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Abstract: Primary liver cancer (PLC) is an aggressive tumor and prone to metastasize and recur. According to pathological
features, PLC are mainly categorized into hepatocellular carcinoma, intrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma, mixed hepatocellular
cholangiocarcinoma, and fibrolamelic hepatocellular carcinoma, etc. At present, surgical resection, radiotherapy and
chemotherapy are still the main treatments for PLC, but the specificities are poor and the clinical effects are limited with a
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5-year overall survival rate of 18%. Liver cancer stem cells (LCSCs) are a specific cell subset existing in liver cancer tissues.
They harbor the capabilities of self-renewal and strong tumorigenicity, driving tumor initiation, metastasis, drug resistance and
recurrence of PLC. Therefore, the identification of molecular markers and the illustration of mechanisms for stemness
maintenance of LCSCs can not only reveal the molecular mechanisms of PLC tumorigenesis, but also lay a theoretical
foundation for the molecular classification, prognosis evaluation and targeted therapy of PLC. The latest research showed that
the combination of 5-fluorouracil and CD13 inhibitors could inhibit the proliferation of CD13* LCSCs, thereby reducing
overall tumor burden. Taken together, LCSCs could be the promising therapeutic targets of PLC in the future. This review
summarizes the latest progress in molecular markers, mechanisms for stemness maintenance and targeted therapies of LCSCs.
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Fig. 1 Molecular markers of liver cancer stem cells.
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Ja BEAT ARG TT - CD9O0™ AT 9 41 it K5 &y /b T
89%. MR IAYT T CDOO" i ¥ 4i iy SV A Kt
W /b 37.5%. 1B SB431542 i 12) 75 5 8 T 4
Ok, MTT 38 AL 22307 7 vk R L,
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R0 TGF-B V5 M i T 4 i T PE4E R L 4
AN, e FBUHE I R RFE S .
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2.2.2 Wnt/g-catenin
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B-catenin &4 . FEMKH B-catenin A Wnt @45,
Wt BEAE I B-catenin RS, M AT LLE T 22 il
R %, Wit A 5B BEEMER (Frizzled
class receptor, FZD) 1 LRP5/6 ZH i 13 i 32 {4
R4 IO A R R 1 DV, 35S GSK-3B M Axin
EA B, 353 GSK-3p &Rk Z M,
GSK-3pB B3 il 2 B-catenin By IR 1k FN 5 At
TEYN I 5 H R B B-catenin i gk AR, §
| C-myc FIZHMIfHIEE T D1 SEHEIE N 4% 5
RNF43/ZNRF3 fit #f FZD 2 A& 8% . RSPO & 1 5
RNF43/ZNRF3 Z5 4, T8 A W0z ZALREfR A
90 M KT FZD R 3% Mk T R 4
B-catenin 4 Wnt i 7% 32 5 J& Wnt/Ca* Fl Wnt/PCP
W2, 16 Wnt/Ca” & 42, Wnt 55 FZD 145 &%
% Dvl, SEC Ca® PR IR, HIEES 4 A
1. B I C RIS I 8 LRk S 1T, Ca®
AT M5 5 PG RERS TR AL T AWM A% R T
Wnt/PCP 4% H GTP [fiff RhoA fl Ras Ji#x, %
i 3 RhoA-Rho #7 ul INK AH G i i 41 i B 28
AT (A 3),

2008 4, Yang 451 i OV6 HI A7 HCC 41
il Z N APk HCC Hhfise 1 g 4 i, 2 B

% ‘Wntl
ntless:
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— T T TATpETEene—
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B3 Wnt/p-ERELESERE

Fig. 3 Wnt/B-catenin signaling pathway'®*!.
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AT 4N Wnt/B-catenin {5 53 I WE LTS . 78
NOD/SCID /M Hr, 5 000 4~ OV6* 4 fifd /& AT i
Jifgg L 7 A AERL R R B TS A OVe T 4N it & /b
OV6 4Ry 50-100 5. OV6'HCC HHANMFEAH i
P A 2 T 24 1 AT 3 2ok 02 2 A% 32 () B ] B-catenin
i) microRNA &5 ik #4159 Yamashita 25 %}
235 51l b IR A AR T A T G P A R R R R 3k SRR AE 43
Br, Xt EpCAM” 48 41 A Y 20 a4 E A 743407
5K, EpCAM 4N HAT A 3B Ao e
fe 1, R T4 MAFERRE . Wnt/B-catenin i@
FE S 3 EpCAM A1 IEIE . EpCAM & Wt
T PRI R, 3% EpCAM #5417 RNA T4 g%
)R T A M B 3% M B . wang % X
CD133°CD13" Il CD133 CD13 1Y 4 il F 477 s 21
SAT, B85 IncTCF7 7EfFE A s ik . It
2R IncTCF7 S8 T 40 A &3 A Sox2 |
Nanog. Oct-4 ik T [, SXTREAIAHEL, IncTCF7
of F 3K RE U8 AL HE I A= 4 (On) B2 i g AR RS
2 000 mm®, iF FAMIEAFE 500 mm®),
INcTCF7 354 SWI/SNF & &1K%] TCF7 K sh 1
IR H R, BGE Wit {5 544 S02 0k i
T AT 0, Fan 28X 97 AN 77 ik fu 31 fy
HCC Mgt A T T . ISRV 2 KRB
JH9E £ 3 e T A bR R R Rk, BARAE AR R
MICE RAEAEFMIG, BRI 2 8 fd
HCC 4 i # B-catenin Ay #% 1 2 K i 7
Wnt/B-catenin {5 514 %, S8 HCC & & MRk
Jemey, HAh, BRI 2 Rk H5HEZFH
JEAR KO B Bk el

I3 T Myen 9 3R G55 I T 40 i h
Wnt/B-catenin i F& IEAHOC . Qin X ICHAIE4EA:
£ AP RE A TR SE . TR YEA R A D
il Myen AYFEIL, S EAN NG E AEEVETE A2 5
P, fEdE Caspase-8 ifi ki A MIH T o Ji=m
WL SR, EpCAM 41 iE Myen k34 im HL %8
IR A R BB IR R YR R A G I
i Myen ik, T Wnt/B-catenin i i,
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RE % B0 1] 25 45 P98 T4 . Yen %% Gynura
divaricata (GD) #&HU4 BB Ae e £ e 1 H ok
TImEgT . IRAPNEE L, GD $EEff Huh7 4
Xof A0 6 97 BRI e AV 98 T 4 AR R A 1 2R
ik, T2 Wnt 38 B I R R GE T E AR SE
¥ KB, GD & B Ab R AY S5 Fh RS FE R o
B-catenin YA T 1E ., GD #EHUALHE 25 d )5,
A FRZE /)N BRI R AR 24 S o B 1 2091731

T Wnt/ B-catenin i % HE W54 E 451405 Al
PR A A 988 M P e e 2 IR e s
HU ] Wnt/B-catenin i [ (144101 il 77 RE % 52 B AR S
A T AR, AV 98 200 60 %) T 25 1 R e
A4 K3 L BT Wnt/B-catenin Jif i H AT 2501k,
N LT 2T & RS s 26 e, AN S 4 52
el
2.2.3 Hippo-YAP /TAZ

Hippo 15 5 i RE WS V8 17 A M A7 76 . 3878 A
SIS AR K, (AfE S A ERESS
S gg b e AR KU Hippo [ 5-58 B B AZ 0 2 H
—Z %1 MST1/2. SAV1. MOB1 Hl LATS1/2 %5384
T AL B A R BK S N . 24 Hippo {5 B G
MST1/2 it 5 SAVL & A A HAEHSZE MSTL/2
PBERR AL, 53 MOBL1 1 LATS1/2 B2 1L . Yes
A 5 ST IOTE 7 5 R PDZ 2540 5, R4
R R AL B A . 24 Hippo 155 M mf, YAP/
TAZ EBERACIFIE AN, TERN YAPITAZ
5jfu3% TEAD. Smad 1 TBX5 7£ P 1 4% 5% B TIE
A, WA IR ) F kAT (A 4),

2010 4, Lu FF@at7E R w4 SAVL,
MST1 Fl MST2 (¥ 56148 7 58 Hippo i it
559 AN S A DG . S5 EBT, MSTL/2
GRA () FEME SR B 2 > Mgk, 2R B0 MSTL Al
MST2 7E 4 b HoA Ve . FE Rk sk
SAV1 Al ¥F MST1 A1 MST2 #yi%fk. MST1/2 %
A R T 2 R R B, A 48 T 1R X
BRI R AN A R, 8 Hippo i #% -5 i
T RAR S, ERERS I8 T an i i 8 a0
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Fig. 4 Hippo-YAP/TAZ signaling pathway™,

Hayashi S5 X} TAZ/YAP 7€ 20 Mg v a9 4E F k17
THEFE . G5, TAZ I T B 40 i Ad 2R K
X BELAR G, 0 TAZ B8 1109 3 35 RE 8 BRI T
FEARMON 5-FU BN 2451k . TAZ w7 0EE
P YAP ik, S CD90 F£ik FiM 2 £%5. A 5-FU
HEIRITIES YAP Rk AL AR IR TE . 7]
B R B TAZIYAP 23 R 4B i R %6 (O B
IR A 86.7%, HEFRALMI IR A 0%).

5 TAZ BiBRA ., YAP BEBRUEVE T HCC 41 i)
A, B TAZ #ERG YAP FiABENS 4k F5 R
T4 el Chang %5 %) SWI/SNF & 1 &%)
PG FEANLRN A THI DG oY . S5 R, &4
ARID1A ) SWI/SNF & & 1KREVE A YAP il TAZ2
Bl 5 . ARIDIA B/ & YAPITAZ &
SWI/SNF JE W2 AW 40 B i 2o AL A i 5 08 1
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MMM 1T, # F-HLshiE S ARID1IA-SWI/SNF 24
4, MIiPi1E T ARIDIA-SWI/SNF-YAP/TAZ &4
Wi A, fE3E TEAD Hil YAPITAZ Z IRl 408
Wang 6% Hippo i 1% 75 JH- 4 i v 2% 08 i Ji 9
PEAT T 20HT, i1& B MORC2 1y w55 T
T 240 B % B kR T R RLAR JE 0 i 24 1 2 ) AR
S0 LI i, MORC2 78 NF2 Fil KIBRA ()
3+ 5 DNA HILEBEIY R EZ 5, FENF2
I KIBRA F4J5 a1 B AL il % 5%, AT ol
Hippo i # .

Yuan S & NUAK 4 2 /2 YAP SR8l JH-98
T B I o PR R DR -, I8 6 771) HTH-02-006
AE A% 8 1L 30 NUAK B 2 fh 35 0k 52 30 5t
Hippo-YAP i B iE 4784, DI il i g i T8 A
gk 5 %) B ZHAH F , HTH-02-006 4bH 5 Ki67"
Y1 Jf Eb 51 sk 2> 50% . RN SEER H, HTH-02-006
AEFR 30 d J5, AbFRLE 5 BEZH 60 B A FR 20 1
150 mm® il 250 mm®, # ] HTH-02-006 H.A — &
B0 bR v MEBY L Zhao ZETFSY TS Mk AE
Evodiamine /£ 117 Hippo-YAP {551 i# HY &R Fl
ML o SRR A S0 25 SR LB, Evodiamine 4b#f
5% BE2H 28 d J& (iR AR 4300k 200 mm? Al
500 mm?®, [fi% Evodiamine V& 13 finff Hippo
T P B B EE R MSTL/2 B9/K LA K Latsl #il
YAP MR LR, TR F CTGF Hl
Survivin M5 R, i8] Evodiamine @1 # [
Hippo i 3 il frveg A= K18

Hippo 3 [ B 53 75 4E 50 3L 30 4 1) JH- 20 B e
IR E RN R REEER, HENR R
Al E L ZFPHLE BT AN 2 R A K
983 A2 Hippo 1 % 14 2 R0 T I T 40 M F)
TP Rr A EEAER, I YAP/TAZ J23 i i
{1 T 2L R 43 o BRI UL I ] YAP/TAZ W] GBS 4 1]
Hippo 38 HHE S M A 0 FE T 400 . BRI i
BRI R WBRIT I %o
2.2.4 Hedgehog

Hedgehog (HH) {55 SHIG AT . IEH

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

MAMEE LI EMT B, (55 HH {5530 B4
W HHC AL 1EFHFH SKN , Dispatched & [
A5 HHN Fi{& (IHH, DHH i1 SHH) #8k., 18
PTCH %A 5 HHN BlAZE S 195, PTCH 5
SMO M H 454 I3 % SMO 3% ¥ . HHN Bt fk 5
PTCH fI454 1855 T PTCH % SMO Bl /5 1
F5 SMO BURIHBHK COS Al SUFU &5 Gli
BN 4G, MBS T Gli #5t I FE#%
hOREHAERN . KIF3A F1 B-arrestin 5 8% SMO
FENL. Gliv2 {2k T 5 M & A R 5L R 5k
B4 (14 5).

B THFSE Hedgehog 3 i 78 J5L & 9 v 14
GBI O, Huang Z5461 T SHH ., PTCHL Al Glil
£ 115 f5i] HCC Fil 44 M5 55 4 U i 35 . 29 60%
) HCC HAGMI 2] SHH 23k, 7E 50% L A e v
K E] PTCHL A1 Glil ik, 15681 Hedgehog i %
TEHE RS . SMO $itlit . KAAD-cyclopamine
1 SHH s AngTikiE L 4 Hedgehog il i, REWS T
S AR 40 M A KO S R e R T8
Wu %%t CD13'CD133"4il il fl CD13"CD133 4ilfity
AT SR 0T, H5E IncHDAC2 78 5 & 1 9
RIS FINRE . 455 EW], IncHDAC2 7t HCC

| VEGF

| Cyclin D

—

>§Lla : \

5 Hedgehog 15 S i@ &
Fig. 5 Hedgehog signaling pathway
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A g T 4 b Rk . E R T AN,
InNcHDAC2 ¥ NuRD & & 1A%+ 4E 31| Hedgehog 3z {&
PTCH1 fyJa gh+ b LBl H ik, T i i
Hedgehog il % . PTCH1 £ik/K -5 HCC 43414
AP0, Zhang 4538 i S99 E i PCR,
Western Blot Fl i J K 40 5540 72 % CDOO™ i i
T4 SHH {5518 4 F1 CD90 26 1k HAH G ik
oM. 4550, CD90 #%iA5 5 Hedgehog i %
H Glil fil Gli3 (WFRIXEIEMH K, Glil fil GIi3 fil
KA T CDOO™ i 40 A i)+ 40 A b, U
SHH/GIi il % BE % 15 CDOO™ T 21 i it 41 iy
G

Philips 251k Mdr2”/NEUCH RIS Hedgehog
TG AL HCC & BRI AH TR 9Y o 455 3=
1, i Hedgehog i# % 111 il 771 GDC-0449 4t £ Mdr2
BB B T2 /N RURT S5 A F Hedgehog 38 76
P, 98 B AT A 20 B AR A, sk /L B AT 4
b, fEHE P HCC MR I /D Bt HCC 1Y
B I Bt TR,

Hedgehog i % 2 5 I 1 20 i 09 VR4 4¢
i1 240 JfL AE AT AR 7 AT SRR A b F % BRAS,
T3 5 T 9 T AR A B, ARG R
a3 AR 98 A0 5 3R R 9 T T A 1 e 7S
#1L¥1 Hedgehog 3 -4 il 300 40 1 JFF9 T~ 2 i 14
TEPE, IS IR (AR Dl R i 5 75
2.2.5 Notch

Notch il F 2l f& (DLL1, DLL3,

DLL4, JAGL, JAG2) FilZ{k (Notchl-4) ¥4
20 2 T A T A 5 AH 41 A0 B 1 1 2 AR 2 A e
Notch i 7295 40% . Notch iR B0E 5, Wil Sk
HEN . 2B EN ADAM Fl -3 W E B k2K
JIf0 5 235 A S5 B K AR DD D . YIRS K Notch 4
JI60 P 235 4 SRR S 8 A 5 o, A RS B Al A
Jf B i CBF1. CSL/RBPJ %% 55 K T34 H iyt
PR 19 (7] 6).,

1998 4£, Varnum-Finney 2% i ifil 40 i A
Notch-1. Notch-2 Fil Jagged-1 H 25 #EF A
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1£  Lin-sca-1"c-kit" 40 ffd ob 4 1l #| Notch-1 Al
Notch-2, 785357 i UK T 56 o7 R B 22 o
rr ARG 3 Jagged-1. ¥ Lin-sca-1" c-kit"4fi il 5
3T3 HifuLIE G A RERM, SXT A AHL,
Jagged-1 FRIKRENS B 25 5 IR LA A 1A 20 AR 1 2
T (2-3 135) 00, AR 40 e A Ak TR BT 4 Y
FERZZ—, BB Notch BEMSX R T4 i
TE AT IR . Wang S5t - T4 2 Noteh i
AT RESEA TR o BUBRSCIGAS R, SR
FRAH L, S8 T4 Notchl 9 mRNA /KFHE 5
2 ff. SRSIESZIRZE LRI, Notch 8 E&4 il 7
DAPT fE % 11 il fa7 78 /)> B Jif 98 04 T2 i A A K
(Rb SR AR TR 500 mm®, X HE 4 Jisgg AR
1 500 mm®)., DAPT 4bFUS, HFET40 AL
(Nanog #1 Sox2) T4l rFHrE¥ (CD90.CD44
1 CD133) FKikH MF%. 734h, Notchl N5
(NICD) Fkrid BT Wnt/B-catenin 3 2 &
BRI . Notchl BEfSXT Wnt/B-catenin 3@ f& iE1 717
¥, 183 ShRNA F4 Notchl RI{iEik B-catenin FYT%
P Wang ZEWF5E — LA AT (Nitric oxide
synthase, iNOS) 5 HCC & &} & L, iNOS 1E
CD24"CD133" i T4 s ik . iINOS 11 5%
55338 Notchl %% 551 NICD 13k SRR A% IE
AR EL A BIBEAN T 2 F5H0 3.2 1%, 160 INOS i1
I Notch il P A2 k¥ T4 B INOS £
NO, IR ST . PKG [U3IE 1 TACE
HIwEIR1L. BERR1LAY TACE 5 iRhom2 HAE, {dik
TACE XF4HMEARA T Notchl BEATHIE], M
Notch i@ i%1%7),

Wu 55X} 57 % Notch 1)1 fil 7] PF-03084014 7£ it
2 it 3 B R R RS A R TS . Sk
HEAIAHEL, PF-03084014 4hFRAH7ESS 2. 4., 6. 8 JA]
) Jiegeg A R 43 ek > T 75% . 87% . 67%F
68.5%. PF-03084014 AbFH 8 J&J B e (A R s/
T 69%, I Rk /> T 68%.0.25 umol/L DMSO
1 0.5 umol/L PF-03084014 Ab BHZH ()24 40 Jifd BRI
R 5 A 46% 1 38% . S A RS AR S I 45 R AR
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PF-03084014 #h 320 i BiUJE 2 4 37.5%, il DMSO
Kb B B8R R 100%°7
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S84 S A S A [ B4 HR S E A FEAY Notch 1 %
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TERA LR AR 20, AR EL )T
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Fig. 6 Notch signaling pathway.
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Fig. 7 Nanog signaling pathway®.
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