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Abstract: Hepatocellular carcinoma is a digestive system malignancy with multiple stages. It is a significant cause
of cancer-related morbidity and mortality worldwide. Despite improvements in local therapies including surgical
resection, liver transplantation, and transarterial embolization, the prognosis remains poor for the majority of
patients. With the development of molecular biology, molecular therapies such as sorafenib, tyrosine kinase
inhibitor, have been shown to improve survival in patients with advanced HCC. Research aimed at identifying
aberrant activation of signaling pathways has led to significant progress in our understanding of cellular processes
and molecular mechanisms that occur during multistage events that lead to hepatocarcinogenesis. This paper
reviews the multiple pathways involved in HCC oncogenesis, proliferation and survival and relevant targeted
agents, to provide theoretical basis for the treatment of hepatocellular carcinoma.
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B YJESRIATIR B G 1E B 72 R HCC,
1 HCCHIXRHLH

&4 N1k, HCC R mHLETAS B, (HAE
X% A REAH B R AL, 4 B R
(hepatitis B virus, HBV) FIPN BT 4 9575 (hepatitis C
virus, HCV) 75 3 (1) 25k PR P00 047098 425 DR 2R3 A2 5
K HCC [ FER %K : HBV o] LUERE Y 1, 5]k
FERH AR E, 1B K B 4% 8 3R DL R B
WA B R B s HOV 2 RERS 51 R A AT
WEZR IR 2R, iR eI 4 . A . HCC 4,
W FL R I HCV R8I0 i 22 25 A5 5 30 B 4% il 40 i il
A1, T 2 R B Bk AR ) £ E R R HCC
WA IR, 25 7T HOREENYE S
TP PR O

Cui 25 T WU R T, 4 W Fr) S AR 2 AT e
FPEAEMEEREZ — A S A
PR ST BT 20 B Y P o AT JR A () B B AR, i
il B A L PN i AR B B, 32 10T 440 A 0 )
AR A . BHWRAE HCC AR RIENEEH « —
SEAE AT ALE R R A s R R
RI B AN, R R = A DL S BORTT 24
VI 250 Rk, 7 EEAE HCC Hhig AN [A] )
TEMERN T, LB EIFTE HCC B H 1.

Fribz ok, HAtRee S B KR R AR 2,
W, PSR BUE Y it w R R Bl IR
o AT BE S R AR, B AR DG Sl ki 5
Fe, NSO MG . e R B S0, %
SEUFREL L, K HCC (P42 M, sk, XF
BEFR S 1) B S DR i (KUs) 55 M- A BIL A1 (1)

WFRARWHRN, K KIR2, KIf4, KIFS 25 5% % 5
W57 R . SR SaE Y,
— LHE V% (diethylnitrosamine, DEN) 82 Bl AT
Bidsi, AT 51 AT R AL A g U, ZEme AR g U AT
FARH, HCC ZFFRMEALARE, XEARRR P
B AR By S B R B R B B AR A ) AR A AT
(). AR, Xt iR HCC IL ] RE /218t 4L i

2 HCCHItEXIE S B K HEEZh4)

HCC MITiJE 8022, 12 W 2 1E50% R 0I5 B
e EM fE T TR A A e . H T, ARV (D
B APHE. el ) RiEH T 8, X
WA 5, S AURELST . BRI RE
TR AR M T B Sy 7 7= A 1) 2 25T 24 LA
Le— RHIMRIA RIS, N T HCC ify7 i e
P RS, BRARAFIRZ AESI TR
PIHIWTFE, AH Mo SEpPEst e . 77 A 259 Pl g
s PRI ROFT T 1, R SRR A R
BT A2 BT IR E o

£ HCC M RER e e, 555 I
7 B P8 0 P A A Pl R R L
FIFER, A5 5 B AT 2 0 i 3 S o 5 B0
FEPEAR T R A, R AR IR TN HCC
W5 Tl A RR T UL E AR KRE, B
SEPR T BRSBTS, iRt
HCC iz, A AR 2 AT R HCC
WIZEPRE R, A7 BT 3RAIF A8 I BL 1R R 9T 250
T HPREA RN HCC 1Lk A5 S iR, JFfRid 1 &t
XK AT 5 JE B ) H RS AR ). 2R 1. 2 % HCC
R — B0 S i DL S BE R A AT T A

&1 HCCHEXE SR K HE )5

HCCHHGAF 5l % Bt A ) ] 57

MAPK(Ras/Raf/Mek/Erk)  #Jifd Jii m ) 4 Sorafenib. Selumetinib. regorafenib. AZD6244. Vemurafenib. PLX-4720.
PD0325901"

EGF/EGFR F e QISR Cetuximab, Afatinib, AG-490. Lapatinib, Erlotinib. Gefitinib, CP724714"*'7

VEGF/VEGFR M4 W A KT Bevacizumab. Sorafenib. Brivanib. Sunitinib, Cediranib™**"

PI3K/Akt/mTOR At 5T v T A Wortmannin, LY294002. MK-2206. Rapamycin, Everolimus®'?*"

Hedgehog I RER GDC-0449™!

2.1 MAPK(Ras/Raf/Mek/Erk){z 518 %
Ras/Raf/Mek/Erk 15 5 % 58 B /E y MAPK £x

ZIMBE AN, R R ORI (E 5 Tl

P2, M A R 2R R IR RN R AR

Mt 2 S ) R B S Y

Ras/Raf/Mek/Erk {5 518/ iz #h 2 5 HCC 1)
FEEOE, MRAK. BRI, EAKSME
SHT, Ras /£ Raf/Mek/Erk 4% (1) i H,
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=2 HRREREHNEIR AYIE PRI 58 P B

HCCHIZAE 5 il B A i) 400 1) 77 I R 58 73 A
MAPK (Ras/Raf/Mek/Erk) Sorafenib Iv I~II. II\ 1. IV
Selumetinib II
regorafenib I
AZD6244 I~1. 10
EGF/EGFR Cetuximab I.1I
Lapatinib II
Erlotinib I. I~1I. II. I
Gefitinib I
VEGF/VEGFR Bevacizumab I. I~II. 1II
Brivanib [V I, I
Sunitinib I, I
PI3K/Akt/mTOR Rapamycin I+ II~I0L I
Everolimus I. I~II. II. OI
MK-2206 II
Hedgehog GDC-0449 .1

AL EOE B Ras, WUE B Ras SRR AL BHOE K RIA
JEWOE 7 (Raf), V&4 T 1) Raf FR0E 22 885005 4L,
(140 M AME 5 1T B (Mek), Mek 28R 10 i 2%
PG A B A R Y RS (BErk), EALRD Brk A K%, B
PR FE 5% K F c-Jun. c-Fos. c-Myc. Elk-1. Stat3
%, BN RS, S EUT A vE
orte B,

H A C &, BTA % 41 i b 1) 47 7E Ras/Raf/
Mek/Erk 1X — 15 ‘5 4% S %, I8 A B A K B F
(vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF). IfIL /> #i
PR K AT (platelet derived growth factor, PDGF) 45
5H 2 kas & 5, 7S fil ¥ Ras- B IR 9
(GDP) # i Jy Ras- — 1§ & 5 (GTP), M1 53 E
Ras Wl FEvE 1k, 2k LAIXM B AR B IR 16 U7 Ui
7% Ras/Raf/Mek/Erk 155 i@ g *,

AN FH A SRR, 7E HCC h Ras #4078
AR, RHEEEEIE Y WizE S m
P& Ras DA 73 25 00 p21 MOHREReE, mT LU
WM— RV TIHES, W RE kB, {115 NF-«B
MBI FE N BRZ N, fma P TR sk, A
A2 2 JH 40 B AR A o A DL R AR A T, &3
ST MRS 5 AT g U7 S e RN d
PR R, BFAEAL 5 HCC g FEASH Raf L
F TR Mek. Erk 258 &2 ERARES, HCC &
FH Raf PRIAZKP IR & T L RS . X588
Raf {5 5 15 5 #0% /£ HCC KA h RIEN N E
BTER

H AT, 4H] Raf S e LA A8 4 8 B
T I 08 S T8 N RTT HCC 1 — Mg it .
H & I R WF 75 1 MAPK $E [ 41 1] 77 4 % 47 38 2
(Sorafenib), Onafamib, Regorafenib. AZD6244 %%,
IR 22 B A ) 2= pr Ak JE 3 B A SR 5
i % H Raf/Mek/Erk. Jak/Stat, PI3K/Akt/mTOR.
VEGFR. STAT. Wnt/B-catenin, ifjdix Les i vl iff
PR AN 3 . At B DU T Y, %
PR JE B CAE NI e Ve T I — & 25%,  FAERG:
W IR T AR F AR VIR AR B I 2, B 20
7] MAPK 15 538 8%, 06 20 M9 5 o If 8 A6 1,
L LT PR A BT — 0TI 30 R L 45 R
N, SREFNGITHME, R AEE LR E K
Wil HCC BH A AFN ;s SFEN, RhdER
TEAE QIR I MR 3 ¥ . T 2 Ve 22 S 2 EE RIE
5% 25 A e G HCC, XN THEEFmME, I
BB B AT 1. b MR Mek U [ 404 1) B 25 B R
(Selumetinib), X 4% AZD6244, HEBHIE Erk K0S,
MR T, 52 R R B RO A

B 6F MAPK 8 % (] 42 71 B 75 75 77 HCC, W] LA
T 3 A1 ) 3 B R TR P v A AR BELOT I B i
AT 2R R S5 G615 DS
2.2 EGF/EGFRIES®#SEK

= A K K7 EGF (epidermal growth factor,
EGF) 2 H: %2 f& EGFR 7£ HCC ({3458 . ¥ bk
HE/EMH, EGFR {EE ARG, S5MgREmM
BRAXR, RWEARKEZ—.
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B 5B AE N AR HCC SR8, %o e 28
Maft s a % SEM, FEx 3L CXCLS 1 CXCL8
WA EEMIER, KB E AR O AR,
{H ] LA EGFR. ERK. PI3K #1170 40 #1 2, %5
7~ EGF/EGFR 15 5 18 % v] fig 2 VA & HCC 178 7
#05. EGFR 0874 ErbB1 & Herl, &—MNEHF %2
VAT S TR A % 1V () 5 B B 5K, L4 ErbB2
(Her2). ErbB3 (Her3) fil ErbB4 (Her4), iX &
R EAE MR AR AR Sh Pk 1% s h P sk DA R 5 I
BT I AR N S5 k. 78 5 M B R EGF %%
KB (transforming growth factor, TGF) 2545
45, EGFR R AR — RAKE IR Rk, =%
4k 530 EGFR H SR AL &L, BIafE K%k
T AR S

Huang % " W 50 % W], EGF REH IR 5 55 1tk
V96 40 B 1) 385 B 1 DA B AR B v A A A P 40 M 1)
izshfe ) s R, @R R EGF X HepG2 R I
38 B A0 RN, X AT BE 5 EGF B UM RN A R,
=k I EGF 2= 380 R Ui AH OG5 5l %, PI3KY
Akt/mTOR. Ras/Raf/Mek/Erk i %, T Erk 1 Src/
EGFR/STATS U] G &% T EGF IRFE1ENZ &GS
W TT 5%, BF LR, EGFR 7E i Hid ik,
TPt R [ 40 8 5 T B e 3 HAAR DG, TR,
EGFR ] fi A& 0] FF 928 10 7 73 97 405 B0 56 F
HCC £ 21 EGFR 3 IA [ Ifi R 993 3 2% R 41E 73 4T (1)
Wrre P, G g R oR R 55 4141 EGFR &
FRE R T HCC A2, I H 5 AL E 5L A A 5
HRAR, XA AU EGFR 25 T HCC 11
KA RS, sS4 4% EGFR ik H Bl
T HCC Bk .

DL EGFR JVEEL &I Z59, 5 SEALHE B o PPl A
7t % # H 41 (Cetuximab)™ R /N 43 1 1) 1% 2 I8 W 6
Ml EAEE . Je® &8 (Erlotinib) A4 M & Je
(Lapatinib)"'*"”, Cetuximab /& —Ff IgG1 ¥ 50 fE HAE,
A 5 EGFR 3t 4+ 45 & BHI NI 15 5 5% Sig 1z, 0
W A R, FEMEAE T, 7
I W PRAT 5, e S 6 Cetuximab (¥ 52 14
BUAF, HRZEESRM, PALSAEFIIERK M IEA
{3 Lapatinib R] X0 #1131 40 g ) EGFR 11 HER2 ]
ATP 7 55, BEL A5 25 11 [R5 R0 S o 3 Ak, AT BH
Wi {5 = 5 5, 4 kR 4 i 19 A4 K ; Erlotinib /2 —
Fit EGFRTK/HER-1 #5505, %f 2 M s 44 i B
—EIT

A 1k, EGF/EGFR {E 3y HCC kK- [H -1 # 32

W15 5 %, v UK HAE G TT HCC W i — 5%
TR R PR, A LA AR S PR A [ 4 7
2.3 VEGF/VEGFR{EE@&K

VEGF & N S5 3 [0 89 A2 R 7, 55244k
(VEGFR) &5 & )5, F5iBEsRIA L, 76 e
AR R AR RS R T R A

7£ HCC "1, VEGF %\ 2 I P Bz 40 Jia 1)
R R A 235, Eid5 VEGFR 4545 5 &
£ 2 Ri, VEGFR & AL HE 3 Ff i 2 1R I i =2 14
VEGFR-1 (fms- ¥ % 2 FR 1M 1, Flt-1). VEGFR-2 (%
fiff i N [X 5244, Flk-1/KDR) LA & VEGFR-3 (fims- #£
FRABRIANE 4, Flt-4), 15 VEGF 454 )5 1) VEGFR
=4 B R A AN LR Ak, W0 5 1 S Rl
— RIME 5L T R YHMEE, MTTIAZE A R 40 B2 AL
P . FERS, R AT A A M o A 4 B A
R, B &% BOET I BT i PP, VEGFRI,
VEGFR2 W AN 52 4 345 ] L i 380G i B 1 g ol
A KPR HE HCC % @ DL 8 A i

w2 PR, B8 HCC 4141,
RIN 2 4 A R % 4H HCC # VEGF. GPC-
3. pS3 (R ) MREHHES T 2HEARER
R4, W VEGF, GPC-3. p53 =# m £ik
Ml ple FikBhkm e 5 HCC BE TR 2. i
SRR KA K. B IR HCC 2H 23 A ix de A
T |AMFRIEKFE, HBF 58 HCC FE G
JTHE L AL, — T4 VEGFA SRR 58 2 B BY,
VEGFA it FHman il Kild & E2/EH, AT
JA Bl X IR BRAZ B R 2 A M4 A1 (single nucleotide
polymorphism, SNP) nJ 58 i i 48 K& K 5 3l 1R 1A
TG T S R g R A I B M, 1% O DL VEGFA i 3))
F XIS DN REAL R AE N 53 2558 f ) e Ok Rtk
PP T —EMKHE .

HHj, LL VEGF/VEGFR 45 )15 5 5% % it
4> T ¥E ) 25 1 32 BLHE /5 J2 VEGFR1. VEGFR2,
DUAR ¥k 541 (Bevacizumab) 42 %1 % VEGF [1] 5. 5a
Pk, #51EF T VEGF/VEGFR {3 5@ 'Y, &
AR JE A AR I 2 B0 S R HI A AR, BR T REBH
Ras/Raf/Mek/Erk 15 5 1@ #% 71, & Ge#l ] VEGFRI,
VEGFR2 1] 1 22 W2 I Mg 0 1%, 5 5 b g 4 B o =,
AT 5 2 00 ) v 9 248 L 34 7 % e b g IO A 1) 2
5 P i 98 /E B "', Brivanib. Sunitinib. Cediranib
SR VEGFR 075 A F il R A 2

K, A LA VEGF/VEGFR 135 5 % S84 1
NI B A2 YA T I ERAREE 55, YR T SRS AT LA
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J& Tl VEGF 1314, B VEGF 5 VEGFR 145 &,
T4 2 4 (5 5 DA FHIST VEGF 5 VEGFR 454
JERES S, M e S AR RER, Dk
KBS TR R

2.4 PI3K/Akt/mTOR{Z S @K

PI3K/Akt/mTOR {5 5 J# 4% 2 5 HCC HEFE 4 1
ZRPARAY, 32 B e 4T 1 2 DA R AR KR
E I8 R T SR % R v kA B A E A .

ZIE B 5 T T EAOM T 2 M A KB
WOBOE PIBK, ARG, 74 G, W
PIP2, PIP3, i — P& Tif(E 5 9 T Akt, Akt
TR - FAI C BB RIJE X 5 PIP3 A4S &
S B A FBOE MU A (@ mTOR), MK
FEVRI A AN T2 ThRE B AL R M E R
#1551 (mammalian target of rapamycin, mTOR) & PI3K/
Akt 5 SIB T — N O RY), B T AR 2 2R /
TR E N, TSAEIME S S, MmO
R UL B A R #I 3, mTOR 58 AR A s
S, M. AU GETE T K R A B
/% [36]o

PI3K/Akt/mTOR 15 5 i #% (1) ¥0% 7T LA i) il
PSR AR T, RIS S5 7305 8 A4
B BOR R R, AR ABRmE A PR AR,
PI3K/Akt/mTOR {5 ‘5 i i /£ HCC & i i £ 4 i
FEWOE, mTOR 2 =31k, i 40 i i 0 1= 52 21 B
SANEl. BeAh, 5 S EBE HCC HikZEiE L
41 AR BRI 28 T A B s, W 4E A 3K -6 1T
DA e ok 330 b B S 5 R A A e 2 A AR KA
T -BHIESMET:. Janku 2 PR ORI, K
A A 1 HCC i 35 v 25 I 8% 'R B (phosphatase and
tensin homologue deleted from chromosome 10, PTEN)
FIA R, 1fi PTEN J& T —Fpfiim 508, i (i ik
PIP3 IR AE R PIP2, #EisLIl PI3K R {5 5
RGP TR S, T 0 ) P 40 3 5 R (R T 400 e 97
T/ H ), Bl PI3K/Akt/mTOR 15 5 38 % 1) 71 J 15t
1 = B gt & 1 PTEN k4% ). FTLL, PTEN [k
8,58 48 5 PI3K/Akt/mTOR 3 B4 () 15 42 % A A o,
[ B A, 5 e 40 B ) T BRGSE AR BN R 48, %l
P OCHRAS 5 AR VR T DA I .

L B, PI3K/Akt/mTOR 15 5 id i 1 259 &
B PBK #I7]. AKT #5]. mTOR #0745,
& 2 H 7 7 (Wortmannin) J& T AN ] 188 PI3K #4i]7],
L5960 2 R ke 6 3 1l TR R SR A e B TR e — AN 3R A
B, M H0H] PI3K AOEEETE B 54k, LY294002

W72 B AT 05T LEBOR N B PIBK A7), W] BAAT &L
34 58 AL YT 2 W0 Jee A P P BBURR A T MIK-2206 2
—FRET A Akt IR, AT LA Gy/G, BAZH S 1%
75 HCC 40l T J AW ) ; Rapamycin, Everolimus
240 mTOR HI25%), v LAHIHIAH OC 8 A 1 sk
FEIE ", &% PIBK/Akt/mTOR 38 B (1 #E [ 9697,
AT DL TR B L XoT e 240 L ) B B AL O, ek S
MR IR RAT, [ XELA4IM AR 2R E, N
ifi4ERE HCC (iR y7 2.

2.5 Wnhnt/B-catenin{5 S & &

Whnt/B-catenin 5 5 18 % & H A7 7T LLEGEY
G5, WA Wit MG 5@, nriEE
EARKKEEEFRAMAR. 750 LB R

Har 24 kB, Wnt/B-catenin {5 5 i % 3= Bl
IS R R L R S BUHCC A S KR, 1R
H Wnt 5 5 I, 7] 524K FZL K45 B % 44
LRP5/6 454 MM iE 4L B 5 DVL, i 8 S5 & Bl g
WUl -3 (GSK-3P) ¥ 1%, MM T B-catenin ]
WEme Ak, PBHIET B-catenin FF&f#, B-catenin AL
YR NI B A%, SR A7 TCF/LEF
g5 & o # 3L K 40 C-myc. cyclin D1, Survivin %
BOE I RIS, SRR R 5E, {2 HCC i
%Iﬂj':‘ [38»40]o

Wnt/B-catenin {5 *5- 18 i = 218 i 5200 41 A 3
Je 4 B W 2 3Rk T 6 HCC e = 22 /E A,
B-catenin J K (11T ER B8 4% 175 K - 40 fL H cyclin B1
Al cyclin C FIE K 1) 53, {5045 240 it J 393 BHL v
T GyG, 11, fedb i =k ¥, Xie & W Wik,
TEREZHMIAR, B-catenin 7E 15 N KEFHE, Western
blot &l & ILAE Wnt/B-catenin {5 5 1 #% "~ Ji 5 K]
cyclin D1 L 7E 1E % 40 i b Rk oK~ 2w, 3
Wnt/B-catenin {55 5 8 2 75 J- 96 41 Ha o &b T B0E IR
&, RN R R IR DL MG E . Ui
2 WIRE 5t & B, HBV Al HCV 7] _E i Wnt i 2
HCC K4, i KIA 1) Wnat-1 £ [ 7] §E s B-catenin
AR EEFE N, dEmiedt 7 ammigsE. 4
JE A BERE R A e Ak, IX R WIAE HCC #E A% h HBV
LA HCV %f Wnt/B-catenin 15 5 i i (35 AL 2 & 2
HEH

DKK 1 j# i BH B Wnt 5 5%, 74 7 G/G,
WHRE AR A, sk o2 2H e X E, A B 0] T HepG2
NIRRT s 1 Western blot &7, 48 DKK1 4b¥1 )5,
B-catenin. cyclin D1 1 c-myc 25 [ R IA K B#,
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GSK-3B £ [IRIA/KF EFt, Wnt {55 30 B4 40 i,
Vi B Wt {5518 2% 8 845 T I B A A Rk K
PR HepG2 4RI aE »¥ HAT, %1%t Wnt
ZMESEBE R M ZY RIEAZ, Al
iy 2 MY 5 8

£l X5 Wnt/B-catenin 15 5 il % 199775, AT LA
DKK1 1E 677 I B/E FEE A, R AESUE -
TELEME, AT DA 22 A8 2% R] 0 % A A =X
MERE, AT RS i HCC ¥R 25 M 7T
PRI JE o
2.6 Hedgehog{sSS@K

Hedgehog(Hh) {5 5 i % & HCC JEEH W HIE
SR, B R E ST R .
AR BRI AR

Hh {5 5@ 8% £ 2 i Hh iifk. 2 MERBEAZ
& Ptch 1 Smo. %% %K 5 Gli LA T H B 2E ]
YR M, i Ah RS T Hh BLARES,  Pteh #0141
T Smo B EVEME, BHWE T NS 5@, FN Gl
FAHSHE AR Cos2. Fu S5 5T RE A4, BEER{L
KA G NG RZ N, S T IR R R 5 5 T4
{74E Hh LR, Hh Bl 5 55w el o5 70 ik 5
UM b Pteh 324K 45 &, fRBR XS Smo HIHH, {2
i Gli NE A REE, PLAKIE M 0 A 41
W, VS T USRI R 5%

Hh {5 58K /E HCC 1 58 s, nl 2 i
B 5 SRS, 7R Thae LR
MAEKKE T HREREER, 1B AN
Hh {55 %AW, Lu & " HiE, Hh (558 5%
A JHT 255 5 240 i S R B T (g JH 27 44k, Hh 5 508
A AR IE I Erk 1842 b3 R 48 & A 8§ (matrix
metalloproteinase, MMP) i, M T I8 5 BT 2 248 fit
f)12 2% UL KB 48T . Sonic Hedgehog 15 5 3 B 4
Ko F1E HCC R ) Rk 58 5@ 2, 52 10 Jid g
Mz ZE LT, #sk ¥ Gli & ME—5 HCC &
HARRTE AR, Kl Lo Gli 78
Hh & 4% AN —TE 21 HCC TS 4645 -

H BT $E M) Heg 15 58 2% 1) 259 32 202 JLA R SR
LA BRI/ AR, £ Hho@ g Smo. Shh
A Gl A7 5, B s R B AT S A GDC-
0449, GDC-0449 /& Hh il B #i 77, Be4% T U4 58
FEH A J HCC H VEGF {31k, A PR i &
@ BE AR £ K P Hh {E o HCC W — 4 EE (S
SIE M, HA TS A T Gl Rl DA ST
S A0 4y LR SR AR A 1K, RIS 08 HCC |

B T AR,
27 HHCCHX{ESE®E

Ji 5 25 48 K- KT~ (IGF)/IGFR {2 5 i@ i% th & 2
5 HCC kKAEKEEEN — % EEESEE, %
I8 % B IGF Pofk LR B SZ AR H . 4 IGF fiifha 5 H
A2 AR GE AR, %45 SIS, @ s S %
e[ 8, 40 PI3K/Akt/mTOR. MAPK ik, ifgid
o A R W AR A T STAT3 LA M2 c-Myc {2 3k if
TN, MR L T, B5R HCC fgsss 5,
HATH T IGF #7722 IMC-A12, ZZiRes
S HCC 4iffaidT:, FERMREK B,

JFH A= KK 7 (HGF)/c-Met {5 Sl g2 5
5 HCC A K DA M T O R, 3547 R o A
N HCC [IiGIT $E 2 —, HGF 5 H 24k c-Met 45
Hla, GEZAE RN, 7 EGER HGF/c-Met i
HREIERE A A M AR K. PG B R DL AR,
PO T, X TR L P 7 20 e 2 5
— B IEAE R, M (i 2 A3 2H 20 ) 5 A i B
PHAG665752 #2141 i c-Met B B2 44, LA 2 F iif ERK
AT Akt F3ENE P, ARQI197 tHAE MR IR 11 #AZ4 ¥4
] F MET™",

TGF-P 15 538 & %F HCC (1) 38 58 4 85 J5 13k 7%
EREIEH . TEMN, {4 TGF-B ME KNGS
i Smads Z i f1 3%, Smad /F N TGF-B Z4& il f5
SEFET, @RS R ek, B
555 ™, Notch {5 5@ S5 T HCC (1% 2%
L F, 881 MMP-2. MMP-9 UL % VEGF,
Af BLik 2] R i Noteh {5 5 38 B 19 RS, 3 1 4 1
HCC ff22% B, eF 4t KK (FGF)/FGFR
{55 MR TE HCC [ R4 R B i 36 B A
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