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e 13 & TR AR EIRT REREERB TH D, 16FIEL L CISERITIBRDME—DIRIATN T 5 23,
F RURFEIBR FTRE T do DIERNITH 10~20% & fRsdD T 720, BIBRAEEGII 0 LALFIRIESC G RIE 7R & D
HHER AT > THZDOFITIRER T, 1 FEFRITH 15%ICHEE D, BTtz =3 2K & LT,
ERRISU NER BRI 2 35 1T 2 i EOIRIR SR b, i, PRS- OTEM LR ENRIT O D08, WELET LA
AN— & 72 DIRFARPIEORS AR, WRIIABE O TR O3, FHREERIEONI R, MENEE THD [1],

F— b7 7 P—FEESNEEAE A — T4 Y — A2 LD H RN L CTHIN = kL X —DOHER D
HUNEE R E ORI L o THIRNERE Z TS 5 2 & THIRIOD R A F A 3 A& /EFFT 5 AR CH
BDo A— N7 7 U—IBEEIZBT D hUERIEOEFO—o L LTHEE SN TWS, 4— 77 PU—idA4— b
77 AV = LRI E D RO ARRITIEE —EE TR SND AN THRT D—DTHDHTA V) — LR,
F— 7 7 V=2 Ko TV IAENT-WE & € ORERCHAL £ CRERLEE L T\ 5 [2], FflifulZ3s1T 5 Lysosome
FEEUEIRAY, MEHTACN A DEBIZMEICEG L TWnb Z EnambhTngd [3],

—5C, B IIES A R BT, IR IE L ERRICER LT D T E R S, (EFHERIESRE T = v
7 RA v MHFEROBFSMPE~DBI G REREH ZELD TN D [4], FRZ ERNICAEE L JER O K E <
&% Fusobacterium nucleatum |IRNGFFEOEGN T S 4L, PRAR L OBENRE STV LH2 [6]. K
5 C BRSNS Fusobacterium JEMFAE L, Tk & ORIEN i STV D [6], JER CIINEE N OIGPIHITE O
ZRRME RS T L BRI 2 2 & n (7], M OEITCIREEUIEIZ 351 5 BN AR 00 B 5-7358 < 7R S 4
DN, FOAN=ZALIARATH D,

AMFZE TR I3 T D HUEAIME L A — R 7 7 O—DRFNZHOMNICT 5 & & bIT, B NREICB T 5
PENHIE DA — - 7 7 V=72 ED A D= R L~OFBEWHLINCTHZ LA HNET 5,

HEB I URER

1. BT AT EZE X B A— b7 7 U—BEEIR T35 X O Lysosome B4R BI5 +-HE DO EF

b MESEAIeER (PANC-1, MiaPaca2) (kL. FEEREOIEERR CH DM L 2 B (GEM) #5 L
T BROMBENA v %, BB TBEMEE, HORBEMEE A VTRl L7z, BT BEMEEIC W TIES = R 7 oliEgk
X°, Lysosome DIEHD EFHZRDT= (K 1A), HEMEEIZRBWTIL, Lysosome (F) OFHEHL, I b=
YRUT () ORBLEAZREDE (K1B), 7a—%A b A R —ZTHEHETOI b2 KU T OEEELT
9 &, GEM&BGICTHER Far R 7 ORBLER %27 & o7 (Mann-Whitney U test, p<0.05) (X 1C),
GEM Di)E1%, CCK assay (& TRk OPUERIME 2~ L7ziRE (PANC1 : 1 1 M., MiaPaca2 : 0.5 u M)
IR LT,



MIA PaCa-2

1. GEM#&5I12X %I b2 R 7OEf E Lysosome B D 5
A)  ETHEMEOBETIIGEME G2 LY X b2 R U 7k, Lysosome$ 8 LA %5807
(A4 —23— 1 500 nm) .
B) LysoTracker ®#122 CTIZGEM# 512 & ¥ Lysosomeds L8 h = KU 7 OREL EF %
BTz (A —nAs3—:50um) ,
C 7r—%A AN —TIZ GEM BETHERI Fary NI TORBE LA RO
(Mann-Whitney U test, p<0.05),

R L2 e (GEM) Z#5 L7-iEiile (PANC-1) ISkt L~A 7 a7 LA T &2410 (K2A), A —
R 7 7 BRI (5 TROBE O Lysosome B OBZ T MFBLER L T2 Z L& RELE (M 2B), Higs 2
UH B AL o TR ER 2R 7 Lysosome R E A - & LT, B FKAIBRFOBEFRMFTBEIEDEL ST
L. a7 vavd—8 (GAA) Ra T2 X —E A (GLA), £ Aux— AL 7 7% —E (IDS),
af An=4—¥ (IDUA) 72EORBLAEICHML Tz (X 20), AHFFETIEZ Y a—»7 ARGHo k& <
DL o 7 va v —E (GAA) I[ZEH LT,
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2. GEM&LIZLD~A 7 a7 LA it
A) GEM #512 X 09 100 OMR 1 DOFEL A 27807,
B) GEM #5i2 LV A4 — h7 7 U —B3#, Lysosome BEROFH L H 43807,
C) GAA %#%& )7z Lysosome £ DFEH HF- 23807,



2. BT AV HEATL DA — T 7P—, Lysosome BERIEMHEDE(L

b MggEfiask (PANC-1, MiaPaca2) (Zkf L, IREERNCIRIR Y Ao 2 € 259 % & | IREEKAFANIC GAA
OEEFEIEVED R 278D 7= (Mann-Whitney U test, p<0.05) (X 3A), F 7= Western blotting TiZ GEM D2
FEMRAFHNC LAMP2, LC3II O HIAY L5 L p62 23855 L T2 Z & 526  GEM IZ - T Autophagy-Lysosome
pathway OJTHERHEGE Sz (X 3B),
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3. GEM #% 5.2 L 54— b7 7 o—IEMAL
A) GEM #5512 X 0 IREERIFNIC GAA BEETEMED ER- 23807,
B) GEM #5612 X 0 JEEEAFHIC A — k7 7 ¥ — ,/Lysosome FIE DIEM: 23880 7=,

3. GAA Ml & 2 {LBREEGIEOBGE

b MEEMiEkE (PANC-1, MiaPaca2) (ZxfL siRNA ZH\\T GAA Bl 1%/ v 7 X0y S, RS A
VHEE U ERGTHE GEM T X2 MIaHEAEINEI RS & S IR 5 T & MR S 1v7- (Repeated measures
analysis of variance, p<0.05) (X 4),

PANC-1 MIA PaCa 2
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4. GAA / v 7 X702k B GEM OHEES) R
GAA v 7 B2 £ 0 GEMIZ X 2 Al ams s sh s A3 s U7~

(Repeated measures analysis of variance, p<0.05)



I HIZGAA 7 v 7 X0 AW TIX, GEM & OfF HEEIZIUW T Cleaved caspase-3. Cleaved caspase
8. Cleaved PARP 72 EOT R h— AT 7 F)VERADBHEMT 5 Z L3R Iz (M 5A), F72. Annexin V
Assay [ZBWTH, 7R b= AMEA A EICHE T2 2 L AR S 472 (Mann-Whitney U test, p<0.05)

(K 5B),

A PANC-1 MIA PaCa-2
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5. GAA / v 7 X425 % GEM O T 7R b — o AL R
A GAA ) v I BTN BT AR M= AT FIIVERARE ER 23RO,
B) GAA /v 7 Z 72k, 7K h— AMIAOBIN 227,

4. RNA scope IZ & 2R A ORBHNAEE DR E

b NELHER T ORGNAE ORI E D7 % RNA scope % V7= in situ hybridization #17-72, LU I+ VU —
THiAT L7z b b REEALRE D RNA scope T/ T > Fusobacterium nucleatum %€ L7= (X 6),

¢ ' Fusobacterium
.

POLR2A

6. RNA scope (2 L % Fusobacterium nucleatum D [EE
ISHIZ & Y Fusobacterium nucleatum (3) #[FE L7z,



% K

S OIRRAERGIME O IZIB W T, A— F 7 7 V= TEHEBEREFO—2 LTHEASN TS, A— 77
—DRD T vt A CEEREENZ BT 5 4 VY — NI I8 D A5 O3 R HEsE AR 52
AR I BB 2RI 2 R LT D, IR CIE, 74 VY — AL A 0MnTtE L, M #ACER I
B LTz enmish Tz [8],

LU, ABFEEICH T 5 T4 VY — AOFEENIWE 223 STy, RFE T, £< o
Lysosome BE£FEOH7) L FEEHOF LRI Z K723 GAA ITEH L, ZOMINA— k7 7 P —ifilds LUt
A EUCE A TH D Z L 2R LT [9], FEEMIEIZIT 5 60 FEEELL O Lysosome [#E5E D H)» B HifE Al
MHEDFEE 72 DR A RE LIHIT5 2L TH— 7 7 D= REZFHE L, JUEROIRRIREED LI L T5
FLOWEMATHY . FuBEAmEicis) 5 Lysosome BER D& 2ifH3 2 Z & T, BN HUEAIMIEZ 24
FLL T ORI 2R U, SUls ARG (o4 2 8 Rl s s 2 s iniER R 2 BT

— 5T, EEANOIBNME XA — b7 7 U— &0 UHEEREIREE L B L T b E AR H Y [10], Fes
P/ NBRBEIZ BT O IR & OBSE L T2 ATEEME & 5, ABFFE Tl ISH 12 &L 2 FEEEN O AN O J/TE
DRIEEIT>T=, 5. 16SRNA 2 —27 = ZRL PCRICE D EREITV, A — F 7 7 U—iFtE & OBRE IS
MZL T TETH D,
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AWFFEDILFNITEE X, BYLAREATEMERSIIIE Y o F —~ A 7 1A A — DWETF— L O B5e4E,
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