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Advances in metabolic enzymes in the hexosamine biosynthetic pathway and

OGT-mediated O—GIcNAc modification in tumors
Yang Jiayao,Tang Ni,Wang Kai
(Key Laboratory of Molecular Biology of Infectious Diseases , Ministry of Education , Chongqing Medical University)

[Abstract] Cell metabolic abnormalities and dysregulated energy utilization are important markers of cancer. The hexosamine biosyn-
thetic pathway (HBP) is abnormally activated in most tumors. Glucose, fatty acids, amino acids, and glutamine are vital nutrients for tu-
mor growth and serve as the substrates for the biosynthesis of uridine diphosphate N—acetylglucosamine (UDP-GlcNAc) through HBP.
UDP-GlcNAc is a donor substrate for O—linked N-acetylglucosamine modification (O-GlcNAc) of proteins, which acts as a “nutrient—
sensor” within cells. In recent years, the role of HBP metabolic enzymes in the pathophysiology of cancer has been extensively investi-
gated. HBP-mediated O-GleNAc modification is closely related to the proliferation, survival , and metastasis of cancer cells. Here, we
review HBP and its important roles in tumors, and discuss the potential strategies of cancer treatment by targeting HBP.
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HBP J2 4 A B A A — A Sl A W AR W) &
B REE AR B S AL D2 . DKL 3%~5% 1)
] 2 WE HE N OO A W) G % 12 (hexosamine biosynthetic
pathway, HBP) , 5 & % Bt i (glutamine ) , Z, B 4 Bl A (Ac—
CoA) FPR A = B FR — 2 B H T 43 I UDP-GleNACP!, #1204
HBP (477 ) , UDP-GleNAc 2 A Y14 OB 1 R LR
SEBHFORE e R 00 = RE A (LRI Y . HBP FURE I A 2 =2 1
WA BRI 78 SR BE -6-TE R (fructose—6-p, F-6-P) &b i A
ANFBg#E(F 1) o 7E HBP I FREE TR 55— DB GA 2
Tk Jliz S5 4l —6— T R 2 L 5% 7% i (glutamine—fructose—6—phos-
phate aminotransferase, GFAT/GFPT) ¥ F—6—P F1 4 & Bk e i
4{%%%%%—6—@?@(glucosamine—ﬁ—p ,GleN-6-P) IS4
PRI T 2 e A 2 5 — 0~ W T Mt 2 Pk AL H S B, 4 GleN-
6-P ¥ b0y F-6-P R4 24 Bk , 4E+F GleN-6-P Al F—6-P Z
6] /) S & — 20, EOE A AW IR N- & 15t 5% 7% il
(glucosamine—phosphate N-acetyltransferase, GNPNAT) 1 1k
LTSN Ac—CoA e 78 3 GleN-6-P IA1IE -, AATHT A: i N—
2, Tk 71 % W e —6- % 12 (N-acetylglucosamine—6-phosphate,
GleNAc—6-P) . 7E55 =2, GleNAc—6-P 3 it i R ) 4 i
AL A3 il 3 (Phosphoglucomutase 3, PGM3/AGM1) 5+ #4 1£ k N-
7. % 75 %65 il e —1- B B2 (N—acetylglucosamine—1-phosphate,
GleNAc—1P) o feJi , A2 PR AR A% H 1) UTP Al GleNAc~
1-P 1 UDP-N- £ Pt % Jk 7 % ¥ #5 8% B2 fL i 1 (UDP-N-
acetylglucosamine pyrophosphorylase 1, UAP1/AGX1) f# fk 4
S UDP-GleNAc,

FE P9 JF 9 L R B A, UDP-GleNAc J& N- 3% 22
B AL AN O— 3 BEREHAL A9 IR , Ho T O-GleNAc ¥4 £ i (0-
GleNAc transferase , OGT) fii: £k 4% 25 [ Fl 41 ifg 55t 25 1 A9 O-
GleNAc B 5646 & M ; 1M 0-GleNAc 7K fi# i} (O-GleNAcase,,
OGA) AL O-GleNAc Hy Bk B, GleNAc Al i N-2
T, S 5 ) 4 W A Y S Y T ST AR R AT, DA [l )
HBPth
1.1 52 Bhe R W -6- ik 2K 45 45 B (glutamine fructose—
6-phosphate aminotransferase 1, GFAT1)

GFAT 2 HE Ak ORI 6 g AR A 55— R , 32
FEH HBP I A SO WA A A MRS GRAT 2
AR ENTA R SHEA R AN I REMIDS . GFATI mRNA 7E
BRI LU 32 ik T GFAT2 mRNA 38 760 JE A1 AX
AL RIKR, GFAT BN Z BVFF e M AR 1 10T % 5t
K F 4 F1 55 17 X—box 254 2 1 1 (the spliced form of X—box

binding protein 1, XBP1s) (%% L4, 445 2Bt 43 i
AR 5 mTORC2 B , AT 2E Xbp s (9 235
AL, LR GFATI #5368, e RBRAR LA ML, Gfael
SRS AL CINAIIRES U O N | 3 ST e N e R el )
Hh Bl AE DL 405§ L F =1 (hypoxia inducible factor-1,
HIF-1) B 5 IR Gfard FEPR S 3 TG HE . 76 B A
b, GFATI mRNA 52 50585 s GFAT JR 3 10075 B4
JCRE G AF HRE (9 36 R 7 {H HIF-1 02 75 25 5 JF 42 1l
GFATI W% A T 0 5¢ o LAk, GFAT B il i 4 %2 2]
cAMP AP 2R i (PKA) L AMP 1% 16 2 F i [adenosine
5'-monophosphate (AMP) —activated protein kinase, AMPK] Fll
R 2 LR A P 1T (caleium/calmodulin dependent pro-
tein kinase 1T, CaMK I1 )/ SRR LB 4% . GFAT1 R
F1 205 {37 22 2 W PKA WAL 2 15 , 1T GFAT2 4% 22 3%
it BT 53 Ak, AMPK Al CaMKIL A5 GFAT1 2K 1 243 431
22 Z IR BEIR AL T A0 RS HE GFAT 2 P45 i ik
F£1E UDP-GleNAc 25 &0 45, HBP X724 UDP-GleNAc 454
AL R I A 2 e B ) 8 , AT ] GleN-6P (17
AN AN S A5 1] A T AL Y UDP-GleNAce 1Y
FRAL T — AR AP AL
1.2 RIAH 5 ¥4 N- T 84545 B (glucosamine—phosphate
N-acetyltransferase 1, GNPNAT1)

GNPNAT SE {37 T 155 7% FE 20 i J5 5/~ P R HG At 240 i f
TR R 2203 B R b AR FUKCE TR o B2 GONS A
I N=- e R B S B, A% GNPNATT Y RE IR B 7E
VI 2 AR AR B FAE, W R EMeg32, fHAREREM)
JE, EMeg32 XA iR R H 2 G TE %, MR # EMeg32 1) UDP-
GleNAc 7K 52 M Xef i T H RN 240 6 J) 300 A ) ek 7
1.3 BRELH) 848 T ALEG 3

5B R Y PGM3 B 41T Re B, A AL A5
BESE B A I LS G S U IR Eh 45 B A f . R A
7 A 6 240 T T8 P2 9 M g A Rl T P B TR, Tt A AR M 7
A7 g T B8 A L R 59 77 51, Ser/Thr—=X-Ser—-His—Asn—Pro, FL i
XACRAE 5, B L UEWITE RIM AT H Y PGM3 2 1 b i BE 7
B =N 1) 22 S R AE RS T 0] 70 2 R AL 10 5., 22 A R ke s
Ser64 (W HBERRILEEE T PGM3!™ 11t 5 — L 1Y I 28 B2 1l 22 2 iR
A BT IR YRR R
1.4 UDP-N-Z B2k H) 548 B A BACHE |

5 GFATIAIE], 45 2 J5 UAPL 8 IR KK P A2
A UAPAE 45 15T 22 58 1R £ B TR b 1 £5 W TR 1L 1
A AL P I DR 3(IRF3) 28 11 22 22 386 Ab 1 H:
PR AR AR HERS e i TR P 3R (IFN) BN, 38508 56 R 4 i S
M2 2019 4F Mason B 2521 3, UAPL AT L 5 F-box & [
FbxI17 4545 X PR ELARE AR T UAPL AR AL 7T fiE
SO EEISESZ 20 . SEIE Fbx 177 358 T 2L AR 40 rh 5
H ) O-GleNAc B i /K-, B IRE HE i T UDP-GleNAc
AR o SRIAT, UAPT R 1) 3238 FI AR 11 D) BE 2 A0 ] ¢ 1 458
AT e — 2B 05T
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Ok 22 Y IE 3 2 B, HBP 3 T (1 38 i1 5 9 200 1t AR
BB VI C . HBP Al 75 il rh 33k K | 35 1
P4, 37 & B UDP-GleNAc & s I R A o 7 — &
B F ,UDP-GleNAc ¥ 5 5 O-GleNAc HEREAb /K B IE A G,
K1 O-GleNAc &1 il O-GleNAc i FRF I 5 ik B
FEAS PRI T & B, H 48 S AR 1 B E AR SR 22 A
X, OGT 5 i ¥ UDP-GleNAc (1 3 #1 J3 Bl UDP-GleNAc 114
e FE S TR T A ] 5 R, OGT X 41 g 4 UDP-GleNAc i} J& 78
A BA R
2.1 GFAT

GFAT J HBP & 72 (1) 2 — 1~ PR 2 B , 245 GFAT1 Al
GFAT2 PHRIETY . GFATI Y2 55 5 R AR IR | 20 M 98 Fn 5L
Wi B3 ) R AE AR AR AR AR OG22 W 3R
Y, GFAT1 & FLAR I &2 & M v 76 B AR 7 . FLAR e AR
o GFATI = 3% 3k TR & = 28 1k L 96 1 0 9 A A7 0
R FEIPEHRE T, GFATL (R VA S BUARSN N Py AT o i
9o 7 B 5 TR A 2 1 N B AR i 4 L R GFAT1/GFAT2 (1)
FIRP ERES R AY GRATT 3k T e ok 1 N4 3 4m i 1)
R AR ZE™, KRAS/LKB1 5845 9 /)N BRI AR /N4 it il e
T GFAT2 35 1, HBP 3@ &3 ™, HBP B 0G . 5 15
B J5 112 (hyaluronic Acid, HA) [ JE #3KH 3¢ , % 1 I iR 3=
TR T AU AL, 2 — iR ks R 2R et 2 . A

WFFEHE , I GFAT1 A] LS 2RI HA S8 6 7= A= A 95 4t
HIF- Lo B KO e T 20 M ARE A, 6 AR
S B T HA W LIRS SR SR i GFATIL AL 1Y B 3
PR i3 GleNAc [B1#hi& 72 50 HBP 42 it 5k}, 2 3F GFATI
R AT A
2.2 GNPNATI

Bk GFAT 4, ¥F 22 HoAth HBP gt 75 i & A sl i A4
HORYEVE . GNPNATL YT 8 5 S5 s 240 it 322 184 58 28 3R 1
21 A 3 B B BERY . GNPNATI # UAPT ) mRNA 75 b 246
HPE RS R D T, BLUDP-GleNAc K PBEZ THia . i
Sk B E— A R T HBP R IR O R AL . [,
5 J B 8 R A B, 25 SRR A 3 AR (castration—
resistant prostate cancer, CRPC) /1 1) GNPNAT1 315 g & b
. CRPC FE4H L 7 GNPNATI L AE 1 3% 46 1 2 PI3K/AKT
5 38 [ A T G 8 A RN R TS 78 60 mM Y UDP-
GleNAc 58 2 i T 20 i 15 49, X 280055y GNPNATI 7E
Je i TP R FH BB T3 09 DL A L SR, I8 T L HE— 25 I A 5%
o 743 A B GNPNAT 17 A7) g b Ve FALA
23 PGM3

PGM3 s, 75 Ji i Hf 1) 4 F 3% i 32 B G 7 . KRAS/
LKB1 278 iy AE /N i il 8 77 PGM3 (L) B2 GFAT2) i35 |
P, PGM3 7 Hi A MR A Fp e 3k 1R, $27% PGM3 7E i
g F RS R A R BT PG M3 AT [ (6K 98 A g 400 it 9 A
K TR REMR PR A KB BeAh , POM3 7SS H i
MLV IR IR, 38 325 B 11019 O—-GleNAc B i 7K 7 4
5 B—catenin (TG 1 , A1 325 IR0 (39 58 AR AL DY
2.4 UAPI

R (RE YR S W, UAPL A B2 —Fh g 75 4= 9
PR, WJE— P A SR IR AE IR YT RS . AR RS R
UAP1 235 7K - &5 (19 41 il 7B UDP-GleNAce BN 1 10
5 5 T ULER UAPT RT3 iy ) B e 40 it 1 0 AR R AR RS,
Ph EWFIE9E 1T UAPL7E UDP-GleNAc & i H i S AR T,
T UDP-GleNAc X Mg AR K oG E 2 . UAPLFE e an
it 2 R B Rt R B, DTER UAPT a] 41 i AR S i e
AN, UAPL Y 5 3235 58 R B3 I 7% R RS R A
BN e BT R UAPT 7 i i b 263k B3,
1R 2RIk SR 2 IR R TS AH I, 55 45 11 e b i) PGM3
FAIB, JE T UAPL I B35 55 7KF (1 0-GleNAc & i Fl B
—catenin (933 F2I5AH P, HBP BRI 9 2 K, 1T 8 K T
J& B E L, T LA HBP AH I B0 il 50 5o 23 O 8 e 16 7
14 DG L 25
25 OGT/OGA

O0-GleNAc BBEAL B MK AR 48 K 2B RN e 2
T Y0 3 R BE % O—~GleNAc JEEREE (OGT 1 OGA) [
FEIRUAEM, O-GleNAc i e —FP EEL R A T sh S B
Je A, T AR A AT 3 PR 3R RN 5 5 5 AT R )
FE AR LU RIE R K AR R . FRATIRASAL i A F
FERM, Z BT 15 HBV B ih HBP 1%, S 8uE
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F 4L O-CleNAc B i T+ &', #E—25iF58 &£ 3, YTHDF2
CHK2 Fll KATS %57 1 i) O-GleNAc &4 {1 35 J1T-Jes 1) 185 5 A
e s i sgRNA T OTG 2 1 W00 il FT-Je 14 4 A B 5-1,,
HBP & 4210774 UDP-GleNAc J& O-GleNA ¢ M FE AL & Afii i
EEY, H 0-GleNAc 1 1fi 7K 3 %t UDP-GleNAc H) & B -IF &
U, HBP Al & & O-GleNAc 181 2 3% 125 20 it 1 if s 4
JH {55 T8 BR B ML . O—GleNAc i 7K Y T 5 90 21
WA A ACIRTA T 24 A O, BT AR 2 e A 4
5 R REERE,

3 HBP&EEZEMEH SMEETT

3.1 GFAT#p#) 7

T HBP 769K S & A Ak A 4 5 A 170 I 4 4%
FEEAEH, DT R A iR PUE S . GFATL 21
A HBP (55—~ BR Bl , FEAE HBP ih iR 20 H 2 .
I, KZ 00 HBPWFFE i T B i il 5], E2R A
PR ISA YD o TR A A4 e il e FL At 2 S ek P o 17 b
1) B AT , 43 S I e S AL 40 3 RV il W s i LA R Bl it
TR R A A A5 T A 3K S8 2 (L) AN I o BE R S R 1
GFATTHMHIFR . A2 WAl 6-F A -5-A MR -L-KH 5=
A% (6-diazo—5-o0xo—]—norleucine , DON) 1 & 2% 22 & ik (aza-
zerine, Aza) B¢ )92 VR GFAT BYAT R HI 3 , e 40 1 b s
KRR . 410, Shelton LM Z54S5iEB] DON 76/ LR Zi i
SERGASERY A S JE R PR A K RS . S5UTER GRAT
F K R 2B, Aza A DON 40 Bt 45 5 2 40 Mg 4 UDP-
GleNAc 7K B, I BELLE e 4 26 . 1Ak, DON iR AT
DA REATG 2 VR 68 22 P9 05 41 HP 9 O—GleNAc 181 7K F , -8
LSHAMPRT . — R T RPN T R 4 3] A
LA Mye J5 23 5 20 IREa—Xbp s 3 5 B00F 175 5 GFAT1 %
PO I, Mye 00515 FT GFATT 1539 DON fit 15641 1
T 000 T T 500 B A L RN A RS R OC T B, kA, ik sk
GFAT #3738 1T AFEAR IFN— 5 5 1) PD-L1 /K51, PD-
U F T, GBS S LR AUM b PD-L1 454, & &5 & )5 )
il T 4N 2k Z B AN R RE 7, T LA AN A m] R4 T s
eI, DR PD-L1 AU/ 2 53 T 20 3% Th A0 NK 46 it
07N IR el

PRI MK B 4 Lk 9 (diffuse large B—cell lymphoma,
DLBCL)7E AzaJf¥7 Ji Je8 i M2 32 2401 . DLBCL 21 iy
250 R RN A T e 5 UG T, O—GleNAc 38, % sg A+
NFkB FINFATc #4036 o 1 Aza 1 [%AIK DLBCL 411l O-GleNAc
IR, I NFeB FTNFATe ] B3 , 51175 5 40 it J& 391 v
Wit 5 2 A A B T [R] ) A T AR R DON B, Aza 101 1
GFATI & 3 T AL H IR A FH Y,

A GFAT i /E 2 — B v 0 i e 16 97 F B, (1
DON 1 Aza #EA T RIS BR , 5 HL b F H A= 9 R H EEAIG
AR EIEH, it — 2 il R % . S AT DON (¥
245 JHU-395 UL 28 HF &t o, LA Y7 7 L DON BRI 1% ik i

TR AN = MY C R 20 R 40 R 0 A K A A T
Bap, T BALA Y THU-083 ( £ 38 2— (2~ JE -4~ 3L 1%
&) -DON) 435Il #E DON [ Jie 3 AR e 5 s & mk Ak
BRSNS, /N TEHE 2 THU-083 18T 2 i , DR R K
I ZE 0 B/ B A7 A B g FE KD, DRP-104 J& DON
HIFTIR 2%, HAE B i I 22 P ARUR 200 DON Y 1145,
H Ak AR N e i1 RIS (NCT04471415) 1,
Wi 5 K ik 22 BRI B D& 3 , ARG BT H BT X GFAT
TR E 25 .

3.2 OGT 7))

O-GleNAc &M FE IR 4 & 28 & e v HAA R ZEH L i
44 1k OGT W] fig /& HBP #H G HIF I gl B 98 45 85 78 53 1Y) il o
OGT it 370 mT 8 25 0 o) LA L 45 B9 i 270 e 9 R AT 240
B 14 A 0 BT8R 2R (doxorubicin, DOX) 5 OGT 411 il 51
OSMI-1 [ B A Al FH A2 1A SR AR P9 S 7 PR IR 1 5 T e 0%
P, OSMI-1 38 3 3 5% DOX 5 T i 41 B FE 1211 78 24 ¥4 72 1 1k
JT GRS T DOX AR & Th TR YT AR, OSMI-
4 = OGT S5 A S84 il 70, 92 A 30 R A 25 M o PR o 2 4
FH A BF5E iR E B AT DGR 3E 2 T 40 I A9 1 28 00 43 4K
OSMI-4 7E g i A/ E IR A RF i — 20 5T . AR A K&
BT —FE 8 OGT #0415l ——HLY838 , il i T 1 c—Myc &
H 1Y O-GleNAc B4 A1 R i E2F1 i 335, 48558 T CDK9 1)
300 AR SR, DA & 4400 b 4 e FF s 1

Z W R W, HBP #1505 3 BP0 16 7 25 Yk
G RESE A B . SR, B RIS R 0 U T5 A I PRI
B rpil i LA HBP 38 4% v i 1 R 30 0 A 97 24, AT 104
FEAE AT TR YT V8 6 B A 8 P <

25 BT, 4 K22 B R v B OB A ) B R AR
G o AN A SRR B I T R S R S TR T B
BT HBP JiRE 4275 7 UDP-CleNAc 4. 0-GleNAc
WAL 81 52 3 UDP-GleNAc JIE Y B TR , X R B mT L
P HBP 38 5 HAL AR g 48 A 538 5, DT 9K Sl il g B
K KR . TIBP AR AR 7R I Rg A A Rk e P o e 25
B SR L A R LB P 1R 86 7 4 2 (4 e 2 A 2
T 2 G B, BORE AR RE AOORS HELL 5 9T HE (G VER A A
S FRETZ T 06 HBP L4 P vk ek, e
S B AL A W S A HBP ARSI | AR R 75 6 e 436 97
AL BT B — D R
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