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Research progress on proteolysis-targeting chimera (PROTAC)
technology in the treatment of malignant tumors®

Liu Xiao-feng', Chen Yuan-jing', Zhou Juan-hong', Xi Yu-lin', Du Meng-meng’, Liu Hui-ling"”
(1. The First Clinical Medical College of Gansu University of Chinese Medicine, Lanzhou, Gansu 730000,
China; 2. Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology, Gansu Provincial Hospital,
Lanzhou, Gansu 730000, China)

Abstract: Traditional cancer treatment modalities primarily include surgery, radiotherapy, and chemotherapy.
In recent years, with an in-depth understanding of cancer pathogenesis, immunotherapy and targeted therapy have
also emerged as pivotal clinical strategies for cancer management. However, radiotherapy and chemotherapy exhibit
substantial toxic side effects on normal cells, while immunotherapy and targeted therapies are prone to drug
resistance, thereby diminishing therapeutic efficacy. To address these challenges, targeting specific pathogenic
proteins has become a focal area of research. The advent of proteolysis-targeting chimeras (PROTACs) has
introduced a promising therapeutic avenue for cancer treatment. PROTACs represent a novel class of agents
designed to eliminate target proteins by hijacking the ubiquitin-proteasome system (UPS) to induce ubiquitination
and degradation of the target protein. Compared to small-molecule inhibitors, PROTACs not only specifically
degrade pathogenic target proteins but also demonstrate unique advantages in reducing drug toxicity and adverse
effects, overcoming drug resistance, and targeting "undruggable" oncogenic proteins. This review summarizes recent

advancements in PROTAC technology for malignant tumors, evaluates its strengths and limitations in therapeutic

Wk B . 2024-08-22
*ILETH - FR HRBARE S (No: 82260557) 5 Hl & A B EE B e W BHIF 3£ 4 15 H (No: 23GSSYF-8)
[GEEVEH ] X1£:¥, E-mail: liuhuiling75@163.com ; Tel: 13919944989

. 46 -



XRS5 B KRR IR B R RORTE IR TR T P AT S

applications, and provides insights to inform future research in cancer therapy.

Keywords: proteolysis-targeting chimeras; malignant tumors; undruggable targets; targeted therapy

T GL i) I6T7 I AL IR T E &2 A T
HUY o VAR, G KL ) IE I 48 9 RE IR T Ok
TR AE R TS 7 A T 24 AT AT AL
25 1 7K ff B8 1] 4 & 4K (proteolysis targeting chimeras,
PROTAC) J& 5% W Iy fiE/h oy T, A A5 Hir & A
(protein of insterest, POI) #1 45 & 1 &84, i ¥ A 5
E3 32 3 3% 1 i A 2 45 (93 73, AT 2L POT Y 92
= AL, B S Bz R - & A AR AR S8 (ubiquitin-
proteasome system, UPS) [ fi#!", PROTAC AN 5 % 5
RN SJHERRGE & WA T E GG AL S 455 I
AT RT BEHL 1ia) XoF /70N 35 400 ) 590 AN 80U ) A S
HH . HHET, PROTAC 573 259 € 28 #E Al KX 56
BBt o A SCZR IR PROTAC A /E FH ALl S FLAE % Pk
fibgRg 36 5 T A S L SR AR R AR IR T R i 1
%

1 PROTAC

1.1 &ZERIE

PROTAC 5 ] 42 H HE & K 2% CREWS 242 A fin
N P T 2% B DESHALES 2 #%2 7 2001 4F 42 1 Jf 5 ik
1), 2001 4E 55—~ /N3 F PROTAC H#EA: . 2008 4F,
SCHNEEKLOTH 25" 5 2 JF & H & A~ & /N4y F
PROTAC, 5 31 T Mk # & % K (androgen receptor,
AR) W) B, FFUE B T B /N 73 F PROTAC 2 (1) 7]
71k o 2010 4F ITTOH 90K 41 J 94 T 2 1 40 ) 59
(cell Inhibitor of apoptosis protein, cIAP) fig R
PROTAC ¥ i, 3 JF & 5 & A~ 5 F cIAP1 B & 1Y
PROTAC 3, SZ L T 4il i 4 W ik 4% & 2 11 (CRABP-
L/10 ) 0 88 [ B f#% . 2014 4E , GALDEANO 407
ZENGERLE S5 i1 IE - B T — R AN ) E3 72 %
L VHL B9 BC AR, JF 78 VHL FL AR VHLO32 B 3 i
ERGHIF & T B A JE T VHL B A5 PROTAC 4, 552
BT &R 45 B M 4 (bromodomain—containing
protein 4, BRD4) ¥ § [] [ fiff o [A) 4%, — 26 G 3 I 45
TR Vb A B e I T B R 4 B8 A Bk & B2 CRBN,
5 CRBN 5 &), r= AW E A9 nl LLIE 5 Tkaros |
Aiolos FII % 25 [ 4 1A1 (CKla) S5 8 11, N5 S
X Rz R AR . FEBE AL E 2015 4F

WINTER & 5 T JF & T & A~ %L T CRBN Bt 4K 1
PROTAC 5,528 1 BET &5 [ A9 58 [m] B i . 2019 48,
Tt PROTAC 43+ 8 A G RIS, 55 — A4~ 3#F Al IR
i35 9 PROTAC B fff 1) J& ARV-110, ARV-110 i i
¥ AR Z£4E 2 Cullin—RING ¥4 % [iff 4—cereblon ¥ %
245 (CRLA-CRBN) HH #L[a] AR . 2020 4%, & X i
4 & Z AK (estrogen receptor, ER) Fll AR )57 & #F
A AR5 B Be™ . & /04 20 Ff PROTACs © 3 A
I R R, G o i R SR PR A 2 ARV-471, H i IE &b
T I 48 1 AR 3 65
1.2 {ERHLH

PROTAC J&—Fp Fl 72 2 - 6 A B 1A R 50 b 1
BB P04 B 1 K e B T A O — A S R LT
e, MR O AR (B3 2 2R 2 i TG R N i 4
PR B - B0 AR LA S5 4R 145 4 POL, T E3 32 R i
P W e IR 224 0 45 & B3 92 K 1% 8§ , PROTAC [A]
B 45 4 POL Al E3 i 42 B JE 1 POI-PROTAC-E3 i% #
fitf = LB AW, 15T PO1Z Z Ak, ffi Hpk UPS [ fi
B J5 PROTAC # [] 05 LA ] & — > POL, 4 IR % fif%
H bR 2 1, DT 30 i) g ) A ) 2 R A
S — T B AR T O 3, AT g B A sk LA /N o
TR A A i E AN R
fitric , N9 268 25 11 eI B g . X Fhbric 2 fig
il B ZROGE 2 RSB E3 2 B i
F2 1t 1) U 6] VB R 52 B IG™ . PTOTAC 1) b FH 2
Tl DL A% G/ A3 ) 40 ) o AR
F1, 30 S0 B P B L [ Y, — A R
T M AV T VR ) 148 IR ME S N TR,
— BB IN ELAT OGB48 A AL A,
1.3 BEARERETFHIEITHR
1.3.1  E3EEEagiasd  CHTENERKNA P4
fih 7 600 Z Fh E3 & 421 , iz 4 M 1k R A LR E3 %
Bz 1 Bl % 2 T 1) AR 1 R R A S VHL'Y
CRBN™'_ cIAPs™ 11 X i3 7 #& 2 (murine double
minute 2, MDM2)"™ . H §{if b H] & 712 (1 J& VHL il
CRBN, JL K 25 /) B4 i 2% F ) S EL AT A 25 1) 3
e BT T /N o F B IR T I &
1,32 fefuiiegitid BT E31Z R H MU A
W A7 A, H bR P 20007 T 0 3L 30 4 40 i Y 41
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4135 %

ML N . SULFEES, 2 T PR UE PROTAC 43§ B A &L
PELM OCE FIBCAR Y BE PR 2 G B2 . DNA 4 i 3¢
J%# (DN A—encode library, DEL) i R 22— F H FEH
JoT 4 it 40 1 TG A 5 1 b 78 T L S L AR A 4
A LRI BRI T O, TR WA AT AT i — 2P B
P SRR B0 T 4R AR T A Y R O A A
(7E DNA 2R JE S B 25 A 1)™ . 2021 4E 438 T — 301
FJH DEL & BB 9 R 52 7K - o (ER o) i A4 1 57
P 5 UE AT 5%, 3 2 I {4 Bl 5 A Ak 1 T AR R
fif U, DEL $£ AR A8 & 3BT 14 E3 3% $2 il f 14 5 1
WA A 0 R -

133 3y (linker) 894 782K A R M1 50 1
Wit MR (Y B3 0 Bl 22 A I 2R i B ) %
F) 254 Ak 2 R R B £ 1 SG 3E R fH fi] ER
1) ot ik 5 3R &0 S MOk DN R K R D
2 H A58 AR E3 E R 0 A PE . R TR
JoT 2Z 18] 114 25 [a] vp 5, 3 MR R 2 BHL Ik 5 3 =0t
HAWRIE R ; KW A8k & =il &9 0 I
PR IE R b A i 4 AR A RE 2 i PROTACs /Y 3
PR, QAR R e M | S 3B PR K T TS

2 PROTAC & EAME R RYIETT

5L GE 0 /N5y F 30 KA H, PROTAC 2 A5 7l
B9 VEFIFLH . PROTAC B 3240 1) 46 1k POI Y %
fiff , DT 52 M 2 1 5T 04 A2 ) 2 T Re XA S RN T
25 bR R B R B % S5 A IiAh, 2 POLE
75 a1 ik 7K F 26 35 I, PROTAC RE % 55 4 b & 4% 1
M. HBL, PROTAC #HARFEMEH T A0 5 24” H b5
B e IR 250 L BATE KW A Ak
— BT IR YT AW
21 HRE“AARAEH

tHEETE A A R K- N E A A
P N T I N T A S S e TR e v S
fE 58 B 25 W AR ME 5 X Se S5 AR EE A . 5/ Tl
il 77 A0 L, PROTAC W] LA R i 240 B N 25 11, B 66 A
A 25 1SR B ) A0 S TR SRR . HH
HI B /N5 PROTAC J7 35 To i 88 ) & A5 /N 53+ 45
B AN AT 2 B T, R TR R X — HE R
XIONG Z5PFF % 3 811 T —Fp A 422 PROTAC H A |
HAH—F Ny F A5G RO MR E A L E
#3525 [ (protein of interest, POL) , MO 2 2 A

Y15 E3 i 45 W 230 0175 3 POLOL G B i T 45 4R
Mo NI Flof #2 PROTAC 5 W, XIONG 588 &
LT MS28 , 4 At JE I 2K A D1 A T B R R . AN
JE B D1 — R A 20 R R R AT
175 2 A ] 0 2 A M U 4/6 (CDK4/6 ) |, TE M e
[ 2 M FIVAE 4 v A R 0 S T/ ) A e B AR
D1 B &l 2 BT LR 47 /N B A2 A2 neu Fl ras i 3 K5 T 11
FLMR A, 7E B EbB2 3K gl 1Y FL IR Y AR A /N B
o AN U DB S Bl e B R T R Y R
R H 40 i JE 3 A 1 DR S T A2 B, H AT
TC/NGY T4 M R I A DL 4SS R AR e IRiE .
Tk Z /N F 85450, 20 R I EE F1 DTN BE B E
HLHL PROTAC ¥ 15 . XIONG 2] Fi #5422 PROTAC
5 9 W e 0 M 5 99 86 (1 DL, 3 a4 ] 5 VHL B Ak
AH I 19 HL 2 CDK4/6 /N3 125 5 50, H 40 i Ji) 3 4R
1 D1-CDK4/6 B & %15 VHL E3 % #8455, i
o fige 41 i J5 391 2B (1 DL, 76 e o & B PROTAC {1 56
R e 40 MO A W & 1 DI A J2 CDK4/6., 3% K
PROTAC B #2 [7] /S AT B 24 9 2 11 s 42 it — /N T Oy
RN IOR =
2.2 HEmZEE

i 25 P S 30 7 G MR ) B SRR 2 — . B
2 B0 AR 197 3 DR AR A5 M T 24 1 T 2 9T AR,
I 3E O R o A Bl B AR AR R 1 R AR 5] R
(4 o i 40 38 2 22 b WL HK BT T e 25 4, 491 dn 1
SRTIEE 25 W A HE B R DNA MBS | 1G5 T 1 R0 55
ORI B 1 B R 1 R P2 s = RN = 3
BLI , PROTAC AR N i e 6 97 $ 4t 1 — A i 7E Y
BRIGYT r s o —A  3E BOE T DL v IR
— S A% 2 B )R YT R 25 AL RSB T —
6 F 5% 9F 4l 1Y 32 FF o B 40 . BCR-ABLL # [n]
PROTAC fif P48 P£ 4 5 [ 1ML %5 ( chronic myelogenous
leukemia, CML) [ Tiif 25 14 [0] B , Crews SE50 & T
BCR-ABL1 PROTAC GMB-475, % 1k & ¥ h 72 #4
ABLI #11 ] %] GNF- 1 VHL 3% 4E it & , 76 A CML
K562 2 g F1 B Ba/F3 41 i b 5 7 Y 5 7K 7 0 il
RS 02 R AR A, DL A T i 800 R
T BRI, GMB-475 A %L % fif 7 B AT T3151 %
A5 [ ¥ A 7 BCR-ABL1 A1 BCR-ABLI , H: i fif X fJt
LBk JE T 24 1 Ba/F3 BCR-ABLI1 2 Jitd 70 87 U6 . I
Ab , GMB-475 7 5 CML CD43* 40 ftg A 1=, [=]iF % A [
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WY fE B CDA3 4 LT WA AN R ™.
# . ER 8 [7] PROTAC fi# Y& 1 ER ¥4 5 51 ief 245 1% 7]
P WFIT & B, 5 ER B SR, PROTAC 5 &
(1 ER o B i 55450 IS A R0, AEIR YT N A0 WA HR B M 3L
i3 77 1D 0T BB BE AT A%, PRI LA U O B AR ER R AR
A R T FURR R IR O 58 o AN, HU SEPI9F R
T LA T 5 % B 95 i ERa-PROTAC, Hih & A
B & ERD-308. Bk b = 4b , & A BET |7
PROTAC f# tk: CRPC 1 TNBC F it 25 1 [n) 5012627
CDK4/6 &[] PROTAC fi# Y& CDK6 i 3% 35 51 2 (1) it
2y PP 3R F AR K IR A2 AR HE 1] PROTAC i HR 55 2
75 R S SR T fE 51 A 0 TR 2 M A 6 R R
fif ( Bruton's tyrosine kinase, BTK ) ¥ [i] PROTAC it P
R AN B S T TR i

A NI 2, PROTAC [ il 245 1) % E3 % $2
it A LA RS, R 20 P 2 5 i B E3 3% 2 il T
AT 2. FSE L WESIE B R KRR YT R
Jib 88 40 i 35 A5 T %5 VHL A1 CRBN 4 2£ PROTAC )
U, ZHANG %P 47 47 VHL Fl CRBN BC 4
) BET-PROTACs 1F B 5 22 48, iF B T 18 IR 97
J&5 968 40 B XF 3 F VHL #1 CRBN (1) PROTACs [ i 24
PEFR T BE & 2B . 5 iF 2R YT A A, X BET-
PROTACs i 25 A J& th 52 Ak & 0 5 SR FR 45 4 1
Y EPERABIEM . MHILZ T, X5 T VHL 13
F CRBN [ BET-PROTACs ) 3k 15 P ifit 25 3= 2 J& thy
T3 R A OB T M O B3 A A WO A% L
WA B E . X% TF VHL 9 BET-PROTAC 1 31 1
JE CUL2 v A5 1Y 22 P 4l el 28 5 30 cUL2 & R 5|
FHY ., X T CRBN () BET PROTAC 31 2 4t (5,
A 2 5 8 CRBN 2% [ & 5T 51 A2 1 . Bk Ak,
PROTAC 1] D)3 1 7 55 J 119 24 4y 2 i3 1) (8] I 751
i R R AN ROk Rk 3R A5 M T 2 M
MOREAU 42 Ff] 2 A [R] 9 PROTAC Jii 8, —
B X 4% B 11 BRDO, o — i X 16 4 1 05 W , i B
T DCAF17E A= H 45 1 F 7 40 g A58 760 v 808 ) 2 14 Jo
W% fif 09 VE H o {H/N4>F PROTAC i % 35 B H R )
(1) 254X 8h 1 2% I B = g 55 520, i AR IR
WAL P WERERES G, AR SHE S
B

23 REAMBUERIRRM

1 58 8 /N 73 5 10 4 58] — A 52 e POT AE IE

ZH A (3235, T PROTAC XF POL (7 W fif 7] BE 5% i)
IE R 8 B H BT KGR 5 I 4h , PROTAC AJ fE 23
o Al B P 5 R R R AN R A, S O™ Y
B @ AE T, 380 2590 5 & 00 B o R T b o
S 4120 b 2R 0 A8 I R b R ek Az Ak
Ko s Ve 2 1 PROTAC 5 AR HhBIF 58 10 345,
AR MR R, fEERAL T, RGN H
PROTAC W] 5 5 40 Jifl N 25 11 2 5 A, 2 300 5 1 A
B SR AR R B SE T TLAR FL A B i O
($L#& -PROTAC . M ik —PROTAC FI3& it /& ~-PROTAC
I AF) o F8 02 518 48 1Y) PROTAC AH LE | 3 Bd
PR —PROTAC {8 B 4 76 R P9 1 7 H B g 1) I e L 28
FHT i 983 2% 159, DRAGOVICH 2537 & 7 — Fh
BRD4 #1 [] fix & B i 44 v A0 2B 0 04— 24 ) ) R
Yy, UE B A 40 52 50 o B T4 Mok 25 9 0 ik
T 1) Ji s 4 6L v () B T A0 R D AML S F RS
LA AR v 8 2 B 5 A ) B A A e e T
P, X 3% W] BRDA4 8 [0] 1% 5 [ A 400 1) e 4% 133 16K 1 £
POIT R4 A — e R L n S B R 55k . R
A 1 (folate receptor 1, FOLR1 ) = 2t AR A0 i
B WA B f 51 45, D ol FOLRI 76 2 Fh e 4 P #0045
Ik, T OE E 2 28 40 i AR 2D 5K 3R 3K FOLR1 .
#815] FOLR1 A 5K W& 4% 2 T PROTAC 19 i 31, k20>
XF IE 5 2H 220 B A R 1 o LIU SEROE UOR it
1% L 5] 5K W& 1% F] T PROTAC B2 AR « 3 2 1 A K i 152
U B — > T 9 78 4 5T ) 2 T VHL 19 BRD [ fi
FCARV=771) B9 5256 I, JF I & 1 — P AE ) iR 57
& PROTAC, & BLTE 3 Fiii 411 il 52 (HeLa ,OVCAR-8 .
T47D) 753 BRD &5 1 B fi% B9 20 % 5 ARV-771 —
B, T AR S8 1 1E B 40 M & (HFF-1 . HK2 .3T3) 7,
HF# fi BRD 25 F B RCF AR T ARV-771. M, 5
ARV-771 A It , MR 3Z /A& ~PROTAC Xf HFF-1 4l il |
HK2 4l it F1 3T3 40 Jifd 119 258 1 B 84K T ARV-771,
X RIALEA T MR Z R ) ARV=771 XF 1E & 41 #d /1)
BERIE BN o AR R A NS5 Y = AR DY 4 b o
T RN R A A B O . 3 AR R 5 R Ak i A%
% 53, AT LA DL 2% F1 ) RRE S M g EG I B AH &5
AP E AR LA KR A 25 M R N A 4
PR H 22 B ARSY . R, HE 265495 i — 4%
TF R T —FlHT (438 BO AR PROTAC BB SR I, DL4R =5
2 48 PROTACs (14 ]I 83 4 S Pk 0 1) 1 o 2 A% TR
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4135 %

I LA AS1411 F1 AT U H1) 3% 422 5 18 i 5 B80RN A i
PROTAC , & F1LiZ 18 B Wy % 2%/ [ 1 %35 19 MCF-7
FL IR 98 40 Jf b 1) BET 2B (1 R i LA R4 19 5E 5
PE o R SE G HE— 25 & BLIE BC /K PROTAC A L 5
4l Y PROTAC X £ 96 /N BUA S - 04 i g 48 1o 4, %
TE R 4 M A 25 AR D . 38 L AR 5 PROTAC Y
HIBE 1T 1L 38 58 2% X PROTAC A9 Jif 8 #02 15] 8 1 At
i 9ed B4R, Ry R RE IR T B AR T — AR AR A i OR
W&o HLAh IRk T T RSN S R R AR Y
J6 4 X PROTAC, X 285545 2 PROTAC & 9 3iE W] /]
PLTE AR A B 25 4 0 2 1 o e ™. sk, Dl 5K
PROTAC i & 1f it T 52 21 J5 I 4 (360 nm) 8 4 4%
M EFE ML 22 MR H . BLAh, 3T K FOXML
PROTAC. [ fi# 77 9% UE W AT 4170 1] 98 oAE 19 & Jie I B AR
GLUT1 1 PD-LI i) # i , FOXM1-PROTAC A & it A
0 M 5 5 5 FOXMI K 11 R A, 9 210400 i 45 i i 4
ML 2 35 1 R K A= 28, I i HepG2 Al MDA-
MB-231 #fi fitd 5 o B A /)y BRUASE 780 (9 i 26 4, HLAE
IER AL bR 2 . W e, FOXMI-
PROTAC 38 & '~ i 4 %5 W% 4% iz 25 11 GLUT1 Fl 4 7%
i 2 5 PD-L1 4 85 1 2 38 7K - F B A i 40 it 75 25
BEAC I A 3 T R R P IR (p-PROTAC) 119
PROTAC 3 1T & — BT 24 19 J5 2%, vl S8 POI (1) 4%
SRR RA BB A, R R AT 2 B
0] Y L (R R LR oy T R B B
PE22 e P 25 RN R Ok B 22 Y B 5 T 0[] T
/N3 PROTAC R &M #E = B PR 2L iR s b
PROTAC & £ 7 # [i] MDM2 23 fdi = B 1 L I 98+
R pS3 G AR K I P IR A R T T RS OE E 40
LB 0 AN K 5 7E S R RS A A /N BB 96 7 b s 38 B
H e g L i A, T G OE H AR M JC EE I, B K
T, Br LR AN, 5T 90 K UKL G
P 38 1% 5 1 S 1 3 PROTAC 38 A B9 — Fil 3 284 4
B o GAO WIS T 1 —Fh & 44 K UKL i) PROTAC
i 06 A IR AR G B T 7R FLR g /N BB AL ) 5
63N 97 R Al B 94K UK i PROTAC B
)35 5 Mg A0 ML JR T~ B LR A — R AR EE
TRAN , YANG 2541 0 X IR 42 8 5 i7 247 0005 R W i
FH T PROTAC $2 AR |, 52 JF & ik 36 97 175 5 8
PROTAC (RT-PROTAC) . 53 AR 415 i 96 Bk 4 14 [
ARSI R T B IS B PROTACYT . 4R ik

WF 9% 22 W ok 7% 5F 9 PROTAC X 1F 7 41 Jfd 1) 35 @ 1
FHAR , EL R T AR L 475 75 K 22 s R 3k 58 o UE
B . DI, % PROTAC K 26 25 25 i Ja A 7 i 8 240
JiL PN A 5 A POT AT R 2 — TR B A Pk K

3 TRERE

T SAE R — ML F Y2 T H R EER
— b A 25 ) K BUE X, PROTAC 13 22 ¥ 76 1V
HB A AT B 0 R o (A PROTAC #8 [7) 25 11 L
R BEHE R T B AL, i ok T Ak ik .
SEAEC A AL H A b & BT 600 £ Fh E3 3% 42
fiti , Y24 A 1k, RA < 5% 0 B3 % BB 55 T
PROTAC JF & , A It E3 % 2 il i) o FH 36 75 K & 5K
KRR . HK, N PROTAC 94> TR K, 40
it 308 75 M R A B 25, BT BB 23 52 IR A 9 )
FABE , DR 45 85 PROTAC A 40 it 38 175 1 A A4 9 ) A
FE A BT BF RIS . 554, PROTAC B JF & i
Pt — i HE 240 B R n] BE 3 4 T
SONE T BIEE TR 2 R O R DL A IR T K
o WAEREVE R PROTAC & JB Y L — i #, 7] fig
HE B A R R AR OC I RIVE . BRI 4b
PROTAC 1 ¥ 7 i 251 | JC v B fff i 1 2 11 D) & E3
2 B VE TR F B R A5 IR] R, A J& PROATC BiF
Ry B AR UL IR) B AR A B R A AS W
-, PROTAC 1 LL 5 /N 43 F 90 i 1) | B 40 Fl G0 B8 7R
J7 ST IR —FE T 20 o BB R AR £

5

=z
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