Journal of International Neurology and Neurosurgery 2011,38(4)

Med, 2006, 36(12): 1303-1315. ease. Neurosci Lett, 2008, 444 (2) . 190-194.

[20] Herrmann CS, Mecklinger A, Pfeifer E. Gamma responses [27] Dauwels J, Vialatte ¥, Musha T, et al. A comparative study
and ERPs in a visual classification task. Clin Neurophysiol , of synchrony measures for the early diagnosis of Alzheimer’ s
1999, 110(4) : 636-642. disease based on EEG. Neurolmage, 2010, 49(1): 668-

[21] Gallinat J, Winterer G, Herrmann CS, et al. Reduced oscil- 693.
latory gamma -band responses in unmedicated schizophrenic pa- [28] Ktonas PY, Golemati S, Xanthopoulos P. Time-frequency a-
tients indicat impaired frontal network processing. Clin Neuro- nalysis methods to quantify the time-varying microstructure of
physiol ,2004, 115(8) . 1863-1874. sleep EEG spindles ;: Possibility for dementia biomarkers? J

[22] Busch NA, Debener S, Kranczioch C, et al. Size matter : Neurosci Method , 2009, 185(1) . 133-142.
effects of stimulus size, during and eccentricity on the visual [29] Karrasch M, Laine M, Rinne JO, et al. Brain oscillatory re-
gamma-band response. Clin Neurophysiol, 2004, 115 sponses to an auditory -verbal working memory task in mild
(8):1810-1820. cognitive impairment and Alzheimer’ s disease. Int J Psycho-

[23] Neuper C, Pfurtscheller G. Evidence for distinct beta reso- physiol , 2006, 59(2) . 168-178.
nance frequencies in human EEG related to specific sensorimo- [30] Karrasch M, Laine M, Rapinoja P, et al. Effects of normal
tor cortical areas. Clin Neurophysiol, 2001, 112 (11 ) . aging on event -related desynchronization/ synchronization dur-
2084-2097. ing a memory task in humans. Neurosci Lett, 2004, 366

[24] Yordanova J, Rosso OA, Kolev V. A transient dominance of (1):18-23.
theta event-related brain potential component characterizes [31] Polikar R, Topalis A, Green D, et al. Comparative multires-
stimulus processing in an auditory oddball task. Clin Neuro- olution wavelet analysis of ERP spectral bands using an ensem-
physiol , 2003, 114 . 529-540. ble of classifiers approach for early diagnosis of Alzheimer ‘s

[25] Petrosian AA, Prokhorov DV, Lajara NW, et al. Recurrent disease. Comput Biol Med, 2007, 37 (4) . 542-558.
neural network -based approach for early recognition of Alzhei- [32] Yener G. G. , Giintekin B, Oniz A, et al. Increased frontal
mer’ s disease in EEG. Clin Neurophysiol, 2001, 112 phase -locking of event-related theta oscillations in Alzheimer
(8):1378-1387. patients treated with cholinesterase inhibitors. Int J Psycho-

[26] Adeli H, Ghosh S, Dastidar. A spatio-temporal wavelet - cha- physiol , 2007, 64 (1) . 46-52.

os methodology for EEG -based diagnosis of Alzheimer’ s dis-

HEBECEHWUE 6 EMRXERFPHIER

SR+ alafc%” A FR
1. z@gEﬂk%w}%wﬁnE&W% AEBEFEFHRAT, AGE LM T 350001
2. FBELERImEIG A Z TR RE S mé‘;[’.ﬂk%m{a 2 A M FHR S AR R AN T 350001

B EHEOECBALE 6 (HDACG) J& HDAC FHE S b KM 2 —, A & Z WAL BT YE R 2 5 A0 9 52 % 26 A b
fRIISIRE . MR BTSE & B HDAC6 21538 15 Tau 8 FUBERR AL Wl 501 FRUIE G 3 B ( GSK3 @) 52 M S {432 i 45 A7 G 9 A 1k
W, $7R HDACG W RES AD (YR 447 56, 2iRJT AD MR TESE Ao ASUIRIR T HDACG Z5+ 15 Uy fig . HDACG 1Y 3% 45 1
TR LS AE AD SRR T

KB AL A L LBALE 6 ; BT R SO0 ; Tau 85 F 5 BE IS0 BURSHONE 38 5 5 7 26 A (L 1A 14

BT : HR A RRAIEE (81071007 s A A AR 8 7 4F 2k (2009]06015)
W HEEA:2011 -02 - 26; & E B 2011 07 - 19
RS RSIY (1984 - ) 53 AR ARS8 MR it B 9 A AR L AR B
BIEE PR, 00 Wk 28, AR PO, (A S 0, 32 A S o 2 P B E I P B 163 A A0 HL I TF 5, E-mail : chenxiaochun998 @

gmail. com

. 348 -



[ B b 225 2 22 40 B 2 i

2011 4F %38 % 4

1 B & & Bt Ak B ( histone deacetylases ,
HDACs ) it fb 41 8 1 IR 4138 1 20 % 5k 2k &
It AL , 7 5 DA A S | 40 0 JE 400 0 45 b B SR AR
Mo MERMALHER L CBAMRIEA 18 4
BG, RR e ATT SRR AR 2 £ Tt A B TR DR R O
4 k. 1R EEREE JEE K 3 (reduced
potassium deficiency 3, Rpd3 ) K [6 & ¥, & #
HDACT .2 .3 71 8; Il & 5 £ HDACT & 1 0 [ &
Yy, 445 HDAC4 5.6 .7 .9 Hl 10, A gf — 4 43 4 11
a (HDAC4 5.7 #19) F b (HDAC6 1 10) ; Il 2§
5L B I & M 2 (silent information regu-
lators2 , Sir2) N6 &4, 4 #5 Sirt1-7 , HDAC11 H
TR 9 25 48 Bk 51 Oy IV 2 . HDACG J& F % %
Ty I b 2, 32 40 AT 1 4 MK L A% TR &5 4 R 4 i
AR RH I X, RO AT ISR R R A R A
1 HEQEIBLE 6 (5T INEE
1.1 HDAC6 R4+

HDAC6 #1143 P A~ 20 45 19 4 A X 8, J2 31001
HDAC6 )47 ic . HDAC6 155 — 2 & Mk Ak ik 1k X
( deacetylase catalytic domains1, DDI) & 4 F %6 215
LR SRR, % — 5 WAL AL X (DD2 ) & Ih T 46
610 fii Z HE 1R, W5 AL X & R, i & 2
ok Ak, 1 0% 1 , 76 1 5 HDACG 14 2 Z ok Ak 6 0% vk 3=
AT C-AK UG DD2 K58 . #£ HDACG ff) C-
AR A — AR B2 D 2 TR A AL R X, BEAR
N EE T 45 # (hydrolase-like zinc finger, ZnF-UBP) ,
TENZ A 2 g0 WA 2 o) X, BT A e
iR -NEZRZREE, WU AZRGEX, I
Sb,1E DD2 5 ZnF-UBP Z 8] A — > f1 8 >R <5 1Y
14 ik #9 5 89 & & X 48] ( ser-Glu-containing tetrade-
capeptide , SEl4) , H. 952 T HDAC6 £ Z Bt fk 3 fig
4 #0 [) 7E 7, - flf HDACG $i %€ 7E 4 i i b o B s
FE L F N-ZK g Al DD 22 (8] (4 40 B 4% A5 5 i X
( nuclear export signal, NES) , H. 7] [H 1} HDAC6 5 4
MAZERL S, 25 447 A2 HDAC6 7E 41 g it h
B 3 PR AR E T o
1.2 HDACG6 HjIh e
1.2.1 HDAC6 % ZBEfLBs & M 7E 1k 4 HDACG
A AR B A 2H AR 28 SR AL IS P, 7E MK, HDACG
BRAT 418 & S AL BRI TSN e il AR E B
2L, A -8 3 (o-tubulin) | #RPR 5 2
B 90 ( heat shock protein 90, HSP90 ) A1yt & 1k &
Fi, Bt HDAC6 B A7 55 H A Al 3% 1% A ¢ 19 8 19 20

T EE

o - U AR B D IR SE ) HDACG 2% St 1k
Y, TE RN 2 2 Ak 1Y BUE B B R R, T 2
AL O A 5 T RAEMA A T HUE R E .
TER 200, o - T B 40 {781 2 IR £ Bt AL (acetyl -
o-tubulin (lys40) ) W] {8 AH G 8 1 & Hh ik 4R
I, UK s 2K -1 PR e 98 4 B B IR IR S B g
i HDAC6 W] fifi o-f3 4 8 1 40 {o #i 2 iR £ & Wit
e, T2 7 O 2 R A 4, TR R O RS E
K&

HDAC6 £ M1 5¢ B 19 2 & Wt A A A e ny 2 fig
DX, AR R A BE Tk 2 1B AT R A TR R A £ £t
1k . HDAC6 H)5F — 4~ F Z i JiE ¥ J& Hsp90 , Hsp90
Ve 00 T HE AR, 5 58 ) 8 B4 SR R A A, O AR
DX AE IR Koad B A AR A AE i, Hsp90 5 I it
W 2 T 1 & 57 K (glucocorticoid receptor, GR) 45 &,
1 L B 25 A T R AR A

1.2.2 HDAC6 £ 5 M & F % & & & %4k (aggre-
some) SFHEAHGQWAKRE —-MERSERITEEA

M 4R

AR, 5E A MR RS T AREEMTER
Z K BE T J80 o — 1) S 0 B 6 0 R WKL, Sk 4
15 240 M0 5™ AR D5 #Fe is B O 41
bule -organizing center, MTOC ) , Ffi Z 8% k& 55 B — 1>
PN SR e IR SRR

HDAC6 e 57 & H AL (A8 b A B 24
B LR &G 2z ZeEa M h&E A, A E
S hEA BB RTENEARIFFEAQ
ik i, HDAC6 5 p97/valosin containing protein
(p97/VCP) Y 240 M e i, & 1 4 iR Ir & 3 B 1
A0 ML N Az o &Y HDACGE A # Tz RALE A
MEE, SR TRWEAQREER. &80
p97/VCP 2 ¢ FURe i HDACG6 iz fi iz R AL B 3
FE MR, HDACO M Sz RAUE AL WME
& s B W R, O B AT T R R
fift o [F]F, HDACG ik AT 9 55 3 Wit 4K 1] 57 % 2 H
ERENITE - S
2 HDACG6 BY3% # #0551
2.1

> ( microtu-

Tubacin
Tubacin J& i Stuart Schreiber 3£ I =, i i3 X
7392 A~/ 4y F HE AT 5 % £3 5 . Tubacin A % S
a-MEEA WA, BAS R EHIMHAERD LW
fb K SERT S B4, tubacin IF A i S HSPOO 2, ik 1k .
Tubacin X HDAC6 {4 & # 1 & HDAC1 1 HDAC4 [
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4 A 7247 o Tubacin B AT ) il e 6F 40 ML 3% 7 375 5 200
i O T A B A 2 A D O A I A2 i SF 2 EE AL
B, 4 71 tubacin B AR Sy 7 LAY 470 iR 25 W A b 4

P57 o
2.2 FE Z L ( mercaptoacetamides )

Itoh 55 i 45, 45 & % & & Bk B ( mercaptoacet-

amide ) J& ] 1) 52 & W) A 18 7R 1 HDAC ) 4E 1, %
EEYae S HE A A WAL IE ML B BT
AT 454 mercaptoacetamides FE [ [ & KL R 5
ARXF L 5 52 i IR 2 & W AR TG, 45 & mercaptoacet-
amides [ 5 4 4 0] 4 S5 9 ) HDAC6'™ |

Kozikowski %" & L T — Z 51 45 4 ol 4% 1)
HDAC i 5], Fovp 2, 4 = = G ik 15 O ik DA {8 A 1)
98 HE TR 5k HE W] oK X 73 AE Y HDAC MR, S AR
Shy 2 H R BE . 3 % 1 TR ) R AT GE a ek JE F
Y mercaptacetamide %t A 7 Hz , 2 G Al H 0 L L BEfb
il 3 1 H 0 19 B S, R B XS HDACG [ 1 B i
EE G
2.3 ®RiEEEh ZE L4 ( thiolate analogues )
Ttoh %[7'10] F Suzuki %[IHZJ W BF 58 /N4 3 T
HDACO6 B /N3 F IR, & T — & & i By 2K
L% : NCT-10a NCT-14a L M S-S T #Aijf& NCT-
10b A1 NCT-14b, NCT-10a 1 NCT-14a 1F §l | fff
I TR G DU b 3% B X HDACe H A m B i ik
#E1 . NCT-10b HI NCT-14b 0 i G o- 45 % 1
CIRAL, I HABESRR A S INH EH LB
PRk SFT B 2 B ATk B P 0 ) HDACG Y 3% 1
X AT A W) BRI g 5 L 1A 6 HDAC6 3 % 1k 411
MlE & T2, XL R AFHNTHE PR
HDAC6 1y A4 ) 2% 3 P A5 08 B i i B s 25 900
2.4 Tubastatin A

Butler 26" 41 5 5 45 49 11 25 ) BE 11 55 I 50 A A6
HARAGE G, TR WF 6 — A HDACG (1% /& 1 £ P 410
Hilf . X — R I A& P b ik i —Fh = R s
P2 1 1 A= 9 Tubastatin A, 38 553 4 F T % 2 AR &
JTCHE SR, K o-UE W S B K T H A
HH CWEA K &AL, X 5 X HDAC6 i £ 1
P& — B8 o Tubastatin A X [a] 5 2 b 220 iR 5| &
MR BA R ER . It Ah Tubastatin A A
B ) 2 3 AR, B IE 7S bRk % Tubastatin A JZ
HEPY R —-FBENMERERITAY .

3 HDAC6 5 AD VX%
3.1 HDAC6 5§ tau & H

HDACG JEY W) 2 FEME DL K tan 3R H 5 8 &
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AL > tau O OT231 0 A9 BE R LY . B
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EHMAMHEAEM . B shRNA 4 5 () HDAC6 G bR
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synthase kinase 33, GSK3g)
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WFE o, Ml GSK3 B Al {2 i iff 1h 1 28 70 4R R 1
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2ok Az a1 7 X 26 BT GSK3 B, il il GSK3B ]
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3.3 HDAC6 5% 3]i2iz
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