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6-OHDA generated ROS induces DNA damage
and p53- and PUMA-dependent cell death
Alison I Bernstein1, Sean P Garrison2, Gerard P Zambetti2, Karen L O’Malley1*

Abstract

Background: Parkinson’s disease (PD) is characterized by the selective loss of dopaminergic neurons in the
substantia nigra (SN), resulting in tremor, rigidity, and bradykinesia. Although the etiology is unknown, insight into
the disease process comes from the dopamine (DA) derivative, 6-hydroxydopamine (6-OHDA), which produces
PD-like symptoms. Studies show that 6-OHDA activates stress pathways, such as the unfolded protein response
(UPR), triggers mitochondrial release of cytochrome-c, and activates caspases, such as caspase-3. Because the
BH3-only protein, Puma (p53-upregulated mediator of apoptosis), is activated in response to UPR, it is thought to
be a link between cell stress and apoptosis.

Results: To test the hypothesis that Puma serves such a role in 6-OHDA-mediated cell death, we compared the
response of dopaminergic neurons from wild-type and Puma-null mice to 6-OHDA. Results indicate that Puma is
required for 6-OHDA-induced cell death, in primary dissociated midbrain cultures as well as in vivo. In these
cultures, 6-OHDA-induced DNA damage and p53 were required for 6-OHDA-induced cell death. In contrast, while
6-OHDA led to upregulation of UPR markers, loss of ATF3 did not protect against 6-OHDA.

Conclusions: Together, our results indicate that 6-OHDA-induced upregulation of Puma and cell death are
independent of UPR. Instead, p53 and DNA damage repair pathways mediate 6-OHDA-induced toxicity.

Background
PD is a common neurodegenerative disorder character-
ized by the progressive loss of dopaminergic neurons in
the SN resulting in the loss of dopaminergic innervation
to the striatum. Although the molecular mechanisms
are unknown, oxidative stress, mitochondrial dysfunc-
tion and endoplasmic reticulum (ER) stress have all
been implicated in the etiology of this disorder [1,2].
The neurotoxin 6-OHDA is a hydroxylated analog of

DA that is commonly used to model dopaminergic
degeneration both in vitro and in vivo [3]. Like DA, 6-
OHDA quickly oxidizes to form a variety of free radical
species, including hydrogen peroxide, superoxide and
hydroxyl radicals [4]. Toxin-induced free radical forma-
tion can be blocked by antioxidants, such as N-acetyl-L-
cysteine (NAC), MnTBAP, or C3 carboxyfullerene [5,6],
which prevent downstream toxic sequelae such as oxida-
tion of proteins [7-9] and cell death [10-12]. 6-OHDA-

oxidized proteins cause ER stress and upregulation of
the UPR [7,13-15], which regulates protein folding, pro-
tein degradation and protein translation.
In addition to UPR, 6-OHDA also induces ROS-

dependent apoptosis in dopaminergic cells [6,7]. Apop-
tosis is regulated by the Bcl-2 family of proteins in
which BH3-only proteins are recognized as essential
initiators of this process. In particular, the BH3-only
protein, Puma, is activated in response to a variety of
death stimuli, including DNA damage, ER stress, and
oncogene-mediated hyperproliferation [16-18]. Each of
these insults induces PUMA expression, resulting in
cytochrome-c release from the mitochondria, caspase
activation and apoptosis [17,19,20]. In addition, cells
deficient in Puma are resistant to ER stress- and DNA
damage-induced apoptosis [16,18]. These data are con-
sistent with studies suggesting that when UPR pathways
are overwhelmed apoptosis is triggered [21,22]. Thus,
Puma may provide a link between ER stress, UPR and
apoptosis.
Since 6-OHDA triggers these same pathways, we pro-

posed that Puma may mediate 6-OHDA toxicity [16-18].

* Correspondence: omalleyk@pcg.wustl.edu
1Department of Anatomy and Neurobiology, Washington University School
of Medicine, St. Louis, MO 63110, USA
Full list of author information is available at the end of the article

Bernstein et al. Molecular Neurodegeneration 2011, 6:2
http://www.molecularneurodegeneration.com/content/6/1/2

© 2011 Bernstein et al; licensee BioMed Central Ltd. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

mailto:omalleyk@pcg.wustl.edu
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0


Here, we show that Puma is required for 6-OHDA-
induced apoptosis in primary dissociated midbrain cul-
tures and in vivo. Using animals deficient in key DNA
damage and UPR pathway components, we also show
that toxin-mediated apoptosis is independent of the
upregulation of UPR. While UPR may be protective, the
activation of the DNA damage pathway plays a more
direct and essential role in mediating apoptosis in this
PD model.

Results
6-OHDA upregulates Puma
Previous results from our lab demonstrated that
6-OHDA causes an increase in ROS and an ROS-depen-
dent upregulation of UPR and apoptosis. Temporally,
UPR was rapidly induced within 1-3 hours, preceding
mitochondrial induction of apoptosis by 12-15 hours
[7,17]. Since PUMA has been demonstrated to be
induced by ER stress and to trigger mitochondrial events
relating to apoptosis, we sought to determine if PUMA
is transcriptionally upregulated in response to 6-OHDA.
Therefore, dissociated dopaminergic cultures were trea-
ted with 20 �M 6-OHDA, a dose that produces 50%
loss after 24 hours, and analyzed by RT-PCR and wes-
tern blot. Levels of Puma mRNA were significantly
increased by 9 hours after treatment with 6-OHDA (Fig-
ure 1A, B). No increase in Puma RNA was seen in cul-
tures pre-treated with the anti-oxidant NAC, which we
have previously demonstrated blocks 6-OHDA-induced
ROS, UPR and apoptosis [7] (Figure 1C, D). Surpris-
ingly, even though Puma mRNA was upregulated by 9
hours after 6-OHDA treatment, Puma protein did not
significantly increase until 24 hours (Figure 1E, F).
Although the source of this discrepancy is unclear, it is
possible that western blot sensitivity was sufficiently
variable as to prevent detection of smaller changes.
These results demonstrate that 6-OHDA induces the
upregulation of Puma in a ROS-dependent manner, sug-
gesting that Puma plays a role in 6-OHDA-mediated
cell death.

Loss of Puma protects primary dopaminergic and non-
dopaminergic neurons against 6-OHDA
To determine if Puma plays an essential role in 6-
OHDA toxicity, dissociated dopaminergic cultures from
Puma +/+, +/- and -/- littermates were treated with or
without drug. After 24 hours, cultures were stained for
tyrosine hydroxylase (TH), a marker of dopaminergic
neurons; counting TH-positive cells showed that loss of
Puma significantly protected these neurons from cell
death (Figure 2A, B). Counting of cultures co-stained
with TH and NeuN demonstrated that Puma-deficiency
also rescued non-dopaminergic neurons (Figure 2C).
This is consistent with previous findings showing 6-

OHDA-induced cell death is not as specific to dopami-
nergic neurons in vitro as it is in vivo [23]. Because
many recent studies show that neurite degeneration is
an active process distinct from that of cell death [24],
loss of neurites was also assessed. In contrast to the sur-
vival of Puma -/- cell bodies, there was no protection of
Puma -/- neurites (Figure 2A, D). These data indicate
that Puma mediates 6-OHDA toxicity in cell bodies, but
not in neurites.

Puma deficiency protects dopaminergic neurons in vivo
against 6-OHDA
Since loss of PUMA blocked 6-OHDA-induced cell
death in cultured dopaminergic neurons, we tested
whether loss of PUMA is protective in vivo. Following a

Figure 1 6-OHDA-triggered ROS induces upregulation of Puma.
Dissociated dopaminergic cultures derived from C57Bl/6 mice were
treated with 20 �M 6-OHDA and total RNA was collected at the
indicated times. A) Levels of Puma and 18S rRNA were analyzed by
RT-PCR. B) Gels in A were quantitated in ImageQuant and analyzed
by one-way ANOVA (***, p < 0.001) with Bonferroni post-tests to
compare each time point to untreated (9 hr and 12 hr: ***, p <
0.001). C) Cultures were treated with 5 mM NAC immediately prior
to treatment with 20 �M 6-OHDA. Total RNA was collected and
analyzed as in A. D) Gels in A were quantitated in ImageQuant and
analyzed by two-way ANOVA (6-OHDA treatment: **, p < 0.01; NAC
pre-treatment: ***, p < 0.001). E) Cell lysates were collected in RIPA
buffer at the indicated times after treatment with 20 �M 6-OHDA.
Protein levels were analyzed by western blotting for Puma.
Antibody specificity was confirmed by comparing blots of known
tissues positive and negative for Puma. F) Western blots in C were
quantitated in ImageQuant. Levels of Puma were normalized to
actin levels. Data were analyzed by one-way ANOVA (**, p < 0.01)
with Bonferroni post-tests to compare each time point to untreated
(24 hr: **, p < 0.01).
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preliminary dose response experiment (data not shown),
unilateral intrastriatal injections of 6-OHDA or saline
were done with wild-type and Puma -/- mice. One
month later animals were sacrificed and surviving TH-
positive neurons in the SN were counted by an
unbiased stereological method to assess dopaminergic
cell survival [25]. Unbiased stereology has been widely
used to assess neuronal number in many brain regions,
including TH-positive neurons in the SN [26]. In wild-
type mice, 50% of TH-positive neurons in the SN were
lost while TH-positive neurons in the ventral tegmen-
tal area were unaffected. Although most dopaminergic
cells would have been destroyed within a week after
injection, animals were assessed at one month to
ensure stability of response and to allow for behavioral

measurements. Viability and variability proved to be
problematic in mice, however, disallowing meaningful
behavioral assessments. Loss of Puma significantly res-
cued dopaminergic neurons in the SN, indicating that
Puma is critical for 6-OHDA-induced cell loss in vivo
as well as in vitro (Figure 3A, B). Puma-deficiency also
prevented the loss of dopamine in the striata of
6-OHDA-injfinected brains, suggesting that Puma loss
also prevented dopaminergic terminal field destruction
(Figure 3C).

Puma-deficiency prevents 6-OHDA-induced apoptosis
Previously, we have shown that 6-OHDA-generated
ROS induces caspase-3 activation 12-15 hours post
treatment [7,27]. Since PUMA is known to induce

Figure 2 Puma is required for 6-OHDA-induced cell death. Dissociated dopaminergic cultures derived from individual animals from Puma
+/- × Puma +/- matings were treated with 20 �M 6-OHDA for 24 hours. A) Cells were fixed and stained for TH. B) TH-positive cells were
counted by an unbiased stereological method and survival expressed as a percentage of untreated control. Data were analyzed by one-way
ANOVA (***, p < 0.001) with Bonferroni post-tests to compare to wild-type (+/-: **, p < 0.01; -/-: ***, p < 0.001) C) Cultures co-stained for TH and
NeuN were counted to assess the survival of non-DA neurons. Data were analyzed by Student’s t-test (**, p < 0.01) D) TH-positive neurite length
was estimated by an unbiased stereological method. Data were analyzed by Student’s t-test (ns).
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apoptosis via activation of caspases-3 in other systems,
we tested by immunocytochemistry and western blotting
whether loss of Puma prevents caspase-3 cleavage after
6-OHDA treatment. Immunofluorescent analysis fol-
lowed by unbiased counting of cultures prepared from
either Puma +/+ or -/- animals revealed that the per-
centage of TH neurons that were positive for cleaved
caspase-3 prior to toxin treatment was unchanged in
Puma -/- cultures (Figure 4A, B), while cleaved caspase-
3 positive neurons increased threefold in Puma +/+ cul-
tures (Figure 4A, B). Western blotting confirmed that
Puma +/+ cultures exhibited a large increase in the
levels of cleaved caspase-3 at 24 hours, while Puma -/-

cultures did not (Figure 4C, D). These results indicate
that Puma is required for the activation of caspase-3 in
dopaminergic neurons in response to 6-OHDA.

Activation of UPR Markers is unaffected by Puma-
deficiency
If Puma serves as a link between UPR and the mito-
chondrial induction of apoptosis, then early events of
UPR, such as ATF3 induction and Xbp-1 splicing,
should not be affected by Puma-deficiency. Accordingly,
early UPR events will be upregulated by 6-OHDA in
both Puma +/+ and Puma -/- cultures. As predicted,
ATF3 RNA and protein levels were increased to a

Figure 3 Puma is required for 6-OHDA-induced loss of DA neurons in the SN and striatal DA depletion. C57 and Puma -/- mice were
treated with 6-OHDA by unilateral intrastriatal injection and sacrificed one month later. A) 50 �M sections were stained for TH. Pictures are
representative images of the SN ipsilateral to injection site. Locations of SN and ventral tegmental area (VTA) are indicated in the first panel.
B) TH-positive cells were counted, ipsilateral to contralateral ratios were calculated and survival was expressed as a percentage of untreated
control. Data were analyzed by two-way ANOVA (treatment: **, p < 0.01; genotype: **, p < 0.01). Results of Bonferroni post-tests are indicated
on graph (***, p < 0.001). C) Striata were lysed and DA levels were analyzed by HPLC with electrochemical detection. Ipsilateral to contralateral
ratios were calculated and expressed as a fraction of untreated control. Data were analyzed by two-way ANOVA (treatment: **, p < 0.01;
genotype: ns). Results of Bonferroni post-tests are indicated on graph (*, p < 0.05).
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similar extent in both Puma +/+ and -/- cultures 3
hours after treatment with 6-OHDA (Figure 5A-C).
Puma-deficiency also had no effect on 6-OHDA-
mediated induction of Xbp-1 splicing or the overall
levels of Xbp-1 (Figure 5D, data not shown). Consistent
with the proposed model, these early UPR markers are
induced by 6-OHDA regardless of Puma status indicat-
ing that they are not downstream of Puma.
The timing of PUMA upregulation suggests that it is

either upstream of or parallel to the induction of late
UPR markers. Therefore, we assessed the expression of
late UPR markers in Puma +/+ and -/- cultures 9 hours
after 6-OHDA treatment, a time point at which these
markers are significantly upregulated [7,27]. RNA pre-
pared from either PUMA wild type or null dopaminer-
gic cultures showed that markers representing all 3
branches of the UPR pathway (CHOP, BiP, GADD34,
and p58IPK) were upregulated to a similar extent in
response to toxin regardless of genotype (Figure 5E).
Consistent with the qPCR results, the UPR marker
CHOP was increased in the nuclei of dopaminergic

neurons following toxin treatment in both Puma +/+
and -/- cultures (Figure 5F, G). Collectively, these data
suggest that loss of Puma does not significantly affect
the UPR pathway.

Loss of ATF3 does not protect cells against 6-OHDA
The transcription factor ATF3 is rapidly induced in
response to ER stress and is a key mediator of the PERK
branch of the UPR pathway [28]. Since ATF3 levels
increase dramatically in response to 6-OHDA (> 30-fold)
[7,27] and the levels of various UPR markers are unaf-
fected by loss of Puma, we sought to determine if
6-OHDA-mediated UPR was playing a direct role in the
death of these neurons using ATF3-deficient mice [29].
Dissociated dopaminergic cultures from ATF3 +/+ and
-/- mice were treated with or without 6-OHDA for
24 hours before being evaluated for surviving TH-positive
cells. Loss of ATF3 did not protect cells or neurites
against 6-OHDA (Figure 6A, B, data not shown).
We also found that 6-OHDA-induced caspase-3 cleavage
in dopaminergic neurons regardless of the ATF3

Figure 4 Puma mediates caspase-3 activation following 6-OHDA treatment. Dopaminergic cultures derived from Puma +/+ and Puma -/-
animals were treated with 20 �M 6-OHDA. A) Cultures were fixed and stained at 0 or 24 hours for TH and cleaved caspase-3 (a-caspase-3). B)
TH-positive and cleaved caspase-3-positive cells were counted and the percentage of TH-positive cells that were also cleaved caspase-3 positive
was calculated. Data were analyzed by two-way ANOVA (treatment: **, p < 0.01; genotype: *, p < 0.05). C) Cell lysates were collected in RIPA
buffer 24 hours after treatment with 20 �M 6-OHDA. Protein levels were analyzed by western blotting for cleaved caspase-3 and actin. D)
Western blots in C were quantitated in ImageQuant. Levels of cleaved caspase-3 were normalized to actin levels. Data were analyzed by two-
way ANOVA (treatment: **, p < 0.01; genotype: *, p < 0.05).
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genotype (Figure 6C). These results indicate that ATF3 is
not required for cell death induced by 6-OHDA and sug-
gest that UPR does not play a direct role in the induction
of apoptosis by 6-OHDA.
In addition, we tested whether Puma expression levels

were altered in the ATF3-deficiency model. Consistent

with the sensitivity of ATF3 -/- dopaminergic neurons
to 6-OHDA, Puma was upregulated to the same extent
in both wild-type and ATF3-deficient cultures in
response to neurotoxin treatment (Figure 6D). Because
CHOP is upregulated by all three branches of the UPR
pathway including the PERK/ATF3 branch [21], we
directly assessed CHOP levels in dopaminergic neurons
derived from ATF3 +/+ or ATF3 -/- animals. CHOP
was still induced in the ATF3-deficient animals, albeit to
a lesser extent (Figure 6E, F). That this was only a par-
tial reduction is not surprising since IRE1 and ATF6
also induce CHOP [30]. These data indicate that ATF3

Figure 5 Loss of Puma does not alter the activation of UPR
markers. Dopaminergic cultures derived from Puma +/+ and -/-
animals were treated with 20 �M 6-OHDA. A) Total RNA was isolated
at the indicated times and ATF3 and GAPDH RNA levels were analyzed
by qPCR. ATF3 levels were normalized to GAPDH levels. B) Cell lysates
were collected in RIPA buffer at the indicated times and protein levels
were analyzed by western blotting for ATF3 and actin. C) Western
blots in B were quantitated in ImageQuant. Levels of ATF3 were
normalized to actin levels. Data were analyzed by two-way ANOVA
(treatment: **, p < 0.01; genotype: ns). D) Total RNA was isolated at the
indicated times and Xbp-1 RNA levels were analyzed by semi-
quantitative RT-PCR. Data were analyzed by two-way ANOVA
(treatment: ***, p < 0.001; genotype: ns). E) Total RNA was isolated 9
hours after treatment and RNA levels of the indicated genes were
analyzed by qPCR. Data are shown as fold change over untreated
control and were analyzed by two-way ANOVA. CHOP (treatment: ***,
p < 0.001; genotype: ns), BiP (treatment***, p < 0.001; genotype: ns),
GADD34 (treatment: **, p < 0.01; genotype: ns), p58IPK (treatment: **,
p < 0.01; genotype: ns). F) Cells were fixed 24 hours after treatment
and stained for TH and CHOP. G) TH-positive and CHOP-positive cells
were counted and the percentage of TH-positive cells that were also
CHOP-positive was calculated. Data were analyzed by two-way ANOVA
(treatment: ***, p < 0.001; genotype: ns).

Figure 6 ATF3 is not required for 6-OHDA-induced cell death.
Dopaminergic cultures prepared from ATF3 +/+ and -/- mice were
treated with 20 �M 6-OHDA. A) 24 hours after treatment, cultures
were fixed and stained for TH. B) TH-positive cells were counted
and survival expressed as a percent of untreated control. Data were
analyzed by Student’s t-test (ns). C) Twenty four hours after
treatment, cells were fixed and stained for TH and cleaved caspase-3
(a-caspase-3). TH-positive and a-caspase-3 positive cells were counted
and the percentage of TH-positive cells that were also a-caspase-3-
positive was calculated. Data were analyzed by two-way ANOVA
(treatment: ***, p < 0.001; genotype: ns). D) Total RNA was isolated at
the indicated times and Puma and 18S rRNA RNA levels were assayed
by RT-PCR. Data were analyzed by two-way ANOVA (treatment: ***,
p < 0.001, genotype: ns). E) Cells were fixed 24 hours after treatment
and stained for TH and CHOP. F) TH-positive and CHOP-positive cells
were counted and the percentage of TH-positive cells that were also
CHOP-positive was calculated. Data were analyzed by two-way
ANOVA (treatment: ***, p < 0.001; genotype: *, p < 0.05).
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deficiency does not affect 6-OHDA-induced cell loss
even though it attenuates CHOP upregulation, suggest-
ing that prolonged 6-OHDA-mediated CHOP upregula-
tion does not result in apoptosis.

6-OHDA leads to DNA damage and activation of p53
Since activation of UPR does not appear to mediate cell
death in response to 6-OHDA, we sought to determine
how PUMA is upregulated in this model. Since ROS
can induce DNA damage in addition to protein damage,
we determined if 6-OHDA-generated ROS induces the
latter by assessing levels of poly (ADP-ribose) (PAR) in
dissociated dopaminergic cultures. PAR is synthesized
by the nuclear DNA repair enzyme PAR polymerase in
response to DNA strand breaks [31,32]. Within 15 min-
utes of 6-OHDA treatment, PAR staining in dopaminer-
gic neurons was dramatically increased and was blocked
by NAC (Figure 7A, B). These results indicate that 6-
OHDA causes ROS-mediated DNA damage in a time-
frame that precedes protein oxidation [7].
Ataxia telangiectasia-mutated kinase (Atm) and the

Atm and Rad53-related kinase (Atr) are activated by
phosphorylation in response to many DNA damage
agents [33,34]. Therefore, we determined the phosphor-
ylation state of Atm and Atr following treatment with
6-OHDA. Within 1 hour, 6-OHDA induced phosphory-
lation of Atr, but not Atm (Figure 7C).
Since Puma is a known transcriptional target of the

p53 transcription factor and p53 is a target of ATR, we
tested whether p53 was activated by 6-OHDA. Phos-
phorylation of p53 at Ser15 (p-p53) is known to be
induced by DNA damage and leads to its accumulation
and activation of transcriptional targets [35]. Western
blot analysis demonstrated that 1 hour after 6-OHDA
exposure, there is a significant increase in p-p53 levels,
but not in overall p53 protein levels, in toxin-treated
versus untreated cultures (Figure 7D, E). Immunocyto-
chemistry revealed that p-p53 is localized primarily in
the nucleus where it can activate transcription of its tar-
get genes (Figure 7F). Loss of Puma had no effect on
phosphorylation of p53, which is consistent with a
model that places p53 upstream of Puma (Figure 7D-F).
Taken together, these data suggest that 6-OHDA-gener-
ated ROS rapidly activates the DNA damage repair
pathway in dissociated DA cultures.

p53-deficiency protects cell bodies and neurites against
6-OHDA
To determine if p53 plays a critical role in 6-OHDA-
induced cell death, dissociated dopaminergic cultures
were prepared from p53 +/+, +/- and -/- littermates and
treated with or without 6-OHDA for 24 hours prior to
counting TH-positive neurons. In p53 +/+ cultures,
6-OHDA led to the loss of 50% of both TH-positive cell

bodies and neurites; however, in p53 -/- cultures, only
15% of TH-positive cell bodies and 20% of TH-positive
neurites were lost (Figure 8A-C). Non-dopaminergic
cells in p53 -/- cultures were also protected against
6-OHDA, again confirming findings that 6-OHDA-
induced cell death is less specific in vitro (data not
shown) [23]. Thus, loss of p53 protects cell bodies and
neurites against 6-OHDA and p53 is required for
6-OHDA-induced apoptosis.
Consistent with studies showing that Puma is a tran-

scriptional target of p53, PUMA was not induced in
p53-null cultures, but was significantly upregulated in
p53 +/+ cultures (Figure 8D). Finally, to determine if
the activation of p53 by 6-OHDA is distinct from the
6-OHDA-induced upregulation of UPR, CHOP levels
were assessed in p53 +/+ and -/- cultures. Following
6-OHDA treatment, CHOP mRNA and protein levels

Figure 7 6-OHDA leads to activation of the DNA damage
repair pathway. Primary cultures prepared from Puma +/+ and -/-
mice were treated with 20 �M 6-OHDA. A) Cultures were fixed
30 minutes after treatment and stained for TH and PAR. B) Cultures
treated for 15 minutes, 30 minutes, or 30 minutes with 5 mM NAC
pretreatment were fixed and stained for TH and PAR. TH-positive
and PAR-positive cells were counted and the percentage of TH-
positive cells that were also PAR-positive was calculated. Data were
analyzed by one-way ANOVA (***, p < 0.001) with Bonferroni post-
tests to compare each treatment to untreated (15 m: **, p < 0.01;
30 m: ***, p < 0.001). C and D) Cell lysates were collected in RIPA
buffer at the indicated times and proteins levels were assessed by
western blotting for p-Atm, p-Atr, p-p53, p53 and actin. E) Western
blots in D were quantitated with ImageQuant. Levels of p-p53 were
normalized to total p53 levels. Data were analyzed by two-way
ANOVA (treatment: *, p < 0.05; genotype: ns). F) Cultures treated for
1 hour with 6-OHDA were fixed and stained for TH and p-p53.
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were upregulated to similar levels in primary cultures
derived from p53 +/+ and -/- mice (Figure 8E, F).
Taken together, these data suggest that UPR is not
downstream of p53 in this model and that the activation
of p53 and upregulation of UPR represent two distinct
responses to 6-OHDA.

Discussion
Many PD-linked mutations are associated with protein
aggregation and Lewy body formation, underscoring the

role of aberrant protein handling in this disorder
[36,37]. Although previous results established that
6-OHDA-triggered ER stress results in UPR, whether
UPR and cell death are sequential or parallel events was
not determined [7,27]. Here, we demonstrate that Puma
is required for 6-OHDA-induced cell death both in vitro
and in vivo. The loss of Puma blocks the induction of
apoptosis but has no effect on the activation of UPR,
suggesting that UPR and apoptosis are parallel events
induced by 6-OHDA (Figure 9). In support of this,

Figure 8 p53 is required for 6-OHDA-induced cell death. Primary cultures from individual pups from p53 +/- × p53 +/- matings were treated
with 20 �M 6-OHDA. A) After 24 hours, cultures were fixed and stained for TH. B) TH-positive neurons were counted and survival was expressed
as a percent of untreated control. Data were analyzed by one-way ANOVA (***, p < 0.001) with Bonferroni post-tests to compare to wild-type
(-/-, **, p < 0.01). C) TH-positive neurite length was estimated using unbiased stereology and expressed as a percent of untreated control. Data
were analyzed by Student’s t-test (*, p < 0.05). D) Total RNA was isolated at the indicated times and Puma and 18S rRNA RNA levels were
analyzed by semi-quantitative RT-PCR. Data were analyzed by two-way ANOVA (treatment: **, p < 0.01; genotype: *, p < 0.05). E) Total RNA was
isolated at the indicated times and CHOP and GAPDH RNA levels were analyzed by qPCR. Data were analyzed by two-way ANOVA (treatment:
***, p < 0.001; genotype: ns). F) Cells treated for 24 hours were co-stained for TH and CHOP. TH-positive and CHOP-positive cells were counted
and the percentage of TH-positive cells that were also CHOP-positive was calculated. Data were analyzed by two-way ANOVA (treatment: ***, p
< 0.001; genotype: ns). 11
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ATF3, a critical transcription factor involved in UPR, is
not required for 6-OHDA-induced cell death. Instead,
the DNA damage repair pathway is critical since loss of
p53 or Puma prevents cell death during toxin treatment.

Puma is required for 6-OHDA-induced cell death
We have demonstrated that Puma is required for
6-OHDA-induced caspase activation and cell death. In
other systems, upregulation of Puma leads to cyto-
chrome-c release and caspase activation [38,39]. Release
of cytochrome-c from the mitochondria is an essential
step to the activation of executioner caspases and apop-
tosis. Previously, we used subcellular fractionation and
western blotting to demonstrate that 6-OHDA treat-
ment leads to cytochrome-c redistribution and loss in
primary cultures [7]. However, obtaining sufficient
material for this method is not feasible when comparing
two genotypes given the necessity of acquiring very
large numbers of timed pregnant animals to isolate
adequate amounts of mesencephalic tissue of each

genotype. Alternatively, we sought to assess cyto-
chrome-c release by immunocytochemistry. However,
while loss of cytochrome-c staining reportedly repre-
sents cytochrome-c release in some systems [39], this
was not true in dopaminergic neurons in primary cul-
ture since changes in staining did not mirror our subcel-
lular fractionation and western blotting results
(Additional File 1, Figure S1). Nevertheless, caspase-3
activation was not observed in Puma -/- neurons indi-
cating that Puma is upstream of this executioner step in
dopaminergic neurons (Figure 4).

6-OHDA-induced UPR does not mediate cell death
UPR is thought to activate both adaptive and apoptotic
pathways, depending on the severity and duration of ER
stress [22,40]. Pro- and anti-apoptotic proteins, such as
Bcl-2, Bax and Bak, can also directly regulate UPR pro-
teins, reinforcing the concept that UPR is a complex,
highly regulated process intimately tied to cellular
homeostasis as well as apoptosis [41]. Over the time
course of 6-OHDA-triggered cell death, however, UPR
appears to be primarily adaptive. The persistent activa-
tion of UPR even though the cells are protected from
cell death suggests that UPR is not mediating cell death
in this model. Conceivably, UPR might induce apoptosis
in Puma deficient neurons over a longer time frame
(2-3 days). However, in wild type cultures, UPR signal-
ling pathways may still be protective while 6-OHDA
induces p53/Puma-dependent cell death within 24
hours.
UPR is regulated by three interconnected pathways

mediated by PERK, IRE1 and ATF6. The PERK arm of
the UPR pathway triggers a cascade of transcription fac-
tors stemming from the phosphorylation of eIF2a.
ATF4 is immediately downstream, followed by ATF3
and then CHOP [42,43]. If PERK signalling were indu-
cing cell death in dopaminergic neurons, then loss of
ATF3 would have protected these cells from 6-OHDA.
However, loss of ATF3 did not prevent 6-OHDA-
mediated upregulation of Puma, caspase-3 activation or
cell death even though, as expected, ATF3-deficiency
reduced the upregulation of CHOP (Figure 6). Since loss
of ATF3 reduced CHOP induction without affecting cell
death or PUMA activation, this pathway is likely adap-
tive and distinct from the PUMA-cell death pathway.
The IRE1 and ATF6 branches of UPR also appear to

be primarily adaptive in the 6-OHDA model. IRE1 is
thought to activate the JNK pathway [44] and pharma-
cological inhibitors of JNK were ineffective against
6-OHDA (A. Bernstein and W. Holtz, unpublished
observations) [27]. IRE1 can also regulate Bcl-2 family
members [45]; however, neither the targeted over-
expression of Bcl-2 in DA neurons nor Bax deficiency
rescued cells from 6-OHDA-mediated apoptosis [46].

Figure 9 Model of Puma action in response to 6-OHDA. In this
model, 6-OHDA-induced ROS production causes both DNA and
protein damage. Oxidative protein damage activates UPR, leading to
the upregulation of chaperones. DNA damage leads to the
activation of the p53 DNA damage repair pathway and p53-
mediated Puma upregulation leads to the induction of apoptosis.
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Although CHOP is also activated by ATF6, it is doubtful
that this pathway is playing a role since temporally
CHOP and Puma are induced at the same time point [7].
Finally, the loss of Puma had no effect on any of the

UPR branches as splicing of Xbp-1 and the upregulation
of ATF3, BiP, CHOP, GADD34,and p58IPK occurred in
both Puma +/+ and Puma -/- cultures (Figure 5). These
data suggest that the entire UPR network is parallel to
Puma. One caveat to this interpretation is a study
demonstrating protection against 6-OHDA in CHOP
knockout mice [47]. However, CHOP can be upregulated
by a variety of cellular insults and may have been induced
by distinct mechanisms owing in part to the chosen dos-
ing paradigm. Moreover, the authors were unable to
detect upregulation of other UPR markers [47].

6-OHDA induces cell death through the DNA damage
repair pathway
Using DNA fragmentation assays or TUNEL staining,
we previously demonstrated single strand DNA breaks
18-24 hours after 6-OHDA treatment suggesting DNA
oxidation was a late event (Holtz, Kim-Han, and O’Mal-
ley, unpublished observations) [48]. However, these
methodologies lack the sensitivity to measure rapidly
occurring changes in DNA structure. In contrast, anti-
bodies directed against PAR, phosphorylated Atr and
p53 revealed very rapid changes to the DNA damage
repair pathway (Figure 7). These findings are consistent
with results from other cell systems demonstrating that
p53 is required for 6-OHDA-induced cell death (Figs.
7,8) [49,50]. Loss of p53 also prevents the upregulation
of Puma, indicating that p53 is upstream of Puma in
this system (Figure 9). In contrast, the UPR marker,
CHOP, is unaffected by the loss of p53, providing
further evidence that 6-OHDA-induced apoptosis and
UPR represent parallel processes. These findings are in
agreement with previous results demonstrating the acti-
vation of p53 by 6-OHDA and protection by inhibitors
of p53 against 6-OHDA [49,50].

Cell body loss and neurite loss are separate processes in
dissociated DA neuron
New data suggest that axonal impairment may play an
early, critical role in PD. Hence, loss of neurites and cell
bodies may occur by molecularly distinct programs [24].
Results from the dissociated midbrain cultures support
this notion as loss of p53 protects both cell bodies and
neurites, whereas loss of PUMA protects only cell bodies
(Figure 2, data not shown). This suggests that the path-
way splits downstream of p53. PUMA mediates death of
the cell body and a separate p53-dependent pathway is
responsible for loss of neurites. In vivo, however, loss of
Puma protected both the SN cell bodies and DA

innervation of the striatum (Figure 3). Additional studies
are underway to understand these differences.

Conclusions
Taken together, the results of the present study suggest
that the activation of UPR does not mediate cell death
but may represent a protective mechanism employed by
dopaminergic neurons in response to 6-OHDA-induced
protein damage. Instead, DNA damage may lead to acti-
vation of a p53- and Puma-dependent apoptotic cascade.
There is a large body of evidence supporting both the
activation of UPR pathways and p53-dependent path-
ways in toxin models of PD and PD itself. Therefore,
elucidating which of these mechanisms is protective and
which leads to cell death will help in developing better
interventions for PD.

Methods
Animals
Animals were treated in accordance with the National
Institutes of Health Guide for the Care and Use of
Laboratory Animals. Wild-type C57/Bl6 mice were
from Charles River Laboratories (Wilmington, MA).
Puma knockout mice were previously generated and
characterized [16]. ATF3 knockout mice were gener-
ated and provided by Dr. Tsonwin Hai (Ohio State
University) [29]. p53 knockout mice were provided by
Dr. Helen Piwnica-Worms (Washington University
Medical School) [51].

6-OHDA injections
Injections of 10 �g 6-OHDA were done as described
using the coordinates A 1.0, L 2.5 mm [52]. 6-OHDA
was dissolved in N2-bubbled water at a concentration of
5 �g/�l and injected at a rate of 0.5 �l/min for 4 m. Mice
were sacrificed one month after injection and brains were
removed for analysis. Preliminary experiments demon-
strated that this dose produced ~50% loss of dopaminer-
gic neurons in the SN 1 month after injection.

Tissue preparation
After removal of the brain, striata were dissected and
the remaining brain was fixed and cryoprotected as
previously described [53]. Striata were immediately
homogenized for high-pressure liquid chromatography
(HPLC) [53]. Coronal sections (50 �M) spanning
the SN (A - 2.8 to -3.8) were cut on a microtome for
immunocytochemistry.

Immunohistochemistry and stereology
Every fourth SN section was stained with sheep polyclo-
nal anti-TH antibody (1:2000, Novus Biologicals, Little-
ton, CO) followed by Alexa 488 conjugation secondary
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(1:1000, Molecular Probes, Eugene, OR). Sections were
mounted and coverslipped with Vectashield with DAPI
(Vector Labs, Burlingame, CA). StereoInvestigator soft-
ware (MicroBrightField, Williston, VT) was used to
perform unbiased stereological counts of TH immu-
noreactive cell bodies in the SNpc using the optical
fractionator method [25]. Counting was performed
with a 63x oil objective. The estimated total number of
TH neurons was calculated based on the following
formula: N = Q- ×1/ssf × 1/asf × t/h, where N is the
estimate of the total number of cells, Q- is the number
of objects counted, ssf is the section sampling fraction,
asf is the area sampling fraction, and t/h is the actual
section thickness divided by the height of the dissector.
Gundersen (m = 1) coefficients of error were less than
0.1. The number of cells on the side ipsilateral to the
injection was compared to the number of cells on the
contralateral side by calculating the ipsilateral to contral-
ateral ratio. For imaging, sections were stained with
mouse monoclonal anti-TH antibody (1:5000, Millipore,
Billerica, MA) with DAB detection (Vector Labs). Sec-
tions were mounted and coverslipped with Vectashield
(Vector Labs). Images were acquired on a Nikon 90i
with Volocity software (Improvision, Waltham, MA).

Dopamine measurements
Striatal lysates were processed as described [53], diluted
in MD-TM mobile phase (ESA, Chelmsford, MA) and
separated on an ESA MD-150 column with a Coulo-
chem III and EZChromElite software (ESA). Samples
were analyzed in triplicate; ipsilateral to contralateral
ratios were calculated.

Cell culture
Embryonic day 14 (E14) CF1 murine midbrains (Charles
River Laboratories, Wilmington, MA, USA) were pre-
pared as described [6]. To assess survival of neurons
after 6-OHDA treatment, mice heterozygous for Puma
or p53 were mated to produce wild type, heterozygous,
and homozygous deficient embryos. Cultures were
derived from individual pups and pups were individually
genotyped. Comparisons were performed between litter-
mates. Due to the limited amount of tissue harvested
from individual pups, all other experiments were per-
formed by mating homozygous knockout animals or
wild-type animals and pooling tissue from all pups in
each litter. After seven days in vitro, cells were treated
with 20 �M 6-OHDA, a dose that produces 50% loss of
dopaminergic neurons 24 hours after treatment.

Reverse Transcription PCR
Dissociated midbrain neurons were plated in 12-well
plates, treated with 6-OHDA and/or pretreated with

N-acetyl cysteine (NAC; Sigma). Cultures were washed
with PBS, total RNA was extracted (RNeasy Mini Kit;
Qiagen, Valencia, CA) and then reverse transcribed
(High Capacity cDNA Reverse Transcription Kit;
Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA). Levels of Puma,
Xbp-1 and 18S rRNA were analyzed by semi-quantita-
tive reverse transcription PCR (RT-PCR) using pri-
mers specific for the gene of interest. PCR products
were resolved with polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis,
visualized (SYBR Safe DNA; Invitrogen) and image
(Storm PhosphorImager; Molecular Dynamics, Piscat-
away, NJ). Band intensities were measured (Image-
Quant; Amersham Biosciences, Piscataway, NJ) and
Puma and Xbp-1 levels were normalized to 18S rRNA
levels and then compared to levels in untreated sam-
ples. Levels of ATF3, CHOP, BiP, GADD3, p58IPK and
GAPDH were determined by quantitative real-time
PCR (qPCR). cDNAs were amplified with Power SYBR
Green PCR Master Mix (Applied Biosystems) using
gene-specific primers (Table 1). Detection was per-
formed with the Applied Biosystems Prism 7000. All
PCR reactions were done in triplicate. All genes were
normalized to GAPDH and compared to untreated
samples.

Western blotting
Dissociated midbrain neurons were plated in 48-well
plates and treated as described above for RT-PCR experi-
ments. Lysates were collected and prepared as described
[7]. Rabbit polyclonal antibodies against p-p53 (Ser15),
p-ATR (Ser428), p-ATM (Ser1981), p-eIF2a (Ser51),
cleaved caspase-3 and HRP-linked anti-rabbit antibodies
were from Cell Signaling Technologies (Beverly, MA).

Table 1 Primers for Reverse Transcription PCR

Gene Primer 1 Primer 2

18s rRNA 5’-GGGAACGCGTGCATTT
ATCAG-3’,

5’-CGCTATTGGAGCTGGA
ATTAC-3’

ATF3 5’-TGCCAAGTGTCGAAACAA
GAA-3’

5’-CGGTGCAGGTTGAGC
ATGTA-3’

BiP 5’-CTTCAATGATGCCC
AGCGA-3’

5’-CCAGGCCATATGCAATAG
CAG-3’

CHOP 5’-TATCTCATCCCCA
GGAAACG-3’

5’-GATGTGCGTGTGAC
CTCTGT-3’

GADD34 5’-GAGATTCCTCTAAAAGC
TCGG-3’

5’-CAGGGACCTGGACGG
GCAGC-3’

GAPDH 5’-TGCCCCCATGTTTGT
GATG-3’

5’-TGTGGTCATGAGCC
CTTCC-3’

p58IPK 5’-TCCTGGTGGACCTGCA
GTACG-3’

5’-CTGCGAGTAATTTCTT
CCCC-3’

Puma 5’-ACGACCTCAACG
CGCAGTA-3’

5’-CTAGTTGGGCTCCATT
TCTGG-3’

Xbp-1 5’-TAGAAAGAAAGCCC
GGATGA-3’

5’-CTCTGGGGAAGGA
CATTTGA-3’
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Rabbit polyclonal anti-ATF3 and mouse monoclonal anti-
CHOP/Gadd153 were from Santa Cruz Biotechnologies
(Santa Cruz, CA). Rabbit polyclonal anti-Puma, mouse
anti-actin and HRP-linked anti-mouse antibody were from
Sigma (Saint Louis, MO). Mouse monoclonal anti-p53 was
from EMD Biosciences (San Diego, CA). Specific protein
bands were detected and analyzed by chemiluminescence
substrate detection and quantitative fluoroimaging as pre-
viously described [7].

Immunocytochemistry
Dissociated midbrain neurons were plated and fixed as
described [6]. Cultures were stained with sheep polyclo-
nal anti-tyrosine hydroxylase (TH) (Novus Biologicals,
Littleton, CO) and Alexa488 a-sheep (Molecular Probes,
Carlsbad, CA). Cultures were co-stained for various
markers using the following antibodies: mouse monoclo-
nal a-NeuN (Chemicon, Billerica, MA), cleaved caspase-
3, mouse monoclonal a-cytochrome-c (Promega, Madi-
son, WI), mouse monoclonal a-CHOP (Santa Cruz), a-
p-p53 or mouse monoclonal a-Poly (ADP-Ribose) (PAR;
Alexis Biochemicals, San Diego, CA). Cy3-conjugated
secondary antibodies were purchased from Jackson Labs
(Bar Harbor, ME). In all cases cells were counted using
unbiased stereological methods (Stereo Investigator,
MicroBrightField, Williston, VT). The estimated total
number of TH neurons in the culture dish was calcu-
lated based on the following formula: N = Q- ×1/ssf ×
1/asf, where N is the estimate of the total number of
cells, Q- is the number of objects counted, ssf is the sec-
tion sampling fraction and asf is the area sampling frac-
tion. Gundersen (m = 1) coefficients of error were less
than 0.1. TH-positive neurite length was estimated by
an unbiased stereological method (Petrimetrics, Stereo
Investigator). Images were acquired by confocal micro-
scopy (Olympus Fluoview 500, Olympus, Center Valley,
PA) and processed in ImageJ.

Statistical analysis
GraphPad Prism software (San Diego, CA) was used for
statistical analysis. All data were collected from a mini-
mum of three independent experiments. The signifi-
cance of effects between control and drug treatment
conditions was determined by Student’s t-test or one-
way ANOVA with Bonferroni Multiple Comparisons
tests. The significance of effects between genotypes and
drug treatment conditions was determined by two-way
ANOVA with Bonferroni post-tests.

Additional material

Additional file 1: Figure S1: Loss of cytochrome-c detected by
immunocytochemistry does not parallel redistribution of

cytochrome-c detected by fractionation and western blotting.
Cultures derived from Puma +/+ and -/- animals were treated with
20 �M 6-OHDA for 18 h. A) Cells were fixed and stained for TH and
cytochrome-c. B) Images were analyzed in ImageJ to determine the
area of cytochrome-c staining over threshold in TH-positive neurons.
Data was analyzed by two-way ANOVA (treatment: ***, p < 0.001;
genotype: ns).

Acknowledgements
We thank Drs. Tsonwin Hai (Ohio State University), and Helen Pwinica-
Worms (Washington University School of Medicine) for providing us with
the ATF3 and p53 mice. We also thank Steve Harmon and Lynn White for
technical assistance. All images were acquired at the Bakewell Neuroimaging
Facility, which is supported by National Institutes of Health Neuroscience
Blueprint Core Grant NS057105 to Washington University and the Bakewell
Family Foundation. Stereotactic injections were performed at the
Washington University Hope Center for Neurological Disorders Animal
Models Core (partially supported by NIH NS 032636). This work was
supported by National Institutes of Health grant NS39084 and MH45330.

Author details
1Department of Anatomy and Neurobiology, Washington University School
of Medicine, St. Louis, MO 63110, USA. 2Department of Biochemistry, St. Jude
Children’s Research Hospital, Memphis, TN 38105, USA.

Authors’ contributions
AB participated in experimental design, carried out all experiments described
except for western blotting for Puma and drafted the manuscript. SG
performed western blots for Puma. GZ provided the Puma -/- mice. KO was
involved in the design of experiments and production of the manuscript. All
authors participated in revising and editing the final manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Received: 10 November 2010 Accepted: 6 January 2011
Published: 6 January 2011

References
1. Dauer W, Przedborski S: Parkinson’s disease: mechanisms and models.

Neuron 2003, 39:889-909.
2. Vila M, Przedborski S: Genetic clues to the pathogenesis of Parkinson’s

disease. Nat Med 2004, 10(Suppl):S58-62.
3. Blum D, Torch S, Lambeng N, Nissou M, Benabid AL, Sadoul R, Verna JM:

Molecular pathways involved in the neurotoxicity of 6-OHDA, dopamine
and MPTP: contribution to the apoptotic theory in Parkinson’s disease.
Prog Neurobiol 2001, 65:135-172.

4. Cohen G, Heikkila RE: The generation of hydrogen peroxide, superoxide
radical, and hydroxyl radical by 6-hydroxydopamine, dialuric acid, and
related cytotoxic agents. J Biol Chem 1974, 249:2447-2452.

5. Choi WS, Yoon SY, Oh TH, Choi EJ, O’Malley KL, Oh YJ: Two distinct
mechanisms are involved in 6-hydroxydopamine- and MPP+-induced
dopaminergic neuronal cell death: role of caspases, ROS, and JNK.
J Neurosci Res 1999, 57:86-94.

6. Lotharius J, Dugan LL, O’Malley KL: Distinct mechanisms underlie
neurotoxin-mediated cell death in cultured dopaminergic neurons.
J Neurosci 1999, 19:1284-1293.

7. Holtz WA, Turetzky JM, Jong YJ, O’Malley KL: Oxidative stress-triggered
unfolded protein response is upstream of intrinsic cell death evoked by
parkinsonian mimetics. J Neurochem 2006, 99:54-69.

8. Kim-Han JS, O’Malley KL: Cell Stress Induced by the Parkinsonian Mimetic,
6-Hydroxydopamine, is Concurrent with Oxidation of the Chaperone,
ERp57, and Aggresome Formation. Antioxidants & Redox Signaling 2007,
9:2255-2264.

9. Saito Y, Nishio K, Ogawa Y, Kinumi T, Yoshida Y, Masuo Y, Niki E: Molecular
mechanisms of 6-hydroxydopamine-induced cytotoxicity in PC12 cells:
involvement of hydrogen peroxide-dependent and -independent action.
Free Radic Biol Med 2007, 42:675-685.

Bernstein et al. Molecular Neurodegeneration 2011, 6:2
http://www.molecularneurodegeneration.com/content/6/1/2

Page 12 of 13

http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1750-1326-6-2-S1.TIFF
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12971891?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15272270?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15272270?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11403877?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11403877?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4362682?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4362682?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4362682?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10397638?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10397638?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10397638?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9952406?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9952406?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16987235?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16987235?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16987235?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17291991?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17291991?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17291991?dopt=Abstract


10. Cadet JL, Katz M, Jackson-Lewis V, Fahn S: Vitamin E attenuates the toxic
effects of intrastriatal injection of 6-hydroxydopamine (6-OHDA) in rats:
behavioral and biochemical evidence. Brain Res 1989, 476:10-15.

11. Blum D, Torch S, Nissou MF, Benabid AL, Verna JM: Extracellular toxicity of
6-hydroxydopamine on PC12 cells. Neurosci Lett 2000, 283:193-196.

12. Besirli CG, Deckwerth TL, Crowder RJ, Freeman RS, Johnson EM Jr: Cytosine
arabinoside rapidly activates Bax-dependent apoptosis and a delayed
Bax-independent death pathway in sympathetic neurons. Cell Death
Differ 2003, 10:1045-1058.

13. Ryu EJ, Harding HP, Angelastro JM, Vitolo OV, Ron D, Greene LA:
Endoplasmic reticulum stress and the unfolded protein response in
cellular models of Parkinson’s disease. J Neurosci 2002, 22:10690-10698.

14. Ryu EJ, Angelastro JM, Greene LA: Analysis of gene expression changes in
a cellular model of Parkinson disease. Neurobiol Dis 2005, 18:54-74.

15. Holtz WA, Turetzky JM, O’Malley KL: Microarray Expression Profiling
Identifies Early Signaling Transcripts Associated with 6-OHDA-Induced
Dopaminergic Cell Death. Antioxidants & Redox Signaling 2005, 7:639-648.

16. Jeffers JR, Parganas E, Lee Y, Yang C, Wang J, Brennan J, MacLean KH,
Han J, Chittenden T, Ihle JN, et al: Puma is an essential mediator of p53-
dependent and -independent apoptotic pathways. Cancer Cell 2003,
4:321-328.

17. Reimertz C, Kogel D, Rami A, Chittenden T, Prehn JH: Gene expression
during ER stress-induced apoptosis in neurons: induction of the BH3-
only protein Bbc3/PUMA and activation of the mitochondrial apoptosis
pathway. J Cell Biol 2003, 162:587-597.

18. Villunger A, Michalak EM, Coultas L, Mullauer F, Bock G, Ausserlechner MJ,
Adams JM, Strasser A: p53- and drug-induced apoptotic responses
mediated by BH3-only proteins puma and noxa. Science 2003,
302:1036-1038.

19. Nakano K, Vousden KH: PUMA, a novel proapoptotic gene, is induced by
p53. Mol Cell 2001, 7:683-694.

20. Yu J, Zhang L, Hwang PM, Kinzler KW, Vogelstein B: PUMA induces the
rapid apoptosis of colorectal cancer cells. Mol Cell 2001, 7:673-682.

21. Malhotra JD, Kaufman RJ: The endoplasmic reticulum and the unfolded
protein response. Seminars in Cell & Developmental Biology 2007, 18:716.

22. Malhotra JD, Kaufman RJ: Endoplasmic reticulum stress and oxidative
stress: a vicious cycle or a double-edged sword? Antioxid Redox Signal
2007, 9:2277-2293.

23. Ding YM, Jaumotte JD, Signore AP, Zigmond MJ: Effects of 6-
hydroxydopamine on primary cultures of substantia nigra: specific
damage to dopamine neurons and the impact of glial cell line-derived
neurotrophic factor. J Neurochem 2004, 89:776-787.

24. Conforti L, Adalbert R, Coleman MP: Neuronal death: where does the end
begin? Trends in Neurosciences 2007, 30:159-166.

25. West MJ, Slomianka L, Gundersen HJ: Unbiased stereological estimation of
the total number of neurons in thesubdivisions of the rat hippocampus
using the optical fractionator. Anat Rec 1991, 231:482-497.

26. Baquet ZC, Williams D, Brody J, Smeyne RJ: A comparison of model-based
(2D) and design-based (3D) stereological methods for estimating cell
number in the substantia nigra pars compacta (SNpc) of the C57BL/6J
mouse. Neuroscience 2009, 161:1082-1090.

27. Holtz WA, O’Malley KL: Parkinsonian mimetics induce aspects of unfolded
protein response in death of dopaminergic neurons. J Biol Chem 2003,
278:19367-19377.

28. Jiang H-Y, Wek SA, McGrath BC, Lu D, Hai T, Harding HP, Wang X, Ron D,
Cavener DR, Wek RC: Activating Transcription Factor 3 Is Integral to the
Eukaryotic Initiation Factor 2 Kinase Stress Response. Mol Cell Biol 2004,
24:1365-1377.

29. Hartman MG, Lu D, Kim M-L, Kociba GJ, Shukri T, Buteau J, Wang X,
Frankel WL, Guttridge D, Prentki M, et al: Role for Activating Transcription
Factor 3 in Stress-Induced {beta}-Cell Apoptosis. Mol Cell Biol 2004,
24:5721-5732.

30. Oyadomari S, Mori M: Roles of CHOP//GADD153 in endoplasmic
reticulum stress. Cell Death Differ 2003, 11:381.

31. Burkle A, Chen G, Kupper J-H, Grube K, Zeller WJ: Increased poly(ADP-
ribosyl)ation in intact cells by cisplatin treatment. Carcinogenesis 1993,
14:559-561.

32. Heller B, Wang ZQ, Wagner EF, Radons J, Burkle A, Fehsel K, Burkart V,
Kolb H: Inactivation of the poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase gene affects
oxygen radical and nitric oxide toxicity in islet cells. J Biol Chem 1995,
270:11176-11180.

33. Bakkenist CJ, Kastan MB: DNA damage activates ATM through
intermolecular autophosphorylation and dimer dissociation. Nature 2003,
421:499.

34. Shechter D, Costanzo V, Gautier J: Regulation of DNA replication by ATR:
signaling in response to DNA intermediates. DNA Repair 2004, 3:901.

35. Shieh S-Y, Ikeda M, Taya Y, Prives C: DNA Damage-Induced
Phosphorylation of p53 Alleviates Inhibition by MDM2. Cell 1997, 91:325.

36. Snyder H, Wolozin B: Pathological proteins in Parkinson’s disease: focus
on the proteasome. J Mol Neurosci 2004, 24:425-442.

37. Eriksen JL, Wszolek Z, Petrucelli L: Molecular pathogenesis of Parkinson
disease. Arch Neurol 2005, 62:353-357.

38. Steckley D, Karajgikar M, Dale LB, Fuerth B, Swan P, Drummond-Main C,
Poulter MO, Ferguson SS, Strasser A, Cregan SP: Puma is a dominant
regulator of oxidative stress induced Bax activation and neuronal
apoptosis. J Neurosci 2007, 27:12989-12999.

39. Wyttenbach A, Tolkovsky AM: The BH3-only protein Puma is both
necessary and sufficient for neuronal apoptosis induced by DNA
damage in sympathetic neurons. J Neurochem 2006, 96:1213-1226.

40. Wu J, Kaufman RJ: From acute ER stress to physiological roles of the
Unfolded Protein Response. Cell Death Differ 2006, 13:374.

41. Hetz C, Glimcher L: The daily job of night killers: alternative roles of the
BCL-2 family in organelle physiology. Trends Cell Biol 2008, 18:38-44.

42. Ron D, Walter P: Signal integration in the endoplasmic reticulum
unfolded protein response. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol 2007, 8:519-529.

43. Kaufman RJ: Regulation of mRNA translation by protein folding in the
endoplasmic reticulum. Trends Biochem Sci 2004, 29:152-158.

44. Urano F, Wang X, Bertolotti A, Zhang Y, Chung P, Harding HP, Ron D:
Coupling of stress in the ER to activation of JNK protein kinases by
transmembrane protein kinase IRE1. Science 2000, 287:664-666.

45. Hetz C, Bernasconi P, Fisher J, Lee AH, Bassik MC, Antonsson B, Brandt GS,
Iwakoshi NN, Schinzel A, Glimcher LH, Korsmeyer SJ: Proapoptotic BAX and
BAK modulate the unfolded protein response by a direct interaction
with IRE1alpha. Science 2006, 312:572-576.

46. O’Malley KL, Liu J, Lotharius J, Holtz W: Targeted expression of BCL-2
attenuates MPP+ but not 6-OHDA induced cell death in dopaminergic
neurons. Neurobiol Dis 2003, 14:43-51.

47. Silva RM, Ries V, Oo TF, Yarygina O, Jackson-Lewis V, Ryu EJ, Lu PD,
Marciniak SJ, Ron D, Przedborski S, et al: CHOP/GADD153 is a mediator of
apoptotic death in substantia nigra dopamine neurons in an in vivo
neurotoxin model of parkinsonism. J Neurochem 2005, 95:974-986.

48. Oh YJ, Wong SC, Moffat M, O’Malley KL: Overexpression of Bcl-2
attenuates MPP+, but not 6-ODHA, induced cell death in a
dopaminergic neuronal cell line. Neurobiol Dis 1995, 2:157-167.

49. Nair VD: Activation of p53 signaling initiates apoptotic death in a cellular
model of Parkinson’s disease. Apoptosis 2006, 11(6):955-66.

50. Biswas SC, Ryu E, Park C, Malagelada C, Greene LA: Puma and p53 play
required roles in death evoked in a cellular model of Parkinson disease.
Neurochem Res 2005, 30:839-845.

51. Jacks T, Remington L, Williams BO, Schmitt EM, Halachmi S, Bronson RT,
Weinberg RA: Tumor spectrum analysis in p53-mutant mice. Curr Biol
1994, 4:1-7.

52. Sajadi A, Schneider BL, Aebischer P: Wlds-Mediated Protection of
Dopaminergic Fibers in an Animal Model of Parkinson Disease. Current
Biology 2004, 14:326.

53. Hasbani DM, O’Malley KL: Wld(S) mice are protected against the
Parkinsonian mimetic MPTP. Exp Neurol 2006, 202:93-99.

doi:10.1186/1750-1326-6-2
Cite this article as: Bernstein et al.: 6-OHDA generated ROS induces
DNA damage and p53- and PUMA-dependent cell death. Molecular
Neurodegeneration 2011 6:2.

Bernstein et al. Molecular Neurodegeneration 2011, 6:2
http://www.molecularneurodegeneration.com/content/6/1/2

Page 13 of 13

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2492442?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2492442?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2492442?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10754220?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10754220?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12934079?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12934079?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12934079?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12486162?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12486162?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15649696?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15649696?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14585359?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14585359?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12913114?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12913114?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12913114?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12913114?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14500851?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14500851?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11463392?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11463392?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11463391?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11463391?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17979528?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17979528?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15086533?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15086533?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15086533?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15086533?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17339056?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17339056?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1793176?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1793176?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1793176?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19376196?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19376196?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19376196?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19376196?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12598533?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12598533?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14729979?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14729979?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15199129?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15199129?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8472314?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8472314?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7744749?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7744749?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12556884?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12556884?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15279775?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15279775?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9363941?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9363941?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15655264?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15655264?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15767499?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15767499?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18032672?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18032672?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18032672?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16478523?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16478523?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16478523?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16397578?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16397578?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18077169?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18077169?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17565364?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17565364?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15003273?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15003273?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10650002?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10650002?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16645094?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16645094?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16645094?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13678665?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13678665?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13678665?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16135078?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16135078?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16135078?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9173999?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9173999?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9173999?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16544096?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16544096?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16187218?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16187218?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7922305?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14972684?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14972684?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16806180?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16806180?dopt=Abstract

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Results
	6-OHDA upregulates Puma
	Loss of Puma protects primary dopaminergic and non-dopaminergic neurons against 6-OHDA
	Puma deficiency protects dopaminergic neurons in vivo against 6-OHDA
	Puma-deficiency prevents 6-OHDA-induced apoptosis
	Activation of UPR Markers is unaffected by Puma-deficiency
	Loss of ATF3 does not protect cells against 6-OHDA
	6-OHDA leads to DNA damage and activation of p53
	p53-deficiency protects cell bodies and neurites against 6-OHDA

	Discussion
	Puma is required for 6-OHDA-induced cell death
	6-OHDA-induced UPR does not mediate cell death
	6-OHDA induces cell death through the DNA damage repair pathway
	Cell body loss and neurite loss are separate processes in dissociated DA neuron

	Conclusions
	Methods
	Animals
	6-OHDA injections
	Tissue preparation
	Immunohistochemistry and stereology
	Dopamine measurements
	Cell culture
	Reverse Transcription PCR
	Western blotting
	Immunocytochemistry
	Statistical analysis

	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	References

