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Structural Optimization of Decoy Oligonucleotide-Based PROTAC
That Degrades the Estrogen Receptor
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1.

xR OFIEIZ G- DIER & X 7 G DOFFBITE, %m%%fﬁé’]& Lot
PR, PUREIS, ToFERRS (BERBEELL, ~X7F FEREL) FOLERAIFEE
ZUT 4 *PEFEINTETZ, 2220 E@F‘ﬁ T ANTaT Ay ) v By bR
FIH L7ZAIBRFIE R E NS TEAICITDRL TS, ZOREH THSH PROTAC

(Proteolysis-Targeting Chimera) ' X, =¥ F > U —€ (B3 UH—E) UH > FLfZ
W% o 73278 (POl : Protein of interest) U 47> R&wY) 72 U > —%4 L CHEfhE L%

51T D, PROTAC 1%, EERNO X RGN CH L T -TaT
TV =LV AT A (UPS) AR L, BERZ X7 EE B3 U T —EBxiiEsE 501
AT 4= —L L TIEHT5ZLT, POl EZRY 2XF bl 7Yu7r 7 V—AlZ
Ko THRHIMIC O RZHET 52 EXAEETH D (Figurel), PROTAC iL, BAKE %
E U &3 2B O EF S TITIREDS N2 IR IR T 5 SRR AIEE X U 7 1 &
LCHIFFSNTERY, BIfEE TIT, B L7 FICHT D80+ B REFIH L
PROTAC % H.DMZBAR DN ED LN TWAH,E3 Y H—E U 4 RiX IAP Y 4> KLCLI161,
VHL VU 7> K VH032, CRBN U %> K Pomalidomide (POM) ZERNHH S TWD, =
NETICHEINLTWVD p Ubiquitination

3,000 L4 E0 PROTAC O 1T, ? D |
DAIRBIRIFI L LT — m
VEIEHE L IEE LTS 4 P
DR B L MESNTND :

2 FOHEHBO—oL LT, ¥

BN H T B B A% ,”,,\

A TH Y. PROTAC D4y T- P01

RETDLINAE S ThHDH Z &
NETF LN, FF—PLIsk Act catalytically

T BN AR, BT F e B 7— o
T S Ry B, B et ot o £» Degradation
ISR ORER & X7 K
L CPROTAC 3B S 41T
o LILRBH—FT, H/e ) Y RBFLELRWIEEER T (TFs) 72 ED—H o
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AWFIE T, LMD H 5 TFs ££1) PROTAC B # B L LC, U H > RicT
oA #Re* (DNA) ZIEHT25 2L 2ER L7 (Figure 2), HIfEE TITHI 1,600 FEEE D
B N TFs NESNTEY ., 2095 BB LZ 96%0D DNA FEAFEIKOBELFIAH L & 72
S TW5 3, ZZ T, TFs ® DNA GBI G AR T 2 A A e ) T Fe L
T?ﬁﬁf‘%ﬂ X, BEFno TFs IZHEE T % DNA fldl| a2 ~~—RZ & L7z PROTAC #XFH05A]

(2725 & 2 T2, AW TIiL, Proof of Concept (POC) #RFE& LT, TFs D—2>Th
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2. ERFE
1) 7 oA % PROTAC DF%al : ERa & = 2 b a7 V&R (DNA) ok 5 X 4
R 4 255 0, 21 ORISR E 7L % AMER LT=T 2 A ¥ (ER(dec)) %%t
L7z, F72 E3 U H¥ RiZi%, PROTAC (ZILFH &5 LCL161 (IAP), VHO032 (VHL),
POM (CRBN) ZJER L7z, LCL161 OUKfEEH:, VHO32 & Frf 7m0 N Kk~
TITALRNDT I, POM O7 2 NVA I ROT X ) EOENEED)efEIC, 7
Y RE L7 PEG3 U > —%#E A L7-% ¥ (LCL-PEG3-N;, VH-PEG3-N;, POM-PEG3-
N:) Z%itL7=., HHE 325 PROTAC (LCL-ER(dec). VH-ER(dec). POM-ER(dec))
IZ. ER(dec)t E3 VANV FE7 U v 7 IGTEAETHZ ETHEMKT H/L— hERE L
7= (Figure3), = Hl, X7 L7 —EMtEi X OBUKMED A EIT & 2 Mo i o m
&4 LT LCL-ER(dec)D V BB DEEAHE AR EICEIR T SR AR nF 4o —
(PS) {t. L 7z LCL-ER(dec)-allS, 7 = A RO Sk S Z EL & ZHUTPED Z R0 g
~OFEG IR EEIFF L TAT B U EELE A L7z LCL-ER(dec)-H46, 2 > DEfAfi 21
H 4 ioH 7 LCL-ER(dec)-H46-allS %355t L. 7 U v 7 KIS & - Tl L7z PROTAC
Zekat Lz,
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2) ERa #& A TEMEREAM : K ERa % >/ 7 E L4t (FAM) 124k L 7= FAM-ER(dec)
% TEbuffer (25mMNaCl) FTIERA L7= & Z AI24 PROTAC Ziie S, #GRGIE
IZE D BHERFERE (Cs) 2R3 252 & CREATRMEZFHE L7,

3) ERa S0 fRIEPEREAM LY AMIRRAR MCF-7 fllgZ Wiz = A X 7 ay NI LD 4y
fiRTE M 2 B L 7=, 6 well plate |2 2.0-3.0x10° cells/well D% CHIINZ 7L L. 24 FERH
K% . b8 % Lipofectamine RNAIMAX & 7213 Lipofectamine 2000 ([Z X VD N7 A7
7 a stk 24MA ¥ axX—F L, FUNNTEORBIEAER L, £72. ERa
IFRA T =R NEIRTT D120 RO IFEEOFMTY = A X T ay MafToTz, (a)
ERo IZfEA LRV A Y T U TS| % & T 3 FiEH O LCL-Serbll-3 % A% L ERo /3 figl%
PEZEHE L7, (b) IAP IZ#5E 7 L7V LCL161 #iE{A (NMeLCL) 7>5 72 % NMeLCL-
ER(dec)% 755k L ERa 0 fRIETEZ M L 7=, () 7'u 77 Y — ABHEHR MG132 £ 7213,
El FHEA]I MLN7243 % Z 2 3EE0 L. LCL-ER(dec)® ERa 73 TG & 5FAM L 7=,

4) T 2 A B4 PROTAC O B RAEEAEAT < AZIREE (T,n) JIEIZ X Y PROTAC D@k
&2 T2 R L 7=, 1 uM @ PROTAC % 25mM @ NaCl % % ¢¢ TE buffer (Z¥A7> L,
TEEZAEHE JASCOV-730) % T 35-85°CICHB T DWNEERET D Z & T Tufl
R U,

5) SrfiEEERImHEREM - 1 pM @ PROTAC, 35 &Y 0.125 units/uL @ Exonuclease 17> 5 72
61@?&%\ 370(:,6 30 éj\FEﬁ/r \\/#‘J/\\\__ }\ L/f:o %O)?"ﬁ\ %,l\iﬂf U 7 U LT }‘\\b):/l/
TEXIKE) (dPAGE) %1T-7-,

6) AMALPNE AN REEA : MCF-7 iz 7.5x10* cells/well D% T 24 well plate (R
L. 24 FFEGE%, (LEWERIL 6 FEfA ¥ aX— a3 > LI2fglc, iz RRE
L. PBS CHifaRiEZ¥eE L. MY 7o 2V TiaZ FEE L 72, 4557 iifuisk
a7 a—A b A—2—ZEAL, MIaNOEEEE 2 017E Lz,

7) ERa ¥ 7 F ARE~ O R © ERa $25 FHEVEMEIL, MCF-7 flifaZ e L AR —
H—— 2T A2 Y, Dual-Luciferase® Reporter Assay System (Promega) % FU>
TR U 7=, fifiE & 24 well plate |2 2.0x10% cells/well (D CHREFE L | 24 KR LT-,
% D1%. Lipofectamine LTX Z W\ C, =X fu 7 V&l S| (ERE) O3 X T Ahat
— % 5 Te firefly luciferase reporter plasmid 35 JX OV} & 72 5 Renilla luciferase plasmid-SV40
BRTUAT 27 va L, 24 REfEEEE LTz, 17B-estradiol (E2) DOIFFE F T, {LEW
HRNT AT 2y a L, 24 KA UF aN— ME, FOLEEER L7z, MIdHEmEm
HVEPEIL, ERa BEIEFL2Y AMIAERE © MCF-7 ffiid 2 96 well plate (Z 3.0-5.0x10° cells/well
DOBETHERE L, 24 FFfEE L, 10 M OILEME FT A7 27 v a vtk T2 B
A v % 2"— &, WST-8 v b & VTR A RIE L7z,




3. FFERER
1) 7 = A K PROTAC DA AL D

ERa U 77> KN ER(ec)iL, RAKR BT I XA MEIZXAEMEELHW-BEIE R T
AR LTz, £7-. E3 U # > K LCL-PEG3-N; 1Z, LCL161 &K% BEF DL — Mt~
TERIETARLEZE . E R RICPEG3 U v —% 8 AT 5 Z L TAR LT,
VH-PEG3-N3; |22\ T H EFLDOGAL— b & HWTERK L2, POM-PEG3-N; (X il d
A W, WU > K&k (CulP(OEt);) BI O =F L7 I UAFETR, 7
U w7 BKOGZ £ 0 s L, LCL-ER(dec), VH-ER(dec), POM-ER(dec)? 3 FEFHD % 2
T FEAR LT, BN Z &4 L7~ PROTAC T& 5. LCL-ER(dec)-allS. LCL-
ER(dec)-H46, LCL-ER(dec)-H46-allS & [AERIZ 7 U v 7 ROSTHEK LTz, F o7
PROTAC (F##H HPLC TH;5%! L. MALDI TOF MS % 7-1% dPAGE T B ¥ D[R E 21T >
776

2) ERa fifi 515 1AM >
&l L7z PROTAC @ ERa i ATEMEZBEIIE  Table 1. ERa &S HHE (ICs0)
%ﬁ%? /'{Z/I’ \z X D ngfﬁﬁ L7- (Table 1) ° %O) Entry Compound ICSO (M)
fER. 7 2 A K4 ER(dec)ld ICs0=39.4nM T ERa 1 ER(dec) 39.4+12.0
IZ#54 L (Entry 1), ER(dec)lC#& E3 U W K& 2 LCL-ER(dec) 31.2+5.37
O\ L 72 PROTAC  [f1% 0 ERa A% 7 L 3~ VHER(dec)  43.7x7.26
. . 4 POM-ER(dec) 52.6+16.9

7= (Entries 2-4), ZDOZ &tnb, T aA D 5

6

7

LCL-Scrbl1 > 3000
PROTAC k. (E3 UV H—F VY H v K& ot X LCL-Scrbl2 > 3000
ERa fEETEMEICKT LI 2R L 52 /202 b LCL-Scrbl3 > 3000
DIRE X T,

3) ERo /0 fRIEPEEEA & ERo 0 A J1 = X L fRHT

3 fE¥H D PROTAC @ ERo S f#IEMEA U = A% 71y ML Y FEl L 72#55%. LCL-
ER(dec)? e & =1\ ERa 20 iM% 7~ L7= (Figureda), = Z T, LCL-ER(dec)|Z D\ T
TFs Z&teW < DD F 2378 (AR, AhR, p65. BRD4, p300. GAPDH, CRABP2,
B-actin) ~DEELZFAM LI-FER., CHHDZ RTINS TR oT-Z &
5. LCL-ER(dec)i ERa Z &R 0T 25 Z E BB B L 72> 7= (Figuredb), b
ERo 3 fRIGETED E D> 7= LCL ARIZ oW T, Vo h—RK2Batd 5729, #7712 PEG2
BLOPEGE UV o W —KEHK LT, ZREND ERa fEATEMEZ3HM L7fER, W
AUH ICso 25 30-50nM 1 & T ERa IZHEH L. U o B —ROEIZ L HBAE LRSS TEMED
XA BN o T, —J7 T, ERo G 2 REN L 7= 45 %, PEG3 U > 7 —{K® LCL-
ER(dec) 3 i b iV ERo 23 TG M 27 L=,




a) E3 ligase ligands b) Other proteins

LCL-  VH- POM- LCL- LCL-
ER(dec) ER(dec) ER(dec) ER(dec) ER(dec)
0 1 3 10 1 3 10 1 3 10 (M) 0 1 3 10 (M) 0 1 3 10 (@™

75
- (DSBS BB o o (..
50
ER/actin 100 68 59 28 74 76 42 71 78 66 ARR E 7
) ® 100GAPDH
= 75
37 Mr(K) pES | - - - - CRABP2 ——.—|—15
50

BRD4 | - — - ]-m p-actin |--——I =
150 37 Mr(K)

Figure 4. a) & PROTAC ® ERa D&M, b) DX /X7 BEADFEIZ DWW TEHE L
E%;{)Z’}? > 78w b (Naganuma, M. et al. ACS Med. Chem. Lett. 13, 134-139 (2022).
T, ERa A I = X W Z T 572, 2.EBRGED 3) (a) - (¢) TRLTES
Tz AZ T ry NafTole, TORER, (@) £V IAP ~fEH L7V NMeLCL %
U 4 RIZHW= NMeLCL-ER(dec) CTlX ERo M fES7eno7=Z &5, LCL-
ER(dec)i% E3 U W —BIKFMIIZ ERa Z50fiF LT\ D Z &R S 47z (Figure 5a),
(b) OFER LY | LCL-Serbl1-3 {3 941t ERo (Z#5 A7 (Table 1, Entries 5-7) . ERa
IRIEME 2R & 72 o722 L v . LCL-ER(dec)l% ERa 5 S BCAIEE BANC M L
TWD Z EDRm sz (Figure 5b), (c) v 77 Y —ARLEA MG132 721X, El
FHEEA] MLN7243 % ZHF4 LCL-ER(dec) L LFRIML 7 = 2 % 7' v v h 1T - 1=k
B BHEFI LRI CIZ ERa D X X7 B LU Lo Tz, 20D 2 & 936 LCL-
ER(dec)(3. HIfF# U \UPS #J1 L C ERa Z /0 L T 5 Z & 3R 47z (Figure S¢) .

a) E3 ligase dependency a) b)
LCL-  NMeLCL- er /XYX\/\/@
ER(dec) ER(dec) IO SO ¢ gl m‘% o
0 3 10 3 10 (M) ’ (ur)
75 ATP E1 E2
ERa |== e» - o= - % X E3 o
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] 50 AMP +PPi E1 E2 -
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s vt e sie"
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b) Binding sequence specificity c) UPS dependency
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0 3 10 3 10 3 10 (uM) LCL-ER(dec) 0 3 10 0 3 10 0 3 10 (uM)

ERQ|-|-----—|-75 ERLll-—--l—_—---l—75

50 ) 50
ER/actin 100 93 79 97 72 102 71 ER/actin 100 55 19 100 106 108 100 106 119

B-actin I_l-—-—___l_so p-actin |----—----l-:

37 Mr(K)
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MG132 : 10 uM, MLN7243 : 10 pM
Figure 5. a) E3 k#F Y% ERa 2%, b) ERa f&ESECIIKFR A ERa 2%, c) UPS MR1FHY

2 ERa DREICOWTIML 727 = X% >~ 7 0w b (Naganuma, M. et al. ACS Med. Chem.
Lett. 13, 134-139 (2022). —&fek)



4) LCL-ER(dec) D5y - O EVEN B2 B U727 =2 A B4 OEA & E kAR EREAT D

LCL-ER(dec) % & T2 Z L E TITHE SN TV DT a1 M PROTAC 1., TFs D45
ZAAEIC L, TFs fgah sl & L CoFHERHIFFCE 52— T, OERNTOREMNE
DZLE, BLOOEWHIREBSEEIED 2 SISV CGRER D D, £ 2T, OOFREIC
* L CT aA OBz R Lz,

A% L7= LCL-ER(dec), LCL-ER(dec)-allS, LCL-ER(dec)-H46 1 J. " LCL-ER(dec)-
H46-allS D FEtfRIEFE (T ) % HI7E L 7=, LCL-ER(dec). LCL-ER(dec)-allS . LCL-ER(dec)-
H46, LCL-ER(dec)-H46-allS @ T, fEIXZiLZ4 64.7, 53.0, 71.5, 59.9CTH-7, ~
7 B LCL-ER(dec)-H46 1L, FRZmREEDLEMEZ RO H X I IZHFFSNL TV D
72®. LCL-ER(dec)|Z b R CHEIE W Th iz RLT-EEZBND, — T, PS 1k
LCL-ER(dec)-allS 5 J. 8 LCL-ER(dec)-H46-allS @ T, fiii% LCL-ER(dec) L ¥ HK0 >
77, 3725, LCL-ER(dec))* 5> LCL-ER(dec)-allS ~ & “AREHDZEMERMRr 4 ITIKTF L
TWAHZEERLTEY, B/ FA— FMUIIEBIT S ZE TOMA &L —ET DR
(XY (W

5) f&4fi PROTAC DEEZE MR V

% PROTAC O AP OW KinZ iR E L, Rignb oM+ 28FTH D
Exonuclease 112 519~ % 43 TN TE 2 dPAGE | & - THOMT L7=, Z OfE 8, RKEAiD LCL-
ER(dec)!E Exonuclease IIIIZ & » CTEIZHiE I NN, ~7 B LCL-ER(dec)-H46
< LCL-ER(dec) & bl U CTorfiEns il <417z, —75 T, PS 1t LCL-ER(dec)-allS 35 L O}
LCL-ER(dec)-H46-allS /T & %) (2 Exonuclease I~ % J45 L 7= (Figure 6) ,

LCL- LCL- LCL- LCL-
Sample ER(dec) ER(dec)-allS ER(dec)-H46 ER(dec)-H46-allS

ExonucleaseIl - + - + - + - +
a Yy a Y a @, - -
; H W H
1 Ty AP SRR
e L R e S EC LR e e -
ety ° Oy pame Sy - ° . ° 30 mer — - o
= kb‘ =~ hairpin s b - - -
o . L&\j TFT structure T~
______ Vo 2\ S, 2 G oo K o4 20mer— gL W

o n o -
LCL-ER(dec)-allS LCL-ER(dec)-H46 LCL-ER(dec)-H46-allS
12 mer —

Figure 6. {££f PROTAC D#&i& & Exonuclease Il 12349 % B3 14 5
(Naganuma, M. et al. Bioconjug. Chem 34, 1780-1788 (2023). —&R2X)

6) AXME DM AE N D A ZEEAl D

% PROTAC DA Y A &2 w ik (FAM) b L7c7 aA e v rm
—H A F A NY—TaMli L7z, ZDfEHE., ~7 &7 FAM-ER(dec)-H46 | X FAM-ER(dec)
LRI DY IAHZ R LDk L, PS {t FAM-ER(dec)-allS (%, HUV AAENK 19
RN L 7=,

7) {££fi PROTAC @ ERo Sy fif PERF A
ERa (ZXIF D 0 fRiEEZ U = A2 7 1y T K o TRl L 725 %. PS {k LCL-




ER(dec)-allS 35 X () LCL-ER(dec)-H46-allS |Z LCL-ER(dec) & Lbifs: L C ERo /0 & E 3
100 f%1E £\ L7= (Figure7a), L2>L7223 5, ER(dec)-allS OFEF| % A7 Z 27 Ak
L 72 PROTAC {28\ TS ERa DI DR SN2 Z LD FEFERI 723 A U T
WA ZEWNRBENTZ, — T, ~T B LCL-ER(dec)-H46 % LCL-ER(dec) & [A]%
® ERa &M EZ R L, AT T T IR T RG22 /R 720~ > 7 (Figure 7a), %
Z C. LCL-ER(dec)-H46 (= D\ T ERa 7 fiE Mt DRt 2 -l 2 721z, IRpfifkaE
FEBR AT 512, FOFER, RMIEMDO LCL-ER(dec)iX T > 27 =7 3 3 1% 36 [T
ERa 53 fRiEME % % > 7273, LCL-ER(dec)-H46 1% 48 F# & #kki L C ERa /O fRIEMES
s~ L7 (Figure7b), Zh 6 OfEH1%, LCL-ER(dec)-H46 % LCL-ER(dec) & tL# L T4y
fREERIZ L CE D ZETH Y, Fpin72 BRa o ifiEEZ R 2 L 2R LT 5,

a) b) 24h 36h 48h
LCL- LCL- LCL- LCL- LCL- LCL- LCL- LCL- LCL- LCL-

ER(dec) ER(dec)-alls ER(dec)-H46  ER(dec)-H46-allS ER(dec) ER(dec)-H46  ER(dec) ER(dec)-H46  ER(dec) ER(dec)-H46
0 01 1 10 01 1 10 01 1 10 01 1 10 M © 033 033 0 033 033 0 033 03 3w
%
ER“I-—_'—' —-—-—..—.——| ERal-—.——-—----———-—--.I
55
ERapactin 100 71 51 35 16 18 49 63 48 32 28 45 48 ERa/Bactin 100 62 59 74 52 100 122 92 64 35 100 88 80 72 37
) I s
f-actin | e — [ cin | [
20me () Bactin 20 Mr ()

Figure 7. a) & PROTAC O 24 fEALIRICH 1T % ERa & /EME. b) 24-48 BfEALIBICEH T 5
LCL-ER(dec)-H46 @ ERa 7 f#;& 1% (Naganuma, M. et al. Bioconjug. Chem 34, 1780-1788
(2023).)

8) PROTAC @ ERq /M fiRiE I Hids L O X k&1 4o 3 F JUAGEEA~ D 5B 5 A D
TR RO U ST IGENDEBE R LR—F—U— 7 v A B L O s TE
W7 ALVl LT, VR—X =T =0T vl DR, ~7 B LCL-
ER(dec)-H46 |% LCL-ER(dec) & [ti# L C, ERo {KIFMHEOEREIEMEL 2 A RBIZILE LT
(Figure 8a), F7-. AMItEFHHNHIFEAMN OFEH . LCL-ER(dec)-H46 (2 & > T ERa 4%
S AUHBREER T & 5 MCF-7 AR O 582 I S 4172 (Figure 8b),
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Figure 8.a) L R—&—Y—> 7 v+ 4| &% ERa (B HEEMHE. b) MCF-7 fHi3HE5E
IHIZEE (Naganuma, M. et al. Bioconjug. Chem 34, 1780-1788 (2023).)



4. Ftim

AHFFETIRIZ UDIZ, TFs OET/VE L TRIRLT ERo IZFEBT 57 2 A R &1
W% ) H o RE LTHEM L7z PROTAC & L C, LCL-ER(dec). VH-ER(dec)}
L' POM-ER(dec) DXl « B EAT 27, 7 A BRRIIEN 2 7 EThH e Mk
HR 1D DNA FE AR OBLS | & FLIZFEE FTRE T D 72, K512 PROTAC D4y 77
A VINHRETH -T2, B LTZF A 501D ERa (2T DFEATEMER L OV G %
RFAM L7 fE R, T a4 B % PROTAC {L L C% ERa IZfEAAIRETH Y . ERa s fiRiEME
EHETAHZENELMNE R, 3FED E3 ) RD ) b bigtEDE» - 72 LCL-
ER(dec)iZ DWW T U A —RA#HET L7 R. PEG3 & [V /2 LCL-ER(dec) i & i\
ERa 73 fRiEM 2R L7z, & Z C. LCL-ER(dec) D3 fEA 1 = X L HfFHT LIz L Z A, il
A, B3 U H—E, UPSHRAFMIIZ ERa 250 L C5H 2 L AVRIBR S, ARIFFET
BA%& L7 LCL-ER(dec)?® TFs T& % ERa O/ fRAZ F[REIC LT Z & D, 7 a4 BRIT
PROTAC DIEJY o RE LTHRIHMEETH D Z ERHLMNEIroT, Fiz, K571
PROTAC FIFEIZE3 U Y REBL QN »h—RIZ X » TEM X 2R 7 BITxbd 5 o fiRis
MREETLHZ E AL o T,

iV T, BA%E L72 LCL-ER(dec) & & T, A4V IEERE AR Y 4 RIZH W= PROTAC
DFEED—2>ThH HLEMDIRS OUGEEL BIE LT 0 Tk eHI DWW TRET L7z, BT
(i, ~7 B S ER<C, PS {k&4T -7 PROTAC & L C LCL-ER(dec)-H46, LCL-
ER(dec)-allS. LCL-ER(dec)-H46-allS % #7=(ZA /K L7=, Wi KARECH] & bl L
Exonuclease IIZ %59 5 73 fEMHESS ERo fE S 1EPEN M B Uiz, fEATEME M B L 72 B
& LT~ 7 B LCL-ER(dec)-H46 |2 DWW TIE Tl M L L TWAZ &b h TR
BEHOREMENM ELIZZENR—RTHDEHEX NS, —J57TPS 1k L7= LCL-ER(dec)-
allS, LCL-ER(dec)-H46-allS (Z DWW TiX, 0 FRROBKMERR L LI Z &6, FEkF
BIBRAEG D E RN E 2 6D, S 6IC, ZOBUKEOR EiX, MENBITE
BELOERa SfEMER I b HFE LI EZX bR D &7, PSAUIT—HFEMENRE ST
WHIZHEDL LT MIET LT IR0~ URER S NI BICREART A Z LT D
RINIZHIE S35 E W RS Bl SN TV aEBERMLICORH ST b, 72,
HIEND X X E EFERT D 2 Sk » TREN~OEESEN [ L+ 5 2 & bIE
& L TAHFIEN T\ D, 7 2 A I T 5 PSALIZ DV TIE, 1994 4F Brown H
2L - T, BAFERGFR e Z VX BREAIC O W TSN TS 5, —F T, FRO
fRY ., PS AT aABERED & 7 BRSO ONTORETIZL A LR, &
S TARMIETH DN E 72 o572 PS LT 2 A BEBRIC X DESIIERAFE 72 & o /X7 B D53 1R
W=D EEZBRD,

TR~ D& 2 HEFF T & 72 LCL-ER(dec)-H46 (ZOWTIL, KigMbH DX 7 L7 —
VICL D0 E<SZ L2k, REMO ERa HDBEOMR 2 ER T2 525
N5, EHIZ, ERo ¥ 7 T IARESOFBEZFHN L7252, LCL-ER(dec) L ¥ ¢ LCL-
ER(dec)-H46 73 A EIZ ERa KAFHEDESGIEMALZIHI L7e 2 L R S iv7e, JefThf



7212 TC, LCL-ER(dec)lE7 = A &l T 5 ER(dec) & FLlk L T, B RHENEMEN W E L
THY Y, LCL-ER(dec)-H46 |3 X O ICH BRI G HEEME 2R L7z, ZHix LCL-
ER(dec)-H46 73 ERa D43 % #iE L7- Z & T ERo EOHANC L 0 355G 2 i &
Nii=oictEZ26hs,

7 a4 B PROTAC ONHMZ MR T 272012, AFROIEHE LT TFs O—
T % Signal transducer and activator of transcription 3 : STAT3 Z 4%/ & L 7= PROTAC %
JL[EIRFTECRA%E L= P, STAT3 1%, MAOAST, MR, mMAEH4A, BEREDONRA
DFEITICBIT D EEEZHT DX LRI ETHY FIBAKIDOIEN X VXL LTEH
SNTETz, Lo, ZUNVERENES PSR LD 2 LD, AR7ES T
PR OB SRR ST, AR TR L7727 24 &EE%! PROTAC % )i
%2 & T, STAT3 & 53fRd % Z LTI LTz,

ZIBIET, EERO I N—T T a A BREAER Y T RIZFIH L7z PROTAC % #
HLTEY, /) TFs & LT NFkB, E2F, LEF1, ERG, cMyc, a-brachyury, Nrf2 & iz
FEAERDO—>TH D MafG OD~T 1 &Kk E | RBFJED ERa, STAT3 %7 10 fifH
D TFs SN ER SN TWDS 2 ZoZ Enb b, RIS TIHEIE LT a1 (i 4
# U 77> RIZH 2 PROTAC (%, TFs OPLH 723 A & L CRIHTE | AASEITKH
DEHIBHIEL LTI CE 5, L Lad b, BLEERE CIET =2 1 BZBR% PROTAC 13,
HIRE P A Zh R D) AR R E O[] BB L CGRREEDS R STV 5, BIfE Eifish
TWVWAHERBESRNX, KT v 7TV R —v 27 A (DDS) & LT, BETF / kit (LNP),
N-TE2FNHZ 27 b I (GalNAc) PRFEICHHINTWS, 52, AU A 4=
Y7Ly 7 A (PIC) D& M ROMIEEEEE ST F K P fikEDa v s —
R 1902 X BRI SREZE OIS ANATON TE Y | lBRRBR LIThh T\ 5, 5%,
EEEA PROTAC 122\ C b, Y72 DDS &flAA b5 2 & THEAIPBIR N ET &5 2
Lbivd,

5. ¥

1) 3FEOEI YA —F U A FE ERoCHEET DT a1 K ERdec) % 7 V) v 7 X
Ji TS U727 2 A B4 PROTAC % BH% L7z,

2) ARk L72 PROTAC @ 9 5 LCL-ER(dec) 3 i & i\ ERa 0 fiiE M2 R L, A =X
LEHT OFE R, FEAESIB X OVE3 U H—BRFERIC, UPS 2/ L C ERa &40 L
TWD I ERRE ST,

3) LCL-ER(dec)DiEtEf] 2 A6 L, ER(dec)lZ%f L~T Ak L O PS {KESAT L 7=
PROTAC & L T LCL-ER(dec)-H46, LCL-ER(dec)-allS, LCL-ER(dec)-H46allS %
L,

4) LCL-ER(dec)-H46 (X ERa (Zx}3 2 BeRMEZ #ERE L7223 5 LCL-ER(dec) & ¥ & FiF
il ERo 0 fRIETEZ BT 2 Z E RO MM E o7,
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EHX YT 4 KR IR RN O J51E - FE AR T HGE, K IR, R EIR . R
TF REKL, PURERY, @58, Mg S b L Tn 5,

2eXF-FurT ) —AT AT A (UPS) : ATP O L X —%FH LT, El (=2E
I FUMEMACEESR) . B2 (U F FURialER), E3 (X F U T—E8) O3 fED
FERIEMEZ I LTI X VX BIC e F 0 (76 L) &0 ) /NSl s Xy
BEfEAESED, B3 ICL>TCLys MR X F o b&h, 7usr7V—abtniHE
KIpH LRI BIZ L > ThHfiEENnN5,
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