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1. FL&IC

1962 4F |2 Stanley Cohen 1412 & » T L REK T (epi-
dermal growth factor : EGF) 35 H SN THh 5, 604 %4
ZEHELTwaY. 1980 RHTEE TIT, ZRMAE S
T ¥ v ¥ F —+ (receptor tyrosine kinase : RTK) @ EGFR
(EGF receptor) HAESEINTWAEY, WLZA, Loy
ANZAHDR A= T LDVABESOHENDE, RASHED
VIFNVATE LTHRET ADBABRBE TR A RS
N7z 1980 AR 1 5 1990 4RI B2, <A Py =
YWEMAL Y Y8 7 B ¥ — £ (mitogen-activated protein
kinase : MAPK) 7 A% — FFEWR SN, ZHED» LT
HFNZD %A% ERLMIABETED o 7 F MR ERRIE D3
Ened e, WEHBEALCHED EGFROT Y FH A b—3
AEREDIITIL, DEEREICE KT E R L TE
72. TO X 91T, EGF-EGFRAEHIE, MGz ENZE
DYER - TE 7

EGF-EGFR #% i O JEHEAF 2 M R 13, EGFRZ R0 & L
72D ASEY B ORFEICTER LT & 720 19964 12 EGFR

B A FE B 3 22 - R R AT A I G 2 W 24 F 78 52
(T930-0194 EITiAz47 2630 Fith)
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SERMF O 3 F—LiE, MBS EX AL oA F Y PRI Y F 5 —EoifHit
WEZY, FuyrHCY YBILZA L THRNICY 7 F v 2Rz 5. L Uik, Mg
WY 7 FNIZEBE) ¥/ LA = VRIEDY YR L% A L 72 JE e B 2 i PEA LB R 0 £
ERHL NI D, ZOREMEHIN TS, TR 7Y FRFud v F - —Eif
TG LTHESY, Py 7PV Z A LHETH S 2 LdbroTnad. AT
&, ARRN2 S ZHEARRF T Y Y FF— B R EEALT M AT O WT, FIZEGFR (epi-
dermal growth factor receptor) X°EphA2 (Erythropoietin-producing hepatocellular receptor A2)
DIFERNEHACIHE R T H TS 2 & & H I,

T=EA

DIAIRRERIEENC 3507 2 EEMEZ AT

Fu ¥+ —+¥EH (EGFR tyrosine kinase inhibitor :
EGFR-TKI) O %77 4 F= 7&K 3N, EGEDI A5
404EREM L 72 2002 4 W 28 A I E3E & L TARFA S /Y.
Z Df%, EGFR H & OGP SRR 3 AN I E 2k 2 4 )k
EEROFER, & HIEEZMACEGFR-TKIC X 5 (i1 il
% &, EGFRIIHA 3 T-EEHIHH T EIC B W T b EEm %
HERT LTV 5E Y,

YEDXHZ, EELOEHKRICEL T TRVWERZ
DRTKIFZETIEdH 545, ZOHMALEMEIC OV TIIWE
PIEECEMH IR TwRWE ) TH D, Mg A
A Z)T Y RIPEETAHIETTFOY I — NG
HALE NG, Wb 2 ER G AL —RIA <%
FANSLNTWS, LAl UYFY FaSEaLTwh
WRTK?2S, HHOFO Y vy ¥ F—LEENILEEL 2L
D74, Mo 5 IEER R EHAL 2 20 B4 A DS
H5HILPbhroTE FFIZ, RTKO—DTdH % EphA2
WZoWTIE, U H Y FIFRAFN 2 I RATE LI & 2 A8
AEALEREAIEH 2O TWh. 22 TAETIE, #E
I 7 RTK C & % EGFR & EphA2 @ I & R 11 1% P AL o> %
PECOWTHERL L, PAGTRENERNOISHIZOWTH
ES SNy

2. HRES D 5 OFERRY EGFRIEMHAL

1) EGFROFEEM EEL

RTK I IHIE Y VX7 EHTH Y, MMBMIIIBEERE F 2
A7, FaIrFF—¥ AL ITHE, CEBIIZTHR
WY 7P NERIEZDHALY) YBILRN S H LS. UF R
12 X %2R 7 EGFRIEMEALICB W TIE, CRImHEIROH

HAbEE 55 92 B 3 %5, pp. 420-430 (2020)



BoFay  RESATY YBILENhD. 2L 21E, Ty
1068 R Tyr-1086 1ZGrb2 L D N v F ¥ A b & 2o THB
D, TUDRAS-MAPK#EHK 72 ENY I FVEEZ S, £
7z, Tyr-1045Y Y HRALIZCbIIC X AEGFRAH S D E /1 ¥
FF ALICEb - TV S Y

2) EGFR DO#HiZR#E®

AV ROSEES L22E ML EGFR RRIX, FofkEs
PICVA Y FERELEZEFEZ P M= 2SN 5.
COZY FHA P—Y ZAOBEIZIEZ 7 A VHEAFEED D
D EFUIERED L DN H 5 Y. 72, EGFROE /LY
FF UMDV DboTWD EVn TG HLH. VA FEE
DIZT Y FH A4 b= ZAENZZEGFRIEWII =V KV — 4
JHEIEN, ZOBSREZIHAHO EL L ORMKIHR
Db, SRR TIXEGFRIZZ AR (multivesicu-
lar body : MVB) ELIFENL B Py —ah by Y
V= LIZEIEN, TNICEVEGEY ZF VAR ET 5.
%ﬁ,mﬁlxb/—A#%Uyy—AmE@néﬁﬁ
T, ROCO7 7 3 —FF—F¥LRRKIVHY =V Fv—
LAY —A—Rab7% ) VELT A Z LS RY. b
) — T OFAHREEETIX, U F > R ek L 72 EGFRASY
A7) 7Ty By =A%l L CHREICRS. 2o
X9 e ERIE LI AE 9 EGFR O NG RE 1 DWW T
SFEEFERDTVRHEGTHIERYHLPIIINTWVSED,
AR OB 2 B S w1012,

3. fHleAD 5 DIEERK EGFRIEMAE

1) EGFRO®OIEEREY b

MM AHE 42 DA P L ARZIUT2E, FoREE LT,
EGFR DL B A 4 R CRmHICHH L) >~ ML
F o URRMEAIEERN ) VB R 2T AT L b o
TwWwh., 4L, TNF-a (tumor necrosis factor-a) Hll 12
X o T, MBS FH I O Thr-669 B X UFC oK Uit $6 18  Ser-
1046/1047 %5, TN ENERK B L PFp38il k- TV v W1b
ENBZIEZWMELLY. 20BOFMRY Y B{L7 O
FEIZ ALY, TRSUIMCHEE K DIEER
Wet) v/ MLt =) YERALEBA. (Ser-967, Ser-1001,
Ser-1013, Ser-1015, Thr-1017, Ser-1018, Ser-1021, Ser-1034,
Ser-1142 7% &) AL TWB I EARENT VDY, #
55 X912, Ser-1015, Thr-1017, Ser-1018 13 p38 12 & - T
VU bEN, EGFROTLY ¥ A b= AD5| &4k 7%
BIENDhPoTHD,

—77, WL EEFEIC & 5 Thr-669 1 ERKIC & - TV~
ftagh, Fuvyry*FF—¥iEEo7 4 — Ny ZHEC
MboTwad” ZokLbF= iR EGER & €
urz, 7oéziE, EbBZAERIIBVWTHHEICRAES M
Twh. EGFRIZY &Y FOEE&$ 5 & &b LigtAt
THIERAMSNTW DD, XHEAS G O S X
D, EGFRAEZEMBRIILALIEMHBIER SN TNE I L
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BHILGNTWS, ZOEFLTIE, FHOFF—E RN AA
Y AT 7 FNRX=%—fll) ®C-LobeHd ) —FHDFF—F
FAAL Y (L= 3—fll) ®N-Lobe & Fv ¥ 27 LTl
PALT BEF VBB EINTHS, 2F), “o0FF—
Y RAL UPRENZINE) ZEHEZRILTEBY, T09Hb
74— Ny 7 HEIZIE L Y= N—Hl D Thr-669 D V) > i
L5 LTw5a 7.

2) p3SICKELAIEEBMIC YA =2

M A ML AICX 5T, p38% /- LTEGFRO ¥ K
A b=V ADFHEEIND Z EH20064HE T 50 LK NT
s N7z, Winograd-Katz 5 O#i5I1C L A &, EGFR %38
FIFEBIT 5 e MDA ML MDA-MB-468 % HLAS A A &
AT TF VTS D L, p38AEMIZEGFR D) 1L
AT 5720 BRKIEO I, VAT IF VR 5T
PISIKAFICEGFRST Y R4 b= 2§52 L TH 5.
FMLZh, HrrzeGEBDOZ IV — 775 HeLailizils
WTH YRV EEEHERNT =<4 Y, KIEEYA b
A1 4 ¥ INF-aRE/RDS, F L X9 IZp38ikfitko > F
YA P—VAZHFETHLIERHME LY. 2, 25
Z 1) v #E$H (clathrin heavy chain) R D7 ¥ 7 ¥ — 75T T
& % AP-2 (adaptor protein-2) @/ v 7 ¥ YEERIZL D,
COTY RHA D=V ADBTFA) UHERETH L L %
AL7z MIREPICRAT L7288, EGFRIZY A~ NRIHE &
R = > By — AIZREAL T 525, A ML AT TR
EGFRIZT7 7 F v HAZMAET 5 5 /37 HWASHR =
FY =20V —=FA4 Y 7IZHLBALIX B EZNLTY Y
CAFRAT 759 Vvl EEBEICEDHEELOMVBs IR TE
169 %%, BERZENZ 12, TNF-aRE/MEH L TIX EGF
BRI Z 5 EGFROF O Y v ) VbR ¥ FF 1k
WESKRISLT, TO20p38 KAty N4 b —
Y AEEGFR-TKIC Lo Tl T2 L2 TE L, &6
2, p38TEMEALASB S £ 5 L FFHICH Y YL 3, &%
BRI ) A 2 v ENb. ZOp3sikFEMRT Y ¥
A P =AY A 7 VEKOFERIE, DT L
BY Y Y PRI O EGFR OMIBLNE R FE T 5
XonlFeiro.

3) FF—EEMIEKERN L EGFR DHEEE
FRL7Z2X92HLHMOMLA b L AL, EGFRO—
MLy A =R VYA 7 VEFET S, ZOM
Ja P/l ) 7y B X OFa ¥ v F 5 —BICIEKE
WThh, vy b= vy VEbEA LIk
ERIEMHAL & BT 552, EGFR OJEER 1916
ILOABBREEE L C, Zwang HI1X T XA 77 F V12 X Bl
FExRIHT L L0, HBAAMEICEDb> TWEZ L
ZRBLTWS Y. F7-F43 EGFR%Z /v 27 ¥ L
72HeLafllf21X, TNF-all X7 R b= AN ) 2T
WZEERLEY., ZOEGFROHT K+ — ¥ AEH I
TNF-a> 7 F VIZBWTEHELRILT R M= ARETH 5

Ak 8592 K% 3 5 (2020)
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NF-«xB (nuclear factor-xB) #E# & IIMZLTHBY, WMH%Z
R, v 25y 452 L THIRIETINF-all X5 7K
F=Y RS DO THVESZNEEZRT L9124 5.

DAY RRFa Y Y FF— BRI IR B i b o
BRIIOWT, WODPDHEIRRWHEDVH L. Fuv
¥ — LIRS L 72\ EGFR O RED AL % BAREIS/R L C
Wb DIk, FH—EiEEORVEGFRERBT L v 7 4
YT AFRREEICRE IS LD OO, EGFRRIEY Y
A Lo THEFTELRETH LY. A ML AREDH
25 1%, EGFRIZMIEHRIC X 24— b7 7 ¥V —FFHIC
BWhoTwad I ENMESNT VDY MiEHLERSIC
BT, LAPTM4B (endosomal protein lysosomal-associated
protein transmembrane 44) & M HAEH LATKE A /ME I &
EE¥oTwabFuyyIEY YBRALEGFRIE, Beclin-1%
Rubicon (Run domain Beclin-1-interacting and cysteine-rich—
containing protein) 75 S, A — T 7 VR FHE
5. —J, EGFAIEFTIE, Fu ) YMBILEGFRIZ
Beclin-1 DF 1Y > ) YBALZALTA— 77V —% W
9 %2, BBRHEWC LIS, MEHKA b L A% &7
2L DOF— 17 7 V—FELEMITBWTIE, p3sDiFMAL
PRI DZEFAMOLNTWS., L -T, p38ilkbIE
ER) 7 EGFR ) Y RALDSA — + 7 7 ¥V — Ol b -
TWALIRENEZ OGNS,

4. EGFRODT 1 7IVE=ETETIL

V) 7Y RREEAED B R EGFRIGTEALIZ A 5 M e P i %

EREME FEERRFEHEE
SR (BEER1) BEfA@ERK2)
T
EGFR
%9 1 <
Y] — R |psT
@ g

pra—

[

Q%f k

oa*-

WZOWTREBE L OMERH L. —FH, TV FH AL b=
A L7, EGFRIED X HIZLTY VY — 2k E )4
A 7 IVREAIR D 500 55 D &) BREIZE W R R T
TETVWARVWKERPEE LTRSS TWZ, ZhicH
HMLT, BREY S Y FHBTIRIZE A EDEGFRS) V
V= DGR AT B O LT, IR T IS
UHA 7 VENEEVIBRLBEINTW. LiL,
PERETIVTIEY AT Y FIBENEZILLTY, =¥ FHA

F =3 2F 5 EGFRGTIZEGFEA L TWAL I LIZED
DIZ%L, TV FRHA P =Y ABRICHRERLR ARIEIZIED
FFHEONEIAHLETETHH .

ZITHRAIL, oY GUBEEZHHTE 2T 2TV
kT TV ERE L (K1)'Y. EGFIZ X % EGFRIGMEAL
BA ML RAE LRI p3s 2 iHH LT 2 L0 s, VA
¥ FRIBERIC D p38IKFEW R Y A b= 2D 5
LEz7 DFNVZOETFNVE, HRETFLTEZOLN
TW7-EGF 5% 4 L7 EGFR kD E/ 2> FH 4
=Y 2 (BB 1A T, HE/KEGFR O p38iKFm
GIEEMMT Y P A4 b= 2 (BEH2) ARG Tt
TLTWBENIHDTHAS. T/, AMLARIRETp3S
KAFMIZZ Y P A4 F—3 A L72EGFRIZHIBIEIZ ) %
A7 NVENHZERNL, BEEITZY P b= LT
EGFR72YY V'V — A5 RFRERIC, BEEK212K 5 0% 4
L7 VREICEFDOTTEIENL EEZ. 2F), ZOF
FIVTEZELZLLY F A b=V AR —oH Y, &
55 THIRNEBITT 2 212 & o TEDOHROEERIEAE G
DIFENTVWALZ LIRS, /2, TOETFTIVTIE, UF

¥ e

/

YYgALoYy
IVRY—L

/

¥

—_—r

MHRTURY—L

1 EGFR®DF =2 7 V% ETF IV
EGF 12 X % EGFR O BN/l iE, V&> F2askEE

e —
BHIUFY—L

2. 6% _» |

V—L

L7zFua vy Bk (pY) EN72EGFR =KL, p38

EoTEY Y/ bLF=v) VBt (pST) ENZEGFREBAKDZ Y FH A F =Y AL oTR IS, ZhE

h PPy By =205 Yy — A0k (Bl BXOUY AL 20 7l (Bik2) 12

V—bhrENhb.
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F=IRADY

K2 ZFWHLY FH A b= A EIFEERPTY YA b= R

CHO-K1 A B 2 EGFR-RIm (Ser-1015/Thr-1017/Ser-1018 % Ala (& #t) & EGFR-ddm (B AR AL) Z 8B &
¥, EGFEE 7=V~ ¥ TRl L7, £EGFREMMKIE, ZhehE@liiezy A4 =YX, F/2id3E
ERY LY FYA F—=Y ADARI > TWE, TV KA =3 A LEGFRIFFRED Fy MRICEZ 5

¥ NIBEEIC X o CHOEMME SR 2 2 B B 3D <
YAy FEEFBWHEA (100ng/mL), FME#ZIZZ D
ZRRC) T Y FOREET B0, TV F9 A b=y 2§
5 EGFRIZIZE A EEAIM R 1ISEIEN S, —TF, )
B FIREMECYE GngmL), U H Y FEELz—
HOEGFR % Br &, ML Lo% { DEGFRIZY '~ F
PREELBVHEREAOT EFTHY, ZnoiFMlaohrs
p38IZL o TY YIRIL SN B Z & TIERIW 72 FE 2 1258
sz elich s,

UEoXHiz, Fa7IVEiRETIVIEI L E TDOEGFR
MREDOREERRT LI =— 2 REFTVTH D, TTIC
Txld, COEFNEFEETImLEALLTVS"Y. £
o, FEEMY LT Y FH A =3 212 1Ep38ic &
% Ser-1015/Thr-1017/Ser-1018 D VJ ¥ AL S LB TH 5 Z
&, BRI Y R A b — ¥ ZIZIZEGFR O BRI
£5F0Y X F—EBEMHALSUETH AL EERLTY
5. R212i, ERWAET Y FH A b= ZADAPRD L
% EGFRZERIR (R1m : Ser-1015, Thr-1017, Ser-1018 % 7
T = i) IR G LD AGRD b LA RAR
(ddm @ ZHEMBACICHE LM B L OO Ky F >~
T AR AR IS/ b ®) % CHO-KIANI S sz L
EORPEERYT. HIEFEGETHMT 5L, RImOT ¥
FH A F—=YRFI 5> TWAED, ddmDIT Y FH A F—
VARRBED SN, W, p38EIEHEILT AT =V <A
VUTHIE L 22YA1E, RImDT Y R34 b —2 238k
IHRVA, ddmO T Y FH 4 M= AF@AD LN TWw
5., ZDEHIT, TNHEGFRERMKIE, =¥ F¥ A F—
VAR ENTT AEM Y =V E LTHHT L2 LT
&%, 3512, MBS 4 2 v L TE7EGFRIZEGF
ERAWETHLIELRLTBY, VA7) 7

Lo TZBEROBFRHPITONTHNE I EEHLMNILT
Wb, ZOT7—FYFETNVTEELRI LI, ZHEESL
DY) Y FIZE o TTHEH LI N DG, V7Y FBEL
ADERE LD olzdonRENETN) A2 DOFEEE R/
LT En) e Thd. Gtk oY) I v F-2HHE
HTHI L LD RBRDED SN D DHITDONT b EHT A
PHETH 5.

5. EphA2 DIEERIAYEHEILEE

1) EphA2 DFEEREM(E

EphZHEKT7 7 3 ) =3 14D Y, =YV AuRTF V%
AT B AS A CRBIT 22/l Fu s v ¥ — ¥
ELTHESN/AZ &H 5, EphAl (erythropoietin-produc-
ing hepatocellular receptor A1) & #51F H7=?". Eph %
RO T IR HEA TV 2 DIF 1990 4F I FE S 7z
EphA2TH 0, MEFHERKED T O A ITB W TERE
fE A 72 LTV B 330 GPILT v A — RIS AR Y
7"~ N Ephrin-A1 28B4 9 5 M IS5 BL 9 % EphA2 & #5 A
T5L, FudrFF—EOHEMEICL ) THIZT7 47—
R T FVEEZ D, —F, V7Y F035%85 2
W2b, UN—ZATTFVdMubb. ) H Y RIZ X% EphA2
W HEALIZ FAK, Akt X2 ERK & #Pifil U, A3 5l <0 i 12 38
WCHIEE NS, L7zh - T, AN % EphA2 G LI E
BEEDOHMEFRICEETH Y, AWK 7 F e LTEWT
Wy Z) 31,32).

2) EphA2 DIEERIRYY > BE
EphA2 D BRI AL L OBAMBTBIZ SN, Z0
FEL NI AEEE L IEOMBEZRT>Y, LaL,

AL 5592 B 35 (2020)
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FEROELCHERT | EphA2 () IHEREE A
VPSR
HFARBA
7 MT1-MMP 8<&8 ... T4TORHFLEATIYE—F
O
RN AEINOH O - ks
BAAH
EEEER (Y)

Akt, PKA

,,,,,,,,,,, FO R F—ERA Y

\
MEK = ERK—»@ e PS

——————————— SAMEAA>

FEMMERILTFIL

| & PDZR A B EF—T

3 EphA2 OHsE & IFEMAIG AL

EphA2 i3IS 3 & OSHIIPI B X A Y ICFERD F AL VR F — 7HFAET B, BRRHFRIENES A b A A >,
R ABEZETHED R E GEERMIEIEILET) 12X 5 T MEK-ERK-RSK #% GEERMIHIEILY 7 V) HNEMAL
L, FOyYFF—F¥ AL Y ESAM K AL D) ¥ 7 —EBIZH 5 Ser-897 DV Y BALDSTHFE I 5.

ZOVAY FOFEFHILIELIEHH SN TWDE 2 Eh D,
EphA2 D) # ¥ KR Fu ¥ v ¥ F — IS L vk
ERTEEALOFEDTRIE ST E /2. FEEE, EphA212d
2 D)y ML A=) VBALHM A RO o TH

D, ¥F—¥FNXA4 VY ESAM XA YOO ¥ h—i8
fricid s ) Y EILEs s i E S hTws (R3)Y.

2009 4F, Miao & (& ##% B3 I M i % RS 5 2 &
TAkt %L TSer-897Y Y ML FHEINL I L Z/RL
72 LA L&A, MBBFEEMRZEILDET S
FEXFERDVAMBICB VT, Ser-897 Y ¥V EALA Akt Tl
%<, ERRKOTHFF—ETHDLY KRV —A1S6FF—
£ (p90 ribosomal S6 kinase : RSK) |ZME&AFT 52 & 2R L
7237 RSKIZ X 5 V) ¥ BRALIZ LI H #7251 T7% £, EGF
 EOWRERNTRTINF-az EQORIEES A A4 2T
FEEN, invitoFF—E¥T v EAI12L ), RSKATEphA2
Ser-897 1) YL Z i3 A2 Z L EW ST L. —,
B OZ IR AY A Tld, PKAA Ser-897 & & 12, Ser-892,
Thr-898, Ser-899, Ser-901 M) VWb # FHES 5 L HE S h
Twa®, ZhbSer-897% ) YIBRILT 5300 FF—F
BWTFNRBAGC 77 IV —IZBLTHBY, ZoHEHEary
LUy AEAET L SPUTHDE D DD, F4IEEphA2 Ser-
897 DIEERIK ) VEELIZFEICRSK A - TV 5B E#E 2 T
W5,

— 7, PRI IE M \Z EphA2 7 MBI SEHL & ® 5 &,
EphA2 7 1 2 ¥ % F — ¥ Ol (LAY ERK-RSK itk I % i 1
fEL, Ser-897Y v Mfb% #H&E$ %%, F 72, EphA2AHE
e M)y Ay usa s 7 —EMTI-MMPIZ & 5
TNEKmMO 7+ 7ar2F %4 7101 €— b THIH
BN, VAT FEEE AL V2 WY EphA2 78
BT, ZOERIKD Ser-897H) YRILE N D Z EHURE
NTWVBO P EDZ Eh 5, EphA2 DIEERE ) >k
LX) T FOREI A b ST, e ik ciFEsh
5.

3) FEERAYEME EphA2 DAEIEHKEE

EphA2 X LR EMEFRICE D D Z e MBTwAh, 4
2 Hig Al e MDCK % Ji- i Ji 38 5 R 7 (hepatocyte growth
factor : HGF) f#1E F C3DH T % &, HLoEPEZIDY
PHE & 9 (TR & RO M AS HLUE %2 T2 L 7248 IR > F2
WwEk e D, HEREORNDOAT v 7L LT LM
(epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition : EMT) 2%#K 45 I (2 7%
B, HBIEEM 2 SAMIANT 7 F 2 238 R I & ik
Xg5H, 0L X, EphA2 1 ZFEERICEICHAELL, Ser-
897" ¥ AL D EIRHE D MRS L T2, S512
FENEEOMEIZIEIR 7 7 I —DF T =Y X7 LA T
F2ZHK ¥ (guanine nucleotide exchange factor : GEF) T&
% Ephexind & EphA2 D# 4, Z1UIZHE 9D RhoG DG EILA
VIATH 5.

EphA2 I3 A4 BRICHBEboTwaY, G2ilicBwT
W 72 Tyr-588 V) Y BALAIAR SN D3 LT, M
I Tyr-588 2352 &Y Y ERfbE Ty, b DI
Mifa 358 >~ 77 W ASCDK1 (cyclin-dependent kinase 1) %
4 L T MEK-ERK-RSK Z (it fb§ % Z & TSer-897 Y ¥k
ILFFEE SN AL, Z& 2 ~Ephexind 2% A L, RhoG D34
fLsFE S L 2 & TMBIPIERISETT 2. 20X
2, MR o AT I2HE 5 EphA2 0 B B IG AL A & JF
ERITE AL R 2 0, IR b o EE: %
MEIRTHEFE LTHEASINS.

6. EphA2 DIEERIRYVEMALICEK 5P AEME

1) EEAHICH T 2IETEEENE EphA2 DHIR LR
EphA2 i MiASA, BA A, KE2SA, BERE»A, 2L
A, TREIBIENE, EVEREANE R SICB W GERIR BN
HHEN, BADAT—IRBETFHRITHET 5. ffRIEF
i T, Ser-897 Y YL EphA2257 L — N1V, HIZEH
HOMBLIZB W THBADIE L L E VY. FIREAAIS

AL 5592 B 35 (2020)



WU, VU UBALEphA2 RS HZIT TR L, WRBY v
NEIZBVWTHROLN LY, BMEILBARLI—A ~
FRMETIX, V) YEEILEphA2 S E T4 L B oMM E R
A F 7 NS R A A SIS M7 IR R RS
HI EphA2 134k % 72 JEHFHLAR © MT1-MMP & O L3 H700
SN, BEWEABADY Y AHOEBET L 2 DIFED
b BB AT X 7 EphA2 HINAL B A 4 ik
BB ENE Z 0, Hilzhiliv—h—tL
THHfEEsh2®.

ok, MEEHARIC B 5 IEE I EphA2 TG TEILIC B
JBRSKDOEEIZOWTHANZY, fik~f 707 L
A 2 HWTAER, WiAA, A, HIRE»A, F25A,
KIS, HISEBEAS A, JREMA, FEBE»A, BHTE
BA, WEEARA, IBERA, RBEEFAICBWT, iF
PRI RSK & Ser-897 1) ¥ 1L EphA2 O IR E DD 5 i,
EGFRIGHALE R Z FO MMM A BBABRMBICBVTD, W
HORBESED LNz Fi, HPERIRSK & FEE R
TEPET EphA2 A3 L T B s A B E R, FHLL T
BHRENZ ERbh o7

UEo#iszE s e, EphA2D Ser-897Y ¥ LI
EREOSVERICBWTHEEINTBY, FICmBrE
BTORBLE. L72h > T, EphA2 OIEER WAL
S FEERDVAMIIBCT, HFrLWip#Es—7ry bRk
5T ENHIREENS.

2) FEEEAYEphA2 EMALIC K 2 b5 A MR D IEFER|H
I IR PE R EphA2 1%, AR OB H B 59

5. RS AR BT, EphA2 DIEER AT HALIC

X o TAkt-mTORCI1 #%#%, RAF-MEK-ERK #%i, Pyk2-Src-

(SA)RT47T)

e
O\
I

EphA2

4 FEERWTETER! EphA2 % 4i- L 7oAl o it e 1
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ERK #2EE A TUHE LT %50, R L IR B AS A A ©
1ZEphA2 ) & FORIUK T & Ser-897 V) Y RILAZ 1,
WL IR R 25 A M C EphA2 % 38 A 9 % & k9 R 55
HICBIF L a0 ==~y ARFEBHE T IVIZBIT 5
JE B T DAEHEATFRD H TV B, A B I IEMINE T,
EGF 7 38E M 145 |2 RSK-EphA2 fEE 2SI H T 5 5.
E51C, LDz A, BAA, T—4 Y Z7HEIZBNTH
FAAEDOIMEHDH Y, MTI-MMPIZ X 2 YIWiAI EphA2 & JE5;
A B 2 & A ST B 440,

EphA2 OIEE RIS, Y2 MR T & il s
TRV RAZRITHLTH L7 /4 FANOIHEALIC
MhbsZEDPRENTVEY . F72, PAMHKETELT
D ff) < EphB6 A EphA2 & iK% R L, Ser-897 1) » &
fbz®i+2 2 & TABAMBOT 2 4 F A0 % % B
THZELHONTNE Y, MBI TIE, FVva—2A
MiBRE OB RS ATA Y TV S I VNS~
AR =% — xCTHHG T 525, DL XERK-RSKIZ L %
EphA2 U Y BALASINBAAE Y 7 F v & LT vTw 5™,

3) HRES)IC (T B EphA2 DIEFERIRYEMAL

EphA2 O IEERIE AL D ik  EE 2 BRI, Al E
BHreoHl#@Th s (R4). #EBIFME LA, HissA
HILIZ BT, EphA2 Ser-897 U ¥ EE AL A3l i it A= % 2 i
FTHIEDRENTVE S a2, EBREA VIS
AMEMDA-MB-231 128\ C, Ser-897 V) ¥ Fi{L EphA2 2%
BEZEHL, LMol mic B ks 52 & T
JEBRE A BT 2 Z L 2 MG L7, & 512, M-
fu 18 o BFEER O HIFHIZ &, EphA2 @ Ser-897 V) ~ BE{b 73
MboTW5HY, HGFIZ & - TEphA2 @Ik 58 B A iGE AL

EphA2 I HFERNICHINICZ Y KA b= 28N, FAVKRT 1 7% EOMBEERLRTIC) AL 7V END.
Zn k&, JEERMIGTER EphA2 13 Ephexind, RhoG, ELMO2, Dock4 & &A% M L, Racl DG 2 #HE$ % 2

& THIlDEEREZ TS 5.
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ML Z B B, LMTK3 (Lemur tyrosine kinase-3) 12 & - T
) U L XN 72RCP (Rab-coupling protein) 1, /IMiafik
BB HA 7Y 2 7N Rabl4 EHEGTHI LT
EphA2 % M~ EG% T 5. ZOfE, fMiae ) LA

LAV, Milgoildci3i¥sFEd 5. mi s AL
BWTE, MRHMRTA Y AORERTFELTHELR
EphA2 ') 7 ¥ N Ephrin-A1 (2 X 1) a5 BH 0> 22 46 7 A58
M9 HA%, TIUEPKAIZ X % EphA2 Ser-897 V) ~ 1L CInl
WTX2% 5%, Ephrin-Al (2 X % &R EphA2 i1
b & Ser-897 V) ¥ BRALIC & % Fk e R AYTHVEAL ASHI B 3 5 1
HERL, WEOHGOMIBELRORMICERLTH 2.

Ik 2 B 15 P 70 Eph A2 (2 & 2 e 38 B Ak 0 HE B A O 1%
BT XD, EphA2 DIEERIEHALASTEE S b &, EMT
L MBIAEST D & & L [AFRIC Ephexind & 454 L, RhoG
2L %52, RhoG D FHD L7 x 7 ¥ —47F ELMO2
& Rac ® GEF T & % Dock4 O # A 1K 23 4l i i ~ 38 (X 11,
EphA2-Ephexin4-ELMO2-Dock4 DG HE 2 LK T 5. D
FEF, Dock4 2 X % Racl DIEMEILAFFEL, 77 F v EH
DFRERN & > THIKLEB AT S hTw 5.

MTI-MMP (2 & % Y) i & EphA2 b i g & B % Hl#H 3 5.
AR b L IO BY EphA2 2 563 L 72 3L A M e %
SCID < 7 A FLIRIC R BAE§ 2 &, YD RLE A M
TITHBBH O A REDSIRES L, MENOREIRD b
54 g RE A M TR ) VOoSHIER D D, ERL
TR RS AT IE R ICE . F 72, FREAAMIN
DEBRIMHERE T T IVICBWT, YISz wE Rk
M Tl A IR T L7229,

4) FEEBHEMEEPhA2 Z N L D ARMIRRM O
Emh AFIME(E

MRBIFE I H R RoLREZALTBY, A
AL E LCOME 2822 LM 5N T w5, EphA2
AR B IR 35\ TR BT <, EphA2 S8 BLHPHINE
AAEMILYE DR TIZD %2 A5 5. EphA2 O JE & BTG
P, BIEEHMEo HCEBERREE —2—1
A7 TR EHME~ — 7 — ORBITHEICH S L Tw
%, Fi:, EWHENA, BEEBEAERLHSAICBNT
b, EphA2i3 A 7 = 7K EHEL, Hilla~—5—0%
BEMBAERT S ZnsoiErs, ek
B EphA2 (X 25 A AN E OB - MEFRICD H 5 T5 2 &
DBREINTV 5.

F 413, BRAFIEMEILZE S, EGFRIGMALZ S, EML4-
ALK 7 v B e ZNENAH$ 5 B B0 E i
B, DS AMIIBARIC B W CRED & 5 JEE U9 EphA2 i
AR, ZhZhos FENFEICLDIfHlishs 2%
RLZZY. L L, o FENIECHEZ R MEICEw
T, LIFLITEphA2 D#ERIFEBIRO SN L. 72& 21T,
BRAF [EHIN L 5 7 « = 7V EAL U 72 S 5 il g
R EGFRBEHR] 7 7 4 F = 7V PEAL L 72 BB A3 AR IS
BT, EphA2 O3B 1H L IEERTEEALATTRD S

%060 gz BRIRIC BT b EGFRIGMEILZ 2 % F5 Ol
BRASABHEICB VT, EGFREH =)V F = 7H 54 &
SRR ORKRY) Fr 2 PUEphA2 PR CTHERE T 5 &, H
% ICEphA2 D FEBL LA RO LN TWB Y, &5,
T BRI ST 12 & o T RSK-EphA2 fE s OIS PEAL 23358 & h
BH, SIS REREANOEPMEICHE ST 5 2 LATRE
729 ZHSDOHEH S, EphA2 13baApe: R U ik
FIRT BIHMALICHES LTB Y, ZoMEH ORI
PALDOWIRIC D D% 25 LI s 5.

7. ZTOMORIKDEY > " bLFZ=2 U BAE

EGFR % EphA2 LAF O RTKIZBWTH, ) ¥ ML
F =0 YBALOEE ZEH LT LD S, B
IEHI LB IR -2 251K (fibroblast growth factor receptor 1 :
FGFR1) O CHK Ui tHIBIZDH % Ser-77THp38 = 4- L TV ~
Bibsh, Zhoiiesiicd %) 7 FEGF1 Ol E N
RLHENNOBITICLHTH S LI MErH L%, 7=
VAV UREHBEBETLA LV AL s TIEES NS Z L
5, EGFR & [AlERICp38IZ & % FGFRI DY Y BALAS, U A
VR ZEAROMBNRAEEZ B L TV AT 2 5
N5, PIOMETIE, Ser-7771FERKIZ X - TV VLS
N, FGFRIOAATT 4 774 — KN 7kEE LTl &
C OMERHZ mBEY 5 2 & TN, Wk,
EPHRT 22 EAMENTWEY. 512, FGFRI I
RSK21Z X 5 TSer-7897%) YL X5 Z LT, MIAIC
IYRHPA F=VATHIENRRENT VS, 20 UV
bR &% THEFGFRID Y 7 F VT 52 &
MH, TOTY F¥A b= ZIFEGFR O BRI IGHEALRE
B ETABRIC, FGF1IZX A FGFRI ¥ 7 F IV EHREEH 5B X
HZAXLTHBLEEZ SN,

FGFR2IZ 3 > T &, FGFRI ® Ser-777 {2 # 2% 3 5 Ser-
780 D) Y EEALATFGFR2D 7 4 — KNy 7 BEICE S L
TWALIEFHEENTVS., ZOMWVEERIES &
FGFR2 DIEHAL DO FHFATTRD LN T b, BIRENWC &
(2, Ser-780A%1 A ¥V Z{E L 72 STSOL 22 52K 23 Bk A%
ATRDPo>TWS, ZOFHMVOZEEIX, FGFR2 DM
LA S, HEE - RBEEIIGEL TSI EAREINT
w5 67)'

F 72, MAE B AIE3EGEIN T2 24K (vascular endothelial
growth factor receptor 2 : VEGFR-2) Ot 1) VKD 1) VR
BIZoWT oML H5® . CRUGFHEBO PESTHLYI O H
D Ser-1188 & Ser-1191 D V) Y BALASEI L FF 2 Y 4 —
ELokiarza#HE L, VEGFR2D XU 5+ Y — L5 fH%
T IEIRENTVS, LirL, Ihoty yEED
) UL E ST A X F—EH b TELT, 45O
FRNT DS LEETH 5.
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RTK pSer pThr pTyr RTK pSer pThr pTyr RTK pSer pThr pTyr
EGFR 25 16 18 EphAl 5 4 3 FGFR1 10 3 12
HER2/ErbB2 23 18 13 EphA2 15 10 13 FGFR2 11 5 10
HER3/ErbB3 19 4 14 EphA3 2 4 8 FGFR3 5 3 8
HER4/ErbB4 2 2 22 EphA4 3 4 4 FGFR4 8 0 3
IRR 2 2 1 EphA5 6 5 5 CCK4/PTK7 4 1 4
INSR 11 3 10 EphA6 1 1 2 AXL 6 1 11
IGF-1R 11 2 11 EphA7 1 4 6 MER 5 1 5
CSFR/FMS 7 2 10 EphA8 2 3 2 TYRO3/SKY 6 0 5
FLT3 3 2 10 EphAl10 2 0 0 TIE1 0 2 5
KIT 9 2 13 EphB1 5 2 10 TIE2 1 0 9
PDGFRa 17 4 18 EphB2 5 8 8 RYK 3 6 0
PDGFRb 6 1 20 EphB3 5 5 DDR1 3 4 8
FLT1(VEGFR1) 4 0 11 EphB4 10 6 9 DDR2 7 1 6
FLT4(VEGFR3) 6 1 9 EphB6 0 0 5 MUSK 0 0 6
KDR(VEGFR2) 8 2 9 MET 14 9 14 LMR1 10 3 2
TRKA 0 0 9 ALK 4 3 13 LMR2 32 8 5
TRKB 0 2 4 LTK 1 0 3 LMR3 3 3 2
TRKC 0 0 6 ROS 3 3 12 SuRTK106 2 2 1
RON 3 ! s 2 0 Y| |Total 374 | 182 | 471
RET 10 3 17 ROR2 6 1 6

L NT A3 = RENTWSS8FEDRTKIZ DT, PhosphoSitePlus (2B #k S LTV AMIBIN ¥ 2 4 YN VB LR O 5% R
LTwa. &Y ¥ U L (pSer) & MLA =21 Vgt (pThr) 45, Fu ¥ 2 YL (pTyr) L) dL .

8. HHUIC

RTK DG HALBERRE D92 1L > 7 F VA& 9 % 2 5]
L, ZOWFERRIEDA G TEEMRHOFIRICHKL T&
7. TOXHIT, EELSEIK - AIENE OS> TE
TRTKAIZETIEH 545, ARTRA L7 L9 Il
TEVEALBERE IS DO W TR 22 A% (RS T . Bl
gV L2, ) Y IBLIEHD 7 — ¥ ~X— A PhosphoSiteP-
us® 1238 S DRTIKD XY ¥/ ML F = VR IEDILIR
ENTVEY, B A AICT— FENTWSLAES58FD
RTKIZDOWT, ZNHOMBHN FA A YITHFTET S ¥
AL 2 E55 5L, &Y V3745, LA =182
I, FovranIRETHL (K1), ) rEMLES
VERAEbYLESSERAEL LY, FUuY VALY DER
BICE W Edbird, BEHICIRRZ X 512, EGFHIZEI
FL R EBEZANZ DD, RTKOL) ¥ hLF =21
VAL, 2 F DM 2 5 RTK &M 2 S Hi 3 2 A a0
B9 207813 & 5 R KR Z MR 72125 v, DA%
THEWNBEBREOIEIZL D, RIKORETHETEI T
BEII %> TBY, FERINGEELORREIIT X5 H 0D
A TRERIGROFEIBICKE o A V%7 M2 5.2 Bl fetk
ZOTWAS.
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