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Abstract

e Choroid neovascularization is the characteristic
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pathological change of many fundus diseases and is the
most common cause for severe vision loss and
metamorphopsia. Among the pathogenic factors, VEGF is
considered to be the most important and treatment
targeting VEGF showed promising results. However, anti-
VEGF agents need to be administrated frequently and they
are usually expensive. Also, some patients got no
response to this treatment. These facts force us to find
other pathway that involves in the formation of CNV. This
article reviews the latest research on CNV - related
signaling pathways so as to provide a deeper look into
CNV and hopefully point out new directions for treating
diseases that share similar pathogenesis.
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Jok 4% 8 A= 1ML %8 ( choroid neovascularization, CNV ) X

AR IR 0 2 17, 2 A W A OGP B B AR T o B
PEITAL | rfC P TS Y ik 2 SO0 D B A R PRIR ik
SRR AR AR R T Bk 2% B A 1 A R 2
PR £5 A IR S5 Z2 P IR P03 1) AR I A | R T
B, FEOPOM AR ERE . B IRIEVOEER M8 &5
(fundus fluorescein angiography, FFA ) 5| W55 2% Ml 45 1 52
(indocyanine green angiography, ICGA) X JG2# A0 T Wi )2 1
$#fi (optical coherence tomography , OCT) K] 32 B , AMTIA
R CNV 2 A IR ) S R CNY 2K
fik % B 40 1M %, 28 Bruch J ( Bruch’s membrane , BrM ) A
AR 2 | B (retinal pigment epithelium, RPE) JZ #l
Brush %, [KBT A= 1048 45 14 AN 56 8% 38 e 1 TR PR SR TR
RPE JZ AL 2 6], (O 45 RPE J2 085 & T
HRWINY, HAETX CNV BT ST 255 40 00 JEORT A 1 55 22

XA '3%“5%%)?%1[&”@%5] HAGTE RPE ik L4 A
ﬁﬁik.?( vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF) [¥) %%
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it TR AL 5 7%, 910y VEGE f5 5@ B Wt 1;&71_&%
Shh( sonic hedgehog) fE5 B A KT ( transforming
growth factor, TGF) —B/Smad {5 5 18 i F1 Notch 15 51 %
I FRATTRE 230 B R IX 5 A4Sl K TE CNV KA & e
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1 VEGF 5 S &%

VEGF {5 Ry 5 R A A2 1l 48 AF Bl R 7, HLAE 4% 28507 A6 i
PRSI B G AR IR RS I s I D i S R
FIPEHE A KBRS, oLl VEGF-A/VEGFR-2 {55
WL . KT CNV BIBFFE WL, VEGF-A (5%
W Y VEGF-A 5 HZ RS54 )5, vl 4 1
BN R, £ A A T Bl 4 e Ut
VEGF-A F HZ Mkt & CNV A P R4y T, iy
VEGF i % 5 VEGF-A 5 VEGFR-2 Mi&)5 , B BRIk,
IE TG SZ RGO A2 0 A IR R Ak, Bk
S B 52 AR S o AT S5 B8 AH OC BE F JTB0E 2 AP i 5 5
%, 40 Y1175 5% 3 8 W2 16 7T 175 5 9% IR W ( phospholipase,
PLC) vy — M 19 85 125 20 03 A 28 I C ( protein
kinase C,PKC) , #1115 #G 22 2500 A0 8 11 80 i, 250
A FFEEG AL H AT, BEES R P91 P VEGE B [
PUARIRIRTT CNV 19 =25 1k SR M4 = T 60% [ 4F:
W4 DG B R A M AR A A2 IR T S A D O R 2L
U R, FERFSE CNV LR A 2 T AL A RO 2
ARIRIT I B 258 AR R T VEGF {5 538 %
SETLIE AR
2 £ 8 Wnt {5 5@ 1%

Wnt 52— 5 AR - B E A, 5 &I E
F ( frizzled, Fz) Z K 8 Fo/ K B E IS HE H (low - density
lipoprotein,LDL)%ﬁi*ﬁﬂ\QEE 5/6(low—density lipoprotein
receptor—related protein 5/6,LRP5/6) R E N NTR]
WRZHF IR, 24 Wnt 55 LRP5/6 $L2 k454 nf
PRI SR K F B—i% PR3 [ ( B—catenin ) 532 B R AL %A%,
T B—catenin 7EJE N E R, B—catenin 53 2 4% P AT 3]
WALHE VEGKF 76 N 1y 8 56 A A Rk, Wne 6K,
B—catenin |2 g1 5 4l [5G B B B8 - 3B ( glycogen synthase
kinases—3B,GSK-3B) HI K 1 & W me (b s ™, BT
R, Wnt {5538 #% 5 15 Pk % (reactive oxygen species,
ROS) {5538 ¥ 4] ] BEAFFE ARG 28 5 HLHI, inEE CNV
LR, Wt {5 5 3 #3813 58 8% ] F - kB (nuclear
factor kappa—B, NF—«B ) {5553 #% 1Y G2 | L, J 8 CNV
HEREN ) AES HRAT R S b BB AR M, B Wt {5 5
W VT WTE WE IR MEOULEE 3 - W B/ 1 U RS B
( phosphatidylinositol 3 —kinase and protein kinase B, PI3K/
Akt) 15 5 38 %, HF %0 AE S T - a (Chypoxia —
inducible factor— 1o, HIF- 1) 15 58 4, HIF - o 7] 38475 7
LB H ( glucose transport albumen, Glut) | O Bl 5
( hexokinase, HK ). T4 M R Wi & B % B ( pyruvate
dehydrogenase kinase, PDK ) . F 2 I & ¥ A ( lactate
dehydrogenase — A, LDH — A ) | FRmEBEA -1
( monocarboxylate transporter—1, MCT—1) 28 B2 f# g, 51 &
A EH IR AA A DO R P Bz 200 f A P 7 R e 2 LR, T
WG VEGF §6 2, 8 B CNVYT e — TR S0 A% i ik
SEG KPR, Wit/ B—catenin 15 5 3 [ 38 o AL N A T T
EAAE % 2 iR 85 H (oxidized low — density lipoprotein , ox —
LDL) 5 [ i 57 8 ik o Bz 4 #2451 0 26T Wt [5 5
W EEFE CNV B4R R B by 5 20 B s BAE 1 A
o HURE S PERHL T 7 Be 5 A S8 il N CNV i e 24l 2
AU kR E— 20 0 RS LA IE
3 Shh ES @&

HEL SR N &4 3 ' Hh (hedgehog) %A ; Shh Thh

(indian hedgehog) . Dhh ( desert hedgehog)'™ , H:# Shh
R H iR — AR A A AR R SR E A i
ik THE ' . Hedgehog {5 5 i #% £ E M {55 4> T
Hh 5 3Z & 4& %M 5 H ( patched, Ptc) | Smo ( smoothened ) A
Je e v (0] {5 45 3 3 43 R B 53 DR 3 Jpk b b 5 1A
(cubitus interruptus, Ci )/ 5 88 AH 5C JB 98 55 X R I8 9
( glioma — associated oncogene homoglog, Gli ) % 21 1™,
Hedgehog 1553 % A FC 14 Shh 5 Pre 52454 )5 , Pre fit
FEXt Smo 14 #11 #1), Smo 1 C — K ¥ JF 7 9% 25 1 3B A
(protein kinase A, PKA) % & F ¥4 B 1 ( casein kinase 1,
CK1) .G & F{BECZR 2(C protein—coupled receptor kinase
2, Gprk2) S5 R AL TS , 2 Smo 7ELF BN R LI
I A G, 3k 5 B A A IR 258 5 AE 2& B (Ellis - van
Creveld/Ellis—van Creveld -2, Eve/Eve2) %55 T i Smo/
Eve/Eve2 BE &Y , O HEARBGR G 7 ( kinesin — like
protein family member 7, KIF7) 5% Hh 3£ I35 #0G L 2 &
Y, i SR SRR R AL Gl 25 1, BERR L 1Y) Gli 5 151 31 41
JfuA% b, 8% Shh #E LK Y ) & B Hedgehog 1] fiE 5
CNV AH I AZ PR kg — 30 42 J PR 20 OCHK 73 Hr & 1L Shh 5 5
FETCIE Gli2 I GLi3 5 47 I AR D e B BE AR PR DIAH OC ™
BRI & 3, Shh 15 5 38 5 4F 1% #H OC Pk 28 B A8 ¢ v
CNV ZYIHH 5, F 3 % ( eyclopamine ) #1 i Shh {5 53
B AT 0 /N 6 S R CNV OB 5, i A iTE 5
purmorphamine ] fiff 7 £ 1fi 45 17 A & 3 1K) H Shh
A 3 1 b R B9 HIF - 1o - VEGF — delta #f it /4 4
(delta-like ligand 4, DLLA4) 2215 5z 7 A2 VE FH 69, Al
Shh {5538 F AE CNV T2 b 72 i i 18 A R R 258/
FHAHHY HIF- 1o~ VEGF {5 538 i 1) HARPL i i 75 9 — 25
B
4 TGF-B/Smad & 5@ %

TGF-B J&—F Z a4 i 7, A 5 1[5 5l 1 =
S AnMuRgsE ok A R R P oT R RIE A 4R f i
R W 45 H AT & BLA) TGF-B A 6 Fhk Al
F ik i s b A TGF-B1  TGF-B2 & TGF-B3 =
AN LA M R (B AR RN AR 2 L TGR-B £
T B0 T AP AN T 1 32 A A TGF-B1 18 R 4%
ERIRTE 85 TR D456, 5 L5 TR 1 45678
W RIKE G, ZE AW E R 52 K4 Smads 2 1
(Smad2 Fl Smad3) % fR 1k , B W2 1k J5 19 Smads £ 115 45
A Smads £ 1 (Smad4) 255 4 Smads E &Y I A 2
AR , TG H e 3k TR ) 9 4 0 3 R A e st
Z WU 58 KB, FE OGO EE S 5 1 B CNV B B
TGF—-B/Smad {55 38 [ 38 13 98 15 42 1 7 A= A< PR Jirb 9 3R
BEIH F (tumor necrosis factor, TNF) —o, VEGF ) 2 ik 7E
CNV 3 Ji v Jh 4 8 A Y, 7 48 53 7 TGF - 14 fiE
RN CNV BB B2 SR, A 24 W & B, TGF-B
LA TR Ik 246 TS R A0 I B 00 5 ) 4 P AR S 2k BEL iy JHE A
AR PN I P R 40 i b i 32 AR S B, R DB R
CNV'®' 2 JE S H7 W % F (9 TGF - B 41 il 51 4 % TR 1
ELRR SR AR P B TGF - 4% i iy 8 1y B A 5 S
IR, S 2 0 s S PR AR TR, JRATA AL, TR 1
TE CNV W s ke 42 s /E T, in TR I 76 1 %87 1 % S 8T
HOREZAE R, TS B A W TR B e i 7

F o SR, A R AL B ot B 2 02 75 UL, 38 5
— LRI AR E
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5 Notch 15 518 §

Notch 155 {1 3 ] 7% 2 Fh ik A8 v A48 015 1R HT,
A8 KA WUEAE P2 BRI A& AR Rt i A5 3 72 O HL ok
RE AN [) 21 40 Hp 45 b A0 i 28 A A K A R R S
Notch {553 % (19 BTG A W Fh 5 20 Notch £ ML iR 5
1 CSL{ DNA 455 8 A 7EM 7L sh ¥ R | 2k HUil 24 FR
HA C-J3 8 F456 HEH—-1( C—promoter binding protein—1,
CBF-1) . JC B il F F ( suppressor of hairless, SuH)
Lag—1, &% CSL] R i 42, R N DL &2 AR i 42
F7 . Notch FLiA 55 3 52 0k 1 40 g ob 45 #4 30 45 &, 76
=3 A A 2 11 7K A A T 2246 R Noteh 41 Y
LS AN, Bl S Notchl 5 CSL 254 I K 5% 55 3 il
PRI~ 2 Ak o P SR OIS W0 52 A, DT AR T T A0
R S AERFSE & B, Noteh 15576 1L 45 Az A 495 1o o 22
fA 0 TE N B AN EE 5 RS I AE S A A I AE T A5 i e
R HEEREMER . 2358 &L, Notch {5 53 % 1] 1
1) 842 g B MR A I A R, TS5 Noteh {75538 % ] i
HCNV AR M A5 SR AR 8 S B F 5 i, m i
HBELH ML ) Notch {5538 #7741 ) BOG 45 )5 90 99
TR 2 R e 1 S0 R RE S, /0 Ik 246 S v Argl FH A B
%A AE Dk 265 B b ) 2R B, AT ) VEGE #l TNF-a 1Y
PR HEA G CNV AT X — B AR AR S A 25 51, ol
AESEH TN A R4S A Notch 5 53 F§ X CNV JE i
HEREREAANFMER, B, 7 ##— 2 Wi Notch {55
MPETE CNV KA & e vh 94 T, A #1303 A 3 i
CNV Hr by ) s 558 A i 8 T i 22 5AE .

6 HEMXZMEF

ITAEAR  RIERBETE CNV & A e v iy AR 5 1k A
TG, ARFRAGERIL T CNV N4 i y T30
FEiESE M (interferon —y inducible protein 10, IP - 10)/
CXC ¥tk N F 214 3(CXC chemokine receptor 3, CXCR3)
{5538 % B A I CNV 7B, HALH AT A 5 1P-10/
CXCR3 {5 5380 % 5% Mep kb3 (07 9 0 Sy A DG i S
) — IO AR T 0 . 7 8 P A A DG e 2 A e A TR
IP—10 7K B S 558 11 WA o 68 5 vy, B0 S s 3 S o v
(afibercept) &7 ,IP-10 Ay 7K ik — 2 FH "™ IESL T 1P -
10 7E CNV A2 & e v b 2k m 8V I . thoh,
R4 B E A M - 2 (matrix metallopeptidase — 2,
MMP-2) (3334 Toll 574k (toll -like receptors, TLRs) 351 g
Pi 2 1 (osteopontin , OPN) V25 [ 7 /£ CNV 1 i) 1 FH
BHGE, B AR E TS CNV B 28 A B F IR & A
XF CNV I3 f#%
7RE

T R E S A T A B B R ) 38 B
L ABBELT CNV BIBFFE R —E R R K . WHERMTLER
Ji g o Wine {5 530 6 T DL L 9E VEGF 3k, [a] ikt ]
FERARAE ) Shh {5538 #% 7] VEGE 3k 9
B et VEGF {55 B /e, BAEBEINE T B T4 vh
Shh {553 P o R 0T Wt {5558 P& 15 5 R %
Bz 20 AR 32 T 40 0 38 0 IR A T AR I A TR R
Shh 5538 i 2 7538 T Wnt {5538 B M T 845 VEGF
fF5 ke Qg JOCH /1 )EW—A4~ Ji4h, e 5 &
FREE O NLR B TS h, TR -3 Al i i S Wt 25 11899
WIS Wnt (553 B T TGF—B A3 19 L B 4
Tf4) 1] 76 5 40 i 5 4k 75 2 Noteh {5 Sl #1923 5" | Notch
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15538 R4 L8 53 SOP PR LTS 2 TGF-B 75
MRS 5 R R RGE I % A A b ) Wne {5508
L R AR B 1 (jagged b, jaglb ) AR IR 3 11
2(jagged2b ,jag2b) FEIRHEMT VYR [ B ZM L 7 Notch {5
SIE R4 TGF-B {5 53l B2 75 7T ARl i Wt 55
% 1E S A5 Noteh {553 -, 4105 H 2 A [ 25 2 46 i i) A
(e {553 B s S A DA P 7 o 0 S {5 5 3 I ) A B AR ]
> FALA A DL R AT B T R ATHE— 2B IR CNV
L A P A L AR IR

25 LRTIA ,CNV BB U 22 2% A 5 1 i A0 46 e 1L 4
Az PR A LA A RS PR 5 K S TR - A L R 1 P A 45
A HEAE CNV BL BT i R rh AN B 2% 18 e R 7 2
MV TE I AR A5 5 B, 10 107 5 S B L — S5 53l
925, AT AR U 5 5 30 B SR R OG5 53 f%
A5 Ik S % S8 HLHR AR B VR TR AR TE CNV B9 & 2R K i i
P A H 2R, NIMFHSE AT CNV IR &1,
H AR ZEOE T CNV IR 7 R B 58 2 B0 7 Bk 4t
VEGF {67 (945 2577 sl 0 & 8 B0 VEGF 2417+
FIEFETE CNV B BRI R W86 . 7ELUS B9 0F5E A7)
it 2 — A0 B WX BB {55 0d B CNV KA K il A P Y
BARVEFT I A A G TT CNV AR DG 500 1 3 A 20
B i 77 AR R
S 3k
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