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Abstract
Prostate cancer (PCa) is one of the most prevalent malignancies in the male genitourinary system,
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and its progression is primarily driven by the androgen receptor (AR) signaling pathway. Although
androgen deprivation therapy (ADT) and second-generation AR antagonists have shown clinical ef-
ficacy, most patients eventually develop castration-resistant prostate cancer (CRPC). The emer-
gence of AR gene amplification, point mutations, and splice variants (AR-V7) significantly dimin-
ishes the effectiveness of conventional therapies targeting the ligand-binding domain (LBD), lead-
ing to drug resistance. Therefore, the development of novel therapeutic strategies capable of di-
rectly reducing AR protein levels is of great significance. Targeted protein degradation (TPD) has
emerged as a promising approach to overcome these limitations. Among TPD strategies, molecular
glues (MGs) function by reprogramming the interaction between E3 ubiquitin ligases and substrate
proteins, thereby inducing the formation of neomorphic protein-protein interaction interfaces and
promoting ubiquitination and proteasomal degradation of target proteins. Compared with bifunc-
tional PROTACs, molecular glues generally exhibit lower molecular weight, simpler structures, and
improved pharmacokinetic properties, making them attractive candidates for targeting “undrugga-
ble” proteins.
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1. BUFIBRAEIIAK

T 51 i (Prostate Cancer, PCa)j I3 V£ AR5 2 G f i W AIPEIR 22—, R 23R VE P9 55 14 g e AH
FAET- M FEERH 2 —[1]. FEE N S SAERE NI . AE3E 07 S0 DL S Wi B R 13 2, R Jir ) i
R R AISE TR 2R 3 T A [2], O RN ™ B b 3 ] 24 5 PR ) 3R A 3L T A i) 3] (4]
TR #2797 72 (Androgen Deprivation Therapy, ADT) A A §1 51 i AR HEVGTT 5% . ADT i
FAREBGY EFHFCHEE R KT, BUEH AR #EPUAIHB RS 5% 2(5]. 8, ARZSEEF R
% ADT 89T 2~3 4FJ5 ik g 25 A HE BT 1T 41 i (Castration-Resistant Prostate Cancer, CRPC) [6]. H FIl
EFXF CRPC HIRYT SRMS EZLAFEH A AR FE5HR (I BALE L BIin &) HEREE A R i 70 Can B Lo Ay
ey AT RS AR R VGIT S5 (7] [8]0 SR, IXELIEST I7 VIR AT AT G B LR LIy (R 2 8, i 245 ) RAK
R . KL, R CRPC I Z5HLH], TR REW A RFL R AR {5 518 B R LA ST Hg, el
EEXT AR 8 SRR SR I FRMRIEAR A 78, C RN T 51 e A 58 R0 ) = R A HE K9] [10] 6
AR 5 SEH%

e 2 %2 A (Androgen Receptor, AR) & —FAZ 2R IR 7, HEWAA B MEILEE. AR &
VU T B R 45 My ek B2 3 R i 45 #4358 (N-Terminal Domain, NTD). 77 9t DNA 4% & 4% #)15(DNA-Binding
Domain, DBD). ##% X (Hinge Region) LA J 2 5 A i it A4 25 7 J8(Ligand-Binding Domain, LBD) (/4] 1),
W, NTD B8 3 B B Dh e H o & DI RE-1 (Activation Function-1, AF-1), 1fj LBD NI & Ao Ad 2
G AR, 5 ANBEUE I REAL G DI RE-2 (AF2)PA S — /N R AL mi 455 ThRE-3 (BF3) [11]. X Le45H
B, a2 AF2 1 BF3, 2P ROH AP R 25 0 G s 12]. AR S SIBBRE R AI IR I K . K
Ji& R AERF TP AL D IR B M . AR B BARBUVERT S I b, RS B HERCGR KRS, HiZzdE i 2
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FRHLE G5 OS5 AR ERP H/ATRIE. AR SR TS7TA, WT741L). FEA4L R0
AR BYEZR RN AR-V7) iR N B 3R G R o DA S R R R P R IA R S [12] [13] SR EEHLAIE 43 AR
G5 1E CRPC HHFFEGEL, IRy, KRk, WA AR M4 5IhRE, JFIT R GBS A 2 il
S TP I B X6 T U CRPC HI6 T ME R B A MR A & [ 14].

o) o} NHy o
N (0] N 0] N (0]
NH NH NH

Thalidomide Lenalidomide Pomalidomide

Figure 1. Thalidomide and its derivatives

L PSR RETEY

2. AR FEIFIRiHRE
2.1. 585 FERPERET

PRI BE PROTAC 55155 AR IS S, AL AER— SR N 7 T I (Molecular Glues, MGs) i #LL1i 8 H
B fife 138 ORI ST R [15] . SRIERE AN 456 B3 12 2B S5 ¥ E A PROTAC AF, 4-
FRGEE NIRRT, HBEPREE B3 2 REREMSEEAZMNEN - ZEAMEIER
(Protein-Protein Interaction, PPI), %S HGHTHI “BrA 40 BAE F S (neo-PPL)” , MR 3EEE SR A ATZ 2
B i B AR PR [16] £ 300501 JR 1A s DIy I8 FH RT3 i 28 4 88 8 19 77 (IMD s ) Wb ) 22 frig B AT A W) SR A8
JERZ SRR (E 1), Homid 5 CRBN E3 iEH:8 2 &1 SC RS & e S 1 IO B, 3oiE 1 1 SRS 7E
R AT ATPE[17]. AHEEZ T, 2 TRONEBIIRE AN T, AEIERE SN, 77 EEF /T 300~600 Da
2 0al, EELT XA PROTAC 43 T-(M 4> F &5 N 700~1200 Da) [15][18]. #& CRkgit, C4RiEsr
T BRI HR AL 4> T 828 450 Da, 1fif PROTAC 4> T[4 4> F&E#id 1000 Da, i T Lipinski 28
23RN B 1) 500 Da BIME[19]. 70 T ISR T EAMN RS 1 70 TR s 5 & A HERE, oA
BT BSCE AN s A I 5 DR AR I BE S 258 2 R [15] A, el T 00 1 IR IR B L AR T B
[Fi) P4 S T A 17 A 1 SR = e S IR B4, PRI ER 1 B 5 I PROTAC % WL “#9 348 (hook ef-
fect)” [19].

7E AR BRZ)HIHTZ B VR T U8, TTREES T AR 5%FE B3 S Sia € SV TR, f
SR SIS AR Y B BT AR AR AR IR R, AT S IRAL GRS BUsnImd 24 6] @ [20]. SRS, 70 TR
WA R T S 17 &5 H %A (Targeted Protein Degradation, TPD)F A 1) 8 B & & 7 7], 4 AR K Al “SEli2y”
HE R 2RI R AR AL 1R SR 5 AT REVE21].

2.2, IWFIEREEATEY

VO FE H (Thalidomide) 1= 20 tH42 50 AEAX A BI#E T A I FH TR HIR S b by T, (H PR ™ B S0y
PEAR PR A BRI T [22] 0 BE S0 70 R IR B A 235 1R S 2 8 0 RN g v e, A G Rk N I PR AT e A0
[23]. WEFt W, Thalidomide AI R HIREIRSEIN T a (TNF-a)#i5, MITTIIE]JORE RN, FF4%35 E FDA fit
R TR T 45T VR LD PSS S B AH O I0 I [24] . HbAh, FLIERTEE H A0 312 (IL-2) M- P K-y (IFN-p) 5%
YUAIR T2, B58 E AR ANAR K T kR Th e, BRI G 8558 5 PR 1 A [25]
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FEPUILE AE 7 1, Thalidomide 183 4 L8 P B2 A2 K K (VEGF) S AH G IE B, BELT b 8g i 7 A2 B
NI iR AR K S5 #2610 2006 4F, VORI FERZIR A M ZEKAA AL HE - TR 9T 2 R E 808, hnEE
HAE MR R GG R vy TR R E A (27 B J5 5 HATAEY) Lenalidomide 1 Pomalidomide #H4k 7,
TEFRTHIT BRI (RN PEARAS RS, F38 Ik 39 5 G e 95 K 5 e s s TR 7 B A, g — 2B DRI 1 VbR B
Je 25D AE IR S e ¥R 9T A% LA (28] [29] 6

CRBN (Cereblon)/& Cullin-RING % E3 7 I CRL4 HEERY)ZAED, AHREORSESH
R FE R BEE[30]. CRBN & 45 LS = A EEIEX Bk N &Kt Lon & ABEFE S MK, i
2 € P (Helical Bundle, HB)45 435k, DA K C Kb (10 ) BE i 45 & 45 #4938 Thalidomide Binding Domain, TBD)
[17]o FH, TBD XIJER— N EiKEAILE S LS, IR R FAT AW R FEAE F 0 OGB4 23 1]
CRL4 & &% i Cullind (CUL4A =% CUL4B). DDBI1 (DNA damage-binding protein 1)f1 RING & [
RBX1 %, @i FRYEAMZ RN, S5EEH)EERE . DNA & 2 DNA #5155 55 5 %
WA R [32].

2010 4, Takumi Ito ZEHF 70N 53 B VKIESZ CRBN & Thalidomide B> T#E /5, NI BIVD R %
(BB AL S L G R T AE FH AR AL T o0 T BEAE[33]. E— Dt AR, WRI e B AT APl i 5 CRBN
454, % CRLANCRBN E &Y R ek, AEHRERE R ISR R R B, NI Rz =4
HAEAMEBEEMAR) (K 2). RE “OTFR” X—MESHBIEFEAHRAEH, HDFERKRENE
YIsERr b2 s FAOR LI 4y T IS 2 —[19]. @ik faE CRBN SHpwiliE A2 MM EN - A EAE
F(PP), SEHLEFEVER DM 16]. XMLHIERE T CRBN FIRY), A5 8 PR AR R (1 R S 258
T EBEIHRIER21].

(a) DCAF15-Mediated RBM39 Degradation via Molecular Glue Mechanism
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Figure 2. (a) MG degrader induces substrate degradation, (b) Conformational change of CRBN from open to closed
B 2. (a) MG FEREFIE SIRYIBERR, (b) CRBN NFRHIGREZAHABR

W7 %W, Lenalidomide it 454 CRBN %5 IKZF1 fll IKZF3 ({0512 240 KR B AR B, A
TR CEE RIS 5 B, 00 B R 2 M 30 5 398 5 G 2 SN T B [25] . hAh, & AR I 1o (Casein
kinase 1 alpha, CK1a)th#7% 52 4 IMiDs/CRBN & & EE K 2 —[34].

BEE W FCIIR N, Thalidomide [EJFFA@E 40 T RALHE 1 CRBN S5EEHRH % KT SALL4 Z [A] ¥ AH
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HAEH, #SHZ ZIFLEAMRRE M5 LRBERAUEB T IMiDs 5259 15T HLE],
7R T CRBN R0 nl ¥ 5 7 1 I 5 B AL 2 18] R B DIE &R [19].

5 PROTAC B =70 E G, IMiDs /1 5 & &80 € AR IE T 1e i 5 i 8 4 &
AT CRBN SR ARG & E - EEAHEAEM . XFp «Fmssi” P8BS T IR 5 R
(P R SR T B LA R 16].

VAR, NFRIFSEM R, B CRBN Mok, W77 Bl ge R B o OB 30T R T &
G ERIRACHTTT[19]0 G548 - VE TR R(SAR) T HT R B, MIRBE i F B2 45 & CRBN VR i 45 4 45
F35(TBD) ) KRB Z R [17] 0 38T LA R IR RS B 2% S 1 AR s AT AR R B, e AT WV e 72 25
(] DG FC AN HE 20 A7 5 T B A R TN CRBN R “ = %I 487, i Uocsk s o R R ASVLEL S
FEORAT R, CouH R R 2 R B KA AR e 45 A [31]. R4, BREAR C KA 2 L R A Bk
BRI A F M AT T BT BB R e 51, X SR SRRk WV Jie [F) ¥ B 8 4 CRBN R A
NS SRz A FE[36]. X — RKIAMXHE 7R T CRBN HAER 73T 5 4ili, 87 E3 &G
FC A4 R BT AR A T B RN

TEMIERY b, 2Pk B B AR — 48 CRBN 115 77(CELMoDs)AH 4k # 1 K [21]. a0, BMS AF]
FERI CC-122 Al CC-220 RJEZ R 1B SR AR IEPE R B 40 Motk R 4t i h i 805 % IKZF1/3 (202
FAPEAR, b CC-220 % CRBN MI&5 & TN B8, 10 RIS FE it 24 48 - A7 OR A S 35 B B vs P [3 7]
BEJEARIE ) CC-885 MM T AL 48 IKZF JEAINE, RENE@IT CRBN A ML B P B e &k I 7
GSPT1 [38]. LA CC-885 MMM IS M ™8 T ZFATAY, W1 CC-90009 55, LI 1% IKZF1/3 5
GSPT1 Mk #EMEIRIE[19].

BEAR, b2 0 1 508 % 58 HA T I CRBN A 57, 0 CC-3060 F CC-647, Al @it 54548 1 ZBTB16
AN[E ZnF SRR E R = e B &9, 35S HER MR [39]. C4 Therapeutics /A & & K CFT7455 2RI
HR T ) B M S MG B 1K) CRBN &5 655 )y, AT PG 75 5 IKZF1/3 72 R AR IE AR /SR A S5 25 41 e
JEAMAIE . 55— Fh Ok IMID &%) BTX-1188 [RIFEEILH X GSPT1. IKZF1/3 J& CKla 52 MR
R AR RE JI[15] (B 3).
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Figure 3. Next-generation CRBN modulators
[& 3. #— CRBN FT557)
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2.3. FERELRRKZY)

Indisulam (E7070)/2& —Ff B A Hu e 7 14 1 0 JEE e G 25 /N 70+, BB Dl @ i TP 2 P ] 3 sk
PRI P TR 240 B B4 B, 75 5 0 B T2 [40] o SRV FLAE 22 P S A8 R LYK 2R G0 P T g v 8 7 I PR 9T
R R AE B R R 22 (41 ] NI FHLHI, B FC R E7070 B8 7847 T, (EdF RNA 454
¥ A 39 (RNA Binding Motif protein 39, RBM39)tj CUL4-DDB1-DDA1-DCAF15 4 B3 17 &iE#
i 5 A Y)(CUL4-DCAF1S) 2 [ A BAE L, 755 RBM39 KBz #AE 4 & A B A ISR A PR 142].
BB WEFER Y], RBM39 5 /> RNA 57 (RRM2)H (GRS R 2 HI 55 = s R &R, T2
Xt E7070 FEARTR 250, 78 RBM39 4544 5 B PE X 25 W iUk i 22 o¢ FE B [43]. (M, 7F DCAF15 3Rk
L5 Bbk B SR v, S T R R AL B R IR T T [44] .

HAFERERE, E7070 A5 HARRa e 475 RBM39 5. DCAF1S i ssE M1 —c 2 a1,
HESHW = o B AR EERR TIRME RS B3 B2 WEHAMEA - EAMEIER45]. FULH
WAE HoAh 55 FERE R RS 2y T AR BIBGAE, 140 E7820 4k &I [FIREE L DCAF1S A S 12 & - & Al A
RYE LR RBM39 S GBI RN T [46]. FRWF AR, F5IMEEEILSE > Tilid « Fomfase” i)
STHURYE AR, NFF R RNA IS 58 501 B sr s it 7 B2 R[19].

2020 4, Dirksen E. Bussiere 55 A\ f##r 1 E7820 /13 [1) RBM39-DCAF15 =i HE AV kL, Bk
MNGE 4 JZ T B 1 0% FEREIE IR 4 A R o IO FEAE R 43 1 2kt [46] . 45H0F F8 2R, E7820 HR AT
DCAFI15 M RHIERLSE G048, 07T DCAFI5 5 RBM39 £ — RNA iR FF(RRM2) 2 [a] i 7
X4k, i EAEEAUKN SR ESE N 2 A28 =0 E AW %R [47]. E7820 MIR#NE L& )5 75 DCAF1S £ 5%
TR e P2 e o B B, 1 JEL s WA T 8 1) RBMI39 (R B ZK e 25 X 3k, 486550 S D 6 /K AH ELAE FH 5 RDESS, P PR
AR i ZUE I 7K 2 Tz, 5 RBM39 MBS AR T st e AU 4%, AT N 6] JECA)-E3 I FERG 2 H] 1)
AHE A FhiHi[46].

EREREMZ, E7820 HATHREN DCAF1S HA NSRRI T sSLIURHE 5, 12l id ) HARfR
SRR HARHEAT “ThRe” B RIREORTIE A - A AR S [45] (B 4). XRS5 IMiDs/CRBN
RARMFIE—EZEF: £ RBM39-DCAF15 E44%, RRM2 £54185 DCAF1S Z IR T &ia I 6E -
M EEFE A AN SR AR TAE A, A =0 B &I AR e e 7 T AR B, 38 B35 A0 B 1 2 ) 3G 5 )
PPI M5 [47]. [Rlitk, E7820 i id Fi i 5 521 JF R Al Mr 4 B Sl ade 43 v e e, AL 17 D BRI S 40 1
JRTE 45 K W ) 1 5 A S R 42 T TR (R SRR A 34 o 3k — S5 M SRl Dy i SR80 T B R B HLE #E MK DCAF 15
WG B R SR A T B R IR AR [46]

2.4. BLC6 &1 P& R

g % 5% A F B-cell lymphoma 6 (BCL6)/ZTERIEVER B 4 bk [ JRF Hh 3 5 2 18 1 e i s
R, FE4EREAR K0 B A HRER B B bk U080 4 A7 36 Hh R #E A% O I [48]. BCL6 L H BTB 4 i Hi4H 53
LI R A, A0 2 0 S 5 A0 A SRS . DNA S0 R0 E A A B IR, AT 2
T Jrh R £ e 184 5 KR T[49]. AL, #EJA BCL6 #2697 DLBCL ) HE 5% 2 —[50].

2020 4, Mikotaj Slabicki 55 Al | —FPANE T4E 48 E3 18 5 gm AL B K 70 7 B A =0 /s
57 BI-3802 R 454 BCL6 1) BTB £54438, Jfilid S5AH40 BCL6 — B4 S SCHEFRIL (W1 Cys84)TE ik
BiKAHEAEH, 5% BCL6 KA G R 1% RAEREI— P4 Seven in absentia homolog 1 (SIAHI1)
PRI FHZ B, &GN & AR E I . 5 CRBN 5L DCAF1S5 K15 T IRAFA,
BI-3802 FARiE I Wi E3 LR 5 IR IE SRt FL i, 102 i8I 75 SR 1 5 SR R A R A R o
RGBS X — IR 70 FIRE SRR 5 — P E LS, B R R O RIRE
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RGOV, AR AR E B3 AR ER BIM BEAR(S 1] ZALHIIR R 10 TS KM Ve, AdF
FEERS “HERLZS” BT MR AR SR O TR R

cQs Tasisulam

Figure 4. Aryl sulfonamide-based drugs
B 4. FEETARA Y

ZR I, ANIF) B3 RN A T 70 T I AR AR R AEAE ML L R0 VE R AL e 24 177 T %% FAS . CRBN
RARREAA AL = S5HEREE, HETUIRITAK AR 72 TR EILE T &, HIELRD MW EEHREA
B IR FEERD KT AR X AL Z A R — T B (L4 1), DCAF15 fR R I S B 0 Ry, HH KRR
YIS AR IS ZREOR, FIRETH EE 2 G 52BN . SIAHL /3 HIREF SRR
BIRMURE, (B FHLE & PR FF AR . ROk AR 70 FIRINIF K F 456 7% & B3 HEHME 0 H 2 RIE S =
PEL R DL N F RO L Z M, TR SR e TS m R R R A A A RN, FRAR
A MM H: AR 5 E3 JEFREIHTL 2 T

Table 1. Comparison of different E3 ligase-mediated molecular glue systems

1. TR E3 ERENT S0 TR RIS

E3 EEMER LYIEThEe  EHMENT REMES TR JRAEREAE
HARSIEE. B IKZF1/3. SALL4. CKla.
CRBN/CRL4*CRBN AR E gﬂggﬁﬁfffﬁ //l E%}Eﬂﬁ ﬂ%?;lé%ii GSPT1 &4 B RFHFI
G TR el C2H2 B4R E
s ) RBM39. RBM23 %
R mRNA B, Indisulam (E7070)+ Py b
DCAF15/CRL4"DCAF15 RNA T I % 7800 55 Ak aRI;IRANi f j%%ﬂ’]
SIAH] EEHRREEW. 40 BI-3802 (il ifs & BCL6 A A A KA
Jite # i) ML AEEARA ERIEER) WiHrEA

s, CDK12-Cyclin K
- 2 A% . & Sy
DDB1-CDK12/CRL4 DNA $5 /5 25 H A% CR8. HQ461 % 5 A
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3. PFEPEMETIF &R
3.1. WEEREERFE

2020 4F, George E. Winter HIBAFEH T —FpGilH7 H ol 4 J& (19731 IR R LRI, 1% SR (1A% O AE Tt
IR bE I B 1Ak 22 0 i 5 2 H R U B TS &, AT RGP 58 @ W TE 1 F A & (521
FINERT F IR AR A R AR G T EE MR . BN S, %5 F H UBE2M R &
(132 Z A A 2 (hypo-ubiquitylation) TR 4, 1X-—IRA BT CRBN Al VHL %5 Cullin-RING JE4%/#(CRL)JK
YIRS, T T B A XA G B 1 AR R P AL T 24 P o X RROHURR () 20 B ASE AL R % 5 CRL ZHEEAH 56
/NS FALE IR 7 320 S8 I FE B A TR ARSI IE 5 (RiZ RS MM k2% B3, Winter
HH A e % 45 2t iR ) H I8 8 B A% bk 5 B0 5 2 1 B AR ) /N (52

FESERR M FH Y, Winter 1B\ UEF AR UBE2M 8787 KBM7 UM AR, ik T 21 2000 Fh4m i
BN o X — KPR ) % U R AL IR G, 448 dCeMM1-dCeMM4. {E1HERE
2, XS VIRE SRR T RSN DIRGRIS, X — SRR — DR SE T BATIAE 9 7 IR B i
FRIAE FAL

2 it 30 2 1 M W (Cyelin-Deependent Kinases, CDKs) [A)FF 4% 11F 52 7] 38 35 431+ i 5 s S B0 1k %
PERRAR . BERTHE ORI, Indisulam LM% S DCAF1S MIRIAK T EEMIC, FORERE B3 EEI
FREAT e B o TR A VI UK 18 42]. 2 0L B3 &, Mikotaj Stabicki AR 4518 Filfs & K I
IRET/N T AP A SR AT R A G 00T, L SEEM AR R E3 2 K&
FORTEATAHCHEVLAL .l I X — S, AihAT 148 € tH CDK #1117 CR8 EAVETE NI 70 T IR TG [ 16]

CRISPR-Cas9 #&—Fhi H 40 RIS 1 0% R g R, #id sgRNA 515 Cas9 #% N VI
FERE BT AT P2 AE XURE T 2, W SR BH 3 DR i« 4 N B2 s RASB 53] %A AR B 2 B T 29918 H
BLHIfFAT S ThREFE R 244 98 . Lu Ly 558 i@ =@ s 2 WimiE K, /7 HQ461 Wl &2 i #% R 1
LM PAR SR F 2 (NRF2) G i [54]. HE— 20454 ALK 4 CRISPR-Cas9 R ik, M7 FiEskL
HQ461 [HLIREEIS T CRL4 E3 2 RIEHLIGE G ThaeAatEimitist — 2 %% CDKI12 AR
Y321k, 215 HQ461-DDBI-CUL4-RBX1 = e R AWML . MLEIBF 7R, HQ461 1EAD FIRA %S
CDK12 5 DDB1 Z [HJE ki i A - B2 AH AR R ST, dEifid & CDK12 1932 24k J B I R4 A

3.2. EERIEIE

AR I [4,3-d s g Ay BEAZ AL 10K LSRN R 72 i 24K CDK ZINg3 -4, 76 22 i e 12 2
rR R I B I P BTG R [55]. AERRAERT AR EEA B, Viadimir Krystof B 7T B BAXHZ B 28 3E 4T R 48450
Ak, RIS T —Fh B A G RGNS AT AR ——5-(2-Z k- 1- L) B -3- 30 T Hk-7-[4- (ML Me-1-J%)
BEV - TH-ME P I [4,3-d]BENE [56] o 1240 G A0 BR A% I 35 051 9o 40 189 B, e 75 3 00 P94 I 4 g 2
FI(Rb) Jz RNA AR 1T BRI it R 40 T2 ST IR AL S CRS AL, W 78 A\ G HEN %
Ko FBRBIEEN SIS AL, TR R & T IR FEAE - ALEI[S6].

NBEX — i, BB R T 3 R4 5 S5 M B0l 7 i o S5 RN, ML [4,3-d] e % 0 45 1
N AR A fic i A ]l i SR S CDK 2R R0EE X G B ik Ik Met816 TE its e AH BAE R, AT & T3
TS PEAT s o [RIEE,  ZEf Y e e BE SR R B ) B 1 - SR R T MR I, T AN BAE FH 3R A
[ AEAFERMZE, RimltIAEEE I At DDB1 ZAMIIEE7R (W1 Asn907. 116909+ Arg928. Arg947 Fil
Phe949) [ kR 148, Rl RE2 Y B3 &M E AV SR E[56].

F DG AN CIRIE ) PROTAC 401 MD-222 ST RNALS, AR T —Fh
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GSPT1 {153 F I B MG-277[57]. 5 MD-222 MLk, MG-277 {E¥LE (BSR40 4T 7 SRBE R fvIME
i, BREEA R R BB 4oy B EE . %0 T8 th MDM2 #0ifil7%) MI-2103. JEHE DL
CRBN FCAAR SR BE A B, AFIX — AR5 46 AR A S5 35 23 T AR LIS 7]

WA AE T @ 1E MD-222 PAFRTH AR A PROTAC FIFEMRRER, SR1 45 F it 5 B ik & 5
AR Z S Re e, T i 7 IR HL AR B PE 5 GSPT1 Mz = A SRR, X —45 &
B, FERE KT SO AR S5 M I N O T REEE BB = e R A R AR e T S e R A, IS 4 T
“HriEfL” PROTAC #7488 “FHHHEMEA” 73 TH(57]. MEEHIAEMFMIERE, XA 15
fb @S ST CRBN =0 E AW IR KN LA . £ CRBN-KRIBE4-CKla =08 &4)(PDB:
SFQD)H, T A IR ML I FA N CRBN ) = (BRI /K 48, 110 25— B S0 e 38 40 DU Ao 1 JES
WEEE T, 5 CKla 1) pRFIGEMENZ ELESHKMEE/ER, FE CRBN 5 CKla Z AL~ E4
SRR - B SRR, = F P EITTER T R A IR AR EPE[36]. 2EMblih, 7E CRBN-CC-885-GSPTI
2 AY)(PDB: SHXB) 1, CC-885 i H RIS EH R4S GSPTI 1) B K FTEIT T 12 1) n-n HERR 5 S5
W, {8 GSPT1 13 LA = B S5(38]. XU MEHRIR R, 5 FIRFE SN =02 EWHIER M “1+1
+17 BN, TR A E A R AN, BN AR - EEME AT T R ERNS S
HHEAE. T MG-277 M5, F MD-222 K28 IR I B # o B iX — Rl ME A, AT REHISS 1 )5 MDM2
FeR RIS A RE 1, EM{E CRBN-RIBFE fetbith 5 GSPT1 2 (Al A IR F A 3 S, AR PR AL XL
e PROTAC AV Ry TR X — KO 1 ¥ n) & B R 11 AL R e 5 n] 4
PE, W32/R7E PROTAC LAk F2 o G5 ZAG WLHIE RS, [RIT g A BE A B A 770 B 28 AR 42908 23 7 g e 34t 17
AJAT SR o
3.3. CADD 3+ E 4B 259 it

B FIRAIEM R R LN E S B3 2 REEM 2 R R mAHE &, Bl isEn -
EEMEAEHEPHEI =T E AW €1 . Martin Zacharias B 70 FIPASR Y 7 —Fp3E T “ WE 45 SR
(dual-binding mode)” [THE 1T RIS, T UHUIARA PP A GEFI[58]. A RGfEHT T 18 Fhszfhk -
Fa %€ 7 - WA (Receptor-Ligand-Stabilizer, RLS) = o & &1 SR L1, i i e g 7115 2 24 S5 1 55 7Y PPI
PRBRAR R . 45 & BRI (buried surface area)73 T 7313 /1 (MD) L DL & MM/GBSA H Hifig
TSRV, W =0 AW T RS S DT RR R RARE TEHEAT T = VRN

W SRR, MisE RS Wi & A 2 I IAH BE F se E ARy, SRR TSR e =
JCE G R SRR F AR X 545 & 10— T RO Rz e, R RS AR R R AN B AR T A
EARE RN ML L, PPI 5520 43 38 5 8 i 48 i 52 -5 T A 2 ) SR AR AN R AR AH LA Y AT £ B O
AR T PP HY5R AL ST M Tk O BIARI R HIE - o« AR, 35 ST A7 A B Ao e 77 7 5
R EEAFIFREL, WA REHI 592K - BURSE AR, M = e E AR . LI o T 2%
PPI A& 58 7 5 45 AL AL3R A 7 BRI, RIS ™ 2 7 T+ S LA Bh 254 1% iH(CADD)E 4 T K&
AR EEAE, NGRS 5 RS T PR BT 3558 T v A
3.4. EFEM AR RS T

AHEL T BRA40H] AR FEPE, BT AR 8O FEARI SRR IE AR 2 B2 K . AR B T AU RE
BERER AT K AR ERAKT, A EINHIE A 25 AR B4R, MIZENLH] B AESE AR H5HU57I1 )

PR, I IR e AN 245 P T H R 0 ). FREAR A, HATCIRIER AR PR FIARYE /E LS
Al NANTRIZE RS, A B I 2R 52 AR % i 771 (Selective Androgen Receptor Degraders, SARDs)-5 73 &
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BEAARFICEAE AR R LA AEAR TR XA, AR AN —1R. SARDs B NP UGN F, BiLLEH AR )
BCAR &5 A S5 4033(LBD) 53 AR B M GO A0, ki ek i vz 2 - AR AR s THHEN S
(A WR AP 2 AP0 B L) 32 B T RCR S S 10 AR IR AT, MRl 8 3545 € E3
V2 REER O AR R - B M EAE A FUEI[59] [60]. A, s X B SARDs AR T TIRTE
Wi, {EIX—HF5T )71 I, Duane D. Miller WA IR T KRGt HARKIEMTTIT, FEHIHFRE TR
TR 32 AR B# 57 (Selective Androgen Receptor Degraders, SARDs)iX — 2. FHARIEK UT-69 il UT-
155 B 1IE A BE B8 B PR 4 1< AR S AR YRR A, J& T A FF B IR B MM 32 R B A 71591

BEJETF R I UT-34 WTELR BT 3 AR 5 PURIBE ARG 1 1) 35t 1, b —20 08 7 O ARA= PR FH P R 1 245
R, KB i 2R R B B M EIEF[60] (4] 5). HBFFER, XBMUAEYHE AR #iPi5 AR
PEfEXCEAEH, JR7E R A S N 25 J AR BYE27 0 (1 11 1) B e A5 50 v R R LB B i i g s e,
AR B FRTT S TR AT BB . Luo Al Xiang PRV DURBR E e (B S2 0 360, Wit IFa T 55 4
By AR/AR-VT XUEREF], THikS BRI A 27¢, HALHEAE AR FHTER) LNCaP F1 22RV1 40 £
B BGRPUEIE T, HEEEFES AR K AR-VT M. R, iRk SRR EILEE 5 K E3
R RS U R = n AL, BT vEk = BN S EIEE, RIS A R IIAAN

9r ¥ RS B o

HO + & HHO, & '}lj.p
H\H)\/N/b\ NTR\/N %
F
(0]
NC~ ; 0 NC ;
CF3 CF3

UT-155 UT-34

HO =~
H S
=y FOmas
N
SR T s e 4
NC CN X
CF3 O NC

UT-69 27c

Figure 5. Targeted androgen receptor degraders

[ 5. %815 AR PR F

AR TERT A, JUHE L BARGTIERT 81 fs (K A 28 S R R rh AR D IRENE . R 2 A AR
P C ) Z M FIRARIGST, AR JEPRIRAZ AR B RAR (A (N AR-VT) 2 B 2E HI 58 1AL 4i e 4
PRSI HEIS T . P, @S AR E AR LLSEEUE SRR AR, BOA e RS T
T -

LT XU RE PROTAC 701, 70 1 B BN & I 58 a5 Wi BT AR 707 B 5 L SR 451k, 1
PR “ERZ” BE R B AR IR AT R A B E L% . IT4EoK, Daniel K. Nomura PRARZASEH 1 “ 707 F
Wi(molecular handle)” $EME Y7y 5 2 B ML B TRt 7 H 2R IR AZ RIS IF AR S8 e T2 E3- IRk &,
M2l E3-Foik &4 SN FF LA L,/ B3 BEEMR I 5l N vl MBI Dh e, M e
JEDRE[61]. AHRHE AR, SIANBENS 5 RNF4 & AL E MR (Cys) kIR BN A G 1) “ It T
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Ja, B TARRE BRI AEYENE, IEIEABOR A 4 S ATIR T, R B R XI5 N ThRE
WABHAL 2 — AT AT SR . X — BN, FEREARIC AR AR S B 45 5 X I T P  FR 5 A L, PN
JR SR B3 I RBUR LA S At

4. BESRE

ARk, B R (A PR (TPD) A 1 R & R R AL G /NGy T 25 LT TR B p S 0 1 3 sk . 3L
W, S TIRIE EE B3 2 R EEM SR AZEME N - BAMEERSE, ST B ERE A e Rt
Vefile, SEAESEMITIR . 2T ERAR LIS E BRI AR I, O 2R R 8 2 5 1)
KRG T TIRVERNUG] Sk R RN, JEE SN2 7 CRBN. DCAF15 % E3
RN F 00 TR MR, DL AR BE ) FERF 43176 oo AR AT 4 B i 24 Hh T 9 3t e o

RS FREAR I BRI T, ARSI T8 R8 fi%, BRI BT J5 iRE F AL 73
Mk RMA TR KK, BEEEWEDT. NI 2 H 500k D B A Tk
fe, AR LR = E AR, SIS TR S, BEAk, EPXT AR RARIA S5
BRI Bk AR SO, 8y 25 BRI 1 4 Mo S5 24 P B AR S AT AR T T %
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