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Abstract: Proteolysis targeting chimera (PROTAC) is a drug discovery strategy using ubiquitin proteasome
system (UPS) to degrade the target protein. Unlike traditional small molecule drugs utilizing occupancy-driven
pharmacology as the mode of action (MOA) to regulate protein activity, PROTACs function through forming stable
target protein-PROTAC-E3 ubiquitin ligase ternary complex and use ubiquitin proteasome system to degrade the
target protein. However, only a few E3 ubiquitin ligases have been used in PROTAC drug design now, and the
space of target proteins that PROTAC can target needs to be further expanded. On the other hand, the complicated
system of ternary crystal structures is difficult to capture and identify, computational simulation provides modeling
of PROTAC-mediated ternary complex formation with effective approaches. In view of this, this review describes
the recent progress of bioinformatics on expanding the landscape of E3 ubiquitin ligases and target proteins, and
summarizes the methods of computation simulation in modeling PROTAC ternary complex. Finally, the trend of
development about PROTAC is prospected.
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A J5 B A BE ) R & /R (proteolysis targeting
chimeras, PROTAC) (1) & & 5 HH Crews Fl Deshaies
SO % T 2001 SEHR Y, 1Z A1 BAE I PROTAC HAR B )
ST O EE A R R BE =K 2 (methionine amino-
peptidase-2, MetAp-2) HIBE figl. BbJ5, ok B2 1
PROTAC #E A i PR BIF 5 o e v 48 Jia 6 gt e g 2% %
(androgen receptor, AR) ff] PROTAC i ATIIA I IR, 4B
] WE B 2 2 AR (estrogen receptor, ER) ) PROTAC B[IK;
HEN LG PR, 43 500 FH T 1 0 e e A0 2L s i o7
H A1 41k, PROTAC £ R T4k H T B Aif 55 & A i AH
KA F LR B, AERE | S 2 oh 22 R AT TR
St I 00 FH B HE T R I PR AR

PROTAC #2& 57 BTy §E 731, — J THI #E 7] BE AR 2
H (protein of interest, POI), 5 — J5 THI A 3£ 12 2 I $2 Bff
(ubiquitin ligases, E3), S 3 X} #47 25 [ 1 #2174 fif
PROTAC 43 HH = AN 4 4 B SE 2R 45 & LA B3
2 R A A A DL S B A AR R FE
WIS E3 A ML B BRI TR R = e B A, A
iz % - % A 1K & 4t (ubiquitin proteasome system,
UPS) X #L 3R F BEAT B AR (B 1A). fEEAZA0I T, 2
- A 5 G0 G 0 R e R e N B2 B 1 R 4
FEARRESMEZENG . ExERd, ERRAH
=W R A B AR ) AT B R B A, 2ol R =
P 72 R BEEE (ubiquitin-activating enzyme, E1).iZ
F I BEE (ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme, E2) & iz & iE
P2 (ubiquitin ligase, E3). B %6, iEALIIZ & (Ub) 7
TH5EIZ RBUEEGER:, )5 ELIZ RIMIER 5 E272
FARECEG 45 & JF R 2 R B B2 2 = B L
b, B JE B3V RN A2 3N B2 72 B AR e B
o 280 A s = R 0

AT HAth 259, PROTAC H A5 1 7] AN\l Bl 24 2
EI A B[R] AT R o AR 24 e 3 1 AR
S R s Vi 2 EMHT (B 1B), RA IR R 1
NEFHAT R 5% G2 5 EEACIN ) =y 5 FE L 245 - 7R VE
PE AR i & A 3x 3 7 F S 20AN [A], PROTAC PA“ 5
IR 77 R a1, R R E e AR S5 A A kT
RET5 BT A PR, R KR T B M R ) 2 (A] . B
fil PROTAC fif B, 72 310 1 48 2R 1 2 W 4% 22 P iR
A8 BT R KT (8] A e R & R Th e I K F
PROTAC W] PAFE T — ™ i J&] 39 v e [ WiOoR ) A L v 1

ANARTL B T v 9 B 4 2 FIAH RIS RO, A 75
PROTAC PLRRAK R B2 SE IR (v M o (E I PR A
FEH O 125 B4R 2 WX R R0 & AT o 24 1) 7
J3o BB, A8 G0 ) /N 43 7 300 700 A R BE 07 2 1 9 1,
PROTAC i j 58 4= ¥ B #0211, AN T LARH W 8 2
(A T g, 38 W] LS R HoAth DR, w2 1 TA) A BLAE H
AR EAS GV 5. MR L,
PROTAC RE % fifE YA e $0 i) 350 5| A 1) 3R A5 Vi 24,
SNy IR 1 B AR TR L T 4T B AR A 0 R R R L
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TR LR o R 2 T SR PR X TR 4 A T i Y ) R
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P8 R B PR S P o B ) R, Ay, Rk R
(R BIF T8 T R I A i) R R T B AT AR R 9 i
YLK -PROTAC 1 £ 4 (antibody-PROTAC conjugates,
APC) 4 PROTAC 1 % 3 i e 15 S Ve b4 B, DL 3
S1a1 A 7 2 B b B 1) 437 R s 2L AN AR P R R
SZHLRE S M B R [ R I8 = 1 PROTAC (trivalent
PROTAC), il i & & 431 IR A ) A R8T it sE
(AP0 5 a4 G 40 1, B PR AR, P A
B R O T, R 5 IE T 3R AR I 24 1 1 e R
B4k, B X PROTAC P fif 25 AL B 52 IR IX — i) @31, A
FEN BT TR AR, I R A B R A AR T AR
JELEE 1 R 5 MBS 11 4%, T LABE ) 5 A AN [ e 2 1T

RERRE TR 2 85 R K754 PROTAC A& & (1)
AR, A I ARATIAFAE — LA AT 2Pk % (B 1B).
1 %%, PROTAC (1] ADMET £ i % Z .. PROTAC
KRG AFFE TR, H 51 EAE 700~1 200 Da 2
W), VAR EIERE )15 D IR YR R R 2, R
IR, PROTAC [ fift 8 A 11 3 A% oo B 0 1 T B 2k, X ol
WE R AR S 2P K, Hoah /DA 20k il B .
JUE H R TE R AT AR R a6 Al 2 5 ) kA A
(PHOTAC). - F 1R K A #4941 K-PROTAC (SPNpro) &
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Figure 1 Proteolysis targeting chimeras (PROTAC). A: The mechanism of PROTAC; B: Advantage and challenge of PROTAC; C: Crystal

structures of Brd4®”*: MZ1: VHL-ElonginC-ElonginB complex (PDB ID: 5T35, left) and DDB1AB-CRBN-dBET23-BRD4

(PDB ID: 6BN7, right). POI: Protein of interest

b5 1% 5 [4] A 3% i) PROTAC (floate-PROTAC) 2515k
i R 0 R P ) 1) R, (RN IE R TR AR L. T
T 4 J6 A5 20D v R e 5 R TP K i PP A
PROTAC % fif ¥ 8 1 (1 R 77, X F#IK T JF X PROTAC
HR FE 5 I 3R

B AL, E3 3% 42 i 2 o AR B0 2 1 30k 438 1 R S P 11
R IR 3R 2 —, KT S EURS v S ) B O R AR
B HATIE R IF & Bk £ 1) 2 CRBN (Cereblon)
A1 VHL (Von-Hippel-Lindau) P # E3 & #: . A1 E3
EETG 1K) FEAL 22 %0F B i 25 0 7 AR s e, TR 0 7R 4
E3 7 45 [ 1) 25 18] SR 32 5 PROTAC # 7] 28 [ (1) 3% 3 14
4 £, #E PROTAC % S4B & A B R 10 F2
#UES [1-PROTAC-E3 2 RIE B = T E S W il
SEHLE ROME AN I B PR R AR Ok . X T
PROTAC >Rt ¥ HE [ 45 & FL AR E3 14 42 g i 44 B A8
LA G AN Y — e 5 E AR ELE S, ERAI A
HEE AME3ERERA —EMEMII. 2 PROTAC
MRV FE 3G N 21— s H I, 2 R PROTAC 22 43 7] 5 %8
H A E3 EEM YR oA, X I G R E RL

sp1 complex

I (hook effect)!'™. X%} pifs & I = 0 H G2 A
FIE), ATRES S U™ EA RN, 8RB,
A, BEER 5 E3 B H M 2 18] B A AR FH AR 22 5 =t
AT B, W38 2 18R] D= A48 =0 5 &) 58
FaE R 51 E L, BUR AR =0 2 & W Fe e M HE R
VB, 76— & FE ¥ _E 80 PROTAC (¥ B Al R %, X mh
JE AT B[R . B[R] 14 FiF PROTAC 25 & 1 — o Al
ZNEEMMEF R (o), H TR =TE AW
AN =B AW — A SR 45 (BRDS-
MZ1-VHL, PDB ID: 5T35) i}t ] PROTAC i ‘T 1) §I &
FIRE3 JE 4 2 (8] (3R T A E FHEERR e = o B &
Yor T B A BV FAE . B e 80NN 5 B 55
BL RN AR 5%, X f& PROTAC HF & Bt EEHR . R
EHMIFERY, A REERN =08 SRS 8%
ik, AH BEAATT P [R] 4 XF T- 4 & PROTAC 5 3 1 =7t
SEMKITERA BEER X, THR=JCE AV LA
Fase VA B TR AL B A, 502 PROTAC %1t 2T
HATAUH DB =0 5 A W) A 25 K 13 B @A, Bl
BRD4 £ AN [AJR 45 #4358 43 73] 5 VHL A1 CRBN {E H
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R =BG AL (B 10", FERRE S
Yid#Ed, PROTAC 8 1 I L A AT Ay B
e 2 9 1 BA R A 2 B A LA T ) 07 s =
AR S &7 BT B s ik R S 2 =
TCE GV SR S5, P DAFE Gk 2% S AR 25 8 (RIS 0 T
R AEXT PROTAC HEAT & B i

Zx b, 3 e B3 g AL AR 2 (7] DA S il = o
E WX PROTAC JF R M R A EZE L. FTld, &
SCE A AT ARG B D7 VEAE S e B3 R B A )
i At B R 1 2 1) T RO BIE AT, JC L A2 B4 PROTAC 1%
FEPEARE S B 7 10 IR T SR T VR
R VRIS TR DA K E AT A T SRR
TE= 0B ST AT A, a1 — e Al
5 PROTAC — FE3E T 4B T N IF K BB, BL LA
YE B 7y TR B R R K R, B 25 v it
Uit — K .
2 HMEERFEMREIZREREBMIEIRTE PR
R
21 HYMEEFERREIZREEBIHMR

A AR 245 Sl g R - A R A
e PR AR G O A 42 B 1 B, X R 5 AR B i
FERE e (R R AL 32 B2 B3 V2 ZE R E /. E3
2 R R AT Ll 2 oL Se LA AL A, N SR 3E
PE ZH HH K 600 22 4> E3 32 35l AR 445 A [7] AR i A AL ) 32 22
G =FE) (B 2A) . ORI E3 2 RGN
RING (really interesting new gene) %320, i 45 5 48
M E2-Ub¥40Z 3 4% BIRL R A i a iR vk 2 117,
2% —. 2% & HECT (homologous to E6-AP C-terminus) &
P, 3@ 455 E2-Ub Kz R #8 3 HECT 45 i3 L,
ML S5 RSk 1) o e s BR TR L 45 B iz RO IR Bt
T B v TR, 5 Jm 02 31 B A% 8 40 2R 1 1) R B ik
M, %8 = 25 % RBR (RING-in-between-RING) & %
B, 454 1 RING MTHECT S8R IR AL, 5 3 A4
;5 E2-Ub 454 [f) RING 1 25 #4385 L i 1h 72 3 56 52 19
RING?2 45 14 35 DA K AE W /> RING 45 #4182 5] ) IBR 45
H 4 . 1 % RING1 R i E2-Ub, 2R J5 2 R # & 3
RING2 AL B 2 R TR HE T B R 1)1k, B &
i 7% B RE A A IOBUEUR B BT AR Ubihub %45
PE AR B E3 M UL R G K B MR R TA
[ B3 41 5k (B12B)™, 5 iR =43 KA, il
& ARTE AU B3 R i 5k, £ 2045 HECT.RBR.
TRIM (tripartite motif). TRAF (tumour necrosis factor
receptor-associated factor) 55 X i ; 47 i & KT £
ANV 3 (1) 5 4% B3 & B2 g, I B AL H5 DCAF (DDBI-
CUL4-associated factor). SOCS (suppressor of cytokine

signaling). BTB (broad-complex, tramtrack, and bric-
a-brac). FBXL (F-box with leucine rich amino acid
repeats).FBXW (F-box with WD 40 amino acid repeats).
FBXO (F-box only with uncharacterized domains) %
F o

IR E3 H LB 600 2 Fh, (H A H DHOIT KA
N[ B3 R BEAC AR . B3 B EE AL /K 2 PROTAC #
il AR R A BRI R M UE R R
—. HATHF % it PROTAC % 1 1) E3 8B IR T
VHL.CRBN.MDM2 (murine double minute 2) } IAPs
(inhibitor of apoptosis) & F%5 E3 i%£#8. VHL.CRBN,
MDM2 K 1APs X U E3 3% £ i #0 J& T° RING FK %
H /7 3 A\ II PR i1 PROTAC 4 K £ /& % T CRBN it
RFF R, DHOEHET VHL FUAR T R . ™ B AKX
WiFh E3 3 B2 (4 75 PROTAC Il AT & T I B ik, —
HR AR, PROTAC i 25 AL T B 2o ik Hh B, HE 5
A RE S RAE B R BOE A B NP Brbd, #8
"] T PROTAC () B3 72 ZIE S i 2 AL BE 1] 22 1 5
WA A2 SRS ) 0 IR A

¥ v Fi T PROTAC F) E3 S 4% (K 2C) &GS
LS 3R 2 3 AT E3 JE $ g, 2R UL T CRBN A1 VHL,
AL 28R B RN T AR B RRIGIT . 5
I R AT & ) PROTAC-DB % ¥ i 4 1
H §T PROTAC 7> 7T A I E3 JEHe i . HLIk, B 1
WAk 1) B3 HEFL By, BIF 7N LA A0 i T 1k R B 3R A
i (activity-based protein profiling, ABPP)>* ] {1k, 2% J7
Ry B T 9T &K PROTAC I E3 &Rl 2, TR T 2
T 31§68 5 A 4 (ring finger protein 4, RNF4). ¥ 45 & [
114 (ring finger protein 114, RNF114).DCAF16 (DDBI-
Cul4-associated factor 16) f AhR (arylhydrocarbon
receptor) Zf E3 IELIGRCR ) PROTAC™, AN, KT 2
ZEUE TR LA T8 1) 2 15T BE A% (target protein degra-
dation, TPD) ] E3 £ H: W 2 41, ¥ 5r B3 EH B % AT 1]
AR B e R A SR, B Ee EWET R T OR R
PROTAC, W] DL i A T 28 B3 JEF Rl v] BE R 4544
R, UL K, Google/DeepMind™?l Rose TTAFold™”
EHT N T BE (artificial intelligence, AT) Tl 1) = 2%
45 Py R Y o B AR A, 40 DeepMind #E H 1) AlphaFold %5
I P T LA AL R 5 A TN AR, N VF 2 e SN
L 25 R R ) A R 1 A BRI 1 25 W R AR it T T
RETER,

U RO & FH 1Y) B3 IE B8 A T PROTAC 4
Tt — M B RA MA@, HR 3R ik
FEVE VKR R PR NRE G AN RSN 2G0T K S H AR
ANTR) B3 3% 4 il 75 B At 07 T 22 7 LA R R g,



1550 - Zj% %4 Acta Pharmaceutica Sinica 2024, 59(6): 1546-1561

A RINGE3 S HECTE3 et RBR E3
iquitin transfer ® iquitin transfer (1) Ubiquitin transfer
®
/ RING 1
RING ‘

B ......oouoo......
5 o
o® s 222 33-850 o
0®" . _23-783:53358038.
0°°  4.230310Nd008kEEE05, %0,
0® ypoRzRiEiNg SEEE LS 0,
o HRgeRY FEEFO0 S0 0, 20 P
oo SRR $0dege "%
o WA SR O
O 95 %
® o & S5
& SEL, ®
o I S TIN)
o S O
& A )
$ S o
% 25
o £ RS
®  ru w5 9
[ e, e
@ Ngpr220! B @
@ g s e eUBR
U
518 aﬁé‘ffg 4 ] :
B i marcte ®MARCH
=@ NHLRC MEXSC @
PPIL2 [ 3
R

Expanding the
repertoire

< 2% of E3 ligases have been recruited
for PROTAC design

A
=
® Fi
g: Fsinlg Z g{é:m H
= o ASBI2 @
a3
‘ASBg
ASg;; @
e, &
Sy @
asels @
isgs ..
45307¢
4@0&’5 [
I )
S
% &8
10 o°
(}E%o,)% o°
% 0%
B o
53%%%%%@“% oS
§R25e37 g0®
o®
®000000000°®

—— Widely applicable
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Figure 2 Expanding the arsenal of E3 ubiquitin ligases. A: Classes of E3 ubiquitin ligases; B: Phylogenetic trees of E3 ubiquitin ligases;

C: Expanding the ligase landscape. TPD: Target protein degradation

TG 5 0 B TR B AR FE O B A
A )T A E =0 B SN RE ) i Bl AR £
1P STV 4 6 A7 27 S D R 2 il AR 2 1 ) 4 P o Y
R RIATERY, Horh, B3 3% 552 5 10 R AE KA 38 X T
RIH R E3 M R A HEER . e RAMErR
IKTE IR B3 ZEHL, ] A4 iR PROTAC [ £ 14 I FEAIK
I o B 1, S IURS B 1) 2R 1 5 BE (D 2C). H T,
GTEx #¥E = (genotype-tissue expression) TCGA %/
J% (The Cancer Genome Atlas) & HPA ¥ # & (Human
Protein Atlas) %20 1 AT FH 1) £ 2ESa] LU T2 B E3
Tl 1) 3k R KT B Ry Rk 1S 11 B3 0E
Mg, HETALE, C&E T LR R A5 R R
IE [ E3 AN, e B B LR R 2 1 KLHL40 (Kelch-
like family member 40) Fl KLHL41 (Kelch-like family
member 41)* P K 7 1 HX # 22 H & 42 1) RNF182 (ring

finger protein 182)P"4% . Ak, i — L8 E3 & MG/
i 6 20 2 B2 i S Y b R B A R A I e el o S A
Bel-XL (B-cell lymphoma extra large) & — Fl HT I8 T
HH, HE XX AR B B2 0] 52 3 E0
HRK P FEAIC . VHL £ ML /Nl (9 2R BAIK, Ji s 48
PROTAC 534 VHL £ % B, 7T LUSE A 45 5 (19 i Jeg 2
AL, AN 2 IR A R s REP

& 7 40 B B3 3 2 g 1) 2 2RRE e vk, ot A0 iR
¥ 5 M (tumour specificity) B¢ 8 & 4 2 & (tumor
enrichment) A B T S BLUKS #E#E 2 B B 4@ (&1 2C). 18
W, B3 EHLG 1) & A 55 e I8 ) 12 0 e il 2 0 T ARG A
— %, 0] PLdE L f# ] DepMap®™ (Cancer Dependency
Map) JF & ] CERES % % (computational correction
of copy-number effect in CRISPR-Cas9 essentiality
screens)™ 7 BT 22 /> i I8 40 i 2R (1) B3 38 B2 I 11 44 00 1
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VE43, 15 5 E3 3% 1 g o A g i 98 248 B AR K RNAE VS 1
HOELPERY S iR g i x) T B B3 O R
PROTAC /= A Hu v (1 e /1 BUIG, (HEE T 1X K E3 IEH: 1
JFR I PROTAC B MEIE A fr e LAb, S iE - 52 AL
PUJE (cancer-testis antigens, CTA) 1 /& E3 & B2 B 1) —
B, CTA 1E 1E & 52 AL 3RIK 2 IR, (B AE 2 Mo ik b iy
iRk, BEZBPUE (melanoma antigen, MAGE)
K@ H A FR N MAGE-RING i# # (MRLs), 5
L RUE N RING E3 3E# 1 RS E A, R 2T
HEEEMmIERGEER. B ITA M MAGE
E3 3% 42 iy #0042 i I8 e S 14k 1), (EL X P 2H 2R L5 0 o
) E3 g /2 v) LA T 90 & B3 iE 1 A (A1 i FL i —
AN,

PROTAC i i JE i fe € 1) = o E G W K AEAE H,
DRI LA 45 SR A I BC AR R v DUR 3G e, T
BR8N B P T B3 o AT B AR B R KT, TRk
PROTAC 7EAN[RI 4 fa 2 B R 2 2 [ (1 B A R 5
Fr AR, B DA 5 19 B3 7 BE B T i Ae e 1) =
TCE AW I AL Y s B S, n) DU e B
AP .
22 HEEEZEHRATREMRIEEARE B R

PROTAC . R h Hl TR Ml H, &
W 2k KWL EA MRS EAS%,
i R i 22 1) 2R 1B IE 52 “PROTACtable”, RI1Z 2R
A ¥k PROTAC 2 AT 48 18] B # o 3E N I PR
PROTAC #1125 [ B9 45 I 3 2 52 & (androgen receptor,
AR). M % K %2 f& (estrogen receptor, ER). 4 41 il /-
-1 %2 U 4 (interleukin-1 receptor-associated
kinase 4, IRAK4). {5 5 ¥ T F1 % K 0& K 1 3 (signal
transducer and activator of transcription 3, STAT3) %5,
PROTAC-DB #{ 4} i i#fi i 1 3 270 > PROTAC 73 1~
365 A #ILER (UG 44 L 82 /N E3 S BE R IC 14 1 501 AN i 2
TR 664N = H ARG E . PROTAC A %
o ERBA YR EAL L R T

B A TR, AN D9 HE DL R 24 1 BE b AT DL i
PROTAC SEHLHE ] B2 i«

PGt I 80% By N H H 2 “ AT B2 7 Y
L, T IX L H 2 A AT L PROTAC 217 B fi#
(PROTACtability) & 54 . Schneider 2557 M\ 20 2 |2 1
O AE () 25 EAR BEAT T R G0 AT VR4, Gl
AR B BN TT AT B YR A SO AT REAE D 254
(8 B HEAT 20T, WO T SN O T AR . I R OT R
(clinical). 3C ik R 18 (literature). 72 % £ (ubiquitina-
tion). & H i 2 I ] (turnover). /N 4> T L 4K (small-
molecule binder) A€ {7 (location) (K 3).

RS TT R B ARG BT ERR B B, TR
PR AR, 5 —7J71H, 2% Clinical Trials.gov
W 3l 5 7 AR 5 75 A2 HE I PRI B ) PROTAC 2454
B, IR H A R =AN20: © #EIVIIG K PROTAC
FI#E R ;@ #EN I B I I R PROTAC (1148 25
H; @ AT AR PROTAC [HEER A . 55— J71H, 3@t
% PubMed £ 48 e 75 7 HE 8 2 75 © A SCRRIRIE 1)
PROTAC Jj HI IR 5T 55 =77 I, i s 2 o b
Z RN SAE B R A AW O B UniProt £
5 P PR L2 A AL RS B @ H AT PhosphoSitePlus
HUHE 7 mUbiSiDa $U40E 22 AL HE T 8 (1 412 52 56 Uy
PRIz RAGAL AL DU T, W A R
TEWIHE, WA R AL 2 AT RE 2> PR PROTAC
19 % A 20 % . Mathieson 55 I 4 T 48 i 3% 77 2% £
N F& € [F 7 F AR 1 (stable isotope labeling with amino
acids in cell culture, SILAC) F) 2K [ i 41 22 >R i 72 25 Fh
00 22 rh 3R B S VA . B T T, AR R
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Figure 4 Computational methods applied in target protein degradation (TPD). A: Protein-protein docking; B: PROTAC conformation

sampling; C: Molecular dynamics simulation; D: Clustering; E: MM/GBSA; F: Normal mode analysis

Table 1 Characteristics of the key computational methods applied in TPD

Model generation technique

Analysis technique

Protein-protein docking Accurate prediction of binary protein-
protein complexes

PROTAC conformational ~ Sample PROTAC conformations
sampling
Molecular dynamics (MD) Obtain the conformational ensemble of

ternary complex

Clustering

Estimating energies
restrained to the protein-protein complex with MM/GBSA

Categorize the conformational space to get
representative poses

Improve the ranking accuracy of ternary complexes
and estimate the stability and cooperativity

Normal mode analysis  Describe the collective motion of the protein

complexes
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Figure 5 Modeling of PROTAC mediated ternary complexes. A: PRosettaC protocol; B: PROTAC-Model protocol
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