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00 323 p53 RE R IPIERTT
RSt

FEE R OF OBKRFLk jRak™
(R T R2E 2B, M 650500)

HE 274 p53 (mutant p53, Mut-53) RAERMIE LR pS3 2878 5 i R AL B A LUK AZ.O N BE R 7 91 22 87, ZhRHT
G A %, TETEE TR I REF 4 . Mut-p53 BT LRI A G 80%  (dominant-negative effect, DN) (17 2l EF
A7 p53 (wild type p53, Wt-p53) Kif, BRI HITIAEIRS (gain-of-function, GOF) H¢tk, (IR & LA JE . 7200
B S5l . WO RS 2 Rh PR A i 24 2 B0 T Mut-p53 (05 B84, SR EERS . 25 MBUG A EE B
AHOCHE . PR, pS3 JRAEIE AL ALY 7 25 K IR 1Ay T AV AERE . BT TRITR B 0] Mut-pS3 AR/ N FAL G, il ps3
B KAZO N EE R 9 1 58 88, WK pS3 MR I R T IMREVE R T 24 5 TR S AR SO pS3 RAEVRXT s & Ak &
JREARZR K H RITHE ] Mut-pS3 SRR I SRems E AT T 4554 .

KR RAEpS3, WAEM, Ak
FES%ES R73, Q71

BTN SR B AR AT R IAE | BT R R TR
I A4 AR R AL Y METRR 2R IR B o S
AR EEARE RS X B S FE L
BRI, (HR2 e RINERE S T
IR SR . B, R RIFFE AR 2 I e 1
il 2 11 p53 MY AR BRI TE LA e s i SR AR
M, I T 2825 R p53 AR I a5 H: b 1 17
N (dominant-negative effect, DN) FIZJREEFR 1S
(gain-of-function, GOF) £ &%  IEH ML T,
PFA= 7 pS3 (Wt-p53) YEM R ImI a5, Jaa
TR DR IR R R 1 A R R R, TR
Z e A B pS3 LA ARRRIE AEAE, 5
{2 e 19 & A Kk 8, Hoh 284 p53 (mutant
p53, Mut-53) AN FHAR b gs 2 Az & R 1Y
TR Z —. T ps3 B EHURAEN, HE
5 oA A AT E Mg I, (LS AE pS3 HiK
Wt INFR I ZE R P 2 B R R AR I 3R 1A, ISR 3]
pS3 RAEMRMIE AL, HEMH p53 2 23 Mg il D fe .
[FImF, 787 p53 AL 23 L GOF (7 5 p53
IFil Y 5% % 2K 1 p63. p73 M H A 2K 1 T 4 MDM2
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(murine double minute 2) . #K w8 H & L LR
£, BH B pS3 ) U8 58 % AR B3 A7 1 1) fig K 4 il
Mut-p53 A RLFEfE, T3S 5 IR0 A K FYE
TR DR e SR b, B T e i 247k A i 28
AE 71 M Mut-p53 5 AEARAE Z B I8 40 i Hh 3 ok
ETE, HAEMYE A R R v R AR HEAE
I p53 A AT e B MR iR 7 i — NI 7R AT

1 pS3REREEMTK

1.1 pS3RERTRE

TP53 (tumor protein p53) 1F A g 101 il 3 A
FEH NI F 10NN E AL, H i)
pS3 ER I 393 MR LR R FEA AL, % T HKY)
AE 25 A4 B8 N I S =X 0T 45 A4 481 (transcription
activation domain, TAD) . & & fifi & Bk 45 #4 1§,
(proline-rich domain, PRD) . #%.» DNA 45 & 4544

x K H KRB S (81960670) Ml = B4 A A
(202001AS8070012) B,

s TR
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I (DNA-binding domain, DBD, p53C). PU&E{k
zER 1 (tetramerization domain, TD) FI1i&E 5 4544
I (regulatory domain, RD) 2! 7& & il Jg b,
P33 KA 4K 250945 S/ DBD X A5l L RAE . AR
P IEAZXT p53 F LA S RERIRE R, 45 A8 73l
O3NS a. GERYGEARIR . A fE DNA £ fph ifii
HpREERZ I EERMBUE (R175H, R249S
R248Q) B EAETEP A JE B AR NI 2 B R 5k H i
MAE (Y220C, VI43A) . IZFERAL SR 12
JiERA  (loop-sheet-helix motif, LSH) FJfaEN: T
W, MM 3% B DBD 4514 & A= 8, LLECT p53 2k
KA 05 S BOG DIRE . SULFEIRT, 28R AE XY
T EE O BUR, 76 24~30°CI AR T, HABIS [ Er
Wt-pS3 8z T We-pS3 iM% . (B 37°CHI A5 43
T LR I BT R AT T & AR S, 45 pSs3
eI sk im e L b e AR R . i T DNA it
1] A 2 FE Rk B A= 1 e (R273H, R248W)
LGS ot N pS3AE R i s R -2k A L5 DNA
(255 1 1 A SCER 11 0 AT AR TR R IR . o, B
LEEIOAE . pS3E N DBD X & A — M REES F45
A0, HCysl76, His179, Cys238 il Cys242 1)
MsEme oy, 3 E DBD Z5MAER . IS0 ffi
DNA 2 fii TA] () 22 36 R 5% 6 & A AR, DT
TRk K g AR R PE (R175H. C176Y) . Butler
& WSE B N A, AR pS3TEREE T
R R I 2336 i DBD IX AR E MEREAR, %38 DBD IX.
TE B AR RS RN AR T BoR A Z 0] sh 28 . A ] &
B, FEL KBS A pS3 =AM AR, ps3
Al gE LA & 1Y T BB U AF 78, JF H JC 8 DBD
(ApoDBD) LI-F-RE & DL 2 i s A% 19 75 =8 75 p53
RERE.
1.2 Mut-p53REFXEIF R

TEIRAE Y, PRI 908 3 2t B 1 et B 3R
ik, SRS M, SR H B AR,
TR S R e e L R AR 1 pS3
SN N VI - ST o s o S P s
g N I, pS3 RARIRIIE A 4 0 9 T UE A
FEBI Z . 25 AR 3T 0 TE Ry FE 21 4 8 1A L[]
2R RIAE S B AR . 28 S B F A~ B 2 P47 o
HEZ M. A B2 Z BIREUEIE B — > g 1M
E E A () hr ek, AR B2 A A
BE ) SV AR T, DOTTTE BRTE MR LT 4 15 IEH
8O0 B B D e A AT 2 R IR ) 2 RN Bl )2
JIr AR Bl . p53 & —Fh LR g 2 45 R 1, T8

AL 3 A M S A AR . RS SR B
> DNA G5 G450 5 . DU RALZE b 3K . G iR 1B FK p53
R T B pS3 .0 DNA 45 & 45 #4 (p53C)
FRA S04 220 pS3C ARG FIRARER, EATE
m i TAARIR IR R Ak, BRI IE W TS
L EERT B 2 A1 IR B — il ) A . SR T -
WA RIS AT, 57 A 233l ol PR AA
T T A R A R ) T i i Al 2 9 2
Fersht M1 BA 220 ffi B 22 /8 49 Hif & #%
(differential scanning calorimetry, DSC) )i =%
43 B R VAR R ] ps3 & AE K (R175H. C242S.
R248Q. R249S fIR273H) [HW#J 2 FRaue e, 4553
TR K Z 8 p53 %O G Ik 1 2 A8 (AT A PRI EE R
AR 2/ 50%. T AR AL T ps53 B H IR
PEREAR, PRSI TRI37°C, pS3 A TA
AL AR RN R AR

P53 WA MARTY Bl i) O B A2 ph 3BT A pS3C B K
ot G B R BT ER sl 7. Goldschmidt 55 2
FIH ZipperDB 514455 14 p53 ) DBD H1 & A JLA
R Ry ST ARz [ R BRI B, i B SRR A
AT B A B, Hir 252~258 BRI W E MR A
S RAEREM R B, FRZNLTITLESSH (F 1) .
BEJG , Xu%F ) K pS3 A% 0 X 8 rp i) R B 251~
257 JE LABRSh 40 22 p53 B4R | ik St
Xt ps3 BFAE R | 4EM R AZ R (RII0P, RI75H,
R248Q. R249S F1 R282W) K& % fih & 7& {&
(R248W FIR273H) FEZHME N A RAERES AT T8
5%, KINpS3 WA T R d b s A AR — 5k, LA
PR TERIR . DU\ R AL A 4
A5 T4 MAZ . T pS3 G544 28 AR IR i T I 5 A4 Ry
REEE MR, FECT MG T pS3 A WAL T
pS3DBD XY “BisKAZ.L" g, dEmd1e s
KA R BE251~257 ZREE ok, S8 LTIITLE R
I B BE, WBhpsS3 RE (K2a) . HTH—4
#78 LTOTLE Xf pS3 RAEM E L E L, XusE
Wang 45 20 7E 5B 41 LTITLE H 5| AT S|
AR 1254R, KB 1254R S 78 (A AE A Ot il T
P3G R A REE MM T RERRE, WL T
LTUTLE Z5#47F p53 ATV sl iy 3 #2 v & #5745 Hk
EVERIVER . [H I Soragni 45 P! L R175, R248 %
AR T S, I A0 2E i P IR ReACDS3 36
LTITLE (252~258) 4544 1) 77 12 [R)FE A3 %50 4 ol
T pS3REMRIIE L,y p53 AEMIE it Jit K 42
BT IR .
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Fig. 1 The position of adhesion sequence in the primary and higher structures of p53

Bl FMFIEpSI—REM RS REMFHLE

p53 RAENRIIE A5 Pt Pk S R fT Bt
PG, 5 AR —Le 52 R R B VIA G, Gk
fEH . & % A # (backbone hydrogen bonds,
BHBs) %5. —J5ifi, KAAEHISKS)HE 25 Ff A= it
B, EIEEARITE . RS . KorTda%. i
DDA ISR s i A B I il - & ) il E| BN T Pu
TRA SRR A A B K PR B E R R R
S5 B AR e DL SR e B 4+ B2 L i e T Ik Ak
YEAESE BT IR A Sl F vh 458 2 O S AE
FH K ACAE AT 5 [m g4 (radius of gyration,
Rg) . %3] & F£mFL (solvent accessible surface
area, SASA) FlHi KR HE SASA (1) HE 23 %5 i bR 4L
(probability density function, PDF) %% %% V)
o Li 55 Gl TS pS3 W AR R | gy AR K
(R175H) . M4k (R273H) A7 7R L1 Rg
SASA FllHi 7K 5% 2 SASA ) PDF, % B R175H FlI
R273H 2B R AU FR L Rg Fl SASA 2K T Wt-p53. 1%
Hdia $2 8 R175H A R273H 58745 fifi 15 p53 & AR
R UL RS pS3 BTN “BiKAZ.O 7 2R R
FTHEARR, fEdEps3 RE. FEt, 7E/KEEH
MR T, pS3#ERAEER (molten-globule, MG) IR
BITE R — 2023 T pS3 RN -4 IEH1E
LT, p5S3HYDBD XARAEI “=HIR” 450,

DU B2 B AR R B )2 B SR 1) AT A
TEBFZEHZ IR ARG (L2/L3) K—
ANFR R -IBER A, S ZH A DNA B2 fih i . Ho 2R
SR T LS B T RO OR AR E pS3 A, I
p53-DBD X [ EER X pS3 LIS S RERE R
FLHEEMMEM . LiZ ™ &3 R175H FIR273H 5875
PRI FEI Y We-pS3C TS IR 2k, (iR
PG AR AIE 5 105 1] 3R 42 119 0 R R 245 1 285 A0 R A1 AH
. Ik SR — R A B BB, AR T
e S iy et I || W e = Vs ) TR AW L
HE R SeAR AL, HLA R B SR e M AR AR 1k
FEAEBEAR M5 R 1/ 22 B 1 R T el A ol L6
|, Z253E AN BT, 8T &N
RIS i, e T RO RIS
AT RENE, fEUEREER KA 2 | Pedrote 55 2
WEB T pS3C G ER S REMS 1A T R AE, 2 4t
THINA SR8 R . 55—, BHBsTE p53 %
LR RE TP R HE A EE AV VE B AR
T, FEREZHOTEEEART, BB LA
Ah, K Z %0 BHBs ##% Ak W 1 3 1 4 2 7E 5> 1
P 27 BHBs AP B 06 R B8R A R Z5 M i Faoe
FE BLVE B AE R AL R Y % . >4 BHBs JH [l = 2
W RHKREF, B EIERRR e S KA
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YERT, HS5 REEMAH TN, JEmFEACER M Tas A
I5EePE . [Hitk, BHBs (25 215 pS3C a2
PERAR, REBBEERTE, RIOVRERR,
JEHER, B AR

2 pS3EXT PR AL IR

p53 PR R B A R E PR BRI A P
ARV RE AR HE R 1 K A pS3 TE M HERIEC & A
Z IR A U A M R P L pS3 AR IR IR
IREAS U pS3 A I ATE MR, DI Lk 240
JtLFE SRR . fR TR RE T . S AR Y pS3 SRAEIR
(L AT BE 5 A 7 R4 T GOF &40 AR 14 96 ik 1Y)
RHARX.

2.1 Mut-pS3EEEH B4R

BN AR FEBE AR S AR A R AR R MY
F S JCHIRE, 30 R S BEL BT[] — 240 Py g 2 A
R E A BRI, HAE ALK AL R
JBT R G 2R SO BUTC D R Y — SR A/ SR A, A
7741 ) BB A A B R S RE . ARFIT LR, p53 R HE
LB SR AR TR DA pS3 B A 2o DO SR A A5 A Sl 1
FAATTHE . Mut-p53 A9 2 AE 0V 2 BT Mut-p53
MWt-p53 7> FIR G TRk Z T, S22
RETE pS3 A MR BERRAI, B We-p53 AN RS A& #5
g DI RE .

Mut-p53 A 44 i M 5 R A BL AR ] RE-S LA R L
AHZFEA K a. Mut-p53 3K 3) B A 78R 1 A 42 i
IG5 b, p53 RN Wt-p53 A#%. —Jri,
Mut-p53 8K 2l B A4 YR B A 5 lR R 0% . AE
SRR . BT R AN . A5 MU
Fol 95 200 i o P50 5 T Mut-p53 5 We-pS3 1 573
R B0 SIS R W] R248Q pS3C TE M FEIR R W A1
YR EWYIINE T Wt-pS3C AR 4E | Silva %5 Y fl
Forget %5 ) JIEAH T Mut-p53 5% p53C A Boik &
FERYRFE , AR 20 15 R 6% i H At 200 B 5
B, SHNnTEER Weps3 £ LRE, JHAES
JE B MR ANE . Ji— 5T, p53 AN Wt-
p33 AR, We-pS3 /e 3¢ [ 1322k T DNA 45
HHES) . A SCHRIRIE , TE B IR Saos-2 Al 7 M
B PR N B 40 (high grade serous ovarian
cancer, HGSOC) it i S LS 5% ps3 /e fir
RN G s b, BT ROIR T
a2 R R Mut-pS3 7R R N R A2 gk
MIRAEIR, 42718 p53 AL REAE 1T p53 M A% i A 2
1, REEUSH R 5 DNA 456 Kk K451 sk ik .

Lasagna-Reeves %5 ' 7F J Jit 2 i & (basal cell
carcinoma, BCC) & p53 HERYIMIFLFHEIR T
5 DNAZEEIRETT, MMk T pS3 ALife.

22 pB3EREGESHMEARMEEIER

Mut-p53 7E & R L hid v] Ll i GOF
(S5 A KRR T SR, i Brbs
(%At . Mut-p53 GOF f9 A ML 2 55 pS3 5 Ak
DUBCHABT I T IS5 S . Mut-p53 REAN U
T Wet-pS53 A, 1 HERENS 5 p63 Mlp73 KA R
LIS R pS3HEE 5 p63 M p73 FEAHAE T &
A EAER . Mut-p53 S08 FeE I — A SC ML 2
p53 5 VR %A b1 p63 Fl p73 & A= A1 H.AE I
55 HIRE . BT pS3 ML p63 Fl p73 1Y S
WAL pS3 A DIReES, [FATps35p63 flp73 H
A7 5t A RL A s £F B ) B (pS3 (251~
257). p63 (321~327) Flp73 (271~277) ), KHifi
IR B IR LR B IE I 4 . 1 Saos-2 4 i Fp LR A
T34 p53 M p63 5 p73 (TAp63a/TAp73a) M
TR S F B . A W-pS3 A 7E RIS L R, p63 il
p73 EEEN TAMEA%; M, Mut-p53 (R282W
FMIRI10P) 5 TAp63a/TAp73a ()3 2 ik ¥ p63 Fil
p73 IKBh B JE A, W] p53 REAE 5 p63 Fl p73 1E
s N & AE SRR AR, BHAE p63 M p73 AR K H5EEE 5
R DI EE . 755 AR LM H Mut-p53 (1254R) |
p63 (I324R) Flp73 (1274R) Ji7, Mut-p53 5 p63
Fp73 A EAE I SE 2 EBR, IR p73 1 i
2 1y € . 8 i3 RT-qPCR 4 il Mut-p53 % 4E X}
MDM2., p21 FIBAX KK, K Blp53 RER
AR R282W fyAL[ml Fe ik S it Ml T p63 Flp73 1Y
JIte.

BRILZ AN, Mut-p53 38 nf L5142 Hfthfs A
TR AR EAHEAER, DAk 228 Kt 2y
P . TR TR T I AR AR R AR T s )
RINZE, p53 RAY) T Re i BOE AR e 2 11 3145
P TR A Y R pS3 RAERENL S Hsp70
H1 Hsp90 (1) [ 1 . Wiech 55 ' %% 3 p53 15 Hsp70 K
MDM2 &AM BAE = HA BUEMAERHIERT “f
KA S54, IM4EHRE T pS3 RAEKMEE .
Hsp70 A P v B A 385 i35 23 40 il T~ MDM2 45 (1)
Mut-p53 72 Z ALK AT S350 pS3 = WA B,
[ B R 51 T ps3 5 B X Y B 1 2 R, R
Hsp70 BEWZ 1S I p53 28 A8 1A A B PR I Il pS3 2R
ERMIE AL . 55— 5T, Hsp90 7] LUK pS3 51k
YR BRPCIRAS ik ps3 ' T 5 37 B 10 5% 4 A
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% ik ps3 B4k
3 EEpS3EEEMRHI KRS

P53 VEME R AR IR A5 Pl e £ A 12U K
ORI, JF SRR ER G, #5453 RAEMRN
BEN KA R B REIL, B85 2. R,
pS3 RERG I Z5HH5C . Ik, XFpsS3 BAEMRE
(1R RIS B TS 3R S 4 () AR B2 AT kg R I 7 SR 2.
— . HAEr, WRGEN . N FRAA R RS (K
ORI T W I Mut-p53 RAEKAIE .

3.1 BAFREFIReACpS3

1 pS3 B K AZ O NS I BB P 510 7 pS3 R 4R
(it fE v R Yo MR, L, sEad e
5 p53 B AR p53 AL NN T HE W) p53 R
LEIM RIS . Soragni 45 BV T T —FRREAS AN 6 28 A8
Rl pS3EMFEER I REM M BER (LN
RecACp53) . H34E LTIITLE 254 v i I HES o7 2
I H Rosetta B X% i BEEA TR 00T, WAL A AR
() K P 371 5 B AR AR 51) A 45 4 e 3 el 7
R, 530 R ARG R IR LTRITLE J¥41 515
fl LTUTLE 4+ M 45 & & £ sp g€, B LTRITLE 7£
a5 P4 A, 58 3 DA AR 2 S A4 B
RIZFEAazmahsg, WP 7 & AR (&
2b D) FEIERAEM T, Wt-p53 B3 e K4
fE42°C, AR PRI EE T HARERE KR HE H B4
KA O R BB 91 Mk LA 58 T3 A & T,
WA G KAERE ADR Y pS3 R G (JLHIESS
F5eAE ), HRSREE AURZS IR, SEEMT
G R, R IERERN 4 JEF Mut-pS3 724
PRI BN B R R 5 4R 5, ReACpS3 X Mut-
pS3PA T RAF AR 1 M . 7 S Be 9 G M S R RS
JE S, Soragni 1B BV UESE T ReACPpS3 RE S
AH S 100 1 O S0 R SRR A M P pS3 R AE, il
Z ULTE MR g T A T Al A b, TR B
ReACpS3 i T8 T IR N1 &) U R HE 1) p53 584
SRR 45/ T, Zhang 55 U YRR
Hi % Bf % (prostate cancer, PCa) "' iE B T
ReACp53 1] LIME T Mut-p53 B4, S8 p53EHA

MG, T T MutpS3 S5 AHCER 118 T
s

Zae .

32 INFTFUEY

T SR ALY 75— P A 1l £ e p53 B R
HRRE | Ao LT A T MG S AR AR T p53 PR Y
RN P M LB B R SR (K120 @) . BT,

HHFFEHRE T e Hl Mut-p53 BEK/NF TS
Yy, WPias RS 7 PKO83 . hikkfk i PRIMA-1 .,
BE4 R AR ZMC1 AR AR AR R Mut-p53 B4
RITHRER LA ) X 2eb AW LA R 4R 1 i
P12 B Mut-pS3 Bi K A% 0 2 #8 HE BT 5
LTITLE (252~258) E#iH#T pS3 BIHKIZ L2
Hh 3 o R R Mut-p53 AR G PR A5 p53 6 FF
H LTIITLE (252~258) X L) %% 58 55 J7 20 4% ps3
RAE . BESLAE R PRIMA-1 FER Y5 AL R i 1 v /R
ZAR I ZE T (MQ) 5 p53 80 X 12K bk
RERRIE R I EE G, FEIE Cys124 flCys277,
MR pS3 A EHFHT & WIS, FEHIR
A5 (1% [) s foff O 2 b e B0 ik D RE s A IR B A
KP083 55¢4: @ -AR ZMC1 2 ISR 5 8 B 7,
EAE A 0 SR A 0 225K WE . Alan BIBALI/E R T8
SR pS3 (Y220C) 25, 3N ps3 #kae v
FE S FLR A R RE S H AR, ik T — R 5 LA
MDA Y, ZaRBEHTOEHT (differential
scanning fluorimetry, DSF) Ot HL 5256 45 5 i
INIX AL A YITEAR R REE R T pS3 A4
FIRG T8, [RIBAERSMH T ps3 (Y220C) #%
DL RERE S W B THER R TS
MBI AH AR T &5 R EEAEN, Miller 5
4 8RR ki ok T RO BE LR (LI
LH) SKiH77 p53 BRE K pS3 5SHE TINE A . H
TFHLRE NS 55 2R A K B B A RAF (A AR AR
F, BOBBEECA LIS ps3 kA4 T 454, [ H4)E
PEARAAS B4 o T A0 N R K, B T R
55 Mut-p53 FIZ5 G RE ST, #EMTTY Mut-p53 5
£ BB T AR T ps3 AR A AT IESL
T Mut-p53 5 LI & J5 BB 1% BH 15 9 il R AL 1R 1)
. [RIEHEH pS3 Pifk DO-1 SHisE R bk A1l 78
N B 95 NUGC i g v 347 S i 2 6 S 30 WL 44 3] L
LRSS R YR/ . DO-15 ALl Z Al fy 3t E

PR /b, FEHILIAT LA 350 /> Mut-p53 4 i & H
pS3REE.

FRUA BB, AiEAZE R, AR
2 I A% T 35 At R B0 L 41 1 pS3 R AR AR TR L 11 i
71 %48 Ferraz 55 2 IR 1 HZE P AT We-pS3C 7
AN EAER, FEH0H Wt-pS3C Fl pS3 R248Q %878
R, (UEEARMVERPLEIEATERE, Wi —
RS MR —F N T REEARE
£, IFEEARIE S R R el IEE A ST & A P
TREEM, A A REE TR R 1]
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PIAEZK IR P ad 1 =40 H S A HES IR s 7K 35 1
T 7 56 4 T - A R A SR 4E YL Chen
B B R -T R pS3 R Esh J12%, K
ZRKERIRA BN H T Mut-p53 A | HEMAE 2 R
4315 p53 Z B B H KA EAE I T RERE IR T R4 5

1T p53 AEIRIL B —Fh A B9 RNA 5 p53C 1Y)
A EMAE A S E B EAE S, TR
il SR A S S A R AR I TR UE Y . [F] U DNA
Jy 51 W) 2 0 2o 3 0 p5 3 2 1 AR E MR A ) SR A

Ishimaru 25 ' (BIFFE 45 5 2 W] 55 [R50 51 A9 A

Rz Al S RIE R, TTIIHIRERIER, Wit FEHBT I T p53C R4 N IE ML, FF M3
TEZ R EONIAYT Mut-p53 BENGERITSENH  p5S3C 2K ps3 7E 5[ DNA ¥ 51 45 & i L 71
R SEIRAAE (e 20 . ), AIRGEFRRNAELR TR e
JE 1% DNA 7 81 % ps3 AEH F1EH " . RNA
@ S 3RANK BRI S3 B ®
T L —— bt
ReACp53
PS3RAEIT B 527-25 % PK083
EpN T > ‘%}% HRIBE
Polyarginine
Niiii 2 S 2R A )
FIBIRE Cl
G G Y, “
@ I %Lf
o Wmmﬂ e MMM@WE,@ % %‘&WW% i MW&MMM}WW
M@ @f&@ ,\‘;f'; ;{Q @ %
N P p53 |
fﬂ\ ~ BT S
N o=
w [

@

Fig. 2 Strategies for targeting mutated p53 aggregates
TpSIREMHI KB

B2 FBER

(a) FAEPSIALMRMIBINHLE] . i TEMATUEN:, pS3RAE

SRS TE R P A R R, IREIRAEIRROTE L. (b) HL[a R A8 pS3 R LMY

il : (DReACpS3% tipS3BiM e NI ZR 4 5 il il YRS pS3 A B G 2R 4.

4 B =

BPrBe, BEERFAEORBIARBIEL, A AT
TERPE A2 B AT 7 HBGS T RS, (HR
iR 1) A e R UR AN RATS SR FATT i 2 il ) 3222
). Mut-p53 SR 1A I BT 22 i e e 4 i
PRI, IS RS | 2y iU BEA

5K ARE H TR Mut-pS3 55K Y AT 5T K B i
Mut-p53 AR IIE L BEH K p53 AT RE, (HEH
PR FIPLE S e A TRt — L ] h
T H G T #E 10) Mut-p53 AT AL T D B
B, HETORIIMIFET XL 0] p53 AR 1 BARAEH]
B ARG AR IR — 2R, DAY RAE ps3 R
SERIBLH] . GOF &4 be 4l 5 4 ) B AL A
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Research Progress in Tumor Treatment Targeting Mutated p53 Aggregates

WANG lJia-Jian, OU Xia, GENG Xue-Ye, ZHANG Ji-Hong™

(Medical School, Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650500, China)

Abstract The formation of mutant p53 aggregates is caused by the exposure of the adhesion sequences wrapped
in the hydrophobic core of p53 after mutation. After exposure, the adhesion sequences will quickly nucleate and
assemble to form amorphous fibrils. The mutant p53 aggregates can not only inactivate wild type p53 (Wt-p53) in
a dominant-negative effect manner, but also exhibit gain-of-function (GOF) characteristic to promote the
development and progression of tumors. Abnormal aggregation of mutant p53 has been found in various tumors,
such as ovarian cancer, colon cancer and prostate cancer. The mutant p53 aggregates are significantly correlated
with tumor metastasis, drug resistance and poor prognosis. Therefore, p53 aggregation is considered as a potential
therapeutic target. The discovery of small molecule compounds targeting mutated p53 aggregates, which can
inhibit the exposure of adhesion sequences in the hydrophobic core of p53 and restores the function of p53, is
becoming a promising strategy in cancer therapy. In this review, we summarized the mechanism of p53

aggregation and the potential therapeutic strategies.
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