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Abstract 

Lysosome-targeting chimeras (LYTACs) are a promising therapeutic modality to drive the 
degradation of extracellular proteins. However, early versions of LYTAC contain synthetic 
glycopeptides that cannot be genetically encoded. Here we present our designs for a fully 
genetically encodable LYTAC (GELYTAC), making our tool compatible with integration into 
therapeutic cells for targeted delivery at diseased sites. To achieve this, we replaced the 
glycopeptide portion of LYTACs with the protein insulin like growth factor 2 (IGF2). After showing 
initial efficacy with wild type IGF2, we increased the potency of GELYTAC using directed evolution. 
Subsequently, we demonstrated that our engineered GELYTAC construct not only secretes from 
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HEK293T cells but also from human primary T-cells to drive the uptake of various targets into 
receiver cells. Immune cells engineered to secrete GELYTAC thus represent a promising avenue 
for spatially-selective targeted protein degradation.  

Significance Statement 

Better therapeutic windows can be achieved by targeting therapeutics to their desired sites 
of action. For protein therapeutics, this might be achieved by engineering cell therapies that home 
to a tissue of interest and secrete the biologic drug locally. Here, we demonstrate that human 
primary T cells can be engineered to produce genetically encoded lysosome targeting chimeras 
(GELYTACs). These GELYTACs mediate the degradation of extracellular proteins associated with 
cancer progression. Thus, cells engineered to produce GELYTACs represent a potential new class 
of cancer therapeutics. 
 
Introduction: 

Lysosome-targeted degradation is an emerging therapeutic modality that facilitates the 
degradation of membrane and soluble extracellular proteins. Compared to traditional therapeutic 
modalities, such as small molecule or antibody-based inhibitors, targeted protein degradation offers 
increased potential potency and broadens the druggable proteome (1). The first generation of this 
technology came in the form of lysosome-targeting chimeras (LYTACs), which are bifunctional 
molecules comprised of an antibody that binds to a cell surface or secreted protein of interest (POI) 
conjugated to a ligand that binds a lysosome trafficking receptor such as the insulin growth factor 
2 receptor (IGF2R, also known as CI-M6PR) (Figure 1A) (2,3,4). Since then, other technologies 
have been developed, such as AbTACs (5), ProTABs (6), and KineTACs (7), among others 
(8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18, 19, 20, 21, 22). These use similar bifunctional molecules to recruit 
POIs either to lysosome trafficking receptors or plasma membrane-associated ubiquitin ligases and 
have opened a new chapter in the field of targeted protein degradation.  

There is increasing interest in new technologies that target therapeutic molecules to the 
sites of their desired action (23). This has recently been accomplished by encoding the production 
of therapeutic proteins in the genomes of targeted cell therapies. For example, therapeutic T cells 
or natural killer (NK) cells have been engineered to secrete scFv9s (24), bispecific T cell engagers 
(25, 26), cytokines (27, 28, 29), or soluble IL-12 (30) within tumor microenvironments, thereby 
concentrating the activity of these proteins at the desired tissue site. We are interested in 
developing new LYTAC constructs that can be similarly delivered.  

The idea of spatially selective targeted degraders is complementary to cell-type selective 
LYTACs (7). However, the identification of cell-type selective lysosomal trafficking receptors 
remains a work in progress. Furthermore, disease states often involve multiple cell types (e.g., the 
tumor microenvironment which comprises a heterogeneous mixture of tumor cells, immune cells, 
and bystander cells). Therefore, an ideal and more effective approach should drive the degradation 
of the target protein by all cell types in the TME, not just a single one. 

Here we report the development of Genetically Encoded LYTACs, which we term 
GELYTACs. These are encoded by a single transgene that can introduced into therapeutically 
relevant cells. The GELYTAC is comprised of two small protein modules: a small protein binder 
(i.e. nanobody or scFv) to a target of interest and an evolved variant of IGF2 (insulin growth factor 
2) that binds to IGF2R.  We improved the IGF2 scaffold via directed evolution and demonstrated 
its ability to selectively target extracellular mCherry, TGF-³, and shed IL6R ectodomain. To 
illustrate the potential utility for cell-based therapeutics, we also show that engineered primary 
human T cells secreting GELYTACs can effectively induce uptake of aforementioned targets by 
tumor cells. Our study introduces a promising new format for the effective and versatile clearing of 
extracellular proteins by degraders secreted by engineered cells. This could potentially be later 
applied for the spatially selective degradation of targets in the tumor microenvironment. 
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Results 

Design of GELYTACs 

To design an all-protein, genetically-encodable bifunctional molecule for targeted 
degradation of extracellular proteins, we fused a small protein binder via a flexible linker to IGF2 
peptide (Figure 1B). IGF2 binds to domain 11 of IGF2R with a KD of 4.5 nM (31) and is subsequently 
shuttled to the lysosome (32, 33). This biologic can either be administered recombinantly or be 
delivered by therapeutic cells as a cell therapy (Figure 1C-D). 

As a proof of concept, we designed and generated GELYTAC targeting a model protein, 
mCherry. We selected the nanobody LAM4 which binds to mCherry with a KD of 180 pM (34) and 
fused it to IGF2 (Figure 2A). We were able to easily produce mCherry GELYTAC by recombinant 
expression in E. coli. To test mCherry GELYTAC9s ability to selectively target and mediate 
internalization of mCherry into cells, we treated K562 leukemia cells with a mixture of mCherry 
protein (100 nM) and mCherry GELYTAC (from 0-1000 nM) for 24 hrs (Figure 2B). Since mCherry 
is more resistant to lysosomal degradation (35), we expect GELYTAC to drive fluorescent mCherry 
accumulation into cells9 lysosomes. Flow cytometry showed a 12-fold increase in mCherry 
fluorescence in K562 cells at 275 nM of mCherry GELYTAC while controls with mCherry nanobody 
only or an alternate-targeting GELYTAC (EGFR GELYTAC) showed no mCherry uptake in K562 
cells across all concentrations. In agreement with the flow cytometry data, fluorescence microscopy 
showed that mCherry colocalized with stained lysosomes only in the presence of mCherry 
GELYTAC and not in the controls (Figure 2C, Figure S1B). A time course of mCherry uptake 
revealed maximum uptake after 24 hrs of mCherry GELYTAC treatment (Figure S1A). 

 To elucidate the mechanism of action, we repeated the flow cytometry experiments using 
IGF2R knockout K562 cells. In these samples, no uptake of mCherry was observed (Figure 2D) in 
the presence of mCherry GELYTAC. These data suggest that GELYTAC effectively targets soluble 
extracellular protein for lysosomal targeting of via recruitment of IGF2R.  

Directed evolution of GELYTACs 

We designed GELYTAC such that they can be secreted by therapeutic cells. However, 
unlike recombinant proteins, for which we can specify dosing concentrations, we cannot control 
secreted GELYTAC concentrations. Thus, we aimed to make GELYTACs more effective at lower 
concentrations by lowering their EC50 through directed evolution, which can be streamlined due to 
the GELTYAC being genetically encodable.   

 We hypothesized that by evolving the IGF2 peptide in GELYTACs, we would be able to 
select for mutants with tighter binding to IGF2R and consequently, more potent POI internalization 
and degradation. To test whether higher affinity IGF2 mutants translates to a more efficacious 
GELYTAC, we first created mCherry GELYTACs using a series of known point mutants of IGF2 
with varying affinities for IGF2R (Figure 3A) (31, 36). We observed a positive correlation between 
IGF2 variants9 KD9s and mCherry internalization by the corresponding mCherry GELYTAC (Figure 
3B). This provided the rationale to engineer an improved IGF2 binder for improving GELYTAC 
potency through yeast surface display directed evolution. 

 Using the mCherry GELYTAC as a scaffold, we introduced diversity in the IGF2 domain by 
error prone PCR. The library was displayed on the yeast cell surface via fusion to the C-terminus 
of the yeast mating protein Aga2p (37, 38, 39, 40). To select for clones capable of binding to IGF2R 
with high affinity, we incubated the yeast library with tagged recombinant IGF2R (Fc-fused or 
monomeric). Staining with anti-myc antibody was used to quantify GELYTAC expression level. 
Two-dimensional fluorescence-activated cell sorting (FACS) sorting was used to enrich library 
members with high IGF2R/anti-myc intensity ratio (Figure 3C). To increase selection stringency in 
the last round of generation 1 and generation 2, we modulated our staining protocols to include 
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either competitive washes or eliminate the avidity effects from Fc-fused IGF2R by shifting to 
monomeric IGF2R (Figure 3D). Ultimately, after 6 rounds of sorting over 2 generations of libraries, 
we isolated a clone with the IGF2 mutations E6R, F19L, and S39P (termed 8G29), exhibiting 
improved binding to IGF2R9s ectodomain at expression levels matched to that of wild-type IGF2 
(Figure 3E, Figure S2A-C). This mutant contained two published mutations (31, 36) known to lower 
IGF29s KD (E6R and F19L), as well as a novel mutation, S39P. We verified that S39P is a crucial 
mutation for G29s improved binding by comparing G29s triple mutant to the E6R and F19L double 
mutant (Figure S2E). 

 To verify that the benefits of directed evolution translate into a cellular context, we 
compared the efficacy of the wildtype GELYTAC (original GELYTACs) to our evolved G2 
GELYTAC in mCherry uptake by K562 cells and saw drastic reduction of the EC50 from 101 nM to 
16 nM (Figure 3F, Figure S3B). Finally, to see if both the original and G2 GELYTACs can be 
secreted by HEK293T cells, we ran an anti-FLAG western blot of the supernatant of HEK293T cells 
transfected with these constructs. Not only did both constructs secrete, but the evolved G2 
GELYTAC also exhibited decreased propensity to oligomerize (Figure 3G, Figure S4B-C). This 
increases the amount of biologically active material, which is likely to contribute to improvements 
in the in efficacy of downstream cell-based therapy applications where GELYTACs cannot be 
purified. 

Cell-based secretion of GELYTACs and knockdown of other targets 

Next, we explored an alternate mode of GELYTAC administration: secretion by a HEK293T 
sender cell to uptake soluble proteins into a receiver K562 cell (Figure 4A). To achieve this, we 
cocultured HEK293T cells transfected with mCherry GELYTAC (original or G2), control GELYTAC 
(alternate-targeting, IL6R GELYTAC), or mCherry nanobody only with GFP-expressing K562 cells 
for 24 hrs in media supplemented with 100 nM mCherry (Figure 4B).  We verified the presence of 
all constructs in the conditioned media at 24 hrs by Western blot and observed comparable 
secretion amongst the constructs (Figure S4A). We also observed another band of slightly lower 
mass in both GELYTAC secretion samples. To verify the identity of the second band, we analyzed 
both GELYTACs by top-down mass spectrometry; while both contained a portion of truncated 
GELYTAC (truncation of 28 and 27 amino acids for original and G2, respectively), the predominant 
species corresponded to the full length (Figure S5A-D). 

 Next, we analyzed the receiver cells using flow cytometry and observed a ~6-fold and ~9-
fold increase in mCherry median fluorescence intensity in K562 cells cocultured with HEK293Ts 
secreting original and G2 mCherry-GELYTACs, respectively (Figure 4C). We then performed the 
same experiment with the original and G2 mCherry GELYTACs on IGF2R KO K562 cells and saw 
no apparent uptake by the IGF2R KO cells, demonstrating that uptake of proteins in the coculture 
model is mediated by IGF2R, as we observed for treatment with the recombinant GELYTAC. 

While we had observed robust mCherry uptake into receiver cells as a proxy for protein 
degradation, to determine if both secreted mCherry GELYTACs could mediate effective clearance 
and degradation of mCherry, we analyzed mCherry fluorescence in the coculture supernatant for 
mCherry clearance and the combined supernatant plus cells for mCherry degradation using a plate 
reader. After incubation of GELYTAC secreting HEK293T cells with K562 receiver cells, we 
observed that ~25% of mCherry is cleared (Figure 4E) from the media and ~20% of mCherry is 
degraded (Figure 4F). 

Finally, we demonstrate that the GELYTAC design we optimized for targeting mCherry can 
be generalized towards the internalization of more therapeutically relevant targets by simply 
exchanging the nanobody. To this end, we developed GELYTACs targeting soluble proteins TGF-
³ and IL6R. TGF-³ and IL6R are immunosuppressive factors in the tumor microenvironment, so 
depleting these soluble factors could help improve the efficacy of cancer immunotherapy 
treatments, such as immune-checkpoint blockade and CAR-T therapy (23). Local degradation of 
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these targets is attractive because systemic targeting of immunosuppressive factors has been 
shown to be toxic (41). We designed the TGF-³ GELYTAC by fusing our engineered IGF2 with a 
TGF-³ scFv derived from the clinical candidate antibody Fresolimumab (42) (Figure 4G). We tested 
the TGF-³ GELYTAC in a coculture system with HEK293T secreting the TGF-³ GELYTAC and 
GFP-expressing K562 and supplemented the media with AlexaFluor647 (AF-647)-tagged TGF-³. 
Like the mCherry assays, we observed ~2.6-fold increase in AF-647 fluorescence in K5629s (Figure 
4H, Figure S4B). We also analyzed if TGF-³ GELYTAC could mediate the degradation of TGF-³. 
To do this, we added 1 nM of biotinylated TGF-³ to cocultured K562 cells with HEK293T cells 
secreting either mCherry GELYTAC and TGF-³ scFv or TGF-³ GELYTAC and analyzed via a 
streptavidin western blot of a mixture of the cell lysate and supernatant. We observed that the TGF-
³ GELYTAC mediated ~52% reduction in TGF-³ when compared to the combined mCherry 
GELYTAC and TGF-³ scFv control (Figure 4I, Figure S4C). For IL6R, we developed a GELYTAC 
containing engineered IGF2 fused to a clinical candidate IL-6R nanobody (ALX-0061) (43) (Figure 
4J). In the coculture assay, we supplemented the media with AF-647-tagged IL-6R and saw ~10-
fold increase in AF-647 signal in the K562 cells when cocultured with IL6R GELYTAC secreting 
HEK293T cells (Figure 4K, Figure S4D). In these experiments, the MFI increase mediated by 
secreted TGF-³ GELYTAC was lower compared to mCherry and IL6R GELYTACs. This could be 
due to binding of TGF-³ to the TGF-³1 receptor or other receptors resulting in increased 
background signal. Development of tighter binding nanobodies could thus improve efficacy of this 
class of GELYTAC that compete with cell-surface receptors for target binding. Overall, these results 
demonstrate the modularity and potential of GELYTAC to recognize a wide range of targets by 
simply exchanging the POI binder. 

To potentially enable spatial specificity for GELYTACs, we imagined that GELYTAC can 
be integrated into adoptively transferred T cell therapy, such as CAR-T therapy. In adoptive T cell 
therapy, engineered T cells home to tumors and proliferate in the tumor microenvironment based 
on recognition of specific tumor antigens. Furthermore, T cells can be engineered to secrete factors 
under the control of logic gates determined by recognition of tumor-specific factors. Thus, secretion 
from T cells could enable spatial specificity at the tumor site. To demonstrate the feasibility of this 
approach, we interrogated the potential for primary human T cells to secrete GELYTACs (Figure 
5A). To do this, we transduced donor human primary T cells with retrovirus encoding for mCherry 
G2 GELYTAC. We observed robust GELYTAC secretion (Figure S6A), and upon co-incubation of 
GELYTAC secreting T cells with K562 cells, observed 5.25-fold and 2.2-fold increases in mCherry 
MFI in K562 and T cells, respectively (Figure 5B-C). These results demonstrate the potential for 
secreted GELYTAC robustly on multiple cell types within an environment. Additionally, the ability 
of sender cells to act on themselves opens the possibility for feedback to regulate their GELYTAC 
secretion. 

Lastly, we tested TGF-³ and IL6R GELYTACs in the primary T cell coculture system. For 
TGF-³ GELYTACs, we observed a 1.6-fold increase in TGF-³ uptake into K562 cells (Figure 5D, 
Figure S6B). For IL6R GELYTACs, we observed 2.2-fold increase and 5.2-fold increase in IL6R 
uptake in K562s and T cells, respectively (Figure 5E3F, Figure S6C). 

Discussion: 

In this study, we developed a small, genetically encoded LYTAC that can be secreted by 
primary human T cells. While there are multiple approaches to make a genetically encoded LYTAC, 
a major benefit of using IGF2 is that it is a human protein, which should decrease its immunogenicity 
compared to nonhuman mammalian proteins or computationally (44,45) designed proteins (46). 
Indeed, during our study, another paper was published that utilized a protein-based targeting 
chimera composed of 2 computationally designed binders to internalize EGFR via cell secretion 
(21), which could be immunogenic. Other work was also published during the preparation of this 
manuscript that utilizes IGF2-binder fusions but does not contain cell therapy applications or 
directed evolution (22). 
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To improve the potency of GELYTACs as mediators of extracellular protein degradation, 
we evolved a mutant IGF2 that binds more strongly to IGF2R. Using directed evolution, we derived 
an IGF2 variant that, when integrated into a GELYTAC, was approximately 10-fold more potent in 
mediating mCherry internalization. An added benefit of the improved GELYTAC was its higher 
expression levels in the HEK293T/K562 coculture model and its lower propensity to aggregate. 
This suggests that the improved performance of the evolved GELYTAC not only stems from 
increased potency as a biologic but also from increased levels of active species.  

We engineered primary T cells to secrete GELYTACs as a model for a future CAR-T 
therapy. CAR-T cells are designed to home to and proliferate within tumors and have been shown 
to deliver protein cargos efficiently to tumors in vivo (25, 27). Thus, we believe that CAR-T cells will 
be capable of delivering GELYTACs to the tumor microenvironment. The GELYTACs we report 
here have low molecular weights (20-30 kDa), and therefore likely short serum residence times 
(47).  Therefore, we would expect GELYTACs that have diffused away from the targeted 
environment to be rapidly cleared from circulation. The concept of spatial selectivity by small 
biologics secreted by T cells has been demonstrated using bi-specific T cell engagers (24).  

Finally, the GELYTAC platform synergizes with several recent technologies for therapeutic 
development. For example, computational methods for de novo protein design as illustrated by 
Baker and coworkers9 recent work (21) can be deployed to optimize GELYTACs or to add additional 
functionality. Lastly, because they are genetically encoded, GELYTACs can be delivered via other 
forms of genetic medicine such as mRNA and viral gene therapy vectors.  

 
Materials and Methods 
 
Recombinant GELYTACs production: 

BL21 DE3 E. coli (Agilent) were transformed with a vector containing sequences encoding for 
GELYTACs or nanobody only controls with pelB signal sequence for localization to the periplasm 
for disulfide bond formation. A colony was picked into 10mL of LB (supplemented with 2% glucose 
and kanamycin) overnight at 37 °C. The next day, the starter culture was added to 1L of 2xYT 
(supplemented with antibiotics) and grown at 37 °C to an OD600 ~ 1.0-1.3. The culture was then 
induced at 1mM and grown overnight at 16 ÚC at 225 rpm. The next day, the culture was centrifuged 
at 7000g for 10 min and the supernatant discarded. The cell pellet was then resuspended 
thoroughly with 20mL 1x TES (0.2M Tris, pH=8, 0.5 mM EDTA, 0.5 M sucrose) and then the mixture 
was added to 20mL of ice cold ddH2O (supplemented with protease inhibitor). The mixture was 
then incubated overnight at 4 ÚC with shaking. The next day the mixture was centrifuged at 
16,000xg. The supernatant was then filtered using a 5uM filter and then purified using Ni NTA 
column (Cytiva/ GE Healthcare) on an FPLC (AKTA Pro). Following Ni-NTA purification, the mixture 
was then purified using size exclusion chromatography (Superdex 75 Increase 10/300 GL) to and 
only the monomer was isolated.  

 
Yeast display: 
The yeast culture and display protocols and library generation protocols are described in depth in 
this publication 35 and in the supplemental information.  
 
Cell Culture (excluding primary T cell culture): 

All cell lines used were less than passage 20. HEK 293T cells (ATCC) and 293GP retroviral 
packaging line (gift from Surgery Branch (National Cancer Institute, National Institutes of Health)) 
were cultured in a DMEM (Gibco) supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS), 1% Glutamax 
(Gibco), 100 units/mL penicillin, and 100 mg/mL streptomycin at 37 °C under 5% CO2. K5629s 
(ATCC) was cultured in in RPMI (Sigma Aldrich) supplemented with 10% FBS, 1% Glutamax 
(Gibco), 100 units/mL penicillin, and 100 mg/mL streptomycin at 37 °C under 5% CO2.  
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HEK293T coculture with K562: 

12 well plates were coated with HFN (1mL of HFN from Sigma added to 50mL PBS), by 
adding 700uL of PBS to the wells. A 70-90% confluent HEK293T T75 flask were lifted, by aspirating 
media and adding ~1-2mL trypsin. Cells were diluted to 3.5e5 cells/ mL, and 1mL was added to 
each well and slightly agitated before returning it in the incubator. On the next day, cells were 
transfected with plasmids encoding for GELYTACs or controls.  

 To make the transfection mix, 1000ng of plasmids encoding for GELYTACs or controls 
were added to 100uL of blank DMEM. The mixture was mixed by flicking the tube, and then 5uL of 
polyethylene imine (PEI). The tube was flicked gently to homogenize, and allowed to incubate for 
20 min. After incubation, the transfection mix was added directly to cells dropwise, cells were 
returned to incubator for 12-18 hrs. After 12-18 hrs, media + the transfection mix were aspirated 
and replated with 1 mL of RPMI mCherry with 3.0e5 GFP K562/mL. After 3 hrs 100nM of soluble 
antigen (ie mCherry, TGF- ³, or IL6R) was spiked into the coculture. 

 At the time of analysis, the GFP K5629s was analyzed by flow cytometry for median 
fluorescence of mCherry or AlexaFluor-647 tagged proteins. GFP was used to distinguish between 
K562 cells and HEK293T cells. 

Retrovirus production: 

Retroviral supernatant was packaged using 293GP cells and the RD114 envelope plasmid. 
In brief, 11¿g RD114 and 22¿g of the corresponding MSGV1 transfer plasmid that contain 
GELYTACs or controls were delivered to 293GP cells grown on 150mm HFN dishes (Corning) to 
80% confluency by transient transfection with Lipofectamine 2000 (Thermo Fisher). Media was 
replenished every 24 hrs. Virus production was performed side-by-side for comparable GELYTACs 
and control constructs. Retroviral supernatant was harvested 48-hr post transfection. Supernatant 
from replicate dishes were pooled, centrifuged to deplete cell debris, and stored at -80C until use.  

T cell activation: 

At Day 0, primary human T cells were thawed and activated with anti-CD3/CD28 Human 
T-Expander Dynabeads (Thermo Fisher) at a 3:1 bead to cell ratio. On Day 2 virus coated culture 
plates were prepared on non TC-treated 12-well plates that had been pre-coated with RetroNectin 
(Takara Bio) according to the manufacturer9s instructions, by incubating with 1mL of retroviral 
supernatant (2x107-5x107 TU/mL) and centrifugation at 3200 RPM, 32)°C for two hrs. The 
supernatant was subsequently aspirated from the wells and 0.5x106 T cells were added in 1mL of 
T cell media comprised of: AIM V (Thermo Fisher), 5% fetal bovine serum (FBS), 100 U/mL 
penicillin (Gibco), 100 mg/mL streptomycin (Gibco), 2 mM L-glutamine (Gibco), 10 mM HEPES 
(Gibco), and 100 U/mL rhIL2 (Peprotech). After addition of the T cells, the plates were gently spun 
down at 1200 RPM for 2 min then incubated for 24hrs at 37 °C 5% CO2. This transduction process 
was repeated at Day 3. Dynabeads were removed on Day 4 by magnetic separation. Cells were 
maintained between 0.4 - 2x106 cells/mL and expanded until Day 10. 

T cell coculture with K562 cells: 

 Coculture experiments were conducted with primary T cells 7-14 days post retroviral 
transduction. For mCherry and Il6R GELYTACs, 0.6e6 T cells were cocultured with 0.3e6 K5629s. 
For TGF-³ GELYTACs, 0.9e6 T cells were cocultured with 0.1e6 K562 cells. Coculture was set up 
with complete RPMI supplemented with 100 U/mL rhIL2. 

At the time of analysis, the GFP K5629s and T cells were analyzed by flow cytometry for 
median fluorescence of mCherry or AlexaFluor-647 tagged proteins. GFP and/ or differences in 
forward and sider scatter were used to distinguish between K562 cells and T cells. 
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Flow cytometry: 

300uL of K562 and or T cell culture was transferred to 96-well V-bottom plate and spun 
down (500g for 1min). Cells were then washed 1x PBS w/ 0.5% supplemented bovine serum 
albumen (BSA). Cells were then incubated with SYTOX Blue (1:1000 dilution) for 5 min. Flow 
cytometry was performed a BioRad ZE5 flow cytometer, and analysis was performed using the 
FlowJo software package. Gating was performed on single cells and live cells. This instrument is 
equipped with a 405-nm violet laser, a 488-nm blue laser, a 561-nm green laser and a 639-nm red 
laser.   

For recombinant and HEK293T/ K562 coculture experiments where mCherry was the 
target protein, K562 cells were washed with PBS then incubated with 5% trypsin for 1 min at 37 °C. 
After trypsin treatment, trypsin was quenched with PBS supplemented with 0.5% BSA and then 
subsequently subjected to the standard flow protocol described above.  This was done to cleave 
GELYTACs and receptors on the cell surface that may contribute to mCherry signal from non-
internalized mCherry.  

Western blot protocols: 

Conditioned media from transfected HEK293T cells or transduced T cells was collected 
(cells were removed by centrifugation) and LDS Sample Buffer (4X) (for reduced blot 4x loading 
buffer was supplemented with 10% 1M DTT) and boiled at 95 °C for 10 min. 30uL of each sample 
was separated by SDS3PAGE (10% Bis-Tris gel), then transferred to a nitrocellulose membrane. 
After transfer, the blot was blocked with Odyssey Blocking Buffer (PBS or TBS) (LI-COR) for 1 h at 
room temperature with gentle shaking. Membranes were stained with M2 anti-FLAG (Sigma 
Aldrich) for 1 hr at room temperature or at 4)°C with gentle shaking, then washed three times with 
PBS-T for five minutes each. The membrane was then incubated with 800CW goat anti-mouse IgG 
(1:10,000) in Odyssey Blocking Buffer (PBS or TBS) for 1 h at room temperature with gentle 
shaking. Membranes were washed three times with TBS-T, then imaged using an 
OdysseyCLxImager (LI-COR). Quantification of band intensities was performed using Image Studio 
Software (LI-COR).   

Confocal Imagining: 

K562 cells were plated on HFN coated glass cover slip bottom well plates with phenol red 
free complete RPMI. On the next day cells were treated with 275 nM of recombinant mCherry 
GELYTAC or controls and 100 nM of mCherry for 1 hr. The well plates were then imaged live using 
a Zeiss AxioObserver microscope. This microscope is equipped with 603 oil immersion objectives, 
outfitted with a Yokogawa spinning disk confocal head, Cascade II:512 camera, a Quad-band notch 
dichroic mirror (405/488/ 568/647), and 405 (diode), 491 (DPSS), 561 (DPSS) and 640 nm (diode) 
lasers (all 50 mW). DAPI (405 laser excitation, 445/40 emission), Alexa Fluor488 (491 laser 
excitation, 528/38 emission) and AlexaFluor647 (640 laser excitation, 700/75 emission) and 
differential interference contrast (DIC) images were acquired through a 60x oil-immersion lens. 
Acquisition times ranged from 100 to 2,000 ms. All images were collected and processed using 
SlideBook 6.0 software (Intelligent Imaging Innovations). 

Knock-out cell line generation:  

 Knock-out K562 cell lines were generated by electroporating the sgRNA (Synthego) Cas9 
(ID Technologies) complex using a Lonza 4D Nucleofector. The cell line was generated using 
Synthego9s protocols.  

Top-Down Protein Mass Spectrometry: 
After protein expression and purification, the protein samples were further buffer 

exchanged using a methanol/chloroform/water precipitation and resolubilization method (49). 
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Here, 300 ¿L of 10 mM TCEP prepared in cold LC/MS-grade water (4 °C) was added to 100 ¿L of 
protein solution. Then, 400 ¿L of cold methanol (220 °C) was added to the protein solution and 
vortexed for 30 s followed by 100 ¿L of cold chloroform (220 °C) and an additional 30 s of vortexing. 
The sample was centrifuged for 10 min at 18,000g at 4 °C after which a biphasic mixture was 
created with a protein pellet present at the interface. The top layer of the solution was discarded 
without disturbing the protein pellet. Then, 400 ¿L of cold methanol (220 °C) was added to the 
sample and gently vortexed. The sample was centrifuged for 10 min at 18,000 g at 4 °C after which 
the supernatant was discarded. The cold methanol and centrifugation washing step was repeated 
two additional times. Protein pellets were resolubilized with 4 µL of 80% formic acid (220 °C) and 
diluted to 1% formic acid with 80:20 water: acetonitrile. Top-down LC-MS was carried out using an 
Agilent 1260 Infinity II high performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) system coupled to an 
Agilent 6230 ToF LC/MS (Agilent Technologies). Samples were injected onto an Agilent PLRP-S 
column (2.1 × 50 mm, 5 µm particle size, 1,000 Å pore size) using a gradient of 10% to 90% mobile 
phase B (035 min, 10% B; 5315 min, 20%365% B; 15318 min, 65%390% B, 18322 min, 90% B; 
22325 min, 10% B; mobile phase A set to 0.2% formic acid in water; mobile phase B set to 0.2% 
formic acid in acetonitrile). Flow rate was set to 200 ¿L/min with a column temperature of 60 °C. 
Mass spectra were taken at a scan rate of 1 Hz over a 20033200 m/z scan range with the ToF set 
to extended dynamic range. The mass spectrometer was operated using a dual Agilent jet stream 
(AJS) high-sensitivity ion source with the following instrument parameters: gas temperature 
(275°C), drying gas (12 L/min), nebulizer (40 psi), sheath gas temperature (400 °C), sheath gas 
flow (12 L/min), VCap(3000 V), nozzle voltage (2000 V), fragmentor (250 V), skimmer (65 V), and 
Oct 1 RF Vpp (750 V). Mass spectra were output from the MassHunter (Agilent Technologies) 
software and analyzed using MASH Native (50) and UniDec (51). 
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Figures and Tables 
Main Figures: 

 
 

Figure 1. Design and applications of GELYTAC. A) Design of LYTAC (2), in which the binder to 
IGF2R/M6PR is a synthetic glycopeptide bearing mannose-6 phosphonate groups. LYTAC is not 
genetically encodable. B) Genetically Encoded LYTACs (GELYTACs) are bifunctional proteins 
consisting of a binder (ie nanobody or scFv) to the target of interest and IGF2, a 7.5 kDa protein 
that binds to IGF2R. C) GELYTACs can be utilized as a recombinant protein, where the target is 
internalized via GELYTAC binding to IGF2R and then degraded in the lysosome. D) Alternatively, 
GELYTACs can be secreted by cells (such as therapeutic T cells) to act on local targets.  
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Figure 2. Recombinant GELYTACs mediate internalization of mCherry by K562 cells. A) 
Design of mCherry GELYTAC. LaM4 is a nanobody that binds to mCherry with a KD of 180 pM16. 
B) mCherry internalization as a function of GELYTAC concentration. Median fluorescence intensity 
(MFI) of K562 cells was measured 24 hrs after treatment with mCherry GELYTAC (circles) and 
recombinant mCherry (100 nM). Negative controls are mCherry nanobody only (triangles) and a 
GELYTAC targeting EGFR (squares). Errors bars represent the standard deviation (SD) from 3 
biological replicates. *** = p < 0.001 (determined using parametric t-test). C) Confocal fluorescence 
images of live K562 cells after 1-hr treatment with 100 nM mCherry and 275 nM mCherry 
GELYTAC. Scale bars, 10)¿m. D) GELYTAC-mediated mCherry internalization by wild type and 
IGF2R KO K562 cells. The experiment was performed at 275 nM of GELYTACs and 100 nM 
mCherry for 4 hrs. Errors bars represent the SD from 3 biological replicates. *** = p < 0.001 
(determined using parametric t-test). 
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Figure 3. Directed evolution of GELYTAC. A) The effect of point mutations in IGF2 on GELYTAC-
mediated internalization of mCherry. mCherry uptake assay was performed as in Figure 2B. B) 
Log(EC50) calculated from the data in Figure 3A plotted against published KD values (32, 37). C) 
mCherry GELYTAC library is displayed as a fusion to Aga2p. Yeast cells were treated with 
AlexaFlour488-labeled IGF2R ectodomain (100 nM), washed 3 times, then stained with anti-myc 
antibody and sorted by FACS. D) Summary of selection conditions used across two generations 
and 6 rounds of sorting.  E) 2D flow cytometry analysis of yeast expressing original and evolved 
mCherry GELYTACs (G1 and G2). Cells were stained with IGF2R ectodomain and anti-myc 
antibody as in Figure 3C, then washed and analyzed by flow cytometry. F) GELYTAC-mediated 
internalization (original and G2) of mCherry by K562 cells, performed as in Figure 2B. G) Anti-
FLAG Western blot of original and G2 mCherry GELYTACs secreted from HEK293T cells. SDS-
PAGE was run under non-reducing conditions to reveal oligomerization of original GELYTAC and 
reduced oligomerization of G2 GELYTAC.  
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Figure 4. Delivery of GELYTAC via cell secretion. A) Schematic of cocultured sender and 
receiver cells. Adherent HEK293T cells secrete GELYTAC that acts on suspended K562 cells to 
internalize and degrade targets. B) Design of mCherry GELYTAC used in coculture experiments. 
C) Cocultured cells were treated with mCherry for 24 hrs. Then, K562 receiver cells were separated 
and analyzed by flow cytometry. HEK293T secreting either original or G2 GELYTAC were tested. 
Control GELYTAC targets IL6R instead of mCherry. Errors bars represent the SD from 3 biological 
replicates. **** = p < 0.0001 (determined using parametric t-test). D) Cocultures comprising either 
wild type or IGF2R KO K562 cells were treated with mCherry for 24 hrs and analyzed as in Figure 
4C. E) To quantify mCherry clearance in the coculture system, media was analyzed for mCherry 
fluorescence 72 hrs after mCherry addition using a plate reader. This experiment was repeated 5 
times. Errors bars represent the SD from 5 biological replicates. **** = p < 0.0001 (determined 
using parametric t-test). F) To quantify mCherry degradation, both cells and media were collected 
and analyzed for mCherry fluorescence after mCherry addition using a plate reader. This 
experiment was repeated 5 times. Errors bars represent the SD from 5 biological replicates. *** = 
p < 0.001 (determined using parametric t-test). G) Design of TGF-³ GELYTAC utilizing a TGF-³ 
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scFv derived from the clinical candidate Fresolimumab (43).  H) Cocultured cells were treated with 
AlexaFluor-647 tagged TGF-³ for 24 hrs. Then, K562 receiver cells were separated and analyzed 
by flow cytometry. HEK293T cells secreting G2 GELYTAC were tested. Control GELYTAC targets 
mCherry instead of TGF-³. Errors bars represent the SD from 3 biological replicates. ** = p < 0.01 
(determined using parametric t-test).  I) To quantify TGF-³ (supplemented biotinylated TGF-³) 
degradation, both cells and media were collected and analyzed for biotin signal via streptavidin-
800 blot. This experiment was repeated 6 times. Errors bars represent the SD from 6 biological 
replicates. ** = p < 0.01 (determined using parametric t-test). J) Design of IL6R GELYTAC utilizing 
an IL6R nanobody derived from clinical candidate ALX-0061 (44). K) Cocultured cells were treated 
with AlexaFluor-647 tagged IL6R for 24 hrs, then K562 receiver cells were separated and analyzed 
by flow cytometry. HEK293T cells secreting G2 GELYTAC were tested. Control GELYTAC targets 
mCherry instead of IL6R. Errors bars represent the SD from 3 biological replicates. *** = p < 0.001 
(determined using parametric t-test). 
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Figure 5. GELYTACs secreted from primary T cells mediate uptake of multiple targets. A) 
Schematic of T cell coculture system. Adherent human primary T cells secrete GELYTAC that acts 
on suspended K562 cells and T cells to internalize and degrade targets. B) Cocultured cells were 
treated with mCherry for 62 hrs. Then, K562 cells were analyzed by flow cytometry. T cells secreting 
G2 GELYTAC were tested. Control GELYTAC targets IL6R instead of mCherry. Errors bars 
represent the SD from 3 biological replicates. *** = p < 0.001 (determined using parametric t-test).  
C) Experiment performed as in (B) but measuring fold change in mCherry MFI in T cells from the 
coculture system. Errors bars represent the SD from 3 biological replicates. *** = p < 0.001 
(determined using parametric t-test). D) Cocultured cells were treated with AlexaFluor-647 tagged 
TGF-³ for 52 hrs. Then, K562 receiver cells were analyzed by flow cytometry. T cells secreting G2 
GELYTAC were tested. Control GELYTAC targets mCherry instead of TGF-³. Errors bars 
represent the SD from 3 biological replicates. ** = p < 0.01 (determined using parametric t-test). E) 
Cocultured cells were treated with AlexaFluor-647 tagged IL6R for 9 hrs. Then, K562 receiver cells 
were analyzed by flow cytometry. T cells secreting G2 GELYTAC were tested. Control GELYTAC 
targets mCherry instead of IL6R. Errors bars represent the SD from 3 biological replicates. * = p < 
0.1 (determined using parametric t-test). F) Experiment performed as detailed in (E) but measuring 
fold change in AlexaFluor-647 MFI in T cells from the coculture system. Errors bars represent the 
SD from 3 biological replicates. *** = p < 0.001 (determined using parametric t-test). 
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