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o OE: DR ASHY (SUMO) @ sgiditifds e & mA ek, DNAWK A, @B MR Bz 5, £ 53
M AL P RIEM SR, EEREFEHRE (PDAC) FHFFTHELH T H, L5k, L FsumMmotaxik
R e TG R & AP AW RIL, KRR R BT R R e 5 B4R T #169 Bes . KL 2R EL B BAPE
¥, MISUMO BB EMNBAMF . LA AL BT 0 b RRY, 84 CIRE % SUMO A8 £ TG A
MRk 5 RN &, A IA PDACHT R, & Mit—FiT# T SUMO @R £ PDAC LA R 5], LR MIAILE
WA IeE %S5 (4w TAK=981) P oy fe B ML, RN, SUMO @ TG 4. Hubl BF 5 & o808 57 R
W T T 3 B TR ALy, AR AR G SRR BN E . — ML M B RERIEREM E—F mik, AL L

PDAC ¥ @ HLEAL 2 A

KR SUMO B ; TSR, MMR-FEME; LIEMIREE; TAK-981

515

MR8 % (PDAC) A G & £ 69 TN B2
—, ESHFABERGINONELE, AR BEMEZSE L
FHU. 06 R EPDAC R B 2 A 209 T F 5, &
K EBREZHLHCBAFREH RS, HALAF
JA 4 TNM 2 F2 CA19-9 35 38 A7 2. 4% # TUR AR FUS
Bt A AMF B AR E RIS TG ERBET @
BARE, Ak FRERBAPDACAFEF R E K,
Ht, WEHOHFTREER, ALIFHFPDAC
AT R B, i A KA LR &3 75 Fo b 37 RO HR A
RYE, TRASTNHRGERT &,

U I 50 AR R AR R VE N RS (small ubiquitin—
like modifier, SUMO ) i 5% % i 78 % A K J& o9 8 32 1F
F . SUMOylation 52 35 SUMO % & 3t 4 63| R & @
o TSR AR, m R R B . DNA SRS 15 5 F 4 %
BIEF T MR ERBEER, MAM LIEHEEY, SUMO
BERAFHERBRES SHBENIZEE, AR RS
R E AT, RAAF R IEWR, SUMO @K T
feil it FHRIA F R E (IEN-1) 125 S hu4 & 80 5
SRR, AN fE R, A w &R TG
W, ERFERT, ALKZREEAMN L TSUMOEHR L
M I8 TRUG 9 FF 50 AEHE, £ 53 PDAC P SUMOylation
HA K TR G AL AL 0 Ay 3 B3 xR B S R M ER BE (tumor
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microenvironment, TME ) ##, /&8t 3mE SUMO
B #-09 PDAC &I Kb B AR

—. BE#SUMOE R ST B R R

TEL RS2SR B, SUMOylation 7K1 5% T AL A:
PRI R B M E Y AT R 2 BUS o A OCHE
T E T REEAL SEAL A, i T R Cox [
UE B JRS: P53 4 1 55 7 0k, R SUMO A G R ) 2R 38
2SN R F VAT AT IEABUS VPG, M7 AR 2 i 20 )
o “SUMO bk Ay” iy Eeedem . Bln, 7e4s
fade ., LT SUMOylation AH 563 R 2 ik i 20 AR R 4 0
KA AL . SUMO G #5517 A0 S B 5 4 2%, Pl
G I A S SR AR ' B8 A B 9 R T 2L
G——SUMO HH 5 JE 5] 1) w8 RUBS: 14321 B 7R B E PR
ERRAK, Horb 8 i P AL ALY SUMO T3 5 25 44 AT A5 45
Pl R TS, S A ST AR H B SUMO 3 [ 3L R
ATAR) JC TR A Y KU ASE Y, P /N0 L it 9 1) A= A T
T AR BAA B 47 5600 S5 R . 76 I 40 g o
SUMO 3 ¥ 17 1 55 200 B Jis) 100 5K 5l 5 A1 1) S b )8 R AR 3
AR REYIASE, e A AN U BRRGE, I
7 15 R 4330 RSB R ) DGR

TS R T Y LR WA R 2R T — B8R . SUMO i
S v T BER 14 e TR A LA T M 1) SR BB S 4 A 1]



F7% SUMOylation 1] Fi 25t W i g Vi 155 T 1 e ] DGt
F22 U frEE s — A8, 0 SUMO i
BE BRSO e BB RS, oy SUMOBIiZ 5 T
FERGIEE S TR, MR — R n]ReRg AL
Xof PR 1) 28 WAL RVSOR A IR M AR, ksl
T AIESE AN AE PDAC HIFGE SUMO 3l % 1) Tl 2 SCA
RITHE I MBS TR R, WG S R A4,
JR IR AR SUMO AR S AU T k2 5%

. PDACH SUMO B EERIERMEI STEEX

Bt PDAC I BF 58 8 20 #5718 1T SUMO 3 [ 76 i g idF
JE I CHEME T, Schneeweis 25 [1| L5 R B JE RS 84
T PDAC AT A7 ¥ SUMOylation 4 & BIE 2, #2 1 PDAC
20 i b SRR L TR MY C 1) S TG P RBE — e R B 1 AR
SUMOE %, DAZEFRFAR M &2 i Hs ) A DNA $5 43 A it 32
X R 2 AT DL 16 SUMO Fii#fE (1 SUMO E1 30
g 5 B2 45 40 i ) R 1 55 MY C 9K 30 1) iR 800 . 7 g
il b, IR 2P R T B . Biederstddt
SEPHRIE, PDACH AETE — I MYC 5 % 3k H SUMO j
PTG A TR, AR BUR AN R, i S P
R basal-like 7Y, F-A1AA X5 BLIATT T SZ 00 0, 4>
N KTERY SR, X PDACHHMIXT SUMO E 1 71 25 i 5
B FEAR S 25 T SUMO E1/N 3 30 55 (4nML-792)
AT 0 3 14 G2/ T4 A e S0 BE e R R i T, AR
SR VR B g A AR 4 A R vl R S AL A
MFIROR, X — RGNS, SUMOiE i m] fiE 4 L
PDAC, JoHJEMYCHRZEHM PDAC T FEE S MR, #0
] SUMOylation A7 52X 3 73 P A5 2 v F g 7 £ A X
BEEEME IR ITER -

R T AR S P e 4 ML BB DA, SUMO Sl & 7E PDAC
IR D5 — A S M TR R4 S R 1 G O B
Duan %538 i3 XF TCGA-PAAD %4 19 E 15 B2 b R BH,
PDACZZ1H SUMO FIEIEH (A1SUMO1/2) [ eikft:
Wi 22 T B 2 A A a3 KT 08 5 LR T 440 B 3 T R
PR, Sl SUMO 3 B 15 A6 AT RESK ) T PDAC (1) 43
HEIRARZS L, M — 25 T B8 & 4 43 BT R 245 ) Rt
WFW], = SUMO 263K i PDAC T {6 i) T~ 55 5 40 it 20
DNA &5 SE 4G TEAHOCTREE , Il R XS Ay 7 7™ A — % Tid
3, MM SUMO AH ICHE A T 4 = i AL 7 259
A AR 1 B 8 L A BB 2 IR R AR 1) KA 22 T 4
7n: SUMOylation 5 5 1 [ PDACHE{EJE B ¥4 g ”
TG REROASE, BN AT 3E 3T T SUMO 38 f% ok ek 25 g —
TPEAH TN, IS ARG 4E J
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=. EFSUMOylation yPDACHI F# R 5
NE

YT SUMO 38 % 78 PDAC % M 1 2 R G 88 I 92 v 1)
PEH, 58 & JF UR 223806 SUMO M 5G40 1 40 A Tl A
R, DA BB TS BB PEAL . Wang 55" SR 4 2
T —AN 5T SUMO 1R IS ) 4 it 25 K] 9 PDAC T3 DF- 0 A5
(BN “Sscore” )o AT E S & TCGA 5 GTEx K &
JB, %5 H PDAC IRl 2N R IE 5 AR 25 25 Sk
iKY SUMO M gmtiB SR ( DE-SSEGs ), fEItIERTE bt
LASSO [BIJH A Cox [R1HZ A0 ) =~ SR A A7 i 25 A0
Ko KB R  (CDK1., AHNAK2 FISAFB2 ), Ff4i it ta
IR P32, TSR] B35 () Sscore. Z2BAF
RS R BN, IZSUMOAHSCHUS AL PDAC 35 S A
HEAE I B R X3 . 55 Sscore 2 TG 5 B 22,
FEVNZRAE 5 AT I UE A v 35 2 B R RS 1) IXUR: 40 25
HAEZHE Cox MM P B SRZ ST (A R T B -1

E—25 038 B 5 IR 4 BT 3R BH, 1 Sscore (1[I 1
HEPEREE 2 SE P AR S fuper, DLRCE AR R b - ]
i 5 Ak ( epithelial-mesenchymal transition, EMT ), (e
HE AR R AR S i, - 20 M S0 A DN A 540518 5 2%
HaGH A SR A — 2" ZEZ S PDACBAFIH, ) Sscore
YA TR S AR 7K OT A REAIR, IR GO S e I
TGRS, S AEL BRI ST O P A . S-FU
SR AR T 2 SR TSR Y i 52 i 16] 7R Sscore MY
ST b N FERE B M, e R AR T XA
7RI RARAE Y, A RS, 0 i A RNA I 7 44
W B FRATHE— 2B AE T R E5e . fEPDAC IR, &
Sscore 4l M FF s H TSI (T AN T HERRIE, LSS5
o REAMM EL ARG, o DRSS MM T R e v A G s ik
WRFEHIE V)4, AR SUMO 38 B PE 7 BRI KT A,
55 PDAC H{ZZE MG ers IREE L BaAH

B T AW 5 B A2 T E S 500, Wang S50 X5
RYAN A OGS R R4 T T D RE S I B0IE, A IT R4 48 7
T SUMO i 540 PDAC JERRAY - FHLHI "0 b, i)
L DG B b IR XU X SAFB2 7E PDAC 4121 Al
MR PR T, RSN IIRESCES R, b SAFB2 1]
B A0 PDAC 4l i 8 5 . TR AR 28 RE 1, IR
MR A AR LS 40 6 Way B - & A E
(Wnt/ B —catenin ) {7 538 #4751, % T SAFB2 AR B J&:
SUMO IR Z —, 55 E DN, PDAC 1 SUMOylation
F14) S 8800 T RS 3 2 SAFB2 25 G B IS W B IR 25
5T6g, W55 AR, DA £ 2 R 2 2 R
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X— Rk SUMO i f47E PDAC P B0 VE IR HE T3
Iy TR, WARR T SUMO JEE M i T m B RN B
A G R ZE, A B 06 1 1 BAT e 25 & i
SRR 31 B AR YR

M. SUMO i& B F R RITE T o Bk R H S F UL

SUMO 3 [ 7 PDAC T i 988 A= ) 2 v i) B 24
L, BER T LIS RGBT TR el A1k, HT,
£l X SUMOylation 2% 55 52 N7 4 25 9) 3 B 42 v T4 ] SUMO
WOERE (E1). Hirh, TAK-981 8% %5 F 8 > #E A R
TFR 1 SUMO S Bl /N 43 F- 4, A6 22l S48 il il
TR P L S R I ARG, s R B ) 24 3
NG MR AZ B A Ak, S SUMO B “2hifk” 42
HETEGM, 7E PDAC IWRTIGRAFFE T, SUMO 3 B% 1 il
[Fi) e 2 30 1Y S 2 AT 8 T P R G 28 T 880 . Kumar
ZEAE /N BUPDAC AR A i F TAK-981, & PHLiZ 24 78 o v
TEH B/NEL (ARG KPC ARG AL ) rh BB A%t 25410 11 i 93
AR, TR ™ HE AR B /N R P R R B ks
XS5 R, SUMO I (L ek 8 3% 1 5 AR A AR I B
et EAEARKREE P T ool e R R 5.

Je SE AL 5T 2E— 2L 48 7R T SUMO il fisk 2 1 4
PEROV I 5. 25T TAK-981 )5, /N BN ] I 1 e g Jh i
1 CD8" THHAL . NK i A A SR A Le (i ik b5, i
BANAL 1) 3 R R IR, R A2 N TR T R A
SeR g8l S = A LTI R SR G G- IS SN
AT kAR Ak 5 REE G F SUMO 7R S8 R se b e 4
R IR A G I SUMO E1 AT fi# B HxE
STING % K F Sm ey “M4" 1EH, g1 MUPiR
BRIV 2 (1 [ AT S B, NI O Bt i S . A
HAKKFE , TAK-9817E PDAC B XU AR
— 7 THI3E 3 T R 4 R AR L 15 S DNA 45005 R
WEET AN IR AN, 53—y T Ao 5 9 R G
TRCEREE . 8 40 R R L 40 V2 T SR R AT LA X e
MR T bR AE 1

BT LR, WA REER YT B SUMO S % 41)
il SR W 1 — A FE A R 1. ©F WFSE7E PDAC 3h 4
B RGEVEAL T SUMO i 570 5 Gy 4G A o5 BEL T I FH 1)
R, de la Torre Medina 25 " Z3H , 78 5 B 74 B 0 1 119
PDAC [F] REE MR, 4 TAK-981 5 TIGIT H 5 TR
BRA N, AU EIER T/, T H s/ R
PAFTHEAM “DIRETEIA @ —— AR R I VIR I
WITCR ARG, PR A PR, LR RENS B4 A
PR . DhRE AT s, A AL/ BN E AN R
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Je B AT ek R A T A T 40 R S R, BN TR R T
SRR T AR G BE T . AR G e F A E—
R, WRATAYT AL R 20 20 v G g 3 e 1 R T T
YL (FOXP3'CD4" ) BRI/, T CD8" T 4 A K
PSRN M P TIhIRE G g2 B AT — 2 A T s 42 1Y,

AR TESE W, SUMO 3 #7015 6 58 4G A5 o5 BH BT
ZIAFEAE B G AR DG 3R« 38 2 % B SUMO X 56 K e i
IS P PR 2 22 J2 T B3R, HR-EBR YT RS T 7043 b3k
5% PDAC 1 G2 S0 i AR B, B8 SRS, A 410 o1 590 1) Vs
ROE, DATARASFOR T B2 BB ek 1 M o A7 3 — SR
H 55 B ARG R AT B, {H3EF TAK-981 ELiE A £
Pl PRAFFSE A BB, 53X 28 “SUMO I + S 1697
MG, FERRIAPDACLERIRIT IR R A —& 1T
PE S AR5

A, Git5RE

g5 LTIk, SUMOGH [ 76 19 MR 545 M 19 k A R
JE iy T 2 2 O HE M L, N ES AN F ST OR
SUMOylation f 5% 6 LA 11 A 25 B EL ik oM A i
IR 220 Wi, PDACHL LB ZEIAFAE . 3T SUMO
T FEA A PDAC TS (4 Sscore ) A7 B TAERHA)Z
TR AR A7 IRURS: 8 35 b v 0 FE A, DR AR b R R
WAL TR ATTXT SUMO A5 i 1k AR AL A B A, 51 G4
7~ 1 SAFB2 T At i Wit 55 9K 20 Jif 8 1 Jig i) 4
IZEIERUAA N GE T4 E 4 T UG TN RS B, e
—ERE LW O RE—IGIRGS ST Z IR E
G4k, NIESETF AL G AT A R AL T S s
T 3Z (MR 2 G, TR SRR % 4 E e FLIR
I 2 R A0 R g 5 2 R PR o R S A A R
il IR EE 5 B0 IR 22 50 (R R SUMO AH SCR 7Y (1) B 151k
TR BT EEAELE Y ok W RE e LS A BAS AR
WA I R AIE5E v E— 2B B0 AIF Sscore ZE R0 ( Fafdt 1, IF
REFAC 205 MENGYT IR b N i 5, A
I Zh SUMO ARG U5 AR BLIEE ) I RS . T SR REAY
S, H R SGIESRAT) 2R IEF [l B 22 v C B3 e 43 A
UGN By, ASRIEEEAR Z [ A HESOSON . FEAS i
S RAE BACEEAE R, A AT REsZ AR 0z AL PEREFN
AR, AR B T RS B RTIE P AS AN 2 rhut a6
HEAATEIR", ZEMLHIZ T, SUMOylation 540 PDAC fuf
TR BT 0 FLAR T AR i R e A B B, ] An R e T 0 oy
FE SUMO M HIEAE VR 2 55 i B rh R A OAE R
AT G2 A Y A SUMO A i i A5 X 75 A7 A 22 57
SEE, AT G 2 E T SRR SR E— 2D L



TEIGIT 56 7w, A SUMO G 3 310 il 78 PDAC AR
T v J 3 A N SRR O 7 i R G s T R T R, (H
FLG R AR G 2 Pk . —Jrim, HuarftREn
SUMO 1 il 7] ( 41 TAK-981) K £ &b F FL W 1lfs IR B B,
BEXTPDAC ABE 122 SN RO BAE T A IR, R
Al fAT S T I A R s 50— TH, SUMOE ) 2%
5 T H A0 R P O JON B R B RS AR, e B R A
il AT B R B RE . e AL AR R R AR
PRI, e o7 e KRR R B8 470 Mo e R G BT 2807 14 [
F, BT IEH HA 0, Bl AR 25T & 5 45
MG AL A AZ O [ . ) 3L B T T AL R AL
i i) P )3 2% 2R 8 L2 52 B SUMO 4100 300 ) o 1) 5 4
i E 5 SUMO i % 52 A I EE OC 2R 1 e 28 28 15 5 LS
PRS2, DL RAE I RIS h R 4t LB SUMO # ] 5
o PERT AT AP L AT R R YT AN [ & 7 6
FMEFALE (. Bz, SUMO il EHH S il J5 A58 PDAC A
PIbR R A T B TR AURESR , SUMO 41 1 55 s 1) Hr 2
ARSI R MEVA TE PDACAT Sk T V5 78 1 37 VA 7 32
Hlo Bl X SUMOylation 78 88 G 45 4 AL 1
ASERT, DAKCHE Z i R IG RIEE 1 R, A Ak
N3 — 3 % 11 SE R AT 9 R L IE 5 Ak S 2 PDAC R
iE O
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