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Abstract

Paediatric brain tumours are the most common solid tumours and the leading cause of
cancer-related mortality in children. Current treatment, which includes surgery, chemother-
apy, and radiotherapy, has improved survival for some types of them but is associated with
significant long-term side effects that reduce the quality of life. These unique limitations
highlight the urgent need for novel therapeutic strategies tailored to the specific biology and
vulnerabilities of the developing brain. This review focuses on clinical trials conducted over
the past decade in paediatric brain tumours to elucidate emerging therapeutic directions.
By analysing trial phases, type of interventions, and molecular targets, we aimed to identify
trends that could inform future treatment development. Our findings show that targeted
therapies, particularly kinase inhibitors, epigenetic modulators, and immunotherapies,
represent the most frequently explored interventions, although most trials remain in early
clinical phases. Diagnostic innovations, including hybrid PET/MRI and molecular profil-
ing, highlight a shift to precision medicine. Collectively, these trends reveal a diversifying
therapeutic field that may, with international collaboration and long-term safety evaluation,
transform outcomes for children with paediatric brain tumours.

Keywords: tumour; brain; paediatric; drug; immunotherapy; treatment; epigenetic;
signalling pathways

1. Introduction
Cancer is a major cause of mortality in children and adolescents across the world.

Every year, an estimated 400,000 children and adolescents aged 0–19 years old develop
cancer worldwide [1]. Paediatric brain tumours (pBTs) are the most common solid tumours,
accounting for 25% of all paediatric cancers, which represent the leading cause of tumour-
related illness and death in childhood [2–4].

pBTs represent a diverse group of diseases, with different sites of formation and
clinical behaviour [5] (Table 1). The most common types of high-grade BT in children
include medulloblastoma (MB), ependymoma (EPN), diffuse midline glioma (DMG),
high-grade glioma (HGG), Atypical Teratoid/Rhabdoid Tumour, and Embryonal Tumour
with Multilayered Rosettes (Table 1).

The treatment of pBTs frequently includes tumour resection followed by chemotherapy
and radiation therapy; however, despite ongoing research, there is still a high unmet need
for novel therapies that can improve survival outcomes and quality of life for patients [13].
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Outcomes remain poor for many high-grade pBTs with long-term effects on survivors
due to the toxicity of treatments, particularly chemotherapy and radiotherapy, which are
associated with significant neurocognitive side effects. In particular, pBTs present specific
therapeutic challenges that are distinct from those encountered in adults. The developing
brain is exposed to the long-term toxicity of conventional therapies, resulting in neurocogni-
tive impairment, endocrine dysfunction, and impaired psychosocial development. Hence,
treatment in children must balance efficacy with maintenance of the quality of life over
decades of survivorship. Biologically, paediatric tumours exhibit different genetic and
epigenetic landscapes compared to their adult counterparts, often characterised by fewer
mutations but greater dysregulation of developmental signalling pathways, requiring the
development of paediatric-specific treatment strategies.

Despite advances in surgery, chemotherapy, and radiotherapy, the management of
pBTs remains challenging due to several biological and clinical limitations. A major chal-
lenge to effective treatment of pBTs is the blood-brain barrier (BBB), which tightly regulates
molecule penetration into the central nervous system (CNS) and prevents many drugs from
reaching the tumour site at therapeutic concentrations [14]. Additionally, pBTs are char-
acterised by intra- and intertumoral heterogeneity, with distinct cellular subpopulations
contributing to therapy resistance and recurrence [15,16]. Furthermore, the location of these
tumours further complicates surgical resection, and even successful surgery may result in
long-term neurocognitive and developmental consequences [17,18]. Together, these factors
underscore the urgent need for novel and more precise therapeutic strategies to overcome
these barriers and improve both survival and quality of life of the affected children.

Here, we review the recent advancements in treatment strategies and clinical trials over
the past decade, with the aim of identifying trends in therapeutic approaches, including
immunotherapy, targeted therapy, and combination treatments.

Table 1. Key clinical features of major paediatric brain tumour types. Summary of common aggressive
paediatric brain tumours, including their typical anatomical location, prognosis, age distribution, and
relative frequency.

Tumour Type Location Prognosis Age Group % of Cases

Diffuse Midline Glioma [6,7] Midline locations Very Poor (<10% survival) 6–10 years ~10–20%
High-Grade Glioma [7,8] Cerebral hemispheres Poor (<20% survival) Adolescents >10 years ~8–12%

Medulloblastoma [9] Cerebellum Variable (~50–70% for high-risk) Peak: 5–9 years ~20%
Atypical Teratoid/

Rhabdoid Tumour [10] Mostly cerebellum Poor (~30–50% survival) Infants and young children (median ~3 years) ~2%

Ependymoma [11] Mostly in fourth ventricle Poor (~50% survival) Median: ~4–5 years ~10%
Embryonal Tumour with

Multilayered Rosettes [12] Variable Poor (<30% survival) Infants and young children ~2%

2. Trends in Paediatric Brain Tumour Clinical Trials over the Past Decade
We searched the U.S. National Library of Medicine Clinical Trials (ClinicalTrials.gov)

online database to identify clinical trials on pBT treatments for patients aged 0–17
(tagged as ‘child’) in the past 10 years, including ongoing, completed, and terminated
trials (Figures 1 and 2A,B).

For such analysis, 581 clinical trials were obtained from the filtered database search
(Supplementary Table S1). Among the trials with available information about the phase of
the study, we observed most of them to be in Phase1 (38%), an initial stage required to assess
safety, tolerability and optimal dosage, followed by Phase2 trials (28%) focussed on evalu-
ating the efficacy and to further assess the safety at the optimal dose and Phase1/Phase2
(15%) representing combined trials to streamline early safety and efficacy assessments.
Around 10% of the analysed trials are currently in the most advanced study phases (8.2% in
Phase3 and 2.6% in Phase4) required to confirm efficacy, monitor side effects, and compare
to standard treatments and finally monitor long-term safety and effectiveness; while 7%
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of the trials are in the Early Phase1 representing exploratory studies with limited human
exposure to determine pharmacokinetic (PK) and pharmacodynamics (PD) profiles. Finally,
the lower percentage of the analysed study phase is represented by Phase2/Phase3 trials,
combined trials to confirm the efficacy and gather more safety data before proceeding to
Phase3 (Figure 2C and Supplementary Table S2).

 

Figure 1. Workflow of the data search, eligibility screening, and classification analysis. Workflow
diagram depicting the main steps of the meta-analysis. The ClinicalTrials.gov database was searched
for paediatric brain tumour trials between 2013 and 2024 (ages 0–17). After applying inclusion and
exclusion criteria, 252 trials were selected for analysis. These were categorised by intervention type
categories and sub-categories.

First, we further refined the obtained clinical trials database by ensuring that (a) the
trial focused on more prevalent primary malignant pBTs and (b) verifying that the interven-
tion proposed in the trial was a treatment. Brain metastases, endocrine brain tumours, rare
brain tumours, and other brain conditions such as Sturge-Weber Syndrome and Intracranial
Arteriovenous Malformations were excluded, as were treatments involving supportive
intervention for primary analysis and non-treatment interventions (e.g., neurocognitive
testing, rehabilitation programs, and quality of life questionnaires). After screening and
assessing eligibility, 252 trials were analysed, while 329 trials were excluded (161 were
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excluded because the trial did not include primary malignant brain tumours, and 168 were
excluded because the proposed intervention was not a treatment).

Second, the intervention applied in each clinical trial was analysed and sorted into
ten defined categories: drug, immunotherapy, combination therapy, diagnostic procedure,
personalised treatment, radiation therapy, procedure, diet, device, or other. If a study pro-
posed an intervention in addition to the gold standard of care for a brain tumour (surgery,
chemotherapy, and radiation) without labelling it as a combination study, the intervention
was categorised independently rather than as combination therapy. Of the analysed clin-
ical trials, the most common intervention involved the use of a drug (37%), followed by
immunotherapy (20%), combination therapy (14%), diagnostic (13%), personalised (6%),
radiation (3%), device (3%), procedure (2%), and diet (1%) (Figure 2D).

This meta-analysis highlights the rapid diversification of therapeutic modalities that
are currently explored for pBTs. In the following sections, we discuss how these trends
translate into specific targeted, epigenetic, and immune-based therapeutic strategies. While
multiple other treatment modalities, such as metabolic therapies, radiopharmaceuticals,
and novel delivery systems, are emerging, this review focuses on the most represented
intervention types identified in our analysis to provide a detailed overview of their current
clinical development.

Figure 2. Competitive landscape of clinical trials in paediatric brain tumours over the past decade.
(A) Line graph showing the annual number of clinical trials initiated between 2013 and 2024, demon-
strating a generally steady output with year-to-year variability. (B) Pie chart showing the distribution
of clinical trials by recruitment status, including recruiting, active but not recruiting, completed,
terminated, withdrawn, and suspended studies. (C) Pie chart showing the distribution of trials
by clinical phase, highlighting the predominance of early-stage studies. (D) Histograms showing
the number of trials by intervention type, with drugs comprising the largest category, followed by
immunotherapy, combinations, and diagnostics, while dietary, device, procedure, and radiation
interventions represent a smaller fraction.

3. Precision Targeted Approaches in Paediatric Brain Tumours
3.1. Kinase Inhibitors as Leading Targeted Therapies for Paediatric Brain Tumours

We defined a drug as any medication or substance designed to target cancer cells
or disrupt the processes involved in cancer growth, progression, or metastasis. Further,
we have classified the drug’s clinical trials into additional categories to better clarify the
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type of substance used, identifying targeted therapy, combination of drugs, chemotherapy,
cannabis, radiopharmaceutical, immunomodulatory and other drugs (Figure 3A). Drugs
used in targeted therapy, inhibiting specific genetic or molecular pathways involved in the
tumour biology, represented the most common drug treatment (40/92, 43%), followed by a
combination of drugs (32/92, 35%) (Figure 3A).

Figure 3. Targeted therapies in paediatric brain tumour clinical trials. (A) Pie chart showing the
distribution of drug-related clinical trials. (B) Histogram displaying the frequency of specific molec-
ular targets among targeted therapy trials, including epigenetic factors (blue) and kinases (pink).
(C) Table summarising major molecular targets, their functional class, the associated cellular role, and
the key pathways affected. List of abbreviations in Supplementary Table S3.

We combined the targeted therapies used as single and combined treatments
(Figure 3B,C) and found that the most common type was kinase inhibitors (50/86, 58%).
Kinase inhibitors block specific enzymes (i.e., kinases) responsible for phosphorylation
events involved in multiple signalling pathways frequently deregulated in cancer and
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essential for tumour cell proliferation, migration and invasion, but also for response and
resistance to therapy [19].

Among the targeted therapy clinical trials, the most prevalent kinase inhibitors were
cyclin-dependent kinase 4/6 inhibitors (CDK4/6i) (10/50, 20%) and mechanistic target of
rapamycin inhibitors (mTORi) (8/50, 16%) (Figure 3B).

3.2. Key Molecular Pathways Targeted in Paediatric Brain Tumours

The CDK4 and CDK6 kinases have similar structure and function [20] and regulate
the cell cycle progression through the G1/S checkpoint. CDK4/6, together with Cyclin D,
forms an active complex that phosphorylates the retinoblastoma protein 1 (RB1), leading
to the release of the E2F transcription factor. E2F then activates the transcription of key
genes (e.g., Cyclin E, Cyclin A, and DNA polymerase α) essential for G1/S transition
and DNA replication (Figure 4A) [21]. Dysregulation of the CDK4/6 pathway leads to
increased cell proliferation, making inhibition of these kinases a promising approach to
cancer treatment [22], with some CDK4/6 inhibitors currently approved for the treatment
of breast cancer [23]. Interestingly, the CDK4/6 axis is also dysregulated in pBTs. This
can occur mainly through genetic alterations, including loss of RB1 [24] and CDKN2A [25],
and amplification of CCND1 (Cyclin D1) [26] or CDK4 [24,27] (Figure 4A). Abemaciclib,
Palbociclib, and Ribociclib are the CDK4/6 inhibitors that we found to be currently trialled
alone or in combination (mainly with chemotherapy and mTOR inhibitors) for pBTs and
demonstrated efficacy in both pre-clinical and clinical settings [28,29]. Interestingly, these
drugs are already approved for the treatment of breast cancer. These small-molecule
inhibitors bind to the ATP-binding pocket on CDK4/6, preventing the kinase activity of
the CDK4/6-Cyclin D complex and, in turn, blocking RB1 phosphorylation and inducing a
G1 arrest in the cell cycle.

mTOR is a serine/threonine kinase that plays an essential role in the regulation of
several cellular functions, including cell growth, proliferation, division, and metabolism.
mTOR forms two distinct complexes with different components and regulation, which
mediate distinct downstream effects. mTORC1 controls metabolism and cell growth, and
mTORC2 modulates cell proliferation and survival [30]. The mTOR signalling pathway is
commonly overactive in cancer, leading to uncontrolled cell proliferation and metabolic
rewiring, making it an attractive target for treatment [31,32]. mTOR deregulation is also
found in pBTs, including pHGG, MB, and EPN, and can be mediated by mutations in
upstream regulators (e.g., PIK3CA and PTEN) or loss of PTEN function, which nega-
tively regulates the PI3K/AKT/mTOR axis [33] and constitutive mTOR activation [34]
(Figure 4B). mTOR inhibitors are currently approved to treat various cancers, such as
renal cell carcinomas, neuroendocrine tumours, and breast cancer [35] and have shown
promise as a treatment option for pBTs, both in pre-clinical and clinical settings [36–39].
Four main mTOR inhibitors are currently under clinical trial for pBTs: Temsirolimus,
Everolimus, and Sirolimus inhibit mTORC1 by forming a complex with FKBP12, which
binds to the FRB domain of mTOR and allosterically suppresses mTORC1 kinase activity;
the fourth is the dual PI3K/mTOR inhibitor Paxalisib (GDC-0084), specifically designed to
cross the BBB [40] (Figure 4B).

Finally, we found several clinical trials targeting kinases involved in MAPK/ERK
signalling: BRAF (6/50), MEK (6/50), and MAPK (1/50). The MAPK/ERK pathway plays
a crucial role in many cellular processes, including cell proliferation, differentiation, sur-
vival, and stress response [41], and its deregulation can lead to tumour formation and
progression and can be involved in therapy resistance [42]. MAPK/ERK overactivation
has been reported in several pBTs, including MB [43,44], EPN [45], and glioma [46]; hence,
targeting the pathway represents an attractive avenue for therapeutic approaches. In nor-
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mal cells, the MAPK signalling is activated by extracellular signals via Receptor Tyrosine
Kinases on the cell surface and the activation of RAS GTPase, which in turn activates
a cascade of phosphorylation events on RAF kinases, including BRAFK (B-Raf kinase),
MEK (Mitogen-Activated Protein Kinase Kinase), and MAPK (Mitogen-Activated Protein
Kinase, also known as ERK) (Figure 4C). Finally, the activated MAPK/ERK kinase translo-
cates to the nucleus, where it phosphorylates and activates several transcription factors.
Among the analysed targeted therapies’ clinical trials, we found several small molecules
targeting the whole axis of the signalling pathway (Figure 4C): Mirdametinib, Trametinib,
and Binimetinib (MEK162), which target MEK1/2; Dabrafenib and Vemurafenib, which
inhibit BRAFK; and the dual RAF/MEK inhibitor Avutometinib.

 

Figure 4. Main molecular pathways targeted by clinical trials in paediatric brain tumours.
(A) Diagram of the CDK4/6–RB pathway, showing its role in cell cycle progression, common mecha-
nisms of deregulation in paediatric brain tumours (in red), and the points of inhibition by the CDK4/6
inhibitors Abemaciclib, Palbociclib, and Ribociclib. (B) Diagram of the PI3K/AKT/mTOR pathway,
illustrating upstream and downstream signalling components, frequent alterations observed in pae-
diatric brain tumours (in red), and the sites of action of main mTOR inhibitors used in analysed
clinical trials. (C) Diagram of the MAPK/ERK signalling cascade, highlighting activation via growth
factor receptors, recurrent aberrations in paediatric brain tumours (in red), and the inhibition points
targeted by MEK and BRAF inhibitors.
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3.3. Epigenetic Modulators in Paediatric Brain Tumour Treatment

The second most common targeted therapy is represented by inhibitors of epigenetic
factors (11/86, 13%), with histone deacetylase inhibitors (HDACi) making up most of this
group (10/11, 91%).

Epigenetic regulation is a fundamental mechanism that governs gene expression
without altering the underlying DNA sequence. Key epigenetic events include DNA
methylation, histone modification (e.g., acetylation, methylation, phosphorylation), and
chromatin remodelling, which together modulate the accessibility of transcriptional ma-
chinery to the genome. These mechanisms have tight spatial and temporal control to ensure
proper development, differentiation, and cellular homeostasis [47].

Epigenetic dysregulation plays a crucial role in pBTs, where mutation frequency is
low [48,49] and contributes to aberrant gene expression and cellular transformation. Global
DNA hypomethylation and hypermethylation at the promoter of tumour suppressor genes,
histone mutations disrupting histone post-translational modifications, and deregulation
of epigenetic factors (e.g., HDACs and DNA methyltransferases) have been reported in
various pBTs [50] highlighting the potential of developing therapeutic approaches targeting
epigenetic regulation. HDAC activity is indeed deregulated in pBTs and is involved in
tumour formation and growth; for example, HDAC5 and HDAC9 are highly expressed in
MB and are associated with poor overall survival [51].

The main HDAC inhibitors used in the analysed clinical trials are Panobinostat, Vorino-
stat, Valproic Acid, HBI-8000, Entinostat, MTX110, and Fimepinostat. All these inhibitors
primarily target Class I HDACs (HDAC1, HDAC2, HDAC3), with some (e.g., Panobinostat,
Vorinostat, HBI-8000) also targeting Class IIb HDAC6, which regulates non-histone proteins
like α-Tubulin. Interestingly, Fimepinostat can also inhibit the PI3K pathway.

Targeted therapies represent a promising approach for treating pBTs, with preclinical
and early clinical data supporting their efficacy. However, their clinical translation might
be limited by tumour heterogeneity, BBB penetration, and developmental toxicity, as many
pathways targeted are essential for normal brain development. Single-agent therapy often
fails due to adaptive resistance and compensatory signalling, highlighting the need for
rational combination strategies. Moving forward, the success of targeted therapy in pBTs
would depend on robust molecular profiling, careful patient selection, and combinatorial
approaches that balance efficacy with long-term safety.

4. Immunotherapy Approaches Used for the Treatment of Paediatric
Brain Tumours

Beyond molecularly targeted and epigenetic interventions, immunotherapy has
emerged as another approach in paediatric neuro-oncology. We defined immunother-
apy as any treatment that harnesses, stimulates, and/or modifies the body’s immune
system to fight cancer. There are several immunological limitations which make pBTs
challenging to treat, with a major one being the tumour microenvironment (TME) [52].
The TME differs between tumours and presents several immunosuppressive factors. This
includes the secretion of immunosuppressive cytokines such as TGF-β, IL-10, and IL-6.
The blocking of TGF-β signalling leads to an increase in CD8-T cell-mediated cytotoxicity
due to a reduction in regulatory T cells. The secretion of IL-6 leads to the activation of the
JAK/STAT signalling pathway, which is responsible for several immunosuppressive func-
tions [53]. Additionally, within the TME are tumour-associated macrophages/microglia
and myeloid-derived suppressor cells, all of which have immunosuppressive functions
that reduce the effective killing of tumour cells. Additional challenges in pBTs include
the heterogeneity of target antigen expression and their classification as immunologically
“cold” due to the low T-cell infiltration [54].
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Altogether, these features make pBTs difficult to treat, and hence, the development of
targeted immunotherapies is essential to overcoming these specific limitations. We found that
the most common type of immunotherapy was cell transfer (21/50, 42%), followed by cancer
vaccines (12/50, 24%) and oncolytic viruses (7/50, 14%). The most common type of cell transfer
was chimeric antigen receptor (CAR) T-cell therapy (CAR-T) (10/21, 48%) (Figure 5A).

Figure 5. Immunotherapy approaches in paediatric brain tumours. (A) Pie chart showing the
distribution of immunotherapy approaches for the treatment of pBTs. (B) Schematic summarising
the various types of cancer vaccine approaches available, including cell, viral, peptide, iPSC, and
nucleic acid-based vaccines. (C) Schematic representing the process to generate and activate chimeric
antigen receptor (CAR)-T cells, involving collecting the patient’s blood and from these, leukocytes,
including T cells, can be extracted, with transduction of CARs into T cells and expansion of CAR-T
cells before infusion into patients. CAR-T cells bind to specific antigens on tumour cells via the
antigen recognition domain, leading to their activation. As a result, cytokines, including IFN-γ or
TNF-α, are released, as well as granzymes and perforin. The release of cytolytic molecules then leads
to the destruction of tumour cells via apoptosis.

4.1. Cancer Vaccines

Cancer vaccines aim to stimulate immune responses against tumour-specific antigens.
The different types of cancer vaccines include peptide, nucleic acid, cell
(including tumour and dendritic cells), viral, and induced pluripotent stem cell
(iPSC)-based vaccines (Figure 5B).

A multicenter trial of an H3.3K27M vaccine in diffuse intrinsic pontine glioma (DIPG)
or DMG demonstrated tolerability and immunological responses. Patients showing a
CD8+ T-cell response to the vaccine achieved a median overall survival of 16.3 months, in
comparison to 9.9 months in non-responders [55].
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Another Phase1 trial will begin to investigate SurVaxM in paediatric and young
adult patients with progressive or relapsed MB, HGG, EPN, and newly diagnosed DIPG
(NCT04978727). SurVaxM targets SURVIVIN, a protein highly expressed in tumour cells
but not normal cells and thus should result in the specific inhibition of tumour growth.

In parallel, a Phase1 trial of CMV RNA-pulsed dendritic cells (DC) treatment
is ongoing in children and young adults with grade IV glioma, recurrent malignant
glioma, or recurrent MB. Early results are promising as no serious adverse events have
been documented; however, further results are needed to assess the efficacy of this
treatment (NCT03615404).

Additional cancer vaccines include the use of DCs pulsed with tumour-specific
mRNA that has been produced from the patient’s tumour cDNA libraries [52]. A cur-
rent DC vaccine being investigated consists of WT1 mRNA-loaded autologous monocyte-
derived DCs. This study included 10 paediatric patients with newly diagnosed HGG
and DIPG to assess the feasibility and safety of the treatment, as well as patients’ quality
of life (NCT04911621).

4.2. CAR-T Cell Therapy

Another form of immunotherapy is the use of chimeric antigen receptor (CAR-T)
cells. Through genetic modifications, T-lymphocytes express synthetic receptors known as
CARs, enabling them to target and eliminate cancer cells presenting specific tumour-cell
antigens [13,56]. CARs consist of four key elements: the antigen-binding domain, hinge
region, transmembrane domain, and at least one signalling domain. These allow for the
CARs to achieve specificity and stable expression, thus resulting in an anti-tumour response
(Figure 5C) [56]. The use of anti-CD19 CAR-T cells for the treatment of recurrent B-cell
lymphoma in children has been promising, as CAR-T cells successfully destroy B cells that
express the CD19 antigen [57]. Due to the successful use of CAR-T cells in other cancers,
including paediatric, the use of CAR-T cells for the treatment of pBTs seems promising.

EGFR is known to be highly expressed in both adult and pBTs, including glioblas-
tomas, EPNs, and MBs [58,59]. An in vivo study investigating EGFR806-CAR-T cells in
NSG mice implanted with U87 glioma showed that these cells effectively killed glioma
cells and eradicated tumours without recurrence, whilst leaving healthy foetal astrocytes
unaffected [60]. A Phase1 clinical study is now underway to investigate the efficacy and
safety of EGFR806 CAR-T cells for the treatment of recurrent or refractory EGFR-positive
paediatric CNS tumours (NCT03638167).

Experimental data also suggest GD2 as a potential therapeutic target for pBTs, as
it is highly expressed in Group 3, Group 4, and SHH MB [61]. In NSG mouse models
with MB, treatment with GD2-CAR-T cells for 2 weeks significantly improved survival,
with 80% of tumours eradicated after 28 days [61]. A Phase1 clinical trial is currently
investigating GD2-CAR-T cells for GD2-positive pBTs (NCT04099797). Patients will receive
chemotherapy drugs, including Cyclophosphamide and Fludarabine, before IV infusions
of GD2-C7R T cells. In particular, GD2-C7R T cells are produced by infecting GD2-CAR-T
cells with a retroviral vector carrying the C7R gene, aiming to improve their survival and
tumour-killing capacity. However, one challenge of CAR-T cell therapy is severe side
effects such as cytokine release syndrome (CRS), which has been reported in patients with
chronic lymphocytic leukaemia [62]. Currently, iC9-GD2-CAR-T cells, which include an
inducible Caspase 9 gene, are under investigation in paediatric and young adults with
relapsed or refractory malignant CNS tumours (NCT05298995). Caspase 9 expression
allows for controlled induction of apoptosis in CAR-T cells, acting as a safety mechanism
to prevent toxicity such as CRS. Additionally, GD2-CAR-T cells are also being studied for
H3K27M-mutant DIPG and DMG tumours in children and adults (NCT04196413). In this
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study, autologous T cells are transduced with a 142a-CD8-BBZ-iCasp9 retroviral vector,
permitting controlled elimination of GD2-CAR-T cells to prevent toxicity. Additionally,
another important limitation observed in patients receiving CAR-T cell treatment is antigen
escape, which occurs when tumour cells lose or downregulate the expression of target
antigens [56]. For example, one study reported that recurrent GBM cells exhibited reduced
expression of IL13Ra2 following treatment with IL13Ra2-specific CAR-T cells [63]. Hence,
this highlights a critical challenge that must be considered when using CAR-T cells for the
potential treatment of pBTs.

4.3. Oncolytic Viruses

Oncolytic viruses are an additional form of immunotherapy, which could be used for
the treatment of pBTs. These viral agents are genetically modified to infect and replicate
inside tumour cells, leading to the lysis of tumour cells without affecting healthy cells [64].
T-VEC, an oncolytic herpes simplex virus, is FDA-approved for metastatic melanoma
and has demonstrated good tolerability with few side effects, together with an improved
durable response rate and overall survival [65].

Pelareorep, an oncolytic reovirus, preferentially replicates in ras mutant cells to induce
an anti-tumour response. In a study of 15 patients with newly diagnosed glioblastoma,
pelareorep given with GM-CSF (granulocyte-macrophage colony-stimulating factor) and
chemoradiotherapy was well tolerated [66]. In another trial, pelareorep plus GM-CSF was
tested in six patients with high-grade pBTs (NCT02444546). The therapy was also well
tolerated, supporting further development as a future treatment for pBTs [67].

Other novel oncolytic viruses are being explored, including the Ad-TD-nsIL12 virus
tested for safety and toxicity in patients with progressive DIPG (NCT05717699).

G207, an oncolytic herpes simplex virus-1 (HSV), selectively infects and lyses tumour
cells to stimulate an anti-tumour immune response. A Phase1 clinical trial of G207 with
radiation in 12 patients with HGG (aged 7–18 years old) showed good tolerability, no
serious adverse events, and a median overall survival of 12.2 months compared with
5.6 months. Importantly, tumour-infiltrating lymphocytes were significantly increased
after treatment [68]. Combination therapy of G207 with a single low dose of radiation
is now being studied in paediatric patients with progressive cerebellar brain tumours
(NCT03911388) and recurrent pHGG (NCT04482933).

5. Enhancing Efficacy Through Combination Therapy
Therapeutic approaches involving the combination of drugs are increasingly recog-

nised as an effective cancer treatment as they can target multiple pathways essential for
tumour proliferation and growth. This approach aims at improving treatment efficacy and
obtaining a cooperative effect while overcoming or reducing drug resistance that frequently
develops with monotherapies [69]. Various combination strategies are being explored as
well as utilised in pBT treatment. As an example, the chemotherapy agent Vincristine has
been used in combination with the Hedgehog pathway inhibitor Vismodegib [70]. Targeted
therapies have also been combined for pBTs, as seen in the combination of dabrafenib with
trametinib, BRAF and MEK inhibitors (respectively) for paediatric patients with low-grade
glioma [71]. Among the analysed clinical trials, we found that combination treatments
imply mainly: (i) conventional chemotherapy agents combined with targeted therapy drugs
and (ii) a combination of multiple targeted therapy drugs (Figure 6). Chemotherapeutic
agents are combined with inhibitors of several targets discussed previously, including
kinases (e.g., CDK4/6, mTOR, BRAF) and HDAC, while the combination of targeted
therapies frequently includes mTOR inhibitors.
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Figure 6. Combination therapies in paediatric brain tumours. Pie chart illustrating the distribution of
combination approaches for treating pBTs.

Multimodal Combination Approaches: Delivery, Radiation, and Immunotherapy

In addition to pharmacological combinations, several multimodal strategies are being
explored to enhance drug penetration, reduce toxicity, and improve overall treatment
outcomes. Besides the combination of different drugs, we also found several combinations
of treatment options in which a patient is given two or more different interventions.

The most common type of combination therapy involves using a drug and a delivery
method (12/35, 34%), followed by a drug and immunotherapy (10/35, 29%), and a drug
and radiation therapy (9/35, 26%) (Figure 6).

The BBB prevents many drugs from reaching the brain; implementing drug delivery
systems is an important aspect of BT treatment. This approach involves combining ther-
apies, such as drugs or immunotherapies, with novel delivery methods to enhance their
efficacy [72]. One such method is convection-enhanced delivery, which precisely infuses
drugs into the brain parenchyma. In a pre-clinical study, the combination of MTX110,
an aqueous formulation of the HDACi Panobinostat, with convection-enhanced delivery
showed therapeutic efficacy and reduced toxicity in primary paediatric DIPG cell lines [73].
This combination therapy was further assessed in clinical trials with some modifications,
with two studies showing safety and tolerability [74,75].

Radiation therapy, despite being renowned for its neurotoxic effects, remains a signifi-
cant part of pBT treatment. In certain malignancies, such as DMG, it is the only treatment
that increases survival. The mechanism of action of radiation therapy involves the deliv-
ery of ionising radiation that induces DNA damage in both healthy and malignant cells.
Extensive studies have investigated the complex interactions among radiation therapy,
the immune system, the TME, and the DNA damage response elicited by radiation and
chemotherapeutic agents. The interplay between these factors suggests that combining
radiation therapy with other treatment approaches improves efficacy and outcomes [76].
Similarly, combining drugs with immunotherapies targets different mechanisms and path-
ways while stimulating the immune system, enhancing tumour cell death.

Combination therapies can increase treatment efficacy in pBTs by targeting multiple
oncogenic pathways. However, combining treatments, especially those with known adverse
effects such as chemotherapy and radiation, may increase toxicity and adverse effects. It
will be fundamental to evaluate the safety of these therapies both alone and in combination
within the paediatric population.

6. Diagnostic and Personalised Interventions for Paediatric Brain Tumours
The therapeutic approaches that we have described are closely linked to advances

in diagnostic imaging and molecular profiling, which are paving the way for preci-
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sion medicine in pBTs. Diagnostic interventions made up 34/252 (13%) of the clinical
trials considered.

6.1. Imaging

The main diagnostic intervention was imaging agents (23/34, 68%), which can be
used in imaging studies such as PET, CT, and MRI. The most common imaging agents
were tracers used for PET imaging (12/23, 52%). PET imaging provides information about
the biochemical and metabolic activity of tissues. This can be useful for BTs, as it enables
earlier detection of the metabolic changes that tend to precede structural ones. PET imaging
involves the use of radiotracers, which label cells and emit positrons that are detected by
the PET scanner, producing images that show functional brain activity. The diagnostic gold
standard for imaging a suspected BT is MRI, which provides information on brain structures
and can depict features of a BT, such as location and size [77]. Contrast-enhanced MRI is
often used to visualise BTs, particularly to differentiate BTs from other brain tissue [78].

PET radiotracers can cross the BBB and/or target mechanisms that are unaffected
by an intact BBB and not accessible by MRI contrast agents [79]. Studies comparing or
correlating PET and MRI consistently report that the two modalities offer distinct but
complementary insights [80]. Consequently, hybrid PET/MRI has been recognised as an
ideal diagnostic approach for imaging pBTs, combining PET’s functional information with
MRI’s anatomical detail to improve diagnosis and management [81].

We found that imaging agents accounted for most of the diagnostic interventions,
highlighting the important role of imaging in the diagnosis and monitoring of pBTs. How-
ever, it is important to consider both the benefits and risks of these methods in paediatric
neuro-oncology, where the patient population is often vulnerable. Paediatric patients are
often sedated during scans, like MRI, to ensure they remain still and to shorten scan time.
Adverse events from sedation, though uncommon, typically include airway and respiratory
events, such as wheezing [82]. To mitigate these risks, alternative strategies, for example,
the use of a mock scanner before MRI, have been explored and found to be beneficial. This
approach aims to help familiarise patients with the scanning environment and reduce stress,
allowing imaging to be conducted without sedation or with minimal sedative doses [83].
Furthermore, there are risks associated with imaging techniques themselves. Use of con-
trast agents, for instance, carries the risk of allergies, nephrogenic systemic fibrosis, and
gadolinium deposition [84]. These findings emphasise the need to continue researching
the safety of imaging agents, especially given their essential role in the diagnosis and
management of paediatric BTs.

6.2. Molecular Profiling and Precision Medicine

Personalised interventions accounted for 16/252 (6%) of the clinical trials, of which
the main type was molecular profiling (15/16, 94%). The field of oncology has recently
shifted towards precision medicine, a treatment approach which emphasises tailoring
treatments based on a patient’s specific molecular and/or cellular features. Molecular
profiling can identify these individual markers, allowing clinicians to personalise cancer
treatment and management [85]. pBTs display molecular profiles that are distinct from
those of adult BTs, underscoring the need for precision medicine. Targeted therapeutic
strategies tailored to the unique molecular profiles of pBTs have the potential to enhance
treatment efficacy while reducing both short- and long-term adverse effects [86]. A notable
example is PNOC003, a precision medicine trial in recently diagnosed DIPG, where RNA
and whole-exome sequencing were performed on a pre-treatment tumour biopsy to develop
a tumour molecular profile. This was then used to guide treatment as recommended by
the specialised board [87]. Although personalised treatments in pBTs only represent a
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small proportion of clinic trials, their presence is growing, demonstrating a shift towards
precision medicine.

Despite the exciting potential of personalised therapies, there are challenges to their
use. Analysing tumour molecular profiles as well as developing individualised treatment
may require time, as well as delay the initiation of therapy. This is particularly concern-
ing for aggressive pBTs, where commencing treatment early can be essential to prevent
progression of the malignancy. Furthermore, personalised therapies can be expensive and
require many resources. Lastly, the molecular targets identified through analysis may not
have approved or effective therapies, which limits the applicability.

6.3. Other Intervention Options Available for Paediatric Brain Tumours

The other interventions each accounted for less than 5% of all clinical trials. Standalone
radiation therapy represents 8/256 (3%) of all interventions, while devices accounted for
7/256 (3%) and procedures for 6/256 (2%). Dietary interventions were the least common as
4/256 (2%) of the clinical trials. Notably, all four dietary interventions involved ketogenic
diets. The ketogenic diet is a low-carbohydrate, high-fat diet recognised as a pharma-
conutritional therapy [88]. Ketogenic diets have been explored as an adjuvant therapy for
brain tumours, as they can influence the metabolic and epigenetic changes characteristic
of cancer [89,90].

7. Conclusions
Over the past decade, the range of treatment options being trialled for pBTs has

diversified, with new therapeutic avenues that could complement conventional surgery,
chemotherapy, and radiotherapy. Nevertheless, most interventions remain in the early
phases of clinical evaluation, reflecting the unique challenges of the paediatric neuro-
oncology field, including the small patient population, tumour heterogeneity, and the
regulatory and ethical complexities of developing drugs for children. Kinase inhibitors
targeting CDK4/6, mTOR, and MAPK/ERK pathways are the most frequently explored
in clinical trials, highlighting their relevance to pBT biology. However, challenges such
as BBB penetrance, mechanisms of resistance, and long-term toxicity will require careful
consideration as these therapies progress. Additionally, several epigenetic modulators,
particularly HDAC inhibitors, are currently under investigation, reinforcing the fundamen-
tal role of epigenetic mechanisms in pBT formation and maintenance. Immunotherapies,
including CAR-T cells, oncolytic viruses, and cancer vaccines, represent another promising
therapeutic avenue, provided that these approaches can overcome the immunosuppressive
microenvironment and the heterogeneity in antigen expression observed in pBTs. Finally,
advances in diagnostics, particularly PET/MRI and molecular profiling, will enable more
precise patient stratification and support adaptive therapeutic strategies. Integration of
molecular insights with rationally designed single or combination therapies, alongside
advanced drug delivery approaches and international trial networks, will be critical to
ensure progress in the treatment of pBTs and to improve both survival and quality of life.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https://
www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/pharmaceutics17121561/s1.

Author Contributions: Conceptualisation, N.S. and S.B.; formal analysis, N.S. and S.B.; investigation,
N.S., J.S., M.G., L.G. and S.B.; visualisation, J.S. and M.G.; supervision, S.B.; writing, N.S., J.S., M.G.,
L.G. and S.B. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: Work in the Badodi laboratory is supported by Brain Tumour Research.

Data Availability Statement: No new data were created or analyzed in this study.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/pharmaceutics17121561/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/pharmaceutics17121561/s1


Pharmaceutics 2025, 17, 1561 15 of 19

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Steliarova-Foucher, E.; Colombet, M.; Ries, L.A.G.; Moreno, F.; Dolya, A.; Bray, F.; Hesseling, P.; Shin, H.Y.; Stiller, C.A.;

IICC-3 contributors. International incidence of childhood cancer, 2001–10: A population-based registry study. Lancet Oncol.
2017, 18, 719–731. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Subramanian, S.; Ahmad, T. Childhood Brain Tumors. In StatPearls; StatPearls: Treasure Island, FL, USA, 2024.
3. Ostrom, Q.T.; Price, M.; Ryan, K.; Edelson, J.; Neff, C.; Cioffi, G.; Waite, K.A.; Kruchko, C.; Barnholtz-Sloan, J.S. CBTRUS Statistical

Report: Pediatric Brain Tumor Foundation Childhood and Adolescent Primary Brain and Other Central Nervous System Tumors
Diagnosed in the United States in 2014–2018. Neuro Oncol. 2022, 24, iii1–iii38. [CrossRef]

4. Siegel, R.L.; Miller, K.D.; Jemal, A. Cancer statistics, 2020. CA Cancer J. Clin. 2020, 70, 7–30. [CrossRef]
5. Louis, D.N.; Perry, A.; Reifenberger, G.; von Deimling, A.; Figarella-Branger, D.; Cavenee, W.K.; Ohgaki, H.; Wiestler, O.D.;

Kleihues, P.; Ellison, D.W. The 2016 World Health Organization Classification of Tumors of the Central Nervous System:
A summary. Acta Neuropathol. 2016, 131, 803–820. [CrossRef]

6. Di Ruscio, V.; Del Baldo, G.; Fabozzi, F.; Vinci, M.; Cacchione, A.; de Billy, E.; Megaro, G.; Carai, A.; Mastronuzzi, A. Pediatric
Diffuse Midline Gliomas: An Unfinished Puzzle. Diagnostics 2022, 12, 2064. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Coleman, C.; Chen, K.; Lu, A.; Seashore, E.; Stoller, S.; Davis, T.; Braunstein, S.; Gupta, N.; Mueller, S. Interdisciplinary care of
children with diffuse midline glioma. Neoplasia 2023, 35, 100851. [CrossRef]

8. Fernando, D.; Ahmed, A.U.; Williams, B.R.G. Therapeutically targeting the unique disease landscape of pediatric high-grade
gliomas. Front. Oncol. 2024, 14, 1347694. [CrossRef]

9. Mayr, L.; Azizi, A.A.; Gojo, J.; Peyrl, A. Medulloblastoma: Current Standard of Care and Future Treatment Opportunities.
Paediatr. Drugs 2025. [CrossRef]

10. Gupta, N.K.; Godbole, N.; Sanmugananthan, P.; Gunda, S.; Kasula, V.; Baggett, M.; Gajjar, A.; Kouam, R.W.; D’Amico, R.; Rodgers,
S. Management of Atypical Teratoid/Rhabdoid Tumors in the Pediatric Population: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis.
World Neurosurg. 2024, 181, e504–e515. [CrossRef]

11. Pan, Z.; Bao, J.; Wei, S. Optimizing outcomes in intracranial ependymoma: A contemporary review. Front. Oncol.
2025, 15, 1617169. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Ronsley, R.; Cole, B.; Ketterl, T.; Wright, J.; Ermoian, R.; Hoffman, L.M.; Margol, A.S.; Leary, S.E.S. Pediatric Central Nervous
System Embryonal Tumors: Presentation, Diagnosis, Therapeutic Strategies, and Survivorship—A Review. Pediatr. Neurol.
2024, 161, 237–246. [CrossRef]

13. Kulubya, E.S.; Kercher, M.J.; Phillips, H.W.; Antony, R.; Edwards, M.S.B. Advances in the Treatment of Pediatric Brain Tumors.
Children 2022, 10, 62. [CrossRef]

14. Jacus, M.O.; Daryani, V.M.; Harstead, K.E.; Patel, Y.T.; Throm, S.L.; Stewart, C.F. Pharmacokinetic Properties of Anticancer Agents
for the Treatment of Central Nervous System Tumors: Update of the Literature. Clin. Pharmacokinet. 2016, 55, 297–311. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

15. Hoffman, M.; Gillmor, A.H.; Kunz, D.J.; Johnston, M.J.; Nikolic, A.; Narta, K.; Zarrei, M.; King, J.; Ellestad, K.; Dang, N.H.;
et al. Intratumoral Genetic and Functional Heterogeneity in Pediatric Glioblastoma. Cancer Res. 2019, 79, 2111–2123. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

16. Vinci, M.; Burford, A.; Molinari, V.; Kessler, K.; Popov, S.; Clarke, M.; Taylor, K.R.; Pemberton, H.N.; Lord, C.J.; Gutteridge,
A.; et al. Functional diversity and cooperativity between subclonal populations of pediatric glioblastoma and diffuse intrinsic
pontine glioma cells. Nat. Med. 2018, 24, 1204–1215. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Aldape, K.; Brindle, K.M.; Chesler, L.; Chopra, R.; Gajjar, A.; Gilbert, M.R.; Gottardo, N.; Gutmann, D.H.; Hargrave, D.; Holland,
E.C.; et al. Challenges to curing primary brain tumours. Nat. Rev. Clin. Oncol. 2019, 16, 509–520. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. DeSisto, J.; Donson, A.M.; Griesinger, A.M.; Fu, R.; Riemondy, K.; Mulcahy Levy, J.; Siegenthaler, J.A.; Foreman, N.K.; Vibhakar,
R.; Green, A.L. Tumor and immune cell types interact to produce heterogeneous phenotypes of pediatric high-grade glioma.
Neuro Oncol. 2024, 26, 538–552. [CrossRef]

19. Bhullar, K.S.; Lagaron, N.O.; McGowan, E.M.; Parmar, I.; Jha, A.; Hubbard, B.P.; Rupasinghe, H.P.V. Kinase-targeted cancer
therapies: Progress, challenges and future directions. Mol. Cancer 2018, 17, 48. [CrossRef]

20. Pavletich, N.P. Mechanisms of cyclin-dependent kinase regulation: Structures of Cdks, their cyclin activators, and Cip and INK4
inhibitors. J. Mol. Biol. 1999, 287, 821–828. [CrossRef]

21. Morrison, L.; Loibl, S.; Turner, N.C. The CDK4/6 inhibitor revolution—A game-changing era for breast cancer treatment.
Nat. Rev. Clin. Oncol. 2024, 21, 89–105. [CrossRef]

22. Hamilton, E.; Infante, J.R. Targeting CDK4/6 in patients with cancer. Cancer Treat. Rev. 2016, 45, 129–138. [CrossRef]
23. Sheikh, M.S.; Satti, S.A. The emerging CDK4/6 inhibitor for breast cancer treatment. Mol. Cell Pharmacol. 2021, 13, 9–12.

https://doi.org/10.1016/S1470-2045(17)30186-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28410997
https://doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/noac161
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21590
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00401-016-1545-1
https://doi.org/10.3390/diagnostics12092064
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36140466
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neo.2022.100851
https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2024.1347694
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40272-025-00726-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wneu.2023.10.089
https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2025.1617169
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/40556668
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pediatrneurol.2024.09.031
https://doi.org/10.3390/children10010062
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40262-015-0319-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26293618
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-18-3441
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30877103
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-018-0086-7
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29967352
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41571-019-0177-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30733593
https://doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/noad207
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12943-018-0804-2
https://doi.org/10.1006/jmbi.1999.2640
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41571-023-00840-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ctrv.2016.03.002


Pharmaceutics 2025, 17, 1561 16 of 19

24. Paugh, B.S.; Broniscer, A.; Qu, C.; Miller, C.P.; Zhang, J.; Tatevossian, R.G.; Olson, J.M.; Geyer, J.R.; Chi, S.N.; da Silva, N.S.; et al.
Genome-wide analyses identify recurrent amplifications of receptor tyrosine kinases and cell-cycle regulatory genes in diffuse
intrinsic pontine glioma. J. Clin. Oncol. 2011, 29, 3999–4006. [CrossRef]

25. Mackay, A.; Burford, A.; Carvalho, D.; Izquierdo, E.; Fazal-Salom, J.; Taylor, K.R.; Bjerke, L.; Clarke, M.; Vinci, M.; Nandhabalan,
M.; et al. Integrated Molecular Meta-Analysis of 1000 Pediatric High-Grade and Diffuse Intrinsic Pontine Glioma. Cancer Cell
2017, 32, 520–537.e525. [CrossRef]

26. Molenaar, J.J.; van Sluis, P.; Boon, K.; Versteeg, R.; Caron, H.N. Rearrangements and increased expression of cyclin D1 (CCND1)
in neuroblastoma. Genes Chromosomes Cancer 2003, 36, 242–249. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Warren, K.E.; Killian, K.; Suuriniemi, M.; Wang, Y.; Quezado, M.; Meltzer, P.S. Genomic aberrations in pediatric diffuse intrinsic
pontine gliomas. Neuro Oncol. 2012, 14, 326–332. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Van Mater, D.; Gururangan, S.; Becher, O.; Campagne, O.; Leary, S.; Phillips, J.J.; Huang, J.; Lin, T.; Poussaint, T.Y.; Goldman, S.;
et al. A phase I trial of the CDK 4/6 inhibitor palbociclib in pediatric patients with progressive brain tumors: A Pediatric Brain
Tumor Consortium study (PBTC-042). Pediatr. Blood Cancer 2021, 68, e28879. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Geoerger, B.; Bourdeaut, F.; DuBois, S.G.; Fischer, M.; Geller, J.I.; Gottardo, N.G.; Marabelle, A.; Pearson, A.D.J.; Modak, S.; Cash,
T.; et al. A Phase I Study of the CDK4/6 Inhibitor Ribociclib (LEE011) in Pediatric Patients with Malignant Rhabdoid Tumors,
Neuroblastoma, and Other Solid Tumors. Clin. Cancer Res. 2017, 23, 2433–2441. [CrossRef]

30. Saxton, R.A.; Sabatini, D.M. mTOR Signaling in Growth, Metabolism, and Disease. Cell 2017, 168, 960–976. [CrossRef]
31. Zou, Z.; Tao, T.; Li, H.; Zhu, X. mTOR signaling pathway and mTOR inhibitors in cancer: Progress and challenges. Cell Biosci.

2020, 10, 31. [CrossRef]
32. Mossmann, D.; Park, S.; Hall, M.N. mTOR signalling and cellular metabolism are mutual determinants in cancer. Nat. Rev. Cancer

2018, 18, 744–757. [CrossRef]
33. Nikbakht, H.; Panditharatna, E.; Mikael, L.G.; Li, R.; Gayden, T.; Osmond, M.; Ho, C.Y.; Kambhampati, M.; Hwang, E.I.; Faury, D.;

et al. Spatial and temporal homogeneity of driver mutations in diffuse intrinsic pontine glioma. Nat. Commun. 2016, 7, 11185.
[CrossRef]

34. Cavalli, F.M.G.; Remke, M.; Rampasek, L.; Peacock, J.; Shih, D.J.H.; Luu, B.; Garzia, L.; Torchia, J.; Nor, C.; Morrissy, A.S.; et al.
Intertumoral Heterogeneity within Medulloblastoma Subgroups. Cancer Cell 2017, 31, 737–754.e736. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Xie, J.; Wang, X.; Proud, C.G. mTOR inhibitors in cancer therapy. F1000Research 2016, 5, 2078. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
36. Aldaregia, J.; Odriozola, A.; Matheu, A.; Garcia, I. Targeting mTOR as a Therapeutic Approach in Medulloblastoma. Int. J. Mol.

Sci. 2018, 19, 1838. [CrossRef]
37. Duchatel, R.J.; Jackson, E.R.; Parackal, S.G.; Kiltschewskij, D.; Findlay, I.J.; Mannan, A.; Staudt, D.E.; Thomas, B.C.; Germon, Z.P.;

Laternser, S.; et al. PI3K/mTOR is a therapeutically targetable genetic dependency in diffuse intrinsic pontine glioma. J. Clin.
Investig. 2024, 134, e170329. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Badodi, S.; Pomella, N.; Zhang, X.; Rosser, G.; Whittingham, J.; Niklison-Chirou, M.V.; Lim, Y.M.; Brandner, S.; Morrison, G.;
Pollard, S.M.; et al. Inositol treatment inhibits medulloblastoma through suppression of epigenetic-driven metabolic adaptation.
Nat. Commun. 2021, 12, 2148. [CrossRef]

39. Ullrich, N.J.; Prabhu, S.P.; Reddy, A.T.; Fisher, M.J.; Packer, R.; Goldman, S.; Robison, N.J.; Gutmann, D.H.; Viskochil, D.H.;
Allen, J.C.; et al. A phase II study of continuous oral mTOR inhibitor everolimus for recurrent, radiographic-progressive
neurofibromatosis type 1-associated pediatric low-grade glioma: A Neurofibromatosis Clinical Trials Consortium study.
Neuro Oncol. 2020, 22, 1527–1535. [CrossRef]

40. Wen, P.Y.; Cloughesy, T.F.; Olivero, A.G.; Morrissey, K.M.; Wilson, T.R.; Lu, X.; Mueller, L.U.; Coimbra, A.F.; Ellingson, B.M.;
Gerstner, E.; et al. First-in-Human Phase I Study to Evaluate the Brain-Penetrant PI3K/mTOR Inhibitor GDC-0084 in Patients
with Progressive or Recurrent High-Grade Glioma. Clin. Cancer Res. 2020, 26, 1820–1828. [CrossRef]

41. Zhang, W.; Liu, H.T. MAPK signal pathways in the regulation of cell proliferation in mammalian cells. Cell Res. 2002, 12, 9–18.
[CrossRef]

42. Bahar, M.E.; Kim, H.J.; Kim, D.R. Targeting the RAS/RAF/MAPK pathway for cancer therapy: From mechanism to clinical
studies. Signal Transduct. Target. Ther. 2023, 8, 455. [CrossRef]

43. Badodi, S.; Pomella, N.; Lim, Y.M.; Brandner, S.; Morrison, G.; Pollard, S.M.; Zhang, X.; Zabet, N.R.; Marino, S. Combination of
BMI1 and MAPK/ERK inhibitors is effective in medulloblastoma. Neuro Oncol. 2022, 24, 1273–1285. [CrossRef]

44. Forget, A.; Martignetti, L.; Puget, S.; Calzone, L.; Brabetz, S.; Picard, D.; Montagud, A.; Liva, S.; Sta, A.; Dingli, F.; et al.
Aberrant ERBB4-SRC Signaling as a Hallmark of Group 4 Medulloblastoma Revealed by Integrative Phosphoproteomic Profiling.
Cancer Cell 2018, 34, 379–395.e377. [CrossRef]

45. Pajtler, K.W.; Witt, H.; Sill, M.; Jones, D.T.; Hovestadt, V.; Kratochwil, F.; Wani, K.; Tatevossian, R.; Punchihewa, C.; Johann, P.;
et al. Molecular Classification of Ependymal Tumors across All CNS Compartments, Histopathological Grades, and Age Groups.
Cancer Cell 2015, 27, 728–743. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2011.35.5677
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2017.08.017
https://doi.org/10.1002/gcc.10166
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12557224
https://doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/nor190
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22064882
https://doi.org/10.1002/pbc.28879
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33405376
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-16-2898
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2017.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13578-020-00396-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41568-018-0074-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms11185
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2017.05.005
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28609654
https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.9207.1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27635236
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms19071838
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI170329
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/38319732
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-22379-7
https://doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/noaa071
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-19-2808
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.cr.7290105
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41392-023-01705-z
https://doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/noac052
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2018.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2015.04.002
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25965575


Pharmaceutics 2025, 17, 1561 17 of 19

46. Mackay, A.; Burford, A.; Molinari, V.; Jones, D.T.W.; Izquierdo, E.; Brouwer-Visser, J.; Giangaspero, F.; Haberler, C.; Pietsch, T.;
Jacques, T.S.; et al. Molecular, Pathological, Radiological, and Immune Profiling of Non-brainstem Pediatric High-Grade Glioma
from the HERBY Phase II Randomized Trial. Cancer Cell 2018, 33, 829–842.e825. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Atlasi, Y.; Stunnenberg, H.G. The interplay of epigenetic marks during stem cell differentiation and development. Nat. Rev. Genet.
2017, 18, 643–658. [CrossRef]

48. Grobner, S.N.; Worst, B.C.; Weischenfeldt, J.; Buchhalter, I.; Kleinheinz, K.; Rudneva, V.A.; Johann, P.D.; Balasubramanian, G.P.;
Segura-Wang, M.; Brabetz, S.; et al. The landscape of genomic alterations across childhood cancers. Nature 2018, 555, 321–327.
[CrossRef]

49. Patel, R.R.; Ramkissoon, S.H.; Ross, J.; Weintraub, L. Tumor mutational burden and driver mutations: Characterizing the genomic
landscape of pediatric brain tumors. Pediatr. Blood Cancer 2020, 67, e28338. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Badodi, S.; Marino, S. Epigenetic mechanisms in paediatric brain tumours: Regulators lose control. Biochem. Soc. Trans.
2022, 50, 167–185. [CrossRef]

51. Milde, T.; Oehme, I.; Korshunov, A.; Kopp-Schneider, A.; Remke, M.; Northcott, P.; Deubzer, H.E.; Lodrini, M.; Taylor, M.D.; von
Deimling, A.; et al. HDAC5 and HDAC9 in medulloblastoma: Novel markers for risk stratification and role in tumor cell growth.
Clin. Cancer Res. 2010, 16, 3240–3252. [CrossRef]

52. Hwang, E.I.; Sayour, E.J.; Flores, C.T.; Grant, G.; Wechsler-Reya, R.; Hoang-Minh, L.B.; Kieran, M.W.; Salcido, J.; Prins, R.M.; Figg,
J.W.; et al. The current landscape of immunotherapy for pediatric brain tumors. Nat. Cancer 2022, 3, 11–24. [CrossRef]

53. Budhiraja, S.; Najem, H.; Tripathi, S.; Wadhawani, N.R.; Horbinski, C.; McCord, M.; Lenzen, A.C.; Heimberger, A.B.; DeCuypere,
M. Immunobiology and Cytokine Modulation of the Pediatric Brain Tumor Microenvironment: A Scoping Review. Cancers
2023, 15, 3655. [CrossRef]

54. Antonucci, L.; Canciani, G.; Mastronuzzi, A.; Carai, A.; Del Baldo, G.; Del Bufalo, F. CAR-T Therapy for Pediatric High-Grade
Gliomas: Peculiarities, Current Investigations and Future Strategies. Front. Immunol. 2022, 13, 867154. [CrossRef]

55. Mueller, S.; Taitt, J.M.; Villanueva-Meyer, J.E.; Bonner, E.R.; Nejo, T.; Lulla, R.R.; Goldman, S.; Banerjee, A.; Chi, S.N.; Whipple,
N.S.; et al. Mass cytometry detects H3.3K27M-specific vaccine responses in diffuse midline glioma. J. Clin. Investig. 2020, 130,
6325–6337. Correction in J. Clin. Investig. 2022, 132, e162283. [CrossRef]

56. Sterner, R.C.; Sterner, R.M. CAR-T cell therapy: Current limitations and potential strategies. Blood Cancer J. 2021, 11, 69. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

57. Schuster, S.J.; Bishop, M.R.; Tam, C.S.; Waller, E.K.; Borchmann, P.; McGuirk, J.P.; Jager, U.; Jaglowski, S.; Andreadis, C.; Westin,
J.R.; et al. Tisagenlecleucel in Adult Relapsed or Refractory Diffuse Large B-Cell Lymphoma. N. Engl. J. Med. 2019, 380, 45–56.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

58. Gilbertson, R.J.; Perry, R.H.; Kelly, P.J.; Pearson, A.D.; Lunec, J. Prognostic significance of HER2 and HER4 coexpression in
childhood medulloblastoma. Cancer Res. 1997, 57, 3272–3280. [PubMed]

59. Friedrich, C.; von Bueren, A.O.; Kolevatova, L.; Bernreuther, C.; Grob, T.; Sepulveda-Falla, D.; van den Boom, L.; Westphal, M.;
Simon, R.; Glatzel, M. Epidermal growth factor receptor overexpression is common and not correlated to gene copy number in
ependymoma. Childs Nerv. Syst. 2016, 32, 281–290. [CrossRef]

60. Ravanpay, A.C.; Gust, J.; Johnson, A.J.; Rolczynski, L.S.; Cecchini, M.; Chang, C.A.; Hoglund, V.J.; Mukherjee, R.; Vitanza,
N.A.; Orentas, R.J.; et al. EGFR806-CAR T cells selectively target a tumor-restricted EGFR epitope in glioblastoma. Oncotarget
2019, 10, 7080–7095. [CrossRef]

61. Ciccone, R.; Quintarelli, C.; Camera, A.; Pezzella, M.; Caruso, S.; Manni, S.; Ottaviani, A.; Guercio, M.; Del Bufalo, F.; Quadraccia,
M.C.; et al. GD2-Targeting CAR T-cell Therapy for Patients with GD2+ Medulloblastoma. Clin. Cancer Res. 2024, 30, 2545–2557.
[CrossRef]

62. Porter, D.L.; Hwang, W.T.; Frey, N.V.; Lacey, S.F.; Shaw, P.A.; Loren, A.W.; Bagg, A.; Marcucci, K.T.; Shen, A.; Gonzalez, V.; et al.
Chimeric antigen receptor T cells persist and induce sustained remissions in relapsed refractory chronic lymphocytic leukemia.
Sci. Transl. Med. 2015, 7, 303ra139. [CrossRef]

63. Brown, C.E.; Alizadeh, D.; Starr, R.; Weng, L.; Wagner, J.R.; Naranjo, A.; Ostberg, J.R.; Blanchard, M.S.; Kilpatrick, J.; Simpson,
J.; et al. Regression of Glioblastoma after Chimeric Antigen Receptor T-Cell Therapy. N. Engl. J. Med. 2016, 375, 2561–2569.
[CrossRef]

64. Shalhout, S.Z.; Miller, D.M.; Emerick, K.S.; Kaufman, H.L. Therapy with oncolytic viruses: Progress and challenges. Nat. Rev.
Clin. Oncol. 2023, 20, 160–177. [CrossRef]

65. Andtbacka, R.H.; Kaufman, H.L.; Collichio, F.; Amatruda, T.; Senzer, N.; Chesney, J.; Delman, K.A.; Spitler, L.E.; Puzanov, I.;
Agarwala, S.S.; et al. Talimogene Laherparepvec Improves Durable Response Rate in Patients with Advanced Melanoma. J. Clin.
Oncol. 2015, 33, 2780–2788. [CrossRef]

66. Kendall, J.; Chalmers, A.; McBain, C.; Melcher, A.; Samson, A.; Phillip, R.; Brown, S.; Short, S. CTIM-14. Pelareorep and
granulocyte-macrophage colony-stimulating factor (GM-CSF) with standard chemoradiotherapy/adjuvant temozolomide for
glioblastoma multiforme (GBM) patients: Reoglio phase I trial results. Neuro-Oncology 2020, 22, ii35–ii36. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2018.04.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29763623
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg.2017.57
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature25480
https://doi.org/10.1002/pbc.28338
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32386112
https://doi.org/10.1042/BST20201227
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-10-0395
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43018-021-00319-0
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers15143655
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2022.867154
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI140378
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41408-021-00459-7
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33824268
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1804980
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30501490
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9242460
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00381-015-2981-2
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.27389
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-23-1880
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aac5415
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1610497
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41571-022-00719-w
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2014.58.3377
https://doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/noaa215.148


Pharmaceutics 2025, 17, 1561 18 of 19

67. Schuelke, M.R.; Gundelach, J.H.; Coffey, M.; West, E.; Scott, K.; Johnson, D.R.; Samson, A.; Melcher, A.; Vile, R.G.; Bram, R.J.
Phase I trial of sargramostim/pelareorep therapy in pediatric patients with recurrent or refractory high-grade brain tumors.
Neurooncol. Adv. 2022, 4, vdac085. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

68. Friedman, G.K.; Johnston, J.M.; Bag, A.K.; Bernstock, J.D.; Li, R.; Aban, I.; Kachurak, K.; Nan, L.; Kang, K.D.; Totsch, S.; et al.
Oncolytic HSV-1 G207 Immunovirotherapy for Pediatric High-Grade Gliomas. N. Engl. J. Med. 2021, 384, 1613–1622. [CrossRef]

69. Yap, T.A.; Omlin, A.; de Bono, J.S. Development of therapeutic combinations targeting major cancer signaling pathways. J. Clin.
Oncol. 2013, 31, 1592–1605. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

70. Li, Y.; Song, Q.; Day, B.W. Phase I and phase II sonidegib and vismodegib clinical trials for the treatment of paediatric and adult
MB patients: A systemic review and meta-analysis. Acta Neuropathol. Commun. 2019, 7, 123. [CrossRef]

71. Barbato, M.I.; Nashed, J.; Bradford, D.; Ren, Y.; Khasar, S.; Miller, C.P.; Zolnik, B.S.; Zhao, H.; Li, Y.; Bi, Y.; et al. FDA Approval
Summary: Dabrafenib in Combination with Trametinib for BRAFV600E Mutation-Positive Low-Grade Glioma. Clin. Cancer Res.
2024, 30, 263–268. [CrossRef]

72. Rahman, R.; Janowski, M.; Killick-Cole, C.L.; Singleton, W.G.B.; Campbell, E.; Walczak, P.; Khatua, S.; Faltings, L.; Symons, M.;
Schneider, J.R.; et al. Childhood Brain Tumors: A Review of Strategies to Translate CNS Drug Delivery to Clinical Trials. Cancers
2023, 15, 857. [CrossRef]

73. Przystal, J.M.; Park, I.; Zhang, J.; Hadaczek, P.; Bankiewicz, K.; Gupta, N.; Nazarian, J.; Mueller, S. Efficacy of convection enhanced
delivery of MTX110 (soluble panobinostat) in preclinical Diffuse Intrinsic Pontine Glioma models using metabolic hyperpolarized
13C imaging. EJC Paediatr. Oncol. 2023, 2, 100021. [CrossRef]

74. Mueller, S.; Kline, C.; Stoller, S.; Lundy, S.; Christopher, L.; Reddy, A.T.; Banerjee, A.; Cooney, T.M.; Raber, S.; Hoffman, C.; et al.
PNOC015: Repeated convection-enhanced delivery of MTX110 (aqueous panobinostat) in children with newly diagnosed diffuse
intrinsic pontine glioma. Neuro-Oncology 2023, 25, 2074–2086. [CrossRef]

75. Szalontay, L.; CreveCoeur, T.; Neira, J.; Englander, Z.; Spinazzi, E.; Canoll, P.; Garvin, J.; Fino, J.; Zamoryakhin, D.; Maddocks, A.;
et al. SURG-07. A phase I study examining the feasibility of intermittent convection-enhanced delivery (Ced) of MTX110 for the
treatment of children with newly diagnosed diffuse midline gliomas. Neuro-Oncology 2024, 26. [CrossRef]

76. Qiu, B.; Kline, C.; Mueller, S. Radiation in Combination with Targeted Agents and Immunotherapies for Pediatric Central Nervous
System Tumors—Progress, Opportunities, and Challenges. Front. Oncol. 2021, 11, 674596. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

77. Rao, P. Role of MRI in paediatric neurooncology. Eur. J. Radiol. 2008, 68, 259–270. [CrossRef]
78. Wu, Z.; Dai, L.; Tang, K.; Ma, Y.; Song, B.; Zhang, Y.; Li, J.; Lui, S.; Gong, Q.; Wu, M. Advances in magnetic resonance imaging

contrast agents for glioblastoma-targeting theranostics. Regen. Biomater. 2021, 8, rbab062. [CrossRef]
79. Verger, A.; Arbizu, J.; Law, I. Role of amino-acid PET in high-grade gliomas: Limitations and perspectives. Q. J. Nucl. Med. Mol.

Imaging 2018, 62, 254–266. [CrossRef]
80. Verger, A.; Kas, A.; Darcourt, J.; Guedj, E. PET Imaging in Neuro-Oncology: An Update and Overview of a Rapidly Growing

Area. Cancers 2022, 14, 1103. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
81. Pedersen, C.; Aboian, M.; McConathy, J.E.; Daldrup-Link, H.; Franceschi, A.M. PET/MRI in Pediatric Neuroimaging: Primer for

Clinical Practice. AJNR Am. J. Neuroradiol. 2022, 43, 938–943. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
82. Artunduaga, M.; Liu, C.A.; Morin, C.E.; Serai, S.D.; Udayasankar, U.; Greer, M.C.; Gee, M.S. Safety challenges related to the use

of sedation and general anesthesia in pediatric patients undergoing magnetic resonance imaging examinations. Pediatr. Radiol.
2021, 51, 724–735. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

83. de Bie, H.M.; Boersma, M.; Wattjes, M.P.; Adriaanse, S.; Vermeulen, R.J.; Oostrom, K.J.; Huisman, J.; Veltman, D.J.; Delemarre-Van
de Waal, H.A. Preparing children with a mock scanner training protocol results in high quality structural and functional MRI
scans. Eur. J. Pediatr. 2010, 169, 1079–1085. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

84. Nabavizadeh, A.; Barkovich, M.J.; Mian, A.; Ngo, V.; Kazerooni, A.F.; Villanueva-Meyer, J.E. Current state of pediatric neuro-
oncology imaging, challenges and future directions. Neoplasia 2023, 37, 100886. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

85. Malone, E.R.; Oliva, M.; Sabatini, P.J.B.; Stockley, T.L.; Siu, L.L. Molecular profiling for precision cancer therapies. Genome Med.
2020, 12, 8. [CrossRef]

86. Duffner, P.K.; Krischer, J.P.; Burger, P.C.; Cohen, M.E.; Backstrom, J.W.; Horowitz, M.E.; Sanford, R.A.; Friedman, H.S.; Kun,
L.E. Treatment of infants with malignant gliomas: The Pediatric Oncology Group experience. J. Neurooncol. 1996, 28, 245–256.
[CrossRef]

87. Kline, C.; Jain, P.; Kilburn, L.; Bonner, E.R.; Gupta, N.; Crawford, J.R.; Banerjee, A.; Packer, R.J.; Villanueva-Meyer, J.; Luks, T.;
et al. Upfront Biology-Guided Therapy in Diffuse Intrinsic Pontine Glioma: Therapeutic, Molecular, and Biomarker Outcomes
from PNOC003. Clin. Cancer Res. 2022, 28, 3965–3978. [CrossRef]

88. Williams, M.S.; Turos, E. The Chemistry of the Ketogenic Diet: Updates and Opportunities in Organic Synthesis. Int. J. Mol. Sci.
2021, 22, 5230. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1093/noajnl/vdac085
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35821679
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa2024947
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2011.37.6418
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23509311
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40478-019-0773-8
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-23-1503
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers15030857
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejcped.2023.100021
https://doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/noad105
https://doi.org/10.1093/neuonc/noae064.648
https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2021.674596
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34277419
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2008.06.033
https://doi.org/10.1093/rb/rbab062
https://doi.org/10.23736/S1824-4785.18.03092-3
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers14051103
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35267411
https://doi.org/10.3174/ajnr.A7464
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35512826
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00247-021-05044-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33860861
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00431-010-1181-z
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20225122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neo.2023.100886
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36774835
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13073-019-0703-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00250203
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-22-0803
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22105230


Pharmaceutics 2025, 17, 1561 19 of 19

89. Sargaco, B.; Oliveira, P.A.; Antunes, M.L.; Moreira, A.C. Effects of the Ketogenic Diet in the Treatment of Gliomas: A Systematic
Review. Nutrients 2022, 14, 1007. [CrossRef]

90. Weber, D.D.; Aminzadeh-Gohari, S.; Tulipan, J.; Catalano, L.; Feichtinger, R.G.; Kofler, B. Ketogenic diet in the treatment of
cancer—Where do we stand? Mol. Metab. 2020, 33, 102–121. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.3390/nu14051007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molmet.2019.06.026

	Introduction 
	Trends in Paediatric Brain Tumour Clinical Trials over the Past Decade 
	Precision Targeted Approaches in Paediatric Brain Tumours 
	Kinase Inhibitors as Leading Targeted Therapies for Paediatric Brain Tumours 
	Key Molecular Pathways Targeted in Paediatric Brain Tumours 
	Epigenetic Modulators in Paediatric Brain Tumour Treatment 

	Immunotherapy Approaches Used for the Treatment of Paediatric Brain Tumours 
	Cancer Vaccines 
	CAR-T Cell Therapy 
	Oncolytic Viruses 

	Enhancing Efficacy Through Combination Therapy 
	Diagnostic and Personalised Interventions for Paediatric Brain Tumours 
	Imaging 
	Molecular Profiling and Precision Medicine 
	Other Intervention Options Available for Paediatric Brain Tumours 

	Conclusions 
	References

