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il 7R B S TR 25 ) 2 5 IR TR 25 B R 2 —
PROTAC J&— S XU RE /1, FIH AL N KARAY
RS ZR-EHMK RS
(ubiquitin-proteasome system, UPS) 3ZE{ POI A9 #
[l R 12, PROTAC [AIR X2 —A> =t B &1k,
Horp AR o 2 — B B RIEPERI A= B 15, W
3L E AN [ A B e A, b —am AR S
POIFE kLS G, I —wlC IR ST 5F E3 2 R ik
W, PROTAC [F] IR 254 POLFI E3 12 3R 14 $ £ 1 e
FIIE B B AR5 T POLIN 212 Z AL LU KB I 1Y
WM T UPS ry st e . BRE HT, A2
PROTAC 73 F#E Al KIS 7. SK77, PROTACHL
At A SRR, mTHEIEASE3ZER
WSS G LA ORI 40 L N UPS A 24 PO B figgF-
£, DI PROTAC 240 1] BRI N A 15T,
PR G M AR 1 R i 5 3l 1 17 FH S AR
/b HW R R 4332 PR o G A R 4l i 2 T i
E3 #% #2540 ZNRF3 . RNF43 %5/ PROTAC ¥ &
Shy FRE ) AR A RS B B T T R L (EAR IR
&, MR E3 EHEM I SN2 T POL AL,
11l POT [ fiff e Z R ARV BRI 78 LY o V7 Z29589% 1)
HIT ISR MM R A, 2 AR A
40% ety , HAEKET . QR4 sh T
DLE A 5 AR 2RSS G5 k58 IR 5 i
LR kA Y IR TS T & BT TPD #
NS 0P NG e S TR A ] o
EBHARYE N —Fhan s, HRZEDIRE N 0
THAL RS BRA b /MRS I BT . AR . 2RSS
KU S—8E 537, (Rl B G A o3 il
ity . SREATIYIGE, TEAIE R, AN
I3 R 2 B A T R A AR T EAZ A
PIE T AATE A R R S, —FR B e &dR
KIUPS, i —Fh N A0 i iR, mRhisie
TEVH 9 40 B N A 1 B AR DT T4 A ¥ A B AR
FH 200 W AR & A2 00 F LS AR - AR IR AR
(endosome-lysosome pathway, ELP). 7¥M-75EHA
1A M- BRI 1S (autophagy-lysosomal pathway,
ALP) 3 B % fift POI 1) & 12 [ 220 0 2020 4F
Bertozzi 45 ¥ 52 PROTAC [ Ji A& T & 1 i 12k 4t g
B IE R PRSI EE FTR LYTACH AR . 5
PROTAC 73 F Y BEAR LS AHAL, LYTAC 43 ¥ [F A
Sk FH 43 R e 4 T A L2 R e ) ) e A R =T
AR, KK, PROTAC 2 FHYH h— Al
LA B3 ZRELBANFPOINZEZ R, MW

LYTAC f4 AH i FC A W) &5 5 3% i R B ) 32 4R
(lysosome-targeting receptor, LTR) A4S LYTAC
3 F 14 4 L Ak DL K B IS Y POT B ) 375 i 4% [
fift . LYTAC AR & e i e TR B A= 12
AR A B LA SO0 28 1 SR LR Y iz e, X
— PR EBAERFZ AR EE, JUH
J2i2 I PROTAC £ A JGIE HE ) [t fift 1) — 28 Jfa 70 Al
JE A 1 S5 R S TR A TR AR DA R . 2
W FGERIRI T HRHE R R AT

AL )X IR IR B ) LYTAC #4158
B, e H LYTAC WA AR, o IR 2R
—fRLYTAC 155 “ARLYTAC 4> FINFEARZER . 4
LN L D@ WS K I 5 < 0 N i B v S P 94
i Z2 53 T 24 i LY TAC R AU R 5 PR A . HRO
ANTA] LTR F) £ B2 8 s A SRR 9K ) LY TAC 4311
SR KON o b DLBH B R 2 T 5 b © TR
% {&  (cation-independent mannose-6-phosphonate
receptor, CI-M6PR) & LTR WY R YK 5l LY TAC 43
TR 2, BETEHEAMNARSENLYTAC, HH
TALLYTAC L EAZIR 5 98 LY TAC BRI/ 40
WiRiBZ (small interfering ribonucleic acid, siRNA)
[ LY TAC Plus P 5 %542 9 37 B 1 X IR 9K 3 LY TAC
43 F¥1J& LU CI-M6PR A LTR 45 POI L [n] 375 fiff 14
Ve . ASGPR A EAYAZIRIKS) LYTAC YJT LKA
HRIE o — B B LTR A5 048 SOIR I A% 1%
2 (deoxyribonucleic acid, DNA) & AME MIZER
KB LYTAC 73 [ FE R & o e P Ie iR 9K 5l
(¥ LY TAC £ A H R AA7E 1 Pk LA B i SRR Sk 1y
KRy T AR HIET R, DA R 2 1 B 1 R A 245 )
TR A A ST 0 LRI 78

1 LYTACHIKEHTE

2020 4%, Bertozzi A1 BA ' £ F TPD A% 4,
7E PROTAC W 5L Al b & 17— R ) 85 () o
Ffi iR, IR a4 M LYTAC, ik, 5—1t
LYTAC#EA: . LYTAC FJ 2 L PN 51 i A i A2
HEAT AN A KRR 1 )R SRR % . Bertozzi
BAIF % 1R 25 —1% LY TAC 3 #% CI-M6PR 1 hy Hii fiff
PRHE ) 324K . CT-MGPR J2& — Filt 78 411 i 55 i il
Rz Rz R, BEASKE & H 2R 6 B R
(mannose-6-phosphonate, M6Pn) =75 & 11 A £
F % ia B R AR TR > 2 S —fRLYTAC =
JC A A R B H g R R R 45 A CI-M6PR 1Y
M6Pn B A IRFCAAR , 1 HAS B M6Pn-LY TAC



2025; 52 (D

B, %: ZERRENEEREME: AR ERRARE -7

Al RLSEE R CI-M6PR A5 1) 55 5514 POT i il 4 [
fift o 5 — s D) R 4 S 1k &5 5 POIT AY BT 1 Hic A4,
M6Pn-LYTAC i i H: POT e 1A H¢ 435 g 1 Al i 2% 1
POI, A4k & POI ) M6Pn-LY TAC A J] H: M6Pn
A8 i P B K AR 5 440 R R 1 7Yy CI-MI6PR ¢ 5 14 &5
A, BJEE N TE AR T A,
N B pH (B 2515 |2 CI-M6PR 5 M6Pn-LY TAC
B, SECRSS A PO I A B N A0 45 Fhk
fift B RA A7, 1T CTI-M6PR 7S B I3l i 55 /R S A5 1
YA LEIERAFI A (& 1a) ', Bertozzi 55 |
FHM6Pn-LYTAC 53 B 52 3 T X A IR 21 €
P 1 mCherry UV BHATEIC (K 1b) FIEEE
CD71 (IR B (K 1c) . tesh, MfiTids8ir
T M6Pn-LYTAC X} NA-647, 3£ fz K HF 52 1k
(epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR) %§4;F
IV BRI RS R BE T o i WESE W] T LY TAC 1R R 4k
PROTAC 22 J5 4381 1 TPD 45 AR #7171 K ]
fiff L A0 RN RS AR 1 R R RE DL B . SR, BT CI-
M6PR J&—F) 1552 K, HAE KR ZE a1z %
ik, S —48 M6Pn-LYTAC fik = 2H 21 F 40 it 45
S

FE T4 — 48 M6Pn-LYTAC %2 2% 1 20 21 Fi 40 it
Y5, Bertozzi A BA X T & H 5 — 48 LYTAC
(GalNAc-LYTAC) ', 545 — % LYTAC A [A] 4
J&, GalNAC-LYTAC BRI 25 & i v B (A HE [n) 32
PRS2 3 20 W R M A2 4K CI-M6PR, i 2 JiT 44 g
S REWNLEWE®RMRMEEAQ 2K
(asialoglycoprotein receptor, ASGPR) ([& 1d) "',
ASGPR i 5l & A N- & Bk & 3% 2F 7L fF (N-
acetylgalactosamine,  GalNAc) o ¥ F[ H#
(galactose, Gal) FIMEZE 1, Bl 701 ASGPR i
Ik A B A 04 A P S 3 2 1 A At L P £k
BN, S WIRRZRI R SRS,
ASGPR BEHUH A G W) 0 P46 20 2 20 BB, i 485
R A PO I GaINAc-LY TAC W7 375 Tl < vl [
fift 2 . GalNAc-LYTAC F] H = X #! GalNAc
(triantennary N-acetylgalactosamine, tri-GalNAc)
fE o ASGPR 1) 45 & e X, 76 i 240 Jfa v i o
(hepatocellular carcinoma, HCC) 4iffif @il 175
CI-M6PR #1751 LY TAC #H 24 ) EGFR #IE [1] [ fift g
J1 (K 1e). [AIEF, GalNAc-LYTAC A4 T4 o4 5+
PRI A B AR BUESE (B 1) . b, GalNAc-
LYTAC it [N A T HCC 4 i & b i 55— i 2
H—— AEEAEKHF3Z42 (human epidermal

growth factor receptor-2, HER2). W3¢ A biik &
B, tri-GalNAc 5 POI [ {4 iy A [] 48 356 457 i %
GalNAc-LYTAC WY FI SRR RE 1A A2 . 2%
TAEUESE T FF A& 4 23RN 4 A e 5 1 1 LY TAC 5 i
SERIATHY, ELAERSAEIRYT J7 T HA AR 0 A
fHo [Fl—mTa), FE4EF45 B0 T A M 2 LTR (1Y
H W It & T 3 F ASGPR 1 41l i % 5+ P
LYTAC, R B i N IR eI SN IR
DL KUE BT A O S SO A% R 3B 3% 48 AR 1y ]
171k

RfiE LYTAC H AR BYAW A e, BokBEZHT
LYTAC J B QF M e il . A2 AR TR
T & I Z R LYTAC 4 F, 5 LYTAC N
AR POT 4 Bl AA R it 1B 0 LTR B & 85 2 2
KEZMW, 1M HATAERN LTR M H oA B,
WK A BN R 12 LYTAC 43 T ER . BT
LTR Z FREGIIE, & Eess ) fGH T —Fl GLP-1-
LYTAC, HF| S i =K 1 (glucagon-like
peptide-1, GLP-1) fEN—Mig L BLAY LTR, JES
M E B BK 1 52 /& (glucagon-like peptide-1
receptor, GLP-1R), MJEL{A, if i GLP-115 GLP-
IR A SRR A S5 45 G A T s sk sk
5 (green fluorescent protein, GFP) FIH ik
YR EAENMINE A DL AL HE EGFR F4H e
FFPEFET-BCAAR 1 (programmed death ligand 1, PD-
L1) 76PN 0 A 0 ) S A R A . Bk, A
FE B H 3Z K (transferrin receptor, TfR) {ER
LTR #4 il 1) TAR-LYTAC 7 TR E pledleiss . LA B
WFEUESE T & B 258 7 LTR LA4h 9 LY TAC )i H
BT AT, AT R LTR JF & 09 A )& T 2 T fg
ELYTAC MW & St TR B . SR, A2
CI-M6PR i J: ASGPRAER LTR () LYTAC 43 ¥, H
LTR FCiR F 2RI TR, FH R &G
Mt o A HIRME, X e — BT B8RS T
LYTAC 731~ 1 & JSOE BE B A . CI-M6PR LA FK
R R BEAEA KA F 221K (insulin-like growth
factor 2 receptor, IGF2R), HAJLAZE A AEMEIEILIER
BEMA KN F 2 (insulin-like growth factor 2,
IGF2) C#ES: B, Rt HETHERAL BRI &
B 2R AR B, B e A BN g [ 37 K2
FRIEHE TR 2% NP R ILYTACs, HoA FHARRL
L IGF2 £y CI-M6PR Y L1452 3L 1 POT Yy 75 it
R s Suah, Rt AL E AT B g0 oK BR A
LYTACHEAWFFE "7,
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(a) LYTAC (c)

CD71
CI-M6PR cbrl _E;‘l

Y AER TXHRZ4L 100 60 58 19

VINC | |
bl N
&S 5
*

;M& & 3
K562 HEK-293
(b) P<0.000 1

115

14+ P <0.0001

MFEIf5 525 1k
MFIf#% 50351k

© () 1.0F _ns
= O] :HEP3B
0.8} ]-t_ P=0.0030 B :HeLa-GFP
=l
0t A4 g g 06r
B g E P=0.0033
= = 04f
Ctx = =
DD;:[ <
; Ctx-GaINAc = 0.2r Y
/ N Ctx-M6Pn
0 105 10* 10° ’ o ¥ &
EGFR-647 ———» ? a
Gt

Fig.1 M6Pn-LYTAC and GaINAc-LYTAC * *
Bl M6Pn-LYTACHIGaINAc-LYTAC
(a) M6Pn-LYTACHISSFFINALHLE . (b) M6Pn-LYTACA SHZE F1CD71HHLAI FEf# . (¢) M6Pn-LYTACHM S d4hEE FimCherry 24 il P4
fb. (d) GalNAc-LYTACH#—{RLYTACHIIL#. (e) GalNAc-LY TACTEF4IL A EGFRAE [ F#4# ik J1 SSM6Pn-LYTACHI 24, (f) GalNAc-
LYTACH AR5

S LYTAC EoAR DUHAL ) [ i M AR A IR il — S8 INXE S PR . LYTAC 701l AR 4 3
PGB 2RI MY A R, HRFEAFAE— SR b PROTAC 73 H il JG I $ 16 [ Ak i 41 2 R0



2025; 52 (D

B, %: ZERRENEEREME: AR ERRARE 9.

wg | (H A JC AR PROTAC 43— 5 [ [ fire Jig
WEAT, X&m ARG MR el 54,
LY TAC P fift it /185 1 5 1) J@ 5 rp AL (A A A
L, 5 & OB E SE A I PR N A B, Rk
LYTAC $¢ R 75 248 2] 32 5 1 B 55 P 09 200 R B
FH B, LYTAC 4375 24 B LTR 52 31H: POL A
TR 1) B R e, i B AT 3 A LTR {X AT CI-
M6PR HI ASGPR W Ff, [ L IF & B 2 DL S ] LIAy
SHARLA LYTAC AL #HT Y LTR 241 B LYTAC
Gy F NS B — R OCHE ., SR e, 3T
LYTAC 531 iR A A6 T i SO B A4S (0 T & 45 v
FEIRE, oRs R AR iR (T B AR IR o3 sl &
MEZ A5 LTR 45 4 e L E A 7, 7ER
TUE 5 255 40 L P AL RE 0 B SRl L AR T R AR A K
LYTAC & X . (EAFERE N, HFLYTAC 7
T rhobE KL AR 55 POT 25 & T 1A 1 (S I 2 JE 4 S bk
(), PSS H9 5 PO BC AR () A A2 T o L DL R
BT Z 0] Y B A A A e — A i DR ) E
Pk >

2 HEIERIIBLYTACE A

LYTAC %3 T4E B B LTR Bt ik . PO BC A& L) K
I 2R B A 3 40 B S XL R ) 4 4
T, FWIPT &I POT e iRk 3£ 220 55 POT %5 ) 4
S E AN A BUAR, T LTR FCAR ) 32 22 R
£j CI-M6PR 1 ASGPR 454 /v 5 LYTAC 43 F 41 il
PIAL PRI 237 12220 31 BT AR i) G2 D 1 2 A
REZM AR INZE iz —; S BUIAR A O
P e T A A B A B A, T B
LYTAC 73 G USA e Tt 1R @B E B —F,
Pk A G HA MR . 525 KA 0 b
o LRJmRE—&BE LA T HRIERN
LYTAC 73 FHr “—3" [k —2 & o Hi ik
S FTEAR SRS B 5 Ze MR LYTAC H0R iR Ff
i P )

R FL A8 TR Sy T i —Fh, Rl fe %k
W R R JE Ak B R (systematic evolution of
ligands by exponential enrichment, SELEX) 1521
B A IhRE = 4 45 49 19 5 5E DNA i RNA 25 & 1F
Mg 0, U WL SRS 2R . R I G4 DU BE
TR, XUl = 2R A OE FURBENS S5 H AR o)
T U1 DNA. RNA 58K 57 5507 PR 25 5 ATk 2]
FREAYFHE @ R THuR L I+,

i 3 SELEX 4 A i 16 15 1) A9 2% R 3 i 4k L 4 25 5
Ak, HPOLSEM S RS i LA ST HA& i A
BT RGP o 40 [, 2 b B 1)
P AES A AR P G2 T AT L B A e M4
FC A HGEE S RIS T A RS B AR
N LYTAC 73 F W BC AR i B RS T, i 1T
IRYK B (1) LYTAC B RTEZS Y & . 12 i fl
YRYT 5 T 14 BRI R S T

FE R RASZE R B N LTR A2 4285 70 1) £ J3 %o H
B SRR YRS LY TAC B AR A 44 5 2
BN L) ASGPR h LTR B TR UK 3 LY TAC 431
IR ARG A48 B I 9E i 2 /19 CI-M6PR 1
(1) 4% % 3K 1) LY TAC 43— H T8 ] B i POIL, - [] B
ISR FCAAR R AT T 3250028 Radik 7—
Folr A T8 R 32 ARAE A7 B LTR (4% R 3R 8l LY TAC
o3 B AR R AR 4 LTI N FH o 308 3 X6 3 e A i
9K B LYTAC B R BE BL45, LA Sk iy 80 4% 15 0K 5
LYTAC A& St JE B 558 7wl .
2.1 ASGPRATSMIZERIRBILYTAC H T [ &
fRIN R IEER

2023 4%, REHF TR T MR
LYTAC %3 T i 4 5 Apt-LYTAC. Apt-LYTAC #
FH 40 45 5 Pk 57 1 ASGPR 1E M H LTR, ¥ 5T
POL A BRI Bt i 5 ASGPR B BCA tri-GalNAc
FHAREE, 8 ASGPR A S84 POL % iz 3|5
it 2 it ) s 2 11 PR A o

ST &, Apt-LYTAC 1] RIS AT 9 40
il 22 HepG2 H 85 H & & IR &5 H 3B 7 (protein
tyrosine kinase-7, PTK-7) ¥ =y R0 K Al 1 X) N\ 45
JU 955 20 i 22 SW480 1Y PTK-7 AT B 8 P AR SR
XA BE] T ASGPR 41 L5 5704 DL K Apt-LYTAC
F) 40 B0 ) PR o AN, BF SRR RS E T
HepG2 4 s Z ' Apt-LYTAC A A5 T Mo & (4
i/ # 98 PE AE K B (platelet-derived growth
factor, PDGF) M= 4ifigifb ., EARE RN,
5T b % k42 i Apt-LYTAC & 15— EFLEE 3
il POI AL, #2787 1G s A 2 2

I B UIE B T 35 5 M A RS B AR 1
LYTAC RE % S 30 &b Ko B B8 11 1) 40 B o S 1 2 it
IRBEAR . HLR TAX RIS B mT LA S M e 77 91 &
PR AR LA [ AR [R] POT, (R Apt-LY TAC A4 T
LGy LIBe iRk POT BC A ) LYTAC HAG BT 72 1Y
T
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2.2 LLCI-M6PRALTRHI#ZERIXRZHLYTAC S F
#0[=) PE AR POL

AN[A T ASGPR AU ¥, CI-M6PR )iz
FIRTVr MR . PRARSRET T 4
S+ M POI F% fi# 1Y L) ASGPR & LTR 1 ¥ 1% 3K 5
LYTAC % 71 & , CI-M6PR 4 5 1Y % Iz 9K 5l
LYTAC 76— & #2 )% | nl LLSE B Z #4019 POL #
IR REARE R . BRI, HRrmnrss E2EpE
LI CI-M6PR 24 LTR 1Y #% 2 3K 5l LYTAC 43+ 1 HF
Ko T RA SCRARTEAZ IR K 3/l LY TAC Hh e A4
A% B A TR 6 L T8 0 OB S P A% TR O I AR 1Y
LYTAC. ZET DNA XUBE [ LY TAC FISE T84 2 %
[ LYTAC 433253 .
221 HE TR R A IR R OB R 1S BC A 1Y
LYTAC

HRIRAE S IR R T — i T A R A AR Y
LYTAC, B HA4 MITACs, A FAREREL
FF % i) L ASGPR /E Jy LTR A Apt-LYTAC, ITACs
FIH IGF2 /4 CI-M6PR A LA, i i ik 2#
N IGF2 5 POI % Al B Rl B AR AR ZS &, DAL
Py 1 #B[5) AN[R] PO (9 ITACs 7624 if £ b s
T SR TH POL VA B A% 1 I o [RIRE ML, 1F
BB SRS A 0 I et —Fh LT 2 M A% R R
f\JLYTAC, FIH CI-M6PR i{II/5 T B8R 1 PTK-
7 FFAR A K R 732K (hepatocyte growth factor
receptor, Met) MERIMFEAE, LI PFP POI 3L [H]
Wfiit . % TSE 1 VOB LY TAC B30 0 FH T 3 [) [ it
Wi POI, JF# T LYTACHE I 2 i 36 1% R 40
OJVAE L5 =8

AR EE ) JF R 1) Apt-LYTAC D) K i ik 25 (4
TR ITACs WE A T BUA% R A B AR /E S LY TAC 43
T POL FC AR A mT A5 o TR] 3 PR R G i 1K 1)
LYTAC He AR —HE, MU IRIE B iA Rl Bf 4 i LY TAC
—JCE A WA LTR B4R POL FCAAHR 4 [FI R AT A 7
HER 202145, ik H A B FAEH0E 15—
BTN S M RS AR 19 LY TAC 40 70 HEEA
S RA A% RS O AR - F A T O A, [RIRE R
CI-M6PRAE N LTR, il il R iE BfA S5 POL F5 5744
AN FEE AR AR (Bl2a) . B\,
A7 35 2O LY TAC 43 PN 3 $2 55 1 45 40 T K
BT 3 Bl b AS[H) DNA 3 8245 20 Wi 9 LY TAC 431
D1. D2 fID3, i 5 5 W £ 3] iy 58 K A5 DNA
VE R 285 09 D3 M T D1 A D2 JEBL T H 58 Y
Met 5 B 1A [ ik 2 01 HLELAG 550 5t RIS () 4001 (8]

2b) . SR D3 X T PTK-7 [ B R AL A
B, OAET, BB T T DAJRUESE 1A
(% PTK-7 8 i BHARE M RE 1 (&l 2¢) o ZBFSE R
STERIE T 5 T RURE SR AR E B AR LY TAC 43+
B AR L R AT AT, E— DA R T AL R IR Bl
M LYTACH AR B IS (8] . B, 535 AT BA SR
A XIERBA B IF & 7 — RO T CI-M6PR (1
A LYTAC $ AR T S0 2 46 4 % (immune
checkpoint degradation, ICD) ¥7ik. L4 LYTAC
] LA & (9 LYTAC iR R Z Ab 75 T, POLA
S PEAZ R LA LR 235 5 P 200 M 2 T 5 23K 1)
PD-L1 HH7 A4 &I ¥ FE 4k (dibenzocyclooctyne,
DBCO) f&1ifi. DBCO &M A% M BLiA vl LU 5 &
A (azide, N,) FRiCAy POLE LA FLAEFHRT B i
A2 RN S IR S R I . PR, BT A
NIIBFSE, 58T £ ek N-8 U O T -
D-H # M B% (tetraacetylated N-azidoacetyl-D-
mannosamine, Ac4ManNAz) {E & 56 AE K 4%
N, 45 G 2GR m, L 1M LYTAC 5 PD-
L1 AL 255 31 S FOHE ] 55 AR R e, 01 PG B
Wi PD-1/PD-L1 {55 1@ %, 1S T 20 g %F A8 240 i
IARTRE ST o IMFFT I TXF PD-L1 Ffi i H 1) ICD
Fr, AT H AT U S I R ) 1 S e Ay
s PHWr (immune checkpoint blockade, ICB) ¥7¥2:,
2T TG 3 Y A0 R AR R AR Y i A DG IR
F. [E4F, Keisuke Hamada [ B\ 2 H % 7 # 7]
HER2 F 3 T B 57 DNA G iR 19 LYTAC, fir
% 4 HER2-LYTAC. HER2-LYTAC i #f IGF2R 4
S M-I B R AR ST i s T R LR 4
AR5 2 L HER2 AR, 3R {5 5 i i L K
JEANMIESE , HAT B HER2 BHME I AT 259 1)
wh.

G YK UKL (gold nanoparticles, AuNPs) %
T AT AR HEAZ R A PO T Tl ok 20 465 M A ML Ak
J5 2P i AR R T B AR AR Y TG, XIE
S5 OB TE TR M RURE S 1 4 9 oK ORI
LYTAC (AuNP-APTACs). AuNP-APTACs iffi iif i
FEAE AuNPs K 1] 19 4% 2 15 5 4% [7) o) 402 ] IGF2R il
ATP 45 & & W % % G M Bt 2 (ATP-binding
cassette, subfamily G, isoform 2 protein,
ABCG2) 45 ABCG2 # 1 B HE ] [ fifp ELEAT I (1]
e BRSO (K 2d, e). BFFEFRMA, 1E NG
A0 AR T bR S LR A 2 — 19 ABCG2 ot
HHEZ Y 0 T RE S8 B RE 16 T T Y 22 2l it 24 300
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(reverse multidrug resistance, MDR) & 4z 5%
R X 7% S A RF X4 98 T MDR 3R BS , £ T
LYTAC 7R AEIRYT N o (BT B2, %
PR e A ] B AL 2E A RUER . B DA TR Bl A i =
BORTE VRN B IR B M 4 R G, TAE
R BER DA b e SO A e, HOFH T4 A e
(AL A S s 4 PS . 2'-MeO, 2-F, UNA %5 ¢

BA A A R RAF AL, At ™ RS T
RIS BN 3 T HAERM AT LA S I RS2 B
e — B R T T, BRI BN R
HT T AR i FRRENS TR
TN 1 = % PR 1S PR (aptamer glue, AptG)
EWITEE, FFUEH T AptG 78 98 40 i LU0 A s 1
A 1) B2 A TET A BT S AR

() Sh AT aian (b) (©)
i T

s 50 ¢ o

¥ Jugh Wil &ﬁ' & & 0 50 100 300 600 nmol-L A &

i (~J PR b 2o > & N R £ O

ooheosgon () & P NS Met & & E
ﬁﬁmmmmmm@@b@w@“ -"... Met R Yo 100 102 79 37 28 P
IGFIIR B M L 0ty GAPDH
= YoAHXF A IRAL 100 100 94 103 102 34
o (G m— | D3 PTK7
SRS R0, s GAPDH b3 -

#ﬁ% SN S = : 0 16 12 24 48 h oppf izl 100 99 96 57
& B 8 PTK7 Met
of i 96 [E 3
"{g 9,3?%‘ ’«%@;};J )3 YT ASIEAL 100 101 108 113 105 94 opfpad Faf 841 100 54 21 19 12 23 GAPDH

Y;p. - & k. i 1

% WEEER P le GAPDH GAPDH -—

%%WA%% %&3&@% %ﬁfg&

(e)
AuNPs 0 0125 075 15 2 4 nmolL’
AbFR I} A 0 2 6 12 24 36h R I B A 0 50 300 600 800 1600 nmol-L™
oo TR

; [@ sese
(D=0 AUNP-APTACs z’IUFZR 0/\3(:02 H"l(}}-zkrb\ndmg aptamer (A1) ABCG2-binding aptamer (A2) '-"t,'- Dox

YoAfXT TAIAL 100 99 76 69 54 50
GAPDH

oo MM T4l 100 87 79 62 48 37
GAPDH

Fig. 2 Bispecific aptamers—based LYTAC - *

B2 EFWHRMEZBEREHLYTAC ©
(a) BT I TR E B ALY TACHI S5 RN AL R EE . (b) LYTACSFDI1, D2, D3AYMetf& M HE /1 (4 Ho s LA K D3 X MetHl (] %
St B 550 2k RS AR B AR . (c) LYTAC /3§ D4XF PTK 7Y # [1] PR AR . (d) AuNP-APTACsHIZE G FIA MBI . (e) AuNP-APTACXKS

ABCG2HL 1] FAA A o ) 034 EEAR AU

222 FETIEEDNALYTAC

AR NV Z R FE — RSB U HIREE
FEMEURE A A, XN R R A AR
FH 00 SR, BRTRANMAN, IEE ARt —
FREE 38 B0 AN & A 0 A EoR A T, R
XFREIRIT R UL, RGNS T LYTAC &84
BHEPE 1 AN, X LYTAC 4> 7454 POIFI LTR
) 596 J I A o A 42 o 3 2 - S0 B 80 1 A
FE T i A L 6 R P DA R UG A Ak Ny AR ) A, X1
TR R T — T R U R 4 LYTAC
(Logic-LYTAC) ., Logic-LYTAC & — Bt X% DNA,
HyE AR r POIAZEE M 1 (mucin 1, MUC1),
FT454 I LTR A IGF2R, A T SEHURE AN e B2 1,
FE E I8 AR 41 L Z /T, Logic-LYTAC ) POIL 1
LTR B4 45 H B9 AN DNA SR £ A1, it
SIEIEHAMTETE . Logic-LY TAC #¢ SR B9 40
i 2 5 A 96 40 D MICF-7 26 T 1 22 3K EL7E 1F 8 41

Jiti MCF-10A 2 i JL-F- A 35 19 T B2 40 0 6 B 731
(epithelial cell adhesion molecule, EpCAM) ',
JEATH — 4 DNA ##], EpCAM 5 Logic-
LYTAC AHE.AE I L 2% 5% H POL LKL /7 . Fifi 5 4R
1186 — 281, Logic-LYTAC 5 MUCI 45 & Fl e
REEHLIGR2R 5 Gk . e BT, 4546
POI ) Logic-LYTAC -5 IGF2R 4545, 2t k3
IRV R T e & S B MUC T #E [] 5 AR R i ([
3a) o XA T FF TR I R0 H B BC # (sequential
recognition and reconfiguration, SECORE) ” KM%
15 A H 456 1 POLE Logic-LYTAC A fig it —
45 LTR DASEEL PO B ) 15 B AR fife , kA 17
LYTAC i BV AE 2 B 25 IR 2% . 1 Logic-
LYTAC Fi AR BEAUE T LY TAC #4920 M 28 S
I8 T ARER AN, IS5 T H T REGIRITHE
SRRV, Hh THAR L8 T XU DNA
ghkey, D NCEA RSN RG I . dl e TR | AR
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AREEPEH . AT LA T & B 2 109 20 b o
M LK LTR A9 K SECORE %6 I (1) 1 3 Rl
LB G b AR L PR

MR 2 UEIE R 25 R A R 2 R 3t
[FE IR ZE 8, RGP RG YT B 2 8ok e i Y
BT B, HILFRIACRRNGYT HH DM I R A5
CLRECE A 0, 2024 4, PEAESE TSR A oo
ST FENATT RS TT & T —Fh LI R B 42 4 L 1)
LYTAC Plus ZK#EfE, 52T H0 i J5 ffe RS2 1 00 4
N B A K R F- 32 /K 2 (vascular endothelial growth
factor receptor-2, VEGFR-2) I fI% i 5 A il K 2
(angiopoietin-2, ANG-2) {9 {51# RNA (messenger
RNA, mRNA) HJBpRE]. A4 ReR K eI i
A gmARAGIN R T . S LA AT 5 R AR Al
BV SRR O OR J Je R — OB BUG 7 M i 1% 4
Pt Bl RS B R B2 T B, BIAE LTR
P K POL 2545 55 1% 1T LAR A 5 b 55 A PR /K B AR 45
Al ZABAIE T T T T —MR LYTAC #1 K,
FRZ M LYTAC Plus. H 56, #%E# M6PRAENLTR,
BT T M6P 1841 () DNA i, (i HAT i ad iR &
A A EIE Y R DNA JE 7. Hik, BEFEIE
1 VEGFR-2E 2} POI, 45 Bt X VEGFR-2 [y Aic iA
R I i e R K5 DNA SUEE R ISE LU BB A& 1 1Y
DNA #4551, K58 5 DNA & #:4E 2 B AN
XF i — 20T i POL BC AR B IE i ) DNA #2458 . i
— M, i i MOP &1 i) DNA 37 . ANG-2 fiY
siRNA DL Kz PO it {4 B & i 1) DNA % 42245% 1) 1 20
LR A B LYTAC Plus K EERE (B 3b) . LYTAC
Plus 7K % i 18 1 H: LY TAC #8e E) M6P 25 & M6PR
45 POI Fit 44 Ik 45 45 i VEGFR-2 1) 41 itg P4 6 52 30
T ZFh A R 1 VEGFR-2 ff I [0 15 B A [ A (J&
3c), [FEF, HsiRNA DREALHL AT LLiE i RNA 55
LB 2 & & (RNA-induced silencing complex,
RISC) MIIE WA T ANG-2 mRNA I Hf#
(F3d), PAUEsERL T POT A H #r mRNA [ fift 14 B
Ao FEALTUIEYT KUE /7 1, LYTAC Plus 7K & 9%
B T30 97 87 4B i 8 PR A I8 R OC B B AR 1k
(neovascular age-related macular degeneration,
n-AMD). n-AMD J&—Fh ] DAt sl AT 3 4 g e 2k
AR BEI , 120 1Y 20K 8y [H A 75 VEGF/
VEGFR LA K ANG-2 433 i i 3 BESOE ', 1%
WFFEHS LY TAC Plus 7K 858 g 388 12 36 385 14 Jis 1 5 28 9%
K175 T n-AMD B AL/ R AR ER Y, LYTAC Plus
TR EE I AR 7 1Y DNA it X P A i ok, B

A% SRR I H8 [] VEGFR-2 |9 LY TAC 5 B F1# 1i)
ANG-2 1) siRNA A 38 52 0458 78 /) B X e 1Y)
P PEDE YL (0, % I LY TAC Plus 7K BRI ] B A AR T
) i o VEGFR2 I ANG-2 1 45 (5 ¢ 35 7K SF
(F3e), I TS WP LR ae S fG T
WOR . A —FiE Y LYTAC 45, LYTAC Plus
IKEEE T TR BRIK B0 LYTAC it shee, It
B 1 AR AR ) B 2 s i o e L
223 ETHEgISINLY TAC

AN S I ] 4 R PR DR IR 4H A LY TAC i8
FEH IR IR S LYTAC, HLYTAC/» FA & &
2o A B o (EA RS, el Ting % 7
RIB T —Fs AL g i LYTAC 43 T A[E T LAE
kb2 S B LYTAC 4>, %38 4% 4 5
LYTAC (GELYTACs) WA &Ry, 145 POl
Bt . LTR FCRFIE S T80y, 2 h L SEH i,
AT LR B 51 TR T A DG 41 LA 2% 35 4 1Y
LYTAC 43F (&l 4a). GELYTAC #|H IGF2 /£ N
LTRBcfA, Pt m B mCherry . kA K
F P (transforming growth factor-B, TGFB) %5 H
. [, 3T DNA PSS g peiE, % mFss
38 1 5 [\ R4k 5T GELYTAC W 4 5 IGF2 1 5 41 34
SFIEATRAR, HHARAS R A IGF2R 455 Be 1k i
AR S ALY mCherry NAEALE (B14b) . ik BT
JE 32 R T 40 Bl (chimeric antigen receptor-T cell,
CAR-T) J7IEAT LLFHIHE ] e . 7 Riss N B G O
B RGBEIRT TR A E AN T RS
i % CAR-T R, 8 i TRk oo J5AC T 2 it il
H 43 W GELYTAC Jf A7 &3 3% &= M 9 T 36 3%
(tumor microenvironment, TME) (& 4c)., iZWF5%
MAIE PR 2 10 A BT & 3 4t AL gt 1) LY TAC
A, MBFSERZHE LYTAC K HAH
JURE B S 1], 40 mRNA LR s 35 5L A YT 2
IRAEIE R 2 K -
23 BERIRFNLYTACH AiFEXZEN FPOIN
# [) PR BB PR AR

[Flf& 58 LYTAC AL, S A% FRIK 5 LYTAC 43
+ 4 g N AL B9 LTR [A] 4 LA CI-M6PR Fil ASGPR
F, Hd LI CI-M6PR (548 KL%, 2R T LTR
FiE )@, JF &k 8 28N S A% R K B
LYTAC AL F1 POT ¥ i A [ £ 1) 3 78 LTR JCBE &
HE—0 R JEAZIR R 3 LY TAC 739 EoRHES 7

25 G I SR BA 72 T 2023 4F B RIRIE T
i R3Z K (scavenger receptor, SR) F-S:AIM 2K
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(@ (b)

- L\l
Logic-TAC M6P-Y-a,b.c - EEES

(s
N Logic-TAC’ e g
(’ e CERRE2 ik 54 ek LYTAC Plus
koS- 1 SIRNAJEREE 7—@\

}4&@‘ LYTAC Plus

- M6P

P o Wik

G) "=l

H FFmRNA F i
A P9 B T AR

b 7H/;-.,%‘ Thig YR
oy D LYTACIfE + B UUSR
A
© 2.0
)
HUVEC - ﬁ s HRMEC K J,Hi;l
VEGFR-2 m 230 a VEGFR-2 230 0
LRERRZLHE 100 071 0.54 131 g 10 S IATEE (A 1.00 094 074 1.20 (E
GAPDH 3 Bos GAPDH [ o e wmmss >
B S @0 OB e
*&2@@%@“@6 O B S b 4&3@@%@%@&\
s Z\géaxg,m MRS S
4“ {‘ B f;} ‘)’J@&WQ 4& (ﬂ
wY O ARV
o
(R
@ HUVEC ©
ku DAPI  ANG-2 VEGFR-2 fil#
ANG? | e S @ w— | 55 GCL
SR 1.0 101 1.2 122 076 0.73 PBS INL
GAPDH |wsw e e wmw s ) 35 ONL
N TGP e i oW y
T\@é \I?/O \4%‘%@%8@%9?\ y GCL
OO WO Y INL
o P CNV
%\)ﬁ/ﬁ"\ i\ ONL
GCL
HRMEC ku INL
INCGAETEE T T lrs LYTAC

SERZILE 10 131 158 149 0.85 0.38 ONL

GAPDH | s s s s e w0 |35

GCL

OB Gl L LYTAC Plus INL
SIS R LA\ O
» 9\4;0\;?* Noﬁl’*cﬁ% ONL
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2\ v
AN®

Fig.3 Logic—LYTAC and nucleic acid—consisting LYTAC Plus hydrogel '
E3 EFBHEIRNRSEMHLYTACH UZEE 554 AILYTAC Plus7KEEE: "
(a) Logic-LY TACHI4S##4 E: & SECOREH M A94> T-HL . (b) LYTAC Plus/KEERE BRI 543 THL# . () LYTAC Plus/K¥EE ALY TACHSE
P A T VEGFR-2 11 V45 Tl 7 ¥ [ B A o **P<0.01, ****P<0.000 1, (d) LYTAC Plus7K i (17 siRNA B H A 5 ANG-2 25 (1 R 35 T .
(e) LYTAC Plus/KEEBA T F:n-AMD/)N ML I 5 P VEGFR-2 FI AN G245 [ FEfif

DNA #t &8 (DENTAC) M THEE AL mEMHA  BRIRSE BRCHAIf Al A AL, A TRk
Fef. SROE—MIIE FRAL G2k, ZWTE  AHYRAEHEMEEE . WS e,
WEAf R, DML R . 2R Sl NS R A SRR S R A i
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PRREfE 7, SREEMMRE AN &k, Wt EA
Y8 LTR B I % 9% /1. DENTAC f4 LTR fig {4 g 3
W 325k DNA 43, HAE R s fr, 240
SR (3 B 7', FEF X SR /A LTR A i
FIFEAR DRI IRUE, XWFFE A — A5 e 45 &
B AHSERZ HR A AR A T — A HA =R MR
Mg W 473 S T — A 2R i 1 W = 1Y) 2R 6 i % e DNA
B2 5>TF- PTDD,  Horp =253k | DBCO &1 ,
I PTDD AJ D ik o5 oAb S v 5 N3 &4 (1) POI
HC AR A M 75 51 52 34 1) DENTAC (& 4d) . FIH
DENTAC, ZMEMAZEEKEH G (immunoglobulin
G, 1gG) AYHE ) i il U R R B UE IR AT AT Y o
— A M, EHEVIBEE A E (nucleolin, NCL)
YEA POl NCL #4238 - 40 M s 1 1ok 48 D)

MEEGEER, ELIHI I NCL 1) 255 & —Fom K
(39 - Bt "7 . DENTAC i& i ¥ PTDD 5 X i
NCL HA7 1R &5 3 A1 A% RS B AR AS1411 171
B 5 3] SR A 5 1Y I NCL I ) 725 1 14 % fire i N-
DENTAC, JfJE/R T H 4l 7K - B NCL #U i) B it
B R AR E T (K de), [RIIFAE/N B R i
fith 23 #5580 | 386 4F T N-DENTAC RO PTE 15 v (&
4F) 0 ZMFIE E UGIER] T SR YE N LTR A LAy
FEE 2B 1 o O AR R A . AR, i AT BA S
DENTAC J ) 07 FH - Hg 40 3 5 118 30 1 75 T4 o
fif, BB T SRAT T BEARRE i Mo Ah 3R 09 T,
WEBH T SROAT LAAE Sy b A1 25 11 J0 0 ] 5 TR 4 At 1)
LTR 7,

(d) DENTAC (e)
a b
(a) (b) DNA K o
B =€ 7 -— 45T
GELYTAC#it 5 0 TR S
. ® o :L8A (Kp=26.3 nmol/L) 2, SRY
pNna[U el =
t:: 40 74 =—a :R49A (K,=15.2 nmol/L) Rl . *
l L Ayl s /-7%:. oo F48A (Ky=13.9 nmol/L) 3
EAL £20 /8 T WT (Kp=4.9 nmol/L) V\Wé\) £
GFRELT 8 . j/ / e FIOL (Kp=3.8 nmol/L)
B = {E6R (Kp=2.3 nmol/L q
RIS T o 100 1000 (ommel) ey
(ISR LA, scFv) “(GELYTACs)/(nmol-L™) ,Iﬂl\
e it
K562 K562 K562
~ ~
o =18 =4 ® 7}
H1o g ek %( * e :ur,}wzm} A K
= &, w3 e 0w Asian 3 N
= T E, B Sres :N-DENTA(‘J -—"r v ¢ ¢ @
EQ 5 é:(z) § 2 4f AS1411
O =B | = L s 4 P
2 omD Z0s HE < LILIH 23 @ 9 o & é
: ) N ) =)
JRATAN K5628kT4NMy  E 0@%\2@ C@zz%i%@/ gﬁ@z@m Jfazt 2 N-DENTAC
LR BORy @\L&&m& ' 9 L4
(O\) @i\@\) @\/ ) & @\' ‘0\) ob— v v 1cm
OGS &8 & FORAS 02468101214 —
x\zh C&‘ C‘@é &OQ’QE (}@é\\,b #d
& & &

Fig. 4 Genetically encoded LYTAC and SR—-mediated nucleic acid—driven LYTAC " 7
B4 ETFEAHRBHULYTACHEEXZEN SHZERIRFLYTAC ™ ™
(a) GELYTACHJi&ZI|. (b) IGF2REAFHI 528X mCherry 4 HALZCRAY I . (o) TRMEIEA TR /3 W GELY TACHE = e 41 il Y POI

MLRE
B, *P<0.05, **P<0.01, ***P<0.001.

3 BEIRIIBLYTACK REIPLEK S &Rk

FBIRAZ TR B B 1Y LY TAC 2 A PR H e 1) L T
BRI A2 1) TPD RE 1 R 12 1 1o, FH i 5 Al
TETEMIGIRIE, (H7E SRR AT T I 25 — 2Bk
&% . Fldn, M CI-M6PR 1E i LTR &9 45 — 1%
LYTAC 7+ F 8t & Lok, w58 % 3LH FH CI-M6PR
A LYTAC F3 1 H 45 R POT #L [in) 175 il A 6 fie sk 2%

. (d) DENTACHYi&it. (e) N-DENTACKTENCL A [ 75 B [ A e

o (f) N-DENTACXK} Fz T ifide: el /1N BRASI6 () 470 Je 55 SR

JoE M It 70%~80%, X WG/R T LYTAC 43 14 i
CI-M6PR 1) 145 i 4 12 i 1o 5 A7 76 55 20 S 0 11 G it
S R 25 BR R T AT X POT Y & A5 et . SRIB 1Y
B, P& 1A —1C LYTAC 4371 Bertozzi |41 A 1
T 2023 4E4B TT T 5% CI-M6PR 415 POI 155 4% [ it
AT FHLH o B 5T F) 42 3L R 41 CRISPR fif
PR RE I, %SG A RO L4 4n VPS35,
VPS26A . SNX3 %%t POI K #fi T~ CI-M6PR () % i



2025; 52 (D

B, %: ZERRENEEREME: AR ERRARE -15-

KRR fRBCRA B W& 52, P 7E VPS26A SR (1)
2 it v 5 457 M6Pn-LY TAC W3 55 T 90% 1)
JIEEE 1 EGFR F&fif: , UF TP 53 3k R n] g4k
#i T CI-M6PR 1Y) POL BRI A o [FIE, %A 5E
R, A S L E L cullin 3 (CUL3) 7K
BEIRE LYTAC 41 5 1Y 3L F CI-M6PR [ POI 4
] % AR B A BB 0 R T L E fk CUL3 i iF
LYTAC & & IR (W% B AR i, /& LYTAC A 311
POT [ (I FMAR & . EAh, WF9EI8 & LK L4
411 g % T CI-M6PR % PN 5 MOP &1 i 4 2 11
HOR VS BEAR K e Bl B 5 L AR MeP B AR
RGBT 40 M 2 T CI-M6PR 4 o] K . ARk T
LYTAC-POI 4l N Ak g 1 LA KA T B Y POIL
A0 ) V5 T R R A o ML Y 4 s X TR I CI-
M6PR 11 LY TAC 5 AR B C A LA B2 it — 25 1) 245 1y bt
KRR T ERMSHENME. R, RZFRIGER
CI-M6PR 1E 2 LTR Wy ALl i &, & A 5 245N
LYTAC 17 TPD T e A9 OG5 LTR B340 53 F HLiI
FRERIE, LA Z PR3 LYTAC 43 A9 H0 o 15 1
IRBEARRCR, SIS B I IR & R

YERH 4B LYTACH A, BRIK 5 LYTAC 43
T B H I AL R 73 FAF A LY TAC Hh 18 SR 21 43 i
54 . MR AR E E— B LR AR AR AN IS
I3 F 20 S 1 R AR R ) PR R — R R
SR NME MG RETR 70 T 1EAR N 5 32 BRI R S0
(I RZTR B I A A B, IXAEAR R b PR T
RN TR ME R E AR ) ™ AR,
BT EIRF IV A B SR b C R E IT
;T FDA HEMERIRZRR 259, 1B )5 AR 43+
WL T SR AR RS TR S E AR A e B
{HELA PR TRAIE 7 U AN BB 2 S TR 7 1)
T BE2EAI ST BB R 2 it 2 R, PRI 2
12 DA SIS 38 (AR AR N 2 4 B e M M SR S 11
TERAMRERYAAT I R i 0 i S A R (B,
K, LYTAC itk G A 0 ) 0 22 5 JERX IR s AR
S RA 3k 2 6] A AR B AR A RE A B, PR A R K B
LYTAC [ 3 i 52 52 e H POI R A 3038 1) = 228k
iz —o e G WL, B RETrER
FHXTELD T 200G s N2 A Th 7R POL LR Y %
THSEPE . ETHMEEN LYTAC /0 F I & &7
T, PICARSRAH S 58 0] LG T % [R5
VBRI DG R 46— RN 2 I BLI R R

FET IR YK S0 19 LY TAC B A I H AR X T1£458
LYTAC HA G i K mI/E AL . POLBCfR %

TR A TR MR R E AR B Ok
B B e, 2 LTR 19 & BN T4 LYTAC
FEANR) ST AR 2 i PRl [ 2 0GR 2E, Tt
B HLA 55 POT 2% R 7 1) A i TG 4 ) 2 A% 1 9K 2
LYTAC 43 FINREA R e 2 — o KR AIHFFT
Hr, AL DS ETE BT R LTR R0 . A% R I 4 5 {4
itk . ZRALZIRIK SN LYTAC 4> 77 & UL )X LTR
FET T BHAR AR 1Y POLFE [n] B AR (1) 23T A5 FE 2L
(AT, PREFIEARRIE AT, SR
B LYTACH AR, RHHAEAEY 5T . 29tk
Kl PR N FH 4 45 B rb (8 73z o FH AR kT & mp
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Abstract Distinct from the complementary inhibition mechanism through binding to the target with three-
dimensional conformation of small molecule inhibitors, targeted protein degradation technology takes tremendous
advantage of endogenous protein degradation pathway inside cells to degrade plenty of “undruggable” target
proteins, which provides a novel route for the treatment of many serious diseases, mainly including proteolysis-
targeting chimeras, lysosome-targeting chimeras, autophagy-targeting chimeras, antibody-based proteolysis-
targeting chimeras, etc. Unlike proteolysis-targeting chimeras first found in 2001, which rely on ubiquitin-
proteasome system to mainly degrade intracellular proteins of interest, lysosome-targeting chimeras identified in
2020, which was act as the fastly developing technology, utilize cellular lysosomal pathway through endocytosis

mediated by lysosome-targeting receptor to degrade both extracellular and membrane proteins. As an emerging
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biomedical technology, nucleic acid-driven lysosome-targeting chimeras utilize nucleic acids as certain
components of chimera molecule to replace with ligand to lysosome-targeting receptor or protein of interest,
exhibiting broad application prospects and potential clinical value in disease treatment and drug development.
This review mainly introduced present progress of nucleic acid-driven lysosome-targeting chimeras technology,
including its basic composition, its advantages compared with antibody or glycopeptide-based lysosome-targeting
chimeras, and focused on its chief application, in terms of the type of lysosome-targeting receptors. Most research
about the development of nucleic acid-driven lysosome-targeting chimeras focused on those which utilized cation-
independent mannose-6-phosphonate receptor as the lysosome-targeting receptor. Both mannose-6-phosphonate-
modified glycopeptide and nucleic aptamer targeting cation-independent mannose-6-phosphonate receptor, even
double-stranded DNA molecule moiety can be taken advantage as the ligand to lysosome-targeting receptor. The
same as classical lysosome-targeting chimeras, asialoglycoprotein receptor can also be used for advance of
nucleic acid-driven lysosome-targeting chimeras. Another new-found lysosome-targeting receptor, scavenger
receptor, can bind dendritic DNA molecules to mediate cellular internalization of complex and lysosomal
degradation of target protein, suggesting the successful application of scavenger receptor-mediated nucleic acid-
driven lysosome-targeting chimeras. In addition, this review briefly overviewed the history of lysosome-targeting
chimeras, including first-generation and second-generation lysosome-targeting chimeras through cation-
independent mannose-6-phosphonate receptor-mediated and asialoglycoprotein receptor-mediated endocytosis
respectively, so that a clear timeline can be presented for the advance of chimera technique. Meantime, current
deficiency and challenge of lysosome-targeting chimeras was also mentioned to give some direction for deep
progress of lysosome-targeting chimeras. Finally, according to faulty lysosomal degradation efficiency, more
cellular mechanism where lysosome-targeting chimeras perform degradation of protein of interest need to be
deeply explored. In view of current progress and direction of nucleic acid-driven lysosome-targeting chimeras, we
discussed its current challenges and development direction in the future. Stability of natural nucleic acid molecule
and optimized chimera construction have a great influence on the biological function of lysosome-targeting
chimeras. Discovery of novel lysosome-targeting receptors and nucleic aptamer with higher affinity to the target
will greatly facilitate profound advance of chimera technique. In summary, nucleic acid-driven lysosome-targeting
chimeras have many superiorities, such as lower immunogenicity, expedient synthesis of chimera molecules and
so on, in contrast to classical lysosome-targeting chimeras, making it more valuable. Also, the chimera technology
provides new ideas and methods for biomedical research, drug development and clinical treatment, and can be

used more widely through further research and optimization.
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