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[ Abstract]
system, characterized by excessive angiogenesis. Anti-angiogenic therapeutic drug can improve the

Glioblastoma (GBM) is one of the common malignant tumors in central nervous

therapeutic effect on GBM by inhibiting angiogenesis. However, the mechanisms of angiogenesis in
recurrent GBM differ from those in primary GBM, potentially bypassing the vascular endothelial
growth factor (VEGF) pathway and forming new blood vessels through alternative routes, thereby the
efficacy of anti-angiogenic drug is often poor in recurrent GBM. This review focuses on research
progress in angiogenesis mechanism before and after GBM recurrence and provides references for

GBM treatment.
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JiZ J5 B 41 it 9% (glioblastoma, GBM) J2& it A I HL 2k
A 10 D5 P e, DA v I A A L i A B R e e sk
FFR R A A L T 0 I 2 T B A SRR AE B
GBM A= AR T A i 1 A 52 G H A A I by . RUAE I IR
AR R FHBL I A i 2 P30 R s 0T 28 (H sk 2
WTEHE R GBM [ BRI T AR IR AR TR
& GBM [T J5 58 X3 LA T8 il # b 9 R i 42
oL 4 N Bz 2E K B F (vascular endothelial growth factor,
VEGF) & 1%, 1 & & GBM 1] 85 ik — 3k 12 U i A= 1M 47,
I A o HA (2 8 iR R & GBM A &
GBM Il 3 Az AL 128 Ak AR R SR R AL AT 70
XA AL 2R R YT A B R E B,

2000 4F-, Josko F B GR 48 1, Iebygs i 45 2 2 2 A
SHUFg B AR v ) DGR PRI 22, P A [l 5 3 B )R 4 f
R H A A S i AR S Bl I A R i
i 20 A % 4 i A1 56 5 (extracellular matrix , ECM) [] (19 B 3 1l

K. TEAHHLEE , 3X A~ b PR A B AU AR B 7 A () — SEmT i 1
IR (4 25 3 WA 3 AT M L S TR T PN RZ 240 B P T S A
FTECM W R (EAR R M2 FEJE A RE L = SO0 b
JEE AN GBM H |, i Je 4 I B 42 281 TR 245 1 S B0 il 8 A
2 BT RSOR R, DA A 24 ) A B an U AR AR
P2 = R Y B AR B A AR 24 W) A AE S5 9 A I
G BRI R R AR —— I P B2 2B B F 32 # (vascular
endothelial growth factor receptor, VEGFR )-2/A il i H A 4% .
GBM & & B, by 2 it 11 1= 28 M 2 0 AN ) (9 30 5, = 350l
22 9 T4 (glioma stem cells, GSCs) & A= P Je keG54,
TV BUHT Y I AE T AL, AT i I69T o i —20 3k, B
A7 OGS P A A 28 G FE T PR A LK B0 3 — 3 A L R e
B EEY, B4iE S T (hypoxia-inducible factors, HIF-
Lo fR#E T 250 T3R5 X 200 7 H 4 5 5 1 A2 AU
AR, AN, GBM B K J5Hi A I A B R AR, g
gk A IR = BB LA K r PN R 4 R 2 6 2 Y il A
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BE, By T 5 % GBM R H B AR B fie 2EH AR 1 B fiE
J1o ASCHISE GBM S A i B LA A JSOML ] B At i 4 A i
25 T A TR, LI GBM IRy T iR IS %

— JE & GBM A9 Il & A= AL il

GBM [ FRAIF 22— 2 L P BT WG 1307 A i A7, 3k 2 it 7
JCIP HAH 5 % GBM B AE KR HE e G T2 . iR il
B — RS, W R 2 A5 M GAE .
T e il A I RS R RIS LT L X AH AR 2R
L5 P9 R ARG LA 2 TR 20 i L) J2 ECM 22 [i] (1 Y73, 3 ] 4
SIH A I A

HATHFFE B 28878 T GBM B Z Rl fi 4% A= s pL i ™. (1)
2 10075 A B« B 200 00 7R DA 005 A TR 1 I v i 2R AL
(2) i 787 e 55 - e 240 B R P 100 51 A2 A 1 1L R e i T )
WE R AU R R 5 (3) BERE 4 ML B )y A i A 2B k. M2 R R
%) A 240 B W 2 L 0 A A Sy P S A L SR AR, DA T 3R 3
A AR 5 (4) I/ A AV < e 2 B A PN Rz 240 B O % ok
FAE NN 5 (5) B BB 08 A= 1L 6 2 P K AEL 4t A 1)
e e P 8 S TR ek B S Sy S PN B A L 38 ol A RE
s (6) B IS 46 108 G B I N EETE UM 43 24T
KR LA 5 (7) GSCs AT AE (4 145 A2 1 - GSCs 3 i #8453 1M 4
R vp B 43 A PN 2 240 R T L A A

GBM (14 1fiL A8 A= BEAIL  , 15 24 08 A A 1 L il 8 e 9
A AR BARL SR S HE R, AT LA T e A% O
AR, I W & B HIF-1o 76 GBM Fh g 38, A 1T 43
i VEGF 97 S0, iy 40 i 3 68 B il 8 A= R H -+, FR 5%
BB R Y PN R A I s ) R I T AR 2 5 T . bR
T3 B8 3 W 1 40 M Y A Ak ] F -2 (C-C motif
chemokine ligand 2, CCL-2) . Jif 41 e 4= & A ¥ (hepatocyte
growth factor, HGF) . 19 $1 3 Al - o (tumor necrosis factor-
o, TNF-o) | & J57 40 g 775 4= [ -1 (stromal cell-derived factor-
1, SDF-1) &5 , ¥ 0% M 983 AH ¢ B Wi 411 i (tumor-associated
macrophage, TAM) , fi& i2F Jii) [l 4 i 734k I B ik 3 e A= 4K X5
(epidermal growth factor, EGF) \VEGF ,CXC 4 ft [A -+ i f&
-2 (C-X-C motif chemokine ligand 2, CXCL-2) . Jif i & k4=
KA 7454 % 1 2(insulin like growth factor binding protein
2,1GFBP-2) %5 [H 1, #F — AR M TE N o P08 A A
7 )i, GBM Al RES: & R I TR BUBT LA , W/m iRy ik
GSCs AT fig i o) % Ak oA 1A 15 240 R B8 ) 440 i ke AR 22 e e 1l A5 114
JE R, De Pascalis S it 57 K W], GBM LS P BE (14 14 J 241
JRLSE T AT e 7 5 408 0 S T3 240 B ] f agt % S, an e
J Az K N T 22 1 (epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR)$”
5% fif % 25 (5 53 (tumor protein p53, TP53) %45 , % I GSCs
B AR P2 F R A, X — & I T 2% GBM iy
METE AR T B A ST

= Kk GBM (1 1 B A ML

GBM (14 1fiL 45 i Bl PR 45 4 25 AR i Pk 4t B . ECM il i g
N LR A, S R 2 5 g 0 M AT 5 2 2 B8, IR
M) G 338 A BB (L R . 2 J GBM I I 2L LML il e —

NI AR U S B0 R FNE 38 B, 40 e i)
Fo T AN AR A P A I A O IR BB X Bl A B R = 4 L 3X
SO AR IR I LA (14T B LA B o 9gE i A2 22 iU 1) GSCs 17
T 5% AR 0, Horp GSCs & B H B £ gk
fiE J7 B9 40 0SB, A T7E GBM B 28 ALIF sy Hi ik fn g
S WS e T, GSCs BB AL /NS IR B Rl , 33k 26X 35
W HIF-10 1 VEGF, JE WS EUIRIR BT , 3 28 PR £ 3 g
(SRR o (1= A 03| a1 o A LGS

B o, JR 40 A A 55 40 1 GBM ILAE B ) &7 )
JCIT RIS (4 S0, 15 75 S A RLPE D 3 B 4 LR £ it vy 7
oM T & A S E Y. Wang SEP R I gE 3 — 2P 4R R
1 GSCs et 44k A i8] Bl 40 A, B B0 4 A, 3 T g
 GBM [yt 251 . GSCs i it SDF-1/CXC kA F 57 14 4
(C-X-C motif chemokine receptor 4, CXCR4) {5 5 4l 1] I
LIRS , I AL TGF-BAE IR 434k il 4 Bt , = 48 i 457 ) [
TFREE AL IR R

JildEd i RS R 4 i IR A N T RE Y S . ESR
K I, GSCs e KA 20 A 4 fubmic 4, BA 404k JE 4 i )
W7, 5 1E FRIE R JE 4 AL R Y B GBM 1, GSCsTE
GBM 5 Rl A1 rh R 7 A2 R 22 85 2t i, 1 AS (A 1
SRR I ) A0 LR B AR A . AR BN IE R LA P, VEGFR
TR VA 04 AR R 2R A2 1R (tyrosine Kinase receptor, Tie2)
ik 2 2 VA R R A, A B T S AR E . A AR LR
(angiopoietin, ANGPT) 1/2 5 Tie2 i 45 & ELAA 48 L A9 1R T -
ANGPTL % 3244, 11 ANGPT2 il 32 AR, Jag i 3L K 41 /&
% (The Cancer Genome Atlas, TCGA) 34 il 7k ANGPT2
F KL B T ANGPT1, ANGPT2 (i JE R 5 B T &
GBM FEAIE BUA AU Y I 45, GSCs 3 18 5% 434k > GBM 3
TR PN R A M B2 S0 IS BT, S i A AN B
SAEF, I BEAR SLREFE AN , 2 55580 4S9 T8 B A i 457 )
KA 3 ST, #HE8h GBM 952 Kk ifE R

= .GBM 4L & A 25 )

GBM MR HETRYT 5 102 T AR e OB B2 b 5 Mok g, B
J& PEAT AL OTT B A Bk i (temozolomide, TMZ) 1k
Jr® GBM I Az UL H BT 2 A AR PRSP &
A RGARIF BB 2R GBM AT EAL A7 . DUAR AT
(bevacizumab, Bev) {2 — Flt 4l [n] VEGF f9 B e B 40 14, AT
AR GBM B3 1 Tl AR AE P, bR T VEGF # il 751
A, 7 A7 H At 1% 222 9% 40 1 77 (tyrosine kinase inhibitor,
TKD) ] EGFR (9 B 5w PR SE , an bl e Fh ke
P2 F B AR e T 2R B A ] GBM UL AR Al IR RO
B2 R0 A ek A0 A A K SRR R R (R D) . R
X251 — 2L GBM B3 Hh s H Ak, EE T3 TG
HM 2GR L, B IRAEFTA GBM B #RRE AR Y36
SRR . B MR IR 9T FUBT IR 9T O R 1 TT R AT AR R
GBMBFFEAY AT

VU LA AR S AT ) ) GBM Ak
FHT 2 28 251 & it i 1] TR 97 GBM: (1) L 1] Jf v
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Tab.1 Mechanism of glioblastoma treated with different drugs

S 30k 2 YEFBLE

[27] DU BT B ] VEGF R 28 52 ReT s , BELIT VEGF 5 2 R H AR EL A FHT 3004 10 7285 26 i
[28] RTK #4570 Canpia s Je. &7 e 2 YEFIF VEGFR S5 3244 , 41 il b Jea it A7 2

[29] [k HI ] EGFR (Y8 s BT A, 3t GBM 4t it A=

[30] B 7T PG 5 454 VEGF-A VEGF-B .PLGF, i 35 17 , 1 A5 I 2R 11 B 1R LIRSS & A
[25] B AI7 259 , B Bt s A Ve

[31] R 2 ) T OR 3 45300 1 791, 00 4 8 2 R o A5 A4 B

VEGF: Ilil % P9 B2 AR A s RTK : 18 2R B4 s VEGFR : I N B2 2B I B 732 140 EGFR: 6 7 AR K B 3244 VEGF-A: IVAS N B2 A K
¥ A; VEGF-B : L4 N 2 A K R F B PLGF : IR 854 K IR F s mTOR « 22 22/ 95 Z R 1 ; GBM - Jie o B 441

VEGF i 55 BE SR L 2597 5 (2) LA VEGF 24 1 #8819
TKI, B RPHE A FF R e 55 . BN, 7RI R 95 B
rp R TN 288 245 4 X8 o A4 i B 56 I 4 LA R 1
HE WA RN B A 22 A 2 R 1 BT L AR 1, Bev AT
w25 R ST 450 I TMZ 7 B RS A
e, TCGA % @R , VEGF K HAZ 1k 7F GBM i
B BR TR A 5 b R 0l A FR e 0 B0 AT OB, SR, Bt
VEGF &Y Al e 3 & & GBM H & AT 1T R 1 20 1t oy 2
Y, bR T 40 B AT R Ak Dy S AR i A8 P B (9 A e, 38 o e
BIAZZE R, Hoh BT 48 A 2 ) Bev 3 253 o 40 )
S I B B R 00 1 04 AR B, AT A e e 2D 3 4 A i Y
VEGF 35 K &4, T4 B T g il 48 (9 16 7 46=", T ),
Bev T HUAIARYT & & GBM 18 M7 Ik HIF 2 B 7E 3~51>
AP g &5,

Bev il izt BT VEGF-A 5 VEGFR B AH B4 1 5 1 i 1f.
A A LA T B A UKo ) e 8, A A RS
TE— S g A e e il SR 100 B o A0 0 A48 8 ) AR
WA, FBET VEGF A1, i 4 H AR 2 2 S it 2 1% i1 7%
BT, At A AR B AR A A AR R N T2
(fibroblast growth factor 2, FGF2) B 14 i 4T 4 40 Jifg A= 1K K -7
(basic fibroblast growth factor, bFGF) . Ji& #t £ K I T
(placental growth factor, PLGF) . Ifil /> # fi7 4= 4= & [ 7
(platelet-derived growth factor, PDGF) , ANGPT1., ANGPT2
FIHTFHCE H A2(ephrin receptor A2, EphA2)E™ ) TCGA %dls
7%, GBM T EphA2 I 3234 /K F- 55 GBM S & (1 75 1l
AH G, AT e Bev iR T R MU i B AR YT A0 A5 . 2023 4F
Ezaki S5 i 55 22 B , 75 Bev i YT #110] GBM ' FGF2 & ik
LR AR SRR S I R 3k I SR I PR 25 2R A 2 R
ANGPT1 #l ANGPT2 7] fig 7 GBM % 4 #H [u] A H.4E T ,
ANGPT2 1y 385 T 4 i HE+ A 3¢, {HFH KT ANGPT2 1] LLfE
it CD8'T AU i , ™= A B IR AR X e EHE ] fig
FE 0] VEGF I ANGPT2 9 BURR S MEH TR 14 1 PR i 96 45
iy Bev MEVEPE A R AL T IR T IETR, 0 ANGPT2 1l fig
Jz Bev BT 24P , 3K Ho 28 57 10k T el S 4 R B2 100 T A
WEE R GBM & &,

Takahashi 25 Bev #1741 VEGF ¥ Y7 J& , B A= 1l T
IR AH 3 — o PR AT B8-S B0 I 25 LA D T T S ) e 2
W25, o ANGPT2 A9 1 1 AT BB 2 02 (o 1M 4 J) Bl 4 it

FAAR B, SE LI A P RSE M. KA BeviAYT ) , GBM 1T fig
BRI 245 ¢, 26 R - a0\ SR AK S5 45 7 S IR 7-3/4 (octamer
transcription factor, Oct-3/4) 1] fE £ 14 hil VEGF 477 4E | i ik
GBM v A= 1M A8 (I I, 1 i B B R 28 M. Bt VEGF IR
7 AT BB IS 2R 40T O AL 3 e i G R ]
e T2 VEGF i 3E—20 1, 38 in o sl i 45 i A= 4, AT
Jon ) e g e 2R VE G 1Y i 634 o

Bl 4 25 1 T, GBM 4t it Hh i [] ot 2= B2 % Ak IR T (c-
mesenchymal-epithelial transition factor, c-Met) % [A 3¢ 15 4
I AR T e AR 28 M . BRSO, BeviRYT AT REAE i L
12 22 RITI 245 1 1% e 200 o Bt PO TR ok, 30 S 4 L v R 4K
1T c-Met £ [4, Bev i6 77 )5 c-Met K& [H ) VEGFR-2 Fil 4k
i %, R 1k R il 2 1K B (protein tyrosine phosphatase receptor
type B, PTPRB) {114 /7 X7 GBM g i ), #E X Fh i
BLT , Bev 1 VEGFR TG PEFE AR, M1 1 VEGF By 1k
BB I AE AR A, S5 2l PTPRB 38 [ 1) Bl 40 1M 45 i A 5%, c-Met
BEBERR LIS , N IL PTPRB Al c-Met R 4L R IA B G HEE, N
52 % GBM IR Y7 P AL T B s I, X Fh ML T Re A B8 T
Bev iG7 fi GBM 4t L % B 3% fin iy D [, Rl 5 75 5 b
9o T 20 M2 Ak A T ELAR 28 R 1 A M 2 TR A1 g e 9

1o R VEGF i A2 A HABAE I A5 A i 42

GBM 4 i A= 4 i P B AU FIIRTE o AIRSAEREE T 19 1L
BARZ Z R . RPN AR BUA YT 3B X
VEGF i 1%, B VEGF i 42 H M Xt il Jeg J il 2 2R i bt 1l 45 A=
JRIT TSR A R o

D'Alessio 57 i B , 5 98 A I 2 2UAR L , GBM
VEGF. PDGF M 4~ & Z M F W 09 %5 B 2> 5 1
(intercellular cell adhesion molecule-1, ICAM-1) A4, 4%
4 2] 41 1= K [F 7 (connective tissue growth factor, CTGF) . 4
Jz 44K 14 C 32 {4 (endothelial cell protein C receptor, EPCR)
FITNF KiK. Mao &9 530 H7 7R P R 240 B o ) 1l A8
N Bz 45 % 7 11 5 (recombinant cadherin 5, CDH5)7E GBM
98, CDHS5 FLH Al A K2 40 i AR 2 9 3 HIF-1a F HIF-2a 34
5, CDH5 7F GSCs H gl i , A A By Tl Sl S 5 v il 4
AU

Wang 55" & A5 5 5 5 FiO0E I #% 5% 3 (signal
transducer and activator of transcription, STAT3) 7£ AH 5 %) iX
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TR W I 4 20 M PP 2238, STAT3 5 /MR A A 4 KL 7 B
(platelet-derived growth factor, PDGFB) 14 4t 3 1k n] LI A %%
iR 32 R A 38 5 AL A B, TP ) STAT 3 9 3 1 T LA
RAALR/IN BRUBRE I of 42 T KL 4T 6 198 IO A8 2 S8 5 38 2% B 1 4
Jiti 4 2 (interleukin, 1L )-8 38 i CXCR2 34 i 1fi 4% 18 i35 7 , H:
TR AT BERE SR L 055 A KR . 2023 4F Singh 251 /N B
FERIUE B T Tax #H H 4 H 7 11 -1 (tax interacting protein-1,
TIP-1) P4 18 A= B AE L TIP-1 78 GBM H L], il B ] Uk
SR . Zagzag ZF % B GBM 4 vl 3 o VA 5 IR K
ifF 1 (fetal liver Kinase 1, FIKL) () 356 P4 31 38 o fif g 1f A5 £ il
MU A AN, th T FIk-1 4 509 U8 AR AN 5 2 VEGF,
AT LA B H WY FIK-1 09 53T AL A FIK-1 R K AE P 045 A=
G REESIEe Y OIS

AN ELE 1) foee!

GBM [ 1ML A 2 vh 22 i AH SC R Ir 3 1 O AN &
2 —BH KT VEGF 35 [ a5 20 EL I e 3 2 78 A A i, L
o —fifi ] Bev AT HUIM A A= ORI T WATVF 28 BN, 4
L 75 2 Hh PR 5 R R Tk LA TR B A L I DA T
B I A 1 245 W ST T I i A 10 A8 A TR G, 461 L
AL VEGF I 5, U1 VEGF [ B 3% PR 4% #2525 i 53 H1 i)
Tie2/ANGPT il i (1 24 ¥ , fiff I & 38 355 14 B AIC , o 2> 8 3
VEGF J8 [ A48 A= il AT 1™ s B T2 X VEGF FlIL A 2B Ji 3R
B c-Met 3 % 1) S0 410 1) 38 %, 980/ 2B i A i, A
GBM I 4 s HLA &, 5T VEGF I7 38 2R Wi, Jifr e S 3
B8 Z2 A R R B T o n R M R IL-6 . IL-8  TNF  BE T
4B A A (MMP) (CCL Z 45 L B Notch {5531 1 BR 5
SR Y AR, XU B A K S (R A LS Y i 2 TAM
%5 i GSCs N [z FEH% 1L, [ FE R FEE HIET, Gravina 4659
3 3 FH B8 CXCR4 457 PRX177561 5 Bev BT e £ e
A I T, 3] GBM (12 K A e 8 iE ; Shamshiripour 455
i% i T 2 A si-DOX-DC-EVs, fii 2 VEGF-A siRNA 171 il
VEGF 3 ik [ IS} {42 0 41 i 2% 53 72 56 1, 120 GBM il %
WA o T LA AT LA DA A 9 4 PR s 2> ANGPT2 2 Jli 11
B2 K, 38 5 BE BT GSCs AR A2 43 A T B il 457 , ) i 410 o)
GBM 1228 (A R A M HLHIA A FR 38 o Bk i,
GBM %81t VEGF i 4% , il 1 GSCs {42 /(I8 iy A i
HLHIAR 7T fig 2 GBM 42 % Fl GBM X1 1L 45 A8 18 25 Wy it 24 £
B NG 5o
FEEMIE A VEH I AL 25 h 5
TEEREAER &M 18E SCE EFH A 6 SCE A AT AR
PP B ] 5 9 1L X SO R N AR PR B B 4 SRR
P BTk
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