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Smad ubiquitin regulatory factor 2 (Smurf2), an essential negative regulator of TGF-β signaling, ubiquitinates TGF-β receptors (TβRs) and Smad proteins, inducing their proteasomal degradation. Smurf2 plays crucial roles in regulating TGF-β signaling and maintaining normal cellular functions and tissue homeostasis; dysfunction of Smurf2 triggers abnormal TGF-β signaling in pathological states. Smurf2 has been reported as a potentially strong candidate for targeting therapies for related diseases. Recent work has begun to focus on the regulation of Smurf2 itself, and emerging evidence indicates that Smurf2 is regulated by post-translational modifications (PTMs) mechanisms. These mechanisms predominantly regulate the expression level and E3 ligase activity of Smurf2, strongly suggesting that this protein contributes to complicated roles under multiple pathophysiological conditions. In this review, we cover some significant and novel mechanisms of the PTMs that potentially control Smurf2 participation in TGF-β signaling, including ubiquitylation, SUMOylation, neddylation, phosphorylation, and methylation in order to provide a broad view of the depth and sophistication of Smurf2 function in TGF-β regulation, as well as perspectives for future therapeutic directions for its associated diseases.
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INTRODUCTION

Signaling mediated by the transforming growth factor β (TGF-β) family controls many cellular responses and diverse biological processes, such as cell growth, differentiation, adhesion, migration, and apoptosis (Drabsch and ten Dijke, 2012). The TGF-β signaling transduction network entails a complex series of protein interactions, including the activation of serine/threonine kinase receptors, SMAD protein phosphorylation and mobilization to the nucleus, and subsequent regulation of transcription factors that modulate target gene expression. Furthermore, dysregulation of TGF-β signaling can lead to various pathologies such as fibrosis, cardiovascular pathology, and cancer (Eichhorn et al., 2012; Iyengar et al., 2015; Shu et al., 2016; He et al., 2017; Chanda et al., 2018). Smad ubiquitin regulatory factor 2 (Smurf2), a HECT (homologous to the E6-accessory protein C-terminus)-type E3 ubiquitin ligase located mainly in the nucleus, has been demonstrated to play pivotal roles in the negative regulation of TGF-β signaling (David et al., 2013). Typically, Smurf2 translocates out of the nucleus in response to the activation of TGF-β receptor and forms a complex with I-Smads to ubiquitinate TGF-β type I receptors (TβRI) and R-Smads, thereby leading to their proteasomal degradation, and subsequently attenuating the TGF-β signaling.

Other biological functions of Smurf2 have been reported in addition to the regulation of TGF-β signaling. Emerging evidence has demonstrated that Smurf2 contributes to genomic stability, cell polarity, tissue homeostasis, and tumorigenesis (Koganti et al., 2018). Smurf2 acts as both a tumor promoter and suppressor. Knock out of Smurf2 results in tumorigenesis in mice (Ramkumar et al., 2012). In contrast, functional Smurf2 inhibits cancer cell proliferation and tumorigenesis via ubiquitination and degradation of several critical cellular proteins, such as Sirtuins (Yu et al., 2020), SIRT1 (Yu et al., 2019), ChREBP (Li et al., 2019), and RNF20 (Manikoth Ayyathan et al., 2020). However, some studies have documented evidence that Smurf2 functions as a tumor promoter rather than a tumor suppressor under some specific circumstances (David et al., 2013). Additionally, high levels of Smurf2 expression have been found in association with several types of cancer (Jin et al., 2009; Klupp et al., 2019) and were correlated with poor prognosis (Fukuchi et al., 2002; Klupp et al., 2019). However, the mechanism underlying these dual roles for Smurf2 in cancer remain poorly understood. Most recently, Emanuelli et al. (2019) found that altered expression and localization may potentially diminish its tumor-suppressive activities. Elucidating the regulatory mechanisms Smurf2 activity and expression is imperative for understanding its role in multiple pathophysiological conditions.

An increasing number of studies have demonstrated that Smurf2 activity and expression are regulated by a series of post-translational modifications (PTMs), including ubiquitylation, phosphorylation, methylation, SUMOylation, and neddylation (Xu et al., 2012). Given that PTMs not only regulate the activity of Smurf2 to control TGF-β signaling but are also involved in the development of several diseases, it is an urgent priority to resolve the underlying mechanisms of how PTMs affect Smurf2 function for identification of potential therapeutic targets. Herein, we review the PTMs that have been thus far reported to affect Smurf2 activity and stability.



STRUCTURE AND FUNCTIONS OF Smurf2

First discovered in 2000, Smurf2 is a member of the Neural Precursor Cell-expressed Developmentally Down-regulated Protein 4 (NEDD4) subfamily (Kuratomi et al., 2005). The human smurf2 gene, located on chromosome 17, and Smurf2 protein contain three regions: a C2 domain at the N-terminal, three WW domains containing two conserved tryptophan residues each, and a highly conserved HECT catalytic domain at the C-terminal (Figure 1; Lin et al., 2000). Moreover, the WW domain is responsible for substrate recognition through specific binding to a PPXY motif (Zhu et al., 1999). In the resting state, the C2 domain associates with the HECT domain on Smurf2 to prevent the WW domain from interacting with substrates. This mechanism potentially contributes to maintaining the stable expression of Smurf2 in cells. Furthermore, Smurf2 requires adaptor proteins to facilitate the induction of its active state to proceed with enzymatic interactions with its substrates (Wiesner et al., 2007). To date, many adaptors have been found to interact and promote the function of Smurf2. The first reported, canonical protein adaptor is Smad7. Smad7 binds to Smurf2, forming a complex, to initiate Smurf2 translocation out of the nucleus for targeting of the TGF-β receptor complex for degradation (Kavsak et al., 2000).
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FIGURE 1. The schematic structure of Smurf2. Smurf2 is composed of an N-terminal C2 domain (purple); three tryptophan-containing WW domains (blue, orange, and yellow) and one C-terminal HECT domain (brown). The locations of specific amino acid sites (center left), the enzymes that target these residues (far left), and the effects of their respective modifications (center right) are included with their corresponding studies (far right).


As a C2-WW-HECT type E3 ubiquitin ligase, Smurf2 was described as a negative regulator of TGF-β signaling, and a substantial number of reports subsequently demonstrated that Smurf2 primarily targets signaling components and downstream protein expression induced by TGF-β. For instance, Smurf2 not only associates with the I-Smads to down-regulate type I TGF-β receptor (TβRI) and R-Smads (Kavsak et al., 2000; Lin et al., 2000; Zhang et al., 2001) but also degrades SnoN by assembling a complex with Smad2 (Bonni et al., 2001). Moreover, TGF-β was shown to up-regulate the transcription level of Smurf2, thus generating a negative feedback loop for TGF-β signaling (Ohashi et al., 2005). Smurf2 and Smad7 are the strongest negative regulators of TGF-β (Wegner et al., 2012). Notably, the negative feedback loop can be disrupted by Ring finger protein 11 (RNF11) activity, which is overexpressed in cancer cells. RNF11 binds directly to Smurf2, preventing the formation of the Smad7-Smurf2 complex, resulting in constitutive induction of TGF-β signaling (Malonis et al., 2017). This mechanism has major implications for the role Smurf2 in related diseases, such as pancreatic and breast cancer (Seki et al., 1999; Subramaniam et al., 2003).

Previous studies have also demonstrated that Smurf2 is autoinhibited by its C2 domain. The C2 domain interacts with the HECT domain via the catalytic cysteine, thereby inhibiting the formation of the ubiquitin thioester between Smurf2 and its substrates. Notably, Smad7 has been shown to antagonize this process to activate Smurf2 (Wiesner et al., 2007). A mechanistic study also found that, in some circumstances, the Smurf2 WW1 domain associates with the C2-WW1 linker and strongly enhances the C2-HECT interaction, effectively down-regulating its E3 ligase activity. Intriguingly, the WW domain in Smurf1 does not exert this effect. To better understand the role of the WW1 domain in Smurf2, a customized Smurf1 with an additional Smurf2 WW1 domain and a recombinant Smurf2 lacking the WW1 domain were used to determine that Smurf1 carrying a Smurf2 WW1 domain exhibited auto-inhibition, while deletion of the WW1 domain led to Smurf2 activation. The results indicated that the WW1 domain in Smurf2 is essential for its autoinhibition (Ruetalo et al., 2019). In agreement with this finding, in bladder cancer, the C2-HECT interaction between Smad7 and Smurf2 was prevented by an abnormal PTM, a phenomenon which we discuss in further detail below (Sim et al., 2019).



UBIQUITYLATION AND DEUBIQUITYLATION OF Smurf2

Ubiquitylation is highly conserved among animal organisms and is fundamental for the regulation of protein stability. As an E3 ligase, Smurf2 can polyubiquitinate TβRI as well as Smad2/3 to attenuate TGF-β signaling. Similarly, Smurf2 is also subjected to negative regulation by ubiquitylation via other E3 ligases, such as tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated factor 4 (TRAF4) (Zhang et al., 2013), Tribbles homolog 3 (TRB3) (Hua et al., 2011) and tetratricopeptide repeat domain 3 (TTC3) (Kim et al., 2019). A recent study revealed that Smurf2 is both the substrate and the direct target of TRAF4 through TRAF4 interactions with the Smurf2 C2 and WW domains. Overexpression of wild-type TRAF4 in HEK-293T cells was found to significantly enhance the polyubiquitylation of Smurf2, while TRAF4 deletion stabilized Smurf2, thus suggesting that TRAF4 contributes to polyubiquitylation and degradation of Smurf2 (Zhang et al., 2013).

Similar to TRAF4, the silencing of TRB3 led to the up-regulation of Smurf2 protein levels, but not its mRNA levels. In contrast, TRB3 overexpression decreased Smurf2 protein levels (Hua et al., 2011). Furthermore, immunoprecipitation assays confirmed that TRB3 promoted Smurf2 ubiquitylation and degradation. In addition, TTC3 was found to interact with the catalytic domain of Smurf2, directly triggering Smurf2 ubiquitylation (Kim et al., 2019). Another report on Smurf2 degradation found that F-box and LRR domain-containing protein 15 (FBXL15) targeted Smurf2, leading to its ubiquitylation and degradation (Cui et al., 2011). Additionally, Smad7 was shown to induce Smurf2 E3 ligase activity as well as mediate Smurf2 autoubiquitylation and degradation via interaction with the HECT domain (Ogunjimi et al., 2005).

Deubiquitinating enzymes function in the reversal of the ubiquitylation process. For example, ubiquitin-specific protease 15 (USP15) can directly deubiquitinate Smurf2, thus causing the loss of Smurf2 catalytic activity (Iyengar et al., 2015). Further studies found that USP15 targets the essential catalytic site residue, Lysine 734, for deubiquitination (Iyengar et al., 2015). Notably, unlike USP15, USP11 appears to indirectly enhance the ubiquitylation of Smurf2, although the mechanism remains unclear (Iyengar et al., 2015).

Accumulating evidence indicates that ubiquitylation and degradation of Smurf2 promote the development of some diseases, such as fibrosis and cancer. A recent study in HepG2 cells showed that TRB3 promoted cancer cell migration and invasion through enhancement of Smurf2 ubiquitylation (Hua et al., 2011). In BEAS-2B cells and NHLFs cells, TTC3 was found to induce Smurf2 proteasomal degradation by ubiquitination in a Lys48-linked manner, hence contributing to TGF-β-induced epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT) and myofibroblast differentiation (Kim et al., 2019). Moreover, TRAF4 was found to promote the migration of metastatic breast cancer through Lys48-linked ubiquitylation of Smurf2 at Lys 119 (Zhang et al., 2013). These findings strongly suggest that targeting Smurf2 may be a viable strategy for the treatment of its related diseases.



SUMOYLATION OF Smurf2

The small ubiquitin-like modifier (SUMO) system is a post-translational modification system associated with ubiquitylation. SUMOylation of Smurf2 was first observed at K26 and K369 by SUMO E2 Ubc9 and E3 enzyme, the protein inhibitors of activated STATs 3 (PIAS3) in NMuMG epithelial cells (Chandhoke et al., 2016). Moreover, the SUMOylation of Smurf2 was found to be reversed by sentrin-specific proteases (SENP) 1 and SENP2 but not SENP3, suggesting that SENP1 and SENP2 might be deSUMOylases for Smurf2 (Chandhoke et al., 2016).

SUMOylation modification has been shown to enhance the Smurf2-mediated induction of TβR degradation (Chandhoke et al., 2016). However, a Smurf2 double mutant carrying arginine replacements of Lysine 26 (K26R) and 369 (K369R) (Smurf2KdR), which was still capable of binding activated TβR similar to wild-type Smurf2, lost its ability to attenuate TGF-β signaling and failed to inhibit EMT. This finding suggested that the SUMOylation of Smurf2 is essential for its suppression of TGF-β-induced EMT.

Notably, Smad7 binds to Smurf2 through association with NTD–HECT, and thus promotes the autoubiquitylation of Smurf2 by recruiting E2s (Wiesner et al., 2007). Since KdR mutation has little effect on the interaction of Smurf2 to Smad7, ostensibly SUMOylation does not affect its autoinhibition (Kavsak et al., 2000; Wiesner et al., 2007; Ruetalo et al., 2019). Further investigation revealed that PIAS3 potentially maintained a non-invasive phenotype through Smurf2 SUMOylation in human MDA-MB-231 breast cancer cells, indicating an anti-metastatic activity of SUMOylated Smurf2 (Chandhoke et al., 2017).



PHOSPHORYLATION OF Smurf2

Phosphorylation is a prevalent PTM that regulates protein function. Akt was the first kinase identified to phosphorylate Smurf2, which led to the down-regulation of its protein levels through ubiquitin/proteasome-mediated degradation. However, the use of an anti-phospho-Akt substrate motif (RXX*/T*) antibody to detect Smurf2 phosphorylation in that study prevented the identification of specific phosphorylation sites (Choi et al., 2014). Recently, extracellular signal-regulated kinase 5 (Erk5) was found to phosphorylate Smurf2 at Thr249, thereby enhancing its ability to target Smad 1, Smad2, and Smad3 for ubiquitylation and proteasome-mediated degradation. Moreover, a Smurf2 T249A mutant, defective for phosphorylation by ERK5, was not able to induce Smad protein ubiquitylation, whereas a T249E mutation, which mimicked phosphorylation by ERK5, caused extensive Smad ubiquitylation, irrespective of the presence or absence of ERK5. These findings implied that, under certain conditions, ERK5-mediated phosphorylation is a prerequisite for ubiquitin E3 ligase activity by Smurf2 (Iezaki et al., 2018).

Work by other groups has shown that c-Src phosphorylated Smurf2 at Tyr314/Tyr434. This activity inhibited Smad7 binding and maintained Smurf2 in a closed, inactive conformation by promoting its own C2-HECT domain interaction. A conversion mutation of Tyr314/Tyr434 to glutamines, which mimicked phosphorylation by c-Src, completely abrogated Smurf2-mediated TβRI degradation. In contrast, a phosphorylation-defective mutant generated by conversion of the Tyr314/Tyr434 residues to phenylalanine nullified the ability of c-Src to downregulate Smurf2 activity (Sim et al., 2019). Taken together, these findings demonstrated that distinct phosphorylation patterns induced by various protein kinases result in different outcomes for the regulation of Smurf2.



METHYLATION OF Smurf2

Smurf2 was also found to be methylated by protein arginine methyltransferase 1 (PRMT1) (Cha et al., 2015), with methylation sites identified within the amino acid region 224-298, including residues Arg232, Arg234, Arg237, and Arg239. Among these four sites, Arg234 and Arg 239 are specific to PRMT1. Moreover, PRMT1 knockdown led to the up-regulation of Smurf2 protein levels, which implied that methylation of Smurf2 by PRMT1 is involved in the maintenance of Smurf2 stability. However, wild-type PRMT1 overexpression or catalytic inactivation of PRMT1 exerted no detectable effects on the inhibitory role of Smurf2 in TGF-β signaling (Cha et al., 2015).



NEDDYLATION OF Smurf2

Protein neddylation is an essential biological process in which Nedd8 (neural precursor cell expressed developmentally downregulated protein 8), a ubiquitin-like protein, is activated by Nedd8 E1 and E2 enzymes and then conjugated to lysine residues in the target protein by Nedd8 E3 enzyme (Kamitani et al., 1997; Rabut and Peter, 2008; Zhou et al., 2018). In addition to the cullin-RING E3 ligase (CRL) family members, which are the most widely studied substrates known to be activated by neddylation, an increasing number of non-cullin proteins have been reported to be modified by Nedd8 (Xie et al., 2014; Enchev et al., 2015; Shu et al., 2016; He et al., 2017; Zhou et al., 2018).

Both Smurf1 and Smurf2 were found to be modified by the neddylation system (He et al., 2017). For Smurf1, covalent binding to Nedd8 results in a Nedd8-thioester intermediate, which consequently causes the neddylation of multiple lysine residues, notably in the C2 and HECT domains, as well as in the WW-HECT linker. However, Smurf2 is neddylated primarily at sites in the HECT region. Recently, a conserved non-covalent Nedd8 binding sequence, L(X7)R(X5)F(X)ALQ, was verified in the catalytic HECT domain of both Smurf1 and Smurf2. Moreover, the conversion of these conserved residues to alanine in both the N- and C-lobes of the Smurf2 HECT domain prevented its interaction with Nedd8 and attenuated its ability to induce Smad3 degradation. These results suggested that the non-covalent binding with Nedd8 is essential for Smurf2 regulation of BMP/TGF-β signaling. Intriguingly, neddylation promotes Smurf2 degradation while also enhancing its E3 ligase activity (Shu et al., 2016; He et al., 2017).

In addition, Nedd8 overexpression was shown to significantly increase the poly-ubiquitylation of Smurf2, thus enhancing its turnover by proteasomal degradation. In contrast, Smurf2 ubiquitylation was unaffected by overexpression of a Nedd8 ΔGG mutant, which lacked the ability to covalently conjugate Smurf2. Moreover, neddylation also promoted the ubiquitylation of a ligase-inactive mutant of Smurf2, which differed from Smurf1 due to its neddylation-augmented auto-ubiquitylation (Shu et al., 2016). Furthermore, in vitro experiments demonstrated that Smurf2 was effectively neddylated in the absence of any other Nedd8 E3 ligase, strongly suggesting that Smurf2 itself is a potential neddylation E3 ligase, and which supports its autoneddylation. However, in vivo neddylation assays with HA-Nedd8 and Myc-tagged-Smurf2 mutants carrying alanine conversions of each cysteine residue in the HECT domain, co-transfected into failed to identify the responsible, active site since all mutants were neddylated to the same extent as wild-type Smurf2 (Shu et al., 2016). Given that Smurf1 was demonstrated to function as a Nedd8 ligase and also to interact with Smurf2, it is possible that the above mentioned Myc-tagged-Smurf2 mutants were potentially neddylated by Smurf1, although this hypothesis requires further investigation.



CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

Smurf2 is a C2-WW-HECT-domain E3 ubiquitin ligase that contributes pivotal functions in a variety of physiological and pathological processes through the regulation of protein stability and TGF-β pathway signaling (Koganti et al., 2018). Multiple reports have demonstrated that Smurf2 undergoes extensive post-translational modifications that regulate its function and stability, and some of which have identified specific amino acid site targets for modification (Figure 2).
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FIGURE 2. The interacting protein network and post-translational modifications of Smurf2. Smurf2 works in conjunction with SMAD7 to degrade R-Smads and TβRI. To date, the reported post-translational modifications of Smurf2 include ubiquitylation (red lines), deubiquitylation (green lines), SUMOylation (purple lines), neddylation (light blue lines), phosphorylation (pink lines), and methylation (black lines). TRAF4, TRB3, and TTC3 induce Smurf2 degradation in a ubiquitin-dependent manner. USP15 can deubiquitinate Smurf2, while USP11 can increase the ubiquitylation level of Smurf2, although the mechanism remains unknown. Neddylation by Nedd8 enhances Smurf2 function, but also induces Smurf2 degradation. PIAS3 mediates the SUMOylation of Smurf2, which promotes Smurf2 attenuation of TGF-β signaling. Methylation by PRMT1 exerts no clear effect on Smurf2 functions. Phosphorylation by Erk5 and Akt enhance Smurf2-mediated interference with TGF-β signaling, which is essential for bone development. Additionally, phosphorylation by c-Src inhibits the activation of Smurf2 in cancer development, thus inducing epithelial mesenchymal transition (EMT). USP, Ubiquitin-specific protease; TRAF4, Tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated factor 4; TRB3, Tribbles homolog 3; TTC3, Tetratricopeptide repeat domain 3; PIAS3, The protein inhibitors of activated STATs 3; Erk5, Extracellular signal-regulated kinase 5; PRMT1, Protein arginine methyltransferase 1; Nedd8, Neural precursor cell expressed developmentally downregulated protein 8.


Based on the available evidence, the PTM system governing Smurf2 activity and accumulation involves a complex and sophisticated suite of interacting proteins. Together, several studies have demonstrated that TTC3, TRAF4, and TRB3 promote Smurf2 ubiquitylation and lead to its degradation. All three ubiquitylation enzymes reportedly promote tumor growth, invasiveness, or EMT. In light of results demonstrating that ubiquitylation is a reversible process, deubiquitylation enzymes have been proposed as a means of reducing ubiquitylation levels of Smurf2 for interference with tumor growth. However, it was also reported that USP11 increased the ubiquitination level of Smurf2 through an unknown mechanism, while the high expression of another deubiquitylation enzyme USP15 was correlated with high TGF-β activity (Iyengar et al., 2015).

Modification by PIAS3 results in Smurf2 SUMOylation, thereby enhancing its E3 ligase activity. In addition, Smurf2 was shown to be phosphorylated by Akt, Erk5, and c-Src, although activity by each of these proteins resulted in different regulatory outcomes. Specifically, Akt-mediated phosphorylation induced Smurf2 degradation, and ERK5-mediated phosphorylation increased its E3 ligase activity to degrade Smad proteins, while c-Src-mediated phosphorylation prevented Smurf2 activation by Smad7 and induced its proteasomal degradation. Furthermore, neddylation was revealed to promote both the ubiquitin ligase activity and the degradation of Smurf2, while Smurf2 methylation mediated by PRMT1 apparently exerted little effect on its function. These studies together present an intricate system of Smurf2 regulation by PTMs, and provide a strong basis for in-depth interrogation of the specific mechanisms by which Smurf2 dysregulation can lead to pathogenic outcomes. Given the complexity of PTM-mediated regulation of Smurf2 activity and stability, it is also unsurprising that there are endogenous mechanisms for reversal of these modifications, or that there is potentially substantial overlap or redundancy in protein interactions within this network that can lead to crosstalk or dysregulation.

Furthermore, multiple PTMs can positively or negatively influence each other's activity, i.e., through PTM crosstalk. Under certain conditions, PTM crosstalk may potentially function to maintain cellular proteostasis, that is, the capacity to adapt to stresses or stimuli while protecting the normal function of individual proteins (Frauke and Vertegaal, 2016). In the case of Smurf2, a body of work has shown that both phosphorylation and neddylation promote its ubiquitylation. However, it remains unclear if there are other mechanisms mediated by PTM crosstalk that can contribute to disease development and progression, and if so, by what underlying mechanisms they are controlled. Additionally, future work will also identify whether other modifications, such as acetylation and glycosylation, play a role in modulating Smurf2 activities.

In conclusion, PTMs play central roles in the regulation of the many functions of Smurf2. A thorough and comprehensive understanding of these roles and the mechanisms by which these PTMs control Smurf2 is critical for understanding the biological and pathological networks in which Smurf2 participates. Moreover, these PTMs will likely prove invaluable for the identification of novel therapeutic targets for diseases caused by dysregulation of TGF-β signaling, such as cancer and fibrosis.



AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

YB contributed to manuscript preparation and editing. YY contributed to literature research, revise, and final approval of the article. All authors contributed to the article and approved the submitted version.



FUNDING

This study was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Nos. 81560299 and 81660163), the Science and Technology Foundation of Jiangxi Province (No. 20151BAB205002), Nanchang University Students' Innovation and Entrepreneurship Training Program (Nos. 201801084, 201801078, and 20190402182), and Graduate Students' Innovation and Entrepreneurship Training Program of Nanchang University (No. CX2017219).



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Professor Hongsheng Li for his help in modifying and edition of our manuscript.



ABBREVIATIONS

TGF-β, Transforming growth factor β; PTM, Post-translational modification; Smurf2, Smad ubiquitin regulatory factor 2; TβR, TGF-β receptor; HECT, Homologous to the E6-accessory protein C-terminus; RNF, RING finger protein; ChREBP, Carbohydrate response element-binding protein; SIRT1, The NAD-dependent deacetylase sirtuin 1; FBXL15, F-box and LRR domain-containing protein 15; USP, Ubiquitin-specific protease; NEDD4, Neural Precursor Cell-expressed Developmentally Down-regulated Protein 4; RNF11, Ring finger protein 11; TRAF4, Tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated factor 4; TRB3, Tribbles homolog 3; TTC3, Tetratricopeptide repeat domain 3; SUMO, Small ubiquitin-like modifier; PIAS3, The protein inhibitors of activated STATs 3; Erk5, Extracellular signal-regulated kinase 5; HGF, Hepatocyte growth factor; PRMT1, Protein arginine methyltransferase 1; Nedd8, Neural precursor cell expressed developmentally downregulated protein 8; UBL, Ubiquitin-like protein; CRL, Cullin-RING E3 ligase.



REFERENCES

 Bonni, S., Wang, H. R., Causing, C. G., Kavsak, P., Stroschein, S. L., Luo, K., et al. (2001). TGF-beta induces assembly of a Smad2-Smurf2 ubiquitin ligase complex that targets SnoN for degradation. Nat. Cell Biol. 3 587–595. doi: 10.1038/35078562

 Cha, B., Park, Y., Hwang, B. N., Kim, S. Y., and Jho, E. H. (2015). Protein arginine methyltransferase 1 methylates smurf2. Mol. Cells 38, 723–728. doi: 10.14348/molcells.2015.0113

 Chanda, A., Sarkar, A., and Bonni, S. (2018). The SUMO system and TGFbeta signaling interplay in regulation of epithelial-mesenchymal transition: implications for cancer progression. Cancers (Basel) 10:264. doi: 10.3390/cancers10080264

 Chandhoke, A. S., Chanda, A., Karve, K., Deng, L., and Bonni, S. (2017). The PIAS3-Smurf2 sumoylation pathway suppresses breast cancer organoid invasiveness. Oncotarget 8, 21001–21004. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.15471

 Chandhoke, A. S., Karve, K., Dadakhujaev, S., Netherton, S., Deng, L., and Bonni, S. (2016). The ubiquitin ligase Smurf2 suppresses TGFbeta-induced epithelial-mesenchymal transition in a sumoylation-regulated manner. Cell Death Differ 23, 876–888. doi: 10.1038/cdd.2015.152

 Choi, Y. H., Kim, Y. J., Jeong, H. M., Jin, Y. H., Yeo, C. Y., and Lee, K. Y. (2014). Akt enhances Runx2 protein stability by regulating Smurf2 function during osteoblast differentiation. FEBS J. 281, 3656–3666. doi: 10.1111/febs.12887

 Cui, Y., He, S., Xing, C., Lu, K., Wang, J., Xing, G., et al. (2011). SCFFBXL(1)(5) regulates BMP signalling by directing the degradation of HECT-type ubiquitin ligase Smurf1. EMBO J. 30, 2675–2689. doi: 10.1038/emboj.2011.155

 David, D., Nair, S. A., and Pillai, M. R. (2013). Smurf E3 ubiquitin ligases at the cross roads of oncogenesis and tumor suppression. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1835, 119–128. doi: 10.1016/j.bbcan.2012.11.003

 Drabsch, Y., and ten Dijke, P. (2012). TGF-beta signalling and its role in cancer progression and metastasis. Cancer Metastasis Rev. 31, 553–568. doi: 10.1007/s10555-012-9375-7

 Eichhorn, P. J., Rodon, L., Gonzalez-Junca, A., Dirac, A., Gili, M., Martinez-Saez, E., et al. (2012). USP15 stabilizes TGF-beta receptor I and promotes oncogenesis through the activation of TGF-beta signaling in glioblastoma. Nat. Med. 18, 429–435. doi: 10.1038/nm.2619

 Emanuelli, A., Manikoth Ayyathan, D., Koganti, P., Shah, P. A., Apel-Sarid, L., Paolini, B., et al. (2019). Altered expression and localization of tumor suppressive E3 ubiquitin ligase SMURF2 in human prostate and breast cancer. Cancers (Basel) 11:556. doi: 10.3390/cancers11040556

 Enchev, R. I., Schulman, B. A., and Peter, M. (2015). Protein neddylation: beyond cullin-RING ligases. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 16, 30–44. doi: 10.1038/nrm3919

 Frauke, L., and Vertegaal, A. C. O. (2016). Ubiquitin-dependent and independent roles of SUMO in proteostasis. Am. J. Physiol. Cell Physiol. 311, C284–C296. doi: 10.1152/ajpcell.00091.2016

 Fukuchi, M., Fukai, Y., Masuda, N., Miyazaki, T., Nakajima, M., Sohda, M., et al. (2002). High-level expression of the Smad ubiquitin ligase Smurf2 correlates with poor prognosis in patients with esophageal squamous cell carcinoma. Cancer Res. 62, 7162–7165.

 He, S., Cao, Y., Xie, P., Dong, G., and Zhang, L. (2017). The Nedd8 non-covalent binding region in the smurf HECT domain is critical to its ubiquitn ligase function. Sci. Rep. 7:41364. doi: 10.1038/srep41364

 Hua, F., Mu, R., Liu, J., Xue, J., Wang, Z., Lin, H., et al. (2011). TRB3 interacts with SMAD3 promoting tumor cell migration and invasion. J. Cell Sci. 124, 3235–3246. doi: 10.1242/jcs.082875

 Iezaki, T., Fukasawa, K., Horie, T., Park, G., Robinson, S., Nakaya, M., et al. (2018). The MAPK Erk5 is necessary for proper skeletogenesis involving a Smurf-Smad-Sox9 molecular axis. Development 145:dev164004. doi: 10.1242/dev.164004

 Iyengar, P. V., Jaynes, P., Rodon, L., Lama, D., Law, K. P., Lim, Y. P., et al. (2015). USP15 regulates SMURF2 kinetics through C-lobe mediated deubiquitination. Sci. Rep. 5:14733. doi: 10.1038/srep14733

 Jin, C., Yang, Y. A., Anver, M. R., Morris, N., Wang, X., and Zhang, Y. E. (2009). Smad ubiquitination regulatory factor 2 promotes metastasis of breast cancer cells by enhancing migration and invasiveness. Cancer Res. 69, 735–740. doi: 10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-08-1463

 Kamitani, T., Kito, K., Nguyen, H. P., and Yeh, E. T. (1997). Characterization of NEDD8, a developmentally down-regulated ubiquitin-like protein. J. Biol. Chem. 272, 28557–28562. doi: 10.1074/jbc.272.45.28557

 Kavsak, P., Rasmussen, R. K., Causing, C. G., Bonni, S., Zhu, H., Thomsen, G. H., et al. (2000). Smad7 binds to Smurf2 to form an E3 ubiquitin ligase that targets the TGFβ receptor for degradation. Mol. Cell. 6, 1365–1375. doi: 10.1016/S1097-2765(00)00134-9

 Kim, J. H., Ham, S., Lee, Y., Suh, G. Y., and Lee, Y. S. (2019). TTC3 contributes to TGF-beta1-induced epithelial-mesenchymal transition and myofibroblast differentiation, potentially through SMURF2 ubiquitylation and degradation. Cell Death Dis. 10:92. doi: 10.1038/s41419-019-1308-8

 Klupp, F., Giese, C., Halama, N., Franz, C., Lasitschka, F., Warth, A., et al. (2019). E3 ubiquitin ligase Smurf2: a prognostic factor in microsatellite stable colorectal cancer. Cancer Manag. Res. 11, 1795–1803. doi: 10.2147/CMAR.S178111

 Koganti, P., Levy-Cohen, G., and Blank, M. (2018). Smurfs in protein homeostasis, signaling, and cancer. Front. Oncol. 8:295. doi: 10.3389/fonc.2018.00295

 Kuratomi, G., Komuro, A., Goto, K., Shinozaki, M., Miyazawa, K., Miyazono, K., et al. (2005). NEDD4-2 (neural precursor cell expressed, developmentally down-regulated 4-2) negatively regulates TGF-beta (transforming growth factor-beta) signalling by inducing ubiquitin-mediated degradation of Smad2 and TGF-beta type I receptor. Biochem. J. 386, 461–470. doi: 10.1042/BJ20040738

 Li, Y., Yang, D., Tian, N., Zhang, P., Zhu, Y., Meng, J., et al. (2019). The ubiquitination ligase SMURF2 reduces aerobic glycolysis and colorectal cancer cell proliferation by promoting ChREBP ubiquitination and degradation. J. Biol. Chem. 294, 14745–14756. doi: 10.1074/jbc.RA119.007508

 Lin, X., Liang, M., and Feng, X. H. (2000). Smurf2 is a ubiquitin E3 ligase mediating proteasome-dependent degradation of Smad2 in transforming growth factor-beta signaling. J. Biol. Chem. 275, 36818–36822. doi: 10.1074/jbc.C000580200

 Malonis, R. J., Fu, W., Jelcic, M. J., Thompson, M., Canter, B. S., Tsikitis, M., et al. (2017). RNF11 sequestration of the E3 ligase SMURF2 on membranes antagonizes SMAD7 down-regulation of transforming growth factor beta signaling. J. Biol. Chem. 292, 7435–7451. doi: 10.1074/jbc.M117.783662

 Manikoth Ayyathan, D., Koganti, P., Marcu-Malina, V., Litmanovitch, T., Trakhtenbrot, L., Emanuelli, A., et al. (2020). SMURF2 prevents detrimental changes to chromatin, protecting human dermal fibroblasts from chromosomal instability and tumorigenesis. Oncogene 39, 3396–3410. doi: 10.1038/s41388-020-1226-3

 Ogunjimi, A. A., Briant, D. J., Pece-Barbara, N., Le Roy, C., Di Guglielmo, G. M., Kavsak, P., et al. (2005). Regulation of Smurf2 ubiquitin ligase activity by anchoring the E2 to the HECT domain. Mol. Cell 19, 297–308. doi: 10.1016/j.molcel.2005.06.028

 Ohashi, N., Yamamoto, T., Uchida, C., Togawa, A., Fukasawa, H., Fujigaki, Y., et al. (2005). Transcriptional induction of Smurf2 ubiquitin ligase by TGF-beta. FEBS Lett. 579, 2557–2563. doi: 10.1016/j.febslet.2005.03.069

 Rabut, G., and Peter, M. (2008). Function and regulation of protein neddylation. 'Protein modifications: beyond the usual suspects' review series. EMBO Rep. 9, 969–976. doi: 10.1038/embor.2008.183

 Ramkumar, C., Kong, Y., Cui, H., Hao, S., Jones, S. N., Gerstein, R. M., et al. (2012). Smurf2 regulates the senescence response and suppresses tumorigenesis in mice. Cancer Res. 72, 2714–2719. doi: 10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-11-3773

 Ruetalo, N., Anders, S., Stollmaier, C., Jackl, M., Schutz-Stoffregen, M. C., Stefan, N., et al. (2019). The WW1 domain enhances autoinhibition in smurf ubiquitin ligases. J. Mol. Biol. 431, 4834–4847. doi: 10.1016/j.jmb.2019.09.018

 Seki, N., Hattori, A., Hayashi, A., Kozuma, S., Sasaki, M., Suzuki, Y., et al. (1999). Cloning and expression profile of mouse and human genes, Rnf11/RNF11, encoding a novel RING-H2 finger protein. Biochim. Biophys. Sin. 1489, 421–427. doi: 10.1016/S0167-4781(99)00190-6

 Shu, J., Liu, C., Wei, R., Xie, P., He, S., and Zhang, L. (2016). Nedd8 targets ubiquitin ligase Smurf2 for neddylation and promote its degradation. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 474, 51–56. doi: 10.1016/j.bbrc.2016.04.058

 Sim, W. J., Iyengar, P. V., Lama, D., Lui, S. K. L., Ng, H. C., Haviv-Shapira, L., et al. (2019). c-Met activation leads to the establishment of a TGFbeta-receptor regulatory network in bladder cancer progression. Nat. Commun. 10:4349. doi: 10.1038/s41467-019-12241-2

 Subramaniam, V., Li, H., Wong, M., Kitching, R., Attisano, L., Wrana, J., et al. (2003). The RING-H2 protein RNF11 is overexpressed in breast cancer and is a target of Smurf2 E3 ligase. Br. J. Cancer 89, 1538–1544. doi: 10.1038/sj.bjc.6601301

 Wegner, K., Bachmann, A., Schad, J. U., Lucarelli, P., Sahle, S., Nickel, P., et al. (2012). Dynamics and feedback loops in the transforming growth factor beta signaling pathway. Biophys. Chem. 162, 22–34. doi: 10.1016/j.bpc.2011.12.003

 Wiesner, S., Ogunjimi, A. A., Wang, H. R., Rotin, D., Sicheri, F., Wrana, J. L., et al. (2007). Autoinhibition of the HECT-type ubiquitin ligase Smurf2 through its C2 domain. Cell 130, 651–662. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2007.06.050

 Xie, P., Zhang, M., He, S., Lu, K., Chen, Y., Xing, G., et al. (2014). The covalent modifier Nedd8 is critical for the activation of Smurf1 ubiquitin ligase in tumorigenesis. Nat. Commun. 5:3733. doi: 10.1038/ncomms4733

 Xu, P., Liu, J., and Derynck, R. (2012). Post-translational regulation of TGF-beta receptor and Smad signaling. FEBS Lett. 586, 1871–1884. doi: 10.1016/j.febslet.2012.05.010

 Yu, L., Dong, L., Li, H., Liu, Z., Luo, Z., Duan, G., et al. (2020). Ubiquitination-mediated degradation of SIRT1 by SMURF2 suppresses CRC cell proliferation and tumorigenesis. Oncogene 39:4450–4464. doi: 10.1038/s41388-020-1298-0

 Yu, L., Dong, L., Wang, Y., Liu, L., Long, H., Li, H., et al. (2019). Reversible regulation of SATB1 ubiquitination by USP47 and SMURF2 mediates colon cancer cell proliferation and tumor progression. Cancer Lett. 448, 40–51. doi: 10.1016/j.canlet.2019.01.039

 Zhang, L., Zhou, F., Garcia de Vinuesa, A., de Kruijf, E. M., Mesker, W. E., Hui, L., et al. (2013). TRAF4 promotes TGF-beta receptor signaling and drives breast cancer metastasis. Mol. Cell 51, 559–572. doi: 10.1016/j.molcel.2013.07.014

 Zhang, Y., Chang, C., Gehling, D. J., Hemmati-Brivanlou, A., and Derynck, R. (2001). Regulation of Smad degradation and activity by Smurf2, an E3 ubiquitin ligase. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A 98, 974–979. doi: 10.1073/pnas.98.3.974

 Zhou, L., Zhang, W., Sun, Y., and Jia, L. (2018). Protein neddylation and its alterations in human cancers for targeted therapy. Cell. Signal 44, 92–102. doi: 10.1016/j.cellsig.2018.01.009

 Zhu, H., Kavsak, P., Abdollah, S., Wrana, J. L., and Thomsen, G. H. (1999). A SMAD ubiquitin ligase targets the BMP pathway and affects embryonic pattern formation. Nature 400, 687–693. doi: 10.1038/23293

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2020 Bai and Ying. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.



OPS/xhtml/Nav.xhtml




Contents





		Cover



		The Post-translational Modifications of Smurf2 in TGF-β Signaling



		Introduction



		Structure and Functions of Smurf2



		Ubiquitylation and Deubiquitylation of Smurf2



		SUMOylation of Smurf2



		Phosphorylation of Smurf2



		Methylation of Smurf2



		Neddylation of Smurf2



		Conclusion and Discussion



		Author Contributions



		Funding



		Acknowledgments



		Abbreviations



		References

















OPS/images/cover.jpg
’ frontiers
in Molecular Biosciences

The Post-translational Modifications
of Smurf2 in TGF-B Signaling





OPS/images/fmolb-07-00128-g001.gif
fodilylagennymes  Adslteslsequence.

N LV ROFOOALQ.

Pas

Ko

[ ——————
s T

s

i

esre e TN

s K
Nedds — LOXT ROSSFOOALQ

Suwi: el

Molicabmatncty el

e

et e aner

Nodele fctreporied Chacta. 201

Sticondochpment el 218
" -
e
fs—

Tnciate Smar sy o st 000

Postinly amdceatnely e etat, 017
ot





OPS/images/fmolb-07-00128-g002.gif
JRR etk A

(G TG

e oremeer

e v st e concer i

oot
v e s
s i

—— atianion
e Pgtontatn
—— i
St
Nenion

Fronec TGr e mizaion

S e TOTD e |










OPS/images/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





OPS/images/logo.jpg
’ frontiers o
in Molecular Biosciences





