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#E 1 A M (endoplasmic reticulum, ER)EE B R R EE AR R P S /M EEZRHAL. Y RTEMERITEE
B FAEERT B, &5 B ATE“ER L #”, # 17 B 3/ K 37T & & & "9 il (unfolded protein response, UPR) L1k & & & i
RAE. WRERN M EEEZME, UPRLS B AT RRE, BREMAEHRITEEONAR. LFX, METH
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HER MEGLMEMEAMBAEETHRA XL P ANAFHALEGEREE ZMETWEETM TR 2 X E.

AR SCHK A~ ZBER R A UPR A ER- 4 AL 4K B 1F B 8 4% LA B3 b B 1F 40 7 %2/ UPR.
KR AP, RTEER AR, KK, AR F-LAEKEE MAM

21 P 5 ) e 200 L P AN (D558 93 B DR ARG A ST
I 2, EH O AR ) 4 A 28 T DLOREE 2% B MURE 1346
BRFEAIThRE. (H2, 4ifuds 2 (M E7E 5 R A
HAER, X0 B AR BE AR IRAE A L8] 4 3 A e FAE 5 %
i, WA W E AT, N (endoplas-
mic reticulum, ER)5 Z& K74 2 8] 4776 B 25 1 B 4 ko7
A(ER-Mito contact sites), t471% & tE %5t 45 Ca” I fig
JRAE NP As#e. BbAk, ERVENZ-UHASR A& A
e EBmMmir 2 EE, 500 Attt
BEORIRR“B) J1 1) Rk, #4 R0l 2ok 8
W AR 2R B s K AL BB < R, RVER LSRN
LRAR R, FRE ISR B — R TG 5 N
i s, CAgERR H S Aads. I He N 258 B AR
TERAIZERiAR H &, 2l 5 ER-ZE Rk B AE ST
BUER AN ZR AR (AR ELRE M. FH T SR A N 8 K L

Z7, BRI FERRBEA REE 5@ B 5 A
RN, RSO ST 2 T ER N OR 40 A %o b it 10 S 8,
FFER ML EATUPR Qi i] 2 M ER - 28 67 A4 B A AN 28 b AR £
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R M5 5 il s = L T
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(1) ERIHAEFERFRAS. 43lb 85 A AR (A 7R A% b
PR _FEIPR G B NERIE, fEIX A (E 9k kiR, —
RERIE R ML SRR R 24, e B AT
SN TS, REIEHUEE, gieksHE
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Bl 1 ERMFETMER-ZER R FAE. ERNIFRI LRI RN AL 733 S EER UPRFMIZRIAUPR(IESC2, 33%45), MH IR
elF2af# AL BIISR, 4EFFER/ZRRLAFRAS(IE3C4.134). ER UPRAIRE LRIPERKIE i 14 e 51 2 P V5 PE 40 M 97 T (1E 30453
73). BEAh, ER-ZORIR Rl A 23 AE ER-ZORE A BLAT v A4 46 S A F (IE3C4.18877), X BUE AL A9 B A B2 FIER UPRIR{Z(1ESC
4.2%R4Y), tHAEMIZER UPRFIERFSA(IESL6#H47)

Figure 1 ER-mitochondria interaction under ER stress. ER stress and mitochondrial stress could induce the ER UPR and mitochondrial UPR,
respectively (see sects. 2, 3 in the main text), both of which can initiate ISR via phosphorylation of eIF2a so as to maintain the ER/mitochondrial
homeostasis (see sect. 4.1). The IREla and PERK branches of the ER UPR may also activate intrinsic apoptosis pathway (see sect. 4.5). Besides, ER-
mitochondria contact sites play a pivotal role in ER-mitochondria interaction (see sect. 4.1). Proteins localized here are under regulation of the ER UPR
(see sect. 4.2), and also mediate ER UPR and ER homeostasis (see sect. 6).

HABREAL Sy, Wi /RAfR . B AORifA. 4R fdniues, IREAM, ERSHAANRES MBS AE
el T RAMIEFRASEER EARIFFIZEIE  EENBAR
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EALHE: PGSR (4 5 - 2R A LA

S IIRAHIE M ), ERAE H MU A BERFIE. ER
s A B3 S TR AR R 3, NERRAL
P&t T 2. EROla-PDI(protein disulfide isomer-
ase) AL EE 1 —IREE AT R, 4 AR 0 3 AU
4 H,0,, XZERME WM % (reactive oxygen species,
ROS)™ A &40 ER A A2 1E 1% K H, 0, 1) g
PRDX4, GPX7HIGPX8™. XLtk [ /Ny T il
JiR G2 ot il JE AR AR IR, — AR 4ERF A ER
WIEIE JE RS, FEREA M MEERF, ROS
BIP= A SEANE BAL, IXAE— B AR B E I ER ) RE,
F YO R AN A 4 s R, R B T RE R
ARETL”, TEEREEAMGIE RS RN T, &A
o3 ) SR A T 28 0 T 77 0 P 5

ERIE A0 (145 72, o py Ca’ W W 2 T i
K, EEES R RS EEERY. ERAN
HERKECa 84 E A, W4 M & [ (calreticulin,
CALR). #5BE4E 2 [ (calnexin, CNX). HEHELE G EN
(binding-immunoglobulin protein, BiP)&F, BEAIAKZ &
ST REABRT B, — 7T, XEEC A B AR EN
ERJECa™ G, 55— 710, EAIMDIAE th 2 Ca® K
BERCHY. Ik, ERNCa” Fazs k2 i & R 4T
B BRI FAFAE L FPCa” I MICa™ 22, A4 47 5 1)
ERPIZ%iCa> ISERCAFISTIM, LLJ% Ca> FMAi I8 1
PR, TATHIEEZ FIE 24 (K15, SERIEHNCa™ 45
R AL E SR ER DL R B A5 A s

(2) BRI, 1R 2 PR PE R AN R 25 2 THRER
RE. EREORMIEEEMMT &M E L, ER
RERESEMEONIERTTE, Xk —2 5%
KEARYT SRS EAEERE 2, HITiE<ER
M(ER stress)”[g].

S AZER S ) PR DR 2% A 4 B DR SR AR N
EHRKESGR. BREMEAEERNRLSSHEA
BIREAKT ETE, SHABAT IS . RE . BE SRS
FHRERI RAZ 2 5o R AT, 1T 53 Vb 4 ke
BAHMY . KA EH T EMRKESWEA, WA TR
BINER N B A AT & 1) 4, SEERMIE. FMEEH
R Rs SR AR AT R R IR R, e
SIERR ™'Y, MAh, BURERAAE R RS2
UL JR 77 —BR 754 B (dithiothereitol, DTT). #{IFER
PRSI W SERCAFNHIFIEEHHE | 2 (thapsigar-
gin, Tg). THLE I HUMEEEAL 1) 254 i) 25 2 (tunica-
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mycin, Tm)&%, WELIEMERNE, EATH ¥ H %
IR AR

1.2 RrEEHWNY

HERMBOR LR, A2 8 SRR R & &
(1 B ”(unfolded protein response, UPR)FIE 518 5,
DAREAMAERFERFERS. H AT ORI =2k UPRIlEL, 77
AN WLEE 75 >R B 1a(inositol-requiring enzyme 1,
IREla). 2 F1¥HFRNAFEEREL M (PKR-like ER kinase,
PERK) A #% 5 A F-6(activating transcription factor
6, ATF6)"\. L =i (A NERIEAR [1. 2ERI 1 oA
ramEa MRS Ea B, eI8RluzE 5
A E 7 A5 SAE R BN A A e frz, Bl i
SRR KT (1 R R FE B R B A&, REER
fads. b, IRElaBA & A #EEFIRNA A DIRES I,
Ber SV EXBP1ImRNA, /EE)XBP1 mRNAB]HE,
SR A FE TR XBP1E [ L PERK
HABNE T, i g A B R 4R K 72 i ol
H(eukaryotic translation initiation factor 2, subunit 1
alpha, elF2a), #1ifil & AFIIEAKF, JERER S T2
R AAAE; 5 G R, — SRR 8 AN S A1 ATF4(ac-
tivating transcription factor 4)f#H K FFH]
ATFOA 5 ¥ K1, ERMIEC T 574 B /R 544 |,
TEIX B4 2 I RES1PARIS2P /K AR, 77 A HNEi v B
IRFEMR EVE, AR IERE SR T o el O m
PERKH i B R fh e IF2a M\ 2 1 BH 16 7K 1 0 ER B2,
MXBP1, ATF4RIATF6ERE 5K 1178 A B3 & -
s MIBERE, WRERIENE G R, Wi RERIAIRSE
T REERFaSY. Hrf, ER RIS & A HIFER
Rl — MR N “ERAH K B A R (ER-
associated protein degradation, ERAD)& 1% SZHLH.
ERADAA G & A ERIE W R YT & R OIS B 3K,
M2 Z-E AN RS, 758 H A
ERFBF, UPRIE S R AT, 4k, UPRIBK
S SERFSAS T A B4R RN TIRE, WRIER
R iAo n . BRI el A,
“UPR” .0 H I K /R IRE1o/PERK/ATF6IE B, LA
T H IR < AR AR UPR A X ).

RERIRIGAE A ZHER A UPRXT ER-ZKE 14 .
VER TS, IXPHETEIRZIFE | ARADIREERZS, t
2RI K MER ) REFIFRAS. 7E4HMuAs BAFE H 52 3



REBE: ARl 20224 2% 1

WL E B AR, PRI BIER A T ER-ZR A LA &
HAnA AR A BAR R R, BAFICNEE

2 SRR RIS LR RS

ERR R R E LT, s E =RR
IR EALBE IR & ATPRISZ AT, Zebifhl H K
FERHMZREE, fea R LSRR aMENT
DELRAEN, HIXEE AN T ERAR DR R IR
RIFRREE, HAWLR A E O AN G NE, R
28 58 NG RLAAR AT A JES L 1 5% 37 i (translocase of
the outer membrane, TOM, LA M translocase of the inner
membrane, TIM), 3F N\ G4 JIE ] BN A pr A4 5 Jog, B8
SERLBISMEE R A P HEREA, Lok i R R B
BRI B R, BURER A IS, nTRegl ki &%
HAE R B A R b, Sl Z kLA Th e AR
BRE NN RE OGP ADNARAZ M, XaF
BRI SE AR A FIREEAEIROS, Rk
ROSHIIL E RS HHLERAADNA, 5§20 & H A RO
18, DA N EOFBIESZI; PP0CRE 2 ]
¥ R AR T R 5P S ERFAZS FIER R O6S
N, ARZEREALRARIEFAIRS N ERARTRE, T
R FRZRLAR T BT B R E A ) ER S B R IR
PO ROl N5 a8 A R T RS Y WA ES A LN AT

MERRAR MUK A, SERMBCT R, 4
Sl — RV AR R R Ra s, Hop—28
PR LERiARUPR”. 128 i (Caenorhabditis ele-
gans)H, X FEHRH KK T ATFS-1(activating  tran-
scription factor associated with stress)X | iiFJE K FRiA
B, XS K Rk AR &Rk 7 B A B
fif. ROSTEFEBF(ROS detoxification enzymes). &5
LR RO EA RIS SEENNED. ATFS-1
BAELRAEEN T, ENLRARATFS- 124 8 A
Mg B A, ABAEZORIAA N, 8 EHEANGRRSZH
I, ATFS-122 NZRIER K1 iR, £z,
ATF4, ATF5(activating transcription factor 5)f1CHOP
(C/EBP-homologous protein)# ik W& 5 T ki &K UPR
B JE 3. Sl B 98 I, B A I 2 T B AR
& ABFOMAL, BT /KAEDELEL =AM B =
JaR)E, S&IFBIRHRIEH, A& Sl 2oL,
L HATFARE P, ARG, AR 2ok A 5238

FAETT, LRI S BB LRI AE AR A, kA
R 25 R ARLR E W, TERRSZIRERIAR. iR)a, 5
ERMIPSRABLIRY, ™ 55 (¥ o 1A 2 T 375 S 40 R T
KT BRI LN B AR UPR I BE £ A 41 ] 225 5 Y]
HoAbzris!.

3  ER-ZRRIAEAR: ER-LORIATEMALA
3.1 MAMfi4r

ERFIZ L A4 [F] 47 78 55 %5 1) LA, MAM(mito asso-
ciated membrane) 21X — FAE 1 B AR, ERAIZE R 1A
[ %5 sh A R fh, B BB ER - 200 R 3% fd 37
A(ER-mitochondria contact sites), AL FIfELL 47 FR
NMAM. MAM FAREZ R H, EYERFAIHEER-Z
R EAE . BER& BNEEIE . Ca® Wish. ERFIZH
RS YERF ST H R 5 EEAEH. ERZER A KT
HE AT, AL AR RO B LR P () ) L4 A #
FEER L4, W AR R NE A6 AN JIE Tk £ B R A & Bt 72
7 EAEERFI 2R 4 158 (8] 22 I ez, IR [ B AEERJIEE |
B B IS i B A R A o i — 2D A IR IR A [ B AT
Y AR S IR R R R R £ #AEMAM
EHESAG, FIHEMAMA G & R s 4 10
FRAP MAM_EIRAEAE % Ca” liE, WERJEAIZA:
PRAMEE L% B B9 Ca”" 338 & [ IPRMIVDACTE 7 T4
fRGRP75 1% B F /EMAM AR HB2T, 523Ca” NER
[ LR (R 32 PR 4R AR ER S SRR R 25 7
T, W50 R I LRk F 25 D) A DG I PINK 1 (PTEN
induced kinase 1)/PRKN(Parkin RBR E3 ubiquitin
protein ligase)if % HH FPINK 1 85 4 7E £ 0044 B Wi & A4
B8 AL BIMAM,  H R 3% 4 R ER -2 R0 4 B 42 fik 11 1
FIPT. 5 5 98 2 BIMAMGE 17 19 85 11 g R 4T UPR (L
Foihr). REMAMENMME W IRIES S TER-Z&
AR B2 ok () 4 K5, INMIFN1-MFEN2(mitofusin 1-mito-
fusin 2)E &) VAPB-PTPIP51H &M%, iXxteE M5
ERFNZ R T i J Fazs e th A5 1R K o 2P,

3.2 ERBBAIUPRIFER-ZORL A% L5 Y 1%

ERNHE 13 52 ER- R A JRA% Al K12 AT 7T
RUIDTTAEFL N ER-Z KL ARl 7 fi 2>, 7ERDTT
Al J5 )W, 7R ER SO ER -2 17 JI5 45 fi
FAMFIRCRD HR, 0 TIERBL, 7ETmif FERR
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EALHE: PGSR (4 5 - 2R A LA

BRI LN, ER-ZRR 3 b £ 5 1 nt,
BATR R M) TAERUESE 11X — 1. A 0] GeA [F FJER
LR A T BR -2 R A2 b A 5 A AN R I 15 T 5K,
B IX R 4% BE A5 I 1) 2 R AR . XA ) A ARy T
I YNNG

UPRZE [ A8 45 ER-Z R AR B2 fil o7 23 (B R, Sig-
ma 152/K(Sigma 1 receptor, Sig-1R)ZMAME 5
H, HEKTIEBER-ZERAR 2 il Ar SRR, 520
Ca’ AR AL, FEERFI R, Sig-1RE XK
V- EJt, HPERK-elF2afif iR t,-ATF4i #% 7£ Sig-1R I
W R HEEAER. ATF4RE4E & 2Sig-1REEH I )H 3l
TIX, LR PERKIEGES 5 — MMAME L
K& AHLRRK2(leucine rich repeat kinase 2)3L:[F 7
E372 RIEFREMITOL( X 4 MARCHFS, membrane as-
sociated ring-CH-type finger 5), MULANFIPRKN 7%
PE. MLRRK2MIXSEEE [ 1 2 f5, PERKRES 5 # 45
&, BRAMBUEIXSE R, FHER-LRAABLE N
MIMEN232 ALY, 78 LA Fof, PERK
T A S T, fEmRNARER H /K2 Al it
MIBEIRER-ZE W AR 2 fub A7 55 ) T B

=), UPREAIREIoHPERKEEMAM
AR, X AR 2 DUAOR T H 42 LUPRTE
PE ) 77 20 5 ER -2 R AR 5 422 fi B2 ER -2 R AR ) Jo
A5, Verfaillie NP 458 PERK 5E 7 TMAM, PERK
R T 240 i 2 e R E R - 2 R AR R s 2L, TR 22 52
Wi 25 R A T 25 R Ca® M5 5. 18] b 8 26 380 6 375 128 11
PERK R4 B8 3 43 Pk 5T ER - 28 b 4 e 42 ik, 15 B
PERK DA —Fh gt 7. -1 FL Uil o 14 %) J7 A4k Rf AR e

FTMAM. BARIRElabl R E R AL A K FUPR
iR, (HEMAM E[FIREL o) LLHARTE AL, LL—Fh
AT g FTRN AT (1 77 2R #EIPS R Ca™ i
PP,

4 ER-Z¥iAHE: UPRIFHELRATEA
4.1 UPRS%Hi{AUPR

ER-UPR =4, PERKXEERiA SR (A Fifads
W E WA B IER. $52 |, PERK-elF2a-ATF4
JH % B T 85 B0 B (integrated stress response, ISR)
(1) —3Z, RN AT 3@ ISR 5| el F2aff B AL, 17
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Hl 8 I BPE,  [F I DA— s T E 3 T EAE (upstream
open reading frame, uORF))77 =X FATF4, ATF5%%
T ARG, BB ZRAAUPR, Yk & A 4E 4R 5 115
R ATLL, ERIZBAF PERK-elF 200 BR AL G,
g LA RES 5 AR ARUPR 1A%,

HERMIAEAL, iR 2R B E B LR
Jis i B 2 SRR R, KIPERK -elF2o R
Aad I U R B AAR R B KT AT D g N 2R AR 1
BRI B, GRARARLIAR NI AN, 2Rk
JI6E b A7 93 B A 1E N 2R LA (1Y) 3 A B TIM23 (trans-
locase of the inner membrane 23), HIEIETIMI7ATE
PERK-eIF20 i B AL W0T I 2 4 R e R B e, ik — 20 T
R R iR s s fEdk durh, AP
WA TS 32 P 2 3 BUFR A AT e 8 B B AR 1 e s R 1
ATFS-I A%, JE SR RIARUPR, [KIETIM17A R AR
AT e AL AL S B4R ARUPR.

R E L 1) 5 T PEAB RN ER B Re 35 Bh 8k Y
EE TSNS E O R, EZEERMNEL.
HFRFEORANRS P RERELZERE. PERKIKHM
ATF43R 1L T] i S HSPAY(— Fl R A BB R 1) s 3R
i4P° LONP1(lon peptidase 1, mitochondrial) 22 Hi 4
EMFIEAN, Z5RTaEARE. B rkiEs
G E . LRPIADNAR KRG, HHREFRER B
TLONPI#RIE EKH T PERKIE %, 1Ml #iA
LONP1 1] 55 ZEARER RIS T 2k iR D Re 452 451,

246 H, PERKE H A1 2R AR UPR IO 18 2% [7] &
ISR, ‘BT FUF#R Al 5| &2 ATF4, ATFS, CHOPZ #4355 K]
T, RUIETE IEERMIS T Zebifh s A Aa S 4E+F
BT, 75 28R X 73 71 52 £ PERKIL & 26 B /A UPRIE
PRATAR. LB AEA A R AR B % 2 A T ISREBEIE L
A AR, R A UPRISOE 1R 7T 68 /& A5
PERKATE N ) 2 5% 15 T IEER ZR G E I 45 .

4.2 UPR5ZRARE R

& R Z 22 R R T & AR AL, JRERM
BRI 2 —, o (R A AR JORE B2 A 1 2
R AL BB, BalsaZs N BB, HIAT MRS
FAT MR AEERNE, JF JH BIPERK-elF20-ATF4if
P, IS RS S Y%L R T 1 (supercomplex
assembly factor 1, SCAF1)HIFRIE, HY5m 4R A nF I &
BT EWEYE. A, PERKGE L GE R 2 2R 52



REBE: ARl 20224 2% 1

A 1 RAZ (5 NRLRAR TR 7<) 38 F ) e At
SREE, WS 7R PERKR] BEA2 VR 7 LobL Ao A 78 2 48 A
FE 5 — WU TAE S, PERKOW KR (Ul 17 4L 230 2ok A e
AW AR, AERE R 40 g R
PERK PA— A T ER N 77 sUR AR 1k, JF
75 $GABPo(GA binding protein transcription factor
subunit alpha)fJ3% 3%, 1 J5 3 76 2Rk Py I a1 AR
Ve i B EEAE A, DT PERK-GABPoil B3
o € T 41 2 R L s 7 TS T ),

ER S 3% th T A6 3 {12 3 Ca " AER [ 220 ¢ (097
TR &R AR RS K. WATATR, MAMACa™ M
ER [ ZGRI AR BRI TH0IE, 1iCa” fe 55 = RIS
A v DA Tl S T 3, TR M A S A A it S
MRS E, R feBt R TR, LIFATPE MG L, B
LR AR ATPAE . AT WL, ERISIHCT LA i Ca™ 15 5
IHERR RE B A R, RIS ERLA TR, FoA EE R P

43  UPREZLNIAZ) )2
LR BA = LS AR AL, Mg g

(fusion and fission)Z &REFRS AR BT —. %
WG RLR T LOE 5 IE R AR, dd = IhE
EAWMETERE Y. BRI 557 Hk
S IR, 75— 7, SRR n] i o R 5 Dh g 32
o7, GnZR kAR K A2 B ARAR IR 4y, J5 o nl i ok
TR EEREE R, A0 7R B UPRAE % Lok (R il £
FGR2L. R BRI BE AN TG SR T 2 6 31 A SR
IRE1HE 0, (RIS 5% ) 2 b A4 I R FH AN B (1) 3
hn, HIX MRS 2B TIRELY). {H2IREIK
TERCEA B AT 2 E B EERE ) R, MR
ROSHI= M) PERK W A 4% 42 i A& 5 /1 2 (mito-
chondrial dynamics). LebeauZs N\ VR, 7 & HEERR
BT, PERK-elF2ofif 8 44,18 2 8 1<t 41 i) 2 1 o 3 2,
Ja B NS F B BRLAR I BE Rl (stress-induced  mito-
chondrial hyperfusion, SIMH), M\ Ifij {32k 28 i 4 1 He -1
FERFETE TERIATPA . IX — AR MR T B R 4 P Ji
R —FEABYMEIL(YMEL like 1 ATPase), /s
YME 1L AJ R8I B Ak i He 28 b 44 25 11 18 pRSIMH. - 1
NERFEASLERF—F 72, ERADAERZ ML RAK S
J1%. fERREORI M t, ERADMEEE K K EN
SEL1-HRD1E &% FMAME A SIMH A £ 56 &

B AR IR DT A ER ADSRRE /N B A 2R A T e
5405, ot v R Rk,

44 UPREZLNIIA A b

B2 A NG| I N B UL E K T 5 A N = R
HERR, UAERFANM P 2ok R IEHORES. BFFLR N,
BRI ] 82 ki fk B W 1 o 8 B8 I PRKNKR A [
Tt, ATFALE R K7 7T 456 Blprin 2 K 1 G 3 1
X9 (H 2 ATFARY B2 55408 T PERKGE AN 4.

4.5  UPRS AL T

R HAN A0 I ER SO 2 i A i T, b 4k
RLARFE IR PEA AR T b AR B3R mE AR, 72X
— 2, BCL-2FK G MEET- 5 IBAX(BCL2 asso-
ciated X, apoptosis regulator) F1IBAK(BCL2 antagonist/
killer D)ELKARIMNER S, BURREREZEE, &Rk
RO AR T T R, AT BRI,
IS R BRBAXAIBAK (40 A1/ BOGT ER 38T 9 12
R IR TR RS, 4, BH3-only & FABID(BH3
interacting domain death agonist), BIM(Bcl-2 interacting
mediator of cell death), PUMAFINOXA th ##}i& 5ER
LT I ZRLAARE TR AR OS5, X LEBH3-only {2
T A RS & U T 8 A R 5 & X BAX/BAK
(AR, LA R 857308 W 2 W A A ER B 3 55 4
J R T R E .

ERFZ T, PERKAIIRE 1 ol #3005 1 it 5 S0 2 bt
W@ B PSR, 3T PERK N ATF4RE L i
H R TCHOPII#IE. —J51H, CHOPHIE #RiE4xiE
WYL T & FIBCL2R A AT TS, %05,
CHOPHEBUE (L T H T BIMI 7Y, CHOP AL
WWFE T2 /45(death receptor 5, DRS)HEFH#:5). Fif
(R 7 R LER LB FDRSFFARFEARRAE 1, T2 g fir
FEER-= /R FE A1 B[4 (ER-Golgi intermediate compart-
ment, ERGIC), HAE S54RI EE AL A HWEIE,
F#(Caspase S ABID 3 1L,

IRElafg T RE/E 8% XBP1 mRNAI B3 )5 5hiE
FLPEUPRAL, £ i FEEAGIRAS N B8 P Al — L2 i/
RNA(microRNA, miRNA), 5t & BmiR 17 4 5
MR TR Y. miR176E 1| Caspase 2(0%5%. i
FEBE FIIRE Lo f#EmiR 17, M 22 Caspase 2E1¥ 7K
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EALHE: PGSR (4 5 - 2R A LA

*F LT, TMiCaspase 28EV)E|IHiEBID, WIEBAX/
BAKAK M VA 215 557 IRE1a 3 81 mRNA P& %
(regulates IRElo-dependent decay, RIDD)n]#Eifi{=
NPT, X AT H RS RATE . A HRERR
DR5 mRNAZRIDDJEY), {EHRFEEIERMIH FRIDD
59, SEDRSEIAR ET, (R A AN
JIRIDD )& A2 5 ER R 5 B AR 82 ) i) S22 T AH K.
RIDDfE 53— R FIERE i 5 [ A1 43 B I mRNARF
(R IX SEmRNAYE R 2RI FE RS2 D ER I, 25 5 4
IRE1affi 3R I B&ME), I/ ERME H 2 (1 & A HER N
W, BURIE R T B WBIPE & N LUINEIER B,
T A 4 7 2% RIDD ey s i 4 pa ) 12346 7
kBT, AN, FEERMICT, IRE1afiE FITRAF2
456 I BOE T 1215 5 M5 U 1 (apoptosis  signal-
regulating kinase 1, ASK 1)} Fiifc-Jun NH2-terminal
kinase (JNK), M-S &g i -1,

TEAR T, FIRERMFOE A S5 140 e
TR 238 B8 R A A EL RS, EAT AT REAH B2,
IRE10fTPERKGE #% i A2 FEAH BAE DU R, AT
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The endoplasmic reticulum (ER) plays an important role in protein quality control. Unfolded and misfolded proteins accumulate in
the ER to cause “ER stress”, which in turn triggers the unfolded protein response (UPR) to restore the protein homeostasis. Under
irremediable ER stress, UPR may also lead to apoptosis to clean up cells filled with massive misfolded proteins. As discoveries are
accumulating on the organelle interactions, it becomes apparent that the influence of ER stress goes beyond the ER, whereas the
regulation of the UPR is not limited to ER, but largely related to other organelles, among which mitochondria have received much
attention for its close interactions with ER. This review will introduce the regulation of ER-mitochondria interaction by ER stress and
the UPR, as well as how such interaction modulates the UPR.

endoplasmic reticulum stress, unfolded protein response, mitochondrial stress, endoplasmic reticulum-
mitochondria interaction, MAM
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