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ABSTRACT
Gliomas are the most common central nervous system 
malignancies and present with significant morbidity 
and mortality. Treatment modalities are currently limited 
to surgical resection, chemotherapy and radiotherapy. 
Increases in survival rate over the previous decades are 
negligible, further pinpointing an unmet clinical need in this 
field. There is a continual struggle with the development 
of effective glioma diagnostics and therapeutics, largely 
due to a multitude of factors, including the presence of 
the blood–brain barrier and significant intertumoural and 
intratumoural heterogeneity. Importantly, there is a lack 
of reliable biomarkers for glioma, particularly in aiding 
tumour subtyping and measuring response to therapy. 
There is a need for biomarkers that would both overcome 
the complexity of the disease and allow for a minimally 
invasive means of detection and analysis. This is a 
comprehensive review evaluating the potential of current 
cellular, proteomic and molecular biomarker candidates for 
glioma. Significant hurdles faced in glioma diagnostics and 
therapy are also discussed here.

INTRODUCTION
Gliomas are heterogeneous glial cell malig-
nancies which primarily develop as diffuse 
tumours that extensively infiltrate the brain 
parenchyma. These neoplasms are the most 
common central nervous system (CNS) 
cancers, comprising approximately 80% of 
all brain malignancies.1 Among the glioma 
subtypes, glioblastomas are the most predom-
inant and aggressive, killing 225 000 people 
annually.1 Glioblastomas account for over 
60% of all brain tumours in adults.1 The 
current median survival time for patients 
with glioblastoma is approximately 14–15 
months postdiagnosis with treatment and 3–4 
months without treatment. This is a review 
summarising and evaluating the current 
genetic, proteomic and cellular biomarkers 
of glioma, discussing major hurdles to over-
come in glioma diagnostics and treatment.

Classification of gliomas
The WHO 2016 classification of CNS tumours 
has fundamentally shifted the focus of glioma 
classification from a histological perspective 
to one that is largely based on genetic and 

molecular alterations.2 Importantly, the clas-
sification of diffuse gliomas (WHO grade II–
IV) now involves the detection of mutations 
in isocitrate dehydrogenase (IDH) 1 and 2. 
IDH 1/2 mutations are largely associated with 
WHO grade II and III gliomas and secondary 
glioblastomas. With the updated WHO 2016 
glioma classification, glioblastomas have 
been reclassified into IDH- wildtype glioblas-
toma and IDH- mutant glioblastoma. Interest-
ingly, clinical outcome also differs between 
histologically identical diffuse gliomas with 
IDH- wildype and IDH- mutant genotypes. 
There is an improved prognosis in patients 
with secondary IDH- mutant glioblastomas, 
compared with those with IDH- wildtype glio-
blastomas.3 Among the diffuse gliomas with 
IDH mutations, there further exist two molec-
ular groups: (1) IDH- mutant diffuse gliomas 
with 1p/19q co- deletion and mutated TERT 
promoter and (2) IDH- mutant diffuse 
gliomas with mutations in ATRX and TP53. 
The combined genetic and molecular expres-
sion profiles also supersede histological 
diagnosis. For example, the presence of a 
complete 1p/19q co- deletion differentiates 
between an astrocytoma and an oligoden-
droglioma despite histological appearance.4 
Deletions in the 1p and 19q chromosomes 
have been observed in 40%–90% of biop-
sies and are the most common genetic alter-
ation of oligodendrogliomas.5 This deletion 
further favours an improved survival time and 
response to conventional therapy.6 Hence, 
IDH genotyping and its associated molecular 
subgroups has since been termed as a decisive 
marker for glioma classification.2 4 A compre-
hensive review of the WHO 2016 glioma clas-
sification is available.4

Molecular diagnosis
Conventional diagnosis of glioblastoma is 
made based on clinical presentation, MRI 
and histopathological analysis. Whereas histo-
pathological imaging can provide a generic 
classification of glioma grade, an advantage 
of molecular diagnosis is the potential for 
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developing patient- specific therapies that target various 
oncogenic pathways. For example, the molecular aber-
rations most commonly associated with glioma develop-
ment include IDH mutations, epidermal growth factor 
receptor (EGFR) amplification, mutations in P53 and 
retinoblastoma protein, as well as abnormalities in the 
pathways involving receptor tyrosine kinase, protein 
kinase B (Akt), phosphoinositide 3- kinase and Ras.7–9 In 
this regard, a large area of research has been focused on 
developing therapeutic agents that target EGFR and its 
mutant EGFR variant III (EGFRvIII) in glioblastoma.10 
This is a notable example of using molecular diagnosis to 
develop more targeted therapies for glioma. With the aid 
of RNA sequencing, studies have also identified 20 genes 
associated with reduced survival in glioblastoma.9

Additionally, molecular profiling by The Cancer 
Genome Atlas (TCGA) has enabled the classification of 
glioblastoma into four further subtypes—classic, mesen-
chymal, neural and proneural—and the subsequent iden-
tification of aberrantly expressed genes in each subtype.11 
While this classification does not reflect primary intra-
tumour heterogeneity and clonal tumour evolution in 
disease progression and treatment response, it provides 
a valuable means of patient stratification. In classic glio-
blastomas, chromosome 7 amplification (coupled with 
chromosome 10 loss) and EGFR amplification were 
present in 100% and 97% of cases, respectively.11 Mesen-
chymal glioblastomas commonly contained deletions and 
mutations in neurofibromatosis type 1 (NF1), a tumour 
suppressor gene associated with increased tumourigen-
esis and malignancy in glioblastoma.12 In most mesen-
chymal cases, there was an occurrence of NF1- containing 
focal hemizygous deletions at 17q11.2 and an increased 
expression of genes associated with necrosis and inflam-
mation.11 Neuronal markers, including neurofilament 
light (NEFL), gamma- aminobutyric acid receptor subunit 
alpha-1 (GABRA1), chloride- potassium symporter 5 
(SLC12A5) and synaptotagmin-1 (SYT1), were char-
acteristic of neural glioblastoma, whereas IDH1 point 
mutations and platelet derived growth factor receptor 
alpha (PDGFRA) aberrations predominantly marked the 
proneural subtype.11 Importantly, these subtypes have 
also been correlated to treatment efficacy.11 Aggressive 
treatment involving either concurrent chemotherapy and 
radiotherapy or over three successive cycles of chemo-
therapy reduced mortality in classic, mesenchymal and 
neural glioblastomas, but did not affect survival in the 
proneural subtype.11 Moreover, chemosensitivity has 
also been reported to vary depending on the progenitor 
origin of each tumour.13 These molecular signatures will 
serve a pivotal role in improving diagnosis and the gener-
ation of more targeted and personalised therapeutics.

CURRENT DIAGNOSTIC AND THERAPEUTIC CHALLENGES
Current therapeutics for gliomas are limited and only 
offer a modest prognostic benefit. Moreover, treatments 
are coupled to an array of limitations and adverse side 

effects. The standard of care involves maximal safe 
surgical resection and radiotherapy with concomitant 
chemotherapy. Complete elimination of tumour mass by 
surgery is not possible because of the highly complex and 
infiltrative nature of gliomas. As a result, surgical resection 
only increases survival time by several months.14 Radio-
therapy and the conventional chemotherapeutic drug, 
temozolomide, also provide a modest survival benefit and 
can be associated with debilitating side effects. Despite 
treatment, the 5- year survival rate is 5% for glioblastoma 
and 30% for patients with anaplastic astrocytoma.15 16 
Lower grade gliomas also commonly progress into high- 
grade tumours; 10% of all glioblastomas fall within this 
category.17 18 It is evident that gliomas present a critically 
high, unmet clinical need; hence, the development of 
more effective therapeutics is pivotal.

To date, there are no targeted therapies approved 
for glioblastoma.9 Furthermore, almost all glioblastoma 
tumours that initially respond to first- line treatment recur 
and minimally respond to second- line therapy.9 19 There 
is a desperate need for improvement in both glioma diag-
nosis and treatment. An innumerable combination of 
factors are attributed to the challenges faced in this field, 
but an overarching contributor is the lack of reliable 
glioma biomarkers. Ideally, biomarker candidates should 
be able to surpass limitations associated with (1) imaging 
and pathology, (2) intertumoural and intratumoural 
heterogeneity and (3) the blood–brain barrier (BBB). A 
visual summary of the current diagnostic and therapeutic 
challenges is shown in figure 1.

MRI is the current diagnostic and monitoring stan-
dard for newly diagnosed and recurrent gliomas. Results 
obtained from MRI play an important role in pretreat-
ment characterisation and measuring response to therapy. 
However, challenges exist in the ability for conventional 
MRI to distinguish between primary tumours versus metas-
tases and CNS masses, and true progression versus pseu-
doprogression, as it is not uncommon for the radiological 
features of these to overlap.19 20 Gliomas, metastases and 
primary CNS lymphomas are known to appear as contrast- 
enhancing tumours bordered by a T2- hyperintense 
oedema.19 Moreover, glioblastomas also have reported simi-
larities with metabolite ratios, rendering more advanced 
imaging modalities, including dynamic susceptibility 
contrast- enhanced MRI, inadequate.20 Pseudoprogression 
occurs in 20%–30% of patients who undergo continual 
radiotherapy and treatment with temozolomide.21 22 It 
can often be mistaken for true tumour recurrence, as it is, 
too, characterised by new or enlarging regions of contrast 
enhancement.21 The fundamental differences are that 
pseudoprogression occurs in the absence of tumour growth 
and stabilises without changes in treatment.22 The recovery 
period, however, takes an approximate 7 months.21 The 
challenge here is overcoming the consequential uncer-
tainty in outcome evaluation prior to stabilisation: to alter 
the course of therapy or to do nothing at all? It would 
be useful to establish biomarkers unique to gliomas that 
would aid in these differentiations.
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Another hurdle faced in glioma diagnostics and therapy 
is the high heterogeneity within and between tumours. It 
is said that the cellular complexity associated with glio-
blastomas argues against the notion that gliomagenesis 
is induced by a single cell of origin.9 Rather, the cause 
of disease is multifactorial and a range of cell types (not 
necessarily the originating cells) may contain the trans-
forming mutation. In fact, the expression patterns of copy 
number alteration (CNA) have been demonstrated to 
vary between different stages of tumour development.23 
CNAs in the early phases of gliomagenesis were typically 
orientated in chromosomes 7 and 10, while mutations in 
the late phases were more dispersed across the genome.23 
Further studies focused on identifying any fundamental 
differences in genomic profiles across various stages 
of tumour development would aid in determining 
whether such observations can potentially serve as reli-
able biomarkers of disease. Specific biomarkers released 
across various stages of tumour progression might be 
useful in determining tumour stage and serve as a stage- 
specific target for treatment. Interestingly, single- cell RNA 
sequencing of 430 cells from five primary glioblastomas 
revealed significant variability in genes modulating onco-
genic signalling, the immune response and cell prolifera-
tion.24 There were also evident intratumour variations in 
markers used to subtype glioblastoma by the TCGA.24 This 
was also demonstrated in an earlier study which conducted 
microarray gene profiling on 51 tumour fragments from 
10 patients with glioblastoma.23 The expression of molec-
ular signatures corresponding to multiple glioblastoma 
subtypes within a single tumour adds another layer of 
complexity, not detected by population- level analyses, to 
diagnosis. As a consequence of substantial intertumour 
and intratumour heterogeneity, many difficulties exist in 
therapeutic target identification, diagnostic stratification 
and treatment optimisation. A single, reliable diagnostic 
biomarker would be abundantly expressed within the 
tumour across all stages and in the majority of patients 
with glioma.

BBB integrity is known to be compromised at the 
tumour site, but a challenge arises in the surrounding 
nutrient- providing vasculature that largely remains intact. 
Hence, a barrier remains in the transportation of mole-
cules from the peripheral blood to the parenchymal 
brain and vice versa. Therapeutic agents must there-
fore be of appropriate size and lipophilicity for effective 
delivery into the tumour site via the bloodstream. The 
BBB also restricts the biomarker candidate pool—there 
may be reliable glioma- specific molecules released within 
the tumour microenvironment that are unable to cross 
the barrier and enter the peripheral bloodstream for 
detection. This is a major hurdle, as it is important for 
biomarkers to be measured and detected via techniques 
that are as minimally invasive as possible. There is a need 
for biomarkers unique to patients with glioma that are 
either expressed abundantly in the bloodstream or able 
to surpass the BBB for adequate detection.

POTENTIAL GLIOMA BIOMARKERS
A summary of all major biomarkers is presented in table 1.

Circulating tumour cells
Circulating tumour cells (CTCs) are ample reflections 
of homogeneous tumour characteristics in situ, but it is 
unlikely that these cells accurately mimic the milieu of 
complex, heterogeneous malignancies, such as gliomas. 
Despite this, CTCs likely contain the genome of the 
primary tumour and may serve as a valuable biomarker 
for glioma diagnostics or treatment. There is evidence 
supporting the presence of CTCs in the peripheral blood 
of patients with glioblastoma.25–28 In a study conducted by 
Müller and colleagues,25 immunocytochemical analyses 
using glial fibrillar acidic protein (GFAP) as a marker for 
glioblastoma cells detected CTCs in 20.6% (29 of 141) 
of participating patients with glioblastoma. The effect of 
surgical resection on the presence of CTCs in the periph-
eral blood was additionally assessed. Out of 67 patients 

Figure 1 Summary of current challenges in glioma diagnosis, therapy and prognosis.
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Table 1 Summary of current glioma biomarker candidates and their associations with diagnosis, treatment and prognosis

Biomarker

Associations

Diagnosis Treatment Prognosis

Circulating tumour cells ↑ with disease progression 
(Sullivan et al 2014).26

↑ in IDH wildtype high- grade 
gliomas (Li et al, 2019).27

↓ postradiotherapy (MacArthur et al, 2014).30   

Extracellular vesicles ↑ in glioblastoma (Osti et al, 
2019).34

Exosomal protein levels 
correlated with WHO glioma 
grade (Muller et al, 2015).25

EGFR- positive serum EVs 
correlated with glioma 
malignancy (Wang et al, 2019).42

↓ with temozolomide in T103 mice (Shao et al, 
2012).32

TPI from T103 mouse microvesicle 
measurements revealed response to 
temozolomide before observable changes in 
tumour size (Shao et al, 2012).32

TPI from microvesicle measurements 
predicted response to temozolomide and 
radiotherapy (Shao et al, 2012).32

↑ release after radiation (Arscott et al, 2013).38

↑ release of EV adhesion molecules after 
temozolomide treatment (Andre- Gregoire et 
al, 2018).39

  

Circulating tumour DNA ctDNA sequencing facilitated 
diagnosis of diffuse gliomas 
(Martínez- Ricarte et al, 2018).47

  ctDNA in CSF of patients with 
glioma contributed to fourfold 
increased risk of mortality (Miller et 
al, 2019).46

MicroRNAs ↑ exosomal miR-21, miR-222 
and miR-124–3p in patients with 
high- grade glioma (Santangelo 
et al, 2018).53

↑ miR-21 in human glioblastoma 
cell lines, serum and tissue 
(Yang et al, 201455; Skog et al, 
2008; Chan et al, 2005).56

↑ miR-21 in high- grade gliomas 
(Chan et al, 2005).56

Serum miR-181 level correlated with response 
to temozolomide in patients with glioblastoma 
(Zhang et al, 2012).54

↓ miR-21, miR-222 and miR-124–3p levels in 
postsurgery blood samples of patients with 
glioma (Santangelo et al, 2018).53

miR-21 downregulation boosted the 
proapoptotic effect of temozolomide in 
glioblastoma cells (Lan et al, 2015).58

miR-21 overexpression in U87MG cells 
inhibited temozolomide- mediated apoptosis 
(Shi et al, 2010).59

Patients with glioblastoma with 
lower risk scores from miRNA 
expression profiles had longer 
survival (Li et al, 2014).52

miR-21 levels inversely correlated 
with patient survival (Yang et al, 
2014).55

Epidermal growth factor 
receptor variant III

↑ microvesicle EGFRvIII in 
glioblastoma cells (Shao et al, 
2012).32

↓ microvesicle EGFRvIII with temozolomide 
and geldanamycin (Shao et al, 2012).32

  

YKL-40 ↑ in glioblastoma (Shostak et al 
200364 ; Qin et al, 2017).65

↓ in patients with 
radiographically absent disease 
(Hormigo et al, 200666 ; Iwamoto 
et al, 2011).67

↑ in patients who had undergone partial 
resection, compared with total resection 
(Bernardi et al, 2012).68

↑ YKL-40 associated with worse 
survival (Qin et al, 2017).65

Matrix 
metalloproteinase-9

↑ in patients with glioblastoma 
with radiographically evident 
disease (Hormigo et al, 2006).66

↑ MMP-9 in the CSF of patients with recurrent 
glioma treated with doxycycline suggested 
a failed response to treatment (Wong et al, 
2008).73

↑ serum MMP-9 in high- grade glioma after 
surgical resection (Hormigo et al, 2006).66

  

Haptoglobin Expression levels proportional 
to increasing tumour grade 
(Kumar et al, 2010).75

  Haptoglobin overexpression in 
tumours implanted in mice resulted 
in a worse prognosis (Kumar et al, 
2010).75

A2- Heremans- Schmid glycoprotein   ↓ AHSG expression linked to lower 
median survival time (Petrik et al, 
2008).76

S100A8/A9 ↑ in glioblastoma sera (Arora et 
al, 2019).78

  ↑ transcript levels linked to lower 
median survival time (Arora et al, 
2019).78

AHSG, A2- Heremans- Schmid glycoprotein; CSF, cerebrospinal fluid; ctDNA, circulating tumour DNA; EGFR, epidermal growth factor receptor; 
EGFRvIII, EGFR variant III; EVs, extracellular vesicles; IDH, isocitrate dehydrogenase; miRNA, microRNA; MMP-9, matrix metalloproteinase-9; TPI, 
tumour progression index.
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with glioblastoma, 13.4% had CTCs in both presurgical 
and postsurgical blood samples, 6% had CTCs only in 
presurgical blood, and 7.5% had CTCs only in postsurgical 
blood.25 Although there was no evidence of CTC release 
due to surgery,25 the study did not quantify the amount 
of CTCs within peripheral blood samples obtained at the 
presurgical and postsurgical time points—this should be 
an aim for future research. In this study, blood collected 
during dural opening at the initial phase of surgery 
represented the ‘pre- surgical’ time point, whereas blood 
collected during dural closure at the later phase of surgery 
represented the ‘post- surgical’ time point. A further criti-
cism in this aspect is that blood extracted during surgery 
may not be accurately illustrative of physiological condi-
tions prior to and after surgery. Rather, samples should 
be drawn before any surgical intervention takes place 
and several weeks following surgery. Hence, it cannot be 
concluded that surgery has no effect on CTC levels in the 
peripheral blood. From these data, there might be differ-
ences in peripheral blood CTC levels before and after 
tumour resection. Indeed, anaesthesia has been shown to 
augment BBB permeability,29 which may increase trans-
port of CTCs into the peripheral blood.

Recent research by Li et al27 identified CTCs in 90.9% 
of 88 patients with glioma via the capture of heteroploid 
chromosome cells. However, in this study, GFAP was not 
expressed on 96.1% of CTCs detected,27 indicating that 
GFAP may not be a reliable marker of CTCs. A study 
conducted by Macarthur et al30 identified CTCs in 72% 
of 11 participating preradiotherapy patients with glio-
blastoma, with CTC detection decreasing (8%) in postra-
diotherapy patients. Hence, from this study, CTCs may 
also be a useful biomarker of response to treatment. 
Using a negative- depletion system to remove leucocytes 
and subsequently enrich for CTCs, another study identi-
fied CTCs in 39% of participating patients with glioblas-
toma.26 These data reflect the presence of CTCs in the 
peripheral blood of patients with glioma, but as CTCs are 
estimated to be present at a rate of one CTC per 1×109 
blood cells,31 the scarcity of these cells remains a major 
limitation. On a positive note and despite the variation 
in detection rates between studies, the presence of CTCs 
in the peripheral bloodstream is reflective of their ability 
to surpass the BBB. Limited studies have focused on the 
relationship between CTCs and glioma malignancy. Inter-
estingly, the frequency of CTCs was increased in patients 
with progressing disease.26 In support of this, CTC 
frequency was also significantly increased in patients with 
high- grade gliomas without IDH mutations.27 However, 
there was no significant difference in CTC level among 
different glioma grades in a study conducted by Gao and 
colleagues.28 Collectively, data from these few studies 
highlight the potential for CTCs to be used as a biomarker 
for gliomas to aid in grading and measuring response to 
surgery/treatment, but this area of study requires further 
elucidation. Additional studies are required to optimise 
CTC measurement techniques and clarify the effect of 
routine surgery/treatment on CTCs. This would help 

gain a deeper understanding of the roles that CTCs could 
serve as biomarkers of disease severity and treatment 
response.

Extracellular vesicles
Extracellular vesicles (EVs) are small lipid bilayer compart-
ments comprising a combination of microRNAs (miRNAs), 
circulating tumour DNA (ctDNA) and proteins. These vesi-
cles are released by both non- malignant cells and tumour 
cells into the extracellular space either as exosomes that 
form intracellularly and are released after fusion with the 
plasma membrane, or as microvesicles that are released 
via plasma membrane budding. An advantage is that 
molecules within EVs are safeguarded from rapid degra-
dation that often occurs for molecules freely circulating in 
the plasma. Furthermore, unlike CTCs that are sparse in 
population, large quantities of EVs have been detected in 
the peripheral blood of patients with glioblastoma.32 The 
concentration of EVs per 1 mL of plasma has been esti-
mated to total 10 billion.33 Recent research has also demon-
strated increased levels of EVs in patients with glioblastoma 
compared with healthy controls and patients with other 
CNS malignancies.34

In gliomas, EVs primarily serve a role in intercellular 
signalling, specifically to mediate the horizontal transmis-
sion of tumourigenic species to neighbouring cells. The 
differentiation of microvesicles released by glioblastoma 
cells from that of normal cells has previously been demon-
strated.32 35 36 The genetic and proteomic phenotype of 
glioblastoma- derived EVs has been shown to provide 
an accurate snapshot of tumour cells in situ.36 37 Using 
a highly sensitive combination of nanoparticle protein 
typing and miniaturised nuclear magnetic resonance 
(NMR) detection, research by Shao and associates32 
further confirmed the upregulation of protein markers 
(EGFR, EGFRvIII, PDPN, IDH1 and R132H), distinctively 
reflective of parental glioblastoma cells, within microve-
sicles.35 However, microvesicle profiling of blood samples 
of 24 patients with glioblastoma demonstrated signifi-
cant heterogeneity between the expression levels of each 
protein marker between patients.32 While microvesicles 
may provide an accurate proteomic representation of orig-
inal tumour mass, heterogeneity remains a major hurdle in 
the search for an ideal glioma biomarker candidate.

Nonetheless, EVs have been shown to indicate treatment 
efficacy both in vitro and in vivo. A recent study demon-
strated a reduction in the number of plasma EVs following 
tumour resection in patients with glioblastoma.34 Treatment 
with temozolomide induced a dose- dependent reduction 
in both T103 mouse glioblastoma cells and microvesi-
cles, indicating that microvesicles, alone, were able to 
signal therapeutic efficacy.32 In vivo experiments on T103 
tumour- bearing mice demonstrated that tumour progres-
sion index (TPI) values obtained via NMR microvesicle 
measurements revealed response to temozolomide treat-
ment before changes in tumour size could be observed.32 
In a subsequent longitudinal study conducted by Shao et 
al,32 TPI from blood microvesicle NMR measurements of 
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patients with glioblastoma prior to and after routine temo-
zolomide and radiation therapy adequately scoped and 
predicted treatment response. Alternatively, radiation has 
been shown to stimulate the release of EVs by glioblastoma 
cells, promoting the transition of surrounding tumour 
cells into a migratory phenotype on uptake.38 Treatment 
of glioblastoma stem- like cells with temozolomide similarly 
promoted the release of EV- associated molecules involved 
in cellular adhesion.39 Hence, in this aspect, EVs were able 
to reveal the upregulation of adhesion and migratory mole-
cules in response to conventional therapy. An association 
has been established between post- therapy increases in 
tumour size and increased levels of exosomal transforming 
growth factor- beta, interleukin-8, TIMP1 (TIMP metal-
lopeptidase inhibitor 1), ZAP70 (zeta- chain associated 
protien kinase 70).40 From these data, a possible mode of 
indicating response to treatment by EVs is by measuring 
post- treatment immune responses. There needs to be 
further research on the potential roles of EVs as indicators 
of treatment response.

EVs additionally fuel glioma angiogenesis via interaction 
with endothelial cells and promote glioblastoma growth 
in an autocrine manner.37 Interestingly, EVs released by 
glioblastoma cells have been demonstrated to be taken 
up by microglia and monocytes/macrophages within the 
brain in vitro and in a mouse model of glioblastoma.41 
The resulting effect was increased microglial proliferation 
and polarisation towards an immunosuppressive activation 
state.41 Exosomal protein levels have been shown to posi-
tively correlate with WHO glioma grade.40 EGFR- positive 
serum EVs have also recently been shown to correlate with 
glioma malignancy.42 Flow cytometry analysis of sera from 
4 patients with low- grade (WHO grade II) and 13 patients 
with high- grade (WHO grade III and IV) glioma by Wang et 
al42 revealed that the expression levels of EGFR in EVs were 
substantially higher in patients with high- grade gliomas, 
compared with those with low- grade tumours. EVs may 
therefore aid in glioma subtyping, although further studies 
with larger sample sizes are needed to clarify this.

While EVs show vast potential in aiding glioma diagnosis 
and indicating therapeutic efficacy, a limitation is that EV 
isolation and measurement techniques, including ultracen-
trifugation, high- resolution flow cytometry, nanoparticle 
tracking analysis and tunable resistive pulse sensing, are not 
often employed in basic laboratories. Techniques differen-
tiating between microvesicles, exosomes and endosomal 
components are also limited. This is in part due to the 
possibility of overlap between various types of EVs, as size 
ranges are not well defined.43 Hence, further research is 
required to further characterise EV subtypes and optimise 
procedures for EV isolation and purification.

Nucleic acids
Circulating tumour DNA
ctDNA contains mutations present in the parental tumour 
and exists in higher abundance than CTCs.44 45 Moreover, 
the sensitivity of ctDNA detection is comparatively higher 
than that of CTCs alone,44 making it a good candidate 

as a diagnostic biomarker for gliomas. Importantly, the 
genomic landscape encoded in ctDNA has been shown 
to closely resemble that of the primary glioma.46 Indeed, 
ctDNA sequencing has been demonstrated to successfully 
facilitate the diagnosis of diffuse gliomas, allowing for 
the genomic analysis of IDH1, IDH2, TP53, TERT, ATRX, 
H3F3A and HIST1H3B mutations.47

Furthermore, ctDNA was detected in the cerebro-
spinal fluid (CSF) of 42 out of 85 patients with glioma 
and contributed to prognosis and burden of disease.46 
Notably, the presence of ctDNA in the CSF of patients 
with glioma was associated with a fourfold higher risk of 
mortality.46 However, no correlations were drawn between 
the presence of CSF ctDNA and glioma grade, length of 
disease or previous therapy.46 Interestingly, there was no 
detectable level of CTCs in the CSF of 90% of patients 
with detectable ctDNA,46 supportive of a higher detection 
sensitivity to ctDNA, compared with CTCs.

A limitation, however, is the low quantity of ctDNA in 
the plasma of patients with glioblastoma, compared with 
other systemic malignancies, likely due to the presence 
of the BBB.48 In one study, the plasma ctDNA yield was 
undetectable in over 90% of patients with glioma (n=27) 
when analysed via PCR.45 Despite this, next- generation 
sequencing of the plasma of 419 patients with primary 
brain tumours, including glioblastoma, demonstrated 
the presence of detectable levels of ctDNAs in 50% of 
patients,49 with a recent study yielding a detection rate of 
51% in patients with primary glioblastoma.50 Indeed, the 
discrepancies in ctDNA yield might be due to differences 
in isolation/detection technique used by various labora-
tories. While the concentration of ctDNA is essential for 
ease of detection, it is vital that techniques are developed 
with sufficient sensitivity and specificity to detect the pres-
ence of ctDNA at even the smallest amounts. It is also 
unknown whether an association exists between quantity 
of ctDNA and glioma malignancy. Research on the ctDNA 
levels of patients with low- grade and high- grade glioma 
and large- scale correlation analyses on ctDNA concentra-
tion and glioma grade are necessary.

Nonetheless, the collective results of the above studies 
show the promising potential of ctDNA to be used as a 
biomarker for glioma diagnosis and progression. The 
likely abundance of ctDNA in bodily fluids such as CSF 
and peripheral blood means that the genetic profile of 
patients with glioma can be analysed via safe and mini-
mally invasive techniques, such as liquid biopsy and 
lumbar puncture.

microRNAs
A combination of tissue- specific characteristics, onco-
gene and suppressor functions prize miRNAs as one of 
the most valuable biomarker candidates for gliomas. In 
fact, miRNAs have been reported to encompass a third 
of all non- coding RNAs in glioblastoma EVs.51 Via permu-
tation tests and Cox regression analyses, miRNA expres-
sion profiles have previously facilitated the prognostic 
substratification of intrinsic glioblastoma subtypes. Li 
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and associates52 successfully translated miRNA expression 
profiles into a risk score for patient survival and found 
that patients with glioblastoma attributed to lower risk 
scores survived for significantly longer than those with 
higher risk scores. Additionally, expression of exosomal 
miR-21, miR-222 and miR-124- 3p has been shown to be 
significantly higher in patients with high- grade gliomas, 
compared with those with low- grade gliomas and healthy 
controls.53 miRNAs may also be valuable in measuring 
response to therapy. For example, serum miR-181 level 
has been shown to correlate with response to temozolo-
mide in patients with glioblastoma,54 and miR-21, miR-222 
and miR-124- 3p levels have been shown to be dramatically 
decreased in postsurgery blood samples of patients with 
glioma.53

In particular, miR-21, a known oncogene, is overex-
pressed in human glioblastoma cell lines and tumour 
tissue.55 56 Interestingly, serum microvesicles of patients 
with glioblastoma also had elevated miR-21 levels, 
compared with controls.37 A meta- analysis analysing the 
diagnostic efficacy of miR-21 for glioblastoma attributed 
it to a pooled sensitivity of 0.82 and a specificity of 
0.94.57 Hence, miR-21 might be an accurate diagnostic 
biomarker. Its expression has also been reported to 
increase in high- grade gliomas, compared with low- grade 
gliomas, potentially via inhibiting critical proapoptotic 
gene expression.56 In support of this, miR-21 knockdown 
inhibited glioblastoma cell proliferation in vitro and solid 
tumour formation in vivo.55 miR-21 expression was also 
inversely correlated with glioblastoma patient survival.55 
The functions of miR-21 extend towards the efficacy of 
glioma therapy—miR-21 downregulation boosted the 
proapoptotic effect of temozolomide in glioblastoma 
cells.58 Similarly, miR-21 overexpression in a human 
primary glioblastoma cell line (U87MG) was found to 
significantly inhibit temozolomide- mediated apoptosis 
via a Bax/Bcl-2 dependent pathway.59 Given the above 
evidence and its high abundance within glioblastoma 
EVs,41 miR-21 may be a powerful clinical biomarker of 
gliomas, with high specificity and sensitivity.

Proteins
Proteins present in bodily fluids, including serum, CSF 
and urine, can potentially be used to diagnose gliomas 
and measure response to therapy. However, little valida-
tion exists in this field. Present in 20%–25% of glioblas-
toma cases,60 a focus has been on EGFRvIII, a constitutively 
activated form of EGFR that promotes oncogenesis.10 61 
The clinical value of EGFRvIII is still uncertain; however, 
studies have attempted to delineate its potential as a 
biomarker. Microvesicles shed from glioblastoma cells 
have been revealed to distinctively express higher levels 
of EGFRvIII, enabling the differentiation of tumour- 
related microvesicles from host cell microvesicles.32 
Interestingly, in the same study, microvesicle EGFRvIII 
expression declined in a dose- dependent manner with 
increasing concentration of temozolomide and also 
significantly declined on administration of geldanamycin 

(antitumour Hsp90 inhibitor) in the T103 mouse model 
of glioblastoma.32

Anti- EGFRvIII antibody titres were also shown to 
increase to over fourfold greater than baseline levels in 
a phase II clinical trial investigating the effects of the 
EGFRvIII- targeting rindopepimut vaccine in patients with 
glioblastoma.62 However, a recent study by Felsberg et al63 
involving 106 EGFR- amplified patients with glioblastoma 
did not deduct major differences in EGFRvIII expression 
with progression, recurrence or survival. Hence, the clin-
ical value of EGFRvIII remains unclear.

Serial analysis of gene expression and northern blot 
hybridisation demonstrated YKL-40 (also known as Chiti-
nase 3- like 1) overexpression in glioblastoma versus 
normal brain tissue.64 A recent meta- analysis involving 
eight studies further associated YKL-40 upregulation with 
a significantly worse overall survival in patients with glio-
blastoma.65 Serum YKL-40 levels have been correlated to 
the presence of radiographically active glioblastoma and 
anaplastic astrocytoma.66 Patients with glioblastoma and 
anaplastic astrocytoma with no radiographic evidence of 
tumour had significantly lower YKL-40 levels compared 
with respective patients with active tumour.66 These find-
ings were reciprocated in another study involving 343 
patients with anaplastic glioma, whereby patients with 
no radiographic disease progression had markedly lower 
serum YKL-40 levels than patients with disease progres-
sion.67 Furthermore, patients with glioblastoma who had 
undergone partial resection had increased YKL-40 levels 
relative to patients who had undergone total resection.68 
The association between YKL-40 and glioma progression 
and survival has been demonstrated by further studies,69 70 
supporting the potential of YKL-40 to serve as a clinical 
biomarker for glioma. However, some studies suggest 
the contrary, reporting no association between serum 
YKL-40 concentration and progression- free survival,71 as 
well as tumour volume.72 Additional larger studies should 
be conducted to validate YKL-40 as a potential glioma 
biomarker, as there is no consensus on its clinical value.

Notably, matrix metalloproteinase (MMP)-9 in serum 
and CSF measured in patients with glioma were associ-
ated with prognosis and treatment response. Increased 
MMP-9 levels in the CSF of patients with recurrent glioma 
treated with doxycycline signalled a failed response to 
treatment.73 Serum MMP-9 levels in patients with high- 
grade glioma were shown by ELISA to be upregulated 
following tumour resection.66 This speculation is likely a 
result of increased inflammation in response to surgery, as 
MMP-9 levels are increased during inflammation.74 Inter-
estingly, patients with glioblastoma with radiographically 
evident disease had significantly higher serum MMP-9 
expression, compared with patients with radiographically 
undetectable disease.66 MMP-9 therefore shows potential 
as a biomarker for glioblastoma progression, although 
further research is much needed.

Increased haptoglobin expression levels have been 
demonstrated to be proportional to increasing tumour 
grade, being higher in glioblastoma samples than diffuse 
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astrocytomas.75 However, this correlation was applied to 
only astrocytomas and glioblastomas, and not other lower- 
grade gliomas. Haptoglobin overexpression in tumours 
implanted in mice resulted in a worse prognosis.75 
Despite these results, a later study by van Linde et al71 
demonstrated no significant association between serum 
haptoglobin concentration and progression- free survival. 
They further reported no significant differences in serum 
haptoglobin concentration following chemoradiation.71 
Research on haptoglobin as a glioma biomarker is still in 
its infancy.

A2- Heremans- Schmid glycoprotein (AHSG) levels have 
been correlated to overall survival in a cohort of 72 patients 
with glioblastoma.76 Patients with lower AHSG expression 
had a significantly lower median survival time, compared 
with the controls.76 However, another study determined 
no significant association between serum AHSG level and 
progression- free survival.71 Clearly, the biomarker poten-
tial of AHSG remains uncertain, although variations in 
data might be pinpointed to differences in collection 
times, sample characteristics and assays.77

Multiple reaction monitoring and ELISA recently 
detected S100A8 and S100A9 upregulation in glioblas-
toma sera.78 S100A8/A9 transcript levels were also predic-
tive of poor prognosis. Patients with increased transcript 
levels of S100A8/A9 had a significantly lower median 
survival time.78 S100A8/A9 levels were also upregulated 
to a higher degree in glioblastoma, compared with WHO 
grade III glioma.78 There is potential for S100A8/A9 to 
serve as biomarkers for glioma classification and prog-
nosis, although studies in this field are limited and should 
be further expanded on.

CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS
The molecular and cellular complexity of gliomas signifi-
cantly limits diagnosis and treatment. This is further 
compounded by immense intertumoural and intratu-
moural heterogeneity, and collectively impacts on the 
ability to develop effective and reliable biomarkers of 
disease. To date, there are no approved biomarkers of 
glioma for clinical practice. There is an urgent need for 
biomarkers that (1) aid in diagnosis and patient stratifi-
cation, (2) identify true disease recurrence, and (3) indi-
cate response to treatment. Biomarker candidates exist 
in the form of CTCs, EVs, nucleic acids and proteins, 
but studies are scattered and have provided conflicting 
evidence. Notably, research on EVs has offered the most 
compelling data supporting their capacity to differen-
tiate between glioma grade, assess response to therapy 
and indicate the extent of patient immune responses. 
Additionally, the miR-21 oncogene has demonstrated 
potential, with its ability to be detected with relatively 
high specificity and sensitivity, and its expression having 
been associated with increasing glioma grade, decreased 
patient survival and decreased response to chemo-
therapy. Nonetheless, there needs to be a more focused 
and indepth approach to biomarker analysis. There is an 

abundance of research covering a multitude of biomarker 
candidates, but detailed studies focused on each of the 
candidates per se, are lacking. It would be interesting 
to establish follow- up investigations to studies that have 
demonstrated significant associations between biomarker 
contenders and outcomes of glioma. Large- scale single- 
cell RNA sequencing would be a useful technique to 
identify differences and similarities in molecular expres-
sion between patients, ‘healthy control’ postmortem 
specimens and within single tumours. Novel technolo-
gies, such as single- molecule arrays (Simoa), would addi-
tionally be beneficial in detecting proteomic molecules 
within sera/plasma with incredible sensitivity and speci-
ficity. These would serve as valuable steps in identifying 
potential biomarkers for glioma.

Contributors LKK researched the topic and wrote the first draft. KD and MH 
provided input in regard to surgical approaches and surgical management in 
addition to editorial input. TJO and DW provided intellectual input and reviewed 
drafts of the manuscript. MM designed the concept and assisted LKK with overall 
approach, provision of intellectual input and editorial content.

Funding This study was funded by Brain Foundation Australia.

Competing interests None declared.

Patient consent for publication Not required.

Provenance and peer review Not commissioned; externally peer reviewed.

Open access This is an open access article distributed in accordance with the 
Creative Commons Attribution Non Commercial (CC BY- NC 4.0) license, which 
permits others to distribute, remix, adapt, build upon this work non- commercially, 
and license their derivative works on different terms, provided the original work is 
properly cited, appropriate credit is given, any changes made indicated, and the use 
is non- commercial. See: http:// creativecommons. org/ licenses/ by- nc/ 4. 0/.

REFERENCES
 1 Hanif F, Muzaffar K, Perveen K, et al. Glioblastoma multiforme: 

a review of its epidemiology and pathogenesis through clinical 
presentation and treatment. Asian Pac J Cancer Prev 2017;18:3–9.

 2 Louis DN, Perry A, Reifenberger G, et al. The 2016 World Health 
organization classification of tumors of the central nervous system: a 
summary. Acta Neuropathol 2016;131:803–20.

 3 Kaminska B, Czapski B, Guzik R, et al. Consequences of IDH1/2 
mutations in gliomas and an assessment of inhibitors targeting 
mutated IDH proteins. Molecules 2019;24:968.

 4 Wesseling P, Capper D. WHO 2016 classification of gliomas. 
Neuropathol Appl Neurobiol 2018;44:139–50.

 5 Gladson CL, Prayson RA, Liu WM. The pathobiology of glioma 
tumors. Annu Rev Pathol 2010;5:33–50.

 6 Nutt CL. Molecular genetics of oligodendrogliomas: a model 
for improved clinical management in the field of neurooncology. 
Neurosurg Focus 2005;19:1–9.

 7 Biasoli D, Kahn SA, Cornélio TA, et al. Retinoblastoma protein 
regulates the crosstalk between autophagy and apoptosis, and 
favors glioblastoma resistance to etoposide. Cell Death Dis 
2013;4:e767.

 8 Huang PH, Xu AM, White FM. Oncogenic EGFR signaling networks in 
glioma. Sci Signal 2009;2:re6.

 9 Shergalis A, Bankhead A, Luesakul U, et al. Current challenges 
and opportunities in treating glioblastoma. Pharmacol Rev 
2018;70:412–45.

 10 An Z, Aksoy O, Zheng T, et al. Epidermal growth factor receptor and 
EGFRvIII in glioblastoma: signaling pathways and targeted therapies. 
Oncogene 2018;37:1561–75.

 11 Verhaak RGW, Hoadley KA, Purdom E, et al. Integrated genomic 
analysis identifies clinically relevant subtypes of glioblastoma 
characterized by abnormalities in PDGFRA, IDH1, EGFR, and NF1. 
Cancer Cell 2010;17:98–110.

 12 Fadhlullah SFB, Halim NBA, Yeo JYT, et al. Pathogenic mutations in 
neurofibromin identifies a leucine- rich domain regulating glioma cell 
invasiveness. Oncogene 2019;38:5367–80.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/APJCP.2017.18.1.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00401-016-1545-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules24050968
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/nan.12432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-pathol-121808-102109
http://dx.doi.org/10.3171/foc.2005.19.5.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2013.283
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/scisignal.287re6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1124/pr.117.014944
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41388-017-0045-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2009.12.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41388-019-0809-3


9Kan LK, et al. BMJ Neurol Open 2020;2:e000069. doi:10.1136/bmjno-2020-000069

Open access

 13 Persson AI, Petritsch C, Swartling FJ, et al. Non- stem cell origin for 
oligodendroglioma. Cancer Cell 2010;18:669–82.

 14 Lara- Velazquez M, Al- Kharboosh R, Jeanneret S, et al. Advances in 
brain tumor surgery for glioblastoma in adults. Brain Sci 2017;7:166.

 15 Goodenberger ML, Jenkins RB. Genetics of adult glioma. Cancer 
Genet 2012;205:613–21.

 16 Wen PY, Kesari S. Malignant gliomas in adults. N Engl J Med 
2008;359:492–507.

 17 Perry A, Wesseling P. Chapter 5 - Histologic classification of gliomas. 
In: Berger MS, Weller M, eds. Handbook of clinical neurology. 
Elsevier, 2016: 71–95.

 18 Urbańska K, Sokołowska J, Szmidt M, et al. Glioblastoma multiforme 
- an overview. Contemp Oncol 2014;18:307–12.

 19 Neska- Matuszewska M, Bladowska J, Sąsiadek M, et al. 
Differentiation of glioblastoma multiforme, metastases and primary 
central nervous system lymphomas using multiparametric perfusion 
and diffusion MR imaging of a tumor core and a peritumoral zone- 
Searching for a practical approach. PLoS One 2018;13:e0191341
–e41.

 20 Chen C, Ou X, Wang J, et al. Radiomics- Based machine learning in 
differentiation between glioblastoma and metastatic brain tumors. 
Front Oncol 2019;9:806–06.

 21 Thust SC, van den Bent MJ, Smits M. Pseudoprogression of brain 
tumors. J Magn Reson Imaging 2018;48:571–89.

 22 Wen PY, Macdonald DR, Reardon DA, et al. Updated response 
assessment criteria for high- grade gliomas: response assessment in 
neuro- oncology Working group. J Clin Oncol 2010;28:1963–72.

 23 Sottoriva A, Spiteri I, Piccirillo SGM, et al. Intratumor heterogeneity in 
human glioblastoma reflects cancer evolutionary dynamics. Proc Natl 
Acad Sci U S A 2013;110:4009–14.

 24 Patel AP, Tirosh I, Trombetta JJ, et al. Single- cell RNA- seq highlights 
intratumoral heterogeneity in primary glioblastoma. Science 
2014;344:1396–401.

 25 Müller C, Holtschmidt J, Auer M, et al. Hematogenous dissemination 
of glioblastoma multiforme. Sci Transl Med 2014;6:247ra101.

 26 Sullivan JP, Nahed BV, Madden MW, et al. Brain tumor cells in 
circulation are enriched for mesenchymal gene expression. Cancer 
Discov 2014;4:1299–309.

 27 Li MX, Ren XH, Jiang HH, et al. [Identification of circulating tumor 
cells in peripheral blood for gliomas by detection of aneuploid cells]. 
Zhonghua Yi Xue Za Zhi 2019;99:1184–8.

 28 Gao F, Cui Y, Jiang H, et al. Circulating tumor cell is a common 
property of brain glioma and promotes the monitoring system. 
Oncotarget 2016;7:71330–40.

 29 Khokhlov AP, Fetisova IG, Chekhonin VP, et al. The changes in the 
permeability of the blood- brain barrier when under neurosurgical 
intervention. Mol Chem Neuropathol 1993;20:197–202.

 30 Macarthur KM, Kao GD, Chandrasekaran S, et al. Detection of brain 
tumor cells in the peripheral blood by a telomerase promoter- based 
assay. Cancer Res 2014;74:2152–9.

 31 Davis ME, Bossert D, Manne M. Toward precision medicine: 
promising areas of research in glioma. Semin Oncol Nurs 
2018;34:569–72.

 32 Shao H, Chung J, Balaj L, et al. Protein typing of circulating 
microvesicles allows real- time monitoring of glioblastoma therapy. 
Nat Med 2012;18:1835–40.

 33 Johnsen KB, Gudbergsson JM, Andresen TL, et al. What is the blood 
concentration of extracellular vesicles? implications for the use of 
extracellular vesicles as blood- borne biomarkers of cancer. Biochim 
Biophys Acta Rev Cancer 2019;1871:109–16.

 34 Osti D, Del Bene M, Rappa G, et al. Clinical significance of 
extracellular vesicles in plasma from glioblastoma patients. Clin 
Cancer Res 2019;25:266–76.

 35 Issadore D, Min C, Liong M, et al. Miniature magnetic resonance 
system for point- of- care diagnostics. Lab Chip 2011;11:2282–7.

 36 Lane R, Simon T, Vintu M, et al. Cell- derived extracellular vesicles 
can be used as a biomarker reservoir for glioblastoma tumor 
subtyping. Commun Biol 2019;2:315.

 37 Skog J, Würdinger T, van Rijn S, et al. Glioblastoma microvesicles 
transport RNA and proteins that promote tumour growth and provide 
diagnostic biomarkers. Nat Cell Biol 2008;10:1470–6.

 38 Arscott WT, Tandle AT, Zhao S, et al. Ionizing radiation and 
glioblastoma exosomes: implications in tumor biology and cell 
migration. Transl Oncol 2013;6:638–IN6.

 39 André-Grégoire G, Bidère N, Gavard J. Temozolomide affects 
extracellular vesicles released by glioblastoma cells. Biochimie 
2018;155:11–15.

 40 Muller L, Muller- Haegele S, Mitsuhashi M, et al. Exosomes 
isolated from plasma of glioma patients enrolled in a vaccination 
trial reflect antitumor immune activity and might predict survival. 
Oncoimmunology 2015;4:e1008347.

 41 van der Vos KE, Abels ER, Zhang X, et al. Directly visualized 
glioblastoma- derived extracellular vesicles transfer RNA to microglia/
macrophages in the brain. Neuro Oncol 2016;18:58–69.

 42 Wang H, Jiang D, Li W, et al. Evaluation of serum extracellular 
vesicles as noninvasive diagnostic markers of glioma. Theranostics 
2019;9:5347–58.

 43 Caivano A, Del Vecchio L, Musto P. Do we need to distinguish 
exosomes from microvesicles in hematological malignancies? 
Leukemia 2017;31:2009–10.

 44 Westphal M, Lamszus K. Circulating biomarkers for gliomas. Nat Rev 
Neurol 2015;11:556–66.

 45 Bettegowda C, Sausen M, Leary RJ, et al. Detection of circulating 
tumor DNA in early- and late- stage human malignancies. Sci Transl 
Med 2014;6:224ra24.

 46 Miller AM, Shah RH, Pentsova EI, et al. Tracking tumour evolution 
in glioma through liquid biopsies of cerebrospinal fluid. Nature 
2019;565:654–8.

 47 Martínez- Ricarte F, Mayor R, Martínez- Sáez E, et al. Molecular 
diagnosis of diffuse gliomas through sequencing of cell- free 
circulating tumor DNA from cerebrospinal fluid. Clin Cancer Res 
2018;24:2812–9.

 48 Saenz- Antoñanzas A, Auzmendi- Iriarte J, Carrasco- Garcia E, et al. 
Liquid biopsy in glioblastoma: opportunities, applications and 
challenges. Cancers 2019;11:950.

 49 Piccioni DE, Achrol AS, Kiedrowski LA, et al. Analysis of cell- free 
circulating tumor DNA in 419 patients with glioblastoma and other 
primary brain tumors. CNS Oncol 2019;8:CNS34.

 50 Zill OA, Banks KC, Fairclough SR, et al. The landscape of actionable 
genomic alterations in cell- free circulating tumor DNA from 21,807 
advanced cancer patients. Clin Cancer Res 2018;24:3528–38.

 51 Li CCY, Eaton SA, Young PE, et al. Glioma microvesicles carry 
selectively packaged coding and non- coding RNAs which alter gene 
expression in recipient cells. RNA Biol 2013;10:1333–44.

 52 Li R, Gao K, Luo H, et al. Identification of intrinsic subtype- specific 
prognostic microRNAs in primary glioblastoma. J Exp Clin Cancer 
Res 2014;33:9.

 53 Santangelo A, Imbrucè P, Gardenghi B, et al. A microRNA signature 
from serum exosomes of patients with glioma as complementary 
diagnostic biomarker. J Neurooncol 2018;136:51–62.

 54 Zhang W, Zhang J, Hoadley K, et al. miR- 181d: a predictive 
glioblastoma biomarker that downregulates MGMT expression. 
Neuro Oncol 2012;14:712–9.

 55 Yang CH, Yue J, Pfeffer SR, et al. MicroRNA-21 promotes 
glioblastoma tumorigenesis by down- regulating insulin- like growth 
factor- binding protein-3 (IGFBP3). J Biol Chem 2014;289:25079–87.

 56 Chan JA, Krichevsky AM, Kosik KS. MicroRNA-21 is an antiapoptotic 
factor in human glioblastoma cells. Cancer Res 2005;65:6029–33.

 57 Qu S, Guan J, Liu Y. Identification of microRNAs as novel biomarkers 
for glioma detection: a meta- analysis based on 11 articles. J Neurol 
Sci 2015;348:181–7.

 58 Lan F, Pan Q, Yu H, et al. Sulforaphane enhances temozolomide- 
induced apoptosis because of down- regulation of miR-21 via Wnt/β-
catenin signaling in glioblastoma. J Neurochem 2015;134:811–8.

 59 Shi L, Chen J, Yang J, et al. Mir-21 protected human glioblastoma 
U87MG cells from chemotherapeutic drug temozolomide induced 
apoptosis by decreasing bax/bcl-2 ratio and caspase-3 activity. Brain 
Res 2010;1352:255–64.

 60 Hochberg FH, Atai NA, Gonda D, et al. Glioma diagnostics and 
biomarkers: an ongoing challenge in the field of medicine and 
science. Expert Rev Mol Diagn 2014;14:439–52.

 61 Zachariah MA, Oliveira- Costa JP, Carter BS, et al. Blood- based 
biomarkers for the diagnosis and monitoring of gliomas. Neuro Oncol 
2018;20:1155–61.

 62 Schuster J, Lai RK, Recht LD, et al. A phase II, multicenter trial of 
rindopepimut (CDX-110) in newly diagnosed glioblastoma: the ACT 
III study. Neuro Oncol 2015;17:854–61.

 63 Felsberg J, Hentschel B, Kaulich K, et al. Epidermal Growth 
Factor Receptor Variant III (EGFRvIII) Positivity in EGFR- Amplified 
Glioblastomas: Prognostic Role and Comparison between Primary 
and Recurrent Tumors. Clin Cancer Res 2017;23:6846–55.

 64 Shostak K, Labunskyy V, Dmitrenko V, et al. HC gp-39 gene is 
upregulated in glioblastomas. Cancer Lett 2003;198:203–10.

 65 Qin G, Li X, Chen Z, et al. Prognostic value of YKL-40 in patients with 
glioblastoma: a systematic review and meta- analysis. Mol Neurobiol 
2017;54:3264–70.

 66 Hormigo A, Gu B, Karimi S, et al. YKL-40 and matrix 
metalloproteinase-9 as potential serum biomarkers for patients with 
high- grade gliomas. Clin Cancer Res 2006;12:5698–704.

 67 Iwamoto FM, Hottinger AF, Karimi S, et al. Serum YKL-40 is a marker 
of prognosis and disease status in high- grade gliomas. Neuro Oncol 
2011;13:1244–51.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2010.10.033
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/brainsci7120166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cancergen.2012.10.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cancergen.2012.10.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra0708126
http://dx.doi.org/10.5114/wo.2014.40559
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0191341
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2019.00806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jmri.26171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2009.26.3541
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1219747110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1219747110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1254257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.3009095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-14-0471
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-14-0471
http://dx.doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.issn.0376-2491.2019.15.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.11114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF03160073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-13-0813
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.soncn.2018.10.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nm.2994
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbcan.2018.11.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbcan.2018.11.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-18-1941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-18-1941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c1lc20177h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s42003-019-0560-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncb1800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1593/tlo.13640
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biochi.2018.02.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/2162402X.2015.1008347
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/nov244
http://dx.doi.org/10.7150/thno.33114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/leu.2017.205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrneurol.2015.171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrneurol.2015.171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.3007094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.3007094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-0882-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-3800
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/cancers11070950
http://dx.doi.org/10.2217/cns-2018-0015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-3837
http://dx.doi.org/10.4161/rna.25281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1756-9966-33-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1756-9966-33-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11060-017-2639-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/nos089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M114.593863
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-05-0137
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2014.11.036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2014.11.036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jnc.13174
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2010.07.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2010.07.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1586/14737159.2014.905202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/noy074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/nou348
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-0890
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3835(03)00310-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12035-016-9878-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-06-0181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/nor117


10 Kan LK, et al. BMJ Neurol Open 2020;2:e000069. doi:10.1136/bmjno-2020-000069

Open access 

 68 Bernardi D, Padoan A, Ballin A, et al. Serum YKL-40 
following resection for cerebral glioblastoma. J Neurooncol 
2012;107:299–305.

 69 Zhu J- J, Lu G, Zhu P, et al. Elevated YKL-40 level in cerebrospinal 
fluid is associated with glioblastoma recurrence. Neurology 
2018;90:P6.139.

 70 Zhao Y- H, Pan Z- Y, Wang Z- F, et al. YKL-40 in high- grade glioma: 
prognostic value of protein versus mRNA expression. Glioma 
2018;1:104–10.

 71 van Linde ME, van der Mijn JC, Pham TV, et al. Evaluation of 
potential circulating biomarkers for prediction of response to 
chemoradiation in patients with glioblastoma. J Neurooncol 
2016;129:221–30.

 72 Gállego Pérez- Larraya J, Paris S, Idbaih A, et al. Diagnostic and 
prognostic value of preoperative combined GFAP, IGFBP-2, 
and YKL-40 plasma levels in patients with glioblastoma. Cancer 
2014;120:3972–80.

 73 Wong ET, Alsop D, Lee D, et al. Cerebrospinal fluid matrix 
metalloproteinase-9 increases during treatment of recurrent 
malignant gliomas. Cerebrospinal Fluid Res 2008;5:1.

 74 Manicone AM, McGuire JK. Matrix metalloproteinases as modulators 
of inflammation. Semin Cell Dev Biol 2008;19:34–41.

 75 Kumar DM, Thota B, Shinde SV, et al. Proteomic identification of 
haptoglobin α2 as a glioblastoma serum biomarker: implications 
in cancer cell migration and tumor growth. J Proteome Res 
2010;9:5557–67.

 76 Petrik V, Saadoun S, Loosemore A, et al. Serum alpha 2- HS 
glycoprotein predicts survival in patients with glioblastoma. Clin 
Chem 2008;54:713–22.

 77 Loo HK, Mathen P, Lee J, et al. Circulating biomarkers for high- grade 
glioma. Biomark Med 2019;13:161–5.

 78 Arora A, Patil V, Kundu P, et al. Serum biomarkers identification by 
iTRAQ and verification by MRM: S100A8/S100A9 levels predict 
tumor- stroma involvement and prognosis in glioblastoma. Sci Rep 
2019;9:2749–49.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11060-011-0762-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11060-016-2178-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cncr.28949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1743-8454-5-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.semcdb.2007.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/pr1001737
http://dx.doi.org/10.1373/clinchem.2007.096792
http://dx.doi.org/10.1373/clinchem.2007.096792
http://dx.doi.org/10.2217/bmm-2018-0463
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-39067-8

	Potential biomarkers and challenges in glioma diagnosis, therapy and prognosis
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Classification of gliomas
	Molecular diagnosis

	Current diagnostic and therapeutic challenges
	Potential glioma biomarkers
	Circulating tumour cells
	Extracellular vesicles
	Nucleic acids
	Circulating tumour DNA
	microRNAs

	Proteins

	Conclusions and future directions
	References


