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Advances of mammalian mechanistic target of rapamycin inhibitors in re-

ducing human cytomegalovirus infection in renal transplantation recipients

ZHANG Fan, XING Yi-ping (Nanjing Medical University, Nanjing 210029, China)

[Abstract] Human cytomegalovirus(HCMV) is one of the eight herpes viruses that can infect human, it often in-
fects people with low immunity, especially in patients after renal transplantation, patients with advanced acquired
immunodefiency syndrome, and newborns. Mammalian mechanistic target of rapamycin (mTOR) is a serine/threo-
nine protein kinase(AKT) of the downstream of acid-inositol-3-kinase (PI3K) family, which can affect all stages of
HCMYV infection. mTOR inhibitor(mTORi) can be used as immunosuppressant in patients after renal transplanta-
tion, it can reduce incidence of HCMYV infection . This paper reviews the advance of mTORI in reducing HCMV in-
fection in renal transplantation recipients.
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1 HCMV B

HCMV —A 8 51 A4 2 e v e 5 81 14
B R R Y, — H O HCMV ¥ 800, 7 2L AR
KR . HCMV 3R e (4 AL wT 5 5 32 22 5 3
BN %)% B (major immediate-early protein, MIEP) ff}]
FIEMKE, MIEP A e /E FI T 1 32 4f At 5E A ik
A7 1 T 20 R TR 3 Ak KT o i A e A Y
AR DR 28, AT AR HE 6 7 A S 4 . HCMV gL i) =
AW B oA 45 8 AR IE UL 3-8 (acid-inositol-3-
kinase, PI3K) /& [ ¥4 B B (serine/threonine pro-
tein kinase, AKT/PKB)/mTOR i ", 1 75 & Yt
BT 4 4 i 5L, PI3K/AKT/mTOR 38 B 7€ 1 /)
W fiT 4 A K R T 52 1K (platelet-derived growth fac-
tor receptor, PDGFR) | # iz 4 K K T 32 {& (epider-
mal growth factor receptor, EGFR) Ml #& & & £
545 T BRI IR0 o T AR 25 O DA T
F 1Y MIEP 1E72 F1 IES6M , PI3K (1) B 34 1% 2 5
BEAEAE F2 T AT 0 L T T 00 R 2 B U
B B PR 3K 0 A2 1 Ay o AR

2 BEBEARRE HCMV BFIK

JRE T A V2 B R IT R S iR &
T EBAAEHE HCMV B 5 98 J& — 4> ™ 5 (1 [)
R BRT 2R TGN e 3 R SE A3 Ak HC-
MV B el Al B8 5 20k HE R BN, 9959 7% 4l 9 T fig
FNBEAR A 2L A7 3845 56 o 78 R 190 i 2 o s 25 24
PR T 1020 ~20% [ B B AR J5 i 5 2 B
SERPE HCMV &Y, 5 ik 50 %0 [ 5 £ B W
S R P B IR S o A A TS
B F AR HCMV &2 (HR & HCMV
B IR S R R TE TR M SR DT
Helantera 55" Hi38 . MR M YU =259 3 A
1525 )5 1870 ~31 20 1) B Bo i /8 & Hh 3R & 1 HCMV
Y, A UEER IR AE AR G B RS 6 S H AT RS
BEME HCMV J& Y % 1 %, {H Helantera %" if 5¢
R BB EMEASEE®BEKE oA A
A8 Y01 £ 2 1R IR & 1 HCMV & e ; Arthurs %0
WEFE L2 B T PE A BT R 259 92 d G A B
KM HCMV By nl i, K6, H §T 0 5095 5 24
PR DL R AT 3K % F HCMV ks 19 A=
7 JE H1 o 2002 T A T B T R .

3 mTOR

mTOR 2 PI3K ZKJjiE Fiif AKT, 22 541 N
ZAME 5 T A T B R R A0 A A L
PR B W A R T 2 Y. mTORI
PEAAML)S FEMLIK NS FK 254 E H 12(FK bind-
ing protein-12,FKBP-12) 45 5 & &5W . #t 5
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[ (AT N il s - S Wi DR W & S B
FEERE . B, mTORG AT #0 ] T bk B 40 e . B ik 2
2 0 ) 38 B S A S TR T 1 () s R 4 o A A
922 240 JH COSCET 2 40 i L PN 2 200 T JH 40 0 - 3 L 40
i) B 5, mTOR BYLH S S fEn F .
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monophosphate-activated protein kinase, AMPK)
PAZENT 8L 2 &% (tuberous sclerosis complex,
TSC) #H & 4 gz & B 40l 4 5% 5 R A
AMPK A8 » AKT 85 B AL 3 M il TSC, & 2
mTORCH {& LI 2 11 #F > . mTORCH @i
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I mTORC2 2 AE B AL M AKT i
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UL38) 5 TSC1/2 #4545 il a3k AMPK [y 8
YEA#E mTORCL, H L, 78 HCMV &4 J5 i@ 1t
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mTOR 7 HCMV e i8R 301 8978 A B Rz
Bl BEA & B mTOR ] Rl — Fl &% S5 il Bl 0 11
K+ (KRAB-associated protein 1, KAP-1) # g 1k ,
KAP-1 B 1k 19 25 BAE H AT LL3OTS AL T 3 AR BT iy
HCMV, & B 4 Ff HCMV &Y 18 (R 10 . ) g 77 22
MH mTOR™ . 76 5 4% 40 M % e #% 1k 39 1a) . HC-
MV L)—Ff PI3K/AKT & #i 19 7 =3 E mTOR,
SR mTOR IEER N H HCMV 1 24 i &2 i 9 &
Jet Bl 40 AT R — A B {E K P IR 3 s
FHES mTOR {5518 #4551 Al P 2= 9K 3 52 1

FE 41 M0 B B IR 5 B S P 1 Cheat
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HSF1 2 [8] 2 45 1 AR 5 A 3R 380™ A 5108 12 mR-
NA [#F H A W8 40 F 1% -1 (myeloid leuke-
mia cell-1, Mcl-1) 8 1 . X G20 {457 1 00 7 30 il 5 A
(XIAP) . HAR T 5% 5% 8 [ 27 (heat shock transcrip-
tion protein 27, HSP27), ik A4 K F F4b
Ji ) A L A AS 7 A m A e A S R G R R L AT
1 it HCMV &Y B 301G mTOR™ R A . 5
ZRIFERY — 30, KRB C10 (—Fp ik B M 1 Mcl1
NG FAIARI D W Ml-1 AT i 247 5 e S A Al
MR T FBE T, AR BAE KB, k& Mcl-1 %t
A SR B AT B R TS AR N . R R R
AR 2 WA 2 R E R A 9 W L ) e Y R B T RS
Pk S BRI HCMV [ S gl . /N o 3 16l
FIKE XTAP (410 i 1, 25 5 3088 e 0% 20 ML i JE T
ARG A SR Y At i i 52 M AR /N . PR, X A1 B B AR
FLAR T — RO ) 40 i B s 75 40 05 . B 7 6 B 1
bk HCMV e 1 2042 240 0 [ B o 4 R B e 19
PR A M A L OE O ThAE L W IRIR YLy CD34 " T
200 6O 5 P g B AR T Mcl-1, PR . Mel-1 41 61 51
A R AR B L R R RS T e R e 40
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KAEZLH] (EVR) L 7§ % 527 (SRL) Wi #L s ¥
mTORi, BA Gz i il fbt g /E . EVR & 8
E B AT A 25T B A IR R S AR R A HE R R . R
i F EVR ., /] DL 45 8 fi 22 6 1R Bl 410 1) ) CCND fy
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TEDNEB A J5 . 5 8 ] MPA M LG, 8 ] EVR 7]
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ZIUE T g R B R, 5 MPA DL RAR 5
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— i 2N 2 A R AR SR

Hocker 555 S 7n , HCMV 516 (D+ /R-)
BFE PR EVR KGR & CSA J5 %85 8 52 br i
CNI J5 2 iy 540 L . HCMV s e 2 F1ops 2 & il 7K
S B AR B T EVR R o
HCMV 5 il Az UK o AR o 19 CNT J5 41K 83 %0
£ HCMV S il i KUK 1 )L 35 [ 3 R B8 4l 52
o, SbR i CNT Jr ZAH LG . B EVR RG24
Fz T 2 (cyclosporin, CSA) 41 & 11 G 5 0 1 36 97
Al HCMV &Y 51 A il 7K 7 B 8 A1 .
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