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Abstract: Autophagy, apoptosis, and the unfolded protein response (UPR) are fundamental biological
processes essential for manifold cellular functions in health and disease. Idiopathic pulmonary
fibrosis (IPF) is a progressive and lethal pulmonary disorder associated with aging that has limited
therapies, reflecting our incomplete understanding. We conducted an observational study linking
molecular markers of cell stress response pathways (UPR: BiP, XBP1; apoptosis: cleaved caspase-3;
autophagy: LC3β) in lung tissues from IPF patients and correlated the expression of these protein
markers to each subject’s lung function measures. We hypothesized that changes in lung tissue
expression of apoptosis, autophagy, and UPR markers correlate with lung function deficits in IPF.
The cell stress markers BiP, XBP1, LC3β puncta, and cleaved caspase-3 were found to be elevated
in IPF lungs compared to non-IPF lungs, and, further, BiP and cleaved caspase-3 co-localized in
IPF lungs. Considering lung function independently, we observed that increased XBP1, BiP, and
cleaved caspase-3 were each associated with reduced lung function (FEV1, FVC, TLC, RV). However,
increased lung tissue expression of LC3β puncta was significantly associated with increased diffusion
capacity (DLCO), an indicator of alveolar–capillary membrane function. Similarly, the co-localization
of UPR (XBP1, BiP) and autophagy (LC3β puncta) markers was positively correlated with increased
lung function (FEV1, FVC, TLC, DLCO). However, the presence of LC3β puncta can indicate either
autophagy flux inhibition or activation. While the nature of our observational cross-sectional study
design does not allow conclusions regarding causal links between increased expression of these
cell stress markers, lung fibrosis, and lung function decline, it does provide some insights that are
hypothesis-generating and suggests that within the milieu of active UPR, changes in autophagy
flux may play an important role in determining lung function. Further research is necessary to
investigate the mechanisms linking UPR and autophagy in IPF and how an imbalance in these cell
stress pathways can lead to progressive fibrosis and loss of lung function. We conclude by presenting
five testable hypotheses that build on the research presented here. Such an understanding could
eventually lead to the development of much-needed therapies for IPF.

Keywords: unfolded protein response; endoplasmic reticulum stress; autophagy; apoptosis; idio-
pathic pulmonary fibrosis; lung fibrosis; pulmonary function test; lung function; lung physiology
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1. Introduction

Idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis (IPF) is the most common of the interstitial lung dis-
eases affecting the older population [1,2]. IPF is a progressive and fatal disorder with
a post-diagnosis median survival of 3–5 years [1–3]; there are few options in terms of
available pharmacological therapies. The etiology of IPF remains unknown. However, the
fundamental pathological processes involved in IPF may be triggered by chronic and/or
repetitive damage to the alveolar epithelium of the lung [1,3]. The injured epithelium
results in the activation of other types of lung cells, namely, alveolar fibroblasts. The
resultant wound healing response by the activated fibroblasts leads to the accumulation
of extracellular matrix (ECM), causing phenotypic yet irreversible lung fibrosis that leads
to loss of lung function [1–3]. In addition, aging is increasingly recognized as a very
important factor in the development of IPF, where fibroblast senescence can contribute to
IPF pathogenesis [4].

Macroautophagy (hereafter referred to as “autophagy”), a lysosome-mediated catabolic
process that degrades damaged organelles and aggregated proteins, serves as a survival
mechanism against cellular stress [5–8]. Relevant to the fibrotic response in IPF, autophagy
also promotes phenotype conversion of myofibroblasts [9] with elevated levels of ECM
proteins [10]. The unfolded protein response (UPR) is an indicator of endoplasmic retic-
ulum (ER) stress, and autophagy is a mechanism by which ER stress may be resolved
in the cell; however, sustained ER stress leads to apoptosis mediated by the activation
of caspase proteases [11]. Apoptosis dysregulation is important in the pathogenesis of
pulmonary fibrosis and can contribute to disease progression [12], and it has also been
implicated in alveolar epithelial cell pathology in individuals with lung fibrosis exposed to
thoracic irradiation [13].

UPR markers are detected in fibroblasts and lung tissues of IPF patients, indicating
a relationship between UPR and IPF [14,15]. Although markers of UPR are elevated in
fibroblasts from IPF patients, autophagy markers are lower in these cells compared to
fibroblasts from non-IPF patients [16]. Others have also reported impaired autophagy flux
in IPF lungs [17,18]. However, despite the lower autophagy activity, both autophagy and
UPR appear to be necessary for TGFβ1-induced pro-fibrotic response in IPF fibroblasts [16].
This illustrates the complex interactions among the fundamental cell stress responses
necessary to regulate lung physiological function.

Cross-talk between these mechanisms has been proposed [19–23], where unresolved
UPR can also induce apoptosis [24], a possible cause of the severe scarring observed in
IPF lung tissues. To our knowledge, we are the first to examine the direct association of
these three cell stress response mechanisms simultaneously (including UPR, autophagy,
and apoptosis) with lung function measures in patients with IPF. In this pilot clinical
observational and hypothesis-generating study, we test whether changes in lung tissue
expression of apoptosis, autophagy, and UPR markers correlate with the loss of lung
function in individuals with IPF. Our results highlight the physiological importance of cell
stress signaling pathways in IPF, which has led us to several new testable hypotheses. The
end result of such investigation may lead to much-needed novel therapies targeting cell
stress pathways.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Subjects

Patients from the University of California (U.C.) Davis Interstitial Lung Disease (ILD)
Clinic (IRB-approved registry, protocol number 295939) with lung-biopsy-confirmed IPF
were selected for this study. Diagnosis of IPF was based on the criteria outlined in American
Thoracic Society (ATS) guidelines [3], including independent confirmation by a pulmonary
pathologist, and all other causes of interstitial lung diseases were excluded based on a
thorough clinical evaluation. Inclusion criteria for initial entry into the ILD clinic registry
were as follows: (i) under the care of a UC Davis Internal Medicine Pulmonary Clinic
pulmonologist, (ii) a diagnosis of ILD, (iii) 18 years of age or older. We obtained de-
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identified human lung tissues from deceased IPF patients from the period 2005 to 2012
(Table 1). De-identified lung function data obtained at the U.C. Davis Pulmonary Function
Lab are also included in Table 1.

Table 1. IPF Patient Demographics and Characteristics.

ID1 ID2 ID3 ID4 ID1-4 $

Age
(deceased, yrs) 63 59 85 72 69.8 ± 11.5

Sex M M F M

Ethnicity White White White Hispanic

Lung Function $

FEV1 (L) 2.52 ± 0.11 2.12 ± 0.14 1.77 ± 0.10 2.16 ± 0.09 2.17 ± 0.22

FEV1%p 71.8 ± 2.6% 56 ± 3.6% 95.3 ± 3.8% 74.8 ± 2.9% 74.5 ± 10.1%

FVC (L) 3.15 ± 0.22 2.33 ± 0.18 2.39 ± 0.14 2.51 ± 0.08 2.58 ± 0.28

FVC%p 69.8 ± 4.6% 46.7 ± 3.2% 93.3 ± 5.0% 67.4 ± 2.6% 68.4 ± 11.9%

FEV1/FVC 80% 90.1% 74.1% 86.1% 84.1%

RV (L) 0.77 ± 0.35 0.77 ± 0.05 1.54 ± 0.5 1.31 ± 0.19 1.10 ± 0.42

RV%p 34 ± 15.9% 34 ± 2.8% 65 ± 24.0% 57.8 ± 7.7% 48.3 ± 17.9%

TLC (L) 4.06 ± 0.28 3.14 ± 0.26 3.92 ± 0.68 3.91 ± 0.25 3.81 ± 0.45

TLC%p 59.7 ± 4.04% 43.5 ± 3.5% 79.5 ± 14.9% 62.8 ± 2.8% 61.5 ± 12.7%

DLCO 8.5 ± 1.8 6.9 ± 0.71 12.9 ± 2.7 10.5 ± 1.5 9.9 ± 2.3

DLCO%p 31 ± 6.2% 22.5 ± 2.12% 66.5 ± 13.4% 45.9 ± 5.9% 42.8 ± 14.1%

Lung Pathology # UIP UIP UIP UIP -

Clinical Diagnosis IPF IPF IPF IPF -

Comorbidities AF, CAD,
DM, CKD

HIV/AIDS,
BPH, SCC

(rectal)

HTN, AV
dis, MV dis.,
RBBB, TAH

GERD, HPL,
PVD, AF,

Divrt, TIA

$ noted as mean ± SD. # Based on wedge lung biopsy. Abbrev. M (male), F (female), L (liters), %p (percent
predicted), FEV1 (forced expiratory volume in the first second), FVC (forced vital capacity), RV (residual volume),
TLC (total lung capacity), DLCO (diffusion capacity of carbon monoxide), UIP (usual interstitial pneumonitis),
IPF (idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis), AF (atrial fibrillation), CAD (coronary artery disease), DM (diabetes mel-
litus), CKD (chronic kidney disease), HIV/AID (human immunodeficiency virus/acquired immunodeficiency
syndrome), BPH (benign prostatic hypertrophy), SCC (squamous cell carcinoma), HTN (hypertension), AV (aortic
valve), MV (mitral valve), dis. (disease), RBBB (right bundle branch block), TAH (total abdominal hysterec-
tomy), GERD (gastroesophageal reflux disease), HPL (hyperlipidemia), PVD (peripheral vascular disease), Divrt.
(diverticulosis), TIA (transient ischemic attack).

The comparative non-IPF lung tissues were obtained from patients undergoing lung
resection surgery for lung cancer in 2010 at the University of Manitoba, Department of
Thoracic Surgery (approved by the Human Research Ethics Board, protocol HS14752
(H2002:150)). These non-IPF lung tissue slides were of peripheral lung specimens from
tumor-free, non-involved tissues, independently confirmed by a pulmonary pathologist.
Patient characteristics and lung function data are also provided in Table 2.

2.2. Immunofluorescence Immunohistochemistry

H&E staining was performed using 4 µm sections, while immunostaining was per-
formed using primary antibodies for LC3β (Proteintech 18725-1-AP), cleaved caspase-3
(CST #9661), BiP (ab21685, Abcam), and XBP1 (ab37152, Abcam). Alexa-Fluor-conjugated
antibodies (Molecular Probes) and DAPI were used to stain the nuclei. Images were cap-
tured and analyzed in a blinded fashion using a Nikon confocal microscope, keeping
both laser intensity and detector sensitivity settings constant, and analyzed using ImageJ
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software [25]. For LC3β, we measured the puncta as representative of autophagosomes
that confirm autophagy flux.

Table 2. Non-IPF Patient Demographics and Characteristics.

ID1 ID2 ID3 ID1-3 $

Age (yrs) 76 79 73 76 ± 3

Sex M M M -

Smoking Status
(pack-years) 60 * 30 @ 45 @

Lung Function $

FEV1 (L) 1.86 2.28 3.07 2.40 ± 0.61

FEV1%p 65% 78% 99% 80.67 ± 17.2%

FVC (L) 2.85 3.34 3.71 3.3 ± 0.43

FEV1/FVC 65% 68% 83% 72 ± 9.6%

Diagnosis based
on PFT

Moderate
Obstructive

Disease

Mild Obstructive
Disease Normal

COPD GOLD

Classification Stage II Stage II N/A

Tumor Lung Cancer Lung Cancer Lung Cancer
$ noted as mean ± SD. * Current smoker; @ Ex-smoker; Abbrev. M (male), F (female), L (liters), %p (percent
predicted), FEV1 (forced expiratory volume in the first second), FVC (forced vital capacity), COPD (chronic
obstructive pulmonary disease), GOLD (Global Initiative for Chronic Obstructive Lung Disease), PFT (pulmonary
function test), N/A (not applicable).

2.3. Selection of Markers for Autophagy, Apoptosis, and the Unfolded Protein Response

We have chosen LC3β as one of the key markers of autophagosome formation based on
published literature [26,27] and our own findings [28–30]. Quantitatively, the measurement
of autophagosomes is based on the numbers of puncta stained with LC3β. Increased LC3β
puncta do not necessarily demonstrate autophagy flux but indicate the exact numbers
of autophagosomes without differentiation between formation and degradation. GRP78
(BiP) is an ER chaperon that is responsible for the docking of the three UPR sensors (IRE1,
ATF6, PERK). We have previously shown that immunohistochemical staining for BiP is
a reliable marker for the activation of UPR (16, 30). Hence, we used this approach in our
current work. Additionally, we also used XBP/sXBP to monitor the activation of the IRE
arm of UPR signaling. XBP/sXBP plays an important role in organ fibrosis, including
that of the lung [16] and the gut [31]. Further, we chose cleaved caspase-3 as an apoptosis
marker as it is the key caspase for cell death [32,33]; we have demonstrated this approach
in our previous study [30]. Of note, we did not use cleaved PARP-1 as an apoptosis marker
since PARP-1 is a marker for DNA repair mechanisms via PARylation and may, therefore,
interfere with the repair mechanism(s) in IPF [34].

2.4. Quantification of Immunofluorescence Intensity and Colocalization

We have calculated the immunofluorescence intensity and co-localization of different
markers using Image Zen software, as described previously [28]. Briefly, we created a
uniform region of interest (ROI) for each marker and quantified green or red fluorescence
intensities. Considering the total area of each ROI uniform, we calculated green/red
fluoresce intensity and were able to generate a percent value for some of the comparisons.
For measuring green and red co-localization in each ROI, we quantified the co-localization
using the merged fluorescence histograms created by Image Zen and by measuring the
intensity of yellow fluorescence in the ROI.
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2.5. Pulmonary Function Tests

Complete pulmonary function testing (PFT) was performed at the U.C. Davis PFT
Lab according to ATS/ERS Guidelines. PFT included spirometry, flow-volume loops, lung
volumes (measured by body plethysmography), and diffusion capacity. Lung function
was measured serially both before and after the diagnosis of IPF, including pre- and post-
bronchodilator measures. For our linear correlation analyses between cell stress markers
and lung function, PFT data within 1–1.5 years of the date of the lung tissue biopsy (i.e.,
pathological diagnosis) was used to avoid increasing time-based biases. More specifically,
these PFT data (over 1–1.5 years) straddled the date of lung biopsy, where the date of
biopsy was situated in the middle of this time range. For a chronic progressive disease
such as IPF, changes in lung function are typically slow and gradual and are, therefore,
unlikely to change significantly over the observed limited duration, thus reducing the
added variability that may accompany longer time ranges. With this approach, we were
able to justify our linear correlation analyses between cell stress protein markers (single
time point based on the date of lung biopsy) and PFT data (multiple time points over
1–1.5 years). This understanding then allows us to approximate lung function measures
similar to a single time point measure.

2.6. Statistical Analysis

Linear regression was used to assess correlations between patient-matched lung func-
tion parameters (absolute values for forced expiratory volume in the first second (FEV1),
forced vital capacity (FVC), residual volume (RV), total lung capacity (TLC), diffusion
capacity of carbon monoxide (DLCO)), and IPF lung tissue cell stress markers (BiP, XBP1,
LC3β puncta, cleaved caspase-3). Of note, the correlation plots do not all contain an equal
number of data points, which simply reflects randomly missing PFT values. We placed
greater interpretative power on the absolute values of lung function (e.g., as measured in
liters for FVC or TLC) rather than the percent-predicted values (e.g., FVC % predicted) that
are normalized to patient population norms. The absolute values for lung function are
direct measures of pulmonary physiology without the potentially confounding effects of
normalized values across larger population norms that do not necessarily reflect our rather
small, single-center cohort (Table 1).

Given that this was a proof-of-principle study focused on discovery and hypothesis
generation, we had a small sample size (four IPF lungs), and, thus, limited statistical
power. Therefore, for all linear correlation analyses involving lung function data, we
used a p-value cut-off of <0.1 to indicate statistical significance unless otherwise stated.
Confidence intervals are included in the figures, shown by the dotted curved lines flanking
the regression line. Goodness of fit was determined using R2 values. Of note, we only show
figures from those lung function analyses that are statistically significant. Non-significant
statistical correlations are not shown unless deemed relevant.

For analyses involving comparisons between cell stress markers by immunofluores-
cence, a p-value of <0.05 was chosen to indicate statistical significance (with two-way
alpha). The choice of this lower (and more commonly used) p-value cut-off reflects high
enough statistical power at the available sample size. We used Student’s t-test for all
statistical comparisons comprising parametric data. GraphPad Prism version 9.0.0 was
used to conduct all analyses.

3. Results
3.1. Co-Localization of Apoptosis, Autophagy, and UPR Markers in IPF Lung Tissues

Using confocal microscopy, we measured differences in the markers of apoptosis,
autophagy, and UPR in comparable regions of lung tissue from IPF patients and non-IPF
patients without lung fibrosis. We observed a significantly higher co-localization of UPR
(BiP) and apoptosis (cleaved caspase-3) markers (p < 0.001) in lung samples from IPF
subjects, including some involvement of small airways (Figure 1A,B). Conversely, the UPR
marker BiP did not co-localize with the autophagosome marker (LC3β puncta) in any
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of the tissues we assessed, including lung parenchyma and small airways (Figure 1C,D).
While the UPR maker XBP1 did co-localize with LC3β puncta (light orange color) in both
IPF and non-IPF lung samples, this was not significantly different between the patient and
control groups (Figure 1E,F). The tissue sections evaluated included lung parenchyma and
the small or terminal airways.

These results indicate that ER stress/UPR and apoptosis are concomitantly induced
in IPF lung cells. These correlative data are in agreement with our recent mechanistic
studies that demonstrated spliced-XBP1 as a driving factor for collagen production in IPF
fibroblasts (16). Interestingly, despite the non-colocalization of BiP with LC3β puncta in IPF
lungs and insignificant co-localization of XBP1 with LC3β puncta in both IPF and non-IPF
lungs, the total labeling of BiP, XBP1, LC3β puncta, and cleaved caspase-3 as independent
measures was significantly elevated in IPF lungs compared to non-IPF lungs (Figure 1G–J).

We did not use cell-specific markers to co-stain epithelial cells, fibroblasts, endothe-
lial cells, or immune cells along with UPR, apoptosis, and autophagy markers. How-
ever, based on the immunofluorescence staining in Figure 1, we observe that epithelial
cells, sub-epithelial cells (which likely include fibroblasts), and lung parenchymal tissues
were involved.

3.2. Correlation between Cell Stress Markers and Lung Function in IPF

Our IPF lung tissue sections were obtained from IPF patients confirmed to have
restrictive physiology by PFT and biopsy-proven usual interstitial pneumonia (UIP), the
classical histopathology seen in IPF (Table 1). By comparison, our non-IPF patients served as
negative controls, as described in Table 2. FEV1 signifies changes in the volume expired in
the first second of a forced breath and is typically reduced in any significant lung pathology
that involves the airways and/or lung parenchyma. This value has significant prognostic
power in terms of overall patient health and correlates with mortality. Reductions in lung
volumes (FVC, RV, TLC) in IPF represents the presence of restrictive physiology due to
lung fibrosis. The loss in FVC and TLC has predictive power in interstitial lung diseases,
including IPF. The DLCO represents alveolar–capillary membrane function, which is also
typically reduced in IPF due to the presence of lung parenchymal fibrosis.

Figure 1. Cont.
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Figure 1. Co-localization of cell stress markers in IPF lung tissues. (A) Representative histological images of immunoflu-

orescence confocal microscopy of IPF and non-IPF lung tissues for cleaved caspase-3 (green), BiP (red), and DAPI (blue). 

Co-localization can be seen as a light orange color in dotted areas in the merged images (far right side). (B) IPF lungs had 

significantly greater co-localization of c-caspase-3 and BiP compared to non-IPF lungs (p < 0.001). (C) Representative 

histological images of immunofluorescence confocal microscopy of non-IPF and IPF lung tissues for LC3β puncta (green), 

BiP (red), and DAPI (blue). Very little co-localization is observed in the merged images (far right side) for both non-IPF 

and IPF lung tissues. (D) There was no statistically significant difference in co-localized BiP and LC3 puncta between IPF 

Figure 1. Co-localization of cell stress markers in IPF lung tissues. (A) Representative histological
images of immunofluorescence confocal microscopy of IPF and non-IPF lung tissues for cleaved
caspase-3 (green), BiP (red), and DAPI (blue). Co-localization can be seen as a light orange color
in dotted areas in the merged images (far right side). (B) IPF lungs had significantly greater co-
localization of c-caspase-3 and BiP compared to non-IPF lungs (p < 0.001). (C) Representative
histological images of immunofluorescence confocal microscopy of non-IPF and IPF lung tissues
for LC3β puncta (green), BiP (red), and DAPI (blue). Very little co-localization is observed in the
merged images (far right side) for both non-IPF and IPF lung tissues. (D) There was no statistically
significant difference in co-localized BiP and LC3β puncta between IPF and non-IPF lungs (p = NS).
(E) Representative histological images of immunofluorescence confocal microscopy of non-IPF and
IPF lung tissues for LC3β puncta (green), XBP1 (red), and DAPI (blue). Some co-localization is
observed in the merged images (far right side) for both non-IPF and IPF lung tissues. (F) There
was no statistically significant difference in co-localized XBP1 and LC3β puncta between IPF and
non-IPF lungs (p = NS). The percentage of positive signals for BiP (G), XBP1 (H), LC3β puncta (I),
and cleaved caspase-3 (J) was measured as the ratio of areas between the region of interest and the
total image area. This was performed on all the images captured from sections for each lung tissue
for all subjects. Data were collected in triplicate, and results are represented as the overall average for
all the captured images. Note: Magnification was ×40 for images in Panels A, C, and E (scale bars
are included in each image). For statistical calculations in Panels A–F, areas with co-localization of
any two cell stress markers were calculated using ImageJ in both non-IPF and IPF lungs. The middle
horizontal line in Panels B, D, F represents the median value in each group. Results in Panels G–J
are represented as means ± SD. A p-value of <0.05 was considered statistically significant. GraphPad
Prism 9 was used for all analyses. Abbreviations: NS (not significant).
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We examined the associations between cell stress marker expression and lung function
parameters and found that greater expression (i.e., labeling by immunofluorescence) of
both XBP1% and BiP% (UPR) (Figure 2A,B) and cleaved caspase-3% (apoptosis) (Figure 2C)
in IPF lungs was associated with reduced FEV1, FVC, TLC, and RV, respectively. Con-
versely, greater expression of LC3β puncta% was positively correlated with increased
DLCO (Figure 2D). This suggests that both increased UPR and increased apoptosis are
independently associated with reduced lung function in IPF, as measured by FEV1, FVC,
TLC, and RV, while the presence of autophagosomes in IPF lungs is associated with higher
DLCO. These are important lung function parameters that also relate to the functional
capacity of IPF patients.
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correlated with FEV1 and FVC. There was a trend of negative correlation between XBP1% and FEV1 (p = 0.11, R2 = 0.29) and
a statistically significant negative correlation between XBP1% and FVC (p = 0.065, R2 = 0.36). (B) The UPR marker BiP% was
negatively correlated with FEV1 (p = 0.015, R2 = 0.46), FVC (p = 0.094, R2 = 0.28), and TLC (* p = 0.021, R2 = 0.62). (C) The
apoptosis marker cleaved caspase-3% was also negatively correlated with RV (p = 0.0015, R2 = 0.83). (D) The autophagy
marker LC3β puncta% was positively correlated with DLCO (p = 0.019, R2 = 0.62). Confidence intervals are included,
shown by the dotted curved lines flanking the regression line. Linear regression analyses were performed using GraphPad
Prism 9. Lung volumes (FEV1, FVC, RV, TLC) were measured in liters, and the diffusion capacity of carbon monoxide
(DLCO) was measured in mL/mmHg/min. * reprents the significant difference.
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We then assessed correlations between co-localized UPR, autophagy, and apoptosis
markers. We also hypothesized that co-localized markers of UPR and autophagy in IPF
lung tissues would correlate with lower lung function values, similar to our XBP1, BiP,
and cleaved caspase-3 results. However, we found that the opposite was true. Higher
immunofluorescence of overlapping markers XBP1 and LC3β puncta was consistently
associated with significantly greater FEV1, FVC, and TLC (Figure 3A,B). Higher immunoflu-
orescence of overlapping markers BiP and LC3β puncta was associated with significantly
increased DLCO (p = 0.0067) (Figure 3C). However, co-localized LC3β puncta and BiP
were not significantly correlated with any lung function parameters (p > 0.1) (data not
shown). There were no statistically significant correlations between overlapping markers
of BiP and cleaved caspase-3 for any lung function parameter (data not shown). These
results suggest that co-localized markers of UPR (XBP1, BiP) and autophagy (LC3β puncta)
are associated with improved lung function (increased FEV1, FVC, TLC, DLCO). Figure 4
graphically summarizes our results and describes testable hypotheses to direct future
research in this area.

Figure 3. Correlations between co-localized UPR (XBP1, BiP) and autophagy (LC3β puncta) markers and lung function in
IPF. (A) Co-localized XBP1 and LC3β puncta were positively correlated with FEV1 (* p = 0.067, R2 = 0.36), FVC (* p = 0.099,
R2 = 0.30), and TLC (* p = 0.013, R2 = 0.67). (B) Co-localized LC3β puncta and XBP1 were positively correlated with FEV1
(* p = 0.02, R2 = 0.51), FVC (* p = 0.046, R2 = 0.41), and TLC (*p = 0.027, R2 = 0.59). (C) Co-localized BiP and LC3β puncta
were positively correlated with DLCO (* p = 0.0067, R2 = 0.58). Confidence intervals are included, shown by the dotted
curved lines flanking the regression line. Linear regression analyses were performed using GraphPad Prism 9. Lung
volumes (FEV1, FVC, TLC) were measured in liters, and the diffusion capacity of carbon monoxide (DLCO) was measured
in mL/mmHg/min.
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Figure 4. Five testable hypotheses regarding the relative contributions of UPR, apoptosis, and
autophagy to pulmonary fibrosis and lung function changes. The confocal and linear correlation data
presented in Figures 1–3 highlight critical connections linking cell stress biology, lung fibrosis, and the
resultant lung function changes in patients that lead to debilitating symptoms. (A) Co-localization
of cleaved caspase-3 and BiP was significantly greater in IPF lungs than non-IPF lungs, but the
causal link to lung fibrosis and lung function remains unknown. (B) UPR markers XBP1 and BiP and
apoptosis marker cleaved caspase-3 were independently associated with lower lung function in IPF,
but the cross-talk between these pathways remains incompletely understood. (C) The increase in
autophagosome formation (i.e., increased expression of LC3β puncta) could represent either active
autophagy flux or the inhibition of autophagy flux. Our data show that autophagy is definitely
involved and correlates with improvement in the lung function parameter (i.e., improvement in
DLCO); however, the directionality of autophagy remains unknown. (D) Co-localization of UPR
(XBP1, BiP) and autophagy (LC3β puncta) was associated with higher lung function; however,
the mechanism of this observation is not yet known. Our data suggest that within the context of
active UPR in IPF lungs, the presence of autophagy changes the consequence of UPR and leads
to higher lung function. Whether this occurs via the inhibition or activation of autophagy flux
remains unknown. The results from Figures 1 and 2, depicted graphically in Panels A and B, lead to
Hypothesis 1. Cross-talk and dysregulation between apoptosis and UPR pathways cause lung fibrosis, which
leads to progressive loss of lung function. The results from Figures 2 and 3, depicted graphically in Panels
C and D, lead to the following four hypotheses: Hypothesis 2a. Autophagy inhibition reduces lung
fibrosis, which, in turn, preserves or improves lung function. Hypothesis 2b. Autophagy activation reduces
lung fibrosis, which, in turn, preserves or improves lung function. Hypothesis 3a. Within the context of
active UPR (XPB1 and BiP), the inhibition of autophagy reduces lung fibrosis, which improves lung function.
Hypothesis 3b. Within the context of active UPR (XPB1 and BiP), the activation of autophagy reduces lung
fibrosis, which improves lung function. Note: Dotted line arrows indicate multiple intervening steps not
shown. Solid line arrows indicate a direct effect of lung fibrosis on lung function.



Cells 2021, 10, 1642 11 of 17

We also conducted additional analyses to corroborate our linear correlation results. As
described in greater detail in the Supplementary Material and Figure S1, we re-analyzed a
subset of the data shown in Figures 2 and 3. After randomly matching cell stress marker
expression with lung function data, we repeated linear correlations. The results obtained
were similar to the original analyses in Figures 2 and 3. Notably, on repeat analysis after
random allocations, the XBP1% and FEV1 negative correlation was stronger and became
statistically significant (p = 0.084, R2 = 0.33) (Figures S1A and S2A).

4. Discussion

Taken together, our results suggest that UPR, autophagy, and apoptosis protein expres-
sion markers are significantly increased in IPF compared to non-IPF lungs. Moreover, in
IPF lungs, we observed significantly increased co-localization of BiP and cleaved caspase-3
compared to non-IPF lungs (Figure 1A), which points toward a co-active UPR and apoptotic
signaling pathway in IPF. These novel findings of increased UPR and apoptosis markers in
IPF lungs also correlated with changes in lung function. We discovered that UPR (XBP1,
BiP) and apoptosis (cleaved caspase-3) were each associated with a reduction in FEV1, FVC,
TLC, and RV. In contrast, increased expression of either LC3β puncta or co-localized LC3β
puncta and UPR markers (XBP1, BiP) were associated with increased DLCO or increased
FEV1, FVC, TLC, and DLCO, respectively. The co-existence of these cell stress pathways in
IPF pathogenesis and the link to changes in lung function (a key clinical determinant) are
unique findings.

Cellular phenotype is tightly regulated via autophagy and UPR in lung epithelial
and mesenchymal cells [35,36]. For example, TGFβ1 has been shown to induce changes in
autophagic flux (decreased LC3β puncta expression) and increased cellular senescence in
IPF lung fibroblasts [10,37]. Autophagy induction also controls UPR-induced senescence
in bronchial epithelial cells, while autophagy inhibition blocks this [7]. We also know
that nintedanib (a multiple tyrosine kinase inhibitor) downregulates ECM production
and promotes autophagy in IPF fibroblasts while inhibiting TGFβ1 signaling, which con-
firms the role of autophagy in the regulation of IPF fibroblasts (synthetic phenotype) [38].
Conversely, we previously reported that TGFβ1-induced ECM protein production was sig-
nificantly higher in IPF lung fibroblasts compared with non-IPF donors [16]. While TGFβ1
concomitantly induced autophagy and profibrotic signaling, leading to the accumulation of
ECM proteins in vitro, autophagy-related signaling was significantly lower in lung fibrob-
lasts from IPF subjects compared to non-IPF fibroblasts. Further, inhibition of autophagy
signaling prevented TGFβ1-induced ECM production by lung fibroblasts obtained from
both non-IPF and IPF donors [16]. Interestingly, TGFβ1 induced UPR markers only in IPF
lung fibroblasts, suggesting a greater-than-anticipated role of ER stress and UPR signaling
in lung fibrosis.

Our results bring a level of nuance not always present in in vitro or animal in vivo
studies because we relate the complex existence of cell stress protein markers in human IPF
lungs to lung function for those same subjects. Putting our previous results into context,
we learned that while there is a significant increase in the accumulation of autophago-
somes (LC3β puncta) in IPF lungs compared to control non-IPF lung tissues (which shows
dysregulation of autophagy flux in IPF lungs) (Figure 1I), the presence of LC3β puncta
alone (Figure 2D), or when LC3β puncta are co-localized with UPR markers (Figure 3), is
associated with improved lung function. Of note, the presence of LC3β puncta can repre-
sent either inhibition or increase in “autophagy flux” (Figure 4C). Our previous studies
indicate that (i) autophagy is necessary for the fibrotic response in IPF fibroblasts, and (ii)
autophagy inhibition reduces this fibrotic response in lung fibroblasts [16]. Combining
these two observations would suggest that in human IPF, there is endogenous inhibition of
autophagy through mechanisms that may be reliant on changes in cellular ADP/ATP ratios
or a potential cross-talk between apoptosis and autophagy (Bcl2-Beclin-1) [38–41] that,
in turn, leads to reduced fibrosis and thus, improved (or better preserved) lung function
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(Figure 4C). This is an interesting and new hypothesis that can be tested, which could shed
new insights into the role of autophagy in IPF.

We believe such mechanisms could be controlling the cellular phenotype (epithelial-
to-mesenchymal transition), cellular secretome, and cellular responses to apoptosis, which
favors the downregulation of pro-fibrotic signaling to prevent further deterioration of lung
function in IPF [42]. Despite the observation that alveolar epithelial cells in IPF appear to
be damaged or injured with high rates of apoptosis, the actual causative factor(s) are not
entirely known. Evidence is now emerging to support the association between alveolar
epithelial cell apoptosis and lung fibrosis. Although the mechanisms that cause alveolar
epithelial cell death are not completely understood, it is known that TGFβ1 plays an
important role as a potent inducer of apoptosis in alveolar epithelial cells, predominantly
by modulating Fas-mediated apoptosis via caspase-8 activation and downregulation of
p21 [43]. It has also emerged that TGFβ1 can activate p38/MAPK and early growth
response gene (Egr)-1 in a SMAD-dependent and SMAD-independent manner, leading to
the induction of pro-apoptotic signaling molecules such as caspase-3 [44,45]. Further, while
inducing apoptosis, TGFβ1 promotes the imbalance of Blc family members by stimulating
Bax and Bid in the murine lung. TGFβ1–mediated SMAD3 signaling is required for the
upregulation of death-associated protein kinase, which is essential for TGFβ1–induced
apoptosis of lung epithelial cells. Collectively, TGFβ1 can induce both canonical and
non-canonical signaling to promote alveolar epithelial cell apoptosis and lung fibrosis.

Our data support the newly emerging concept in the field that lung function changes
in IPF are unlikely to be attributed to a single perturbed cell stress marker in isolation but
are more likely the result of a complex network of cell stress events leading to disease.
One alternative interpretation of our results is that the combination of increased UPR and
autophagy is necessary for maintaining homeostatic lung function in IPF. However, we
cannot invoke causation given our study design; therefore, additional research is warranted
to further dissect the underlying mechanisms and their impact on lung function at different
stages of disease and among various types of IPF.

Our correlation analysis between cell stress markers and lung function in IPF subjects
suggests a more complex interaction. We previously reported that the UPR is an important
driver of TGFβ1-induced collagen production in primary human lung IPF fibroblasts
(16). However, to our knowledge, no one has directly linked measures of UPR markers
with lung function in patients with IPF. We found that both increased UPR markers XBP1
and BiP are associated with decreased lung function (FEV1, FVC, TLC) (Figure 2A,B).
Interestingly, these correlations are the exact opposite when UPR is co-localized with the
autophagy marker LC3β puncta (Figure 3), thus highlighting the expected complexity
inherent to these cell stress signaling pathways. BiP is the upstream chaperon that inhibits
PERK (protein kinase R (PKR)-like endoplasmic reticulum kinase), IRE1 (inositol-requiring
enzyme 1), and ATF6 (activating transcription factor 6) chaperons via direct interaction in
non-stressed conditions [20,46,47]. Therefore, BiP expression is representative of the overall
activation of UPR and the potential involvement of all three arms of this pathway [48].
IRE1 has both kinase and RNAse activity, and its RNAse activity is responsible for the
splicing of XBP1 into “spliced XPB1” (XBP1s) [49]. XBP1s is a transcription factor that
is responsible for cell proliferation, endoplasmic reticulum (ER)-associated degradation
(ERAD), and lipid biosynthesis [20]. On the other hand, UPR is also connected to autophagy
flux via PERK and the IRE1 arm through the regulation of LC3β expression. UPR can also
regulate apoptosis through modulation of Bcl2 family proteins and CHOP expression [20].
Therefore, we can conclude that changes in BiP expression can potentially be representative
of the general regulation of UPR while changes in XBP1 expression only represent the IRE1
arm. Further investigation into how these pathways interact to impact lung cell physiology
and, in turn, lung function, symptoms, and patients’ functional capacity is warranted.

The transcription factor XBP1s is important in fibrosis, as shown in several previous
experimental models [50,51]. XBP1s is responsible for inflammatory-mediated peritoneal
fibrosis in peritoneal dialysis, and the IRE1 endonuclease inhibitor STF083010 inhibits
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this effect [52]. On the other hand, XBP1 regulates liver fibrosis via the transport and
Golgi organization-1 (TANGO1)-collagen axis [53] and the regulation of ATG7-dependent
autophagy in hepatic stellate cells [54]. In addition, IRE1 inhibitor 4µ8C blocks liver and
skin fibrosis via the IRE1–XBP1 axis in mice [55]. Our recent report also showed that
targeting the IRE1 RNAse component inhibits TGFβ1-induced ECM deposition in IPF
fibroblasts [16]. Taken together, XBP1 appears to be an important component of UPR in the
regulation of fibrosis in multiple organs, including the lung.

Except for an isolated negative correlation with RV (Figure 2C), cleaved caspase-3,
when co-localized with BiP, did not reveal any significant correlations with other lung func-
tion measures. While other studies have reported apoptosis activation in airway epithelial
cells in human IPF lungs [56,57], which is associated with insufficient and dysregulated
repair mechanisms, our results suggest that increased apoptosis in IPF lungs may not
play a major role in determining lung function (at least with respect to the most relevant
PFT measures pertinent to IPF, i.e., FEV1, FVC, TLC, DLCO). In addition, few in vitro and
in vivo studies show that dysregulated apoptosis in myofibroblasts leads to lung tissue
fibrosis, including in mouse models of TGFβ-induced pulmonary fibrosis [58]. Conversely,
nintedanib, an FDA-approved anti-fibrotic drug for the treatment of IPF, which delays
the decline in lung function (i.e., preserves FVC), can induce apoptosis in lung fibroblasts,
leading to decreased proliferation and reduced production of ECM proteins such as col-
lagen [59,60]. One explanation for this discrepancy could be differences in experimental
models (human tissue vs. cells/vs. mouse models of lung fibrosis). In addition, the
complexity of how these cell stress pathways converge in human IPF, which has evolved
over many years, provides an ongoing challenge to our understanding.

Our study has significant limitations, including the small sample size and reduced
statistical power, as well as the observational study design that does not permit us to
determine causation. While our design allows for hypothesis generation, the small sample
size precludes any generalizability to IPF or other forms of lung fibrosis. However, our
results highlight the potentially critical role of cellular ER stress/UPR, apoptosis, and
autophagy as convergent pathways and their impact on lung function and, therefore, their
potential impact on symptoms and IPF disease progression. Further studies are needed
to determine whether inhibition of UPR and/or inhibition or induction of autophagy
pathways can preserve lung function in patients with IPF. Another potential limitation of
our study design is the domain of lung function measures collected over a focused time
period (1–1.5 years), which allowed correlations to cell stress markers measured at a single
time point (i.e., date of lung biopsy). We address this above in the Pulmonary Function
Tests and Statistical Analysis sections; however, we cannot fully exclude potentially hidden
biases with unknown confounders. However, our independent analysis, provided in
the supplemental material (Figure S1), addresses one potential confounding effect. This
additional analysis showed that our original allocations and analysis were valid in terms
of the linear correlation outcomes and directions of these correlations between cell stress
markers and lung function parameters.

In summary, there appears to be an intriguing paradox or disconnect between the ob-
served increases in cell stress markers in IPF lung tissues and the functional consequences
of this increased expression with respect to lung function. While single markers in isolation
correlate with reduced lung function (XBP1, BiP, cleaved caspase-3) when viewed in con-
junction with autophagy, we observed the opposite correlation of improved lung function
(Figure 4). We speculate that the dynamic cross-talk occurring between different lung cells
in IPF that simultaneously run all three cell stress programs yields functional consequences,
i.e., changes in lung function, that cannot be predicted by simply investigating these cell
stress pathways in static lung tissues or as single markers in isolation. As a result, we
propose five independent hypotheses worthy of further testing, as indicated in Figure 4.
As a further caveat, all three cell stress pathways must be investigated concomitantly in
any experimental system to properly understand their dynamic interactions. This is the
least we can do regarding these critical cell stress/cell fate pathways to gain the depth
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of understanding required to impact the fibrosis field. This idea and approach also has
clinical relevance because there are inhibitors of UPR proteins as well as both inhibitors
and inducers of autophagy [61,62], both of which (or in combination) may prove to be
useful in the future treatment of IPF.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/article/
10.3390/cells10071642/s1, Figure S1: Correlations of Cell Stress Markers and Lung Function after
Random Assignments of Data and Figure S2: Representative Lung Histopathology Images of IPF
and Non-IPF Subjects.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.A.Z., S.G. and P.S.; methodology, A.A.Z., S.G. and
P.S.; software, Image J; validation, P.S., S.G. and A.A.Z.; formal analysis, A.A.Z., S.G. and P.S.;
investigation, A.A.Z., S.G., P.S. and J.A.; resources, A.A.Z., A.J.H. and N.J.K.; data curation, A.A.Z.,
S.G., P.S. and J.A.; writing—original draft preparation, P.S., J.A., A.A.Z. and S.G.; writing—review
and editing, A.A.Z., S.G., P.S., J.A., M.J., A.S., A.J.H. and N.J.K.; visualization, A.A.Z. and S.G.;
supervision, A.A.Z., S.G. and P.S.; project administration, A.A.Z. and S.G. All authors have read and
agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: K08 HL114882 (AAZ), Rebecca Cooper Research Foundation (PS), CIHR Vanier PhD
Scholarship (JA).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Patients from the University of California (U.C.) Davis
Interstitial Lung Disease (ILD) Clinic (IRB-approved registry, protocol number 295939) with lung
biopsy-confirmed IPF were selected for this study. The comparative non-IPF lung tissues were
obtained from patients undergoing lung resection surgery for lung cancer in 2010 at the University of
Manitoba, Department of Thoracic Surgery (approved by the Human Research Ethics Board, protocol
HS14752 (H2002:150)).

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study.

Acknowledgments: We wish to acknowledge Professor Andrew Chan, MD (retired), for facilitating
access to human IPF lung tissue slides.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Sauleda, J.; Núñez, B.; Sala, E.; Soriano, J.B. Idiopathic Pulmonary Fibrosis: Epidemiology, Natural History, Phenotypes. Med. Sci.

2018, 6, 110. [CrossRef]
2. Lederer, D.J.; Martinez, F.J. Idiopathic Pulmonary Fibrosis. N. Engl. J. Med. 2018, 378, 1811–1823. [CrossRef]
3. Raghu, G.; Collard, H.R.; Egan, J.J.; Martinez, F.J.; Behr, J.; Brown, K.K.; Colby, T.V.; Cordier, J.F.; Flaherty, K.R.; Lasky, J.A.;

et al. An official ATS/ERS/JRS/ALAT statement: Idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis: Evidence-based guidelines for diagnosis and
management. Am. J. Respir. Crit. Care Med. 2011, 183, 788–824. [CrossRef]

4. Lin, Y.; Xu, Z. Fibroblast Senescence in Idiopathic Pulmonary Fibrosis. Front. Cell Dev. Biol. 2020, 8, 593283. [CrossRef]
5. Haspel, J.A.; Choi, A.M. Autophagy: A core cellular process with emerging links to pulmonary disease. Am. J. Respir. Crit.

Care Med. 2011, 184, 1237–1246. [CrossRef]
6. Eshraghi, M.; Adlimoghaddam, A.; Mahmoodzadeh, A.; Sharifzad, F.; Yasavoli-Sharahi, H.; Lorzadeh, S.; Albensi, B.C.; Ghavami,

S. Alzheimer’s Disease Pathogenesis: Role of Autophagy and Mitophagy Focusing in Microglia. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 3330.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Kotowski, K.; Rosik, J.; Machaj, F.; Supplitt, S.; Wiczew, D.; Jablonska, K.; Wiechec, E.; Ghavami, S.; Dziegiel, P. Role of PFKFB3
and PFKFB4 in Cancer: Genetic Basis, Impact on Disease Development/Progression, and Potential as Therapeutic Targets. Cancers
2021, 13, 909. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Lorzadeh, S.; Kohan, L.; Ghavami, S.; Azarpira, N. Autophagy and the Wnt signaling pathway: A focus on Wnt/beta-catenin
signaling. Biochim. Biophys. Acta Mol. Cell Res. 2021, 1868, 118926. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Gupta, S.S.; Zeglinski, M.R.; Rattan, S.G.; Landry, N.M.; Ghavami, S.; Wigle, J.T.; Klonisch, T.; Halayko, A.J.; Dixon, I.M. Inhibition
of autophagy inhibits the conversion of cardiac fibroblasts to cardiac myofibroblasts. Oncotarget 2016, 7, 78516–78531. [CrossRef]

10. Araya, J.; Kojima, J.; Takasaka, N.; Ito, S.; Fujii, S.; Hara, H.; Yanagisawa, H.; Kobayashi, K.; Tsurushige, C.; Kawaishi, M.; et al.
Insufficient autophagy in idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis. Am. J. Physiol. Lung Cell. Mol. Physiol. 2013, 304, L56–L69. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

11. Cheng, X.; Ferrell, J.E., Jr. Apoptosis propagates through the cytoplasm as trigger waves. Science 2018, 361, 607–612. [CrossRef]
12. Marino, G.; Niso-Santano, M.; Baehrecke, E.H.; Kroemer, G. Self-consumption: The interplay of autophagy and apoptosis.

Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2014, 15, 81–94. [CrossRef]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cells10071642/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cells10071642/s1
http://doi.org/10.3390/medsci6040110
http://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra1705751
http://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.2009-040GL
http://doi.org/10.3389/fcell.2020.593283
http://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201106-0966CI
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22073330
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33805142
http://doi.org/10.3390/cancers13040909
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33671514
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamcr.2020.118926
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33316295
http://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.12392
http://doi.org/10.1152/ajplung.00213.2012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23087019
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.aah4065
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrm3735


Cells 2021, 10, 1642 15 of 17

13. Citrin, D.E.; Shankavaram, U.; Horton, J.A.; Shield, W., 3rd; Zhao, S.; Asano, H.; White, A.; Sowers, A.; Thetford, A.; Chung, E.J.
Role of type II pneumocyte senescence in radiation-induced lung fibrosis. J. Natl. Cancer. Inst. 2013, 105, 1474–1484. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

14. Aggarwal, S.; Ahmad, I.; Lam, A.; Carlisle, M.A.; Li, C.; Wells, J.M.; Raju, S.V.; Athar, M.; Rowe, S.M.; Dransfield, M.T.; et al.
Heme scavenging reduces pulmonary endoplasmic reticulum stress, fibrosis, and emphysema. JCI Insight 2018, 3, 3. [CrossRef]

15. Burman, A.; Tanjore, H.; Blackwell, T.S. Endoplasmic reticulum stress in pulmonary fibrosis. Matrix Biol. 2018, 68–69, 355–365.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Ghavami, S.; Yeganeh, B.; Zeki, A.A.; Shojaei, S.; Kenyon, N.J.; Ott, S.; Samali, A.; Patterson, J.; Alizadeh, J.; Moghadam,
A.R.; et al. Autophagy and the unfolded protein response promote profibrotic effects of TGF-β(1) in human lung fibroblasts.
Am. J. Physiol. Lung Cell. Mol. Physiol. 2018, 314, L493–L504. [CrossRef]

17. Krempaska, K.; Barnowski, S.; Gavini, J.; Hobi, N.; Ebener, S.; Simillion, C.; Stokes, A.; Schliep, R.; Knudsen, L.; Geiser, T.K.; et al.
Azithromycin has enhanced effects on lung fibroblasts from idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis (IPF) patients compared to controls.
Respir. Res. 2020, 21, 25, (corrected 28 January 2020). [CrossRef]

18. Romero, Y.; Bueno, M.; Ramirez, R.; Alvarez, D.; Sembrat, J.C.; Goncharova, E.A.; Rojas, M.; Selman, M.; Mora, A.L.; Pardo, A.
mTORC1 activation decreases autophagy in aging and idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis and contributes to apoptosis resistance in
IPF fibroblasts. Aging Cell 2016, 15, 1103–1112. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Senft, D.; Ronai, Z.A. UPR, autophagy, and mitochondria crosstalk underlies the ER stress response. Trends Biochem. Sci. 2015, 40,
141–148. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Dastghaib, S.; Shojaei, S.; Mostafavi-Pour, Z.; Sharma, P.; Patterson, J.B.; Samali, A.; Mokarram, P.; Ghavami, S. Simvastatin
Induces Unfolded Protein Response and Enhances Temozolomide-Induced Cell Death in Glioblastoma Cells. Cells 2020, 9, 2339.
[CrossRef]

21. Ghavami, S.; Yeganeh, B.; Stelmack, G.L.; Kashani, H.H.; Sharma, P.; Cunnington, R.; Rattan, S.; Bathe, K.; Klonisch, T.; Dixon,
I.M.; et al. Apoptosis, autophagy and ER stress in mevalonate cascade inhibition-induced cell death of human atrial fibroblasts.
Cell Death Dis. 2012, 3, e330. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Ghavami, S.; Sharma, P.; Yeganeh, B.; Ojo, O.O.; Jha, A.; Mutawe, M.M.; Kashani, H.H.; Los, M.J.; Klonisch, T.; Unruh, H.; et al.
Airway mesenchymal cell death by mevalonate cascade inhibition: Integration of autophagy, unfolded protein response and
apoptosis focusing on Bcl2 family proteins. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 2014, 1843, 1259–1271. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Behrouj, H.; Seghatoleslam, A.; Mokarram, P.; Ghavami, S. Effect of casein kinase 1alpha inhibition on autophagy flux and the
AKT/phospho-beta-catenin (S552) axis in HCT116, a RAS-mutated colorectal cancer cell line. Can. J. Physiol. Pharmacol. 2021, 99,
284–293. [CrossRef]

24. Du Bois, R.M. Strategies for treating idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis. Nat. Rev. Drug Discov. 2010, 9, 129–140. [CrossRef]
25. McAlinden, K.D.; Deshpande, D.A.; Ghavami, S.; Xenaki, D.; Sohal, S.S.; Oliver, B.G.; Haghi, M.; Sharma, P. Autophagy Activation

in Asthma Airways Remodeling. Am. J. Respir. Cell Mol. Biol. 2019, 60, 541–553. [CrossRef]
26. Klionsky, D.J.; Abdel-Aziz, A.K.; Abdelfatah, S.; Abdellatif, M.; Abdoli, A.; Abel, S.; Abeliovich, H.; Abildgaard, M.H.; Abudu,

Y.P.; Acevedo-Arozena, A.; et al. Guidelines for the use and interpretation of assays for monitoring autophagy (4th edition)(1).
Autophagy 2021, 17, 1–382. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Klionsky, D.J.; Abdelmohsen, K.; Abe, A.; Abedin, M.J.; Abeliovich, H.; Arozena, A.A.; Adachi, H.; Adams, C.M.; Adams, P.D.;
Adeli, K.; et al. Guidelines for the use and interpretation of assays for monitoring autophagy (3rd edition). Autophagy 2016, 12,
1–222. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Shojaei, S.; Koleini, N.; Samiei, E.; Aghaei, M.; Cole, L.K.; Alizadeh, J.; Islam, M.I.; Vosoughi, A.R.; Albokashy, M.; Butterfield, Y.;
et al. Simvastatin increases temozolomide-induced cell death by targeting the fusion of autophagosomes and lysosomes. FEBS J.
2020, 287, 1005–1034. [CrossRef]

29. Alizadeh, J.; Shojaei, S.; Sepanjnia, A.; Hashemi, M.; Eftekharpour, E.; Ghavami, S. Simultaneous Detection of Autophagy and
Epithelial to Mesenchymal Transition in the Non-small Cell Lung Cancer Cells. Methods Mol. Biol. 2019, 1854, 87–103.

30. Yeganeh, B.; Moghadam, A.R.; Alizadeh, J.; Wiechec, E.; Alavian, S.M.; Hashemi, M.; Geramizadeh, B.; Samali, A.; Lankarani,
K.B.; Post, M.; et al. Hepatitis B and C virus-induced hepatitis: Apoptosis, autophagy, and unfolded protein response.
World J. Gastroenterol. 2015, 21, 13225–13239. [CrossRef]

31. Lara-Reyna, S.; Scambler, T.; Holbrook, J.; Wong, C.; Jarosz-Griffiths, H.H.; Martinon, F.; Savic, S.; Peckham, D.; McDermott, M.F.
Metabolic Reprograming of Cystic Fibrosis Macrophages via the IRE1alpha Arm of the Unfolded Protein Response Results in
Exacerbated Inflammation. Front. Immunol. 2019, 10, 1789. [CrossRef]

32. Ghavami, S.; Hashemi, M.; Ande, S.R.; Yeganeh, B.; Xiao, W.; Eshraghi, M.; Bus, C.J.; Kadkhoda, K.; Wiechec, E.; Halayko, A.J.;
et al. Apoptosis and cancer: Mutations within caspase genes. J. Med. Genet. 2009, 46, 497–510. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Ghavami, S.; Eshraghi, M.; Kadkhoda, K.; Mutawe, M.M.; Maddika, S.; Bay, G.H.; Wesselborg, S.; Halayko, A.J.; Klonisch, T.; Los,
M. Role of BNIP3 in TNF-induced cell death–TNF upregulates BNIP3 expression. Biochim. Biophys. Acta BBA Mol. Cell Res. 2009,
1793, 546–560. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Hu, B.; Wu, Z.; Hergert, P.; Henke, C.A.; Bitterman, P.B.; Phan, S.H. Regulation of myofibroblast differentiation by poly(ADP-
ribose) polymerase 1. Am. J. Pathol. 2013, 182, 71–83. [CrossRef]

35. Shojaei, S.; Suresh, M.; Klionsky, D.J.; Labouta, H.I.; Ghavami, S. Autophagy and SARS-CoV-2 infection: Apossible smart targeting
of the autophagy pathway. Virulence 2020, 11, 805–810. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djt212
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24052614
http://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.120694
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matbio.2018.03.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29567124
http://doi.org/10.1152/ajplung.00372.2017
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12931-020-1275-8
http://doi.org/10.1111/acel.12514
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27566137
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibs.2015.01.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25656104
http://doi.org/10.3390/cells9112339
http://doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2012.61
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22717585
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamcr.2014.03.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24637330
http://doi.org/10.1139/cjpp-2020-0449
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrd2958
http://doi.org/10.1165/rcmb.2018-0169OC
http://doi.org/10.1080/15548627.2020.1797280
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33634751
http://doi.org/10.1080/15548627.2015.1100356
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26799652
http://doi.org/10.1111/febs.15069
http://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v21.i47.13225
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2019.01789
http://doi.org/10.1136/jmg.2009.066944
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19505876
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbamcr.2009.01.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19321129
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajpath.2012.09.004
http://doi.org/10.1080/21505594.2020.1780088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32567972


Cells 2021, 10, 1642 16 of 17

36. Sureda, A.; Alizadeh, J.; Nabavi, S.F.; Berindan-Neagoe, I.; Cismaru, C.A.; Jeandet, P.; Los, M.J.; Clementi, E.; Nabavi, S.M.;
Ghavami, S. Endoplasmic reticulum as a potential therapeutic target for covid-19 infection management? Eur. J. Pharmacol. 2020,
882, 173288. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Patel, A.S.; Lin, L.; Geyer, A.; Haspel, J.A.; An, C.H.; Cao, J.; Rosas, I.O.; Morse, D. Autophagy in idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis.
PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e41394. [CrossRef]

38. Kasam, R.K.; Reddy, G.B.; Jegga, A.G.; Madala, S.K. Dysregulation of Mesenchymal Cell Survival Pathways in Severe Fibrotic
Lung Disease: The Effect of Nintedanib Therapy. Front. Pharmacol. 2019, 10, 532. [CrossRef]

39. Bressan, C.; Pecora, A.; Gagnon, D.; Snapyan, M.; Labrecque, S.; De Koninck, P.; Parent, M.; Saghatelyan, A. The dynamic
interplay between ATP/ADP levels and autophagy sustain neuronal migration in vivo. eLife 2020, 9, 9. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

40. Zank, D.C.; Bueno, M.; Mora, A.L.; Rojas, M. Idiopathic Pulmonary Fibrosis: Aging, Mitochondrial Dysfunction, and Cellular
Bioenergetics. Front. Med. 2018, 5, 10. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Gong, C.; Bauvy, C.; Tonelli, G.; Yue, W.; Delomenie, C.; Nicolas, V.; Zhu, Y.; Domergue, V.; Marin-Esteban, V.; Tharinger, H.;
et al. Beclin 1 and autophagy are required for the tumorigenicity of breast cancer stem-like/progenitor cells. Oncogene 2013, 32,
2261–2272. [CrossRef]

42. Nakahira, K.; Choi, A.M. Autophagy: A potential therapeutic target in lung diseases. Am. J. Physiol. Lung Cell. Mol. Physiol. 2013,
305, L93–L107. [CrossRef]

43. Racanelli, A.C.; Kikkers, S.A.; Choi, A.M.K.; Cloonan, S.M. Autophagy and inflammation in chronic respiratory disease. Autophagy
2018, 14, 221–232. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Siegel, P.M.; Massague, J. Cytostatic and apoptotic actions of TGF-beta in homeostasis and cancer. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2003, 3,
807–821. [CrossRef]

45. Thannickal, V.J.; Horowitz, J.C. Evolving concepts of apoptosis in idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis. Proc. Am. Thorac. Soc. 2006, 3,
350–356. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Lee, C.G.; Cho, S.J.; Kang, M.J.; Chapoval, S.P.; Lee, P.J.; Noble, P.W.; Yehualaeshet, T.; Lu, B.; Flavell, R.A.; Milbrandt, J.; et al.
Early growth response gene 1-mediated apoptosis is essential for transforming growth factor beta1-induced pulmonary fibrosis.
J. Exp. Med. 2004, 200, 377–389. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Kennedy, D.; Samali, A.; Jager, R. Methods for studying ER stress and UPR markers in human cells. Methods Mol. Biol. 2015, 1292,
3–18.

48. Dastghaib, S.; Kumar, P.S.; Aftabi, S.; Damera, G.; Dalvand, A.; Sepanjnia, A.; Kiumarsi, M.; Aghanoori, M.R.; Sohal, S.S.; Ande,
S.R.; et al. Mechanisms Targeting the Unfolded Protein Response in Asthma. Am. J. Respir. Cell Mol. Biol. 2021, 64, 29–38.
[CrossRef]

49. Talty, A.; Deegan, S.; Ljujic, M.; Mnich, K.; Naicker, S.D.; Quandt, D.; Zeng, Q.; Patterson, J.B.; Gorman, A.M.; Griffin, M.D.; et al.
Inhibition of IRE1alpha RNase activity reduces NLRP3 inflammasome assembly and processing of pro-IL1beta. Cell Death Dis.
2019, 10, 622. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Hombach-Klonisch, S.; Mehrpour, M.; Shojaei, S.; Harlos, C.; Pitz, M.; Hamai, A.; Siemianowicz, K.; Likus, W.; Wiechec, E.; Toyota,
B.D.; et al. Glioblastoma and chemoresistance to alkylating agents: Involvement of apoptosis, autophagy, and unfolded protein
response. Pharmacol. Ther. 2018, 184, 13–41. [CrossRef]

51. Overley-Adamson, B.; Artlett, C.M.; Stephens, C.; Sassi-Gaha, S.; Weis, R.D.; Thacker, J.D. Targeting the unfolded protein response,
XBP1, and the NLRP3 inflammasome in fibrosis and cancer. Cancer Biol. Ther. 2014, 15, 452–462. [CrossRef]

52. Lawson, W.E.; Cheng, D.S.; Degryse, A.L.; Tanjore, H.; Polosukhin, V.V.; Xu, X.C.; Newcomb, D.C.; Jones, B.R.; Roldan, J.; Lane,
K.B.; et al. Endoplasmic reticulum stress enhances fibrotic remodeling in the lungs. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2011, 108,
10562–10567. [CrossRef]

53. Liu, A.; Song, Q.; Zheng, Y.; Xu, G.; Huang, C.; Sun, S.; He, L.; Zhao, L.; Zhou, M. Expression of XBP1s in peritoneal mesothelial
cells is critical for inflammation-induced peritoneal fibrosis. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 19043. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Maiers, J.L.; Kostallari, E.; Mushref, M.; de Assuncao, T.M.; Li, H.; Jalan-Sakrikar, N.; Huebert, R.C.; Cao, S.; Malhi, H.; Shah, V.H.
The unfolded protein response mediates fibrogenesis and collagen I secretion through regulating TANGO1 in mice. Hepatology
2017, 65, 983–998. [CrossRef]

55. Kim, R.S.; Hasegawa, D.; Goossens, N.; Tsuchida, T.; Athwal, V.; Sun, X.; Robinson, C.L.; Bhattacharya, D.; Chou, H.I.; Zhang,
D.Y.; et al. The XBP1 Arm of the Unfolded Protein Response Induces Fibrogenic Activity in Hepatic Stellate Cells Through
Autophagy. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 39342. [CrossRef]

56. Heindryckx, F.; Binet, F.; Ponticos, M.; Rombouts, K.; Lau, J.; Kreuger, J.; Gerwins, P. Endoplasmic reticulum stress enhances
fibrosis through IRE1alpha-mediated degradation of miR-150 and XBP-1 splicing. EMBO Mol. Med. 2016, 8, 729–744. [CrossRef]

57. Barbas-Filho, J.V.; Ferreira, M.A.; Sesso, A.; Kairalla, R.A.; Carvalho, C.R.; Capelozzi, V.L. Evidence of type II pneumocyte
apoptosis in the pathogenesis of idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis (IFP)/usual interstitial pneumonia (UIP). J. Clin. Pathol. 2001, 54,
132–138. [CrossRef]

58. Plataki, M.; Koutsopoulos, A.V.; Darivianaki, K.; Delides, G.; Siafakas, N.M.; Bouros, D. Expression of apoptotic and antiapoptotic
markers in epithelial cells in idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis. Chest 2005, 127, 266–274. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

59. Uhal, B.D. The role of apoptosis in pulmonary fibrosis. Eur. Respir. Rev. 2008, 17, 138–144. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejphar.2020.173288
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32561291
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0041394
http://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2019.00532
http://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.56006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32985978
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmed.2018.00010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29459894
http://doi.org/10.1038/onc.2012.252
http://doi.org/10.1152/ajplung.00072.2013
http://doi.org/10.1080/15548627.2017.1389823
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29130366
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrc1208
http://doi.org/10.1513/pats.200601-001TK
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16738200
http://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20040104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15289506
http://doi.org/10.1165/rcmb.2019-0235TR
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-019-1847-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31417078
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pharmthera.2017.10.017
http://doi.org/10.4161/cbt.27820
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1107559108
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-55557-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31836774
http://doi.org/10.1002/hep.28921
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep39342
http://doi.org/10.15252/emmm.201505925
http://doi.org/10.1136/jcp.54.2.132
http://doi.org/10.1378/chest.127.1.266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15653994
http://doi.org/10.1183/09059180.00010906


Cells 2021, 10, 1642 17 of 17

60. Moodley, Y.P.; Caterina, P.; Scaffidi, A.K.; Misso, N.L.; Papadimitriou, J.M.; McAnulty, R.J.; Laurent, G.J.; Thompson, P.J.; Knight,
D.A. Comparison of the morphological and biochemical changes in normal human lung fibroblasts and fibroblasts derived from
lungs of patients with idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis during FasL-induced apoptosis. J. Pathol. 2004, 202, 486–495. [CrossRef]

61. Zeki, A.A.; Yeganeh, B.; Kenyon, N.J.; Post, M.; Ghavami, S. Autophagy in airway diseases: A new frontier in human asthma?
Allergy 2016, 71, 5–14. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Kota, A.; Deshpande, D.; Haghi, M.; Oliver, B.; Sharma, P. Autophagy and airway fibrosis: Is there a link? F1000Research 2017,
6, 409. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1002/path.1531
http://doi.org/10.1111/all.12761
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26335713
http://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.11236.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28815017

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Subjects 
	Immunofluorescence Immunohistochemistry 
	Selection of Markers for Autophagy, Apoptosis, and the Unfolded Protein Response 
	Quantification of Immunofluorescence Intensity and Colocalization 
	Pulmonary Function Tests 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Co-Localization of Apoptosis, Autophagy, and UPR Markers in IPF Lung Tissues 
	Correlation between Cell Stress Markers and Lung Function in IPF 

	Discussion 
	References

