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DOLI: 10.19401/j.cnki.1007-3639.2021.11.012
FESHES: R737.33 XEMEER: A XEHS: 1007-3639(2021)11-1126-19
The Chinese Expert Consensus Recommendations on Molecular Testing in Endometrial Cancer
(2021 edition) The Society of Gynecological Cancer of China Anti-Cancer Association, Chinese Society of Pathology
of the Chinese Medical Association, National Pathology Quality Control Center

[ Abstract] Recently, our understanding of the pathogenesis and molecular genetic characteristics of endometrial cancer has been
improved along with the development of high-throughput sequencing technology. Precision medicine based on genetic characteristics
has already transformed the care of endometrial cancer. However, there is no specific consensus in China on the methods and
strategies of genetic screening for hereditary syndrome, molecular classification and other biomarkers testing in endometrial
cancer. Based on the most recent advances in molecular classification and precision medicine in endometrial cancer, The Society
of Gynecological Cancer of China Anti-Cancer Association, Chinese Society of Pathology of the Chinese Medical Association and
National Pathology Quality Control Center have formulated “The Chinese Expert Consensus Recommendations on Molecular Testing
in Endometrial Cancer”, in order to improve the understanding of molecular testing among gynecologic oncologists, pathologists, and
other specialists, and further standardize the application of molecular testing in endometrial cancer in China.

[ Key words ] Endometrial cancer; Lynch syndrome; Molecular classification; Biomarkers

T R W L B A REE A R 2 —
RHIBAE L TE . 20204 TR N IR &
W81 964, FETHEEI6 607012 L KUK A
FAFE IR EFE S (body mass index, BMI) .
WEIR . R LR &I . M ERIBITY . A%
WAL . a8 MRATLRGIE . CowdenZi &y
1. RAMREMEERLZAE (polymerase
proofreading- associated polyposis, PPAP )
D 90% L 1 T VI IR SR R AR I R
1504, HOSWAER 63 s 4% E L
Writ /N Fa0% B, I B E A R A I RE R
HIE . 80% 15 N ISR B 2 Wi S L, i

RSB T RN, HSEAEERRTI5%
WA R B A e 78, WU SARAE A7 53 Sl e
%68%1K17% ",
19834FEBokhman 7' 4 Hi I PR B 27 410
R A = YR s S & LS P W TS 31
ZMH, SIERE . ELG . ME KT
M, A 1~29 1B WA, RIRT 2R
B, EE R TR M AR
R, AL 3G T BT P R I AR T P AR b
(R AE A ) Y, R B
Wethl, FE%c2% ' . Bokhman4y it T a8,
I AT B CPRAEARRT AR, SNy,
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XA R CAnAERESORE RS . ZHZURIRE AR )
FESXELLE W 1A A [A]Rf LH2L 22 Widy
TR MG E R 2E, BIAnER o3 = SO0 2 R
I 5T AR R AR L, MELLIX 535 H
XTEE B RIS JEANERER , FEHR IR E8LRYT
Ve EMPEHAE R A RR, oA AU SR IR
iﬁ [6, 10] .

20134, JRAERER 4R ( The Cancer Genome
Atlas, TCGA) Z41%:#58 " &M~ T FEN
B 3§ AL B, SRR 414 AL
WRHE 22 20~ FEAE RS 0 DRI M 43 44 WA
POLE (ultramutated ) ., MSI ( hypermutated ) . copy-
number high ( serous-like ) flcopy-number low

( endometrioid ) , FIT & W5 A2 & AU T

o TCGAMFHTIE T i B P A7 70 2, il
PREZIUMERE K, 5 8 (i AL B ProMis B4R
it 45 B E ( mismatch repair, MMR ) £
M. pS38E I MIPOLERE KN #4743 51 (4% 53
T4y 535 N POLE EDM . MMR-D . p53 wtfil
p53 abn) , 5TCGASH—F AR R &, SO0k
Hlm KL, WP 8AME, %0 T REE L
AR . 20164F, Stelloos 2 454
ProMisEZ3 Y . CTNNB1 exon3ZE75 FlIlf A s B2~
KSR, &1 Tans-PORTEC/3 ! ( favorable .
intermediatefllunfavorable ) , XJ {1 = & E AT
FEHER XU 20 2, or o0 RO IR T4 S lm R
HBNRIT I BERE . 20204F, o BB A L
[ 37 25 A 0 E M 2% ( National Comprehensive
Cancer Network, NCCN ) #55g fItH A DA 2040
( World Health Organization, WHO ) ZePEA:5E %%
B AR (SES5HR ) o 20214F, HET4r
43 AU P DRSS TP Ak R0 DU e 2 AR AR g i 2
( European Society of Gynaecological Oncology,
ESGO) #&mh ' o Hii, EWXTF5 148
BRSNS PRIV FH A AL T2 A0 BB, A Iy A
FRRLIE, X005 S0 s BTy T e B i i R A 1
Wit —2he .

WAL, 3%~5% 0¥ "B NS 5 M ET 25 A Ak
K, PO ERFIR48% , il B F10~20
%, BT, E X ARESEE R 1 0 A A R

EHRAR AR AR A AR 2 o RIS, i
PP BRI AR, IR T FAT T8 A JBERE K
PURIA I (R AE A B, T4 st B ARk
A AAERTHERTY, FRRESHT T 1B B R
JY B, NE RSN EE R TR AT
TR ARG S, ST LN oL
TE N T8 AR YT SUR A B
HIWESEHEIE , FRATERT 5 A 5 R 4 S R A
(7T B R R 3T 1 B P B A
HELHEILR) (LU RIARAIER) | w3
AR, g b i PR AR 0 T8 B 2y

FAREM AL, $ g v B 0 IR PRI2 TR
K

FEA B2 01 N s AR, e AT
MMR/MSUIRZAGI , FEAS ] s Ae . &) s T
ARUIERAIEARAS, I EA LUR lm RAE -

@ 2Wi: dMMREKMSI-HA] LA T &
NREFEIRE R IZWibn 5 s @ ffidr . RETLRGAE
it @ W5 T oaRlAHmG; @
BT RBOR TR - FIUA G S22 4G A 41 o 57) 2 1)
Wi EBRIEARHR 2K P2y (International
Society of Gynecological Pathologists, I1SGyP ) #f
TR T T8 5 AR A EA T MMR/MSDIR 2546
W, AR T ST E B R A R
AT N e SR AR ART B B ] SRR e 2
SUpRA AT HEA T MMR/MSPIRZAS A 1> (i

I, 1),
1 EEXNFERLHNTFERNRERERITHS
SZEIERE

1.1 WEARFIAL . T8 W6 AR KR s & o ik
Fo s BB B AR

(1) 7200 T B2 19 7 B D i R A T
MMR/MSUIRZ KM, i e kAT 25 A1k, nlEHE
WA EE ARV MR A (128) o &
XTMLH1EE [ Rk sk i 83, A& EyT
B T FE AN FEMLH IR 5 31 F Ak G
MLH1H R 8 F SRR S R B0& T e
K (2B%)

(2) FF 6 L AR — R AR HERS, X T B N
Hi g fB A TEA T A 5 1 SO AT 25 B fiE A SEMMR
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LR 22 28 AR K IN LIRS MRAET SR AE RN 1 3L
KA EMMREE R ( MLH1 . PMS2 ., MSH2F
MSH6 ) MEPCAMIER , FEUEPEIMNE bR A 7t
AR (128) o KoilgsiE: @ ATAar iR 22
M4k R IMMR B MSI-HAY 15 NI R @
g 2H 21 5 25 25 SR pMMREMSSS [ KR fifeg 1y
Bl2#2> ( European Society of Medical Oncology,
ESMO ) 6B MSI-LFIMSSH H2K K
MSS T R SR R R T BE AR A LR AT I R
i O A MR GG A RIS AR LG
FHy @ TE R 4 2RI B MM R PR B0 P 28
AEARE B R S IR R AR B E (R4l
MM R KE (K] 5 725 A ) - A R AT 2556 AF 1 5 B A
FEB) .

(3) HEFEXT AL R ARAY 25 B A 1) T 5 N
B AT BB AL B, [ A
FRFBE XX BOR AL ST B A (cascade
testing) (12%) ,

12 L#kZEE Fo 7
121 H&

T8 R A DG AL 2R B IR A R AT 2R
fE . CowdenZE A fiE ( HPTENFEH R R RAL 5|
# ) FIPPAP ( HPOLEFIPOLD1 3L IR & 587458
FHE ), AREREZRSHN3E.0%~5.0% . 0.1%F
0.19~0.4% """ 38 A THER TR P R B4 KUK
F31%, MBETLEAIERH BT 5 S A B
S XU 1 T 31 409%~60% 22, HIHNCCN#
R MRET £ B AR AN B N RS Rt A% IR i
L, CowdenZE S AIEFIPPAPII RN A . K
DA FE 2 HMMREEN (MLH1, PMS2 .
MSH2FIMSHG6 ) 5 EPCAMIE IR 2 58 48 5|
), EPCAMBENF)3 Rk b 5k R B MSH2
S S 3T P AR MSH2 T RESR TS, TTE
AR LA E ey 2]

1.2.2  MALEEAESMIZ I A G NBFRFIE

NCCN#gE m #7238 i MMR/M S DIR & K
DU 57 PN S0 SR E AT R AT 25 B AE i A
XFdMMR M ST-H & 25 3 17 Mk &7 25 6 fiE AH ¢
MMRIEH ( MLH1 ., PMS2 . MSH2FIMSHG6 )
FEPCAMBEIN IR R 2 A M ahiz > . K

LT NI SR AN = s 5 NS 2 77/ N

ARATFRAS (3% K BHE ) AT AR I BR B A
K B MMR/M S TR 25 K6 00 445 5 v i — 3 2

H =AW p 538 K Pk I 2 SR ey —
L AW Y R, MMREFKE (4
P 2 Ak vk ) RIMS T I [ 38 4 e 5% K2 I
( polymerase chain reaction, PCR ) & | f)—Z(
£ 190.4%~93.4% . MRATLEEIEACH T B N
FE 0 w5 e NRERLA IR ARAE S . D PMS2
(MLHI1IE% ) . MSH28{MSH6% 1 H £ —
B FRKEH; @ MLHIEARKEE, H
MLHVIER G 3 F oK WL 364k @ MSI-H;

@ I R 5 B PR BE AT 25 A AER , TEIEMMRIRZS
anfal, FTBERRMEA G A A R ol S i A ey
CEA MMM L, BOA e N . 45 E AR
AR LA IR R e, @A
MK RNFRR AL IR LES M . KA
ZEAAEADE IR S R 2E EL R . T B NS |

B DD . AR . PR K LR L G R
CIEF BB g ) . A NI .
TENRIR . Rz e A0 f AL Bk Ee g8 7

1.2.3  MMRARZSAG ]

T f#MMRCIR 25 0] 38 1o 2R FH S i 4H Uk 20k
KMMLHL, MSH2, MSH6MIPMS2E H ik,
45 B dMMRFIpMMR . ISGyP#5 i HE##1
FEHEATMMBAR SR I SR R aRh A
IFRIR; TR T I AL T ik R ekl PM S 2 F1
MSH6 %) | {nHPMS2HF1 (5 ) MSH6%E 132
KSEE, BEICKN FEMLH L FIMSH2 2 MR
MMLHE A SR, i — 3 FTMLH1 3R
Ja R (K1) o AAEMLHIEE F Sk
Jelt, MLHVIE S 3hF 35y BRAF V60OE
R (GE T 245 B ) # T Rk v
fifgRE o S RS F 22 B MIMIR UUZ5 437 35 (R 44 440
M ZEAE (AN B0 P AR S 8 — 4~ S0 AR SR
Ze M B ge ) BRMLHT P S 3h 1 W a4k s
A v R R R B M A
dAMMR# [ [LTT1%80% ' . BRAF V60OEZE 454
LT MLH1IE R 5 81 H 36405 i 1 0k R4S
Wi T TR PR L BRAFIEIN 55 0
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MSIA MSI-H
e
MMREH f
P [ {mas
—. MLHIFEL  — F — BRTE NS

B 1 MMR/MSIRZESHENIES

WAL, HE5MLHIEF G 3T H AR E,
PRI I 5 A bR 25 25 A AR JE 75 K BRAF V600E %
AR L3280 i o A Ty A I B SR B
HAVUERE, Prikfie . JEBR SR, g
AT G T R T, S B o U
1.2.4  MSLIRZSHEM]

MSEIRZ AT i PCRE ( MSI-PCR ) ¥ 578
HF )7 (MSI-NGS ) #1751, 2550 K
MSI-H, MSI-LFIMSS., MSI-PCREG:MF [A] i 2%
SR IR bR A RN X 15 H AN IMARAS o 715 P
b FN%5 B g, MSI-PCR. MSI-NGSHIMMR
RIS R — St 2 0 [AMSI-NGSK
DUE P9 v B = G — ot ARSI 45 A4
FARMAAZ /ST 1A B H S gk 10 L MSI
K 205 7] 22 MSUGMESMO$5 R ' . MSI
K T A4 4% . (D 14% 19 #.3% D DN A2
PR DNA G AE S EAG LN ; @ M4
DURAS r i 40 i 4l I T30% 1), &) 58U
P AN, Z530% 0 MSHEHE IR 2 575 1 T
BN B R T RE R IO MSS, B E T MSTRE
DR 2Bk . Pk, U2 A 15 P
FEE PEATMMR/MS DR 254G I 5 A5 b2 25 A AF
WL A L2 A I DR B A A R SR S 25
FHT
1.2.5 PR L U5 Ry

A BF 5% AT BA SR FH o Jgg 2041 20000 1 X6 4.6 5 4
V0145 5 i (B B AT MR A 25 B R A, R
JEAT1K100.0%, HF5F 1 95.3% 2, T HL
MMR/MSI#: Il B4 BRAF V600E 4 2 23 i Ko
10% M MRAT £ A AE B E L 12 AT BAARE 1 i g 2]
S FF W] A Sy B RR R O A I SR T SR, ARk

ENRERTEREIERE

7 38 ARG DA 4 [RD R, 3 AT 3 B4 B W s o
BN RAGEE, RATE 2RI IR, TEY)
B N R B T A AR SR SRR, AT
2 R e D R FEMMR /M ST
R, L R 4 20 (R B BT IE H AR AR )
HEAT v T L [ 22 3R DR RGN, G 0 S PR3
A& MLH1 . MSH2 . MSH6IEH T A 4 i
FIX . NEFXMMER TR S, PMS2H
KA B4 871X, EPCAMED 1 4 A i+
X 20 BN, HKHNFEPOLERE K FITPS 34
Fr ( POLESER 213078 55 POLEFE A% g S MIT i
GERBYO~145 AN BT, TPS3HRLD] 1078 o5 % 2
PR 42 R AN i Mo AR Y D7 a5 ), A sk T]
11359 e i 7 L A R 7 0 N R gL
FE—MMRE R BOR RS (BUm M A E L=
AW ), TERBEHERRIE 22 A8 T REME
I, 5 BEE— 20 B XA s AT IR 2R 5 AR Al
LAt
1.3 W Rk

e FE XS BT A 802 10 7B N R R AT
MMR/MS IR K 0 2 AR AT 25 B AF . #5912 T
B N RS BB R EA T o o ALK DU AR AT 25
TEGfi Ay, MMR/MSTF AL Y 2% MMRAIE Y
(RGN 7 v A T o R AL UG T 485 2R A OMMIR B
MSI-HW B, HEF TR ET 25 5 IR A CMMR
FERIR R AR . 45 FAFEMMRER [ FIM SIS
M 25 BN —F B AR A PG, o HIJEMSHOHE
JVR R 578 1) "B oA e FR A MUS TR A T 2R A0 A
2970.09% 125 BT IS R LR 4
TE N R R B MMRIR S . MSEIRZS | IIfs
PRIG IR A RRIE RO GG R AT/ 50 HT, DADRE 2
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T B AT R AT 25 A HE A EMMR B R IR R 28 78
R SO WA AR ET £R 5 A 1 R A A T s
RSG5 o IR A T A AR DG
(YA S 7, [ B 5 AT I 2% 0 R 1) 2R
JE AT A8 AL 16 S PG, AR A1) 5 A
M) Et A5 5 FE it

2 EEMNERLHNFENREEEHITSF
S8

2.1 WeRBEIA: TF NBLE ST 4 B A Rk R
B3t B H UG -4 Fo 08 97 iR 00 16 RANA

(1) HEEXT T B2 10 T 5 N B A 703
T, RFEA FTIERRIEAS . & BT AR
PIMEARAS (2A28) &

(2) ZEBTIRA BRHLIX, ANBEXTITA T8 DI
SBE VAT AR, X AR S AZ S A B2
PGSR AT Z A TR BRI MR, 15 EA
W POLESER 2878460, {RAT 0 A TMMR/MST
AR FpSIRASKZIM (32) &

(3) HEFELE & POLESL UL TR SMD) il 285 fay 35k 58
RAE . MMR/MSEIRES FIpS3RE #1753 F 4
R, ARPEWHOZ HEAE B AR B IR 4325 (ZBSRR )
Sy NARpZEARL. POLE mut, MMRd. p53 abnfll
NSMP,

GrFar BRI . © AL, BG
POLEJER#GE =ASK I ( Sangerill [ ) , MMR
HEERW (RREHA R ) /MSIKEI ( PCR
%) Mips3d I (S AUk ) #70
T4 (2A28) o @ wlkHfERE, RAH miE sl
JF T AR POLESER 9875 . MSLARAS FITPS3 %
gy, #irorFaR (2B2) . @ Hitbdl &
W, R LRI RZAN, eI POLEKE N %
ARA . MMR/MSPIRE . pS3REM LA G

(328) . POLEBEPRISEZERG , ALHGT AT 572K

M (2AZ8 ) sLPOLESERR% R 4V Bt 45 #4330
PRI (2B ) .

U DLF ) 0y #E AT 43 4
O HJeMAE POLEXE RGN 25 b4 7 1w, &k
POLEFENEURAS 505, W% A POLE mut;
@ FEPOLEHEH J i 1 R B% A AF 80 A8 S 1
FARIEMMR/MSLIR A HEATHIWT, #  dMMREL
MSI-H, ¥ AMMRd; @ #MMR/MSEIRZS
JpMMREEMSS ( MSI-LFIMSSH 42 MSS )
Bf, oE— AR PEpS3RE AT FIWT, #pS3E A
Fih TR B TPS3HE P AR ARIRA, MIHE Hyp53
abn; Ayp534H [ FRIA IE H BLTPS3HE PR A B A AR
A, NPHZENNSMP (2A2%)
22 LAKLEA Fe AT
221 TR EE R

TE N B R — TS R, (B A
15%~20% (9 NFEEA B R W T w4
o5 B 2GR4T SR R X 40 B PSR I R R A
BRWNE B EZ T H, HEFE—E RS
w2z 1) 20134E, TCGARFSE 'O # i v
PRSI 4 T o T8, AR 4 T 2 TR W T
Sy N4 ERL, POLE (ultramutated ) . MSI
( hypermutated ) . copy-number high ( serous-
like ) Flcopy-number low ( endometrioid ) , J:
M POLEW P 15 fc i, copy-number highiF %Y
WG 2%, 20154F, Talhouk® "' #2 4 ProMisE
Sy R, A R S B, RS A
K3 A AU bR 5 (p53. MSH6AI
PMS2) FIA4rFFaill ( POLEXE A% R S )
BRLEMIRZEAE ) | A A (1) T
X3 R B A Rk B IR SE, ARk S MR BE
B I RIS v, ) 85 4 1 R v e A RE Y S
HIWER —3 " . 20164F, Stelloo%F 1

R1 HFHBGEMNRRE

WHO' ESGO NCCN TCGA " ProMisE '+’ Trans-PORTEC "’
POLE mut POLE mut POLE POLE (ultramutated) POLE EDM POLE-mutant
MMRd MMRd MSI-H MSI (hypermutated) MMR-D MSI

NSMP NSMP Copy-number low Copy-number low (endometrioid) p53 wt NSMP

p53 abn p53 abn Copy-number high Copy-number high (serous-like) p53 abn pS53-mutant

" WHOZ LT 3 F MR 4328 (BESHR ) finds, ARSEUCRI
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TEProMisE/f; B ELA |, 45 B L1CAME Kk
(>10%) "*°" CTNNB14MG F3%75 5
IR B4 B BRIZVE (lymphovascular space
invasion, LVSI) “**! jF—4 i Trans-PORTEC
S3H8, XETFNSMP ARG 5 P IS W] R4 7 T
FEUERI R 43 2 . J3F 3 AL AT e id T T A -+
PR A 4 R AT B AR
FIBIFFE 2 A 996 ) 32 B kB P AR AN 2R
PEgEE, WAL AL (/R FEN
IR A5 ) I R (A T T — 20 I
POLE mut—~£ PRI RO PR I8 A A DL 21
BUESFRHE, BADT B N MEIR S
Mea B POLE mutsiMMRAFFIE, A —2h
p53 abn, [RGBV 488 R BB (4 98, TS
SRASGHAT 2 T 20 BRI, SRt BEiayT
H BT TEAR R RS R bR, i anxt
TMMRATH N EREE, MLH1HE KR 3 F
RS H AT REAE it — D0y B bR Y, kA&
MLH1SE A 8+ H AR %) g 75 22 22 Tk 4E
MMRIER ZEAR (g > 53 /NS ) 3k
BT, 1q32.195 DAY 14 Al BEJENSMPA 1A R il
JEHE
222 rToriienss

o BRI A, IR EEIE A . W E
FARYIERMIEbRAS . HEFF 455 POLESL AL IR A
VIB 25 F R 2 A8 IR 2 . MMR/MSDIRZS Filp 53tk
BAATEEEFE, S haF A [ SWHOZ#
AT E IR A 2E (BBSIR ) A REE—3] -
POLE mut ( POLE mutation) ., MMRd ( MMR
deficiency ) . p53 abn ( p53 abnormality )
NSMP ( non-specific molecular profile )
223 S3F oy BRI N 2 N 5 v

) BPOLESERAL TR S g 245 14 I B0 2 2 K
M o(2B%) 'Y, POLEX:HZiFSDNAR A e
AL, T8 DNAK HI551%, %5 F %
TR AU il 235 M Sl 35 A i1 9~14, I XSk AR
HUR RN BT E BRI R &
B (=1001%48/Mb ) ) 80%LA EIIPOLE
FEREURAS 7 R AEAEY S 1355 7, UL

SAHGE AR FEP286R . V41IL, S297F .,
A456PHIS459F, 7 7595.3% M EHIPOLEFE A
BORA AL . TERMEARTFIER T, A% E
POLEFE A% iR S U1 Bt 45 #4800 2828 /0, 4
FERGI G B 7 25 POLE LN 9~14-5 41 i 1~ X J
AR FH v 38 Y AT, i KA S B
PEAKPECOSMIC 10 signature, ZEAFZETI i 28
ARffifai (tumor mutation burden, TMB) . E#
RAZER RIATLEEHE, HARAESN T 2%
FEHISE ) . POLERERIAZ RIS M dal % A=
FoRAE S HEHEBUR A R B, SAELE RAAT
BAYRIH92.3%MT76.2%, POLEK:KAZIRIMII
SEF AR B0 28 5 5 POLEFE P A 760 F 2% SAE TG
2 REATRAM T

(2) MMR/MSEIRAKIN . HEEMMREH (e
REH LU ) BiMST ( PCRME B i 3 & i
Jiik ) Kl e sE 4l Ak R I 4 MMR 2R
M (MLH1 ., PMS2. MSH2FIMSH6 ) ikl
Mo iR 40 i R% 4 MMRZE A #3858 54/ 1E W N
pMMR, Mg 4 A% — B 2 S MMREE [ %A
B/ 5% HdMMR . MMREE s H 4L 446
25 S B ) T B R AE A N BRI (S
e 240 5 28 R 405 4 1] 5 40 B R 9 i A B ) 1)
ORA . AMMREZMSI-H A AW AMMRd, FEiE
EMMRA& 1 4 2Lk T 5 DNA MSTA
( PCRIY i s P ) G 235 5 1o HL A vy — 3K
Peo ABRERN AR AL SRR, SEBR T AE
TR IR B H AN . (AR AR, R
B PN R 9 1) v g 28 2 - MMIR/MS IR 25 B
B, A fE2r SEMMMRE R 2H UL
M5 DNA MSI I 25 AN —E, MMRZE 553
G ZAAG I AT LA UL I B S v

(3) pS3MRA: HMEFEPSIE A LKL (L
fb2gk ) s TPS3FE 5748 (il = )P )7k )
K47 FI K, TCGABFSE ' b, TP533E
548 YE copy-number highfllcopy-number lowH->
I FEMPE R, Copy-number high ( serous-
like ) 4% WLTPS33E A 4 (( RA KA IE
o XA | LA IR AR . B R AR
Meg A S BRI pS3 8 H AR T 5 %%
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AR, KA HHI492.0%, M, TP53EEHN %
Al T #Ccopy-number highZ3#Y, TMip53#E
P 9 P58 2 U4 2 G R TPS 3 35 TR 28 A — 5k
1K92.19% 70, I R SE B SR HIp 53 3E A S g 4l
SUL2E R B 5 SR, HURS VE B AT RT3
2115%IF)copy-number high A\ BE# 7325 FINSMP
0 pS3E A R UL Rk R B
S AR A k1 i BH 1 2% 28 ol A0 i B R A
Bf, ApS3EMARETH, HIRTPSIHEK KR
AR o pS3HE 35 5 BN A% F 7 BH PR R
HpS3EHFRIBIEHR , $/m TP5S3HE iy A A
AR I T AN TP5 3 3 PR 98 r iU T
TPS3FEH T A A X AR B VI o, KA
AT JE SCRAR | B URAR | RGBSR
AR B U] AR S AR S BN TPS3FE R R 58 AR R
A0 TPS3FEN KA ) LG AS B TATAm 5%
AAIB TPS3FE R N B A= RLRAS . T BRI,
TP533E R K H Bl gt ml BE 1 1lip 5346 (M Th fig
S, AR A5 2R 5 pS3 8 e Al Uk
(A S B A BT T ) MBS
AFFE, B ] DA T TPS3 3L R K A Bl 2k 1)
LIS

224 GBIy %

(1) FEAHERE (Z835PE )« BB POLEREFFAS
ARG ( SangerllJ¥ ) . MMREE 1Al (e
HAUkE ) /MSHGI (PCRIE ) FlpS53%E FA KN

(e LU= ) T8 (2A28) &

TENERE

(2) ATEdfERE (I ARINERR ) - SR il i
W )5 A POLEFE R 2678 . MSDIRZAS I TPS3
FEH AT/ F 538 (2BFE) . POLEFEH %
ARG AL FE IS ARG (2A28 ) sk POLEREA
IR AN RO 22 22k I (2B ) &

(3) HAh A (& Byraafinl k) - B
R FEZAN, WEERER I POLEZE N 2 ARIRES |
MMRMSPIRZE . pS3IREM LA S (328) .
225 SRRy

3%~5% W B EFAEZE S8 (multiple
classifier ) 4% 360 B X £ 4 R4 1)
BRI $En, [ A& 4 POLE mutflip53 abnff)
Se ], BINHZE M POLE mut ' ) [\IEE & A4
POLE mutfMIMMRAHE ], @A K POLE
mut ¥ [FIEF & A MMRAFIp53 abnflfil,
WHZEHMMRA 440 00 B A T4 L
PELL R Y (E2) « O Bk POLESR
PRUAS I 45 SR R 47 Wy, & A= POLESE B0 A8 57
BF, WHE HPOLE mut; Q) fEPOLESER B
A R AR AR EUR A A, FRKIEMMR/MSTAR
AT AW, # HAMMREXMSI-H, WH E K
MMRd; @ #MMR/MSLRZS HpMMREMSS

( MSI-LAIMSS¥IH2EMSS ) B, i#E—2 i

pS3RASIEATHINT, #7p538E R IKF W K TPS3
FERAZARIRES, WHIE ApS3 abn, #ApS3E
FIRIEH 8 TPS3HE R A BF A= RS, A Ry
NSMP (2A%%) ,

POLE’U(@ POLEﬁUﬁ%%

Bl
pSIRA | pREAER/TP3EER | | pEARHE/TPHRE |
p7pmen [poEma] [ Mura | | NslMp | [ |

E2 HFHBmEERAEE ™
AREIMSSH A MSI-LAIMSS, 20194EESMOE A £ IURUHMSI-HFIMSI-LA A, HEFEMSIR IS 43 AMSIHIMSS, #4MSI-HIH 2R MSI,

FMSI-LAIMSSIH25HMSS
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2.3 s R ARk
231 43 TAr BT KBRS A

ProMisEZr BUJEAEAR . . S a8
PN g R T IR S B U 48 0B, POLE
mut$i 5 fe -, MMRA/NSMPHiJ5 &, p53 abn
PG B 22, X 5 ARG Im R BEAE DR 45 R 7T AE
FEEAR—E B4 ) . Trans-PORTEC A1
WFFEPORTEC- 1 M2 H - fi 18 N IR, ¥R T MfE
M ZFEZIK (estrogen receptor, ER ) /22 Z 21K
( progesterone receptor, PR ) #ik . CTNNB1}
K748 | LICAMERiL . LVSIR A For il 52 K
RS ) ZR L AR 2373 B 235 SRl DA g B2
il - fa g —2E a5y, Hb15% 0 B bk
PR R EIE . 50% 1) B E BRI SE, i)
Tor BRI T LR PN R 52 O XU T A e
itk
2.3.1.1 2021 ESGO/RR IS g 2% 4
( European Society for Therapeutic Radiation
Oncology, ESTRO ) /ER U PR 22 K P &=
( European Society of Pathologists, ESP) ¥§F
PR3 RIS 53 25 R

@ 1~MHHPOLE mut T8 NS ( o5k
Bkt ) IFZENRE4 5 @ 1 ABIRpS3 abn
A CEL) AEFE NS (T E V2R )
R fadl; @ 1~IVAMEpS3 abn 5 PIE

FE FINSMP/MMRAHE 77 NIEAE I (A5
WUZRE . Josk ARk ) B A fad. L5
I R R A7 DAL (AR fe - IR R, AN
W BhAYT 10 BT T~ [ 4
FPURH20094F FH Brid = #HK ¥ (International
Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics, FIGO )
3 | POLE mut+ 5 WESEBE, AT 5 EA M
RNy 0L B, RSSO TR BT T4
RIEE, W] % BRI POLESRL A 9825 by (IE4REAS
A, AETEFL) |, (B HER A TMMR/M SRS
FipS3IRASKI 1), H & FI M D B H K IPOLE
mutFIp53 abn XU 7 TR BEHAE 2 | xlH)
B2 pS3 abnlWILfE T8 P BRI ERh e
POLEBER G AR
2.3.1.2 BT B IS XU E L
ISGyPFe R HERE, (BE PR IR (gl
BUERH | AR T ENZ R R A
LVSI) STl 5 P RS R0 T XU 114 8222 ]
F U HEURBIE SR B WHO L MR RS T
Fihgga oy 2hiife (HESHR) BEAT 1)L HEREXE TR A
I TFIGO 2, GIFIG2MRZ ], G3Ew
95 TS FEAUZRIERER, WE5IETEN
T2 WUZ RS AL O L T g i
AR T A —HENEE, @i s3)
PER AT (FR2)

®2 FEHREEBEREITMEX

285 AyFAyEIR A e ) i n i IRA IR,

kG4 I A, FEr IR +G RS R [ ~11#, POLE mutBIF5 N, JORmmAL; 1 A,
LVSI MMRA/NSMPF £ ARG+ PEBR ALV ST

rhfE g I B, FH PIEFERE+G BT sURAELV ST I BY], MMRA/NSMPF& N IEFEEG, sk Rk LV ST

T AW, T NIEREE+G B s LV ST
I A, AP PRemie RmebEs . B
AffdEs . KoMk . IR . IRGMEE) |

TCHUZIE T

T AW, FE AR+ R IBLVSIHANE
SRR, 1B, FE MM
FEE+ G AN BLVSDIRAS ;T4

vl M~IVAY, JCseBiakl; 1~IVAH,

BT B BRI (IO . B
ROMLTE . R IREYEE ) NURRIE,

A

WeIners M~IVAM, AEER WL VB

T A, MMRAI/NSMPF 5 IR E+Gy I IES R ALV ST
I A, p53abnUAN (B%) AT e PRAEME Rt .
B . R . R IREME) | CIERE

T ], MMRA/NSMPFF YRS+ LV SRS Fl
WUZIREEE ;1 B MMRA/NSMP 15 R+ G NG
LVSEIRZS; T, MMRA/NSMPT5 N AL

M~IVAL), MMRA/NSMPF& RS, Jouk ikt ;
[~IVAWI, p53 abnBiF B e, WUZRIE, JoakmLl;
I~IVA, MMRA/NSMPH S . AR fbsi . i,
WUZiZE, Josk ikt

M~IVARL, A5EEBRIAATAFR; VBH, {R5r

5l

JRyELVSIE SCHh e P A e — D PR TR LVSTE SO 207 sl Vi P A A LVST, - sS4~ K AL itk 2 8 72 i rr 2
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— TR B RS O R, H A G e
10~ T HA "B PN s 1) 531 3 R 45 L2 T ARG
B4 POLE mutsiMMRAW. &, H&F43F/3 Al
TEAR B9 &2 & KBS AR T34 T ESMOFS R s Bl 24 1F
i1 5 % XK . PORTEC-3MF5% ) #2775, X F
1o O B f B N B, o B s R )
BRIY T %o Mo T o B T HAR i), d@il
SR FAAL G2 0 R B2 R AE A T 40 B (3R2) &
232 Sy Ay VAN PRAR BRI ULk

R TR AT AR RIEH, 15
GOomA (5) SfE 8 N B B E DX SR T
R AT R NSAE B AF R R B
PORTEC-3MF5¢ ) SFA 4 Bl ke fb 7 %o 85 6 12
W (1 AIG, 75 WA PR ILZ R 5
LVSL. | BMIG, FENEERE . T~ W
AR T ~ TN P i s B A s ) SAF 8
AAFREEm, RER, ST,
WA 7 AR i S AR SAE BA A3 (81.8%
vs 76.7%, P=0.11) ; p53 abnilV4H 83, Hilh
AT O] i E R S SAE TR KA AR (58.6% vs
36.2%, P=0.021) FI54FERAEFFR (64.9% vs
41.8%, P=0.049) ($3) , POLE mut/MMRd/

NSMPE R85, 4l WA o AT B0y /9 5
T REAFMBEFRER TG E XL
(P>0.05) , $#&morTor B mfa s Bk
JRURS PA Y E D 7

TEAESEAT W HE T 43 1 53 B A0 1 B 1l PR AF
Fi L FEPORTEC-4afITAPER (£3) , i R
F B RAINBOATEMFFY ( https:/www.nvog.nl/
koepels-en-pijlers/pijler-oncologie/dgog/lopende-
studies/rainbo/) . [ 4 Trans-PORTECH}
58 VORI A8 AT Y RS PEPORTEC-4a
TAPER . RAINBOWIFEZE AL WIH T 70173 BUAE T
B N IR RR I R T T R R T ) R A
{8, WATFR A5 BUS WIS PHAL . 48 4G
SPGB IT {2 I R R S [ poly
(ADP-ribose) polymerase, PARP | #IHIFEYT .
WM UAETT . SRBEIRT Y A5 T IR 3R e oA Y KR
P, DNTTSE 3515 N OB 4 B
3 ERJERTENRENEMIREYR
3.1 WRFIA: ZRRIESNTE AR ES S
F A 6 i R s KA

(1) M~ IV 85852 % 00 38 1 8 P s A
LR R H SR R BT R AL 5L

*3 ETHFABRMIERTR

iEhea WFIE 44 % NZHARE SR I E S

NoutZ: "¢ PORTEC-2 FRy>60%, 1CHH, G, &% 427 BN TOT vs
I B, Gy; AW, {Rfa4f S 3 0T 1 S ey T
W (BRGyFRIUZEEZ A1 )

Leon-Castillo% ' PORTEC-3 (RilEME) T AW, TRMNERE, Gik 410 FIHALST vs 4008
LVSI; 1B, FEMERE, Y
Gy N~TY), T POREERNE;
[~M0Y, A ke

Wortmans " PORTEC-4a (HifEYE) 1AM, fEUUZRIE, Gy; 1B 50 TSN RIS HOT vs
M, G, FlE=60%F1 (5%) FHIE T HE BT vs
FELVSE; 1B, G, AELVSI; WL
I (B FRaENEE) . G,

Jessica McAlpineZs TAPER (Bl ) I A (ANRRFER) , G, 276 WEL vs FREIEYT

(NCT04705649, FHZE)

(PEEARTELVST) |, pNy; 1B

1, G, pNy G, pN A
LVSI; 1B, GAVELVSI, pN,;
T (B TREMERE) , G,
AFERIBLVSI, pN,

Helen Mackay RAINBO ( A&k )

o

Judith Kroep RAINBO ( Hiifi& )

Alexandra Leary RAINBO ( Hiili& )

i

Melanie Powell RAINBO ( ik )

POLE mut, F#MIFE, AN
MMRd, [~ P s
p53abn, FENEYE, Aie

NSMP, 11 ~TIH] 755 N s

CCTG (n=100) gL

DGOG (n=300)  JiJ7 vs U7
+Dostarlimab-gxly

HUARST vs RIS T +Hehe
SR

TARST vs T +N 530
T

GINECO (n=485)

NCRI (1n=698 )
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( fluorescence in situ hybridization, FISH ) 5255

K HER2ZE (K F 2 36 9 8RS, PP ¥t
HER2L AT IIBLES (2A25) .

(2) $EFE R 38 7 7 R I TMB |
NTREKFEFL G, DI S ity 7 BN TRKHE [
JPIL (2A28) o [AIAS AT 25 pEker i B 22 1
#., WIPIK3CA, KRAS., AKT1. FBXWTHMPTEN
8, SR ESIERNH 24538 NUE Az A R A
Hhles (32K) .

32 XKL AE T
3.2.1 S TistfEFHE

ANTRILH 25 B 270 TR 1) -5 A T RS A R
SE MBS 2R Tt B RFAE . T8 PO RS I3 i )
FXKHEMSI, POLE. PTEN, KRAS. CTNNBI .
PIK3CA . MLHVIER 5 3T S fb st
JEFEF PR R AR 00 75 5t BR TP 533 P s
(F4) o S TER IR E T 15 R R
PR EIGT T Y FH 2538 AR
322 EERITEYR Y

TREIHIT DA T2 & s B w
B BB BYRYT . H R AR 09 25 ) 32 B A X
PD- 1L 5 Ay B TLRE SR, Wpembrolizumab .
nivolumabflldostarlimab-gxly. #KHt i
LW TR EY A dMMR . MSI-HFITMB-H
(F£5) . TENREBEIMMR K 4 I H A
17%~33% "7, 20174F, FEEE G2
FiJ5 (Food and Drug Administration, FDA )
fit #pembrolizumab F F A ol FAR S 5% 55 1
dMMR/MSI-HSE A 9 J5 23497 77 . 2019
A, EEFDAHtHEpembrolizumablk & & 1K 5
JEIR T BEAEIR T JE B UM SS/pMMR F & N i
o, BWMZZ#*E (objective response rate,
ORR) ik36%, H X3 Mm A B &S
P 20204F, nivolumabfE & 4 dMMR
M K R ol T PR Y T e 36 9T
2 7T 2021460, X£EFDAM
Dostarlimab-gxly H TBEAE #2125 25 W 1k
J7 w4k 97 UF R A0 & AR dAMMR B R R B
%, ORRN42% ', £ TKEYNOTE-158
BFgE 700, 20204E, EEFDAHMETMBIEN

10

pembrolizumab i iZ @R AW bRER, 5T
AT ISHITMB= 10 muts/Mb 15 P 5
B#H, ORRiLH46.7%, 1M TMB-LZIORRIL A
6%, P, NCCNFEmfEr, M TEKk . ##
s fE ) N R R, AT B R fTTMB
i, T4 Spembrolizumab 2y 177, —
6 H Al S0 B 156 B3R T 1Y TR G RAVE 5% IE A iR 1 7
i, e EER A1 dr (dostarlimab-gxlyBe &
R AZ XS L sl Ak YT, RUBY#IESE ) .
ERR A #EmIRYT ( pembrolizumab+lenvatinib
P byr, LEAP-1HFS ) . RIEHA
PARPHIH| % (nivolumab+rucapalib,
NCTO03951415; durvalumab+olaparib,
NCTO03572478 ) Fl 4% Bk & i il & 4
W25 (atezolizumab+bevacizumab,
NCT03526432) , HATH I 2L Kk AT 45 R AE A R
o B P SRR
3.2.3  HRENAYT Wb

67%~91 %I F &5 Wi B H th A fE 20—~
A e B 36 [ FD AL HE 245 ) B PRI R B B 254
HES AR S VT SEEFDAE AR TR
PN LR FH 255 35 4F NTRKFTHER2 (29 ) . NTRK
falt 5 3 R A S 4ACS88 v AR AR L R AN 0.5 %0~
1.0% "*), F 125 E FD A 5L % %5 e Fn iz th
B TE R SEERN e N BE RS >, %
ZIWTE SR P I ORR T 3557%~79% 2, &Y
30% 1 ¥ B R MEFEAATEHER 2 Rk . — 3 I
WIREHLIRFRBESE 7 B, fEHER2IEFA T 5
W R FE T, —ZaRIT IR RS SR
A LAl L 356 FH 22 R BB T B S AR 4.6 H 1Y
ok AR, Ak, R R T E NBRE S
A GRS L AR U R,
HER2:#d A 8 ERBB2 3 PR 548 1) e 1] S AR 978 £
T2 e th 22 2R BT R B 25 P trastugumab
deruxtecanifiyy, A2/ F AR B ik E|
324 HAthAYbr&EY

H AT 8 A7 — 2237 95 il IR A 58 #8 58 PI3K/
AKT/mTOR ., KRAS. AKT1. FGFR2 ., FBXW7
HPTENAE AL 0BT RCR (K6) 5 PIK3CA
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(P BEERE) 2021F83155 115 1137
®5 ERIHEBUETFENEREBENRERTHR
— 2 -z ] 1 e T
EbREY  RERHE gﬁj IRAFsE it 254 ORR mPFS/H &%k
TMB-H fras Ky N/} 16 KEYNOTE-158 Z£[EFDAZKHE Pembrolizumab 46.70% 2.1 [76]
dMMR/ e . )
MSLH 2k 49  KEYNOTE-158 ZE[EFDAZHIL Pembrolizumab 57.10% 25.7 (71, 78]
Wl A - R ostarlimab-gxly .30% .
=3 71 GARNET-Al  ZEEFDAZKHL Dostarlimab-gx1 42.30% 8.1 [79]
dMMR SRR 42 Nc(lz'?g‘ng Phase T Nivolumab 36.00% NR [80]
=¥ 35 PHAEDRA  Phase Il Durvalumab 43.00% NR [81]
3 15  NCT02912572 Phase Il Avelumab 26.70% NR [82]
MSI-H/ . . " Pembrolizumab+ o
IMMR xR 11 KEYNOTE-146 FFEFDAZRH lenvatinib 63.60% 18.9 [73-74]
MSS/pMMR  #:75% 94  KEYNOTE-146 :EFDAZH Pembrolizumab-+ 36.20% 54 [73-74]
lenvatinib
. " Pembrolizumab+ 31.90% vs
All comers 7] 827 KEYNOTE-775 ZE[EFDA#HIL lenvatinib vs doxorubicin 14.70% 72vs3.8 [83]
" Pembrolizumab+ 30.30% vs
pPMMR 17| 697 KEYNOTE-775 ZEFDAZRHE lenvatinib vs doxorubicin 15.10% 6.6vs3.8 [83]
Allcomers % 54 NCT03367741 Phase II Nivolumabcabozantinib 5 0, 53 [84]
vs nivolumab
2% 15 NCTO01375842 Phase [ a Atezolizumab 13.00% NR [85]
PD-L1FPE  WRI/AEHS 24  KEYNOTE-28 Phase I'b Pembrolizumab 13.00% 1.8 [78, 86]

NR: #ik%| (notreached ) ; mPFS: " ot A A7) ( median progression-free survival )

TET 5 ISR & A e 229%~59% , B R
X2 HE 5z AT 52 1 25 ) 47 alpelisib ( ORRH
6.0%, Mi—105C 28 FE N, A
VR 2% ) 7). samotosilib ( W25 P
JEHEEORRH16.0% ) ! | sapanisertib ( £1%f )5
Rz SCAKRE, ORRM13.6%, ZHF5E A L2146+
BN R, R Bk R )

AKT1 E17K ( NCI-MATCH EAY131-Y) : A4
6B AKT1 E1TKZE AR ()15 NI A, R
AK TP capivasertibinyr, 1k 2] 5%¢ £ 5%
fit, JRITHREERRI35.640 A 1, FGFR (NCI-
MATCH EAY131-W ) : £ Xf FGFRZEAS &
AZD4547 (—FHFGFRANEIF] ) , BAHFH
ORRZJ8.0%; ALHABIFGFR 2/3 5558788 15 N
B R, 2B kA E , LB R L

KRAS G12C: % XFKRAS G12C5E4% 1)1z J6
5%, AZH2HIKRAS G12C2E78 15 PN 9
B, BN B M, IRIT FREETR16.9
H 0 FBXWT . AFXFBXWTAL 1 K3
WPESEE, RHIWEE1i5fadavosertibif ¥y,

ORRiAE29.4%, i TGt A fE56.14H .

IMMU-132-014 5% 5t Xf TROP#E /5., sacituzumab

12

govitecanifJT MEIRME T & N I ORR A
22.0%, BAAFHIRILONH
3.2.5 ER/PRFHME

WA RIT W TAEERRNE L TEN
B R, FLORRIASS% ") o (RZR 5 T8 Pt
BE. ER/PRIFVER T2 B B E R s ok o
{HERR IR IFAIE W40 IR ST 1 e P ik
Yy, —sepfay W], BRI A R AT
Zti o WATINATT 25 AR RERR H R 22 . 5
R R EIRR B (luteinizing hormone
releasing hormone, LHRH ) #5pi5|, s %
o — B ERA TR, REFh 25 P8 A ]
(7 THLER, 259 EARTE Y I e
NI~ AW G5tk & iy i ] o 11111 | I (L
ISR BE . PARAGONTFSE 1 4 A 82
%52 % . ER/PRIHVEM T 5 PR B &,
anastrazoleJBJT FIORR N 7%, 61 A lmIRF %R
k449, — IR LIRSS 1 gh A3S 0I5 % 1Y
TE N R, RIS AR YE S A I R IR 25
A 1540% . F—IsE " AR K . PR
BRPE7 N BB T, SRk | ARZESE RIS —
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*® 6 ERIEBTENEENEMIREY

I A P e ity ORR  mPPSJ]  mOS/I ik
. NCT02637687; N [89,
NTRK I 55 NCTo2650401 TP EIE/BHIEE  79.00% 283 NA .04 ]
FAA+ A2 B 2
HER2Y 38 JMEdE 61  NCT01367002 BREAST vs R4+ NA 12.6 vs 8.0 NR [93]
v
RN 60 NCT02564900 T;ii;‘zg‘g;ib 27.30% 11.0 234 [96]
KRAS p.G12C3: A 2/129  NCT03600883 S%E‘%;?iﬂ’)( KRAS 14.30% 6.9 NR [102]
n
o i Selumetinib
BETE NI 54 NCT01011933 ( MEKATH]) 6.00% 23 8.5 [104]
. . 28.44~ [ ki,
S e NCI-MATCH Capivasertib o NEEY
AKTH p-ET7K AT 6835 (Eav13ly) CAKTH 5] ) 2860%  GOTHIPES — NA 100
HiK50%
PTEN A;gg?gf% 73 GOG248 Temsirolimus 20.00% 49 NA [ 105 ]
=1 o
FGFRILHY 1 |
- . NCI-MATCH AZD4547
SRR VN o
FGIR oo MEHs 4048 (EAY131-W) ( FGFRIM 71 ) 8.00% 34 NA [101]
1A
PI3KA55 1% - . Samotolisib .
S W T P 28  NCT02549989 ( PBRARTORSI ) 16.00% 2.5 9.2 [98]
PIK3CA 8 RFE WS 11 NRG-GY008 Copanlisb 0.00% 2.8 15.2 [ 106 ]
PIK3CASZ RS 134 NCT01219699 Alpelisib 6.00% NA NA [97]
FBXW7 X% 813e0] 34 NCT04590248 Afgﬁsgﬁﬂ? D 29.40% 6.1 NA  [107-108]
P .
RS R - .
HRD TR 120 NRG - GY012 C:edgf:li?bﬁ) ;’;agfiﬁb YONA 28w20vs55  NA [109]
IRA P P
TROP2 eV L R i 18/495 IMMU-132-01 Sacituzumab govitecan ~ 22.20% NA 11.9 [103]
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