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PURPOSE. The strongest genetic association with Fuchs’ endothelial corneal dystrophy (FECD)
is the presence of an intronic (CTG�CAG)n trinucleotide repeat (TNR) expansion in the
transcription factor 4 (TCF4) gene. Repeat-associated non-ATG (RAN) translation, an
unconventional protein translation mechanism that does not require an initiating ATG, has
been described in many TNR expansion diseases, including myotonic dystrophy type 1
(DM1). Given the similarities between DM1 and FECD, we wished to determine whether RAN
translation occurs in FECD.

METHODS. Antibodies against peptides in the C-terminus of putative RAN translation products
from TCF4 were raised and validated by Western blotting and immunofluorescence (IF).
CTG�CAG repeats of various lengths in the context of the TCF4 gene were cloned in frame
with a 33 FLAG tag and transfected in human cells. IF with antipeptide and anti-FLAG
antibodies, as well as cytotoxicity and cell proliferation assays, were performed in these
transfected cells. Corneal endothelium derived from patients with FECD was probed with
validated antibodies by IF.

RESULTS. CTG�CAG repeats in the context of the TCF4 gene are transcribed and translated via
non-ATG initiation in transfected cells and confer toxicity to an immortalized corneal
endothelial cell line. An antipeptide antibody raised against the C-terminus of the TCF4 poly-
cysteine frame recognized RAN translation products by IF in cells transfected with CTG�CAG
repeats and in FECD corneal endothelium.

CONCLUSIONS. Expanded CTG�CAG repeats in the context of the third intron of TCF4 are
transcribed and translated via non-ATG initiation, providing evidence for RAN translation in
corneal endothelium of patients with FECD.

Keywords: Fuchs’ dystrophy, RAN translation, trinucleotide repeat expansion, corneal
endothelial cells, microsatellite repeats

Fuchs’ endothelial corneal dystrophy (FECD) is a common,
inherited, degenerative disease of the cornea that manifests

as attrition of the nonreplicating endothelial cell layer and
formation of guttae, which are collagenous excrescences of the
Descemet membrane. With advanced disease, the fluid-pump-
ing activity of the corneal endothelium is severely impaired,
and the resulting vision loss is treatable only by transplantation.
The strongest genetic association with FECD is with an intronic
(CTG�CAG)n trinucleotide repeat (TNR) expansion in the third
intron of the transcription factor 4 (TCF4) gene.1–8 Unaffected
individuals typically have 12 to 18 TNR repeats, but up to 79%
of individuals with FECD have an unstable CTG�CAG repeat
length greater than 50.1 While nearly all TNR expansion
diseases to date are directly linked to rare neurologic or
neuromuscular disorders, FECD is the first eye disease
associated with a TNR expansion. TNR expansions are thought
to contribute to disease pathogenesis through several mecha-
nisms: translation of significantly altered proteins,9–12 changes
in global alternative RNA splicing patterns due to sequestration
of splicing factors,13 and synthesis of repeat-associated non-
ATG (RAN) translation products.14–17

We previously demonstrated that, similar to myotonic
dystrophy type 1 (DM1), transcription of the noncoding
CTG�CAG TNR expansion sequence in the TCF4 gene results
in the formation of ribonuclear inclusions (foci) in FECD
corneal endothelium. These RNA foci sequester the RNA
splicing factor muscleblind-like 1 (MBNL1), reducing its
availability and leading to aberrant splicing.18 Key MBNL1-
mediated mis-splicing events previously reported for DM1 are
also present in FECD corneal endothelium.18,19

In DM1, CUG repeats from the sense RNA transcript and
CAG repeats from the antisense RNA transcript initiate protein
translation in different reading frames, resulting in homopoly-
meric polypeptides.14 Repeat-associated non-ATG (RAN) trans-
lation has been described in many DNA repeat (microsatellite)
expansion disorders, including spinocerebellar ataxia types 8
(SCA8)14 and 31 (SCA31),20 familial forms of amyotrophic
lateral sclerosis, frontotemporal dementia,21,22 fragile X tremor/
ataxia syndrome (FXTAS),23 Huntington disease (HD),24 and
myotonic dystrophy type 2 (DM2).25 These protein species
form nuclear and cytoplasmic inclusions and are thought to
contribute to disease pathogenesis through a variety of
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mechanisms, including proteasome impairment, endoplasmic
reticulum stress, nucleolar stress, nucleocytoplasmic transport
defects, alterations of the nuclear lamina, mis-splicing,
mitochondrial dysfunction, and oxidative stress.26–33 Several
of these mechanisms have been implicated in FECD pathogen-
esis.34–37

Given the genetic and molecular similarity between DM1
and FECD, it is conceivable that RAN translation is also a
hallmark of Fuchs’ dystrophy and that RAN translation-related
mechanisms could contribute to pathogenesis. Here, we show
that expanded CTG�CAG repeats in the context of the third
intron of TCF4 are transcribed and translated via non-ATG
initiation and provide evidence for RAN translation in corneal
endothelium of patients with FECD.

METHODS

Corneal Tissue, Cell Culture, DNA Isolation, and
Conventional PCR

Patient recruitment, corneal endothelium isolation, fibroblast
derivation from skin biopsies, DNA isolation, and PCR to
determine CTG�CAG repeat length were previously de-
scribed.18 Growth conditions for the HCEnC21-T cell line are
described in Schmedt et al.38 Human studies were approved by
the Mayo Clinic Institutional Review Board and were conduct-
ed in accordance to the Declaration of Helsinki and after
informed consent.

CTG�CAG Repeat Cloning

CTG�CAG repeats and TCF4 intron 3–flanking sequences were
amplified from genomic DNA extracted from fibroblasts
generated from a patient with FECD (patient 150; Fig. 1A).
The poly-alanine (polyA) and poly-cysteine (polyC) open
reading frames (ORFs) from the sense strand and poly-
glutamine (polyQ) and poly-serine (polyS) ORFs from the
antisense strand were cloned into the pcDNA3.1 vector in
frame with a FLAG tag by using the Gibson assembly method.39

Flanking sequences upstream of the repeats were 105 bp for
the polyA and polyC ORFs and 133 bp for the polyQ and polyS
ORFs. The downstream flanking sequences were chosen to
abut the first stop codon of the corresponding ORF. The
oligonucleotides used to amplify both genomic DNA and the
pcDNA3.1 vector are shown in Supplementary Table S1. The
Gibson Assembly master mix was purchased from New
England Biolabs, Inc. (Ipswich, MA, USA). A triple (33) FLAG
tag was then added by PCR to all constructs using the
oligonucleotides listed in Supplementary Table S1. Methionine
to lysine (M to K) and serine to methionine (S to M) mutations
in the C218 construct (polyC construct with 218 repeats) were
introduced by PCR using the oligonucleotides listed in
Supplementary Table S1. The reaction mix for all above-
mentioned PCRs was as follows: 40 ng of genomic DNA or 2 ng
plasmid DNA, 0.3 lM of each oligonucleotide, 0.2 mM dNTPs,
1 mM MgSO4, and 0.6 U of Platinum Pfx DNA polymerase
(Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) with 13 PCRx
enhancer. PCR assays were performed in 50-ll reactions cycled
through the following conditions: 948C denaturation for 20
seconds, annealing for 30 seconds, and 688C extension for 3
minutes for 40 cycles, with an initial denaturation for 5 minutes
and a final extension for 10 minutes. Annealing temperatures
were 608C for cloning CTG�CAG repeats into the pcDNA3.1
vector by Gibson assembly, 558C for adding the 33 FLAG tag,
588C for introducing the M to K mutation, and 628C for the S to
M mutation.

Transfection, Western Blotting, and
Immunofluorescence (IF)

HEK-293T and HCEnC-21T cells were transfected with Lipofect-
amine LTX (Thermo Fischer Scientific), following manufacturer’s
recommendations. IF and Western blotting procedures are
described in Soragni et al.40 Peptide synthesis, antibody
production, and affinity purification were performed by Gen-
Script (Piscataway, NJ, USA). Antipeptide antibodies, anti-FLAG
tag antibodies (Sigma-Aldrich Corp., St. Louis, MO, USA; Catalog
no. F1804) and anti-polyQ antibodies (1C2; EMD Millipore,
Temecula, CA, USA; Catalog no. MAB1574) were used at a
1:1000 dilution. Anti ZO-1 antibodies (Thermo Fischer Scientific;
Catalog no. 339194) were used at a 1:200 dilution.

Lactate Dehydrogenase (LDH) Assay, Cell
Proliferation Assay (MTS Assay), and Quantitative
RT-PCR (qRT-PCR)

The LDH cytotoxicity assay (Thermo Fischer Scientific) and cell
proliferation (MTS) assay (CellTiter 96 AQueous One Solution

FIGURE 1. Evidence for RAN translation in fibroblasts from patients
with FECD. (A) Genomic DNA was extracted from 3 unaffected
individuals and 7 patients with FECD (patient numbers indicated at the
top of the gel image), and CTG�CAG repeat size was measured by PCR.
An ethidium bromide stained gel is shown. Two patients with FECD did
not harbor a repeat expansion (patients 26 and 1744), patient 79
shows a very weak amplification for the expanded allele possibly due
to very large expansions, and patient 101 carries the expansion on
both alleles. Marker lanes are shown at the left and right, along with
calculated repeat numbers. The position of normal size alleles is
shown. ‘‘-’’ indicates a no template PCR control. (B) Protein extracts
from fibroblasts derived from the same individuals in A were probed by
Western blotting with the 1C2 antibody that recognizes polyQ-
containing proteins. Arrow points to the potential RAN translation
product in the homozygous FECD patient 101. The ~42 kDa band that
is common to all samples is likely TBP.
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Cell Proliferation Assay; Promega Corporation, Madison, WI,
USA) were performed 48 hours after transfection, following the
manufacturer’s recommendations. qRT-PCR was performed 48
hours after transfection to measure HMOX-1 transcript levels
by using the oligonucleotide primers HMOX-1_F and HMOX-
1_R (Supplementary Table S1). qRT-PCR methods have been
previously described.40

RESULTS

Preliminary Evidence for RAN Translation in FECD
Fibroblasts

The detection of MBNL1-positive RNA foci and consequent
mis-splicing in Fuchs’ corneal endothelium18,19 indicate that
CUG repeat–containing TCF4 RNA transcripts are expressed
and can potentially be translated into RAN translation
products. The same CTG�CAG microsatellite repeats in SCA8,
DM1, SCA2, and HD are translated in diseased cells, and in
these TNR expansion disorders, both the sense and antisense
transcripts containing the TNR sequence can be detect-
ed.14,24,41 Hence, if RAN translation occurs in FECD, we
expect to find a poly-glutamine-containing protein arising from
the antisense CAG repeats. We used a commercially available
antibody (1C2)42 that recognizes polyQ-containing polypep-
tides to detect the presence of RAN translation products in
protein extracts derived from healthy and FECD fibroblasts. We
derived fibroblast lines from skin biopsies of patients with
FECD, with and without CTG repeats in the TCF4 gene and
determined CTG repeat size by PCR (Fig. 1A). Considerable
heterogeneity was observed in repeat sizes for the expanded
TCF4 allele in these cells (with TNR expansions ranging from
90 to over 1000), as has been noted for fibroblasts from
patients with other TNR diseases.43 Western blotting using the
1C2 antibody and protein extracts from these fibroblast lines
identified a putative polyQ-containing RAN translation product
in patient cells that are homozygous for the CTG�CAG repeat
expansion (Fig. 1B; patient 101). The band at ~42 kDa that is

common to all samples is likely the TATA-box binding protein
(TBP), as this antibody was originally raised to human TBP,
which contains between 25 and 42 glutamine residues.44

CTG Repeats in the Context of the TCF4 Gene
Generate RAN Translation Polypeptides in
Transfected Cells

Since the 1C2 antibody likely recognizes all long polyQ-
containing proteins, it cannot be used to unequivocally
demonstrate that the putative RAN translation polypeptide
we identified in the 101 fibroblast cell extract is translated from
the expanded TCF4 antisense transcript. To detect the
presence of RAN translation polypeptides derived from the
TCF4 transcript in vivo, polyclonal antibodies were raised
against the C-terminus of each of the predicted homopolymeric
proteins (Fig. 2A; Supplementary Figs. S1 and S2). This strategy
has been used in previous studies of RAN translation from TNR
disease alleles.14 Since both the polyL-containing reading frame
from the sense RNA and the polyA-containing reading frame
from the antisense RNA each have a stop codon just after the
repeats, only peptides derived from 4 out of the 6 ORFs were
synthesized (Fig. 2A; Supplementary Fig. S2) (Note that the
CTG repeats are followed by a short stretch of CTC repeats,
encoding homopolymeric stretches of amino acids to which no
specific antibody could be raised). Antibodies against peptide
AF (polyA frame), CF1 and CF2 (polyC frame), QF (polyQ
frame), and SF (polyS frame) were raised in rabbits by using the
synthetic peptides shown in Supplementary Figure S2.

We cloned CTG�CAG repeats of various lengths (as noted
below) in the context of the TCF4 gene in the pcDNA3.1
vector, under the control of the cytomegalovirus (CMV)
promoter, with each of the 4 ORFs in frame with a 33 FLAG
C-terminal tag (Fig. 2B). These constructs were transfected into
HEK-293T cells and protein extracts were prepared and
probed with anti-FLAG and antipeptide antibodies (Fig. 3).
We could not detect RAN translation products from the polyA
construct by using either the anti-FLAG antibody or the

FIGURE 2. TCF4 reading frames and scheme of TCF4 constructs. (A) ORFs for TCF4 sense and antisense transcripts, downstream of the repeats.
PolyL and polyA frames (marked by an asterisk) contain stop codons just downstream of the repeats. (B) Scheme of constructs obtained by cloning
CTG�CAG repeats of various lengths, in the context of the TCF4 gene under the control of the CMV promoter, with each of the 4 ORFs to which
antibodies could be raised in frame with a 33 FLAG C-terminal tag.
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antibody raised against the AF peptide (Fig. 3A). The FLAG-
tagged polyC reading frame produced a ~14kDa polypeptide
that was recognized by the anti-FLAG and anti-CF2 antibodies,
but not by the anti-CF1 antibody (Fig. 3B). This polypeptide
was not observed with extracts from cells transfected with an
empty vector. HEK-293T cells were transfected with constructs
that encode polyC stretches of different lengths (C29, C112,
and C220), and protein extracts from these cells were probed
with anti-FLAG antibodies (Fig. 4B). We found that a ~14kDa
polypeptide could be identified even for the short C29
construct, albeit with much lower efficiency (Fig. 4B). The

polyC reading frame contained an ATG codon after the short
stretch of CTC repeats (Supplementary Fig. S1) that could be
used to initiate the translation of an 85-amino-acid polypeptide
(including the C-terminal FLAG tag). To determine if translation
of the FLAG-reactive polypeptide was initiated from this codon,
we mutated the ATG to AAG (M to K) and also introduced an
ATG upstream of the CTG�CAG repeats (S to M mutation in the
context of a strong Kozak consensus sequence; Fig. 4A). When
protein extracts from cells transfected with these constructs
(C218 M to K and C218 S to M) were probed with anti-FLAG
antibodies, the same polypeptide was identified in all extracts,
indicating that its translation is independent of the down-
stream ATG, and no other polypeptide was identified when an
upstream ATG was introduced (Fig. 4C).

Western botting of cell lysates from cells transfected with
the polyQ constructs showed the presence of RAN translation
products when lysates were probed with anti-FLAG antibody,
but not anti-QF antibody (Fig. 3C). The polyS constructs
produced a polypeptide of about 8kDa that is recognized by
the anti-FLAG but not the anti-SF antibody (Fig. 3D). The polyS
reading frame contained an ATG codon after the CAG�CTG
repeats (on the antisense strand, Supplementary Fig. S1) that
could initiate translation of a 61-amino-acid polypeptide.
Western blotting also revealed the presence of a high
molecular weight smear (gray box in Fig. 3D), in agreement
with a previous study showing the peculiar migration of these
species.14 When these polyS extracts were probed with the
1C2 antibody, polyQ-containing polypeptides were identified,
demonstrating that the same transcript can be translated into
multiple reading frames, as previously shown.14 Both discrete
bands and smears were identified depending on repeat size,

FIGURE 3. Characterization of antibodies raised against peptides in the
C-terminus of potential RAN translation products. (A) Whole-cell
extracts from HEK-293T cells expressing the TCF4 polyA ORF
containing 99 and 175 alanine residues in frame with a 33 FLAG C-
terminal tag (A99 and A175) or an empty vector (pcDNA3.1), were
probed by Western blotting with anti-FLAG tag antibodies (FLAG) and
antibodies raised against the AF peptide (AF). (B) Whole-cell extracts
from HEK-293T cells expressing the TCF4 polyC ORF containing 90
and 112 cysteine residues in frame with a 33 FLAG C-terminal tag (C90
and C112) or an empty vector (pcDNA3.1), were probed by Western
blotting with anti-FLAG tag antibodies (FLAG) and antibodies raised
against the CF1 peptide (CF1) and the CF2 peptide (CF2). Arrows

indicate possible RAN translation products identified by the anti-FLAG
and anti-CF2 antibodies. (C) Whole-cell extracts from HEK-293T cells
expressing the TCF4 polyQ ORF containing 90 and 93 glutamine
residues in frame with a 33 FLAG C-terminal tag (Q90 and Q93) or an
empty vector (pcDNA3.1), were probed by Western blotting with anti-
FLAG tag antibodies (FLAG) and antibodies raised against the QF
peptide (QF). Arrows indicate possible RAN translation products
identified by the anti-FLAG antibody. (D) Whole-cell extracts from HEK-
293T cells expressing the TCF4 polyS ORF containing 150 and 117
serine residues in frame with a 33 FLAG C-terminal tag (S150 and S117)
or an empty vector (pcDNA3.1), were probed by Western blotting with
anti-FLAG tag antibodies (FLAG), antibodies raised against the SF
peptide (SF), and the 1C2 antibody. Arrows indicate likely RAN
translation products identified by the anti-FLAG and 1C2 antibodies.
Gray boxes also indicate the presence of putative RAN translation
products with aberrant migration (smears).

FIGURE 4. (A) Scheme of C220, C218 M to K, and C218 S to M
constructs. Mutated nucleotides are highlighted in red. (B) Whole-cell
extracts from HEK-293T cells expressing the TCF4 polyC ORF
containing 29, 112, and 220 cysteine residues in frame with a 33
FLAG C-terminal tag (C29, C112, and C220) were probed by Western
blotting with anti-FLAG tag antibodies. Arrow indicates RAN translation
polypeptides. (C) HEK-293T cells were transfected with an empty
vector (pcDNA3.1), the C220 construct (as in A), or 2 other constructs
in which a methionine was removed downstream of the repeats (C218
M to K) or introduced upstream of the repeats (C218 S to M). Whole-
cell extracts were probed by Western blotting with anti-FLAG tag
antibodies. Arrow indicates RAN translation polypeptides.
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suggesting that longer polyQ-containing RAN translation
products become less soluble and/or change their migration
properties.

The CF2 antibody was the only antipeptide antibody we
generated that could recognize RAN translation peptides by
Western botting, although with very high background (Fig.
3B). Therefore, we tested this antibody in IF experiments with
an immortalized human corneal endothelial cell line (HCEnC-
21T)38 and HEK-293T cells transfected with the polyC TCF4

constructs (Fig. 5). Transfected cells were probed by IF with
both the anti-FLAG antibody and the anti-CF2 antibody. As
shown in Figure 5, there was a clear colocalization of anti-FLAG
and antipeptide reactive species, thus making this antibody a
valuable tool for the identification of TCF4-derived RAN
translation products in FECD-affected tissue. None of the other
4 antibodies showed colocalization of anti-FLAG and antipep-
tide reactive species in cells transfected with TCF4 constructs
(Supplementary Fig. S3). Cells transfected with the A175
construct did not show any anti-FLAG staining, consistent with
results obtained by Western blotting (Supplementary Fig. S3;
Fig. 3A). IF experiments on HCEnC-21T cells transfected with
TCF4 constructs expressing expanded CTG�CAG repeats, both
in the presence and in the absence of the ATG codon
downstream of the repeats in the polyC frame, indicated that
anti-CF2 antibodies recognized species that were also bound
by anti-FLAG antibody, regardless of the presence of the
downstream ATG (Supplementary Fig. S4).

RAN Translation Polypeptides Confer Cytotoxicity
to an Immortalized Corneal Endothelial Cell Line

Extensive evidence exists for RAN translation-induced cyto-
toxicity.14,23,24,29,31,45–47 To determine whether any of the
TCF4 RAN translation polypeptides would induce stress or cell
death, the immortalized corneal endothelial cell line (HCEnC-
21T)38 was transfected with each of the 33 FLAG-tagged
constructs, and following incubation for 48 hours, growth
medium was assayed for lactate dehydrogenase as a measure of
cytotoxicity. As shown in Figure 6A, the S117 construct
produced an increase in LDH; notably, the same effect was not
observed when HEK-293T cells were transfected with the same
construct, suggesting a unique response from corneal endo-
thelial cells. As some studies have linked RAN translation
cytotoxicity to oxidative stress,33 we also measured the levels
of HMOX1, a gene known to be induced by oxidative stress48

and found a considerable increase in transcript levels in cells
transfected with the S117 construct (Fig. 6B). Both polyS and
polyQ constructs should produce the same transcript and the
same RAN translation polypeptides (see Figs. 3C, 3D);
however, differences in the size of the homopolymeric stretch
could be responsible for the higher toxicity of the S117
construct compared to the Q93 construct. To assess this
hypothesis, HCEnC-21T cells were transfected with constructs
containing repeats of different lengths, and cell viability was
determined using an MTS assay. As shown in Figure 6C, higher
repeat numbers corresponded to increased toxicity, at least for

FIGURE 5. Characterization of antibodies raised against the CF2 peptide in the C-terminus of potential RAN translation products by IF. (A) HCEnC-
21T cells were transfected with TCF4 constructs containing expanded CTG�CAG repeats of different lengths and probed by IF with anti-FLAG (red)
and anti-CF2 antibodies (green). Nuclei were counterstained with DAPI (blue). (B) HEK-293T cells were transfected with the C112 and C220
constructs and probed by IF with anti-FLAG (red) and anti-CF2 antibodies (green). Scale bar: 50 lm.
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the polyS and polyQ constructs, and a stretch of more than 120
glutamine residues induced a decrease in cell number
comparable to the polyS constructs.

Evidence of RAN Translation in Corneal
Endothelium of Patients With FECD

Using the anti-CF2 antibody that recognizes the C-terminus of
potential RAN translation products initiating from or around
the expanded CTG�CAG repeats, we wished to establish
whether RAN translation polypeptides could be detected in
affected corneal endothelium from FECD patients. FECD
endothelial tissue samples collected during endothelial kerato-
plasty and endothelium from unaffected eye bank corneas
were fixed and stained using the anti-CF2 antibody. As shown
in Figure 7, we detected clear immunostaining in corneal
endothelium of FECD patients with 88 and 55 repeats on the
expanded allele, as measured in leukocyte DNA from blood
samples from the same patients. Due to the limited amount of
corneal explant, we could not measure the repeat size in the
endothelial layer of the same patients. IF of unaffected tissue
and cornel endothelium from an FECD patient harboring no
TNR expansion (FECD 2011-491) revealed some weak, non-
specific staining. Four additional FECD endothelial specimens
from patients with 57, 93, 74, and 109 repeats on the
expanded allele were probed with anti-CF2 antibodies and
showed the same nuclear staining (Supplementary Fig. S5).
These samples were also probed for Zonula Occludens protein
1 (ZO-1), a known corneal endothelial marker49, which
showed staining at the cell boundaries (and occasionally some
intracellular staining see Figure 7 and Supplementary Fig. S5).
We also performed IF with the 1C2 antibody, but, due to the
high background of this antibody in corneal tissue (possibly
due to high TBP expression), we failed to detect any staining
specific to Fuchs’ dystrophy samples (Supplementary Fig. S6).

DISCUSSION

The discovery of RAN translation has revolutionized the field of
microsatellite diseases, resulting in a new view of disease
mechanisms. The finding that most of these expanded repeats
are bidirectionally transcribed and that the corresponding
transcripts can be translated in several possible reading frames,
producing many potentially toxic expansion proteins, has
major implications for disease pathophysiology.17 As Fuchs’
dystrophy is the newest, non-neurological addition to the list of
microsatellite diseases, with striking similarity to DM1,18,19 the
obvious question is whether, as in DM1 and other TNR
disorders, RAN translation also occurs in FECD. Assuming that,
like in most microsatellite disorders, repeats in the TCF4 gene
are bidirectionally transcribed, we looked for expression of
polyQ-containing polypeptides (deriving from the antisense
transcript) specific to FECD samples. Using a commercially
available antibody that probes the polyQ proteome and protein
extracts from FECD fibroblasts, we were able to detect a
possible RAN translation product only in patient cells that are
homozygous for the CTG�CAG repeat expansion (Fig. 1B;
patient 101). It is conceivable that the expression of the CAG-
containing transcript and corresponding RAN translation
polypeptides is quite low in fibroblasts (an unaffected tissue
in FECD), as also indicated by the small size of CUG RNA foci in
these cells,18 and could only be detected in the homozygous
line (line 101). Another complication in detecting RAN
translation products by Western blotting is the repeat size
heterogeneity in fibroblasts, in addition to the aberrant
mobility of these protein species. The 1C2 antibody failed to
identify a specific staining when it was used in IF experiments
with corneal endothelium from patients with FECD (Supple-
mentary Fig. S6). This was likely due to the high background
produced by TBP binding that confounds IF staining or

FIGURE 6. RAN translation polypeptides confer cytotoxicity to a corneal endothelial cell line. (A) HCEnC-21T and HEK-293T cells were transfected
with TCF4 constructs containing expanded CTG�CAG repeats as in Figure 3, and LDH release in culture medium was quantified as a measure of
cellular toxicity (see methods). Shown are averages of 3 (HCEnC-21T) and 2 (HEK-293T) biological replicates, all quantified in triplicate
measurements. *P < 0.05. (B) qRT-PCR on total RNA extracted from HCEnC-21T cells transfected with the indicated constructs or empty vector
(pcDNA3.1), measuring HMOX-1 transcript levels. (C) MTS assay on HCEnC-21T cells transfected with the indicated TCF4 constructs or empty
vector (pcDNA3.1). **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001.
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possibly the low or absent expression of the CAG-containing
antisense transcript in corneal endothelium.

The sequence context of microsatellite repeats seems to
have a central role in RAN translation;14,31,41,50 hence, it was
essential to show that CTG�CAG repeats embedded in the third
intron of TCF4 are also translated via non-ATG initiation.
CTG�CAG repeats in the context of the TCF4 gene, cloned
under the control of the CMV promoter and in frame with a 33

FLAG C-terminal tag, could be translated in transfected cells
without an initiating ATG from the polyC and polyQ frames
(Fig. 3). Some RAN translation products are known to have
poor solubility and peculiar mobility in SDS-polyacrylamide
gels,14 but we were unable to detect any reactive polypeptides
with the anti-FLAG and anti-AF antibodies in cells transfected
with the A99 and A175 constructs, in either the soluble or
insoluble fraction of these cell lysates (Fig. 3A, data not
shown). The polyC frame contains an ATG downstream of the

repeats, but we showed that an M to K mutation for this
residue did not prevent the translation of a polypeptide
identified by anti-FLAG antibodies (Fig. 4C). We tried to force
the expression of a polyC-containing polypeptide by introduc-
ing an ATG upstream of the repeats, but initiation by RAN
translation was preferred, despite a strong Kozak sequence
(Fig. 4C). Interestingly, an anti-FLAG-reactive polypeptide was
detectable when 29 repeats were present, but at a much lower
level (Fig. 4B). This observation, together with the larger size
(~15 kDa) of the polypeptide in the C220 extract compared to
the C112 extract, points to the size of the translation product
being dependent on repeat length and suggests a repeat length
threshold in RAN translation, as previously reported.14,31,50 We
also detected an anti-FLAG-reactive polypeptide and some high
molecular weight species for the polyS frame (Fig. 3D), but due
to the presence of an ATG in this ORF downstream of the
repeats, we could not unequivocally demonstrate that these

FIGURE 7. Evidence for RAN translation in corneal endothelium of patients with FECD. Corneal endothelium from 3 patients with FECD (2 with
CTG�CAG repeat expansions) and 1 unaffected individual were collected during corneal transplantation surgery or obtained from the Minnesota
Lyons Eye Bank and probed by IF with anti-CF2 antibodies (green) and anti-ZO1 antibodies (red). Nuclei were counterstained with DAPI (blue).
Sample repeat size on TCF4 alleles, as measured in blood samples, are indicated when known. Bottom panels show higher magnification images for
samples 2011-338, 2011-506, and unaffected. Scale bar: 50 lm.
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polypeptides were produced by RAN translation, although
their mobility argues for the latter.

In other TNR diseases, RAN translation polypeptides cause
toxicity when transfected into human cells,14,29,31 and we
found this to also be the case for RAN translation products
derived from the TCF4 gene. In fact, the S117 construct
induced cytotoxicity (as measured by LDH production) and
oxidative stress in a corneal endothelial cell line (HCEnC-21T),
but, remarkably, not in HEK-293T cells (Fig. 6). This difference
could be attributed to the effect of flanking sequences or
promoter strength in the two cell lines or to the presence of
compensating mechanisms in one cell line versus the other. As
in other microsatellite disorders, FECD pathology is limited to a
specific tissue,51 and studying the differential effect of RAN
translation products in different cell types could further the
understanding of FECD pathophysiology. A cell proliferation
assay (MTS assay) also showed a length-dependent decrease in
cell number for HCEnC-21T cells transfected with all of our
TCF4 constructs (Fig. 6C). The MTS assay showed an effect on
cell viability for the polyA and polyC constructs that did not
emerge from the LDH assay. This represents only an apparent
inconsistency, since the LDH and MTS assays are indirect
measurements of two related but separate factors, cytotoxicity
and cell proliferation, respectively. As is the case for other
microsatellite diseases,31,52 it is not surprising that not all
reading frames are equally expressed and equally toxic.

The detection of a polyQ-containing polypeptide with the
1C2 antibody, although identified only in FECD fibroblasts
homozygous for the repeat expansion, does not prove that this
species is translated from the TCF4 antisense transcript.
Previous studies in TNR diseases have used antibodies raised
against the C-terminus of putative RAN translation products to
demonstrate the presence of such polypeptides in the affected
tissue of patients.14,24,29 Using this strategy, we identified 1 out
of 5 antibodies raised against peptides in the C-terminus of
putative TCF4 RAN translation polypeptides as suitable to
recognize RAN translation products by IF. When corneal
endothelial tissue from patients with FECD were probed with
this anti-CF2 antibody, we detected a clear nuclear staining that
was specific to cornea from patients with FECD and a
CTG�CAG repeat expansion compared to tissue from a patient
with FECD with repeat size in the normal range and healthy
cornea (Fig. 7, Supplementary Fig. S5).

Evidence for RAN translation in FECD opens the field to
numerous lines of investigation. It will be important to
demonstrate whether homopolymeric peptides identified in
FECD samples are the product of RAN translation or a
combination of RAN translation and canonical translation, as
is the case for other TNR disorders.16,24,31 In FECD, the
occurrence of major mis-splicing events18,19 raises the
questions of whether and how RAN translation products
may contribute to FECD pathology and whether an interplay
exists between RAN translation species, RNA mis-splicing,
and quality control of RNA by RNA binding proteins, similar
to what happens in DM2 and SCA31.20,25 In other microsat-
ellite diseases, there is abundant evidence for RAN translation-
mediated pathogenicity,17 but also some interesting data
hinting at a protective role of some RAN translation
products.53 Whether this is the case for FECD remains to be
determined.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank Ula Jurkunas for the kind gift of the HCEnC-21T
line and Jonathan Bao for assistance with some IF experiments.

Supported by grants from the National Eye Institute (NIH
1R01EY026490, MPF, JMG; and NIH R21EY025071, EDW, KHB),
The Scripps Translational Sciences Institute (UL1 TR001114-05,

funded by the National Center for Advancing Translational Science
[NCATS] at the National Institutes of Health), Mayo Foundation
(Robert R. Waller Career Development Award, KHB), and Research
to Prevent Blindness, Inc. (unrestricted grant to the Department of
Ophthalmology, Mayo Clinic).

Disclosure: E. Soragni, None; L. Petrosyan, None; T.A.
Rinkoski, None; E.D. Wieben, None; K.H. Baratz, None; M.P.
Fautsch, None; J.M. Gottesfeld, None

References

1. Wieben ED, Aleff RA, Tosakulwong N, et al. A common
trinucleotide repeat expansion within the transcription factor
4 (TCF4, E2-2) gene predicts Fuchs corneal dystrophy. PLoS

One. 2012;7:e49083.

2. Mootha VV, Gong X, Ku HC, Xing C. Association and familial
segregation of CTG18.1 trinucleotide repeat expansion of
TCF4 gene in Fuchs’ endothelial corneal dystrophy. Invest

Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2014;55:33–42.

3. Wang KJ, Jhanji V, Chen J, et al. Association of transcription
factor 4 (TCF4) and protein tyrosine phosphatase, receptor
type G (PTPRG) with corneal dystrophies in southern
Chinese. Ophthalmic Genet. 2014;35:138–141.

4. Xing C, Gong X, Hussain I, et al. Transethnic replication of
association of CTG18.1 repeat expansion of TCF4 gene with
Fuchs’ corneal dystrophy in Chinese implies common causal
variant. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2014;55:7073–7078.

5. Eghrari AO, Vasanth S, Wang J, Vahedi F, Riazuddin SA, Gottsch
JD. CTG18.1 expansion in TCF4 increases likelihood of
transplantation in Fuchs corneal dystrophy. Cornea. 2017;
36:40–43.

6. Soliman AZ, Xing C, Radwan SH, Gong X, Mootha VV.
Correlation of severity of Fuchs endothelial corneal dystrophy
with triplet repeat expansion in TCF4. JAMA Ophthalmol.
2015;133:1386–1391.

7. Nakano M, Okumura N, Nakagawa H, et al. Trinucleotide
repeat expansion in the TCF4 gene in Fuchs’ endothelial
corneal dystrophy in Japanese. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci.
2015;56:4865–4869.

8. Vasanth S, Eghrari AO, Gapsis BC, et al. Expansion of CTG18.1
trinucleotide repeat in TCF4 is a potent driver of Fuchs’
corneal dystrophy. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2015;56:4531–
4536.

9. La Spada AR, Taylor JP. Repeat expansion disease: progress
and puzzles in disease pathogenesis. Nat Rev Genet. 2010;11:
247–258.

10. Sanchez I, Mahlke C, Yuan J. Pivotal role of oligomerization in
expanded polyglutamine neurodegenerative disorders. Na-

ture. 2003;421:373–379.

11. Shao J, Diamond MI. Polyglutamine diseases: emerging
concepts in pathogenesis and therapy. Hum Mol Genet.
2007;16:R115–R123.

12. Tobin AJ, Signer ER. Huntington’s disease: the challenge for
cell biologists. Trends Cell Biol. 2000;10:531–536.

13. Sicot G, Gomes-Pereira M. RNA toxicity in human disease and
animal models: from the uncovering of a new mechanism to
the development of promising therapies. Biochim Biophys

Acta. 2013;1832:1390–1409.

14. Zu T, Gibbens B, Doty NS, et al. Non-ATG-initiated translation
directed by microsatellite expansions. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S

A. 2011;108:260–265.

15. Cleary JD, Ranum LP. Repeat associated non-ATG (RAN)
translation: new starts in microsatellite expansion disorders.
Curr Opin Genet Dev. 2014;26:6–15.

16. Green KM, Linsalata AE, Todd PK. RAN translation—what
makes it run? Brain Res. 2016;1647:30–42.

RAN Translation in FECD IOVS j April 2018 j Vol. 59 j No. 5 j 1895

http://iovs.arvojournals.org/data/Journals/IOVS/936911/iovs-59-03-46_s01.pdf


17. Cleary JD, Ranum LP. New developments in RAN translation:
insights from multiple diseases. Curr Opin Genet Dev. 2017;
44:125–134.

18. Du J, Aleff RA, Soragni E, et al. RNA toxicity and missplicing in
the common eye disease fuchs endothelial corneal dystrophy.
J Biol Chem. 2015;290:5979–5990.

19. Wieben ED, Aleff RA, Tang X, et al. Trinucleotide repeat
eExpansion in the transcription factor 4 (TCF4) gene leads to
widespread mRNA splicing changes in Fuchs’ endothelial
corneal dystrophy. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2017;58:343–
352.

20. Ishiguro T, Sato N, Ueyama M, et al. Regulatory role of RNA
chaperone TDP-43 for RNA misfolding and repeat-associated
translation in SCA31. Neuron. 2017;94:108–124.e7.

21. Mori K, Weng SM, Arzberger T, et al. The C9orf72 GGGGCC
repeat is translated into aggregating dipeptide-repeat proteins
in FTLD/ALS. Science. 2013;339:1335–1338.

22. Ash PE, Bieniek KF, Gendron TF, et al. Unconventional
translation of C9ORF72 GGGGCC expansion generates
insoluble polypeptides specific to c9FTD/ALS. Neuron.
2013;77:639–646.

23. Todd PK, Oh SY, Krans A, et al. CGG repeat-associated
translation mediates neurodegeneration in fragile X tremor
ataxia syndrome. Neuron. 2013;78:440–455.

24. Banez-Coronel M, Ayhan F, Tarabochia AD, et al. RAN
translation in Huntington disease. Neuron. 2015;88:667–677.

25. Zu T, Cleary JD, Liu Y, et al. RAN Translation regulated by
muscleblind proteins in myotonic dystrophy Type 2. Neuron.
2017;95:1292–1305.e5.

26. Kwon I, Xiang S, Kato M, et al. Poly-dipeptides encoded by
the C9orf72 repeats bind nucleoli, impede RNA biogenesis,
and kill cells. Science. 2014;345:1139–1145.

27. Tao Z, Wang H, Xia Q, et al. Nucleolar stress and impaired
stress granule formation contribute to C9orf72 RAN transla-
tion-induced cytotoxicity. Hum Mol Genet. 2015;24:2426–
2441.

28. Freibaum BD, Lu Y, Lopez-Gonzalez R, et al. GGGGCC repeat
expansion in C9orf72 compromises nucleocytoplasmic trans-
port. Nature. 2015;525:129–133.

29. Oh SY, He F, Krans A, et al. RAN translation at CGG repeats
induces ubiquitin proteasome system impairment in models
of fragile X-associated tremor ataxia syndrome. Hum Mol

Genet. 2015;24:4317–4326.

30. Zhang YJ, Jansen-West K, Xu YF, et al. Aggregation-prone
c9FTD/ALS poly(GA) RAN-translated proteins cause neuro-
toxicity by inducing ER stress. Acta Neuropathol. 2014;128:
505–524.

31. Sellier C, Buijsen RA, He F, et al. Translation of expanded CGG
repeats into FMRpolyG is pathogenic and may contribute to
Fragile X tremor ataxia syndrome. Neuron. 2017;93:331–347.

32. Yin S, Lopez-Gonzalez R, Kunz RC, et al. Evidence that
C9ORF72 dipeptide repeat proteins associate with U2 snRNP
to cause mis-splicing in ALS/FTD patients. Cell Rep. 2017;19:
2244–2256.

33. Lopez-Gonzalez R, Lu Y, Gendron TF, et al. Poly(GR) in
C9ORF72-related ALS/FTD compromises mitochondrial func-
tion and increases oxidative stress and DNA damage in iPSC-
derived motor neurons. Neuron. 2016;92:383–391.

34. Engler C, Kelliher C, Spitze AR, Speck CL, Eberhart CG, Jun
AS. Unfolded protein response in fuchs endothelial corneal
dystrophy: a unifying pathogenic pathway? Am J Ophthalmol.
2010;149:194–202.e2.

35. Okumura N, Kitahara M, Okuda H, et al. Sustained activation
of the unfolded protein response induces cell death in Fuchs’

endothelial corneal dystrophy. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci.
2017;58:3697–3707.

36. Jurkunas UV, Bitar MS, Funaki T, Azizi B. Evidence of oxidative
stress in the pathogenesis of fuchs endothelial corneal
dystrophy. Am J Pathol. 2010;177:2278–2289.

37. Benischke AS, Vasanth S, Miyai T, et al. Activation of
mitophagy leads to decline in Mfn2 and loss of mitochondrial
mass in Fuchs endothelial corneal dystrophy. Sci Rep. 2017;7:
6656.

38. Schmedt T, Chen Y, Nguyen TT, Li S, Bonanno JA, Jurkunas UV.
Telomerase immortalization of human corneal endothelial
cells yields functional hexagonal monolayers. PLoS One.
2012;7:e51427.

39. Gibson DG, Young L, Chuang RY, Venter JC, Hutchison CA III,
Smith HO. Enzymatic assembly of DNA molecules up to
several hundred kilobases. Nat Methods. 2009;6:343–345.

40. Soragni E, Miao W, Iudicello M, et al. Epigenetic therapy for
Friedreich ataxia. Ann Neurol. 2014;76:489–508.

41. Scoles DR, Ho MH, Dansithong W, et al. Repeat associated
non-AUG translation (RAN translation) dependent on se-
quence downstream of the ATXN2 CAG repeat. PLoS One.
2015;10:e0128769.

42. Trottier Y, Devys D, Imbert G, et al. Cellular localization of the
Huntington’s disease protein and discrimination of the normal
and mutated form. Nat Genet. 1995;10:104–110.

43. Peterlin B, Logar N, Zidar J. CTG repeat analysis in
lymphocytes, muscles and fibroblasts in patients with
myotonic dystrophy. Pflugers Arch. 1996;431:R199–200.

44. Gostout B, Liu Q, Sommer SS. ‘‘Cryptic’’ repeating triplets of
purines and pyrimidines (cRRY(i)) are frequent and polymor-
phic: analysis of coding cRRY(i) in the proopiomelanocortin
(POMC) and TATA-binding protein (TBP) genes. Am J Hum

Genet. 1993;52:1182–1190.

45. Zu T, Liu Y, Banez-Coronel M, et al. RAN proteins and RNA
foci from antisense transcripts in C9ORF72 ALS and
frontotemporal dementia. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2013;
110:E4968–E4977.

46. Jovicic A, Mertens J, Boeynaems S, et al. Modifiers of C9orf72
dipeptide repeat toxicity connect nucleocytoplasmic trans-
port defects to FTD/ALS. Nat Neurosci. 2015;18:1226–1229.

47. Tran H, Almeida S, Moore J, et al. Differential toxicity of
nuclear RNA foci versus dipeptide repeat proteins in a
Drosophila model of C9ORF72 FTD/ALS. Neuron. 2015;87:
1207–1214.

48. Loboda A, Damulewicz M, Pyza E, Jozkowicz A, Dulak J. Role
of Nrf2/HO-1 system in development, oxidative stress
response and diseases: an evolutionarily conserved mecha-
nism. Cell Mol Life Sci. 2016;73:3221–3247.

49. Barry PA, Petroll WM, Andrews PM, Cavanagh HD, Jester JV.
The spatial organization of corneal endothelial cytoskeletal
proteins and their relationship to the apical junctional
complex. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 1995;36:1115–1124.

50. Krans A, Kearse MG, Todd PK. Repeat-associated non-AUG
translation from antisense CCG repeats in fragile X tremor/
ataxia syndrome. Ann Neurol. 2016;80:871–881.

51. Eghrari AO, Riazuddin SA, Gottsch JD. Fuchs corneal
dystrophy. Prog Mol Biol Transl Sci. 2015;134:79–97.

52. Todd TW, Petrucelli L. Insights into the pathogenic mecha-
nisms of Chromosome 9 open reading frame 72 (C9orf72)
repeat expansions. J Neurochem. 2016;138:145–162.

53. Yang D, Abdallah A, Li Z, Lu Y, Almeida S, Gao FB. FTD/ALS-
associated poly(GR) protein impairs the Notch pathway and is
recruited by poly(GA) into cytoplasmic inclusions. Acta

Neuropathol. 2015;130:525–535.

RAN Translation in FECD IOVS j April 2018 j Vol. 59 j No. 5 j 1896


	f01
	f02
	f03
	f04
	f05
	f06
	f07
	b01
	b02
	b03
	b04
	b05
	b06
	b07
	b08
	b09
	b10
	b11
	b12
	b13
	b14
	b15
	b16
	b17
	b18
	b19
	b20
	b21
	b22
	b23
	b24
	b25
	b26
	b27
	b28
	b29
	b30
	b31
	b32
	b33
	b34
	b35
	b36
	b37
	b38
	b39
	b40
	b41
	b42
	b43
	b44
	b45
	b46
	b47
	b48
	b49
	b50
	b51
	b52
	b53

