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A survey on dynamic modeling of microenvironment-mediated cancer

drug resistance

LIU Zeming , SUN Xiaogiang
School of Mathematics, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China

Abstract: Tumor drug resistance is one of the biggest obstacles limiting cancer treatment, and the
tumor microenvironment plays an important role in the occurrence and development of drug resistance.
In order to further explore the role and mechanism of microenvironment-mediated tumor drug
resistance, it is necessary to comprehensively and systematically study the dynamic evolution of the
tumor ecosystem during drug treatment. Mathematical models can be used to describe the interactions
and changes of various components in the tumor microenvironment, thereby revealing the mechanism
and evolution of tumor drug resistance mediated by the microenvironment, and providing a reference
and theoretical basis for designing more effective treatment strategies. In this paper, we first introduce
some concepts of microenvironment-mediated evolutionary dynamics modeling of tumor drug
resistance, then classify and introduce the latest research progress of various mathematical models in
this field. Furthermore, we introduce the process of developing mathematical models of drug resistance
using various methods by taking glioma microenvironment as an example. At last, we look forward to
further research directions.
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SIS — b Y 0 52 R, HURRIETE T 1A 240 it A= 1 5 70 f 240 i 1 £ a0k 3 1 R 100 A A R BIL
Ivi] B A4 A 22 40 M 2 9 R P 19 5 2 T RE AP (Bozic et al., 2013) , M T AS 32 45 il 43 4 RN 1. sk 22k
25T IR AR AR AL 1) 20 Bt e g 200, b e e A A Y S 2 R S g . e T LR R
(AR A ) SO CRAVERY ), MR IR vl LUR AR BIZH R, e R R 45 2% 3 B (A0 HC A B8 057 ] 1
I .

I JeA i 245 2 o8 e R Y6 v L 1) 2440 2 ) IR G, HCAH ML RN 3~ AL H T R A A e 1 R A
5] 78 (Holohan et al., 2013 ). e it 245 P38 5 Rl o3 WA, BRIV A i 24 FARAS-PE R 24 . [ T 24 PR A 25 W0A
I Z A B R 7 A T ARAT T 24 W) 25 B 245 036 9 7 A I TRDZE AT Il . DA O T e i 24 M O AL i IF 5 32 4
FRENE ARAE B, A% 5 M (Dean et al., 2005 ; Cojoc et al.,2015) , PR 5848 Fl1 3 WLigt 14 20 2% (Brown
etal.,2014) % . ANk b RBEAYREHE PR 5 AR 3 — B AL B9 A 58 AN RE 58 A i BEARAS VR 245 09 7= A=, i,
TEMP IR W 1h 45232 307 BT 5 2 A 200, e Z 5 BRI EE 2500 N 2500697 B RICRAE 2055 75 2k 2k
(Quail et al.,2016). ARJITFAHT, AR R A ] A9 AR OLAEE 2L H4E) 7R8I [E] P B2 R 20 77 81
AN R AR, R 8 1 e 6 40 L 1 L T ASE AR AS BB 5 4 Mg R 3 R A I [ P 7 AR Y AR AR PR T 24
(Meads et al.,2009) , & 75 2 & S RGEHLHIBAY , 55 B2 R PR R | UT I Y 5254 2 B g oA B 7E
2411697 h & A% % B EAE H (Obenauf et al., 2015 ; Quail et al., 2017). b/ 40 i ] L5 8 Pl L g R3S Ay 4n
JRLFNAR OC A - S5 AH B UME R — A R TR YT bR W PR, X R B PR AR TR A T i it 24 P (Barker
etal.,2015).

i JeA A B 358 2 e A0 B A A O SN BRI L 0 5 A A 1 0 i Ol 4 4 L L oM B A L SR 2 i 45 )
AL F (B A K T B 745 (Quail et al.,2017). GRE M (UNE WEANAE . F284iE . NK
NS ) SRR EE Y — S E SN, FERT DLk PR Oy 205 R A A R AR AR AT R 5
YNAE Y E A il R A AR AR, AR RS B (Kerkar et al.,2012), —JE @i B AN 7 el A K K46
TS A0 B [ {5 53 % 7 A AR LA I (Hanahan et al., 2012). J5—Fh 7 200K R S 5e 4 i 5 g 22 18] 64 < 41 i 38
T, AR e A= R 245 Pk 1) & e v & %225 35 B2 A (Straussman et al., 2012 ; Klemm et al., 2015 ; Obenauf
et al.,2015;Quail et al.,2016; Somasundaram et al.,2017).

RGER LY A ST BB A SR A2 IR i, lREE SR, JF HAELL 2 mE R RS
F1% % A0 23 640 5 W A e R 14098 A 2l 3 2o bR 40 A e 22 4 1) 200 B AR R R B 52 2% &R 58 (Eweens,

2004), AT LA S A A g 240 it 7 5 DR A 9 78 )2 T B A ] 2 A 04 A8 S S R PR A R L ok S AT AR A A A R
B IERSRER S MEAEH S 2SR AR LR 225, IR BHE A T . AR AR
FEST s . XX — A2 R GE, REAS i A0 e Y A 1) B HE 20X HE Sh g 4 F o8 i i 20 B oG T BE L LT
AL T 2 A ECE BN BB S 3 22 I 1) 2 B L A8, A0 e Tl Mg 79 R > A 1] (Bozic et al., 2020). XX
SR 2EAR IR (1 S0 BT AN AL RE 05 $2 A5G - b 38 R A AR DGR TR] RUBE A4 T F, I dm B ey ol B . SRR R A DL
T 245 14 4 T B ) B[] 55 (Hu et al.,2019) , 1fi HL BB A% U e AR ok A K 19 8828 £ (Khan et al.,2018).

TR FUECHE Rl 5 10 11030 22 8 A6 W2 D7 3 g B ok g ik 245 1 3 £k 30 g 2 R R R s AL R AR AL T —Fh R
45 HIMERIRAR . LT SO0 ) e it 24 1k i AR R A T Sl AR AR, T ARSI 25 PR T B i s AL .
Br R Ge 4 R (ARS8 1) el (VR . DR IR 97 SRS 9 5 H R AL I (Alltrock et al., 2015). AL,
K ZR G0 AR 2 00 7 vk ST B RS RIS SO B8 A 5 0 g i 2 1 LA o A B 5 SORINE FH A1

TEARRSZER T, BATE AN S5 GO BT A T g i 245 14 7 Ak 8 ) 4 B 0 de i e, o AT 4% 2t
RUFRE sOREER A5, A 8 B AT ande] i FH T OR339 b e T 245 PSS 48U 0 8 e (IR 97 ORI s =2 ) LA
JE JST R A ], s ] DA IR - B AR B AR AN ] £ B S AN R SE H BARH DUSA 2 13 7 ok A vh
MR A Bl 12 s R, FRATTANGE 1 R A AL R T 4k K

1 ASREC AR 4

H T PR R 25 AL 1 52 2k A RGR ST 5 SR AR CAnER 1a36 )7 T ALY ST IE A R BT
V5% (Tang et al.,2023) ), g EEET XS RIS 26 A4 2B B2 (s, 7 A ] A A B | SR AN [a] A s i A
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iy N BB 7S g it 245 0 i Ak 3l g 27 R AT S L (Sun et al.,2018). [, AR5 iz i 245 BIL il A1 - 4%
T HEIERRETRY T AR 1M & I BCA RS AH ] (Zhou et al.,2019; Liu et al., 2022 ; McDonald et al.,2023).
FEASCHY, FRATTHe bR it 245 386 Ak BN ) E AR OGRS AR R N S W T R | I R
BERL | BEALBAY | JETANMARIB DL SR A 2 RERIARL . L3R HAMBER A I8 R T S Lk i an & 1 s .
1.1 BHMYHFEEDR
5 75 72 (ODEs, ordinary differential equations ) 45 1 A] L FH T~ A RS Bl s 18] A9 28 FR A 00, 4 o) 0

1 IR 2 3 Ak )y ) AR A
Table 1 Evolutionary dynamics modeling of tumor drug resistance
Y .
e % A Y P 7 gu
i 25 M AL 5 H i W 7A7T (Gatenby et al. ,2009;
Greene et al. ,2019,2020; Paryad-Zanjani et al. ,2021;
B Strobl et al. ,2021;Liu et al. ,2022)
1 Y
2 i N 3845 5 % (Sun et al. ,2012a,2012b) o TRNLAEAL; ARG AL AT
595 o U R ety W T 1 B L 2 ]
e ACTEZRIE B S A HIZ (Smith etal. ,1973;Gil-  DURASENT AR BT 8 1%
P , . St
B lies et al. ,2012;Orlando et al. ,2012; Stankova etal. ,  FiE/Hr
- 2019;West et al. ,2019;Gluzman et al. ,2020; West et
al. ,2020;Paryad-Zanjani et al. ,2021; Tang et al. ,
2023)
Jibe v A 4 ) 25 Bl 3 2 A (Sun et al. ,2016a; Zheng
o etal. ,2018)
i 1)
L5 4340 5 25 AR 8l 71 2% (Jackson et al. , 2000 R8T b 4 A e AR B 1Y o ]
.o g K 2 B SR OB SR R
-_ Jain et al. ,2007;Zheng et al. ,2013; Sefidgar et al. , o2 [a] etk s 3k TR as Ak A A
fm 2015;Lai et al. ,2018; Voutouri et al. ,2019) B AT B0 7 2 A PUTITRERE
R I SR S 254 1A T (Waclaw et al. ,2015; Ar-
vanitis et al. ,2018;Hamis et al. ,2018)
M 2544 5 f5e A3 25 55 1% (Sun et al. ,2016a; Chakrabar-
ti et al. ,2017;Hinohara et al. ,2018;da Silva-Diz et
al. ,2018)
AL Aets e 5 B b BEL ML Y (14 i T i =K fof ¥ 32
iﬁﬂ FIRE 3 175 WD €78 (Bozi et al. 20105 :jf;f‘fzg HEHIILE iﬁf IR BTRERREE
Bauer et al. ,2014;Kimmel et al. ,2015) , 4l i 3-24 =
(Albano et al. ,2015;Chen et al. ,2021 ; Tanaka et al. ,
2010) FliEF#% ( Sfakianakis et al. ,2020)
BT BT M R B A 40 A0 (M tal. ,2013;No- . - NSRTRNEN ,
U blectal 2022 CL o 2020‘;?‘;;&1 (o O T RN AT LRSS Xh 2 8 1R
eetal. , ;Cessetal. , [ES sen L . . . . .. o
HOE etal .2013) [T 5 (Sun etal. 2012b s Wacl RAMRTT R s MESRE R R, TR R A5 R R R
g etal. , N ’ un et al. , s Waclaw L
S ST AT
# etal. ,2015)
IR A Z 2 M RS0, W53+ 4 i -fOR B SHEZ, N T ITEH
g THESAREEIR TR TR WpmR AR Rk AR U
. (Rejniak et al. ,2011;Sun et al. ,2012b,2016a;Bacev- i o Mt BRI SRR,
E tal. ,2017;Guo et al. ,2017;Cess et al. ,2020b e R 280 11 B TR R A I R 2
icetal. , ;Guo et al. , ;Cess etal. , 8 ‘ 5
7 HHZ M AMEE
Bergman et al. ,2022; Yang et al. ,2023) fE
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TE I A DG A B B i B TR I 09 KN L AR L AT R S MR T AL B0 0 2R R DA R IR A B v
) JFC Al R DG 200 B 7% 20 0 AR Ak DR - vk B B R 8] 0 A8 A0 55 . dRd . IR SO B 38 AT LR — 2 ODEs #1742
R, BeAh, XM BER ] AR AR R TT 5 58 AT LAVE A R I R SR RS 5 N A L3R ODEs, 7E45 W IR 4%
4 JE A AT R B0 T R AR s BB T YR A TSR A

714 FH ODEs $ii i g 8 AL Ak B 5 SR AR AE A RE AR i RUBE -, X J& Xl ODEs A 3l i i iR 20 Jif 5
4 i 22 1] B9 AR A FH X AN (] 41 28 78 2 ] (%) AR A FH R H 0= A B A M 30 0 24 AT A, A 25 o
AR iz BN, A —A TRk A0 R AR R R RO AR R T 2t ODEs FH TR #2454 ik
2 AV 247 A0 M ) ) A R RN AR IR 1% B 45 24 R U I A I e A R G 5 2SR el FH R B Rk 4
JHLE 240 b R AR TG 7 B B e I 45 i AR g6 9 S8 B 25 A3 2 Bk T 280k, RIS 5 R T e
B 5 JO 1 R 24514 ( Stein et al., 2018). JEIE A% S5 ST T — A~ B Be 45 48 i A 60 R P e ASE 784 DA 9 98 400 e
WA, 2 SR o A 1) 38 13 2 40 U2 OORT 25 oA B X R R R 7 TG A 19 45 SR (Zhou et al.,
2019).

B T o] DA IR T AN B AR AR 1 4k 3 J12%, ODEs b vl DU F1& I PETR I a2 | 12 8 AE RO Tt 24
240 0 245 ) SRR A LR AR 22 IR A7 32 4 A il 42 1 19 (Gillies et al., 2012) , SXCFPASE7Y 3 % {ff | ODE
Fi 3 VG A 41 i R AR 2 (8] ) B 4 518 L3 5 31 ODESs H DU 34 98 40 i Y — % 47 A (Greene et al., 2019,
2020). Horp—Fh 738 B G A B 7R 1510 YT D4R b 19 K/ (Gatenby et al., 2009) , B985 (B g
Y0 i 22 [RIASANAE A 58 S A7 A 0T i 2450 )38 07 BEASCARY , B o ol 0 S 2452 200 B 2 e 245 0 B A o)
A T 071 25 245 5 W A5 28 D) 5 15 XoF 245 40 AU P ok e 240 AR AR 5 T e AR e R i 2 BE AR S, DT AT LAE 2o
22 ) X 245 0 U Y T2 240 R A T 5 R R T 245 ) ok e A LA AA L AR 3R B S R RN Y
(Greene et al.,2019,2020). I 4N4AE 55 7520452 AN T — A7 29 0% 2h AP0 Ak ) R 2 57 Fi 81 i 1) A 4
BRIT TSR, AR R i e T SR AR AR T F A NRYT BTG YT R RN R i (Liu et al., 2022) 5§ ——
452 VAT NI 368 e AP RO (Bl AT ) 5 e v T R 5  SRmEA5 2] 1 AR 1 T (kT ) 5 e SRR T
FAZE A XV 22 SR AR W A S 4518 (Tang et al., 2023 ).

L #2518 (EGT, evolutionary game theory ) 1 {ifi H] ODEs fifi i T 4 M fE AR Z R A58 4 . ZE A7 IR |
AHEAE AN 25 CEPSEE I B2 B2 ) (Smith et al., 1973). EGT C 8 H TR AR 58 4 i i sh S ka 34 . #izh (nzy
YRedy) o A4k B 38 LAY A B DL R 40 B A0 2 1) A A B AR G fe] 52 e ik SRS mE . R (T T EGT 1Y g ik
PO FRA T AP 2 5 35 7 e SO I A B v 4 2 5 U5 1Y) 48 A 44 (Basanta et al., 2012; Gillies et
al.,2012; West et al., 2019; Gluzman et al.,2020) , [ A= 195 40 B AR 2 (0] 2 & A= “ 2% (game) 7. e TE 2 A9
A&, WESERE AT LA AR R R E I3 3 T B S A SR ISR AP AR Y, o] 4 380 3 A SR A SR 2 i i) O Bt
()R i, e A T LASE 2k 5 A AR T AR W ik 25 PR AL R IR T U, AN SR8 A AU B i 24 1
S %ok A S S F5 5 AR (%135 (Stankova et al.,2019). b4k, EGT B9 T @B G167 50, JEif
E LMW B E 77 22 (Gillies et al., 2012 ; Orlando et al., 2012 ; West et al., 2020).

i b, Wy T R AT DR T SR R A0 B AR 1 B g 2 R O EAE T, ISR N L RE ISR R
YRS T TR G0 R 5 e IR T A B 2 B 3k SRR T AR e R K 5 & LI (Zhang et al.,2014) . i
Jei 5 Pk (Stein et al., 2018) | {3 PR 4% o 40 I 7 44K 19 5 4+ (Gatenby et al., 2009; Greene et al., 2019, 2020;
Paryad-Zanjani et al., 2021 ; Strobl et al.,2021) . M5 R 2% (W40 AL 155 18 7% ) (Sun et al.,2012a,2012b)
DL K F5 Bl il 2 SR ms DA T 24 1 9 3 B (Basanta et al., 2012; Orlando et al., 2012; Gillies et al., 2012;
Stankova et al.,2019; West et al., 2019 ; Gluzman et al.,2020; West et al.,2020). &1t Z4b, 55 M4 aIsh 112
IR AT LAAR 4fg J5t & 4 1] 22 A (Hannon et al., 2014) 3K [ 30 J7 22 45 & 8 1805 )7 #2 17 84 (Johnson et al.
2011).
12wy HEER

ODEs F# eI [a] R R sh 5454k, w15 75 #2 (PDEs, partial differential equations) 1] DAJd $i 8 4
T T ok B H g v A %) 23 TR R [R] RS 4E R Y Bl A A8 4k (Jackson et al., 20005 Jain et al., 2007 ; Zheng et
al., 2013; Sefidgar et al., 2015; Sun et al., 2016a; Arvanitis et al., 2018; Hamis et al., 2018; Zheng et al., 2018;
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Voutouri et al.,2019). {4411, E74 H £~ PDE ZH i) PDEs 2 4t F T 0L IRE N 2590k i, i A0 ] DIASE 4
P 13 245 1) R RIIR 245 ) B0 B A e LA % i 5 A 1 T 5 IR A A 25 6 97 R B9 S (Jackson et al.,
2000) ;347 N SO -4 H0 T R R AR AL 0% 1 IR T AR rh 25 W i s 25 B g2, IR AT S AR AR kR 2Y
WY (IR YT 5 58N TUSCAEAE W T 24 i 98 S A R 245 40175 5 1) it 2 g SR 7 & J# (Hamis et al., 2018). X
N -3 BB T AT LA IR A AL D AR R O R TR B B S B g2, 8 nT DU TR e A DL S B R R
H L At 240 A K 14 B 2 0 385 R 8 40 i 11 2 (] 5 M ( Zheng et al., 2018). A4 R FH i bz -7 17 i
S22 A BRI R T GO rh A% e 20 B S v L R SR AR RN IR B A S BUER AR T Y g i 24
(Zheng et al.,2018). BRILZ AN, X -3 #0 #2 nT LU 8 7 [ 4 b 175 S 0 5 98 G 0t 4 D9 4% v B 245 W e
iz 1A (Sefidgar et al., 2015 ) FIAEAUUH T96 77 2L AR I8 58 ik 5% B A0 5 25 9 094151 8h 712 (Arvanitis et al.,2018).

AT AT, R GO BE P I AE B AR R MR R A B DR 2R, LS A B R R T PN B A i 2 (i)
A9 A0 5. AF H (de Palma et al.,2017; Lugano et al.,2020). .45 2 T PDE A9 4 Ak 1 Bt 145 A= BIaI7 1) 5 i
VR 2 G A 38 45 45 A (Jain et al., 2007 ; Zheng et al., 2013 ; Voutouri et al.,2019). 40, w] RAXF P A K
P (LA T 87 FR EGF ) 731 18] 5T 045 B ()32 Fan dF A 7 s, DA T e 005 A 10 o %o e g o 7738 375 1 AR
(] 5 A TR 7 B9 R R (Jain et al., 2007) 5 B3R B 5 5 BGF X S /K - FAR 4367 Al LA/ S8 I 384 A5 i
THR, B2/ DIk R ) A AN, IR mT DA GO B v S A AR A I A 4%, A AR iR
21 R A5 240 2 T A B AR T DL S EGE VR B, 3 10X e e i B 355 v i i 2 40 e R i 7 4480 i
17T @45 (Voutouri et al.,2019). H B A K401 75 22 B2 4237 T BET #0157 15 CTLA-4 M50 BE A 3R YT
i B R A Y, A T O BRI TR B N R T BB . N R A B A DL S 2 BT
25 R L IR PR 24 Wt i 84 A I RIVE L B e AR R i g — R 2 4 3 R 3 I T ek /)N (Lai et
al.,2018).

K, PDEs & 4 AN UAT FH T 200 it IR JE i 348 245 49 S50/ 4t A FF 4R RIS 245 248 M A AR 7 25 ) RUBE I 10 5 4
(Jackson et al.,2000) L % iy 241 Ji 5 b Jed 1 B0 5% 22 18] 54 #H 5. 4E FH (Hamis et al., 2018 ; Zheng et al.,2018) ,
WH T I0UAS 40 55 25 90 DR 7 1) i % 4% (Jain et al., 2007 ; Zheng et al., 2013 ; Sefidgar et al., 2015 ; Arvanitis
etal.,2018; Voutouri et al.,2019). [ FRAT ¥ 7 o FAUEL A1 %) PDEs JEAT 3R M [RINE, FHISE T2 R
ST v A 4B AR AT 2 P R - . A R 0 g A A N s ] S o S5 T Ak 3l T S R S e
1.3 FEHRE

ODEs il PDEs #5784 fy £ 37 Z0 0% T R Ge A BEHLRR AT A . R 1 ek 40 L i) HH B, 22 4t N B A
FE R Rk g B AT B HLYE (Zhang et al.,2019a). R, FRATTAT LLE i % i 43 248 % (branching processes ) (1 Fifi
HUAE AU A AR () 5 24 . 5878 JRARAEFIHE Bl 7 RR #6175 58 70 I A (Bozic et al., 2010; Bauer et al.
2014;Kimmel et al.,2015) ; 73 3Cid Reids nl AL & 25 WA 30 g 2 F 1% B bR 4 2L3EAT S 6 P 24 5wk 114
7€ (Chakrabarti et al.,2017) 5 X AN [ 2E RUZ M 2 (6] (045 AR EARAS AT, FRATTHe o] LA 43 = ad #Ad
PRGN — AR SRR T AR Bl B R b R FR AR I A AR TSR B T T 40 Y AR R
(Baar et al.,2016). BRIt Z b, Moran i #£ (Moran, 1962 ) fil Wright-Fisher i £ (Fischer et al.,2015) 1] DL X 2]
Ji 22 ) 1 5 4 AR B R A T B ABE . 7 Moran it B rpr, FRRE R 2E—E R R/, B4 R0 AR s B DS —
BEALBERERAIAL ;177 Wright-Fisher i B v, BEARWORAFAE B2 B RN, (EFRATTT ZEAR R 5310 2 1 Y i 4
HIACAY SR Y,

BT FaRi S 8, BEML J7 72 (SDEs, stochastic differential equations )5 % FH i i g v £k &
FEREIRYT T Y BEALYE . I ANTFE A PR () — T 5T b, IV INR AR SRR T — A2 REZEREHL S 7 A A
DA IR e SO B A DG 2580 12 . AR T Tk A A 5 AR AL — 2 P RN AR AT AL
1F IR B 1 ML 53 77 #2 (Sun et al., 2016a). FEALE 5> 7 FEASE AL A AT 94 FH T4 38 117 97 B8 A %) (e sk vk 8 3R
TRIT . R A 6 A A R T M BT BEHLME: (Chen et al.,2021) 5 o5 il B 2 B ds 4 M 2 RL6T
PR TR 22 1 g 2 R S AR T ARG Hp Y BE ML 7S (Tanaka et al., 2010). b4k, BEMLEEFS FBEHLY U
RV AE IR A K AR MRS A 7o A A5 BN . 81 40 Gompertz 47 Hist 72 (1 BEAIL IR AS BEAS Ak 1136 77 % 4t
AR R A5 (Albano et al.,2015) 5 2 RERIRI At AT DIV A SDEs FH Tl i L Bz 40 i i1 (i) 72 5T 240 i 1)
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Ji] FEL 88 FPR 52 2 4L AT 7% ( Sfakianakis et al.,2020).
1.4 EFMRREER

FFAMR AT (ABM, agent-based model ) 2 5 Hi FLALE 55 9 5E AH G BF 5 b . 2 BF AR R “ B T4
K, JEH A TE ABM R 4 AR 23 4 00 R — > B 40 I A 5 I 2% 19 4 6B 1> 44 (Nicholson, 2019) ;
ABM 3 8 455400 4 20 A R A RF 18] 25 PN A 20 I35 2 (UG 88 o S4BT ), FE RS0 nY RUEE BB i
A AN )2 AER H ABM AT, FRATT— iR A A 2 G AR S bR EEAS s, B A B IRAT
HE T LA 22— A0 s A0, 10 A% DU R g O 5 . S el i, FRATTIA 75 20 — Al A ik
T 20 L AR A [R5 (8] 25 (Mlirams et al., 2013 ) 55 i G0 55 CRIV RO A% ) A 8 55 418 3 208 R AH E A FH B0 00) . K 0]
Hhgs FH RO 2B 7 1 N 4-35 4K (von Neumann neighborhood ) il 8-3T 4B (Moore neighborhood). il dll, #&—~1
IR — R IR A BT B ABM H, VR 48 28 00 D)2 g 4 78 55 0% 1k T 4 M AR AR 42 ik f5 23 R %8, i T
YA S M1 WA AR SR 32 il 5 A A TR AR 6 1 T AN 5 IolvJad 40 i 1) DU ] 7 - SR s e e A T 8-t
A1 11 20 it %) B% Bl 4 6] ) e )4k ] T 4-305 4R (Cess et al., 2020b). AHEL HH, ABM A B 58 1) i 34 i I8 25 ] 5
JO i A B v A S A AR AR I RE T L BRI 2 4, ABM 5T A BB A% o fff b BT HUL i ed SV v B 1) 25
1] 53 4i (Noble et al.,2022), Ff38 1xb X [ yeg ifin A5 Fry e 455 5T P S 88 e A4 4 55 10 7 719 %8 DD B R (Olsen et
al.,2013).

W b SCprad, S AR AR B A0 R B R S BT RS e S A A R A R, R
HoR ML) ABM, 75 IIFR R TG A& AL ABM. TE S AL ABM 20 HaT LA i 55 #8 21 oK g H At 4
JIE 5 FH A AR AT 25 . B TR) 2 B HCAY , T A% Ak ABM S5 BEHLAN I A i HL2E 0L 2 B la] R 2y, FATaT
DB 54 HAE R T R G HE R R (Liggett, 2005) . PIAS AL A5 FHE IAK AL BB AE T3 58 R,
Tumour Generator( Waclaw et al.,2015) (C++)F1 SITH(Nicol et al.,2022) (R) #A] LLiEAT = 4 M 4% ABM )
FLARAAL ;. CHE(Chkhaidze et al.,2019) (R/C++) KL AE JiRs 24 MU AE S5 224 AN J2s of 41 Ji] Rl A et 1l 2 G Al 40
M4 ¥ ; Space (Angaroni et al.,2022) (Julia) SZFH T 45 AP AH B AE FH AU KL F 2245 ; CancerSim (Opasic et al.,
2020) W& —A~FE T Python Y 4 (4% £ ABM BLULES . H AT E A M1k ABM AR H T X% 98 25 [] 57 Jix
PERITR 25 V5367 (AL (Waclaw et al., 2015 ; Chkhaidze et al.,2019). JE RIS LA 1 40 o HE S 3 R R 6, 451
Un—Fh ] AR TE (I RS AR L {22 000 T8 X6 240 LR PR 0 SR 1A T A L 15 BH 40 B 7 W 38 14 (van Liedekerke
etal.,2015).

o L R I JE . ABM i i 4 A g Sl PR B v 8 g — SR DG 4 e 28 R /s A MU AP R s AL 3l 7, X
TR TEASEALL TR e A A ) 5 23 T (5 ) SR R = MR RE A R 1 . S EOR A L Akt 2 ABM RS RL A2 37 (1)
PRI e TAEZ —, BAEIE ABM Al BRAL S8 A 24k, PR 2 S 800E LATE 835 s 2 rh i A 7l
1.5 ZREHER

IR E PN 22 A~ £ BE X IR A B R AT T R A B A, FRATT AT LUR A il 2 R i — > 2 R
27 (multiscale model). i 4nFA1 % % (i Fi} ABM 5 PDEs #4 i 1) 22 )X A R0 1 SR G 858, 32 9 ABM
FR R AR T LB AR R A S, (A PDEs AT AR AR AR AR T 259 DH - SRR IR A B R
P H (Rejniak et al.,2011;Bacevic et al.,2017;Cess et al.,2020b) , XFEAYZ R R B TRA TR RY 85
145 25 P15 ABM $15 3 119 i 8 23 [] S5t 0 1 22 ] B9 3K R . ABML IR AT LA F ODEs 19 250 A 8l g 2 %) 9
WMALAN25WHME 2 )5 1 SRl i e 17 4% (Bergman et al., 2022). DL FTR-A AR 4350 35 K 1 20 i R A i
JAWA S AR - RUBE PRI m] Rl PR Ay 22 RUBEARRAY

FRICZAN, X TN, FRATATLUE F ODEs Z5 & v /R 7 FR B SR A 28 I 48 B AT 7K X 48 4 i A5
i % X 2% (Sun et al., 2023 ; Jayathilake et al., 2024) , M RIS o (0 IR 7 5 B L 0 2 AR 25 4
T XS 240 b PR S 1 BT VR B P AR S, e A T B G T SR T R e A AR L AR PR A TE AR
P T M EIEAES) e . EAR0E SN SR AR A AR N 22 ROBEARRE Y X R B 4 e
it 25 MR RIYR YT SRS UL AL BRI TE RO RO 2 18 T AR B R 2 (RO A R RIAEK
K (EGF) ML N B A K R (VEGF) FILEF & 85 1) LA R 259 (40 TKD) 3 #6453 F R 2% 18T EGFR %
5 BRI i R S B s AR AR R 2 R AR B | SRR S AR A A A K. DA A HESR A Bh TR R L
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PR 975 5 1M 45 PO B 2 ) AR AR L DA 9 i O DR 0 1) 037 S0 T o 1 sh 28 ik Ak LTI s T
2o Jih I 240 L A% G B 0 S AR N T R A S SR R L, TR TR YT RURIGIT A T B (R 28
(Yang et al.,2023).

bk, 22 RO e 8 A 3h ) 27 0 R SR TEARER , XA B T IRA TR R MR A W] B B
2 AN [ Al A 1 ) P4 T A

2 NIRRT BRI A S i 2 M AR A s 171

2.1 BREHEENY

T I — T SE B0 5 (Obenauf et al., 2015) R B 7680 ] 25 0697 BRI N, 259 USPE 20 it e 9t 24
VIR AE I, AT DR — 26 40 i P (4N IGF1, CSF1, HGF 25 ) # 40 il /M ER B v, 3 SE Rk HI i 3R
BT 0] LA S 400 A4 AH 5632 4K (1 CSF1 3244, CSFIR) 454 LA 3E 25 Wy it 52 Pk 400 e () i 2 4 . A& & A
R 0 — s YR N S B A 5 (Quail et al., 2016) & B, W& 1 o, % e 596 {4t T 4 it 1A 5
CSFIR [ #E [ 58] (CSFIR_DIRYTET, s 443 CSF1 A5 B W4 M _I 1Y) CSFIR 45 & J fiE 2 i e
ANMEI45E ; {4 CSFIR 1) a] LABHWT CSFIR 5 CSF1 (145 & 0k i 410 i B 40 B89 5% ; CSFIR 1k i — B
)5, 259 2RSS T ILA MR BE 4R, TL4 5 E 4 b A9 TLAR 545 i 38 1k 5 I 20 it PN 315 5
AL IGF1 A9 43 ; IGF 1 5 4 i b IGF IR £55 )5 406 MR 40 7 IGF IR/ PI3K/ AKT {5 5 i, iF
T 1 e 0 6 ) 1458 (Quaail et al., 2016) AR AL, MM A T %F CSFIR_ 1A RIS Tt 245 .

R B A 52 I3
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Fig. 1 Interactions between tumor cells and macrophages in glioma microenvironment

2.2 BRSAEERIRG]

XF T E IR PR R, FRATAT LAHE S, ODEs Fifi R I BR 45 v o A i 2 8 5 Wk 240 e 285 B 5 A4 i PR
CSF1. IGF1, IL4VRJE | ¥R TR R . T R UL, FRATE A I8 CSFIR_THE B B 1] 172 4k
FITLA X W20 A2 0 ,  []Iof E4 FH 1 5 A4 2 B 20 0 A 38 ) 5 5 e A S 5 8 I e 20 L -t 4
JiL PR ¥~ TGF 1 ) 5 it 3 3 P11 ff B 158 v 15 e 4 i % 142 J2 152 Y (Pyonteck et al., 2013). HI[IGF1], [CSF1],
[CSFIR_L] 4353 27 b v AL 0 T 7 40 0 X1 - P v B R ZG W) TR YR B2 L €, € 20 S ARER AR HEAL 2 )5 £
TR AN P AN B A A, FRAT AT AR B AN o AR

diT = ke H([IGF1])-(1 = €, ) C; = Hy([CSFIR_I1)-C; = dy Cy,

, (1)
d[ﬁiFﬂ =SmH-CW(1+.[[CSFH{j]xh)(l—[IGFH)—¢%WJIGF1L

0
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For e A3 I 83 40 i PN 30 i B AN AR P IGF L IR R S i TS 0, dop AR IGF 1 FEREEAEE TP Y
SRR (Quail et al.,2016) , d fREMREAMLIIFEEIET R, B TS . WS TisEL,
AL (1 - €,) R logistic 1 AR R A7 BR80T Fe R RPERICE: B BRI, il (1 - [IGF1]) ZoR R
e R fe Rk BE A PR . 25 31 IGF 1 (Y 43 Wb i %625 B CSFIR _T Y SRR el T 4 Rk 15 35 IGF 1 ¥k B 42
FHE LR A0 A Y35, FRATI M AR FoR CSFIR_IE S A EIVER . B, ([IGF1]) = [I(;fﬁi]]{ﬁ%%
IGF 1 X} i Jeg 40 it 2% B i 98159 15 0, K, X 0 Michaelis-Menten %2 %% (Johnson et al.,2011), i< 4 H AR /e
DL FOLAS [) 28 760 B Jed 40 0 XT IGF1 Y B a8 R B, K B/ D) 56 I A 988 440 i 6k IGF 1 s i Js% 5 [W) 3

mﬁa@ CSFIR X ARG T2 B . L3RI B s B (0 A, 1) B

Z R R, W T ARLL N e BE AR Ak i R 3E £k M 52 i (Alon, 2007 ; Pivonka et al., 2008 Sun et al.,
2012a), FICHZERUE MY sRBCR PRSI
2.3 RS A REE RG]

2 L& B b Je 40 AN IGF 1 7RG N B 7 B LA K g 2 6t IGF L X i iafe e RS 3l FRATTAT AR s
N -4 FOT A AR X A3 (8] 5 BT (Zheng et al.,2018) :

aC,

ot
a[IGF1]
ot
Hrb Dy, D43 AR IR 4 A IGF1 A+ 199 BUR AL, o A I 40X IGF1 Btk tE R AL IR i
—ANERIK, FeATa] DLXS R 5 R UEAT AR 18] X R A1 1k (Zheng et al.,2018) , B¢ & [CSFIR_I] = 1.0,0.8, &%
A8 1) PO S B PR 2 B v, AR ) AR R B B AR, X TG SR ol T 2l i i A 2, AR
gEIRANE 2 R

P2 CA) H AT T LA & 0 ek 9 40 S 7 2860 P FH 25 50 K5 A TR AR A 28 1, (ELBiE 25 FH 24 s 1] A B K i g
TR ks MK 2(B) s T IGFL VR EE, 25910 2R R BUGF 1R EEAL T8 m K, a3kt 3 30U g 40 g
HFE AR T, BRI EOMR S A . B 2(CO T 25k BE AR, DRI e 52 8 I ) 2 FE eI X LGB 2
(D) AT L & SR B %) IGF 1 1] LA SE 2% pf g i 3 4 . L R BE RO AU B 1 I 8 i oA B h 2 i I -+
CSFIR_T# ] 5 Wi 4 M-S 35 Ay it 250, 3 AT LR 7 s 448 7 SROPR 35 PN 1) 22 () S o P DA R R Wk B 1 2
)22 5 nE 2(A) (C), R B I % RS MR e S S B EA S E K .

2.4 BEHLIRS FRRERIRG)

LRI, FRATTERMB IR S EOR AN AR B s B B R ATE A, HSEBR S Gl A R Z Rl
PRI S AN AT 2R . st A RS (1), FRATTAT LA AT AR 2 94 1 35 1Y B HLARL 53 )5 & SDESs $f 4 i 48
MEAYBEPLY 1 (Sun et al.,2016a) :

dC, = k- H([IGF1])-(1 - C,)-Cyd, — H,([CSFIR_I])-C.d, - o, dW, = d,*Cy,
d[IGF1]
dr
Forp W, 2 o o 2 94 ok B 5 FR A 9932 3 (Bressloff, 2014) , Wi £ dW, = W,, , — W,~N(0, At) = /At N(0, 1).
o, Y ECE .

BT TR (2), SEBRAE S bR 4B A SE T IR [ e, 252 B R 548 sl A MO B (1 52

My A BEALE , FRATTTT DIl s A BEALEL s R % R T -

H,([CSFIR_IT]) =

= D,AC, + o,V - (C,V[IGF1]) + kH,([IGF1])(1 = €,)C, = H,([CSFIR_I])C, - d*Cy,
(2)
= D,A[IGF1] + SIGFICM(I +f [CSFIR_I]-ds)(l - [IGF1]) = d\o, [ IGF1],

t
0

=smﬂ-cw(1+_f[c5F1R_H-ds)(1—[IGF1D-de[IGF1], (3)

%ST=:DTACT+(LV-((;v[IGF1D-+kJaﬂIGF1D(1—<LJCT—11A[CSF1R_IDCT—-d414—a;e(m)cT
J[1GF1] (4)

1
0

ot
Horbr o (¢) FR 3285 7 FA M 75 (Schuss, 2010), o, MR 4 B % .

=DAUGN]+&WC%1+IUENRJ}&MI—UGND—deKWH
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Fig. 2 Spatial distribution of glioma cell density and IGF1 concentration simulated by the PDEs model

2.5 ETANMEHEBIRA

A AR e AT T e 2 2 8 % PR A T A, SEBR TR e PR 4 A S — SRR A T
T, AR R . FR AT T DL SR 5T 00 R A 4 A Ry — AN BB, H b B 0 A mT Ak ST st
FPsas . A AT ARG 3h B anxd T & 1 PR B ROREA B SRR 2450, FRATT AT AR ABM
T INTEAN A CSF IR _TH i) 5 W 40 i 4 i 24 1 L

WE3(A-B), FERX AR FoATT3 5K A A S T DIASHDL LA E RS A SR RS 2y, 1 I
AR O . B 3 (A) S AR f FH CSFIR _TE i s o83 A= < ABMUR B8], I, M2 7R [ I 4 i it i %2
F MR E BEANAL, SEREE P ) M2 78 505 20 A 1) e A AR PR RS L I o i R 4 At A M s () BELRS ML
0 IV 40 7 I R 40 B . 11 3 (B) 2 fof I CSF IR _T B ¥ e SR8 A= 4 ABMUR i &1, i CSFIR 15 M2 Al
i 4 B Ak >l ML RS 500 40 0 1T 7 e ek 406 . &1 3 (C-E) W B 3 4 bl AR 1 15 W5 240 o 17%) Ak RN
fb: M 20 i T LA 0 e 200 6 T M2 5 20 i ] LA 4396 IGF L, EGF 45 40 it 5 702 2E ebipg 344 5 5 g
2Nt 5310 (4 20 B PR F- CSF 5 B E ALY CSF 1 32128 & Ja S Al B g g 2 6 e M2 L5 [l Gl
3(A-B), M2 E W4l 2% 2 b o 9 Iobogg 4 A 1 L, A2 25 ) b BHAS M1 E W20 AR i & s . 13 (F) JB/R T 24
B CSFIR_I%F CSF1 32 (4, CSF1 3212 1% i M2 5 15 200 0 2 7 Akl ML Wk 200 0 3 1 o e 9 200 L 32
TP, Xt CSFIR T IR A A i BB . 1] 3(G) WA B SR AR s A S 2 v A i 7
2.6 ZRERERRG

AFTERVAL, TERPROREE A5 A0 43 06 1) 40 PR 7 ARG 2ok 1l A 98 8 1E A B 25 4 PR FE O B
Y S RECRRI A AL E N PR E 2R XF2ES SRR E A 2R 5H 256 A
ASHAIE] DA 38 38 240 P9 A 5 30 S I AR B ) 5 3 AR RS Bl L S0 S TR S AN BT MR A R Y
25 1) S S P 0 2 I ol SR 5 i 20 R DR 7 A 430 . BRI, K Pl e B B A 1t 2 1 1 e 2o A 7 3% DA B 4 T
B, REH . SR AT TR FI RN ABM % % 5 ODE, PDE. SDE %51 & FH LB /R fHERES |
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Fig. 3 ABM of microenvironment-mediated drug resistance in glioma

21 30 R AT L PN PR s A 22 RUBE B IR e A 3 0 2, AR AR R Bl R Oy 22 ROBEASERY 91 20 % i Ji
TR MIAEE, FoA1d 1 ABM AU ) g 4 M . 40 A A I A 40 B s f ] ODEs 5 SDEs A 2
MRS Sam % 5 {fiH PDEs #fiR 4l 5 . 2459 B e ORI .

IR i — i) 2 ROBEBIRY, HAE ABM B2l A T PDEs #5240 25 9 X F 40 i XL - i 9 i
JEAAT ODEs #5480 Je 4 M N 8 9 15 5 3 2 . 259 DR 3 ok 1 387388 3 i A\ IO B8 T e SR B 4 B A 4
T (Liang et al.,2019)

w =D, - A[CSFIR_I]+ yy(t, x) - ¢ - (H - [CSFIR_I])
-x:(t, x) - u - [CSFIR_I] - n,,, - [CSFIR_I], (5)
/E\:':Pde\/vc\q\H\XT\u\ndmg\[CSFlR_I]%%MJﬁ%‘:{%%*}LEﬁgJﬂl%’fﬁﬁ\ M BEPE . M2y B . MiRd 4
M7 s 40 B 259 R T IR BCR 259000 AR i
41 it K7 CSF1(Condeelis et al.,2006) 1 IGF1 i B AL AN R (Zheng et al.,2018)

w = DA[IGF1] + Sy, - Cys - (1 + [ [CSFIRLIN(s) - ds - (1 = [IGF1]) = dyy, - [IGF1],
0
(6)
a[castFl] = D(:A[CSFI] + Seser - Gy - (1 - [CSFID ~dese [CSFl]’

Hrh D, DA AMERIGEL 5 F1 CSF1 AT I B R EL,  Scer AR AN AES3W CSF1 YA SHBIAL(2) A
[ A2, FRATIX 20 1 B W40 i A9 M1 R M2 PP 2 85 H AR IGF 1AL M2 B EAI I 73 3, AR S g,
7 M2 EL IR 7306 IGF 1 1R %

AN, FRATTXT B W An A 1Y 5% 1k (Quail et al.,2016) EALUNT
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PME, = P> (7)
PMI2 =ke-H.+ k- H,
[CSF1]

Hrr H ([CSF1], [CSFIR_I])= A 5254 AV 0 iR H([CSFIR_T]) =

K, + K,-[CSFIR_I] + [CSF1]
[ [esFIRI)(s) - ds
0

, BIARTSCHE RN M A 2R D5 s po, AR EE M2 [0] M1 LA [ MR, M1 ]
K3+_ﬁic5F1R_U(s)-d3
M2 AR R I th 250k, . k,. K,. K,. K,LL}% [CSF1], [CSFIR I] DK CSFIR 1Ay 2R ILE e E .
XoF T 98 440 A 3 A £ 5 3 s Cn &1 1), AT 57—~ ODE 1 SDE 2H i 1) Jy R 41 LA iR i R 15 v
IGF1 A BE b8 200 e 40 S b 719 TGF 1 32 4R (IGF 1R ) LA K 201 Jifd N 350 15 530 S 4 G 1) 28 11 Bl AKCT A ik i
(Maet al.,2016) :
d[IGFIR] _ [IGF1]
de K, +[IGF1]
d[AKT]  [IGFIR]
dt K, +[IGF1R ]
Hrhe(o) HmWEamgs, o, WS BOER, K, KA RFEIRTIRISE, d,. d0CERM 5 Hp 5
R AR [IGFIR ]I AKT ¥ M As ik Ja Mk B, BRIE 1 — [IGF1R AR 3 i KO 28k % 3 K %
GRERN R
ABM A5 v B A g 40 AR S — A Sk R BB AR A O RS B R R R TR, A SCERE AN
(Maetal.,2016) :

(1 =[IGFIR]) = d,*(1 + o e(1)) [ IGFIR],
(8)

(1 - [AKT]) - ds- [ AKT],

max
T

Co
Fo=rr - (1 4k, - H(AKT) -(1—1),
( ) (9)

r, = rd‘(l + 0'd°8(t)),
mﬁAKTWEW%%%KﬁE, OB EG o r AR SR T

Cr S PR B R A A0 M ) e B, O WU R S i R A B 5 e (o) IR TS, o M
R

AU, FRATTIT AT LA 1 e gE 200 R e A e SO K g . B AL A KA
AR R

Xf ik ROETR AR A 25 AL T 2L 2 RE VT 0T . 1 & 4 Sz s B Ae it . SR Bs IR 1k
LA 68 240 0 AR 5 i AR DG AR MR FE 4 R 5 [T S MU 1 PR 5 v 240 B B2 DG PR 5 TR 43 AT

B4 (A) R AR 200 K fil g 20 M 250 55 ML I v 4 it Bt s 1) 2 Ak s 75 . JRATT AT LA vy
MRBCR 2 TS RGBT RS, AR 4(B) B (TR BE v CSF1 -2 e B tho it 25 e 20 M 5 i o
RIS BT, 3SR R CSFE R Fh e 20 36 230 . i Jed 240 6 ry s 245 0 77 A 2 R A TR 4.(C) v ML I 24 i
FIBCR AR ] CSFIR 1R 435 LFt, Wikl F 25 i BB R, SR m 1 Bl 40 i i 75 5 [
& 4(D) 1 IGF 1 e BE AR 2 48 101 75 (8] 4(E) i IGF 1R 5k 45 w25 3 110 38 o0 1355308 6 5% i [ 4 (F ) e i ity 2
P AKT ¢ $5 15 F 240 ol i 200 it 348 2 . DAY abb T 170 A A TR oAy 4 T e R /% 17 8 J 78 1 408 i 5 W 40 i A
CSFIR I iayy mt 25 P r= A i A R . —J& M1 4l O 550 32 265 ) SRR 02D S 35060 a8 & e 1)
WERE S R 225 W) BBV EOIGE 1k 2 T8 17 308 3k e 9o 40 6 PRy 3 155 5 30 2 ol e e . 11 S (AR
AR YRS b A A 53 A LA B TR BERF SR 45 25 50 K . 100 K . 200 K B934, AN ) B i 50 e il 4
2R 5K 3 —5 . 8 5(B) MHF4E45 25 50 KISF AKT ., IGF1, CSF1 DL CSFIR 1Y) 434, FoAiTal DL H
Wi 75 2 H 5 5 (A) T RFE225 2558 50 K BUREREE DY 44 A3 58 A X i

Horp H,(AKT) =
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Fig. 4 Cellular and molecular scale results of the hybrid multiscale model simulating glioma drug resistance

3 MRy

B IR = BN ART LIXH AR5 b Mg i A6 3l ) 2= e M A T i IR, A B TR 25 1 S 3k
BYIRRRETR ST SN 20y ) 2 MR IA T e . R, TR TR TR T RIS AL 2 i, X T8l
AR SR HEANTT D AE AT LB R R ST , AHOCECF R A AT LU O Aiay i H Rl . sy [ad v 2y
Felg (Liu et al.,2022) s BN 5 H 2577 %€ (Tang et al., 2023).

SRINT, B0 g A B A7 A 22 0 T ) R BRSO AR e VAT 1 1 22 s PR FH 5 TS AE e B R
Potl  AEAY FHLRI T, A0 N AR A A5 S R 22 R R T SR B TR A N, ] T v e A
(G 8 F 5 20 27 B0 80 Bl s 20~ B8 ) AR T 15 5 3 % A5 - 0 B X 4% 0 — 1> T 2 T AR (14 18] JE (Sun et al.
2018;Sun,2023). Mitt, AP AE 5 T4 4% (Sun et al.,2013,2015,2016b; Zhang et al., 2019b; Sun et
al., 2021 ) F1 2 Ji0 38 TH % 2% ( Zhang et al., 2020 ; Cheng et al.,2021;Ni et al., 2022 ; Luo et al., 2023 ) #E W 5 1 1/
77 —SHR.

B T LR WL S B0 SR B, FE R g ST I, ] in s AR 5 AR 2 [ Y K AR R A
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Fig. 5 Spatial distributions of icroenvironmental factors in glioma drug resistance

simulated by the hybrid multiscale model

FRATTIE TG ) H B[R] R 5] A TR R S T A AR 15 B B (B2 L RNA -seq 5080 12 1) 6 S 20 85000 ) |
FAT T B R S R R AT AR R AN, AU =] B S LS A B RN A-seq B35 5 2 A1 5 S 4 8
PRS0 T X 23 0] 5 A B A i 45 FR (Yan et al., 2023, 280592 7 WA B 14 23 0] 6 s 4 8580 ] AR FH 31 &2
PR R v RS2 A 18 A5 AE 3T 2o RO A TR A 38 i O P A B i iy -, 3R 5 T B0 i RNA )7
Bl AL SR . ZHZTRNA DS A1 GBM B (I RS, IFSE T H G T 56 P 58 A4 AR il A8 A Bt
BT VAT BN 5 W) F S 280 S 2 EE A 1Y (Yang et al., 2023). 7ET 245 P A G Y A ST ik, FeAi T % it
2 PR S T 2 5 AR AT I 22066 1A it 24 1, T R 6 T Lh i 1A 24 e A 0 e T 4R 2 1 B S A
(Gatenby et al.,2009; Gallaher et al.,2018). P&, EAIHIETriH, FRATH 78 5 4S50S B AL R Y
ST B BB FIME . B, xR G 2 R R S 4S50S b, v DLl LR 2= 2 ik (&2
TR L B ) FEA TR (Cess et al.,2020a) , 8 AFH D1 -7 7 s 2238 AR S 5002s 8] 4 7 (Lima
et al.,2021). XJ T REMLAIRL 0 S 005 T B HL Bk GRpE R A o e 19 T 2 A B g 2% Bl ML ASE 781 1% i 20 1l
g3, IXFP 25 5 AT RS A Y LA AR S ok R B S 56 i AR IR ¥ (McDonald et al.,2023). fHELZ R, BfiE
PEREARY AR A B30 R R (SR G0 ) 1 P 3438 A R I 2R I R L BR R G b iy M

e, EM BRI AT ALBRT, FRATRE 20 M O BB R g s, SO AR A AR
SRR I R v 1 R A A AR AR AU S . iln, ZESK A PDEs B A48 1947 FR 25 731 5 1) T BRPL I AT 38 7
B A 20 B, Xt I FRATT AT LA FH CUDA c++45 4 i PEfE R IR 17K i .

JREEASK, R ARV IR L R BK 2 T3 R G AR Wb o a, 38 R R B A 5 AR e S
DA el AR A 2 AR AR A S, A EBIR AR 26T i AR P A B 5 R A M AR S T R A 2 R
RHAEH B, SR AT R T A AR AR I 25 T8 )R S i AR LT, OB 5 el 2 ik 245 4 g e Ak
FEIRNS , AR M 2 G YT SR R LR R S

SE 3k
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