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Abstract 38 

Objective: The most prevalent central nervous system (CNS) neoplasm arising from glial 39 

cells is glioma, which diffusely invades brain tissue. Among gliomas, Glioblastoma (GBM) is 40 

a glioma of the highest grade and associated with a grim prognosis, with a median overall 41 

survival of 15 months with and 3-4 months without therapy. We examined how clinical 42 

variables and molecular profiles may have affected overall survival (OS) at Sina Hospital in 43 

Tehran over the past ten years.  44 

Methods: A retrospective study was conducted at Sina Hospital in Tehran, Iran, and 45 

examined patients ≥ 11 years with confirmed glioma diagnoses between 2012 and 2020. We 46 

evaluated the correlation between OS in GBM patients and sociodemographic as well as 47 

clinical factors, including age, gender, extent of tumor resection, tumor location, 48 

chemo/radiotherapy, and molecular profiling based on IDH1, MGMT, TERT, and EGFR 49 

status. Kaplan-Meier and multivariate Cox regression models were used to assess patient 50 

survival. 51 

Results: Following a comprehensive evaluation of medical records, 186 patients were 52 

enrolled in the study. The median OS was 20 months, with a 2-year survival rate of 62.5%. 53 

Among the 132 patients with available IDH measurements, 105 (79.5%) exhibited IDH1 54 

wild-type tumors. Of the 132 patients with assessed MGMT methylation, 94 (71.2%) had 55 

MGMT methylated tumors. TERT promoter methylation was detected in 112 out of 132 cases 56 

(84.8%), while no methylation was observed in 20 cases (15.2%). Analyses using 57 

multivariable models revealed that age at histological grade (P < 0.0001), adjuvant 58 

radiotherapy (P < 0.014), IDH1 status (P < 0.026), and TERT promoter status (P < 0.030) 59 

were independently associated with OS. 60 

Conclusion: The findings of this study demonstrate that patients with higher tumor 61 

histological grades who had received adjuvant radiotherapy, exhibited IDH1 mutations, or 62 

presented with TERT promoter mutations, experienced improved OS. The median survival 63 

time was 20 months, with 15.6% and 46.9% of patients surviving at 12 and 24 months, 64 

respectively. 65 

Keywords: Glioma; Glioblastoma; Overall survival; Genomic profiling; Tumor heterogeneity 66 

 67 

Introduction  68 

Gliomas are primary brain lesions involving cerebral structures without well-defined 69 

boundaries and constitute the most prevalent central nervous system (CNS) neoplasms. 70 

Glioblastoma (GBM) is a glioma of the highest grade with, has a very dismal prognosis. 71 

Gliomas can develop at any age, but are most common in older adults 1, 2. Patients with GBM 72 

under 70 years of age showed a median lifespan of around 14.6 months, even with the best 73 

current standard of treatment, which includes adjuvant chemotherapy with temozolomide 74 

(TMZ) and chemoradiotherapy after tumor excision. Population-based research indicates that 75 

chances of survival decline with age 3, 4. 76 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.22.24304679doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.22.24304679


3 

 

Considering most GBM patients pass away from the illness in under a year and almost 77 

none survive long-term, GBM tumors have attracted a lot of interest in the research 78 

community5. Even after extensive surgery, concomitant radiation, adjuvant TMZ, and 79 

rigorous treatment, the median survival period for adult patients is still only around ten 80 

months, which may get up to 14 months with combination treatment and radiation; just 3-5% 81 

of patients live longer than three to five years after diagnosis 6-8. In addition to patient 82 

characteristics like age and gender, biological variables such as O6-methylguanine-DNA 83 

methyltransferase (MGMT) promoter methylation status, 1p/19q deletion, and � isocitrate 84 

dehydrogenase 1 (IDH1) gene mutation status may impact disease susceptibility and 85 

progression 9, which makes predicting GBM survival a challenging task.  86 

Age at diagnosis, surgical resection, tumor grade, chemo/radiotherapy, and genetic 87 

profiling affect glioma survival. This study evaluated the characteristics of glioma patients 88 

treated at Sina Hospital in Tehran over the past decade. We highlighted and discussed critical 89 

issues such as the importance of molecular profiling in predicting OS, the association of 90 

glioma survival with prognostically favorable clinical factors, and future research priorities 91 

for this patient population. 92 

 93 

Materials and methods  94 

Population characteristics and study design 95 

 96 

This retrospective study involved patients aged 11 years and older hospitalized at Sina 97 

Hospital in Tehran, Iran, from March 2012 to September 2020. The Ethics and Research 98 

Committee of Tehran University of Medical Science, Neurosurgical Department of Sina 99 

Hospital (IR.TUMS.SINAHOSPITAL.REC.1399.111) approved this project. Included 100 

patients had a confirmed diagnosis of glioma based on histological examination. Various data 101 

points were collected, including age, gender, extent of tumor resection, tumor location, 102 

chemo/radiotherapy details, and genomic profiling information such as IDH1 status, MGMT 103 

methylation, telomerase reverse transcriptase (TERT) promoter mutation, and epidermal 104 

growth factor receptor (EGFR) amplification. Data were obtained by examining patient 105 

hospital records and the use of a data collection form. The classification of all tumors was 106 

performed according to the WHO classification system. The male-to-female ratio and average 107 

age at diagnosis were calculated for each histological subtype. To maintain ethical standards, 108 

patient information was extracted from archived records using pseudonyms to ensure the 109 

confidentiality of participants. This study does not include any patient-specific information. 110 

Patients who underwent emergency operations and those with a Karnofsky Performance 111 

Status (KPS) score below 70 and/or a history of psychiatric diseases were excluded (please 112 

see Figure 1 for further details). 113 

 114 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.22.24304679doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.22.24304679


4 

 

 115 

Figure 1 Study design and flow chart of patient selection (Created with BioRender.com). 116 

 117 

Genetic profile  118 

A Qiagen ffpe (formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded) kit was used for sample extraction, Master 119 

ABI for PCR, and Qiagen q24 qangen Stanford University for pyrosequencing. 120 

 121 

Statistical analysis 122 

The primary focus of our study was to assess the impact of specific clinical variables and 123 

molecular profiles on overall survival (OS), defined as the duration from the day of tumor 124 

diagnosis to the date of death from any cause. To gain insights into the characteristics of the 125 

patients, we conducted a thorough descriptive analysis. Descriptive statistics were employed 126 

to summarize continuous measures, including the number of observed values, median, 127 

standard deviation, median, and range. To examine the differences between subgroups, 128 

categorized data were compared using the Chi-square (χ2) test. Furthermore, we employed the 129 

two-tailed Student's t-test to analyze the age distribution comparison. The reverse Kaplan-130 

Meier method was utilized to estimate the median survival time. Survival curves were 131 

generated using Kaplan-Meier estimates, and differences between the curves were analyzed 132 

using the log-rank test. A two-tailed p-value < 0.05 was considered statistically significant. 133 

We used Cox proportional hazards regression analysis to evaluate the impact of measured 134 

variables on patient survival in multivariate adjusted models, using a stepwise Wald backward 135 

selection procedure. All statistical analyses were performed using R software version 4.1.0. 136 
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 137 

Results 138 

A complete flow diagram of patient selection is provided in Figure 1. This study investigated 139 

the association between OS and various factors, including gender, age, distinct tumor grades, 140 

the extent of resection, multiple surgeries, radio- and chemotherapy received, mutational 141 

profiles in IDH1 and TERT, EGFR alterations, and methylation of the MGMT promoter. 142 

Among the cohort of 186 patients meeting the inclusion criteria, a combined treatment 143 

approach incorporating both radiation therapy and chemotherapy was administered to 58 144 

patients. Additionally, 11 patients received radiation therapy as a standalone treatment, while 145 

5 patients exclusively underwent chemotherapy.  146 

   147 

Association between glioma grades and parameters studied  148 

Figure 2 provides an overview of the prevalence of genetic and epigenetic alterations 149 

identified in the 186 glioma patients with available follow-up. A detailed description of the 150 

clinical characteristics and molecular profiling observed in the patients can be found in Table 151 

1. Patients were grouped based on the degree of glioma. The median age of patients with 152 

grade II, III, and IV tumors was 40.0, 44.5, and 45.5 years, respectively. This patient cohort 153 

with newly diagnosed glioma was comprised of 121 (65.1%) males and 65 (34.9%) females, 154 

as shown in Figure 3. The χ2 value was estimated to compare the expected ratios with the 155 

observed ratios separately for sex groups, age groups, tumor grade, radiotherapy, and 156 

chemotherapy across different tumor grades. Both men and women demonstrated an increase 157 

in mortality with an increasing degree of glioma (grade IV) (Figure 4A). An analysis of 158 

patient age and mortality rates revealed that in both age groups (age < 50 and age ≥ 50) the 159 

mortality rate significantly higher in patients with grade IV glioma compared to the other 160 

groups (Figure 4B). Mortality rate of patients with grade IV tumors in both the unilobar and 161 

multilobar groups was significantly higher than in patients with grade II and III glioma 162 

(Figure 4C). Only patients with grade IV tumors that underwent chemotherapy showed 163 

significantly lower mortality rates and higher survival than patients who did not (Figure 4D). 164 

Similarly, patients with grade IV tumors subjected to radiotherapy showed a higher survival 165 

rate compared to those not treated (Figure 4E); both chemo- and radiotherapy appeared to 166 

improve survival in grade III patients as well, although these effects did not reach statistical 167 

significance (Figures 4D, E). 168 

 169 
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Figure 2 The distribution of molecular and clinical characteristics among the included glioma patient 173 

population. Molecular classification was arranged by the three histological types of gliomas (grades II, 174 

III, and IV) 175 
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 192 

Table 1 Characteristics of the 186 patients with glioma in this study 193 

% Cases Characteristics 
  Age group 
4.3 8 < 20 years 
58.6 109 20-50 years 
37.1 69 > 50 years 

44.5 (11 – 81) Median age (range); years 
  Gender 
65.1 121 Male 
34.9 65 Female 
  Distinct tumor grades 
21.5 40 Grade II 
23.7 44 Grade III 
54.8 102 Grade IV 
  Extent of resection (EOR) 
83.9 156 Gross-total resection (GTR) 
16.1 30 Near-total resection (NTR) 
  Tumor location by lobe 
45.7 85 Multilobar 
8.6 16 Temporal 
20.4 38 Frontal 
5.9 11 Occipital 
9.1 17 Parietal 
3.2 6 Insular or cerebellum 
7.0 13 Unknown 
  Survival 
68.8 128 Dead 
31.2 58 Alive 

15.6 20 Survival ≤ 12 
46.9 60 12 < Survival ≤ 24 
14.1 18 24 < Survival ≤ 36 
23.4 30 Survival ≥ 36 

  Multiple surgeries 
33.3 62 Yes 
66.7 124 No 
  Anesthesia 
12.6 22 Awake 
87.4 152 General 
  Chemotherapy 
33.9 63 Yes 
66.1 123 No 
  Adjuvant radiotherapy 
37.1 69 Yes 
62.9 117 No 
  Radio/chemo therapy 
31.2 58 Yes 
68.8 128 No 
  Type 2 diabetes mellitus 
7.5 14 Yes 
92.5 172 No 
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Figure 3 Pie charts showing the frequency of specific characteristics among the 186 patients of the 195 

studied glioma cohort. The area of each segment is proportional to the number of patients 196 
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A) B) 

  
C) D) 

 
 

E)  

 

 

Figure 4 The ratios of different grades of glioma in the examined groups are shown in (A) gender vs. 200 

survival, (B) age groups vs. survival, (C) glioma vs. survival, (D) chemotherapy vs. survival, and (E) 201 

adjuvant radiotherapy vs. survival. The Chi-square test was used to compare the groups 202 
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IDH1 and EGFR mutation allele frequencies 206 

In this study, the IDH1 and EGFR status was evaluated in tissue samples from each 207 

patient (Figure 2), and the frequencies of IDH1 and EGFR mutations were determined 208 

(Tables 2). It should be noted that genetic profile information was available for 132 out of the 209 

total 186 patients included in the study. Among the grade II gliomas (n=28), 19 cases (67.8%) 210 

exhibited IDH1 mutations, while 3 patients (10.7%) had EGFR mutations. In grade III 211 

gliomas (n=26), 22 cases (84.6%) showed IDH1 mutations, and no EGFR mutations were 212 

observed. In grade IV gliomas (n=78), 64 patients (82.0%) had IDH1 mutations, and 1 patient 213 

(1.2%) had an EGFR mutation. Among the 26 grade III glioma samples, 4 cases (15.3%) had 214 

wild-type IDH1, and 26 cases (100%) had wild-type EGFR. On the other hand, in the 78 215 

grade IV glioma cases, 14 cases (17.9%) had wild-type IDH1, and 77 cases (98.7%) had wild-216 

type EGFR. It is worth noting that the frequency of IDH1 mutations was higher compared to 217 

EGFR mutations in grade II, III, and IV gliomas. Specifically, we observed only 3, 0, and 1 218 

mutation(s) in the EGFR gene among grade II, III, and IV gliomas, respectively. 219 

 220 

Table 2 The distribution of IDH1, MGMT, TERT, and EGFR mutations among different histological 221 

grades of glioma in 132 patients with available genetic profiling 222 

Molecular assay 
Different grades of glioma tumor 

Total 
Grade II (28) Grade III (26) Grade IV (78) 

IDH1 status     
Wild type 9 4 14 27 
Mutant 19 22 64 105 

MGMT methylation status     
Methylated 21 17 56 94 
Non-methylated 7 9 22 38 

TERT promoter status     
Wild type 23 26 63 112 
Mutant 5 0 15 20 

EGFR amplification status     
Wild type 25 26 77 128 
Mutant 3 0 1 4 

 223 

Allele frequencies of TERT and MGMT genes and clinical response in patients 224 

In the study cohort of 132 cases, the IDH1, MGMT, TERT, and EGFR status were evaluated 225 

successfully. Among these cases, 105 (79.5%) exhibited IDH1 mutations, 20 (15.1%) had 226 

TERT mutations, 94 (71.2%) were classified as MGMT-methylated tumors, and four (3%) 227 

showed EGFR mutations. MGMT methylation rates were lower (6 patients) in patients with 228 

IDH1 wild-type tumors and higher (88 patients) in patients with IDH1 mutant tumors. Of the 229 

186 patients with treatment recorded, 63 (33.9%) and 69 (37.1%) received TMZ and 230 

radiotherapy, respectively. As of the time of final data collection, 58 patients (31.2%) were 231 

still alive or lost to follow-up. 232 

In this study of 173 patients, tumors in the frontal lobe were the most prevalent (95 233 

patients), followed by tumors in the temporal lobe (76 patients), parietal lobe (68 patients), 234 

occipital lobe (29 patients), and insular cortex or cerebellum (19 patients). The most common 235 
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tumor combinations were observed in the frontal + temporal (18 patients), parietal + frontal 236 

(15 patients) and parietal + frontal + temporal (15 patients) lobes (Figure 5A). None of the 237 

patients had tumors in all four brain lobes simultaneously. Occipital lobe tumors tended to 238 

manifest as isolated cases in glioma patients, with 11 out of 29 cases showing no signs of 239 

tumors in other brain lobes (Figure 3 and 5A). Anatomically, the location of tumors was 240 

primarily multilobar (85 of 173 patients), with a subset of patients demonstrating frontal 241 

(21.9%, n = 38) and temporal (9.2%, n = 16) gliomas. Other tumor locations included the 242 

parietal lobe (9.8%, n = 17), insular cortex or cerebellum (3.5%, n = 6), and occipital lobe 243 

(6.4%, n = 11) (Figure 5A). The tumor location was unknown in 13 patients due to 244 

unavailable clinical follow-up and imaging data. 245 

The alluvial plot (Figure 6) shows the distribution and relationships between survival 246 

rate, tumor grade, TERT genetic profile, and adjuvant radiotherapy. A considerable number of 247 

patients with tumor grade IV (n = 102) had a high mortality rate (90%). Furthermore, the 248 

chart illustrates that patients who received adjuvant radiotherapy had a significantly lower 249 

mortality rate. The association between the TERT genetic profile and survival rate further 250 

underscores the relevance of genetic characteristics in prognostic evaluations. 251 

 252 

A) B) 

Figure 5 (A) Venn diagram illustrating the distribution of 173 patients with tumors in the 253 

“Temporal”,” Frontal”,” Occipital”,” Parietal” and “Insular or cerebellum” lobes of the brain. (B) The 254 

lobes of brain (Created with BioRender.com). 255 

 256 

 257 

 258 
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 260 

B) A) 

  
Figure 6 The alluvial plot showing the distribution of patients, survival subgroup, and histological 261 

grade in relation to (A) TERT alleles and (B) adjuvant radiotherapy 262 

 263 

Survival analysis 264 

Results of multivariate Cox regression analyses for clinical characteristics and molecular 265 

profiles, including IDH1, TERT, and MGMT, are presented in Table 3. In multivariate 266 

models, the histological grade of the tumor (HR, 5.70; 95% CI, 3.54-9.18; P < 0.0001), 267 

adjuvant radiotherapy (HR, 0.41; 95% CI, 0.19-0.83; P < 0.014), IDH status (HR for IDH1 268 

mutant status, 2.05; 95%CI, 1.07-4.32; P < 0.026), TERT status (HR for unmethylated status, 269 

2.15; 95% CI, 1.08-3.88; P < 0.030) were significantly associated with OS (Table 3). 270 

  271 

Table 3 Prognostic univariate and multivariate Cox regression analyses in glioma patients 272 

Characteristic 
Patients 

number 

Univariate Multivariate 

p-value p-value HR 
95% CI for HR 

Lower Upper 

Age, per year (<50 vs >50) 128 0.022* 0.0534 1.0128 0.9998 1.026 

Gender (Male vs Female) 128 0.26 0.4336 1.1675 0.7923 1.7204 

Histological grade (grades II, III, and IV) 128 2.9 × 10-13* 7.67 ×10-13* 5.7041 3.5431 9.1829 

Extent of resection (GTR vs NTR) 128 0.55 0.6865 1.1092 0.6705 1.835 

Glioma (unilobar vs multilobar) 128 0.84 0.7637 0.9381 0.6185 1.4228 

Chemotherapy (Yes vs No) 128 0.76 0.2542 1.4972 0.7481 2.9963 

Adjuvant radiotherapy (Yes vs No) 128 0.0047* 0.0142* 0.4017 0.1938 0.8326 

IDH1 status (WT vs Mutant) 91 0.83 0.0262* 2.0562 1.0749 4.317 

TERT mutation (WT vs Mutant) 91 2.6 × 10-5* 0.0305* 2.1542 1.0891 3.882 

MGMT methylation (WT vs Mutant) 91 0.49 0.4238 0.7986 0.4604 1.385 

* P< 0.05. 273 

 274 
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Factors associated with overall survival 275 

The median survival of patients was 20 months (600 days; Figure 7A), with 15.6% and 276 

46.9% of patients alive at 12 and 24 months, respectively. Nineteen patients (14.8%) survived 277 

for longer than 48 months (4 years) and were considered long-term survivors. Interestingly, 278 

the four patients who were still alive when the dataset was finalized (OS > 50, 53, 65, and 71 279 

months) exhibited mutated IDH1 and methylated MGMT. Initially, we assessed whether any 280 

genetic alterations were associated with survival through univariate and multivariate analyses 281 

(Table 3). A more stringent multivariate analysis, which only incorporates parameters with P 282 

> 0.05 in the univariate analyses, revealed the same parameters were independent prognostic 283 

factors. Glioma patients with IDH1 mutations had a median OS of 21 months compared to 284 

17.5 months for those without an IDH1 mutation (Figure 7G). Methylation of MGMT was 285 

associated with a median OS of 20.5 months compared to 19 months in non-methylated cases 286 

(Figure 7I). Patients with a TERT promoter mutation exhibited a median OS of 16 months, 287 

whereas patients with a non-mutated TERT promoter had a median OS of 21 months (Figure 288 

7H). Notably, patients with solely an IDH1 mutation exhibited the most favorable survival, 289 

with a median survival of 21 months. Subsequently, patients with both an IDH1 mutation and 290 

MGMT methylation experienced a slightly lower median survival of 20 months. In contrast, 291 

patients lacking either an IDH1 mutation or MGMT methylation had the shortest median 292 

survival of 16 months. It is worth noting that the molecular profile analysis, specifically 293 

regarding wild-type IDH1 and MGMT methylation, encompassed a limited sample size of 294 

only three patients who exhibited survival durations of 18, 50, and 62 months, respectively. 295 

Furthermore, we conducted an assessment of the prognostic significance of histological grade 296 

and clinical characteristics. Among the histological subgroups, Grades II and III demonstrated 297 

a more favorable prognosis, with median OS durations of 51 and 46 months, respectively. 298 

Conversely, Grade IV was associated with an extremely poor outcome, with an OS of 18 299 

months (Figure 7B). Additionally, patients under the age of 50 displayed a more favorable 300 

prognosis, with a median OS of 23 months, compared to the subgroup aged 50 years and 301 

above, which exhibited a median OS of 19 months (Figure 7D). 302 

 303 

 304 

 305 

 306 

 307 

 308 

 309 

 310 
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A) B) C) 

   
   
D) E) F) 

   
   

   
G) H) I) 

   

Figure 7 The distribution of glioma patient survival and Kaplan-Meier curves for overall survival are 311 

shown for 8 risk groups. (A) The box plot illustrates the overall survival (months) of glioma patients. 312 

Kaplan-Meier curves show survival probabilities in relation to (B) the histological grade, (C) age 313 

groups, (D) uni- and multilobar glioma, (E) gender, (F) extent of resection, (G) IDH1 status, (H) 314 

TERT status, and (I) MGMT status.  315 
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Discussion  316 

Our results showed a difference of 40, 44.5, and 45.5 years in the median age of patients with 317 

grade II, III, and IV tumors, respectively. Gliomas were more common in males than in 318 

females, and the death rate increased with glioma grade, with the highest mortality in grade 319 

IV patients. GBM is the most prevalent malignant brain tumor in adults, accounting for 54% 320 

of all cases. The incidence of GBM increases with age, and the development of illnesses, 321 

especially those affecting the CNS, is more likely among older people. Wild-type IDH GBM 322 

is the most common aggressive primary brain tumor in adults, with an average diagnostic age 323 

of 68–70 years, and progresses rapidly. Elderly (65 and older) GBM patients may have a 324 

worse post-treatment survival rate due to age-related changes, such as diminished immune 325 

system function and persistent neuroinflammation 10, 11. A negative correlation exists between 326 

the age at which GBM is identified and prognosis. The 10-year relative survival rate declines 327 

from 15.2% to 5.7% between 20-44 and 45-54 years of age, respectively 12, 13. 328 

The results of the current study show that glioma patients with IDH1 mutations (IDH1mt) 329 

had a median OS of 21 months versus 17.5 months for those without an IDH1 mutation. In 330 

addition, methylation of the MGMT (MGMTmet) was associated with a median OS of 20.5 331 

months versus 19 months in patients with a non-methylated. The combination of IDH1 332 

mutations and MGMT methylation status is a more accurate predictor of survival in 333 

glioblastoma compared to either IDH1 or MGMT alone. Glioblastoma patients were 334 

categorized into 3 distinct genotypes based on the genetic and epigenetic characteristics of 335 

IDH1 and MGMT: GBM patients with IDH1mt/MGMTmet had the longest survival, 336 

followed by patients with IDH1mt/MGMTunmet or IDH1wt/MGMTmet, and patients with 337 

IDH1wt/MGMTunmet had the shortest survival14. Improved prognosis has been linked to 338 

tumor molecular characteristics such as MGMT promoter methylation and IDH1 mutation 15-
339 

17. Thus, MGMT methylation positively impacts survival and responsiveness to TMZ therapy 340 

15. In addition, IDH and MGMT co-methylation is linked to a better prognosis and predicts 341 

the response to chemotherapy and surgical resection 16. 342 

Surgical resection, radiation, and TMZ chemotherapy constitute the standard treatment for 343 

GBM. Despite the intensive nature of this therapy, the tumor reoccurs within 7 to 10 months 344 

following surgery in 75-90% of GBM patients 18-20. A study utilizing molecular testing 345 

revealed distinct genetic profiles among GBM survivors. Notably, mutations in the IDH genes 346 

(IDH1 and IDH2) and methylation of the MGMT promoter were identified as two significant 347 

factors associated with a more favorable response to standard clinical care 21. Patients with 348 

mutant IDH1/2 GBM exhibited superior outcomes to those with wild-type IDH tumors, with a 349 

survival of 14 and 42 months, respectively 22. Literature suggests a strong correlation between 350 

TERT gene polymorphisms and an increased risk of glioma in patients 23. TERT mutations 351 

are also linked to biomarkers such as IDH1, 1p19q, TP53, and EGFR 24. 352 

Gliomas are more prevalent in men than in women. The tumors of glioblastoma patients 353 

showed huge genetic sex differences linked to survival. According to a study on differentially 354 

expressed genes in the tumor clusters, survival in men was impacted the most by genes that 355 

govern cell division. Regarding survival in females, integrin gene expression was the most 356 

critical mechanism for tumor dissemination [23]. Other work indicated that male patients had 357 
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the lowest cancer-specific survival (CSS) rates throughout localized cancer stages and various 358 

age groupings, which was confirmed by stratified analysis 25, 26. 359 

One study reported that women with IDH1-mutant tumors were concentrated in the group 360 

with the most favorable prognosis, while in males; the mutations were spread out across all 361 

groups. Considering IDH1 mutations have been linked to higher survival in glioblastoma 362 

patients, the longest-surviving female cluster is consistent with this theory. However, this was 363 

not the case for men 25. Our present study indicates that patients with a mutation in TERT had 364 

a median OS of 16 months compared to 21 months in those without a TERT mutation. In 365 

addition, MGMT methylation status was shown to affect the prognostic value of a TERT 366 

promoter mutation. Only TERT-mutated GBM with MGMT methylation may respond to 367 

TMZ; therefore, TMZ may not benefit all patients with MGMT-methylated GBM 27. Long-368 

term follow-up of patients with TERT promoter mutant GBMs showed a high correlation 369 

between the prognosis and the presence of multifocal/distant lesions. There was a associated 370 

between EGFR amp/gain, CDKN2A deletion, and PTEN loss, as well as a negative 371 

correlation between CDK4 and TP53 deletion for the TERTp mutation 28. EGFR mutations 372 

have been demonstrated to be effective prognostic indicators of OS in IDH-wildtype GBM 373 

patients. Moreover, there is data to suggest that EGFR amplification is evident in high-grade 374 

gliomas (25%). EGFR amplification was also observed to be limited to IDH wild-type (26%) 375 

and TERT mutant (27%) gliomas, occurring irrespective of MGMT promoter methylation 376 

status and being mutually exclusive with 1p/19q co-deletion (LOH) 29. The functional 377 

connection between EGFR and p53 in GBM is intriguing. Thus, EGFR has been shown to 378 

reduce the activity of wild-type p53 by increasing the interaction between DNA-PKcs and 379 

p53. Either EGFR or DNA-PKc knockdown enhanced the transcriptional activity of wild-type 380 

p53 due to a reduced interaction between p53 and DNA-PKcs. These results revealed a unique 381 

non-canonical regulatory axis between EGFR and wild-type p53 in GBM, with unexpected 382 

biological functions 30. 383 

 We observed an apparent difference (although not statistically significant) in the OS of 384 

gross (GTR) versus near total resection (NTR) glioma patients, which is consistent with 385 

findings by Abdelfath et al. 31. GTR appears to be more beneficial than subtotal resection 386 

(STR) in extending the life of elderly individuals with high-grade glioma 32. Aggressive 387 

surgical resection should be considered for older GBM patients, especially those with 388 

relatively low KPS. Intraoperative magnetic resonance imaging (ioMRI) does not seem to 389 

provide any significant advantage over intraoperative ultrasonography (ioUS) in experienced 390 

hands in this population. Still, it may significantly prolong the duration of surgery, which is a 391 

modifiable prognostic factor that affects care 33. Other work showed a correlation between 392 

maximal tumor excision and OS in all categories of glioblastoma patients. Additionally, 393 

maximal resection of non–contrast-enhanced (NCE) tumors was associated with longer OS in 394 

younger patients, independent of IDH status, and in patients with IDH–wild-type 395 

glioblastoma, regardless of the methylation status of the promoter region of the DNA repair 396 

enzyme O6-methylguanine-DNA methyltransferase 34. 397 

Within our cohort, the anatomical tumor location was generally confined to a multi-lobe, 398 

primarily multilobar disease (45.6%), with some patients demonstrating tumor growth in the 399 

frontal (20.4%) and temporal (8.6%) lobes. Other tumor locations included the parietal lobe 400 
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(9.1%), insular cortex or cerebellum (3.2%), and occipital lobe (5.9%). Most glioblastomas 401 

develop in the periventricular white matter areas close to the subventricular zone. MGMT 402 

promoter methylation tumors are more prevalent in the left temporal lobe, particularly in 403 

patients with GBM, an IDH1 mutant tumor, tumors with the proneural gene expression 404 

subtype, or frontal lobe tumors missing PTEN deletion. IDH1 mutation-associated MGMT-405 

methylated tumors tended to manifest in the left frontal lobe, whereas EGFR-amplified and 406 

EGFR variant 3-expressing tumors occurred most frequently in the left temporal lobe. A 407 

comparable area in the left temporal lobe was associated with excellent radiochemotherapy 408 

response and improved survival35. In another study, tumors in the right occipitotemporal 409 

periventricular white matter were substantially related to poor survival in both training and 410 

test cohorts and had a greater tumor volume than tumors in other regions. Right parietal 411 

tumors were associated with hypoxia pathway enrichment and platelet-derived growth factor 412 

receptor (PDGFRA) amplification, deeming these processes appropriate subgroup-specific 413 

treatment targets. Additionally, central tumor placement was associated with a worse 414 

prognosis. In elderly individuals, the distance from the center of the third ventricle to the 415 

contrast-enhancing tumor border may be a practical prognostic indicator 35-37. 416 

Our study recognizes certain limitations, including the utilization of data from a single 417 

center and an underpowered analysis for detecting differences among patient subgroups. The 418 

scarcity of data on comorbidities such as lung infections, renal disorders, seizures, high blood 419 

pressure, and paresthesia emphasizes the necessity for more extensive and standardized data 420 

collection. Moreover, we did not adjust for multiple comparisons. However, the study's 421 

strength lies in its meticulous examination of factors associated with glioma prognosis and 422 

treatment response, presenting valuable insights for clinical decision-making. Additionally, 423 

we highlighted the synergistic impact of specific genetic profiles and radiotherapy, identifying 424 

potential targets for personalized treatment strategies. Despite the acknowledged limitations, 425 

this study offers a comprehensive analysis of crucial factors influencing glioma prognosis and 426 

treatment response. 427 

 428 

Conclusion 429 

The present study aimed to investigate the impact of clinical and molecular factors on the 430 

overall survival of glioblastoma patients. Multivariate Cox regression analysis revealed that 431 

histological tumor grade, adjuvant radiotherapy, IDH status, and TERT promoter status were 432 

significantly associated with overall survival. Notably, patients with IDH1 mutations and 433 

TERT promoter mutations exhibited longer survival. Factors such as extensive tumor 434 

removal, smaller tumor size, and prompt initiation of radiation therapy after surgery were 435 

associated with favorable prognoses. Patients with higher tumor grades had poorer outcomes, 436 

while those who received adjuvant radiotherapy showed improved survival. In conclusion, 437 

this study highlights the importance of molecular and clinical characteristics in predicting 438 

overall survival in glioblastoma patients and provides valuable insights for personalized 439 

treatment strategies. 440 

 441 
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