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Advances in the Research of cGAS-STING Signaling Pathway
in Tumor Development and Targeted Therapy

LIU Tianhao", ZHENG Mengge'”, LU Yikai'*, ZHAO Mengmeng**, LIU Haipeng'*
(‘Central Laboratory, Shanghai Pulmonary Hospital, Tongji University School of Medicine, Shanghai 200433, China,
Research Center of Translational Medicine, Jinan Central Hospital Affiliated to Shandong
First Medical University, Jinan 250013, China)

Abstract

cGAS-STING signaling pathway is an important pathway for recognizing DNA in the cytoplasm

and initiating immune response, which can regulate tumor development and anti-tumor immunity through various

mechanisms. This article outlines the molecular characteristics and signal transduction of cGAS-STING pathway,

discusses its complex mechanisms in regulating tumor development under different conditions and the regulatory

factors of cGAS-STING pathway in tumors, and summarizes small-molecule agonists targeting this pathway and

their combination medication with other cancer therapies to provide reference for the development of novel tumor

clinical therapeutic programs targeting cGAS-STING pathway.
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FERE R ARRTEE N AN BIE T EHE AR Z —
WA N HHIHE G, R AR LA K e o A2 05 77 X
(RIEHE, JhE A ABORIAE T N BOR g K. 54t
i, 20204 A ERET A AERE G129 79 1 930131, 2040
A BRI RE T BT A0 Rk 5] 2 840 75 1, AHEL
20204FHIN47% . HAT, FAVIER. BUT. WA
FEIA)YR YT & T BOR R E 1 E 2R RVA T SR Bl 3L
Hh, SRR T A — A P R 4 R R 23 A
1 J R R R AN EAR TR T, AR A PR ) T
FHIEIG B S RV TT 77 R (HER e T R ReEt %
Fe—HpE 7 T RBIR MR, (RIS B AL ) 25
F, TrhRgimes 24 7= B0 55 1 3R R IT RCR . BEE Sk
S R, BT S 0% A G 4B AR R A L IR
T AN 3% A ) e 6 T T BUR B 12 A UE SE AT
H, b yZe ks A sS40 55) (immune checkpoint inhibi-
tors, ICIS)ZGMNEIT k& PLIR 2 RS ) T4H i
(chimeric antigen receptor T-cell, CAR-T)iR 7 5T Bt
FEMIEIR T P AR B3 . SR, ST T S5 o 1k
MR ZE T AE R, I AR P e 25 1 s A R X
G WTTVE RIS IR YT e A SN R, mT A R
U L R 2 DA S T 2 TR I i 243K — e et O

cyclic GMP-AMP synthase; stimulator of interferon genes; cyclic dinucleotide; tumor develop-

I, R TR () AR R ML, ¥2 5858 i g Ve T B
Fr LA E B R AN

S IR - IR R & R (cyclic GMP-AMP
synthase, cGAS)-T$t 2 % K ] J K] 1~(stimulator of
interferon genes, STING){5 ‘5 il B4 E A [EH )% R4
1) B 4H RGER 7, E JIRE (1) e A 2 Jie v i E B
e . — 71, cGAS-STINGAS 5 i@ 1% i@ it {2 i3k
CDS8" T4 LA [ 4R #: % (nature killer, NK)4H o /5
A FE RN B, Caspase-8i75 FHI4NAL I T2, 41
it Wk 1OV A e R PRk R S — 7 THT, cGAS-
STING/E = i #1022 30 51 R 12 20E U
) 40 fe DN AR 4% 5 1 [R]85 2 40 42 5 12145 5 A
BRI R AR R R, BOREE R R ET
cGAS-STINGAE 5 18 % 75 g 1F e b i F A HoL
i, 7E L BEAL F B A AE S E R 1 ) e S
T2 M RS 7R IR R I HUS T R
OB ROR . A SCHE cGAS-STINGAS 538 I 1 3 A
FRAE S FLAE IR (0 Th g S A L DA K S s
TBIT R T R S N A IR AT SRR, DU cGAS-
STINGAE 5 i % £ M v B /E AL 4T 42 T A
W, HETT VLA cGAS-STING/E 53l B 1 I R 16 T
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AFALHIE T T R

1 cGAS-STING{ESiB gt
1.1 cGASHISTINGHI S FLEH4HE

cGAS X FRC60ORF15058{MB21D1, #&—FH1522
MNRFERARL 7> FELIN60 kDalIE A, J& T
cGAS/DncVHEAZ H IR # 1 (nucleotidyl transferase,
NTase) Z i At ' cGASE & — /N N-%ii L7 X
Al—A> C- b g Fyag 17, N-3 o X 28 1—160
MR, A 456 X5 DNA(double-stranded
DNA, dsDNA) T 7 (1) 15 % B 1E L far ik 2, A £
T2 DNAZE G AL AL, 73 7HE cGAS 2 FAR Bl A —
RAUCIR S 5 dsDNAGE & U819, C-bify 45 i 35k bh 26
161—52207 2 KPR %, F0.4E NTaselz A5t 1
FE LR ST B Mab2 1 45 #4145 LA K fi7 55 C dsDNA(site C ds-
DNA)ZE A 45138 2021, NTaset% 045 #4450 Al Mab2 1
GERA SR ST A A 5 A 3 R U 5 44 - N- g R 2
ANBRTE AN 1A ve BE AL HE 1 BT B 2H R C-ai it 2 14
REWEIER, Kb 5N 3 cGASE DNALE & K
TR IR EEE T A AL W A R A
SRR T IR BT AU, Site C dsDNASE & 4514
W AEEH alX . KRKRAFKKHIR 3 H BEL . 1%
SERIRAN AT LR I 2 0 15 5 AR 4 A A 20,3 -
S — R AR — B R (27,3 -cyclic AMP-GMP,
2°,3°-cGAMP) (1774, I ] LLd ik 34N B B (1) 1F HL i
TREEN FcGASH %/ MADNA I FLAE 21,

STING X # TMEM173. MITA. ERISE{MPYS,
P3N R 5 T 8= 2h42 kDall iy
J5 B A 1 P2, STINGAL 2 — AN NAC Ui 5 435 44
BN — AN 5 BRCPR C A 3t 45 #4043 (C-terminal domain,
CTD), P~ STING S A4 i ik 5 6% 45 #a 4 5 o ol 25 44
A AR T B — A8 XA — 56 . STING
(1) N-3ity EH 113807 2 FE TR AL A, L7 45 0B e 45
}4J(transmembrane region 1~4, TM1~4), M4 STING
B 52 1 P9 I L A A i # E E 3. STINGTE
FEVE MRS FEE L R, K —
AR TMLS 55— AN BRI TM2-441 4, TERCH
P/ B TM2 T TM4 ZH R (1) 18] J2 DA R B S 78 41
() EH TM 1A TM3 4 i 41 J2 1. CTDH 139—379
e FERR A B, 05 — ANl A& 45 & 454 18 (ligand-
binding domain, LBD)Hl— 4> bt 72 5 45 #4135, (C-
terminal tail, CTT). LBDH 4> ad#JiE (al~ad)F15

A BHTE (B1~BS)FI R, 7E STING — 5 fc rpid ik 1% 42
TM4F LBD o) 3% 42 W e Ak 452 30 1 A Jie 28 3,
{8 STING B 44 f) TM A1 LBD 43 i £E — B A4 6 1]
CTTH STINGI M5 &84 45 &, M| STINGH]
E 0% PL N STING 5 TBK 1 FIIRF3 (1) 45 4124,
1.2 ¢cGAS-STINGEEMESESIE

cGASTE R 2 B B KR 52 14 (pattern-
recognition receptors, PRRs), T -5 AhJEE
[t dsDNA. £ cGAS5 dsDNAW I E &,
cGASIEFLAE DNA M)W 25 B FR bl £ 5%, dsSDNAX
B HAE cGASHI A FERE o e FN B i 45 0 2 A1 1
&b, B2 T RAAEE T R E S, cGAS
(1) — FEARAE dsDNA S LAkt Sk 1) T 2% Bt IR
g5k, MR EcGASIITEAI >, THL I cGASK
R R DI RE, AL =M (adenosine triphos-
phate, ATP) A1 =R & £ (guanosine triphosphate,
GTP) & Hi2°,3’-cGAMP. % —{51#2°,3’-cGAMP
S A0F A FE M E B STINGS: &, S LLev il —
R AZE STING I CTDJie #% 180° I [l 58 £
122 TA) R 28 S (R4 — AN B B A — N i iR
WEHFRIT , TR — > 5 i3t K 78 75 2,37 -cGAMP
SEA AL AW S TR, B, WS HISTING
T A 5T Y — i 2Rk B A o A A (ER-Golgi interme-
diate compartments, ERGIC)M 4 5T W & A\ 5 /R 2
N, 855 IS TANK 45 & 308 1(TANK bind-
ing kinase-1, TBK1). IkB# /i (I kappa B kinase,
IKK )% 7291 3% i) TBK 13— {2 3 STING)
CTDRABER A ME 1, BERRAAZ M CTDI I AR
SEI S IE R B 4G & 4E MR ST IR R A
[AlF 3(interferon regulatory factor 3, IRF3). Z5%5 %
CTDHIIRF3H TBK 1IUE H T B — 54K, 1M 2 hridk
AN GH M5 F IFN-BAE R T HL R R IA -0, b ok,
B0 1 TKK A 3 NF-« B 1] A 7 IkBa ) B 82 1k
HE T EOE NF-«B 75 5 H 4 fi /- % -6(interleukin-6,
IL-6). M8 R FE K -a(tumor necrosis factor-a,
TNF-o) %2 R A T 1 RIE P, cGAS-STING
e % I WO T TP 3 O R AN JORE [N T Rk, E
PUBG . B B S B S P e e h R AR
BRI,
1.3 B cGAS-STINGIS S i@ B AVEUE R BIE
HLl

AR IE B 4, Bl 40 i N cGAS-STING
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ST - RS ST BT R

WOFH KT IE 0. o8 248 i Hh 3 3k A7 /2 DNATR 1 /52
BN B 2R AR AR
WAH DL, 18 R IR A% BZR KR DN A [ 453 £ A ) 48
Ji 5T H ) itk i B8, e i AR AN R 8 (chromosomal
instability, CIN) & N BB &, 2R 2ZrH
T AR g A B A i T BRI G ik 4 ) R
5%, BRI B85 5 M DL
IR A, MR R o] S 8 DNA R & T
40 5T P IE A cGASTHR AN, #E T IS cGAS-STING
5, R RIEE ST . Kt
B BAZEE. PARPHIHI ISP 2540 UL 4 ot
S35 2 0 A% DNAJI 5 1 H1 ZE R 38 10T, 2R R4
DNA (mitochondrial DNA, mtDNA )& & DNA [{] %
— B EORIE . MR A0 R AR AL R AR e IR TR ]
SRR ) T RE RS, 18 4 A AR 38 375 1 AR
U, T miDNARE T 405, 31 S cGAS-
STINGF 53 i P%*, fihJgg 4 g ik ] LLIE I A #h
JE A58 (1) A R 200 JH0 A A () 20 470 B2 340 (extracellular
vesicles, EVs) 3R B mtDNAMST, [K b, i J8 41 g
Al DL I [ B A N A E SR DNA ) 75 s
cGAS-STING{F 5 i .

il JR 4 1) cGASIR A DNAJE, 7= 41
2°,3°-cGAMP/E N cGAS-STING/E Tl Bk 1 55 15
e 1200 RT3 i )k B ) R A 2 LA 2R R Y 4
HH, HETHOE STINGAr K T (5 5 img U, 78
Jifggg o, R AT R R 27,3’ -cGAMPIAE P2 3 | 2
TS B4l (astrocyte, AS)~ # 2R 4 Y (dendritic
cell, DC). EWE4 i (macrophage, Mo)%54H it ]
1EN2,3"-cGAMP ) 2 AR 41 4748, 2°,3°-cGAMP
R R R IR MG, BOE STINGIH 7 4E T4k
% o(interferon o, IFNa). TNF-o%% 28 5E K 7, EA1
VBN 55 53 WA A5 = 0T i % 72 iR 41 i R 1) STAT L
FINF-«BIE B, 232 s A KR A0 7 i 24 170,
2°,3’-cGAMP#4 % 3| il 83 #H 55 ¥ DCHI Mo , DCHI
Mo AE H o8 BL 2 I 7= A8 TR TP 2%, 36 T 40 i
W TE 1) cGAS-STING I % B [Fl 12 12E 382 CD8* T4H A
B, AT A AE DR B E (B ).

75 I gk Ak Je R e, X [ A e 2 3 2% T ik
{10 34 3 ) A1 A e 8 40 PR3 A S 22 B ) cGAS -
STINGIH #% Jz HAH I 73 1 R IE BUS ALH , 32 1
1) 240 i 81 10 0 R S B A R RS A AR 55, TR
P i A P8 B PR B, A ¢ ST 2 1k 3 14052

(Bl 1). &5, MR anfiEd ™ iH cGASEL STINGH)
FIE KV BTN BB M SR | 4 4 928 368 B %o e
S DNARTTR, AT F ] i S 2 15 5 8 % 1)
WAL P W AR A [F) R e ORI T 2 R ) e Ak
I cGASEL STING TR, IXLETRALAR F: 8 cGAS-
STINGAE 538 % (1778 A0 52 B ) 53, [F) i BfF 84 K
I, cGAS I STING JA B ¥ X 355 ¥ F A 7K S 36 53
S8 24 e B B 3R R 4 T 7R SR L Is A%
P B cGAS-STINGAE 5 18 % (135 Y, H 31k
Tt 0 61 751 D) ] DA 3 380 cGAS-STINGAE 5l % |
R R 40 B R T MHC-TI 3R, AT 3 50 iR 52 3
A CDS' T A i HE S, b4k, EZH2. KDMS
SR IBALE B A aT DOl g Y STING 2 K 40
B A AL AT I STING ) 228 B A6 071,

ok, I eT DL S H0 cGAS-STINGI# i#%
) 335 A0 410 ) B R g o 4 R R ) A TR A U B
TREX 175 A4E #UR O T B8 0% 18 ik B i 40 B 53 b 19
dsDNAEE G cGAS 3 & B B8 1 7E 32 52 1507 16
JiRE i, TREX A 302 7K1 0] B 2 DA 4
PR 7 Sk — 20 EA i R R R A A R R
DNA i Bedl ] cGAS-STINGIE 1% (1305 , M7 SEH
G B IR 1) H (1 50, BEIR RS EF ENPP 12 40
WM 2R B 2 3 -cGAMP /K il , 64T %
PR AT 22,37 -cGAMP Y = ROK 01 STING
() Ik B, e TR TP 3K K SO R T I Rk
IE WA T, b 2 i T3 Bk B ENPP 1R IA I
W 43 0 B0 i 980 TR B A, KRR e R A B R )
2°,3’-cGAMP, il I 1] G 32 A0 i 1) 3, ki) G928
YL cGAS-STINGIR A T I e 4l JE g 4, A
TR ICIs A T B8 e %8 ] B, B 8 B8
G2 R IR AEAL 11, iy 20 A3 W] LUE i -
IR A ABCCLK 27,3’ -cGAMPHEH 41 i, R
4HA N 27,3 -cGAMPIIR L, Hil 55 i 83 41 i N cGAS-
STINGIH % 3G AL FE B, HEm k55 T4 R 5 T 1
PR G S B 12, A SERE YR I R ) S
KBS E BRI HR2 7] 5 STINGS: & | R s 5
HSARIITE R, FF40 55 AKTHIH] TBK1IBERR 1L, M
T cGAS-STINGHUE S £ il 8 41 i 52 2 FH
T80, %, FELT 40 %t cGA S-S TINGIE I 35 . [ 2
1E, 440 ] Bafilomycin A 13014 STING ] Rab7 ¥
Rl i3z, AT 3 STING 825 4k, ATk
i gRg ) A o4
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DNA damage
Oxidative stress
Metabolic stress

e

l Genomic DNA
—1 MNNONGN  Mitochondrial DNA

l Micronuclei DNA

NN

7 \Y/\7,

l "",,"" ””“‘””””. "
@ 2 3 cGAMBT
S

&\ 4 STING
—r

2
l

N I e )

@ IFNB, IL-6 and TNF
- Y

it

Tumor cell

FEMPAIML A, DNAGRAS  ACHHRI . AU B 5 S 1 1 23 IRDNATE IR b S B 2L B L IDNA S cGASTE ii2:2 M — % A o 58 =
BT cGASHITEL, ML AIcGAS RIFRHE ThBE A2 K2°,3°-cGAMP. 2°,3°-cGAMP 5 STING4S £ (2 {8 ) 2 i, kT Bd TBK1-IRF3 A1
IKK-NF-«Bf5 5 RN 73 NI T35, IL-6. TNF-of5 40 87 1772 BEAb, 27,3 -cGAMP Rl 3d i 43 b k0] B -0 J 4% 4t o 1) 45 5
g o, DNARI2,3°-cGAMPHIFEfi# . STINGHIZR ML B Ui SE L FEXT T cGAS-STINGH 538 B (8T B A 1 ] o

In tumor cells, aberrant DNA accumulates in the cytoplasm due to DNA damage, metabolic stress, oxidative stress, etc. The accumulated DNA binds
to cGAS, forming a 2:2 dimer or highly ordered complexes to promote the activation of cGAS. After being activated, cGAS performs the enzymatic
function, catalyzing the synthesis of 2°,3’-cGAMP. 2°,3’-cGAMP binds and activates STING and then activates the signaling cascade of TBK1-IRF3
and IKK-NF-«B. Activation of the downstream cascade induces the production of cytokines such as type I interferon, IL-6, and TNF-o. Additionally,
2°,3’-cGAMP carries out intercellular signaling functions when transmitted through secretion or gap junctions. Safeguards that limit cGAS-STING sig-
naling pathway activation include the degradation of DNA and 2°,3’-cGAMBP, the epigenetic modification of STING, etc.

Ell cGAS-STINGESERAMBEHHESESMFE
Fig.1 Signal transduction and regulation of cGAS-STING signaling pathway in tumor

R, B 6 cGAS-STINGIE 42 VG T 77 E I T 2
KANFRTEHES S51ZEENESHSS T, I
J20 40 . A 4] cGAS-STINGI& 12 15 14 1 S Fa R #2545

cGAS-STINGE S BIRAEMEB AR+
MR HR
2.1 cGAS-STINGESBEHIIEIMEAE LR K

FRIFEEAR G . ARYEAS R R AL kR 4
S FHHATHEE R T, {23 cGAS-STINGIE B (I35 1L,
TR FEDU R R . $E 1] cGAS-STINGI& 12 ¢ H
WREMLEI G IT  IE AR Ja SO — D ik .

HLH
cGAS-STINGAS 5 il B 7 I8 1 R A2 Rk v

FEHERBMEH. ARPFFEE, STINGILRIEZ B

i B EH A R UG M E IR br, STINGRFR ) B 40
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M FLA P 7, SRR RGRE ), iR RZEMIRES)
R ) cGAS-STINGAE =18 B & A6 mT LA
BRI G () A R it e 1) e A el
FIRBLG IR cGAS-STINGAS 5 38 i Al 3l 145 52 L
il R R MR H A FH (2)

B, R R, cGAS-STINGAE 53 4 7£ 1R 5
R )E , J5 2 CD8” T4H M5 I H I8 Fe % K
R AR . CDS8™ THH 2 8 S 2 W WA Bk
1) 2 AN AN A, 38 R T 2 3 41 (antigen
presenting cells, APCs) W1 DC5id it 3 BE2H ZUMH 25
52 A 14 -I(major histocompatibility complex class I,
MHC-1)AZ X 5 38 1) g il e m A 4. a4
] cGAS-STING/E Sl % T I T = ERIE, LA
73 W B8 55 43 WA 1) 7 A 33E DC R #A I 3 ai HL H Ji
S5 ThAEE, AT E0E CD8 T M &1k i 988 40 ff i 4
S R AT A A BLeT8 [E] ) YE 1L cGAS-STINGIE
P AR AT (2 3E CD8™ THH ML 7E g o IR, ik —20 3
5 CD8' TZH M I8 Sy /E H 0, b4, BH9EER
B, TR T3 K AL 8 PR DC H Y AR T B R ORI 2R
SE K R PR MHC-143 116 [X % 0 [ i A7 A0 45
A ], BB DCIA CD8* TR 2 PR 7. cGAS-
STING KU (1) T84 2 38 AT LA 32 P 983 ol 34 35 vh
CCL5. CXCLOAI CXCLI0%5 LR 7 (1) 703 , 47 3%
CD4 HICD8" T4 iz i 21 i g7 AT S e D g™
AR, Tifg A N B A i T A0S DCAE N IFN-PE5E 1Y
T4 FR 0 F ORI R R iE LI Re U2 7R R
iR, STATIV LIAE T4 2= L A (interferon-
stimulated genes, ISGs), 7E I T REFIEH Fi5ES
FIEHAL 3 MHC-1E &P A R i 2 7 i
Wi —T5E 5e £ B, CD8' TZH I cGAS-STINGAS
530 % (0 Rl I ] AKT-mTORE AL, 11
TCF-1f3IE, I 4ERF CD8" T T, Fe2& i
HECD8” T4 386 HBH (- ke 7. B E 2,
VRN B [ (5 588, cGAS-STINGTE I
Jed 20 2 rhod I VO [ A S 2 AN A S N, K
FE OB A 1 F7

FIR, cGAS-STINGA 5 18 % n] e i {2 3 NK 24
JH A P e g 2 M AU B 28 35 ok T B R HE e 4
F o NKH M AE R0 535 B fe g% J5 PR 22 B MHC-1
IRZRIA M #E % CD8" THH A A% 477 (1) Jifr 3 4 i vp & 4%
AR T WEFRREE, oRg 2R 1 22 PR Y 2
JL PN cGAS-STINGIE ¥4 178 14 &R vl e i g .

JEYH LN cGASE I 2,37 -cGAMPIfH i 5% 73 WA F
F¥3% CD11b" 40 i sk B4 () STING, J& #7754
() T8 -0 22 mT e 10F N a9 s R AE A, aX —
ot R T DA AN cGAMP BLEE IS U9, 3 — B0
TR, PR RIE N 2°,3°-cGAMPBE S AL i3 NK 41
Mo R TCF-11 50, 8 (2 3k B A % il IRk
TCF-1" NKZH R 4385 A 1fi 384 568 o8 5473 e o U7
2°,3’-cGAMP 577 A6 (1) TR TPt 22 0 T 70 328 s e
WA (tumor micro-environment, TME)HIL-15% 1A
AP EI RIS, 2 3EDC, NK 2540 M 22 1 1L-15 524K 1)
FIE, HEMRHENK A M B A . 1A, B4
Jif 4R B9 41 R (1 24 DNA T3 i cGAS-STING-
TBK &2 3 IRF3#ERR L, IRF3E N KK 7
HFRAEEI LI 40 i N 235, RAET W] 5 NK 40
15218 NKG2DAHSE &, AT 2 35 {2 14F NK AR 71
TR R 4 s

)5, EMIEAM A, iE1E cGAS-STINGE &
T B A0 B85 T L 5 T A A TR HE A A O
AT IEH 4R, I 40 B 5T 76 5 2 1) dsDNA,
X2 dsSDNA R 47 cGA SR 71 I3 ik R iE 1) NF-xBf5
FEMRAEHEIL-10. IL-6. IL-8. IL-18. MCP-1.
GM-CSFE#{i2 4 28 Jf A 1 (1) R IA 33, 51 R 4
I T LM M bR AL, 3 S R AR
8800 NF-kBA5E 5 8 2 05 I8 1] LLZS 3 TNF-aff)
Fak, MG Caspase-8 175 59 41 ff I T2 Bl IR AE B,
AN, TR 2R mT DLIE A F T g &4 it 2 1 1)
IFNSZAA, {23t STAT2 A1 STAT6 55— SBAR T il It &
FERES N T IhAE , 55 Spl1 Al BCLO/ 232 M 11 #10 #]
YR AE B, 7R B R A I R AL B, G
ORI L4515 B T DNA R 340 cGAS-STINGAE 5
TP, WOE ) STINGTE iz d 5 LC3TE LA
WA, eIt e o) 24 P K T 2H AN R ik g 38 o,
V) 200 P ok A B A AR U0, I A — T
FLR Y, STINGH GEMHr 1 45 & I HK2 9
O LA 3 A 1 e 200 L P A SRR AR, T
VR AR AR 25 5400 1) iR 5 5 1550

25 EATIR , cGAS-STING/E 538 i A 7E W5 AL o
(AN [ 20 B A e ot 2 o 52 2% DML 49 o e g O A
Jig
2.2 cGAS-STINGESBEREHEMBELELRE
MLl

VBN B E Y N DNAAL RS 5 8 7%, cGAS-
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STINGIEFEEPU IR fo e ] B R 4536 B EAEH
SR, KT A A O 58 25 0 D R A A 4K
T 40 B S 2 DA R B A T I ROA B, A RIS S
% R A [ 1R 40 P 2 R0 DL KA [ PR A P 5 o R R
AR A Thee, &2/ R8I & 145
cGAS-STINGIH ¥ 7E 8 (1) K A Kk e v R FE R A R
T o 40, — I002 6 53 BT 1 45 R B, 7245 B
B R S Rl R, cGAS-STING K i {5 il i
JGPFUI TBK1 . IRF3%5 [ /5 R 1A 5 s o 55 4
925 20 Ff 12 B B PR AR AE AR G , [RII bR 5 1
ZITE B, cGAS-STINGERAZ I E 153 1
LA T 1 — O], R RIBATH XX — 1)
A S ML AT 1 IR (E]2)

126, cGAS-STINGIR R M FFEE 51 & rtg
PORE B A I TE BT SCHE B3 2 A0 SS 1 43 Wl
FeR, iR rp 2 A R R e 4 i s R o A
W1 cGAS-STINGAS 5 il B A7 FF 4k s VG 1L, K54
SEUIIE R 73 W AR T 51 R ABE 90, 32 i fe ik
PR AR SE 5 « TR AN B IR Ak, 1 R AL
T 1R B ME R A6 AR ), SRR 7,12- - F 3
2K JF [a] 2 (7,12-dimethyltetraphene, DMBA) ] LLi75 &
1% DNA [F 40 BT (127, B0 cGAS-STING(S 538 i
755 JONE R 231, AR/ B ST i JER S PR 240 s 114
KAz, T Sting il 25 (1 /)N R U ] S BT — 8o K=

H IR, cGAS-STINGAE 5 18 % £ M8 (1380
A AR5 T R 1Y 22 T HIARAA , 0 S 72 4t
ot ek R A R R SR A o A A STING I Bh I I3
TR (cyclic dinucleotides, CDNs)ZE 1L & W RE
75 5 b 5 40 M 2 1] PD-L 35, M 90 - %o e
IR0 R S R A 5 IX — I RN STINGI B 771 5
PD-1/PD-L 1S40 7E M8 G2 Va7 B B 4t
TARAENAS, b, STING I Ak AT 1 5 e ik A 155
(FIDCHH AL H G 25 A6 25w 15| R J12 2, 3- XU 48 B (indLole-
amine 2,3-dioxygenase, IDO)J3i5 147, yE 4L FIIDOIE
75 S8 PE T (regulatory T cell, Treg) FI¥IE ,
N CD8" TLH A e H AR B Lk i yee 4 A 1)
AN 1E I,

R, MR OR B cGAS-STING i 4k 18 7]
T I S A S A R e A R, B S PR A
JS7 G 3% A BRI O T, R HE AR B R R A R R AR
FH o e 2 ffad ik SR 5336 ¢ GAS . 2°,3’-cGAMP
o TGF-Bii% Naive CD4" T4H i -H ) STING, %5

FOXP3 1) 521% DA a3k 3 [m] #1182 Treg 4 i 7344, ; 5K
Wit CCL27E MR A e Hh F 55 TregZlifie, IR Ff
L) 0 e 0 0 1) 0 R e S B 990 A AE LR
B, 17 b8 A 85w i I STING L 2h 7 AT i85 5 8 15
B4 (regulatory B cell, Breg)J 3 18, 534 @it 4>
PATL-353 1 NKZH AL x0T g i 5 A D e, AT (i gk 4t
) P TR 2 B PR B8 ) TR R, S IR e 8 4 T e g
i Y, cGAS-STINGAS il i [ FF8LiE 1 ik n] &
SR A TP e AN E T 7E =R IA STING
P EAR TN, STING I nl i i TBK 13714 p53
FFNARATIRE, SETHRFRE T AU
RO,

A, cGAS-STINGF /T 1 IR T 515 5 il
P& AINF-kBA5 58 B IR0, HA (ks 4n o i %
PVETEThRE, ATt IR R e . B TR, IR
YT B A A% SR U5 Y DNAT] 3 cGAS-STINGI& 12 11 71
HASPEBE JE L SUNF-«B15 5 I8, B0 (e 3t k8 ()
R, BrE 5 STINGTEAAL, 5 e 2 iRg 2
] LA cGASE T 27,3 -cGAMPI# 1 [ B i
AR BRI RR AR, J538 50 B TFN-0F1 TNF-o
S 4 K] s 3t SR mT S e 4 L ) NF-xB, 121772
T3 R 200 P G e A RO AT RN 25, IX AR 7R T e
2 R FH -5 G2 200 M P ELAE S IR A% R A L7

S, cGASHLRT DAIE ik i) il 83 441 g - 1 1)
5 H 2 G I R R 0 A . A A P
Jii DNA44%5 ] LA Importin-aff i 4 77 30 i7% 5 cGASHI
¥ oA, HENGH A ) cGASTE DNA XUk W 24 4k 5
PARPAHEAE ], ] PARP-Timeless & & B,
AN 0 4 i Y DN A7 )5 [R1E BB O A, &
4 J911 ) 200 P 2 P 2 AT R g 2

25 EATIE , cGAS-STINGA 53 i Al 3 i £ Fif
ML 3 g (1) R AR DR R, Xt R I 123 % 7
PR R AR R R A <) S AR, RN B ) 1208
PIIRIT 77 RIF R B S BAR ORI A, A
T 0 ) EL AR e 1 P S e £ K967 R80R

3 #UEIcGAS-STINGHI /N FH I
M %

KL 2 [FIEHE R W, cGAS-STINGIE % 111
TECEPUMR S 697 R, JUIAE MR IR 2 K
P2 FHE MV e h A A . [FIk, cGAS-
STINGI# % Lo M Va7 AT T8 R . H TS
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cGAS-STING 5 5 38 i HoA7 11 R 10 IR 4 Jo& R W T 2k o JHC A1 e 2 g R L ) L 65 STIN Gl i TBK 1-IRF3 0 IBRE O L2 T 3 0 s e Ji
SEh, AT HECDS THH M FTNK AN X 983 (¥ 75455, STING i IKK-NF-kB 22 HRE 1) 4 i K]~ e a3k e 40 B (R B AE AR T2, STINGIR I #1355
LC3JB A W, (et /R 20 i e S o FOt I S AR AL ) 0 4 S o T 1 P A AE (it IR PO S BT 8 1 S 12 e P A L
iﬁ%PD-LlﬁﬂlDO%ﬁ’aﬁéEﬁﬁﬁ%%E‘Ji’%l&, RS PR ) o R 18 ) 8 0 6 ) I 00 B 21 SR AR R ) A A5 . RTINS, TR 4 i T A
R HcGASEUSTINGH ik, SR — 15 {#2°,3"-cGAMPI# R (1) 77 B i SR Al cGAS-STINGIE I (K135 4k o 1) ) 5355 Sk ARAR AR IA KT 1)
R, R T SRR R KPR B PSR S R E R, R O SCTARIE RIS, A TR A S AR MR B T, R
SLERARTRINH], i FF A ERARIC () IR AR AT HOR AL RO 4 B3 5 BT
The ¢cGAS-STING signaling pathway has two sides of inhibition and promotion of tumor development. Its mechanisms of inhibiting tumor develop-
ment include enhancing antigen presentation through type I interferon released by the TBK1-IRF3 cascade, thereby promoting tumor killing by CD8" T
cells and NK cells; promoting tumor cell necrosis and pyroptosis through cytokines released by the IKK-NF-kB cascade; and promoting autophagy of
tumor cells by recruiting LC3 to form autophagosomes. The mechanisms that promote tumor development include promoting tumor proliferation and
metastasis through sustained activation of chronic inflammation; promoting tumor immune evasion by recruiting inhibitory immune cells or inducing
the expression of immune checkpoint molecules, such as PD-L1 and IDO; and promoting tumorigenesis by inhibiting homologous recombination repair
of tumor cells. Meanwhile, tumor cells can also in turn inhibit the activation of the cGAS-STING pathway by down-regulating cGAS or STING expres-
sion, or promoting the degradation of the second messenger 2°,3’-cGAMP. The upward single arrow represents upregulation of expression level, and
upward double arrows represent excessive upregulation of expression level. The connecting lines of each signaling pathway in this figure, except those
already marked with text, the solid lines with arrows represent activation or induction, the solid lines with short vertical lines represent inhibition, and

It
(9

the dashed lines with arrows and deletion marks (“x”) represent that original activation effects are blocked by upstream signals.
El2 cGAS-STINGIE i@ 72 & IR EY1E R R AL
Fig.2 The regulatory mechanisms of cGAS-STING signaling pathway in tumor development

3.1 JECDNs/)\5> F#zhst
3.1.1 DMXAAZK XM 5,6- - FI LR
M -4- 2. 1% (5,6-dimethylx-antheonone-4-acetic acid,

FHOH R T Z2MIX—(5 S 1/ Tish 7, bA
HFMIgiaIr, 324 A CDNs/IN F i) 7 f 4k
CDNs/IN> T sh 7 KK .
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DMXAA) K H B2 N TIH KM — 5w
cGAS-STINGIE % 1)/ FAEY, N EIRE
) STINGH#zh 7. b b, DMXAAHRHIZEEN
— LI A AT IT R, JE R K I RE S
STING 440 BAF H H- 0% STING! . A 2 IR A
PR, DMXAATE Z Fh/Is BRI AR Y rh 38 18R
HH A SR P fieh e 4 B A £ 1 P59, {H 2 DM XA AT
A REFNERZ B TT AR /N2 A e () T I PR e
SERIEAEAR T, BRI, DMXAAYR
T 5 BUE STINGH BAEH , 5 AR STINGHIAH HAE
MRS, BiLES FRFIETIREGESEE, NS
FOLAE NG R S8 H BIPT R BCR HAS W 3E

R, AITX DMXAA B 58 3F oK 15
1k GAOZEPYAI ZHANGE: A4k ¥ 1H H T $E 1R A
STING# H ) DMXAANTAEY), H DMXAAMAT
W) 0-18138 7 & (a-mangostin) 7] 5 = R HE0E A2
STINGHE A AF/N R STING. #EiRiE , XAk &
e T AT A R s, (et E .
KTHBUmER, AMITRE T ZFHLH]: (1) W55
Jert 1 A W B A R R 2 SR A 353495 (2) 15 AR KA vi AN
YUMIIET; (3) PRI A R ; (4) SRR
2R A B T ORI /D 5 AR U0,
3.12 di-ABZI  20184F, RAMANJULUZ1¥: it
TP EA A S MEPUEIE K STING/N > T3
TR FE TS IR BR M (di-ABZD), XEE NSRS A
K STINGH 1 B A mop M R 5 R 28 STINGI
il ZEANFIRHET 5 STING A B A —E 56
77 BB I 3 2 WK (amidobenzimidazole, ABZI)
IR, 8 ABZIE B R AL 5 153 di-ABZI,
X Ad H 5 STINGSE F1 /7 & 35 185 13, di-ABZIF %,
IhA BT 2T 3 WL (6 STINGERSh 7T &, 2 i
Go TR IT AT R I ELFE R . 3 —20, RAMANJULU
25 (BIE [R) R 45 B bR A R Uil di-ABZI B 7R
45 R B di-ABZIRE W 75 T 80% VG T 4 /) BRI yeg
BRI R E S D AR
3.2 CDNs/N3F#Eh3

CDNs /& cGAS-STINGIH % 7 — Ff 35 7Y (1) 1%
Bifl. CDNseH —HHREX BN &4, W -5
H (c-di-GMP). 3 R (c-di-AMP). ¥}
HE IR (cGAMP) 4 . HH, cGAMPH
$53°,3-cGAMP. 2°,3’-cGAMP. 3°,5’-cGAMPAI
2°,5°-cGAMPZ: ., £ 19874F, % —4> CDN X #

ROSSZE MY, £ %5, %0 T2 H W5 T GTP
AiE T R A AT IR, B 37,5730 - S 3F IR (c-di-
GMP), 1E 442 A B IS, c-di-GMPTEARS
FEER B BOAT 4 25 R GBI AEAE R . BEE T AL
IR, SUNZEPYE ORI, cGASH DNAUS J& AT
PUIEAL & B cGAMP, cGAMPHETT % STING /&
B TR TP & e B . ABLASSERZ: 023 — 45 K 3
cGAS* ) cGAMPELHE — /> 275" Fll— 4> 3°-5"
i —HgsE, Hixfh2 -5 R R iE i g KA R
STING 15 KB FT 4 7 10 o

CDNs#\ NS5 i ALY 1) 2 R s )
REUOT, 7E cGAS-STINGZEH, cGASH i dsDNA
MEAERGE, GRS 42,3 -cGAMPH & T
CDNsH)—Ff, Hid i i#uE STING#E i 6 % TBK 1
FIRF3JE A G R B R AL, A0S i 1L T
RN, KI%E CDNsZKEBNF P /1. ik
T8, AEAS P IR LA AR S 4/ RRAR A o R v
3°,3’-cGAMP A 03 STING, i i3F 3% 11 Btk B 4 B o4
ARV IR Y, Ak, 75 BRI AT, RRIRZS
Jrdet CT26R SR IF A (0 2R B16F 10, A YRR 41 ez
HSC-255 A R s B8 b | S8 NS 2°,3°-cGAMPY)
Sk IR TR B Mo AR ZR, FAZR I Moitid 73 ik
TNF-ofHE {0 5 - B 28 R oA 55, S5 iR Sk
RZEU0ST, A, BIF 5t A B, CDNsids i] /E g i v )
BT, R E R R AR . FUSE MR T —Fh
FH o7 4 il — 5 ik 4 P % 7% TR I8 - (granulocyte-macro-
phage colony-stimulating factor, GM-GSF)FICDNsZH i,
FR) R 25 T ——STING VA X, %55 11 5 PD- 1 FH 71 Bk
B, TS SRR PEZE . X B PD-1 BH I TE
e 57 PRI RE T AR o 7E/N R T Blo R o 2y i Al
B A28 24 o-di-GMPBEA UMM 58 2 JIK % B TriVax 1) 3)
RE, B MDA PR A K 000, ST AESR, STINGH SN
(T R CLRCNHEIE G2 vE 7 Ak (1 34 i, FRHTIT)
CDNsECH AR A BT e 1) e 5 V697
3.3 Hi o FEE

B BN oy T s AN, BTN B3R 4Rk
Tl 2B 1 H B CDNsIL &4, B4 ADU-
V19. ADU-S100. Tautomerism. IACS-8779.
IACS-8803. E7766. BMS-986301. GSK3745417.
IMSA101. MK-1454F1SB11285%% , iX & STING/)
I3 BN RS A S A YR STING! 071081 4
AR E K& ADU-V19. TACS-8779. IACS-8803.
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ST - RS ST BT R

ADU-S100/1 TautomerismE I /R 5 £ 56 H 2 J 11
HH R R S R TS R, I H TACS-8779 M TACS-
8803 JE I H 3R K (1) 4 S ft g /R 1210, /Ny 2
YIE7766. BMS-986301. SK3745417. IMSA101.
MK-1454F1 SB11285 T\ 4 U s 21| 56 [ [E 3. LA A AL
Bt (NTH) [ 373 5 W 70 B (NCT) 2540 dod b 4h
20204F, CHINEE MO8 1 01 8 7] cGAS-STINGIf #% /)»
B YT ES B — Rl STING B Bh 7 SR-717, H
TR A L 2R T CD8* T NKA DCZ54H ffl () 3%
b, RHEHU R R iE . [F4E, PANZE I i vl
B KN — PR B R 28 STINGI ) 71 MSA-2.
TEMC3845 117 (1) /N R AL, 1 IRZE ZGMSA-2 2 I
. 77 R AR 1 R v 12k

ZE L RTIA, BRI SN A A P e I O
cGAS-STINGIE ¥ & Hu Mg 7, 5 IR 51l IR
L FATIAZAE — Lo AR R R DB R 25 [ . PRIt
X% I8 /N T 2T AT e 3 — P AT
3.4 #0[E)cGAS-STINGHENFIE N F S Ao Bk kL

SR ] cGAS-STING /N i ah 7 B %
FPUMIE P RIVE R, AEA s 2 3R 1 = ™ |
235N TRER 2R . BT cGAS-STING
Bzh 7 CDONs B A MLtk . mKiE e mes i, S8
CDNs/ANZ¥ 5y % ot 4 i o IR 30s i i STING™™. - |1 T
A=) AR RN 2540 1 I 22 U BR 1], cGAS-STING
G FHUME R R I A R Rk, PR B =
AR 28 T 3 R e GAS-STINGI Bl 771l
VAT BUR A B . Ak, $EA /Ny T 25808
MM A — MR A 25184 . CDNsAFRE FIRFEAT
e 2577 N IRHITE R N A S /a2 . 1545
(PR P9 VRS STINGEBh FIAFAER AN R ZL 8. B
S, AT AR 2 A S v, B e [ — A
T FARA 98 S S IO PUMR s A Re S 55 A
A R HUR PR, R, ST IR A 1)
PR A, STINGIE ) A A AR KT Hrdm 3
I, JFR—FEess 4 B 4 25 UG 25 R A B0R B
STINGIH N 744 T A I AR S FH A {8

4 cGAS-STINGH T SR TT %
HEKER%
4.1 cGAS-STINGHZNFISHIT. WIrAnELETy
EHBERY

R AR L AP W, cGAS-STING# )7

KA T« AT RTEE YR 9T S R PR IR T T
B A B 1 W IR 0 AOR o Sl 111 IR BT B 9T
TN, AR T BB BT R TT, STING SN 77 Bk
B TROTT FE AN [R] 04 Jie 98 A 28 v 05 0T . 225 34 568 e v R
G g g Jog 13181 T 2 V2003 o vy T R O Ok SR 15
(1) cGASH BN 71 Brivanib-5 IE1 H A W [7 e e 18
. WU &L, Brivanib B 2450 7] cGAS I 14 50
H 5 dsDNAZE & fE ), 22t cGAS-STINGIH #%
AL, DAY 0 2 it i1t 77 X2 ik CD8 " T4 i
(ITHRE, S AR PR S MO, LIS THRGE 1
2°,3’-cGAMPEX & 1LIT 254 5- 3 R IE (5-FU) g
R R 45 W R, FRER AR S-FUX g 18 (1 RIE F o
TE SR 41 f s /s AL, 27,3 -cGAMP 5 A TG
AR IT AR IR R P F B R M Ak,
STINGHE BB E #E A7, tnT LA 230 H B A 41
IR R . LUZEIVR B, STINGEGE IR & % i A4
KA 752K (epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR)
F 175 P4 22 3 T (Cetuximab) BE i 2 /2 i HPVFH
P 11 3k 2005 4% TR 4 i % (head and neck squamous cell
carcinoma, HNSCC) /& & I8 [ B
4.2 cGAS-STINGH BN S REZATTHEBER%

B B ICTVR T & — g 75 1138 B bt i gg
J7ik, HErIEA IR A B . R ICHRIT I LA
T 3 I b e e S B T 3 R R, ELAE S
BRI PR L FH H AT A7 A8 1 S 281K 1) SR B 4« T cGAS-
STING# 5 72 ICUEK &6 7 B AR (R I 254,
I Z T PD-1/PD-L YT AR 3 577 . STING
W )R] 2 3k T2 e v g 350 A (R0 , B 5 ICT
YR IT R . MATSE ORER T STING A
2°,3’-cGAMP. TLROFL A4 CpGH i 470 Ji ok 25 1l 11
YK 22 FLAYCREBE B ——pGCVax, nGCVaxREME T
JEr AR5 4 T S R R, (eI R 1 SR R
W R PMEFUIRE . RN 45 E e A HER2 FH PE L
Jidees /) BRASE Y o 1) w4 R i R . SIVICK S 121
I 55 /= 7 & ¥ STING 2 7] ADU-S100 7] 75 i
SRV, TR 25 2475 3 R e S MEC D8 A% R T4 AL
{10 Je E G , 1K 4 57 BT RE A IIBUMR S, WL
LA R EE AL 7] (checkpoint inhibitors, CPIs)
B SRR g% . WILSONZE 225 L 76 B16 £ (1
RN RS | STINGE S 712K B-Z 1K (PBAE-
CDN)ZH K ki I & 41 PD- 1 Hi AR 1 5o v [Rl o
YER o XM VR TT B 5 — M 2 PD-1/PD-L1H
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b7 751048 P AT DA AR R STING I 5h 77 458 FH 1) e 2 )
M. GRABOSCHZ!" i 7t & W, i1 5 I1cGAS-
STINGIUFE EARFN A Ay 35 7] DL _F 1 PD-L1#ERIX,
AR A BB AL o 5l T PD-L 1 BSCCE i 2445
R A FH I 38 PT /N BRAE A7 3. CAR-THH
Xt N 282 1E CD 191 BAH % i Jed FL A S o 1 11
PGS LT, SR, {3 F CAR-THH M7 LR T 58
TR B AR R BB 126127 CAR-THH LA T S 44
o8 (10 7 7 B A B4 B R B 855 HH CAR-T4H M I3 i
PERFEAPEZ IR i TMEA S ICAR-TIIRE
AR KA . A N B, XUSEMI 5 K
L, WA A STINGI S 7 AT 2 2k 7L i -H CAR-T
S R PR 4T IR T R 4 R, B P R BRI A

FIRBFE R, cGAS-STING ¥ zh 738 i e A
FE G IR T 1 B S e T VA PR s ve T A
A2 R A5

5 SEEFRE

AEEE T TR LA, b 40 i LA R R 2 AR
SE PEARAN BT ) KPR, S SR 4 o o o H
P 22 SRR T 40 HAZ BB MR [ dSDNA . X 62 i
J53 H 1K) dsDNA F] AR A4 473 A0 5% 731 B s i g 4
LA ) cGAS-STINGI@# #% , it — P it T I 41
F ol NF-« Bl % 32 MR 1 R AR R B o 24 R0 KR AT
FEW, cGAS-STINGE AT A i & 7% = ALl
TE BT o 28 B8 1) i3 2 R e v R P B VE
CLRCHIEIE VR IT AT s 2 — o H BTHE ] cGAS-
STING I % 47 7 M /N 43 B 7 1 Ik A4k
WA T —Edt R, BT 7. BT Ml
REVRIT MR L R P R OR . SR, )
cGAS-STING /N3 -85 25 ATy SR 5 g 5 i 1
AEAEAE A A PR T AR 1T 5 744 PN B IO 2%
JRE g 8 A7 i 12 5 AR DA R T L 1R A FH S5
T T VT R T TR SR R T R S ) T B i K
P, B IS B S 2P AR PEAN 2%, AT
PE B WOR L ) 14, 2 H AT ] cGAS-STING
BT RIS Z —

i 98 4 A T 38 i R 18 cGAS-STINGIE i#% H o
S IRIL, BURA I H cGAMPAE 5 —E{H 11
E 2 ANH cGAS-STINGH % (3T , M T S8 G 128
W3R o X FEIR TRATAAN T O 1208 % 1) OB 4H 4
Jih 988 47 1] 4% cGAS-STINGIR 12 I HL | [Fl AL B A

WAEME. HSERNZE, LA T /iR cGAS-
STINGTERFE 26 1T 2 R (2 e 88 1) 5 92 410 1
Ihise, X 5IE BTG BRI . RS [a) ALRT AL i i
RRER B BEEDIM G . $RRBRATLESE H cGAS-
STINGH#: 4% & ILARFEALHN K 25T & 75 Bl i A
B PIIE YT SR I 2R IE 2 B TR R, 38 o J e I
A G| AR 8 8 1 9% 0 B R A M 2, $R
# M cGAS-STINGIIE YT AR, ool B PG
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