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Abstract

SUMOylation, a reversible modification after translation, is a kind of molecular regulation me-
chanism which participated in the regulation of DNA damage repair, immune reaction, process of
cancerous cell cycle and cell apoptosis. Four subtypes of SUMO have been found, including SUMO1
SUMO2/3 and SUMO4. The small ubiquitin like modification (SUMO) pathway is conserved in all
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eukaryotes and plays a key role in gene expression regulation of cellular signal transduction and
maintenance of genomic integrity. Dysregulation of the SUMO catalytic cycle has been associated
with many diseases, especially cancer. In order to better understand the role of SUMO in human
disease, we briefly outline the basic concepts of the SUMO system and summarize the role of SUMO
proteins in cancer cells and the advances in inhibitors of this pathway.
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1. 518

SUMO EE A —Fh) iz R B35 R B, BCRESZ BT ST . T X — &R )L ARE
TRTE ERZAED T, TR RA N e Bt s, BREREMARNGESE SRR ERE
[1]. SUMO fil7T 72 A e, A4 DNA BifhiE5E . R RPL. A8 20 A A R AN 4 i i T
[2] [3]. /NZRFEEMYI(SUMO)V LS T &Rtk 2, BT mE ARy Ty . Fik, 22
SUMO & il RETE S % 1) B 1 2 9 4 vh R 4 B R . SUMO G FH (1 25 L v 5 35052 e 0 i g 174
KIE. L, SUMO RJ DAE R —Fhis £E B hE 16 97 4 s [4] [5].

2. SUMO ZE R SUMO #E{LTEER

SUMO HE [ &2 RFEE AR —Fr. SR, —FHEIEFHFRJEMESCN 18%, BF#H 1) =4tk
P AEFARL, LS — AN BBapBap HTE LI C ui XU H M 45 #4[6]. SUMO & [T 1996 4F B KR
I, EWMFLshY A =R SUMO A, Bl SUMO1. SUMO2 il SUMO3 [7] [8]. SUMO2 #il SUMO3 7£ 4
FERE S EARF AL, BE S N SUMO2/3. SUMOL T E& A FIRAEH, 1 SUMO2/3 - E &1k
LR F[9].

SUMO IR FIZ ZZAGHAH AL, A DR ANIR] V2 2 AB R (0 4 2 1 2 B0 0 2 1 40 B A TR ) R e i
1M SUMO &1l 85 (I B 455E , SUMOylation Y585 1 - B8 A EAE L, AT A 380 8 (1 1 5 A A Th RE TR
. BTA I SUMO & #4117 AH R B AL, BD A A A BB B 2. SUMO fhid Rk : AFE g
AL E REL EEMEEm, RBCPRSRZRJMEEA, REWTIE:

BE: 1% SUMO E E /a2 — N EEEYER AT 7. AR e O & a5 R EE Al 1(SENP)
VI C Ao i DA 2 HE R J5 WiE [10]

iEA: SUMO E1 i/ —Fl 110kDa &R i, A&, 7307072 SUMO HufEg E1 (SAEL
B¢ Aos1)Fl SUMO i E2 (SAE2 BY Uba2). X PN TEEIE 7 K ) SAEL-SAE2 )55 —Ffk. £ ATP
FIVE T S5 — B8 A, i B e R L C iR 3 5 SAE2/Uba2 12 bk R ik & Bate ok , T 0% SUMO
FEH[11].

BER: ME——Fh E2 (SUMOE2 8% Ubc9). 1L SUMO %5 F i i i <2 #ie e S 5 7 F1| Ubc9 1457 1 93
FPEIRIREE b, e E2-SUMO Bilig i &4 . f )5, Ubc9 it kB SUMO 4 T3] H bR H
(P By A -, AT 58 i SUMO 1k[12].
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Rz BIRSLIGERM], SUMOEL Fl E2 1T LME Y SUMO ft., {H E3 EHEEETE SUMO & [ ¥ ) iK 4
[13]H i FE R b AN D ). SUMOES SEHERF IR ARY), JF@EEMMARIFHLHEIZ S5 SUMO ik,
SUMOES3 #%#:, 7T LLdnt fae KA SUMOE2 & &Y, el SUMO &1 E2 MR, A5
¥ SUMO & HIEE B [14] L i@t xF SUMOE2 & &k i 72 A, SUMOES3 & 41K T SUMOE2
HEVIRIGRR S-S Y Bk S 2 R e B, (08I, MM TR IIRE 1

3. MEEA PR SUMO ik

SUMO 42 —F B2 B REEE16, LT rT DA BT 10 40 0 D BE A BE2ERE . SUMO A AN ZE i
R AT LR BB R SUMO 15 5 B v AN [R] e 7 (1 332K B 1 ¥ 2038 W g 2 e A XU 4
PN . SUMO i B I R 1 #2022 B 1 5 S ARG . HUiR TOMIEE AL I RE[15] [16]. 5 ) SUMO 46T
SRR NV 2R E . EIR SUMO 15 5 8% 2 ol e 70 (135 5 Jee B 4 i B e 1 22 (1) (R 5%
RMARTES TR, HHCREZ KT LR Y], SUMOylation 7EJEAE A #44 B2 AEHI[5].

3.1. PB4 SUMO B2

SUMO WL R4 Bl AR AEH A b miaRik, XRWIME I E SUMO ALIE i 5 e B KA %,
SUMO & HXAE Ubc9 fid ik R A 2 AR R e, BN EUE[17]. Sl ARl i [18], JFfe
HAAIR AR [19]. BLAN, VFZ MR kA2 F SUMO B H B &%, % SENPL fl SENPS,
XARH] SUMO MLRERE /5 2™ A% 145, DABS Lk R 4R i PRt R ANIE A . Rl SUMO E1 H1 i) SAE2 f11]
TANH] TN REE R AR, R Y] SUMO B4 5 R AR K T REAH G E o [FIRE, 78 myc MOk 7L AR
B, AT SUMO BGE I S~ B K B A A7 J1[20] 0 SXEERBLRI T RIATHL R SUMO HLIEAT e
I 1.

3.2. SUMO 44t SH9% 2 E Fn b #) & FroigE

FE SR T c-Myc J& 25 40 i 38 G RO 12 Y B0 B2 R 2 — o c-Mye S B R TE Brba 2 A v o0 i
AT TR I SUMO 21 (1) c-Myc R DA B A BRI PRI FEf#[21] . BBAh, c-Myc FER i SUMO fh ] i
PERE B RR N —ME S, £ c-myc R I/ RFAERA T, Sk SUMO BuEhy, SAE2, mILAFH
Wi iE R, {H SUMO B anfal 2 ik c-myc FH G IR i AR AR ML AN 28 . R SUMO 3%
FEME PIASL 7] LFEAK c-Myc ) SUMO K, 58 c-Myc FHC IR R R IR . R VE WLk
] R A U, T e-Myc 75 & IR 55 SUMO A R G (AR DG, Sy BH T — S5 Sk Rl S AAt 1307 ) SE % [ 22]

MERHERE SR 1 (FoxM1), 53— RBERIE A K R+, HERE W2 3] SUMO 1L 1) $E[23]. FoxM1
TEVFZ AN SRR p ER e Rk, WFLAREE . S5iaia . Miois . Ao g R FFE [24] . T 7EIX S8 5
ANIF ) FoxML () SUMO 6548 2 T AH FLP & 45 2R [23] [25]. SUMOL 2] FoxM1 7] DAl Ho 5% 5%
WEE, SEUZERMAEIN, BES FoxML BEE, A 2250 2HFE . T FoxM1 5 SUMO2 () SUMO
AT LA 0 H S E v, AT 2E4E I BE 5 [25] 17 SUMO2 ) SUMO b4k AT LI I 4 s im 4 [23], AT
AR Tt 2 1 B

AR TR BT, KB SUMO B SR AR S 5 T A g o i 38 F 2 5387
U1 p53 [26]+ c-Jun [27]. F1 CAMP B ye 445 & 85 1 CREB [28]%5 U 3 DA AN g # i (8 -1, 76 1 22 s
HRIE T, BEIR SUMO b X Ik B 45 R 1375 1 1) s M CUB 3B 20 i o, {HL E A AN 28 X S 2R (1 1)
SUMO 12 7578 N KR st/ b 2Rk . IRk, X822 rp s it atifh SUMO #E S 2 IR A & UK, X
& H A SUMO #7845k i) — 4> = ZEHk %
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4. SUMO B4k a5

i FRriA, SUMO Ji@ s IvF 2 B I FE IR 2 21 p i 3Rk, 1 SUMO 3 i Hh 35 6 8 1 1) e o 2 BEL b
e NG S TR AN T Nk, JFR B TR SUMO LIS ME I &P+ & S, TR 1)
20 5, SUMO fhilitk C& BONFRE YR IT AR S IR Al fERH, C&%EH T JUF SUMO-EL 47
Hl70), AARRAR. &K B Ml davidiin, LK SUMOE2 (UBCO)i71] 2D-08. GSK145A, {HiXLb/r+
B2 S I HLRCRAS m G R BEZE mM S EELA) [29] [30] [31]. 2017 4E, %552 HIEY ML-792 " LLL
SUMO JERE &), VT SAE &1, JHEN SUMOEL HFa 5 PE4mfilFA], & —FsXora &k
FEVER) SUMOEL il 57 . ML-792 7EAA SN A fIGTE, FRF MYC _E R rI R 48 a0t ML-792 HA
e B [32] . $ FOR K I SUMOEL B I LA A2 #4411 75 COHO000, Hw] DASLAN 45 & 72178 B s 1t Ar
MU Cys30 b, EILHAETEGHMEIHIFIR. 7EMA4L, COHO00 HPhilJm4nfulg 5, PR LR 4t i & h
Myc [F)3R1% . B8 BB A, fEMR PN, COHO00 R IR H 45 B S PR LUK Ji R 45 B I i AN g 16 £ [33]

ML-93 J& ML-792 HIfiTA=4, 1EJv SUMO g EL #ifil7), 757 5 (PDAC) H R LA BA 11
fEF . ML-93 #1i] T PDAC-NOD SR AE /N BB EY i (1 iioRg A K, 4] 14415k M PDO, iX il
AT SUMO JEER SR, #Em#E [ PDAC LB FE (it T HE4E -

B IA) SUMO i 2% (1) B R A2 ML-792 (1) 5 — MITAY) TAK-981, H i L& e N B35 Rk AT sk
Je FIRR E SR 1) T HAIG PR INI[34]. HCT116 Fisdtif R, Jdid e oSt s il SUMO £ M4 ik
BN IS AE, RIS ML-792 AL, TAK-981 7E4H I SUMO i % 01 il - 2R B H SACL Iy 2 B ok P55
(10nMvs15nM). 1H & TAK-981 &I H B g (1 24 2401k LA K FE K (194 235 1]

7£ HCT116 SH R AR, 5 ML-792 AHEL, TAK-981 7 B (1) F 771 & (50 mg/kg QDX3/E, JA &
FE: 1/4 150 mg/kg) T B0 H AR IR 2E K], 78 OCI-Ly10 SR A A 73 v th 0 5 1AL i) bR
2R [35]. TAK-981 EoR T e diiffah 1 B4 IFN {55 @ %A L, TAK-981 #ilk B iT AE ik 5 K G i
Ri%r, PAK | AL IFEN A S R e e A AR i, B0 E VR4 A . NK ZHRANR SOR40 M, DL T 4.
FE /)N B (A LR A R A R v, TAK-981 R DU S R S IUSE, BENE 51 470 IR ik v A B 28 I 5 I 2 [36]

HHT, TAK-981 5HAMHUAREH O NGRS, FoA 656 T 7 H R v Sk Mg (1) PDL Hifk
TR P L R TR T AR A Sk B 1) CD20 HULARR 2 8 BHi[37] - B FEAHERE T N AR5
25— SUMO JE % EL FHI7), 1 H o4l AR a2t Fe R Gy 1k ik DU SRR VA T T A8 SR SR AL T 37
1 WA -

5. B4

M ERBETERF, SUMO fEHiA] e |2 AR FE HLH 32 m R %5 Sl B AR E . X SUMO & 1fi
FEF S T 7R Y], SUMO HHEH LA Z MR H . SUMO 212 —F S Z 1 #IEE 20, e
DUV TS TE RO RBE R 3R, T BB AR A (R R, X O ANESE . SUMO &1 5 A2 Al
RS VIMOG, SR, BRI THLEIAE R . SUMO Wil FfE RZHURAEh 2% B, Btvrae
FERERETIT I — AN TERE AT, —18 SUMO I ST KB SR, 9T BAFIX e R, I AJAE
frz WS SEOCA - BE S, T Z KRR AR

SE K
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