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{55 FEZH 3 F Hh B 44K (Sonic hedgehog -
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JBEE 1 5 3 1K Patched (Ptehl I Preh2) H15 5 5 5%
545 1 Smoothened (Smo ) 4 % 1 Z IR E 5¥ LI N T
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o 2 Hh 8 PSR, Preh 32 AR IXE 7 A4S 25 X 1)
B — JIREEAG LY Smo R 17 A SRR HT, Hh 45 5 0
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20 i A% DT TS 2l R TR R e it G A R TR A 4
Runx2 Wnt % e 30 % 300 #HE 34 o, Hh 26
AEAE 3 A A JE LA Shh Thh Dhh, 4375 4 5 B A 5
14k T BE 19 43 W & 71 Shh Thh  Dhh % (1. H LU
Shh # 170 A fe R Tz DI RERR 3 R, AR < TR
BT, Gl J& 5 N2 bl 48 e 09 A OC i B I, 2
Hedgehog {5 5 i #% A vy 19 % g I8 #55 H +, AT R 5
07 ST D RE TR AR S e SR ALRVE T o 4R
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1. Hedgehog f35 51 4 15 25 50

(1) Hedgehog 15 5 3 552 520 i HPV 43
NFL 3% 2 (human papillomavirus, HPV ) 55 #i i
) A e P AR G o K JE B 2 SR 08 A Ak 2 ik
1E 80 i) ‘5 Hifabr A h & B HPV16 FIPESR N 77.5% ,
Shh 25 1 19 58 BH P 2% 3k 378 HPV16 B4 (100% ,
62/62) it E = T HPV [V (44. 4% ,8/18) , /R
Shh & (1 7£ HPV16 7 B (1 5 20098 % % ik , Shh &
10 2 387K - 12 5 850 1 & AR R R #E R 5 HPY
K o

(2) Hedgehog {5 5 38 ¢ 5 5 U i 72 1Y G %
Xuan 251 Y 8 11 55 S S 32 491 0k i P9 R g
( cervical intraepithelial neoplasia, CIN ) ZH 21 37 {4
(CIN T %4 fi] CIN I % 10 ] ,CIN Il %! 23 {4 ) LA
KB g 37 5], 58 i S 4 A6 U7 50 45 Shh 2R 7E
IEHESHL CIN T ~ I ey 8t 20 b i s & Gk
RORPE BT >3 70) R & (451 9% |
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50% 60% .68% F1 95% ) , L) [a]—J7 1% Hh {55
i Y & 45 Thh 2 Smo £ 1 Preh 2
Gli -3 HATEA b A b iy i s R WA KK & .
Fe T R R A OE R S 4L 20 R S L B AU
AL 245 {5 K e g 62 {5 38 i A g A Ak A U Ik
7 Shh & I 7E IE % 7 #2021 CIN |5 35 9 2H 8L rh 1)
19 I8 P AR AR U3 B (3 ) 2 15.0% (57. 8% Al
80. 6% ) , It H.Fifi & B 250958 I PR 43 401 0 184 v i 4 v, 2
7~ Hh {5530 1 /)53 AT Be AE 5 B0 A8 1 R A VR
Je 2] T —E M AEH .

(3) Hedgehog {5 5 i fif X B 9 B W 2417 A Y
WA A2 4y 1k, 2 50 Bk A W T DL Hh {5 5
e, FEE 3 B A Hh 4y F (40 Shh o RITHTIR) |
Smo & [ ( RAYH e cyclopamine Je HATEY),
4n IPT -926) . Gli #1457 (40 HPI - 1 %) , Samarzija
2 U3 3 S R 0 A0 R G Ol B T s B i
H2H Shh & A & (¥ JE 7 517 100ng/ml,200ng/ml)
A DAGR R B 200 A0 M 0 3 5 . B Hh fE S 0
Hil 7 KAAD - cyclopamine ( ¥ & 43 5] 5 5pumol/L
10pmol/L) DA & GANT61 245 %) (¥ & 43 578 5 wmol/
L. 10umol/L 15 pmol/L 20 wmol/L) 43 5 #1 ] Smo &
H Gli KV 5, & BLE 59098 40 M 1 1 58 o w0 I 41
il T LA R e R A 0 Y R R B B UK
Hh {55 38 % 7T {78 7 9008 40 i ) 3 4 e O, JF B 2
BB PE o [R) B & IR ] GANT61 411 i) 57 /= 2 #51
F A M B R R, IF R TG Y caspase -3 FHPE
(40 B 4 W R, 2B 0 Hh (5 S 5 % nT DL
TR A M A T 4 Shh & (500ng/ml) fifi B
S0 A0 L AT A% BE 1 W 2 84, 0 GANT61 411 i 51
(20 wmol /L) fifi 2 25195 4 M 3 5 8 71 B B 1%, $2 7
Hh {55 3 % 7T DL 3F 5 50 4 Ml i e B8 e ) . 248
WA T g e e S L (53 | Transwell 3T R % 42 2852
B & B A 20 Shh - N AJ L 5 50 A 1 b A 0F
"B U HeLa 40 1 09 AE 4 B A8 A28 , 1@ i Shh
T AR BT B 25093 20 B v ) Shih 5 5 16 M T LU
AR P b 0 T S A AR Y AR R R R RINR 2R

(4) Hedgehog {5 *5- 38 % X ‘&7 351 98 ¥l J5 1) 52 M) -
Bohr 45" 3 s 938 411k %5 Jr o, WEE 131 451 45 32 i
7 BCE AT (36% ) J5 1S S AR AS , & B« Preh £
Flm R IK B (>75% ) B84 T0 B KA TG R 1 0 i
i T Preh [RRIB B ( <5% ), Prech iRk P,
Ji e i e A% BR R B R B AL R RSl 0, B AR T
Prch 8RR LB H (17% ), HJE,Smo HEH M ERIKEH
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B YU B F WG R RS Prech EHHAM R, Smo 53
KEHE(>T75% ) W BAFTTE LA ERYY] AT
Smo {KFRIKHH ( <5% ) , 1M Smo 5% F I8 E U B4
Ji A i 5k BR R el R AR A K R 33% , BT W T
Smo MRF BB H M 7% , #7 Hh 55 18 #% 5 5 S0
() 1 )5 AH 5% , {5 Prch H1 Smo X il 5 AN [R] 14 52 i 11 #1L
il 1 7 1 — 2B 5T

2. Hedgehog 5 5 il -5 51 S0

(1) Hedgehog {5 *5- 38 % 5 5P 8 98 5 28 19 OC &
Bhattacharya 2" W48 19 ) 55 2 ) 99§98 45 A< &2 10
191 1 O 5L 20 20, 38 i B e s 3R G Tl BE X RO (e
verse transcription — Polymerase chain reaction, RT -
PCR) 77 % % B Hh {55 38 #% H 59 Smo ,Gli - 1
Shh 3 [K 7K - 75 B 5988 Hh 249 b 7 v 2 ik, BEIE #4141
Yy 5 A5 LL BT Prehl & PRUKCSF AR 1 {51 B 35 g AR
RTEHIE . PR cyclopamine f1) ) 59 575 40
(OVCAR -5 .0V -167 .0V -202)Hh (E 5@ I Y
Smo % B, 4% Fh 51 5198 40 i & A9 34 5K A 70% ~
90% H I , 90 1 A B2 7 i vy 7R 410 1 57 (S wmol /1)
i W5, O BT RP — PCR $ K & B 01 35 9 40 Y
F Hh 5538 8 R %9 Gli - 1 JE K Pl 52 2
60% ~80% MMl . Ciucei 4" i i Ho 4 56 41 16 0]
WML R AU 12 f1IEH IR A Gl - 1
FEAMFRIKG LB, FEIEH IR AL A 1)
Gli — 13 11 fE 10% {4 41 Jif 2% v 5 B e (R 25, il
Gli — VEE FHAE 29% (14 3 01 B9 5598 b 52 40 i A% fe
PR o SR A LT IE # B0 S 41 40, Hh {55 3 B
LR SIEERAU RS SR I

(2) Hedgehog {5 5 3 [ XJ 51 5 3 40 Jfd A= 4 24 17
F R Ke 27 5% ] RT - PCR & Western blot 7
BRI AE 4 Fh 59 559 240 il & ( A2780 ,SKOV - 3|
HO -8901 \HO4 - 8901PM) Hh {1y Gli -1 J:[H K & H
T, KB Gli - 1 R 36 38 7K 1 42 28 FE 7% g
7 1= 4 B S5 20 i 2% (HO — 8901 \HO4 —8901PM )
S AR W] 9 B2 /Y Gli - 1 38 7] Purmorpha-
mine (0.,0. 5pmol/L 1 pumol/L . 2umol/L) ¥E FH F AH Xt
{228 KT AE T Fe 55 10 U1 B A2780 21 & 48h, &
SR AN Gl — 1 4 P 52 ) 4 1 03 %3, )
i A2780 41 i 7% 1) 4= 2% A1 i £% fiE 7l 2 0] B OB R
S TR Gl = 1R 8 3Rk ol LA 51k 5 B R Tl i
ARG 1 L Bz 4R M 4% %6 2 H (E ~ cadherin) FIJ% P &
I (vimentin ) {1 2 35 70 1) £ 70 42k 480 1 B0 D 20 0 g
I, g Hh {5 50 B A9 B0 Al LI S L B [R) o
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Ak, DT 88 55 B9 565 98 20 I () 1R 28 R aE RS RE ), %4
5 PLK - Akt 3@ B A G . il 75 3 AR [ 6 L 40
Jitl & (SKOV3 ,OVCAR3 ,0CVA433) i % e His — Glil
4 (peDNA3. 1 — HisB — hGlil 3 ), RT - PCR &
W HEREE Y Gli - 1 L5, Gli - 1 FE P kK P55
IEH AT IR T 12 ~ 30 17, 55 Yy I Ji0 40 00 3 7 i
71 AR ZERE 1 FIAE RS fig T 35 B s AR AL I R, £
R FEGR Gl — 1 nJ L B S 6 20 M 1 1 4 L 1= 28
LB R fE S o McCann 28 ffi F Smo 930 815 cyclo-
pamine £ F] T B 3 0P B9 5988 SOCT1 21 i & 4 7 1Y)
RS A g A e B s o R AR LG, Hh {5 5
% ) 900 A R0 A S B AR 13 KT LA S| S B R b A
R BT 8 45 /0 4578 Hh A5 538 (5 7 51 5298 200 i 1) 184
SN A KR T —E BAEH o

(3) Hedgehog 15 5 38 ¥ X Bl 55 % VA J7 1Y 5% I .
McCann 254 H 3% 8Pk B9 5508 40 i R (SOC12,
SOC13 [ SOC14 ) #7114 A BS54 firb 8 A58 780 43 531 s 47 4
PO W b 3 25 (5 B4 A2 B (15mg/kg) B2 R4
(50mg/kg, & J& 1 ¥k, I I 1 41 ) Ab BE 41 TPT - 926
(cyclopamine FYATAEH) ) A FEAL SR AZ B R AAFNIPL -
926 WG AL, K IR S AR T Rk R R (56 0 ~ 21
K RIS K AR AR AL 321 A ppoph ff ) IPT — 926 Ab B
211 B9 L g P R Y AT 0 /N | LT A BB A Ak B A
AT g /N A BB A A AR R R B AL
P Ko RAIRYT 2 45 S IhoJs A BT 8 K, TSR AS I
RAAFT IPT - 926 1k A Ak 312 119 Jib Jgg 475 K 4k 2 45 /)N,
P& TPT - 926 1 BE A LA 2k 45 5P 5988 kI J5 1) St ik 9

(4) Hedgehog {55 1 [t XiF B S5 93 191 J A4 5 1) - Li-
ao ' G BT & B, Gli - 1 B RIA ( +++ ) TP
I R SR AR A ) (37.3 £8.7 AN ) Bl AR T
Gli-1MkFEE(< +++)F(128.2+14.0 MH) , H
Cox [MHAFHT 7 ¥ 7R, Gl — 1 & 1 ANl 37 f% B 5595
AU A % . Ciuced 28" % B0 300 32 9 18 B9 S5
I R I T R A AE IR R 35 S LT Gli - 1 B
PERIR (<10% ) (1 P g (B & b i 50% 19 26 A7 i
T 35 AN A LI H Gli - 1 ek MM B E T
AR Gli -1 BHPER IR ( > 10% ) 1 & 2,
Gli — 1 FHM: 3k 0 B 598 B E B L 25, $27R8 Gli - 1
Shy W U A T B AR R R S 9 FE A

3. Hedgehog {5 58 I 5 T 5 W IE I : Feng %[16]
i 3 G e 41 Ak 45 O 3k & B, Hh {5 5 18 P #9 Shh,
Pich Smo J Gli -1 & 17 IE# T & W B4l 21 rh 35k

B H AR, (AR TE T8 4 B E T i 3R GR 10 3 T (43 )
JE56% 49% 22% 27% ) . TEF B PR A0 rh iR
JNEE 41 Shh100ng/ml 48h J% 72h J5, f} RT - PCR %
J7 543 5 g Preh K Gli - 1 36 5 3k, 35 B G
T, - LA 200 6 (1 386 B 28 45 28 1 % B2 7R S n 4
Shh ) 24h 48h . 72h J% 96h J5 4+ B4 13% .38% .
37% K 41% (350, $& 75 F 41 Shh & (138 i # Hh
155300 T AR T N O A0 B 0 A K. Kim 2557
£ 271 5 E N BEH LR A (L4 62 Il IE % 5 N
JRELH 2,127 {45 A 5 N IR ZH 282 3] 5 P JIEE
T2 o e AL 58 R ) 18 N R 4L
Hh 3 #% I Pich Smo } Gli -2 ik KF, &K
Pich 25 [ 1 YL €0 58 B A0 8 0 2/3 LU I 0 5 24 M1t A
(44/54 ,81.5% ) J A B PEHE A (16/24,66. 7% )
BLAT v A5 B FLIT 43 78 5 2% PR 1S A R Al SO M 1 AR
(3.15£2.11.3. 17 £3.49) h ¥ & & T 1E % 41 40
FF B R . Smo R A £ iL 5 Pich I —
FEAETE AR AL 20 1 225K (2. 47 £3.19) 1
WY AT T 52 e P 3 A K Al B A P3G 2E (5. 23 £4.07
4.26 +3.36) , A&, Gli -2 78 K5+ 5 W B
(76/80,95% ) FRik , ¥ HA h S e A58 i, 427K Prch
B Smo B AT B N R R v 0 2 A 5 B N R R
AV, Gl - 2 K AR TR R P R
AT GE  Hh {555 8 LR R A 8 7R TR
i g 2 A e v iR 1 A FHAS TR o

4. Hedgehog {55538 % 15 L B o

(1) Hedgehog 15 5 38 1 5 FL I o 6 28 1 OC &
Tao 25" i 4 123 {9 5L AR 41 SUbR A (83 191 FL A I 41
IR A, 30 151 LR 38 A= 41 20, 10 9] 1 & FL R 41 21 b5
A%) i o E AL T VA & B Smo B 1 AE FL IR L FL
R A TE s LR AR A h i o B ek R (e 4l 1k
Y R +++ ) A0 22.9% (19/83) ,6.7% (2/
30) % 0(0/10) ,Gli — 1 £ 1 7E 7L B i 2L B 389 A= 2 OE
LR AR AS o B SRR A I 22. 6% (21/93)
13.3% (4/30) J2 0(0/10) , $& 7% Hh {5 53l % 1Y
Smo 5 Gli -1 FHEAMRBHL PR LHE R T
FLMR NG A KOEH LR A2, %5 18 Hh {5 538 i 5 ZL AR
B EL RRA—EXR,

(2) Hedgehog 15 5 i % X+ L 98 40 M 25 4 2 11
IR O Toole 254 5ot 3¢ 35 Hh it 44 ) 2L AR 9
M6 2t il 3 A A G 2 Bk B K BRA ) 3R 3k Hh {5 5
% B LR e Sh AR, O B HR 41 P 45 Hh i AR (E
53R TR 0 LR ) 3 RRUBE AL TR A AR 0 A 90 K1
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AR 88% (7/8) il ik ik Hh {55 41 A4 47 %
SR 0(0/8) , [R) Bef 3k 2 15 28 1 il e s kb mT DA A Ao S
JUL PRI 2E AT, 5 L 55 bk B 55 G A 8 i xR 2
() b g ey BR T Bz Bk, 9 B AU 28 R i 35 Hh
5 T TE— R b g 3F Wi 2 28 9F B IR ARHLAR A4 77
R, I I S Hh 5 38 B R — B 5 B B
& SE1(0. 5mg) , %t B A1 K B 5 21 200 4 w0
TgG Pk, 45 8 2 ¥, 45 J SE1 5256 41 19 i g A= 1K 3k
JE R AT X AL S0 2 K RO AT R A, R AT
25% 746 FF5E RS 18 S8 XoF H 20 A T S JB6 B 5 % R 2 Oy
100% ;5250 20 H A7 B K () 7 3 A A7 i ] (SE 36 4 >
110 KX, % B2 78 K) , #7i Hh {5 53 B 7F — e F
S 2 LR AR A M 0 A KRV R

(3) Hedgehog 15 5 i [ X 2L g 9 R 97 19 52 1
Fan 2 "' 1 Cell Counting Kit — 8 (CCK8 525 ) K i
%A A 55 4 AR & IS AN [R] VR B2 (O ~ 15 umol /L)
{18 Y AR B TR A T 7L IR 9E MCF -7 4fi il & 48h 1}
TR A I 0 1] 25 R R T B 2 0 kR g
T, T 240 B A A7 258 B 2 vk G i U 2D B R gk
O B T A — o L R R e i 9 o) 2L R 9 A
8 A A RITRE B B R 0 IR T AE LR bl
S 53k PCR A Bl £ K & 38 30 wmol/ L [y 4L &}
A8 A AE T 2L R R 4 e =2 MCF -7 48h J5, Smo J
Gli L[ F k45 F M 57% &% 59% ,Smo & Gli -1
T R 3k B 24 R0 Rk B T R R AR JeRER
B ] 2 A A0 ) Hh {55 58 BN i 4 ) 2L AR
ANML A % K. Chai 261 60 HLR BUALE 36 M)
17 A FLAR 9 MDA - MB - 231 415 5% 3 J&, 5 3
KR, o B Gt A B R 7K AR TT 259 8 A2 B2 [ 20mg/
(kg -+ d) ] ELZE[20mg/ (kg + d) JHEAS Smo 1101 i 71
cyclopamine[ 25mg/ (kg - d) ], & B 7E 24h J5 95 40 it
FETE AR 3 AR FEAR, 53 58 99. 4% +0. 1% 47.0%
£9.4% 20.1% =7.3% ,{H40 M8 7= AR KT+ &, 47
M 0.20% +0.03% .42.1% +7.7% .71.9% =+
6.4% [ MR, 7E 6 R T E M AR R s ee Al I, 3
LA b R A PR B (mm® ) AR UK A, 2 51k 1792 =
243 1329 +289 1121 + 163, J8 T~ 40 M bt 4k vk T+ &5
Ak 1.0% +0.2% .29.3% +4.7% ,56.70% =+
5.49% ,$&7r Hh {5538 B30 41 5 cyclopamine W] LL7E
— B R b B L R AT 25 W A B IR T RUR
Ree AV 7L At 98 40 B 1 Ak 7 B 2 4

(4) Hedgehog {5 5 i 6 %t FL B i 1015 A4 5% i .
0" Toole % 113 32t 4 982 411k J5 T A6 I 292 ) L A 3 i

e 22 .

PSR L 21, & I Hh {5 5380 A LE BT A R 41 4
() 1 Bz Fn ) 5T b A7 3636 (279/279,100% ) , Horf Hh
e A e e iR B 25 H N 34% (96/279) , =i 463k Hh i
R 3 ) R AR > 20mm 2 2 R 2 1A B
PERYBER ] 185 . 32 ] Kaplan — Meier 25 47 {1 42 53
Bk B, i 2235 Hh FLAR Y B39 S8 R 3 5, $27Kk Hh
{55 0 5 FLR R A9 R BLBUS AR G, Im 251 5@ g
B fE AL 5 7 i € Hh {5 5 3 #% E 9 Shh Smo
Pich \Gli =1 .Gli =2 J% Gli -3 & 4 7F 334 i 3L 1
FH R RIREO, I RATE WANEFF ARG YT B 7L IR
BE AT GBI R 75,1 ), &3 Gli -
2 FAPE R E B E R 13.99% (34/243) , W i & T
FIPERINZH Y 2. 53% (2/79) , i HALE H R B 53
Ji g S8 AL R TC W I R R Gli -2 SR R GA
FIPER LR R E P AR .
25 BT ik, Hedgehog 15 5 i #7510 B % 1 i 9
o O I S AR I R A R AT R
S IUG AR O, R S M B0 AT LAy A R g 1
BT $E LT R
S % ik
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