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Abstract In In recent years, small-molecule targeted protein degraders inducing protein degradation have been
developing rapidly. These molecules are attracting substantial interest from researchers since they can overcome
such limitations of traditional small-molecule inhibitors as their inapplicability to ‘undruggable’ targets and
tendency to induce drug resistance. Compared with other targeted protein degraders, small-molecule hydrophobic
tags (HyTs) may have a smaller number of hydrogen bond donors/acceptors, smaller molecular weights, and
better pharmacokinetic profiles, thus attracting extensive attention from researchers. This review focuses on the
possible mechanisms and popular types of HyTs, with special attention to the potential application value of
adamantane, a typical hydrophobic tag, in the fields of cancer and neurodegeneration. In general, there are still
some problems like fewer types of hydrophobic tags and insufficient research on degradation mechanisms, which
still need to be further explored. This review is expected to provide researchers working in the fields of small-
molecule targeted protein degraders with some valuable reference.
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A, JF & L 0 ) 8 11 AR A 70 0T S8006 28 1 2R A 7
W fiff v BB — Pl BT i SR M, BT, SUm
BT — R TEARM YT KRS, i E
1 7K i 58 0] % & 1A (poteolysis targeting chimeras,
PROTACSs)" . /¥ (molecular glue) ™ & /KFRr%:
(hydrophobic tags, HyTs) ™. H W /IMAZE & b5 9
( autophagosome-tethering compound, ATTEC) |
H W ¥ 0] % & 1K (autophagy-targeting chimeras,
AUTACs)" | FEBEHAHE [m]4% 514 (lysosome-targeting
chimeras, LYTACs)!"" 4§, 13X $LH0 ] 25 11 [ (targeted
protein degradation, TPD) 5 % il # T 1% 48 /N3 1
PPN & B, AN LA s, o 8 s =X i) 2
H BT DIRE, & BE 8 B 4P AR 1, R
1Y, AR IR Bl i 7 S8 B IR 9T o
I, XL G0 5 S i ME R 2 SR S A A A
H B A T 24 1 (] BT, TPD AN 2 b — i A 2% 1) i e
VI S

PROTAC #Y 4 [ R fi# 7] ARV-110, ARV-766
G HETC o3 A B R B9 H TR 97 & 3%
&A1 A% 1798 (castration-resistant prostate cancer,
CRPC), 3% 2 WIF ] TPD £ AR A7 % J& A 1l 5
FyU . BRI PROTACS 1E A — 28 32 10 81 R
FoR, HoKEPE2E L 1 IR AE P 0] FH 0 S M A v A
ffR R 5 22 3 SR AR ARL ) 43— JE R AR A 2 P )
/b B BRIYE LA Je 45 B2 1 i 4 ) [ R T e
R, HyTs FiAR & —JEBARTH I TPD HKng, H
AALFRAD T PROTACS $7 AR —BEXE LUk D 1) SR B
IR % T TR VNS 2 T s e P B oY 20
PROTACs 543 F %, HyTs & JEH i, HFi#fsRik
TR AL BB, B HAT A IR, A1 10 ik bR
i Begl b T B0R 8 R . XS K AR R
BAALAE S RIGE™ | BT B2 RR IR IR AP kS 2
(BocsArg) "™ 5" PV DL R BEUK R A,
JE B 3 2L i K AR A BOTE BT 24 i & v i v A g FH

M, AR SORIE AL A 2500 Lt A7 028, A 4
T X LEFRARSE BT/ 1 29 ) 04 3 1k
FIREARAIL o A58 01 XT3 W e X — S 2R A i 7K A
2, TEJRAE | P 2R AT PR A5 U R B H A T A
B E BEAT PRAR R T . AR SCE @ i X HyTs
FOAR 21 A R B A TR 08 2 1) 3
e e SRS, LARIER AR 1 R A 25 0 B0 T 2 RS
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12 F - A 2 4t (ubiquitin-proteasome system,
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UPS i 23 19 8 H B AL X T4 33T TPD
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F AR I RCAR 5 B3 o H2 W O (Al 2o 5 335 1) 3 B
. E RN [R] B ZE 42 #0 2E  (protein of interest,
POI) 5 E3 & 4% fif, {15 POl 5 E3 % 42 1£ 25 6]
4R, A S POL Bz 2 Ak, o 1 i 25 11
IR B (& 1-A) . PROTACs i FHLHI A
W, HE R ar . FEARSIOR R | FPEmt a4, 5|
TR BRI D48, HETC A 232 it Al
IRBIFGE o SR R T HAFAE AR 4 7 ok, Ut
/22 R L2 SR, PR T IR AE R 5 24
SE IR R 25 . A TR AE AL 5 2 2540,
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HyTs W& —FoRIhfe o+, hEEeE . Bikbs
ZERNERAR FUBCAAR 3 Ak, HET, i C AR
HyTs /- B REFEAILT, v B2 0 LR 3 25
(1) HyT SV RIS 0 8 AT REAIR POT A ER
SEPE, [ “ARREERT, ZE0THHBE A
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e LM (AR R, KR T BABRNZS &
150, %) Her3 B VEHIFAIH &, 76 5 pmol/L ¥
£ I R e ] Her3 52 T 4500 ) Akt 1) W 2
o TESLZ S, AT AT AFE I AT A P i it Ltk
778Gk, 5T & RIBehR%E, &I 5 ik &
) TX2-121-1 55 Her3 M54 A W& . HE
500 nmol/L i}, 5 Her3 HAN 455 1) HyT B4R 5E
Hsp70. Hsp90, J-ii@ 11t UPS & 12 S Her3 1Y R fi,
FEIU R BRI R AR TR M . AT BN IREEEL T /Ny
T-BEAF X Her3 A0 ) R, tH T4 1) Her3 (3R
I FBei R, I S BEES A IR Her3 [ AT
AEJE—FP A 2L R WG, TX2-121-1 J@7R T X XE ki 24
B R K It 24P ) Ve A ) g FH iG55

EZH2 2 St L AL B 1 3 95 27 (iR
(H3K27) #E47 = ZEAL B i (H3K27me3 ) i) —Ff 2]
B B R I, LT o e A s i R ek A TR Ui
RPN . AR, Z2RERE T B T
EZH2 3 B 3k AR = B 2L i (triple
negative breast cancer, TNBC) H* EZH2 1 52 #l i 5%
ik, H2 EZH2 5 5 JC 4 TNBC 20 iy
B, L 3 JE R AT RE S EZH2 M ) R EZH2
() B A T RE, XA S 10 5 SR D RE T e B
AR 6 TNBC 20 M 1 34 58, Ma 55 R T
HyTs 5% W%, K5 3E L H (1) BZH2 5% £ PR 3 il 577 C24
H&WIBeARER:, f4& T —Far i) EZH2 BEHE
R fige 7] MS1943 IEiE EZH2 Yy R&fi (] 3-B) . 45
FW IR 5T F R A SR R A R A Y
EZH2, Jf- 3% £ 1 53 58 EZH2 4K #i () TNBC 40 il .
AN b3 A4 e LA i ) B P, T X L R L
PICRE N, A B . A/ NS, 220
RN SRS A 2T A R AR EE, /N
REEARGH I 32 A, AN 45 2] 17 A 30
il o HLEIBFZE oK, MS1943 5 EZH2 AR 45 &
&, ATRE R B A R & B A T A, IR RREE
OIS AR A & 8 N A R % 448 (unfolded protein
response, UPR), M/ TNBC 4 IFET

5T R, oA e o B B R A i R
Z %K (androgen receptor, AR), &G T HERL E
RIT B g B 25 0] 8, 1755 AR FEFHIGTT RIS
J 98 AT e S — PP A R RIRIT BT, 2015 4R,
Gustafson %5 & 1, T — R 5 PEME R 2 IR R
fi# 57 (selective androgen receptor degraders, SARDs ),

LR ARFIREDS 5 AR FRPELS &, JF B H A #5008
BYSEANT, AT B T A B AR KO X SERE
fi# s, SARD279 Sl i i &Rkt i Bt AR 33
I RUS9063 FHAR I 1M 44 2 119 (K] 3-C) o 72 AT
IRFEZEMI, 1 pmol/L SARD279 ] [4f# 50% 1) AR,
T e B 15 2] 10 pmol/L IF, AR F 4 i 28 L F- 35 2]
100%, FF A A A I 7 51 B i 40 it 0 38 5 . [R]EE,
BEXT A6 e AR 28 78 BT i 1 10 SR A1 it 24,
SARD 1] DAffHe X —XERS, R L5 5 AD R fif X —
S ] T R BB RT S B IR

Akt 5 8K b B R I B B(protein kinase
B, PKB), F£7E 3 Flr s 2 [a] 5L (% S 8 ( Akt Akt2,
Akt3), SR 22 Z R/ E R R S RN 2 Ak,
S5 RAME AR 28 RTINS A R A Rk
RS, ARERY, ZFMENEES
A3 {55 19 LIRS AR G, T Akt FA7E
JEE TRV R G 7 78, DRI X6 At IV B FF % 356 488 e A
A PRERY o SR, AS[E] Akt A o) H 25 4 3
B [RI PP EAFAE — 5 19 25 55, 3K Ry B R R ik 511 1)
TR AL T RIS 2022 4F, Xu Y A fik
Akt3 o BEFR IR B0 BV R e it 24 ) 8, & il T
B A3 B 121018 3-D) . IR 2
ke Akt 4557 XTF-262 18 i 1% 5245 5 4 W AH
R G5 TR, FLAEUR N AN R R 15 R AT i s Bk
fEAE L, T 5 AR AL A B L TR .
FEFRI] A3 & 121 B ELHEAE A, 121583 UPS 4%
SEPR AKt3 (PSR . AE HI9750R 53 Fh B AH IR 41 B
RS S A 10 8% 20 mg/kg 4 121, Rd AR K
BB B, HJCA B, M5k 40 mg/kg
J&, JUTSE il T AR . Ak R
Hy T B ol BE R 16 7 3B /N0 i Al i EL AT T 54 11
R

DNA/RNA %548 1 C9UESE 5 5 2R Y
FEIR BN, — S g 40 i v 25 B B R Y
DNA/RNA #5458 M, L DNA/RNA 455 5
AT BB AR VAT S IR A T 7R SR, 2023 4,
Wang 26 i3l T —F C (4580 B SL 0 B K R 28 3R
% (ligand-assisted covalent hydrophobic tagging,
LACHT), fibfITLA—ZE EriR &5 # & 1 4(BRD4) 11y
DNA %5 & 5 5 R 7180 POI, ¥ AR I 4 0 26 (1 i
A JQU 38 o 3% B N-E - N-be SERH ke 5 4 Wil ot
MR, Wit T 4 200 F R SMD1~4, Hrp
SMD1 (4] 3-E) 7 [ i35 41 i _E 2 30 X $0 26 1 1Y)
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R . X LACHT FRARMLEI AR R R W AR
T2 UPS is2 S AR IR 25
MULE A ml DA, BT NI /N
Rt 70 AR S TR Y T AT B 1) R ) L R A e,
TR 1P SR B A ) S e DR R YR T AR AE
AT 24 M FIR YT T Bk 2k 45 IR R ER AL 18T 9 fif ke
T TR, SEARARXT o B /DS, A A/ A2 K
o DO, IS 25 1) B AT B Pk
I, BHRIF 53 IR A5 51 FRUR & 4 b 2 5 e 571
T I R Ak, R Iie 8 B A o
212 &R AEAYZBAITH AR PO ER  HHE
FERWI, BT IR UK 1Y) & A2 AT S TE % Tau 2
IRE R T2 F i B Tau A 263845 56, HARRIEL
JRHLHAA FF%IE ., {0 Tau B RESE M LT
21 4k 9 25 (neurofibrillary tangle, NFT), X} # 4 oo n]

A gmmmmm e e

REA #ETEVER, 7E— R Lmidiz ). HA R
TEFR, YD Tau (47 5 AT 6 #2870 ) e R i 21—
FE M BGEME R, B, B8 ) A% Tau B HARA
A BB KA IR T BT 2R PR 8 R BT R . 2017 4F,
Gao " B A T HT KA Tau 5] HY T-Tau-CPP
([ 4-A) o ZALE Y B KR 2 RIEE . Tau )
L 5 BT 7K R T SR A G ) 200 L 2 375 R BE 7 (el
penetrating peptide motif, CPP)ZHh¥ ., %% GENS
e J3 T [R] s i) 77 =CR3 A Taw, 13 A 3 2058
it UPS i 12508 BRILZAb, AR SE AR T /R
PRUEBRIEAL /N R Tau 17K, AR
TR R AR 5O, TRl B B AT R A1
0 A S5 e A M o AR I A R A A o R
B R B, AT RE S AE — o B REE, (H S SR R H
G DA B RER

0 HyT-Tau-CPP

YQQYQDATADEQG

D-(Arg); —— CONH,

i)
Ne= — EDLIKGISV =— GRKKRRQRRR — CONH,
! o ” HyT: D4 !
B e ——
! S
1
1 J\ |
1 P N P
! [\ N N o Ty | i
1 s B =2 N NS =\
: \;j o \\,/Mﬁ W <\/\0% .\ai;f,»r\\ !
i OH 0 :
1 SNIPERs: 2 i
(T TTTTTTTTmmmmmm e
! — » v,
1
1 AN . 1
! / ) \ C )N = /!
| /I/TJJ \o/\{\"o\fi‘()/[‘1:»" 7NN
! , \_/
| HyT-3 :

B4 HAPMEIBIT GO N RS B T S NIB KRS RIAR AL S

A: HyT-Tau-CPP 5 HyT: D4 (945#4X; B: SNIPERSs: 2 5 HyT-3 (9£544K

mHtt: S48 1 = AE G H; CPP: A 5B KAL) F

LS 45 ) 2R WAL AE 2 — 28 H AT G I: 78 2R
(R 2B AT PR, 24 B AN A T I ISR 0 25
Y, BT R, 587451 TDP-43 i TR0 & 7, 7]
REr= AR AN EETE, A 2T, Gao Y
BB T — R H S BH K AR e 25 A K, 221
XU H TDP-43 YE1TREAR, &3 DA(E 4-A) 1

V5T R BE ) ik, 5 LRI I A R AR P, LI
A R, XA RPN . DA 2K A
S WIBEAREE 19 DI BEAK, 56 5 R MR v, — W1
BEARZEAR LT B0 MIGE AR 25, e R | FEAR S8R
Lo B AMEAE T A RER IS [, m ik
AT He g o i 5 B, R A PR I o IRk,
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T 24 W e B KA 27697 L2 45 00 22 B AL 119 3
W HA KPR RT S

S ) TR (1 (mHtt) S i T 4 5 YL fk
A AEISE N CAG = AR Y Bt B F 2 r
A1), T RR AT 22 30K 1Y AR 58 AR AR A R 24
il 18 A R A 0 g B2, 2022 4F, Hirai 4559
BRI T FH T o) 3 e 0 5 A8 1 P o

#| HyT-3, % 4% T & 7E PROTAC [%f# 7 SNIPERs

() [ A i AR Y (1] 4-B) o BRI T A
B L2 )5S SNIPER 43 2 % E3 Bl B4
k4 W ot 5 AT, 3 2o B 4 S A5 21 19 Hy T-3 AHEE T
SNIPERs H:AH X 43 i 1t B /N, HA 847 1Y 385 A
O B O 11 - W == 4] W P 5
FIFBZEAN M A T3 6 2 A 1(clAP1) 5 LR 58 A8
MM, I8 UPS iR HRE . T HyT-3 19
WEE S, HLEA BUOIRYT = 100 25 i T ik

B ol A 22 AR AT R B ) AR bR 2 B 1 R A OR
W AT 4 S BUAS B84 A o 2, Tau 25 1 . TDP-43 5%
TR /N TR AR R BT R R T — 3 BT TEYT
R WSS A B B I, R ik
I i B e & PR AR o SR, 3% 2973 H T34k
TG B B, 750 L (106 R 5 R S He 22 4 1
HAE R, (2 e 8 ] SRR T
2.1.3 HaloTag # K& HyTs FL Pos A A
JIi i 2% il (HaloTag ) & — 28 £ a8 M 1) i AR J o 147

1

i ﬁi Tl‘{’\/\0/\/O C m—
i © HyTI3

1

|

1

! E%El

1 4 ' .
i T o

1 HyT SFHR
1

Bl 5 25K 2 i (HaloTag) B ARAE S MISesi K ARZETT 2 H i H

2.2 BocsArg

Boc;Arg f&— il i 20S AR m] & 45
SEERE B R AR AR M B K AR 28 . Long
GG B EA-BocsArg( Bl 6) , B 7K A 25 &8 43
£ &% N,N,N-3Boc {7 i KG & e, i 1, 6-—
FHC b5 EAMIEH . EA-BocsArg J2 43 It H
AK % % [ifi ( glutathione S-transferase, GST) A9 3L #y

fit}, H.v] 5 HaloTag FC& & &N 245G, A FER

P, g adul  FERIA AT ERS . B HaloTag
RAEASE, ARIH AT DL A R E i 4559 . HaloTag
Jic A 2 — A~ AR S i 3 1 5 R 1 D RE A A
FEAMIE B, iz YLkt AR % . HaloTag K
T 2R AR SR BT R S | DGR IE R AL TR
S, X 20 M P9 48 2 1Y) HaloTag fili& 25 11 B9 % 5
FEAL, LS HaloTag @il & 8 FIAH G G T 5
SR BB E X Neklesa 252 7E 2011 4F
EHRA T 1 /Ny T K AR B i 57 HyT13,
HATTUA & W BEAE A i K A 25 38 1+ 1% 4 5 HaloTag
BCARMSS &G TiZAE Y (B 5) . 7EBE 5 itz
i, % /Ny F 5 £ Fh HaloTag Bl & 25 11 & A= 34
e )a, M EAMMRNSS, ST T HIEAW
SRR REAR . [FBT, HyT13 A4 T Hras19"Y 3K 5
B i gea 2k R, /N RV PIESE T 53X — B K P bRl
HORBY S HIYE . 5ok, Ml T BATE HyT13 (1 2 Al
b, A YGH TEERA, G T SRR HyT36.
HAE HaloTag7 114 & fiff v 3¢ 30 1 B 5 149 % fi g

16 10 pmol/L #¢ T, HyT13 A4 [ it 2k 29%, Tl
HyT36 MREAfRRINE] 65%. WF5T R, HEFEM -
T4 T -8 Hsp70 1 UPS i 12 iy 3L [F] 2 5P
HaloTag fill & 8 1 75 HyT DI RERFSE . 254 HF & .
R ff AL ) K 2 1 AH B 45 T B R 7
T PRA T D ge A AE e U B SR

EAAEA WA

PR, GST M IR IR 5 E M & E . kR
R ARYT it 25 55 %6 VIAH 5, PRIk, e 2 R A 7 T g
R IT I AE (I HE 7 T EA-BocsArg b5
gty HEA R E K. L8 dh &8
Boc;Arg X 47 A& 1Y A 15T 2 A B 10 5 ) [ i
Y FH, 1E HeLa F1 NIH3T3 4 its 2L % #) b, GST-
al, GST-al-egfp fllA & A MMM GSTr 1l 4 EA-
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