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Abstract

Radiation therapy is an important means of tumor treatment, but tumor cells can be reprogrammed
by glycolysis to form a multi-level radiation defense network, which leads to radiation resistance.
This review systematically expounds its core mechanism: glycolytic reprogramming promotes tu-
mor radiotherapy resistance by enhancing DNA damage repair, maintaining redox homeostasis,
acidifying tumor microenvironment and inducing immunosuppression, maintaining tumor stem
cell dryness and metabolic plasticity, and interacting with cell cycle and autophagy. Although
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targeted glycolysis shows radiosensitization potential in preclinical research, its clinical transfor-
mation still faces challenges such as metabolic heterogeneity. In the future, it is necessary to deeply
analyze the relevant regulatory networks and develop selective intervention strategies to provide
a new direction for overcoming radiotherapy resistance.
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1. 518

JBURETT & T B R R AT BT Bl —, B 50% Al B T AR IT, Bl
PR EEE B R AN DNA B [R>S S Al st T, JE ik 2042 il s 3 fa[1]. SR R
SRR A A7 AR I BB BOT HPUIL R, R—BUERA R R RN A RAZ ORI, XA R
VT Phe [ B SRR TR, R FT BEAE T IR 2 rh s B AR R AR AR SL[2], LRI & DNA it
ACERE b LiE S A sk /R

TR AL EE DR R A 4 R 0 I 2 e AR AR TR 2 R A IE S B 3 _E IR RT3 R 1 R B
A1, HrpigZe SRR “PUIERS RN, bR 2 i B AR S AT AR 0 A 1 e AR R
Ao FLBR T AR R B g R 2R AR AL BERR AL [3] [4]. A RISKIZ —F& fBh “ARA%” A 77 AR b 42
P AT AR KRG NG TR R, SR TR B 22 1 s 28 Y 38 543 AR TR AP 7 IS0 ¥ T T 0 e i A e
Wb e b Al SRR AT SC R A 5]

ERL SR T B it A XS 0T HRPUT T AR 3R A D BRI M 28 5 1 B, e R AR R Tl #R g
BHRDREIT 2B A 2 A RBAEY I, B DNABUGIEE . SUIE RS 4ERe . TR (o b8 o 28 K 4
P FE R A A8, S T TR RS 075 400 ) 2% 2 50 B0 7 ok e A P SR AR AT I 5 BT AR ON 4B 7 i T A 2 5 A
BB O IR 2 4R FERZ DL, X AT BRAR R T R ORI SR B B A 8 T IR E R L, AR
REAE RGN R AR AR TR T T 1 2 ThRE A I R L A AE D TECR . A R BT 4
PR 1 225 MU LA

2. EEERERESMEBITIG RO LS
2.1. #E3m DNA HsiEE8EH

BRI 5 T R EY DNA 10375 Z B at, 1 2 gkl 2 (SSB) . XUEEWT 2 (DSB) Bl Ak 54 S i 1
DA SRS G DL, AR L5 T2 20 HL DSB BN B A i B E I RS P T A A foe ™ B A SR 262, KA,
iR A2 s DNA B85 R4 (DDR), %R Gl 5140 i & R O B S s i e i 77 50
[6], {1540 M MBS e B 5 2 I 2 >R, DNA B 1 AR SE— RABEE [ SRk, 3L H 2 1%
2 DNA Z5if7F HA4ERFEE DRI ZH K e B0 SRR M, 72 20 ML X DA R A 2400 Jo S A 5 ol P it 2%
0 ORBEGH AR I A BE D RERC B SCHEAE I, B E M B RGBS TIRE S . M ERIVIREE .
BB, BLRE o XUEE W 2 1A [ S 2H (HR) AR RIS S i e (NHED) 45 2 A A2, X MEE R 2 B A
i AN [F] SRR ) DNA 53, Hort HR NHED PR AR i #2224 il b 2 DSB ) 3= 242 R 05 3([7].
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HEARE,

5K

1753 DDR X7 0 A A e A0 7 2B U P PR S B SRR 2, g 3% ik 0 2 PO A o 22
mEFES DNA 50, FenlExECUE S DSB, WERA B g il 2 2 2 4 L 15 DSB B AR & 7
BUSYTHIU R

2.1.1. 24 DNA ERRYER}

TR T A 3 422 (PPP) A2 i 8 410 G [ %o 8 S s 70 7o A KT (0 O B AR IR B, 208 1% 23 T8 Ik ) it T 267
-6-T5 R (GOP) K /™= A 5-IfIRAZ M 5 NADPH, 1X 3543 i3 #f DNA &5 55 0B 12 1 1 v 40 71 4
SR EEH A7 IR RE V1 [8], S-BFRAZ WA Jo A% PR A F I IR R4 T 4 DNA 5748 S 52 e 06 75 (1 J5UkL,
FUUFE SLEOT ST R 40 i S 3 PPP JE & LI D SR JFE P S DNA B AGE, R
NADPH 1y & i 7 A 45 20 i P9 P A A R G008 K S8 AL B 5 Ok H IR (GSSG)E Jif s Ji 28 45 i H ik
(GSH) LA 205 bR 515 5 105 1 A (ROS) I 22 fil A N5 43 [9]

XoF T} 4 S A BR 1A PR T I STt — 2D 38R T PPP ARG PUIE M b B, X P A FE AR RS 7R 25 A1 R 58
A AREE PPP SR A U A 47 0% I R D0 H B SR AR AR PIBE 7T, A IR B - (Mn?) BB %5 15 5 Embden-
Meyerhof-Parnas i& 12 RUBEBA R IR 28005, T PPP 5 EMP £ 6:1 [ Jf e 4+ IH FE G6P, X253
DNA &S A A 5-1f 8 A% 0 1 AR 2 k2> 308 T B A S e . X — S5 R T “Min 5 3-EMP J5 3)-PPP 43
- BERYA R - T BURE T & AR R % [10]

71 %] W -6- W 12 i SR (GBPD) /E y PPP 246 5 PR A, 72 RO FiE Ml i, 4ERpdi i iia
JRAS o FLUEPE S5 40 M BUds S A8 77 S IE ARG o (AR R 1L, GSH 38 n] 3 InBF A T 4 a1 i 51 5 S R
{HX} G6PD SRiE4IM TR, H7x G6PD/PPP 42 B A M7 T GSH R4 RS E F[11].

TR AR AT B 5y — AN OB, 6- Tl IR AT 60 WA 12 i LR (6PGD) [RI A 2 PPP Hh (i B B4 £, 1E
LK 2R (EGFR)EE 2 J5, Src K kil Fyn AEWSHERR 1L 6PGD % 481 f7Fk & B2 (Y481), LIt
g e 5 NADP ISR A ik mide A+ Bgvd 5 PPP @ &, IXFEMH AT LAEE NADPH 5 5-BERAZ A= B, M
T334 560 PR 200 B 3 . BT DA SR S i, 4 Y481 BRI AL BENS W 155 R BT B A RN [12]

PPP 2t G6PD 5 6PGD %5 XH Mt AT ke % 4%, 1E4EFFA IR )FFaAS DL SCRE DNA A6 ik
S8 5 R OER, S M 0T H T B EARU SR, AN R AR 4 B — e B Ak, PPP
AR AR SRR EAE R, B ILDIRe AR R B B 22 5, HLAARMLIE 75 B — DA L .

2.1.2. RiNEGAYIELELTHEE

FUAE T C 245 PR AME F /8 ) Z B 1 G A T BERliiEdE, Bhatt 55 A& B4k 255540 il iR
HESR S TR, UESET v ORI 8 A 0% (R I B i R (R R R i B S YR AL, BRI “ T
TR RN FHOT HEPL R B SR O R [13] 0 X — I FR U5 AR TR M 50 H B Bk nl 22 5 DNA Hiifiifg 2
R, EFR TN ZAE TR T 6=

TR B4R (GBM) 24, IR I M2 (PKM2)7E DNA 1315 2 J5 KI5 S M AE T, 3
ThagEd A B BRI E TSR 2L, 25k DNA #5155 PKM2 1E55 222 fi 22 8 R AERER I, 1%18
iR 5 HE A S FACT E AWM ST LTI, PKM2 (S222A) RAFK TS FACT 454 S8 FACT 5
yH2AX WA EAE WSS, Jet i yH2AX InaEisb, ik PKM2 BIBEE P =9 7 B IR se % B 345 &
FACT E4& Y1) SSRPL T3, Mt — B8 FACT 5 yH2AX fI5BE[14]. PKM2 — 7 i@ it Hem ek
WHME R BV EAR, 53— s AR, SRS TR AR S G 5 DNA $4%5 R0 2 8] 1 Dy e
PERREL, R TIE R

TEFEAR 54 B8 (PDAC) Y, 7852 21 Fi B4R S (IR) J 156 B (1 U 2 (CR2) iyt I ol 9 1 1ok 1 H-voh R Uk
B 1 (PGKL)M% 256 fir 225 11 (S256), 3 1Ml A #4 £ 11 I T e R Ak % 5 0 B 3 8 19 MORC2 5 711 fif
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2R MR(ST1L), MR ATP figid it LAg it Gu €4 5 8 %8 &% DDR [15].

i PKM2 1 PGK1 A, o Ath B e e il o 1 i I B BRI Z NAE B D RE . &4l A (ALDOA)TE HLES
W R S RN, 5 p-H2AX LA, s E S DNA #5145 2N i DNA-PKcs f1 ATM 3K
3k NHEJ 5 HR 15 5 [16]. B2 H il BR S A7 1 (PGAML) I AT it 45 4 3740 WIPL B EREE K Fa € DNA
BifE S, FRFE HR CEE A CUP JF4EFrZ ki, MMt s HR[17]. sb4b, FHE-2,6- iR
filf 3 (PFKFB3)HELE DNA XUHEIKT 22 J5 PRIE 4 552 = 01 5 1, XM 3 € fon] T4 5 HR B R X1 (1 BRCAL,
RPA il RAD51) PA M A% 4 % HF 2 I8 JR i M2 V3 (RRM2) ZE 45455 07 15 35 e B T [18] . X b B L [A] 2 1,
PRI fe g T ad 0 2 M B AL 2 5 DNA B RE i 4%

JERT AR TR, LRIk DNA (MtDNA)Yk/> 140 f 22 I HH A AU B2 A 1R 40, 0 465 LIV Hh SR I HY
2 WALITHRBT[19], ZRiR T RE S AT R AR iR 5 R AU B g AR T 15 S U7 I, BEALR I, 2k
R A | B R 4T b ol R A TR R e S (p-PDH) iRy R IA JF15 S U7 Hk . HALHITE T, RRifh R
G| shiarEE “[Ca®] m-PDP1-PDH” i B4 fit% N PDH /b, @i KA & B LB KT
kALt DDR. WSS A | KL 7 NDUFSL U ml i % b i 2 [20], X #8R 1 4 b4 22 40 Mo i (1) 386 1) 45
STEHLPTH A

HR, EREOFRBA ORI, BT T M A R - Lo (HIF-1a) 3Rk B, SRS RE AR
S HIF-1o #1177 2-FF AU L ME —IF(2-MeOE2) T i H: T Ji 4 5 A P 19 Mt S0t ity 1 (PDIKCL) my s i 7
fifes AR S DNA 450475 5 4 B A T TS B o7 #8t,  dE—B A FeAE A PDKL #il77) — & 48
(DCA)ATERUE, I H AN PDKL W ae = AR BUEH [21]. TR T “HIF-1a/PDKL/BEREfE” il
Az e

RN, T R R v ) 22 SRR DA SOAH O R AR T 45715 sU(W1 HIF-1a/PDK1. ZRRiAR 5 549 1-PDH
h)iE I AR T B B4 2 5% DDR, 2 8 7 AL oy 5T B S AL

2.1.3. Kig=0iBiZ DNA s &

BT I 42 ) SR 6 T DNA 53493 (B2 e o 22 QSR AR, BRI = M e B 42 2 1 DNA 12 5241
HIREYE, FLRRE AR Db —F =, CARAi A R BB R E S, il FEA
JRFLBACEMFEN T DNA i 8 5 ikt K8 OIER, I — KPR R 71X —d R 8
BENLE] SIRITIE ), WEIUR R AN N S KT R FLER v N R BLEE UK S DNA 1885 SR 1 HOR
JE1EME, 1E HR i F2 b FLER (21 NBSL & [17F K388 i s K AE LR, UhiEHfih TIP60 “5N” . HDAC3

“BEFR” , XFF2E MREL1-RAD50-NBS1 (MRN)E 54 AR SAE E R+ 2 DNA XUEEM R0 2 O E 2L, I
PRAUE4E 2 7124840 K T 54097 A B BUGS AH55[22] 78 GBM T4l i ALDH1A3-PKM2 HAE ] T 4 fi
LR A, TS R R W 2B R R 1 XRCCL 7E K247 1 ALk, o A% s o 58 = i W A
SHALIT DT, BeAt, FESHE S0 TABL82 & (A il it AL IR B AU A (LDHA)HE il — 5 1 N LR
A:[23], T RBT HEHT AR IE ) S IR %

PIBARR 5 DNA 4545 (1 G2 M BT 7 ATV A8, I 4R H— 2SR B R o EHE I LA &Fh 7
AT T 40 00T DNA 5145 1 s b R HEVE T . RS W] B3R 45 & 4 B P18 FACT Z 4411 SSRP1 W
£, M9 FACT 5 DNA #iffibric yH2AX BIAHEAEH, AR #E yH2AX FEGL B4 5 An s (1A Roin 2k
[14], WA GBS H I R R SR IR . 2L E 7 1 REIEAAA QA n B 5o e % €0 )5 )2 T P 28 Lg%
W I — 7, W 5T s DNA XU W 24(DSB) & S it R Hh, J 3 s 2 SR sth (9 6 TV 1 20 2 1 S BeAL
I PR 7 R AR A BERL . FERU 53R, TR R R i SR 52 A 4R 1) Ela TV 2E (PDHELo) A4 AR R 1K
WA SRR A, 3E T SCRFITRAT SR B A B SR, R ETTG fE T 53BP1. BRCAL %%
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BRI T 5E[24], X2 DNA 18 E SR I BOCRE R (Ul LB OCEP IR . e S EUME 41
J T SR 5

DNA B IXAN I FE 2 i AR RE B IY), BRI AR AME RESLAE ATP B &4 5 NADY, KMt TAE#R
T NAD'*TE DNA #3118 R S 2L B A S8 AE H[25], Fral BN R AR iR i 0 3R A 8 (PARPL)
XPERISCEERY), PARP K2 F H NAD* (k2 5 ADP A% FE3E(b s b7, #85 ADP-1% 0k i G #4 # 3 ¥E R
HWHE B LR ERAHCE E b, FEMAE DNA i SRR E 5 ADP #ZHEEE[26], X — &I B AE N
HESSHLH BRI DNA B R &SR HIIRE, 35527+ DNA BRI S, B
SR ANE B AR 2 5 AR NAD FES, MIMHi5E PARPL /-5 1) DNA HEER2ME HRE 1, #E—250
T BETR AR -NAD* FlI 7E 4 477 5 R 2 A5 b (R DGR

22. BRFEUERRT

AT eI “OKARS T XA A A R EETEA(ROS), T ROS KR AR R E T B st
P AL AR R T PR 0 0% 5 B R 40 L SRR K PR LR B AR 2R

2.2.1. @ ROS Ry “H =

TEAR FR AR AR IO A8 20 AR SR 2R AR AL B IR AL (OXPHOS) K 72 4= ATP, 52 MR /2 TE R %
i 2 2 1) A P B 70 R SR ATP (R A Bt 7 1) 7 BRI AR, 3K b B G PR AR BLIREAR RN, HLH 7
PR A B > P WL SR B, ZeRifk OXPHOS HY/D J& T Wl e i o S A2 1) — /N L7 T, A A DG UEHE R B TE
Jip IR 4T i FEL T OXPHOS 3 Ml ) 4 i S BRI, AR R A5 55 B 2 41 Y ROS 1Y 32 BRI BT LA %
ik OXPHOS 5 1 RE 1% B #2241 /& ROS (MtROS) 7= £E[27], IX1E VR 2 U7 P4 i & bb Qi Joi 540
Mg S5 B R AR B T RS E AT TR I H 2R R AR R F AT P AT LA B RE SR R B [19] [20] [28]. TEAR
R IR, FES TS S DYRKS Rk, J5# @I WL PRASA0 % mTORCL F:{£i DRP1 /13
LRI, AEFERERZARACHET: 0 DYRKS WIREW X —id F2, M43 OXPHOS #5541 fufz 72 6k
[29]. fbhHh, 7E v g e o R v, e A A R it S I U (PD K s) #1771 — 50 £ B8 (DCA) LIS
OXPHOS [30], 8 1F B B A U 48 B0k 77

2.2.2. 158 ROS By “ERR”

2B 15T ROS kit 4B M5 5. “ PLIAS N7 — J7 Th REd ik BUE PPP SR it b B 1 &
4 B G 7 NADPH 1724, 55— 75 T X Re I PR ) 1% 38 5 R 982> ROS (177 4E . NADPH {4
KEEIEJF P GSSG ik i GSH, LALKA RO BRI 15 T 774 1) ROS I il f b Nt . fEiX
FERTE SN, i e W T A2 1) e 4 L P 20 503 S B SR AR A4 DA S BRI A A TR I D AE T80T T 497
MAA—ERSF. 2R RGHER T ARG 5@ S5 AU E g2 i@ /2 NADPH A= it BL &
GSH Fads, 3k 3% i 40 M 4 A B 18 9 5 BUBUT #8501 2 F AL [31] -

BT RERE (2 GBM 4t X i AT HEIEAT G, I Hoa AR 51 3 R R B R 48 PPP, IXFEHRERY
SRPUAARE SRS A IRAATE, XA IR A2 32 3 R s M2 (PKM2) %), B ek — ks, 253
WG PKM2 1] DL iR St B o AR S50, SR 7E SEIG B 2 h B 7 U 1 U R [32] . TE AR
FENYEPDAC)E A, RGBT HEPT4E M 2 I H 2 2 AR S gm A, AR PPP & Y o A I
GSH K-V Ft 1. {8 H PPP ] 7] 6-28 J M I i (6-AN) AT 3 R0 % 3 M7 ik P A4 [33]

WEFRIN, 2 % C Ui K fEE-L1 (UCHLL) il i i £ e S 475 3 R 1~ 1o (HIF-1a) B3 HIF-1 #5005 1,
HETT SRS TR A S AR B G, 4 5 V4G S B IR T B 1412 (PPP) I &, /5 NADPH 7K-F-34 ), S LA HIF-
Lo AT P2 GSH & 2115 ST HPTRE[34], #1527 “UCHLL1-HIF-1a-PPP-GSH” x4k .

p53 TESAAL NECIR I T AR I 3R BN B, W 98 B s 76 A BRI P RS MU )
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WEEH, A IRet: pb3 KAl pe i I A B EE 2 (GLS2) K3 s A & Be i AC i, LAtk4ERE NADPH
5 GSH WA Re /I RVEM IR R ARZS , SR p53 R P4 L £ Hh BRAR S E M 77 THI PRI B, %o A B i 2 o
IR [35], PISKIAKT/MTOR 1555 38 % (1 S i th RO K UAF 78 IS, ML AP o 3 B k) 2% % v £ B
TR S0 B R IR AR PPP B FR i G6PD, 175 NADPH J2 R4 GSH & s>, it
) 5553 40 L ) B 4R A R ) 38 B0 7 [36]

BR T PPP Z A oAt AR RS 53 3 SRR MEL [37] 1 A7 A5 R it 20 2 IDH2 [38]4H. /& NADPH 1 &
BERUR o X LRI Ik AN MR AR 2 M DL T80T MU AR ORI, M e AT IS T B S B IK NADPH 7K°F
FR B UK, Ak, FES TR L NRF2 A HIF-1a A% ORI HTEAL SR F[39]. NRF2 456
& G6PD. XCT. GSH & WliErE N i — RINPUAMILF[40], HIF-Lo AMUFE FHERAREGILRE - PPP o
IR REAR A 1 HE— D15 NADPH F=AE[41], 3 /4N 148 RIRE T A2 0t T2 J L IS oA 4% 3 [ A SR
PUALILEL I B 26 o

2.3. EVEMEBRIAE

Ji I8 A B2 (TME) AR RN S B R PR R A SO HRU OB DR 32, A Co ML) o 88 400 420 0 e e 25
RUHEF B AR, FE IR A AT TME BRA[42], B PR AN B 42 A s 4 B e S sk, 38
WA CCLS Z5ka b A 7 FHAT CD8* T 4S54, HIB TG NF-«B il B2 (2 4 17 K 7 1L-6 Bl
TR B R e g% [43] [44], BRAMR HEE S BT P [F FREEEE ATM/CHKL/CHK2 DNA #5475 46 7 1 38
SRR 2L DNA B2 HE 1[45], #E—22 SBURIT .

SR Sl i b R e HLAE Y 8 LDHA . PKM2 Fl HIF-1a (383, #E1M15 5 7% £ Z S TME,
H5e 245 SN I i 08 i DA S FLIR AR O . FLIR B I 248 GPR8L A i £ KU 411 1 41 il (MDSCs) I 11
MTOR/HIF-1a/STAT3 i@, {Eik MDSCs ()il ig v, M- e BUs0T Pt #a[46]. 54, ALIRK
FAFH TME WAk, BEEIGIAREEE T MEH MRS, JEdid 4 5 O AR SE R A4 HL
et M2 B SR MO AL 55 NK GERIThRE, TR B M REE, B850 T HOR PR Sz [47]

T EER M TME LI 56 5 40 A 0 HL R RRE AH G 2T 44T ML (CARS), it v 4% I8 20 B AR 4
SR BT I, BRI CAFs 2l 23 WA M K+ midkine 0 Iy 40 i 4 Wnt/B-catenin/c-Myc 15
S, EERE AR O HK2 B SmPE R AR A, 3R AR P AME A A ST HRPT[48], M bE R A T
TR RN o (R U IR WA i R AR IR ZN 1) TME  BRAL S5 S s 3R N 48 A E AT 4R, SE R 0T K
P, PENENRTBEREAR S G 28 CERT T] BE A S5O T T A8 TR

2.4. FIETF4HRaaIE T84

Jif 88 T4 B (CSC) A A iR S A RNHEHT AU RRIR - FLARRT A A P i L ot ] 1 f) o L, D4
KT FER ] CSCs FA X 5 T 3t v Jeg 4 P (g AR AQMTARRAIE , - LR RP AL AR AN [ R 20 R A5 v 2 B
r PR, X AR AN PR 4 R AR AR B VI ORBE, 38 BRI O T80T 45907 T BRI RS BE
aE

241 RFFRESTFHER

CSCs [ARPIR A 88 5 AR BRI % OCHE, ZHUE LT CSCs i In) T (bl e gk A7 ik g,
DA HERF IR ROS 7K, I OR4F HA-4HMa DR IR 2k b 2 - 18] B AL (EMT) i R2[49] . 5] 4n 76 L e
HF FBPL JEiL Snail /5 IR WLITER 30 E AL BEEL b (OXPHOS), 1 55 b e A M T B4 (. ROS {i2 33k CSCs ¥
PE[50]. FSfehih, )5 BF4H MR (GBM) H 1) CSCs il =y 28k GLUTS3 34 5 3] 2 Bl # A [51], S CSCs
VU DR R A S B AL Bl DA S 0T T KB [52] -
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Ak, CSCs MARMRA AR —M, MRMAMESETERIM, MoMRRAN CSCs FEAKTE
OXPHOS SRHEATACHS, 5 4 i 2 I B s 2R Rk Thae, 3L OXPHOS i PEXS 4EFF 1 22
F[53]; Hili CSCs 7N ik 7w i B 2R AR J LT B A% J) 2R B4R 0 AT [54] . 1 LS5 T4 i B2 LA OXPHOS A,
B2 b TARHT R SUIRZS LLIE > ROS AERR[55]. XA 22 A1k [ Wk it CSCs fEA A A St A% 15 55 K
(1138 R RE 77 -

2.4.2. REHBIEMLE S BITHR

CSCs MIARFR T RIS 4415 5 N 45 DL R SR ME AL A AH FLAZ 24, L A6 o7 # i 2 SEH . 5T
R, LDHA S#i s Fl bt B EMT DL CSCs #r i ##il 2 IEAE, X$&n 7 HAE CSCs BUE 4 11
YEFI[56]. Wl ULEE (M B i 1 (PDKL)TE Ot h 5 CDAT AHEAER, WhRIBUE Akt @I 1
RERE S BB (LD LDHA. PFKP), #Eifiji45% CSCs TG ITIRPL[57]. £ GBM 1, JiUT G FEE I
CSCs HLEE ) Spy1-CLIP3 15 S, @it #| CLIP3 &3 3-{e it GLUT3 Bk, LXENHERE fd A% LA %
BT HAL, (A — 3R 002, FEREZIRE 536 IR et Yk &2 CLIP3 ThREYE % e 75 I & #  #8 B/E I 58]
IeAh, FORT AR R T A=) B3 S 5 R BE 1 LA4E+RF CSCs R: 70T, BEIEMRAT A= 1
AR AR LRI BME, R SRS NI MCM7, MTi4ERE CSCs 5P I 5 BUBUT #KbLs
LI AT = S AL R T 1] [59]

2.4.3. {§ ROS REESFUITRETS

AN SEAG 1) R AR AR AR, oA 40 5 3o R A< 3 B 40 e 4 T B AT P M 4K F, X “AIC ROS
R BT IET A HEHE B FREEHT B8 S O, e i T 0 i B B T e A o MR T e e W
TAEHRRBERR I, SR E IR A, A RO B B R S S AT A, RE T 1 AR R A X
DNA BB AT B SRR, JRE 20 38 W o A A AL P IRV 1 A, UG i DNA #5512
5T, WEIEAR 1 53 SR ARG B R R I& AR RN — B AR G 9 ns i £ i B8 (L O B 4, 336177 SCHF DNA #5145
B8, Ltoan, JRET20 A b 2 5 -6-BE R I Sl 1 3k 1R, (23 PPP Y, IRk e i MR e — R
PR B IR = A FRZ IR 6 A, AT 3% DNA S STRE Ty, HadiE 20 M 368 Tk 40 1) 408 e T e e it 1k S 2
DAL 4ERE T [60] [61]. NANOG 1ENZE XK EE (K] CSCs br&dy, L FEE OXPHOS /KK 12 ki ik
ROS A=k, 4R CSCs 1, 7EAF4HMNE B, 2 88 41 bz £ 4 NANOG @i #)1H] OXPHOS
YiRF CSCs T, b H A2 E AR S 40 HAET[62]

it ERIEOUCRE, IR T A0 (AR IE B & i B S A DA T e, IR H AR T &R
WEIHPUIRTT I BEA, IR MR AR AR i 4%, JF BT REF R TIF B, St T4
IR TT AR . B R B BB L.

2.5. VEIE4RPE A HAETE

A JE B8 B N — AR SE B 4B T — N IT AR o R E S A e i AR, X AR K
HBA DA S AR RS I R, 0 mT 23 A DN AN R B, 43 )& G (DNA & i #) . S (DNA & i)
G2 (DNA & e #A) AT M (5 225024 1) [63].

S S A BB 1 S80S B A FE IR SR RRER (M B B AL 45 DA KB & SRR, W JE s Bl B A % 0 7 i
WA, AMYBEIEE A 2R A ATP, e b 3-TE IR Tl . Wi R b e = T R 55 G s ARk
(4, XL LR B TS I o B AT, DAL 4 i 4 45 0 e ) S A i 75 (R P o S e
BERH[64] o 15 A M FFE— 55 7 Jv I8 200 M 2 SR A T e o A B8 g A U s At R, T s e Lk
AT I BUBRME[65]. 7ERTZIBRE A B Madhav 55 AR IUEGT 7T 5 S 403k 1H CD105 &Ik i, i
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M#E BMP/TGF-p 5 5%, i ARy fEdiid TRC105 it CD105 HE @ 2 MY s ioT Bustt, &
PN TERE T AE /1 R R SR T8 0. MHLH] ok CD105/BMP 15 5 fli i i 2 2B LB SIRTL, — 77
MR E p53 JEAMTIBEREME, ) — g PGC-la (LKA LY & S E B Ak, AT 2 585 5
DNA B E IRE B TR [66], X @MLK 2 ik ATP ¥R, w5k G2 HAZN A AFEA, 75 EEE M
FEIX PR B R E A p53 ThRESE M, 7F p53 SRl H RN E TR, 52 R T Tl th il
IE SE R I8 I 5 e BE S A Q- 4 R G SR TBOTT RO o FE AR BEAR MR AN R BT 2, R AR R 2-
SEUHET W T 2R A R A o 5 — HOOUNIBE RT3 RO S O, 2B SR 2 7 LA
BLBE A 5 — R BRIGMARUHAL, 3 ATP & S B T 51 K RE e L, @E1fT 5 S RFEE G2/M JARH I I
AR T2, AN iZ RIS (E A p53 RAE S MYCN ¥ 39 i £ 3 SR s A i U R A TR, X 3em
TEAE 0 1 T BE 2 S MRYR ST W BE[61] o AL, R ARANA Wt Bl 2 IR T e a1 4 A DG K s e 40 B
50T BUS . R E HPIRAN M T ESE TS R AT N HIF-1o BRE, HHIRERE AR, JRiEIE A
Cyclin D1/CDK4 % A8 20 J& #4041, AT 34 5 50T T R R [67] -

SASRYFIX SE B 5T 3K () 5 B 8 I A [ 3K 2 PR R8T ) CDL05  XUER FH W R R A 5 AL AL B IR £ B
FAE I RAMAE VIR A A DG 8 2 1 RE 0% 18 T H0 RE AR 5 5 40 A A A RELY 348 1 2 Ry JBOT U M, AN
Tk A IE 5 K 2 T 40 P % Bl A 2R SR PR e A 75 B 3 — D B0 UF F LR YT ROR AT RS2 3] pb3 &5 ik
DRPIR 25 B S MIX $2 7R A R 75 BT R 3 T4 1 40 B M MR AL IR TT SRS IR R

2.6. BEIEIE

W2 AT L P DB PR S R A ML, LI R 8 R B L T R R A 2 40 A R 2T PR S R, X e RE
AR A T BN, ITERTF TSR B WA R U A B R R e, — Dy T
WRTRE B SANM R A FET, 59— 7 THI 3 P58 0% 10 T 1 34 e 3 40 e/ 8 S B8 R A3, A 807
HLPL[68] [69] AT AR ANTRIT EH MRAE BT A B PRI ML DL K I 5 A0 D5 5 i L AR F gm AR 2 [ AH EAE
X R BB S O e B B

FEAE /N B s (NSCLC) 2 v, B A S AR B PKIMI2 [ 314 /K1 CLAIE SE A TOT BUBE B TR 5%,
W0 R R AT K e RNA JTER PKM2 BEN% 535 3 5 LSS a5 75 S 0 4R R 2 5 e, 3 T 2 e 40 e 2
TR (T80T RS, 1% FRtEBE S AKT 5 PDKI BERRALAMHI LA K ERK 5 GSK3p B bt ig, X4’
7N PKM2 I 35 2 46 S5 5 M B B [ W 5 0 T P [ 701 AR E RT3 B HLE] KRR
Lo T BIRA R B SRR, I 7R BEAE AR S 1t/ 3 H 1 70 3k — 2B B FC G PRI A 7 77

LR (NPC) U BUIE A 48R T “RPA-FERZ A - AR ” Bt 2 5CHEH, EHlEE A (RPA)HIH
#] HAMNO ] LI BB T fE, S 3 AMPK/MTOR B EKIS0E 5 Wi o, Lh il sg 48 M) 15 WA i
PEA A7 BE SRR, TR P 1 e 0 1) 7 S v R b (R 3G B0 77 K[ 71] o 1R IR [N ] DNA &2
1) I 380 s 5 AR — 1 W D 8% T i B A9 o IR TBCTT HS B IR 7 ), AEL LA I PRRE S o 1R 28501 Bt 1 5 4
AT LE S AT 75 RN PP

SLEUER AN Mg (HNSCC) I SC IR N I B 1 p53 R4 575 At S 4 FE LA A 13 Wt i 42 5 THI R0
£ p53 B A T AT AR AN i FL p53 i it A 5t i BNIP3 B0 2k A 19 W KA RS I 52 15 4 b 1k 0 4 4 4
AR T RE, THI7E p53 k2K A 4H i BNIP3 1755 52 FH S5 4% 2R A AR 58 K ik PR ST vt A 240 B % v
T g - 384 ST W R AR A 11 1) (R BBURRE[72], IX — RN A 7~ pb3 et 1428 B s A 15 Wk s i 6 = 28 1)
FALHESR IR p53 TRAS AT R Jy TN A QI HE [ Va7 5B AR A B4

TEMGIE AT 70 i SR AR T 22 303 & GLUTL SIRNA SO T BUS I 1 r [R5 5 E A, GLUTL fE kS th 2 3
mRIE B B AR B B AOAHDG, ZH R THIHE NS H GLUTL &Rk @it AMPK-mTOR-
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Beclinl I %15 T Ry E F R, A5V AR B A o FH 1 WA 751 3-MUA BEL D 22308 5 I 4 AT Kl
P B 1 0 T AT A P G e 289 7 A I8 25 PO TS 388 SR [ 73] 3K U WA 0 A QA D ) P T
Pk B T S A R R AR B A T

I 4R (HCC) IR 2 HK2 RO T 2 A/ R Bl M, HK2 bR T 2 SHEIER 2 Sk Re 4 th
AR AR PEN L 25 A TSR IH T8 1 AIMP2 48 H I - VB IS A2 B Mk i # 4R 5915 3 I 12 [74] .
e PR BT RIE 7E 57 HIK2 410061 750 L R e AT T80 BB FH T 7 A Wl R EBAE A% 2 LA Fe i HCC T80T SR LS (B FE 1
BRI 6 T S

I WA JPP R T e L v 5 B IR AR S B BR DD AC 2, AR FE 5 1 — 20 B AN [ Jh g SR 24 KT
FIRECT B R A B A R 2 I 45 5 45 eV B T S R Bl B DT R IR R R AR R, DA ) S il A v
T W IR AR R SRR T T R

3. $REPEEE RIS BT HE SRR

P e R TP AR K 5 O A o R R S L 1) SR 2 o TR A P A AT SRR T A (L RS 8T
YEFrRE B S EM A R, X — R SO T KT UIAR 5% o 1001 e A e e L o A O
TR R T, SR T U

BN BE ARG 2 F NS, BAEAE A 2-JB0 S0 A T (2-DG) 38 4+ PEI I SRR 2 (HK2) [75]. &
JEIk BIRE M 2R R LS G HK2 [76]55 . AN, TR RREMEVE Sy COERALAT HK2 S0, 72 T4 pRe 5 8 h 5 7807
I F S W R RIONE[74] - $07RI 86 46 W 4 B 1 (0 GLUTL 43k 551 WZBL17)tH REAG A4 BRI M I At o =,
TE LMo S A TSR L [77] o S ) LR AR U (s Fl LDHA #0861 7] =1 5 ) ml g i #0f1) NBS1 L,
FRALHISS DNA B, i BuiyT[22] .

B ) bR DR T AR T A W A B G, E R REZ SR P, Spy1-CLIP3 il {2 ik GLUT3 Jit
58 L SRS WEIRE AR 5 0T HEPT: B R 250 B L IR AT R CLIP3 Tfie, E I PR ATAR AL o i 45 TS0 1 B A
FH[58]. fE &M, ] RPA W] id i A i o 4 P2 0 A 0 B Al 19 Wk, K55 FH 1 W 1) 79 (50 CQ)
AISESRIBOT T A 71] . TERFEMUE T, RACL & A E i B R (L B2 R G PKM2 &5 FBPL SRBhWER AR, 11T
SEUSHRIT. $EFRZEE, BEABUT S RACL )70 B B RN, (8 I AR B Y o g 30 L P 9] 470 Bk
FARCR[78].

VAR I ). G Z R (DCA) I ) P i s P S i (PD K s) i SR A B R AL
T TOTE RS RO, 7 v 5 s O 988 0 e R I B s R AT 9w S 7 M T8 38 880 71 [30]

A BB 1) FARAR NS AR T 3R T 2k BlnfE Bt b, BEG HERE AR5 2-DG 54 M H ik /aii Sk
B AR U0 51 77 (BSO/AUR) @ TH i A SRS, AEAS [ FBUHR R BURE B 40 e o Sl s i [ 11]

ST 224 S80S ) R W T A ARG 7 T T I 22 A OBk BRI G m v M 5 R ik, 40
X — B RER A MR, SRR R S TR, Bl iR S m B i R TR TR A b
BOOE AN N, T Ged i . JERFAEAF S35, XA AR RS T R Bl —2, X
P AT IR 578 23 ) _b (G g B A% 00 5 8 00 ) AlARSRTY B ARM . AT 4RI . g iR A7) LL
LB EMEEEAAEERZES, X2 R EWRE LT A S AT, Wk Bl
BiAE: K, BT R E R R A A TE, B TR S A A R A R LT AT IR 4 O
SHL R T R R R 1) S 2 A PR AT g T A ) T A R B, R GE AR AR T B S EU™ E A S v, WO R SE T
ZARWITEN . R, VF2ARMEEE MR 55 E B HLUh Sa Rk, Bkt 5 1E R A% s A
IEH 258 5w R s [RIR,  BboRg PN s S5 R LI I DA R B B 5, ARl T IR B IR
7, PREFHASAYNSIE . T GRS I I R R X R ARk, 4K 2 B A A A
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[14h: BJa, IAREALTE IRE LR EVER . BT T RE UL AL ST RO bR A E S8 2
PRI, fiksEIG T 5T AR TE b -

4. INESRE

T i 2 25 R A D e A S BB OV R AL, AR SR TBOT U7 T A 2 AT 2 SR R A . AR
R ARG B L, — R ME AR R IR PE I AR PR A IR T 14 5 NADPH, ELHIH 7% DNA $ifji&
I RN IR FARS, T RMERAF IS PKM2, PGKL &5 K HACH M L ig . AR, i
R4 JLThRE ELIE M IE DNA B R Jeta )it S0 R L B, Mt ie RAEIM 2%, =T A
I FLRR IR AL MR TR, 15 5 S e 40 F0% DNA Stk o, #t— DI EHRSTR AL, DU AR S
iR 4 P AR T B S YRR, Gl MIC ROS IR | MY 518 52 Rk ) S i A2 I > 1 B i S A2 e
IR AP L 5 A A RS . B RS E A RS AR, S R R S A R %

SRR X T A 0L A PO TS5 18 AR AE S A0 R U P R B 0, (B E IR R F AR IR T I B 1R 2
Phille, AGIRARY R oA AN AR I SRR DA R = O A AR B AR . RSRIN
W T Bl — D RS 2 A A BOR AR (AR 70 AT, RN A AT A [ i T8 228 DA R S 2R ot e e o 4 R 2%
ke bk, O A SRR PR (AR R BB B S T %6, BRI T IR B ik, #Lia
7R (B B RIAE o I 5 G AR s B A T FR TP I B SRR LR, A A B9 BB R BT AR
PUR LR (1 BAR AR AN T T SEmS,  fie 208 B BG83 T R H 1Y
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