
ORYE T EEAER. 3P HIE I 5 T TCGA S &
HHTP53BP1AE & P 2 20 g vh i AR SRAR [P A2, i IR
TPS53BP1TE 2 £ iy 248 B v 47 5 458 e 26 1) 5888 e %
AR Ak, UESE T TPS3BP AT i 8 41 ] K] 7 v REAE
JiJR A 2B TR R A R AR 2 AR Bl Al 2 R 1) T i R I
FEREL A SCE X 5 TPS3BP AR EAE ) 8 1 B4k
HEAT % 58 S ThRE 4 BT, S5 n 4T Hh R % T TPS3BP1 H
G ThAE f €, JF FLm ik #3785 AH AR % B
M WS 25 R AR M EAE R, AR AL E A
JORLE iR o AR AL B AL T — T (R 1T A K
1) 75 2.
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Construction of protein-protein interaction network of TPS3BP1 by

affinity purification massspectrometry and bioinformatic analysis
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Protein-protein interactions (PPIs) are the specific physical interactions between two or more proteins through
electrostatic attraction and/or van der Waals forces. Cellular proteins exert their different biological roles through
dynamic PPIs. Abnormal PPIs may lead to the development of various diseases, such as cancer. Therefore, to study the
interactome of the key regulatory proteins closely associated with different diseases is crucial to better understand their
functions and also the underlying molecular mechanisms. In this study, we investigated the interactome of TP53-binding
protein 1 (TP53BP1) by combining affinity purification mass spectrometry (AP-MS) identification and bioinformatic
analysis. As a result, 15 potential TP53BP1 binding proteins were identified by AP-MS, and an interactome network
containing 65 nodes were constructed. Gene Ontology analysis and pathway analysis of the proteins in the network was
performed to further analyze the biological functions of TP53BP1 and its roles in the regulation of cancer.
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