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[ 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.
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XA CHAEREBORE RS . ZH SV BRI )
AT I HE A BB SC T AT A 5 W] 1 2L 12 Wi A7
FERCR SR E IR 2E, I UNER 70 = 2] 5 P s
PRI S 3O RIE A 2 R E AL, MELLIX 43 HL
X R N AT IR ARG, TEde e 2hyT
PERE L AE AR R AR, Joik A R R im R
SR

20134, JiEdRZHElE ( The Cancer Genome
Atlas, TCGA ) ZHMr5s ! & ififaR T FE M
JEERE Y o TR R, 4 BT By 2010 B
M 22 20 2 R A R 9 IR 20 S 44 7
POLE (ultramutated ) . MSI ( hypermutated ) . copy-
number high ( serous-like ) flcopy-number low
( endometrioid ) , FH T M3 TS F A & AU F
o TCGAMTSE M it a1 Uy b A7 70 2, e
PREZBUMERE K, J5 BT fL R ProMisE4p &4 )
IS5 ECE 2 ( mismatch repair, MMR )
F1. pS38E I FIPOLERE RGN HEAT 73 24 (4% 53
Fr 435 A POLE EDM, MMR-D | p53 wtfll
p53 abn) , STCGAZRI—E kAR H &, Hh
AR, RS EAE, Z0 T liEE L
AR . 20164F, Stelloo%s 12" 454
ProMisE4r7 . CTNNB1 exon3 5875 Flllfi Ao #l2F
KU A F-, #H Tans-PORTEC/3 8 ( favorable .
intermediate fllunfavorable ) , X & fa B AT
FEHER RS 432, 3140 BT I T4 i R
WHNRITEPE, 20204F, S BB A 2
[ [ 37 275 & 8 0E M 4% ( National Comprehensive
Cancer Network, NCCN ) $§pd Al 5 T A4 40
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A ARIRSHEIRYY , [RRESERT T 15 I 03h
P FB, N RS B TR AT
G RAL p N RNRY T SR . ST LS BN
T B TE T8 . AMARAIRYT ST i
BT IR, FRATE X5 N R R 4l S bR A
()0 T BRI T T 78 IS Al
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AFEAR, SR I PR T AT 15 N g
FREMIATR, $a b B F N BYE IR IR 2R
KA

FIr A B B N R R, MR
MMR/MSUPIRZAAI , FEA R G . &S 58T
ARUIERA IR ARAS , R EA LUR I R
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Ml . EPRIERHR P22 12> (International
Society of Gynecological Pathologists, ISGyP ) #f
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(1) HE72%F i W02 10 5 9 A JB 3 A 7
MMR/MSEIRZSKM , G e KA LR A1k, Pl EHe
R SR SR VIR MR A (125) . £
XIMLH1ER F R IR SR EH, ASENET
BN ] e AN FEMLH LA 5 31 W A
MLH1HE S 8l 5 H AR S SR 5O T Re
K (2B%) .
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1128

FERREBOSHRUPEERR (2021FR)

SRR 2R S AR AR ISR AT SR AR, A 1 3
R B FEMMREE K ( MLH1 . PMS2 ., MSH2F
MSH6 ) FIEPCAMKED , BEUEREIMA il brAs
Pk (128) o KR : @ (T fibigs 418Uk
M 25 H S dMMREEMSI-HY T8 N B s @
i 20 21 5 A 45 R S pMMRECMSSS [ M g
Bl2#2: ( European Society of Medical Oncology,
ESMO ) #6 M #E#FMSI-LFIMS S IH 2 N
MSS O T BRI PR R AT BEAR AT A AT A
i O A MR I FIE G 12 AT 25 G Ak
Fy @ TEMPRE 2RI ] MM R 3 PR B0 Pk 28
AARREARR S IR R AR R B (IR
MM R R 58 A8 46 I 5 JE AR AT 255 G AF 19 0 A
FE)

(3) HEFXT B 12 N PR AT 5 G AE 10 5 N R
BEHATBAGE AL E R, N A
FE R A X2 BOR A ST B H A ( cascade
testing) (128) .

1.2 L#kZEEFo M
12.1 55

B N B AR DG B AL SR B AR A kAT R
fiE . CowdenZi &1k ( HPTENKEH IR R 545 5|
) MPPAP ( HPOLEFIPOLD1REH IR R R A
), ABERAFRITHIN3.0%~5.0% . 0.1%FH
0.19%~0.4% """ U LB PN RO ) XU
H3.1%, MALEAIERE BT E N BE LS B
IE 1 XU 1 1 21 409%~60% 2| PIIENCCN4E
BT ZR 5 AR 5 PN RS 5 a5 1% XIS i
Y, CowdenZi G iE MIPPAPIIR B AN A, Ak
WLEAAE B R MMRIEFE (MLH1 ., PMS2 .
MSH2FIMSHG6 ) 5 EPCAMIEF I 2 5748 5| g
1), EPCAMKEH 3 Kb b 6k S BMSH2
FLH S S A MSH2 DI REJC IS, iR
JRARAT LR AR R 2
1.2.2  MRALEAMEHIL 5 A= S NBERFIE

NCCN#g 5 #fE 77 3 I MMR/M S DIR & £
WX F N R BB E AT MR T 25 A IR 0 A
XFAMMREEM ST-H & & #E17 AK 25 25 A 1iF A ¢
MMRIER (MLH1 ., PMS2. MSH2FIMSHG )
MEPCAMEE N IR R %A Maw2 7 . #il

BRAS AT A GRS . 5T AR YR 04 R AR AR

ARETFRA (36 RS E ) AT AR DB i g b
AR BIMMR /M S TR 2546 00 25 55 g i — 3 2%

H =5 B B p 538 /K K6 45 5 v o —
]2 AEE Y BoR, MMRE KT (4
R B2 1 ) FIMSTR I [ 58 4 B 5 2 1
( polymerase chain reaction, PCR) ¥ | i9—3X
PE490.4%~93.4% , MRAFLEG LA R+ 5 N
T5 8 e A REHAG W R ARAE 7. D PMS2
(MLHI1IF%# ) . MSH28{MSH6%& [1H{F—
EHFRIKBEAE; @ MLHIZEHFEKRGL, H
MLHVERH A 8 7R 0 e s B MSI-H;

@ I R 151 B M BEMR AT 25 SRR, TTIEMMRIR A
], ATBERFAE LG AR AT R ok S s R A A
CERTEANSCIPIR s, oA FE IR . 45
o HAMA LA IR MR R G s, @ F
MK RNFEER AR IRET LG . K
ZEBAEAR SR AL FR 4 R . TR P

B DR . BEMRE . DRI LR . A
R R ) . AR . N . R
TN . Rz Mg e R AL iR g 7

1.2.3  MMRAIRZSAG ]
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KrlMLHI . MSH2 . MSH6HIPMS2%E 1k,
25y J dAMMR FipMMR . ISGyP+5 By #e 7 1
JEHEATMMEBCR ZS R T, IEAG B R 4R 1
(23K T2 Ry a4k i o Je R I PM S 2 11
MSH6 ! nHPMS2F1 (5 ) MSH6% 13
PKSEHE, AN FEMLH L FIMSH2 85 FAG I
MMLH1E [k ry, dF— 23 e MLH 15 H
Ja AR (K1) o ZAEMLHLE H 6
R, MLH1EA )G 207 W R LB BRAF V600E
R (AGE - F45 B ) & TR W& v
fif g o B A T S E 22 o MIMIR W25 a7 35 [ (K 440
Mg As (A B P AR S 8l — A BOw E A8 5
Ze B PE e ) BMLH R B 3h T P Ak
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[R] IH i A b2 255 S AR I T KM BRAF V600E %
A 132 38900 g e o A 27 R I ) R R
AN Prikpih . RO AR SRR, et
ST AR R BE B S IR e O L
1.2.4  MSDIRASAGM

MSPIRZA A4 PCRYE ( MSI-PCR ) 5% /538
HlF 5 (MSI-NGS ) BEAFHIWT, 255500
MSI-H, MSI-LHIMSS, MSI-PCRAG M [R] A >R
SE R bR A FINEC X 1E AN E AR AS . 7615 PO g
T AEE H g, MSI-PCR. MSI-NGSFHIMMR
B IS R — s P 0 [EMSI-NGSH
TNAE FE PN 1 B2 S8 — bR, XSS 5 AR |
HARMEAS I RE A F H sk 10 MST
K 20755 7T 2% MSTG T ESMOF5 RS '’ . MSI
K i e B 5 . (D 14% 10 52 % I N DN AR
Fe AR DNA T A EE IR M @ Mk
DR A v iz 4 M 20 2 AR T30% 15, &) S B
P AN, 2130% 9 MSH6HE D IR 22 28 T
B N B AT RERBUIMSS, BB TMSTRS
2P A . PRI, OGRS I 7 5 P I
A HEITMMR/M S DR Z5 G I 5 2 AR A7 25 A 11E
Wh I UG A I DR B 2R REAE RN R s 27
FIHT
1.2.5 B 4l 2L PR

A 5 AT BA SR T i 98 B0 2H 2000 ) % 4.6 5451
IV 145 B W o B 3 AT KA SR B R i A, R
JEF15100.0%, $¢5 0 4H95.3% ), T M
MMR/MSIHMEE S BRAF V600E i 28 23 I 16
10% M MRET LR AR B, % AT AR H P sp 4]
200 e AT Sk i D) AR s A A T U %8, TR

AT A% RS PEAL B[R] B, 38 T SRIRZ, B i &
BN RAE R, RMAELE ZAEIT R . B
T E N B E D AR LR A AERT, W]
2 R e Iy O R AE EMMR /M ST
R, B IR L2 CORS Be X IE H AR )
HEAT e R L ) 22 R DRLAGE I, G 00 35 R 91 ]
AL MLHL . MSH2 . MSH6XE R B Fir 45 4h i
FX . NEFXAEERE ET XS, PMS23
T 48 811X, EPCAMIE 4 T4 b 8 1
X 2 BAN, dCHNFE POLESE R A TP S 33E
K ( POLEFE DR #E U 55 POLERE A% i 4 M
I 9~14"F 4T, TP533EPR U 35 % 5k
PRl A i SRR B YT A5 ), 0 A isp ik AT
T B4 5 i R 2  F O L LB A2 7 N A R
FE—MMREE H B A (Bow A e =
ARG ), TEHEHERR IR 2R s AT Bt
BF, e B gE— 2D B A AT IR 2R 5 AR A U
BE
1.3 V&R fEix

e 2 60 BT A 012 TR N R R R AT
MMR/MS DR ZS A i 2 MR Ar 28 B AE . #5912 T
B RS B R B A 00 o B DN R A 25
TG A, MMR/MSIRYA I I 2% MMRA T #Y
AN 7 AT o R824 2R Sl AMMIR B
MSI-H B, HEFEFE TR 25 5 R DCMMR
FEIR R ARG . 28 TFAFAEMMRE [ AIMSTRS
M2 AR — BRI S, o HEMSH6FE R
JVR 2R 5 AR B F A B £ MIS TG T 222 A0 A
2970.0% 2> B BEXEH RS BAT L TRy
TEr N R R L MMRIR S . MSEIRZS . I
PRIG SRR G L ATER G o0 Hr, DR 2
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i BEEAT IR AT 23 5 HEAH SEMMR EE A IR 38 2872
R, SO B S AR £ S R Y B EA T g
EFNRAAEH, 7o PR AT A AH S i
i 2 S BT, [RIIH o 5 A M 500 &R 12
o R AT B AT 5 ) SR PG, A A A

118 AL A BRI
2 EEXFARIHTFENRERERITOF
it

2.1 WRFA: F7 ABEEST o B AN R &
H 3 B TG i 77 ARG I RANA

(1) AR T A B2 0 F 5 N RSO R R T
ForB, Kl AEAS PR E R . B s AR UIBR
PR A (2A25)

(2) ZERCIRA BRHLIX, ANEEXT T F 5 P
BE AT AT, X AR AL S A B2
WA R AT Z A TR BRI T R, A5 RS
W& POLESE R 224, (B4 TMMR/MSI
RS FpSIARARM (325) .

(3) HEFELS & POLEJE R R 71 D) Bty 45 #4358
AR . MMR/MSERZS Flp 53R E 175341
A, R WHOZL MAFE & B IR 4325 (55hR)
4y RAFhEHL . POLE mut. MMRd. p53 abnfll
NSMP,

SRR % . O EAMERE, BE

AR (e g bk ) /MSTEE ( PCR
) Mips3EFRl (fH gk ) T
T (2A2%) o @ nlakdfErs, SRAH i
JF 7 Bk POLEFE R 58725 . MSPIRASFITPS3 2
A, #5074 (2B2S) o O HAA A
YEPE, BR LT RZAN, BEMIPOLESE [H %
AR . MMR/MSERES | pS3RE T EAH A
(32%) o POLEFEHNZRASKGMN , MIEHS AR

WM (2A2%) s POLESERZ RS MII B ZE A6 358 0%
PEIARR (2BJ) .

A BGEAE DL A0y 2547 4y F o AL
O B ARG POLEFE RGN &85 St A7 FI W, KA
POLEFEHEURAE S0, WH % POLE mut;
@ FEPOLESEIR Wy A= 7 i % HE AR 80w A8 S
FHRIEMMR/MSEIR A SEATHFIKT, 457 hdMMR X,
MSI-H, NH%E HMMRd; 3 #FMMR/MSDIRZ
JHpMMREIMSS ( MSI-LFIMSSH] 25 MSS )
iF, dE— KR p SRS AT W, #pS3EH
FEIR S L TPS3 3L R 28 AR RAS, W E Hps3
abn; #p538 R IA IEH B TPS3HE K o B A= ALK
A, WPHEANSMP (2A2%) .
22 X#kLEAR Ay
22.1 T RUR R R

T E MR R R, BAA
15%~20% (9 \FEEA 2 L KK T L AL
I B 2 K A AT AR 2 IX 43 75 DN 0 0 TR % A
SRR T B, (AR — o W5 H
s el 20134, TCGARFSE O ik Py
R e s U 1 e i 2 T T =
R4 WAL . POLE (ultramutated ) . MSI
( hypermutated ) . copy-number high ( serous-
like ) fllcopy-number low ( endometrioid ) , H:
HPOLEW R 1l 5 iz 4, copy-number highVF %Y
WG 2% . 20154F, Talhouks "' 42 H1ProMisE
SRR, NG IR LB, AT S AR
KRB AUk 2E bR &Y (p53. MSH6A!
PMS2) FIIASrF Al ( POLESE H ¥R A1)
BELS IR ), AP AR (F£1) T,
TP B RO IR S, Ak S AR RE R
(I R B9 v, ) i 500 s A N R Y TS
#Uﬂfﬁfﬂfﬁ'éﬁl [11, 48] N 2016@5, Stelloog‘} [12]

®1 HFHEGANRE

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 pS3-mutant

" WHOZHEAE B B BRI 4326 (BBSHR) finds, AIEUURI
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TEProMisE4rRISLRE |, 255 LICAME £k
(>10%) '*=°°"  CTNNB14} G F3548 1)
AR EL ML 45 A B ¥z (lymphovascular space
invasion, LVSI) ') #F—JE4¢H Trans-PORTEC
G3H8, X TNSMPRIR S+ P RS AT R4 70
FEHER S 53 )2 o 3+ 4r Bl gl H T RT A+
BN R R 4 S AR TS USROG
FRIRIF A 191 =2 0 " PR SR i N T
PefE, 1D W A=A (/R Fe N
FEIER A ) T B PR AN (A 1 T — 20 I
POLE mut~"5 PN BRI RO T A AR R 21
BUEBSFHE, AP T E N MRS
PRI FE I N POLE mutsiMMRAFFE, A 2k
p53 abn, K RIS T80 BAH B EE, 1)
SREWUIEAT A>T A3 UGN, S foied B a7 )
H AT & — DR HE 3 )2 i m &8, i ant
TMMRAF 5 WA, MLH1EEH 5 8 H
RE A TREAE i — 22 0 Etn &Y, L&
MLH1EER 5 8l W AR 0 g 5 2222 T 4 4E
MMRIEH A W > A /NS &
B, 1q32.19% DB 39 7] e 2 NSMPAL A K Tl
JEHE,
222 Srfoilans

G BRI AT, AT RERRTE A . ) E
FARUVIBRMIE A . HEFELE A POLEFEIRAZ R A1
P25 I 2 A0 IR A . MMR/MS IR 2 Flp 5300k
BIATLERHE, S RAFER [ SWHO L%
AEFE A E MR A2 (ZBSHR) 4R dE—2 ] -
POLE mut ( POLE mutation) . MMRd ( MMR
deficiency ) . p53 abn ( p53 abnormality ) #
NSMP ( non-specific molecular profile )
223 Sy Py UK N 2S BT

(1) POLE mutfil], AL4EHR S SABRT (2A
%5 ) SPOLESE NALTR S M) il 285 48 B0 2% A8 K
M o(2B) ). POLEM:H%iSDNA R A e
AW, HTEEDNAK GIAE R, ZIEE
RSN G 25 A A 5 A1 8 7 9~14, XS &
BN R R E N R R R &
(=100 /Mb) P 80% LA EHIPOLE
FEN BN 2 RS A3 SN+, H UL

SAHE RS AL FEP286R . V411L . S297F .
A456PFIS459F, FH195.3% M E FMPOLEXHN
BRSO . TR ARTFIER T, % IE
POLEHE R R AN B 25 44 B0 2 AR R, 4
TERG I 75 7 55 POLEJE N 9~145- 4 il - IX B,
AT R e O, i KR S I O
PEHHECOSMIC 10 signature, Z87AF2EA | g 58
A8 ( tumor mutation burden, TMB ) . B
RALERRIHATERGFE , BARFEHN T 2%
FXEHFSE 7 . POLESEPIRLIRIMII RS IR 5 1=
Fow A IR EOR A R E, STERE RAEAT
RO H92.3%H76.2%, POLER:PIAZIRAIMIIG
SER I AR B A S 5 POLERE DI BF A= 7Y 8 3% 54E TG
2R EAERAML T

(2) MMR/MSPIRZSHFEI . HEFEEMMREEFH (e
PEH UL ) BUMST ( PCRE B i 0
Jiik ) R, G 4 4UE R I 4 MMR 2
1 (MLH1, PMS2., MSH2FIMSH6 ) HFikIE
W o TR A0 A% 4 D MMRZE [ 2635 58 5/ 1E % N
pPMMR, JHEE 240 fi A% — 5 2 S MMRE 1 K1k
Bhsk /S8 HdAMMR ., MMRAE [ e 20 2L 2246
235 g ) S T B A A T BRI (S5
e 210 5 2 KL 408 1 ) S5 40 M R 8 Y ) ) 4
EORA . AMMREEMSI-HA] # B MMRd, Hip
| MMREE H i H AL 245 I 5 DNA MSTA il
( PCREY =i BT ) ARG &% SR 7 HL A e J i — 3
P o ABRERN AR HAR S S R BRI, SERR TAE
WA T EE B A AN e . (AR, L
B P RELIES J 491 v s 2 2 B MMIR/MS DR 25 EL
R, ARES FEMMRE [ s 2H UL
I 5DNA MSTRI 25 RA—5, MMRZE H Gk
YL T L N s e S v

(3) pS3IRAS . HERFEPSIEHEIL (FEHy
fb2gik ) s TPS3FEH g4 (il =Y ik )
W 7RI . TCGARFSE 1 v, TPS33L
5EAFFE copy-number highFlcopy-number low %4>
fFRMPE R, Copy-number high ( serous-
like ) A% WITP5S3FER KA ((RAFF AL HE
TG XA | Al USAE | R AR L BB AR
Mg EAs S, BRI pS3 8 & LR 7 51 1) 58
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), RAEHZA92.0% ., FI, TP53R:N %
] T & copy-number highs3r#l, Tiip53%E
P B 28 2 Ak 2 6 I I TP 3 25 PR 9 74 — B0 ]
1592.1% 7 I RS R p5 34K 1 g4l
SR T 5 S B, HRS R T AR K
2515%1¥copy-number high A #4543 25 FINSMP
U8 pS3R AR SUE s Rk B e
SRR 2N A% kT B B 2k B AN i T Gk
W, Mps3EHFLRH, H/RTPSIFFE N
AOARZS o pS3HE 3 A 5 I R O B e
MpS3EHFLIRIEH , iR TPS3FLK N B 4 Al
ARZS v T Ry AR TP 3 PR 5 A8 U R
TPS3JE N BT A 40 8 1 X AR 8TV o5, KA
TRl JE X387 | B A | FABUL . g%
AR U AR S AR AR S, PR TPS3IER A 28 AR IR
AU TPS3HEE I K AR R LG AS B TAT AT R
RN TPS3SER N B AE LR AS . B BN,
TP533E R K A Bk 2t Al BE 1 1lip 5386 14 2 Bk
S, LRSS SR 5 pS 3t (s A 4k
(A S Yt B MR T ) ROIEF4 R
AFFE, BT A] LA T TPS3FE R K B2k (1)
RIS
224 Sy For Rk 5

(1) BEARMERE (2P« A POLESER S,
FAKE ( Sangerll ¥ ) . MMRER A (5
HYUEE ) MSTHEI (PCRYE ) Fip533E (A&
(RPEHLUAL ) T Tl (2A2%)

TE B

(2) AT (I NARINEUR ) « R
WP 7 KM POLEFE R 5878 . MSDIRZASFITPS3
R RABHAT 518 (2BFE) o POLEFERH %
ARG I A 45 BN RRARKG I (2A28 ) s POLEF#EH
AN ELS PSR B0 28R (2B

(3) HAhdH At (£ByrFspafin] Jetk) « BR
IRTREZAN, HEREREMAHPOLERL R 28RS |
MMR/MSPIRZS . pSBRASAT 4L A (335)
225 oy R RN

3%~5% W B E AL TR (multiple
classifier ) %% | BFXf £ 40 W AL 6]
W iion, RN %42 POLE mutfilp53 abnf
W, HIHAZEAHPOLE mut' ™ > [H]Ht &4
POLE mutfIMMRAFJ ], #LIHIEHPOLE
mut 5 [ & A MMRAFIpS3 abnfiE i,
WUHZEHMMRA 46 00 BRI A4 8
PELLF HEEImY (F2) « O B ekIEPOLER
PRSI 285 AT R0, & A POLEFE P B0 78 5
F, WHENPOLE mut; (2 fEPOLESEH NEY
AR Y R A AR B AR SR, PRI MMR/MSER
AHEATHIE, ZHdMMRIEMSI-H, W 5E K
MMRd; @ #FMMR/MSLIRZE NpMMREMSS

( MSI-LFIMSS#IH2MSS ) 1), i —25 1K

pSARASHEAT I, FFpS3E A FK B R H oL TPS3
FEUARASIRA, WIHIE JpS3 abn, #pS3HH
FIRIEH B TPS3 LR O B A LIRS, IWHE S
NSMP (2A2%) .

POLBIRAS @{ [ PoLestam FEmRE |

MMRARZ dMMREMSI-H pPMMRELMSS
pSIRE | pSEAER/TPIEEN | | pSEARE/TPIRE |
DTHRGR POLEmut| | MMRd | | Nsvp | p53 abn

B2 HFHBEESRNRKRE
AEIMSSAL A MSI-LFIMSS., 20194EESMO¥4 [ A HUEMSI-HFIMSI-LE# R, HEFEMSIFAM S5 54 I MSIFIMSS , #MSI-HIF 25 A MSI,

HMSI-LFIMSS 2 HMSS
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2.3 W R Rk
23.1 Gy oy RS AU PEAS A (E

ProMisEZr B ETEMR . . mfam 15
PN g S5 A Hh e S B BUS 48 S . POLE
mut# 5 el , MMRA/NSMPHi 5 JEH, p53 abn
UG 22, X548 Gl R B2 PEAT 45 2R 1] B
FETEA—F 4 '**) . Trans-PORTEC 7] i 14
WF5EPORTEC-1 12 P -5 & 55 N IR, PRITME
& ZIK (estrogen receptor, ER) /ZEIEZIK
( progesterone receptor, PR ) Fik. CTNNB1FE:
H27E | LICAM#iA . LVSIEA For Rl 55 &
R OCFR , AR 53153 B ZE S0k i PR 2 1
flifp-mfaBE i —2 a0, Kb 15%m BE
PR = fE . 50% 1 B F B ALE, E gy
TP BB T T R R P A2 KU DAL 1 1
wrk
2.3.1.1 2021 ESGO/ER I IS Mg 2% 25
( European Society for Therapeutic Radiation
Oncology, ESTRO ) /MR PN s B 2= K P 2%
( European Society of Pathologists, ESP ) 854
P IR 53 )R 2

O 1 ~TMHPOLE mut¥ 5 NI ( Josk
BskL ) IAZEM R s @ 1 AlBIfYpS3 abn
M CE) EFENEEME (T UERE)
HZEHRhfad; @ 1~IVAWIKPS3 abn T & P

J FINSMP/MMRAAE & NIEREIE (kA5
WUZRME . ok ) 1R hEfad., 5%
I R B 22 VAL AR S 8 IS AR 3, ANt
WEBGYT 1 BT T~ [ A
YR FH20094F E PR i FHEK % (International
Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics, FIGO )
51 | POLE mut—f 5 N B8 85, ] 25 B4 I
WEhAIT LR I, R SE B AR BEAT Y T4
RINE, A% BN POLERE N 578 3 #r (UEdREAS
B, FFTEFL) , EANEREHFFTTMMR/MSEIR A
FipS3ARASHGI 7, HIEFIM D H K IMPOLE
mutFlp53 abn X E /> T-FREHE 1 X
BEApS3 abnfIRfE - MRS B, IhE IR
POLEFER 275K
23.1.2 BT RngTiE KUK E X
ISGyPIE R HEYE, RS AYm AR e (AN
BUap ol WY . R NZ R IR B
LVSI ) VTl F57 A RS £ 1o XU 1) o 22 1A
B HLUREE SRR IEWHO L VLT3 Y
R bRt (EESRR) HEAT L HEERT TN
EREHEATFIGOSY 4, GIRIG2IARY, G3 &
g WS FENERIERERN, WEIETEN
TR 5 IUZ AL 1 i o 23Ty B2 1L
AN 75— ENEE, ZEE3
PR (K2) .

®2 FEHNEEREREITMEX

21 AATFAy IR e AAFAy I g

k&4l I AW, 78 BTG L IEE R I ~T, POLE mutBUF5 s, JoskfAmikt; 1AM,
LVSI MMRA/NSMP-5 N IREEIE G, B 8l R 4LV ST

R | I BH, TEWEFE+G, +FAMES R kELV ST I B#, MMRA/NSMPFE NIEFEE+G, ISRk ELV ST

I A, 785 NEEEE+G,+BI s sk LV ST;
I A, JEFE ISR R . B
AnpsE . RS AR IRATERE)

TR

I AW, 78N+ IBLVSIH RS
FUIANUZREAEE; 1B, FENE
FEREAGHNIBLVSEIRA; 1T

M~IVAL, Joskfpict; 1~IVA,

AT E BRI (R . BV
AROMCHE PR IRETE) |, DUZRIE,

Josk Bk

W4 Rs M~IVAL, AFEpE; VB

T A, MMRA/NSMPFE P IEFEE+G IS R ALV ST ;
T A, p53abnBUAN () JEFEPIREENR (Rt .
BEUANNRE . R R IRA M) . NIRRT

18], MMRA/NSMPFE NS FEIE+TRIE LV ST+
WUZEEER ;1 B MMRA/NSMP 15 N ISFERE+G S
LVSLIRZS; T, MMRA/NSMP2 P EAE

M~IVAY, MMRA/NSMP &5 NERERS, JCB% AL
[ ~IVAY, p53 abnflF e N, WUZRIE, Joakmk:;
[ ~IVA], MMRA/NSMPHESRG . Ao ibdi . FaAuR,
WUZIRE, Jork f kL
M~IVAR, G5 RATM 5508 VBY, o1
43 #

JRAELV ST SCA g F R AFAE—AS B DRIBLVSIE N AL AT 8 TRIS PSP LV ST, 55K LA b ik L i A7 72 s 240
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— IR RS ST O R, FRAY Rk,
T~ T HA -5 PR B9 1) 3 3 PR 235 L2 T A %
AP POLE mutByMMRAIF A, T3 143l
AR B & % UK T 2 T ESM O 7 9 L 24 1T
fh i % KK . PORTEC-3#F5% 1 35, *tF
1o ) B8 s G R R, A A A R M Al
BBIT %o M1 B T HARW KAt @il
SR MG G AR B A AR AF A T 0 (62) o
232 SrFArRURNIG RS BGY R

oo BIFRIBNAYY RA R SER, M
G (5% mfa e N ERERE X SAE T A
KT RINSAE MR R o B 0,
PORTEC-38F5¢ ' Ak Bl Ay %o i £ 7
WIS (1 ABIG, T & MR RN Z R 1 5
LVSI. 1 BIG, T& WNBEREE . T~ T 5N
ERESE TR T ~ T P i 2 B AR ) SAF
AEAERIR, S5 RR, SHBCTTAEL, B
B A7 A B e S AT SAE AR A% (81.8%
vs 76.7%, P=0.11) ; p53 abnW4H %, Hifh
ALY TR P SAE O KB AR R (58.6% vs

NSMPEAS G, Al Bl iAo o7 7068 Bh 07 /9 5
ST REAFRRB AR E R G F R X
(P>0.05) , $&msrTorilgx miaB#Ed Kk
AU PPA 4 B BERb 7

IEAEFEAT 38 T 53173 B A i S e i R A
545 PORTEC-4aflITAPER ( £3) , A4 Bkt
TR FRAINBOSIEMIFY (hitps://www.nvog.nl/
koepels-en-pijlers/pijler-oncologie/dgog/lopende-
studies/rainbo/) . [P J#it:Trans-PORTECHF
78 1 URNE 7R SE 4T B RIS PEPORTEC-4a
TAPER ., RAINBOWISEZ A B 1 73173 BATE T
BN SR I PR A2 T v i K SR T 1) FE
i, ARF RSt s e W DAL . 15 4 BhiG
ST FZIUNGIT {Z T R MR 5 [ poly
(ADP-ribose) polymerase, PARP | fllfl5fvA 77 .
NIFIAIRTT « PETR YT A5 D AR 2R e o e 4
i, DT85 75 BT O 5 B
3 EXRJEBRTENERENEMREDIEN
3.1 WeRFIM: BA RSN TETRBE &S
T A o 2 AF A NG RANA

36.2%, P=0.021) FIS4EMALER (64.9% vs
41.8%, P=0.049) (%3) , POLE mut/MMRd/

(1) T~V 38852 A 00 % WP 8 9
H, HERER R e L Sk ik s SO IR A 2 58

®3 ETHFHEMGRAR

Sl

i
25

DiEtea WA UNCDN: S %K BIT &
NoutZ %% PORTEC-2 ER>60%, 1CH, G, =% 427 FIEINESHOT vs
I B, Gy; MAW, {LA4E FF3 30 I 8 T
1% (BRGPERNUZRIEZ 1 )
Leon-Castillo%s [+ PORTEC-3 ( HilEdE:) I AW, FENBEEEE, Gk 410 B AT vs F
LVSL; I B#I, FETBREE, /eig
Gy; I~ TR NERe
[~T, JEFE IR
Wortman% "’ PORTEC-4a ({ijBEYE) [ AW, fEAUZENE, Gy; IB 50 FEIEINEG BT vs
W1, G, 4FEI=60% A1 (EL) [H3E 3 B BT vs
FELVSIE; 1B, G,, AFELVSI; P S
T (B FREERE) . G
Jessica McAlpine4§ TAPER ( RijBEM:) TA (AERTERA) . G, 276 WL vs bRUEIRIT
(NCT04705649, #3ir) (PEEAFELVST) , pNy; 1B
H’qv G, pNO/xﬁGz pNo'HAEiZ:’HA
LVSL; 1B, GAFELVSI, pNy;
H;iﬁ (%T%%ﬁﬁ) N G]—z»
AESRIBLVSI, pN,
Helen Mackay RAINBO (i) POLE mut, FE MBS, Nt CCTG (n=100) Mz
434
Judith Kroep RAINBO ( itk ) MMRd, [T~ )75 P 59 DGOG (n=300)  JHUJT vs ST
+Dostarlimab-gxly
Alexandra Leary RAINBO ( itk ) p53abn, FEMELE, it GINECO (n=485)  JAkIT vs HUfLIT HEdi
ax:l A
Melanie Powell RAINBO ( il ) NSMP, 11~ YF 5 P Rss NCRI ( n=698 ) FARTT vs BT+ 530

T

/|
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( fluorescence in situ hybridization, FISH ) S5 pembrolizumab W iZ FEF A WirEY), ZHFH

KM HER2 £ /K P 3 R B A
HER2#EHVAITIIALE (2A2%)

(2) 7 K FH 5 38 U 5 SR AR T TMB |
NTRKIEH GG, LAITEAG 28707 sNTRKHE [7]3R
JPRIMLE (2A28) o (RIS AT 2 JEAG I 07 22 (1 4
M5, WIPIK3CA. KRAS. AKT1., FBXW1HIPTEN
S, TR ES A 2438 I E Bz e A PRI A
HPLE (32%) .

32 ARG T
3.2.1 Sy FistfR

TR 255 Bl TR f) B P RS0 S8 AT
FE ARG F- B RRAE o 5 PN A g i o)
F4%4:MSI, POLE. PTEN. KRAS. CTNNBI1 .
PIK3CA. MLHVIER 37 H 34
BT PN R FifRg U 25 5 1R BR TP S 3 3 Y g
(F4) o B FRERIEDE T 75 IR 5
B R]IRY T 0 FH 24 32 B R A
322 WIEIRIT YR EY)

BREIRIT BRI TR LSBT N
FEE R BIRYT . HATERAHE Y 25 ) FE 2 R R
PD- 1 s () FR s BT, Wpembrolizumab .
nivolumabfldostarlimab-gxly. 3Rt A% £ Bl
LW FhrEYW A dMMR . MSI-HAITMB-H
(£5) . FEMNBEEIMMRE A& L H N
17%~33% 7%, 20174F, 25 & 525 5
#J5 (Food and Drug Administration, FDA )
#t#Epembrolizumab H T A v] F R mli 7 7% 1)
dMMR/MSI-HI R 05 a7 772 . 2019
4E, ZEFDA#t#Eipembrolizumabik & £ &
Je iR IT BEA IR 7 R M SS/pMMR B [N i
i, B A (objective response rate,
ORR ) i£36%, H XM m LA 8 EWN
PEPT4 0 20204F, nivolumabfE & A dMMR
W K ¥R S G T 5 R 1 AT R YT
2 7T 20214E6 0, E£EFDAM M
Dostarlimab-gxly H FREfE #2125 25 ¥ 1k
J7 8 Ak JY ORI & AR AMMR T B N I R R
#, ORRH42% 7', 2 TKEYNOTE-158
WEgE 70, 20204F, EEFDAHLHETMBAE N

PG BT

AT 156 TMB =10 muts/Mb ¥ & P 5
B, ORRiEF]46.7%, M TMB-LAIORRILN
6%, I, NCCNIEm#esE, X TREk. #H%
B a0 R N B R, AT B R TTMB
K, 45 FpembrolizumabJfizg 177, —
6 At S BE K AR T 1 IS PR 9 IE AR R A7
e, e B S BYF (dostarlimab-gxlyBK &
RIS AZ BEXT L B fb T, RUBY ST ) . R
PEBEA #1167 ( pembrolizumab+lenvatinib
f L)Y, LEAP-1#F5 ) . EBKE
PARPHI#I5] ( nivolumab+rucapalib,
NCT03951415; durvalumab+olaparib,
NCTO03572478 ) Fl ik & dii & 4
W25 (atezolizumab+bevacizumab,
NCT03526432) , HifFJE 2 Kk An 45 R e ok
o o i ST IE S
323 ERENAITAEYIbREY)

67%~91%1) & W B E e e 2 b —A>
Al edRR 3 EFD AL HE 25 ) sl PRI Ee [ B2 )
S A LD A S T S FDAE R T
DA e FH 245 90 254 NTRKFTHER2 (29 ) . NTRK
il 55 DA 7 S A v A R ARG 1R 28R 0.5 % ~
1.0% "%, Hi 35 EFDAHE R B 22 FE
Bl TE LSRN e NERE >, %
PIAE SR TP I ORR T 157%~79% ', ¢4
30% I F B I I AEAEHER 20 635 . — T 1T
WBERLIGRBFSE 2 &3, 7EHER23 F3A M0 T8
WP R E T, —ZRITIE- RIS SR
1) S Aty b 36 il 22 PR BT AT S K 4.6 H Y
L TCHE R A . A, TER kTR N IR AR
FP A R RS L AR D R,
HER2 ) 38 8L ERBB2 5L [K 58 25 1y e 1 S {400 £
H 0] 2 AT 2 2R BB R 25 P trastugumab
deruxtecanifyr, A2 5 PN B B E 1A 3
324  HAbAEYIFREY)

H Hir i A — 272 38 Al R 58 45T PI3KY
AKT/mTOR . KRAS. AKT1. FGFR2. FBXW1
FMPTENKE KA iR 7808 (%6) 5 PIK3CA
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VX H sk W 26 chi Y M - ¢ (Q1qeoriddejou ) B fyN

E2 % £ E2 % E2 EZ H H St
TEANNLO/LNM AOLW/LIV/EId INM TENNLO/LNM
SHOLW/LAV/MEL INM LAV/Eld {LNM ‘zagud HOLW/LNV/EL m%mrm_w
RASES
() NVOIT
(%0°6T ) T9994 {01 PAHD ) (%LET%0'S) TESL
£ (%0°6T) 1ANDD (%0°LL) V1dIdv 0 UIPOYE duwre [7NDD Froy (%SST)
(] 0 [.9] [¥]
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HEEA S (%0 LE~%0"
( wwwwmw £, due TN flo o (WOL%00D) SPIY oy (%9TT) SAMSD o ow e (%OLE wmwmgw
£ (%0°6T) €SdL o dWR LHIN-D ¢, (%0T1) duegyaH $y (%0°81) ALY S (%E91) PAHD ¢y 4 o) (UOE-%0VT) SVAY
o . . ey d ey (%SST%00) o . o1 d . o .
(%0°€r ) qTLAY (o1 YAEITAd oy (%0°TT) dwe MIDd AL f (%OVT%001) FIARIY oy (%0L1) dwezggyg  f . (%0€%06) THEId
=
$ (o0 : -1 . 00 - (o ¢ oz ) dure /1 Fl e frerer (%0°$5~%0°5€)
(%0°LS ) ADLO (o) T 1-Ad o) (%0°€E) 1T-Ad ¢4, (%0EE) TVOUT oy (A0ST) QR IATAD e o 0 VLAY
¢ (90 ¢ o0 ¢ o ¢ 00" ¢ 040'8T~%0" i oo e (%0°65~%0CT )
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C(%0Er) Yl (%) Yl (%LOV) o . o/ e/ ) TR ) (%0°0L/%0°18)
VOeNId TINNLO SVAN/SYEN/Avyg ') (%0€E) eIy o vy (HOEE%0°LT) NALd (%6 19~%0°ST ) VOENId Ad/dd
¢ 90 Y ¢ . .0 08~%0"
(%0'IL) gUNY oy (400K mwwm Yoy (%00S) NALd  * () (%0€E) LMXGA fr (%06%0T1 ) LUXGA Y (%0°€S) LNOW e m‘sﬂo.mcw % Mm@,\_%sw
] J : (291 0 E
C(%01L) Ce) (%098) . . . ! . ) i ey (%0TEL009%t LT ) .
- (] o e (%099%0TL) Mdra C o (%00S) dOdS g+ (%00%0TT) FOENId (] ALY e FHIEEHTN
< (o iy (%TTT) C o . v (%097%08C) . ot o e (%0°E6%06S ) C (%09T~%0°€ET ) T
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%1 VN VN %t %S %0 %L1 %S %L mw g770d
€D [49) 1D
0 ke m (%E~%T) &
c o BT (%9°0) B TR m%wsﬁ ma @ (%9~%T ) Hiklyl (%01) ETER (%S1) B (%S9) LAGTE
HUMIMEL B L et
0, W \Z
(%S€67) T 1l (% wﬂg ) uewyog
I
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x5 EXNHEBUETENEERENREETHAR
— Vs l ed
o RRSE R0 kg gt 2y ORR  mPFSII  Z%Xi
TMB-H 17 AR 16 KEYNOTE-158 Z:EFDAZH Pembrolizumab 46.70% 2.1 [76]
dMMR/ P -, .
MSLH "k 49  KEYNOTE-158 JE[EFDAZfI Pembrolizumab 57.10% 257 [71, 78]
Mtk &2 & 71  GARNET-Al Z:EFDAGKL Dostarlimab-gxly 42.30% 8.1 [79]
dMMR SRS 42 NC(IZ'?&{)CH Phase 1I Nivolumab 36.00% NR 180
2K 35 PHAEDRA  Phase Il Durvalumab 43.00% NR [81]
g% 15  NCT02912572 Phase II Avelumab 26.70% NR [82]
MSI-H/ - - ) Pembrolizumab+ N
IMMR s 11 KEYNOTE-146 Z[FEFDAZKH: lenvatinib 63.60% 18.9 [73-74]
MSS/pMMR %% 94 KEYNOTE-146 %MFDAZEE | e“;::igf;‘;ﬁab* 36.20% 5.4 [73-74]
1 0,
All comers Y] 827 KEYNOTE-775 Z2£EFDAJHH Pembrolizumabt = 31.90%vs 5, | 5 [83]
lenvatinib vs doxorubicin 14.70%
1 0,
PMMR U 697 KEYNOTE-775 ZE[FDAfH Fembrolizumabt — 0 30.30% v ¢ o\ a0 [g3]
lenvatinib vs doxorubicin 15.10%
All comers % 54 NCT03367741 Phase Il Nivolumabtcabozantinib 5 0, 53 [84]
vs nivolumab
Bk 15 NCT01375842 Phase a Atezolizumab 13.00% NR [85]
PD-L1BAYE  Wal/AEEs 24  KEYNOTE-28 Phase Ib Pembrolizumab 13.00% 1.8 [78, 86]

NR: #ik%F| (notreached) ; mPFS: /iy JLiEEA: 7] ( median progression-free survival )

B P & AR o 229%~59% , B RiTEE
XPIZHE s S PP 5L 250 47 alpelisib ( ORRZA
6.0%, ME—105¢ %I FE N, DA
VIR A2 ) 7 . samotosilib (WY 2y A i
L ORRN16.0% ) ) | sapanisertib ( £1%})5
ZRV7 Seik9E, ORRK13.6%, ZHF5E A 424+
BN R, HoP Bk g )

AKT1 E17K (NCI-MATCH EAY131-Y) : A4l
6BAKT1 E1TKZEAS (T e NI f 3, R
AKTH il capivasertibifyy, 143k 3| 58 4> 5%
fi, IS 35.60 H . FGFR (NCI-
MATCH EAY131-W) . %I %f FGFR%A: Flfh &
AZD4547 ( —FEGFRIPEHIF ) , M ABEW
ORRZJ8.0%; AH4BIFGFR 2/3 558738 B8 N
B SR, 2B A, s e

KRAS G12C: % XFKRAS G12C 545 f)1Z I
oY, AN2|KRAS G12C58 748 1y T8 P9 g
B, VAR 2, IRIT RSt a]6.91
H U FBXWT. BFXTFBXWT5AE 5 kK
Wk, RAHWEELI#f]ladavosertibiG iy,

ORRiA29.4%, "ot @ Efr ke 14-H .

IMMU-132-01#F55 41 X TROPAE 5, sacituzumab

govitecaniA ¥y MEIA T F 5 N EJE A ORR 1A
22.0%, BAEFHNILONH O,
3.2.5 ER/PRFEM:
WAINRTT T A AT RNE EFEN
s 3%, HORRIAS5% ") ARG T Ay
B, ER/PREIVERG T 5 B R H AR an ok O
{HERE BRI TFA IS 40 IR YT 1 TR E PR i
Yy, —sBfFge N R, EREAVE R [RRE AT
Zti o WAFMBIT Y ELFERERR T R Z200 . 5k
PE . R EIARE RN E (luteinizing hormone
releasing hormone, LHRH ) #5H15, M 2F
U —EFEEER T A, AEFh 25 P30 A
M THLER, Z5MEvERTE D e e 2k
Z U R R R S A AL L A5
WIS R W RE, PARAGONBFZY | 44 A 82
Bi152 & . ER/PRFAME A5 R s 3, (i ]
anastrazolei@¥7 HJORR N 7%, 61 H KI5 H
iK44%., —IGURE LIRSS W A 3514 K Y
TR N R, R RIS R A B W) i PR AR A
HN[ik40%, F5—TiRsE O A2l K . PR
PR N AR, Rtk | RYEZE ARG —
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3 ) peopm N ]
Y R WO ks 2y ORR  mPES/l  mOSJI it
NCT02637687; . [89
SRR ? S8 .00% . '
NTRK SEARIE 55 NCT02650401 EVRZE=I NN =9 ) 79.00% 283 NA 0304 ]
RE-ERZ R 2
HER2P 48 it 61  NCT01367002 BRI vs REI+ NA 12.6 vs 8.0 NR [93]
YA
S e Trastuzumab
SRR 60  NCT02564900 deruxtecan 27.30% 11.0 23.4 [96]
KRAS p.G12C3: 445 2/129  NCT03600883 S%;E‘%ﬂ’f KRAS 14.30% 6.9 NR [102]
St 2 e iy s Selumetinib
8RB NI 54 NCT01011933 ( MEKHIE(3]) 6.00% 23 8.5 [ 104 ]
. . 28.440- H b7,
JRSyg NCI-MATCH Capivasertib A
AKTI p-E17KSL A 6/35 (BAY131-Y) C AKTHIH) ) 28.60% 6.0 H KIPFS NA [ 100 ]
Fik50%
PTEN A?ggﬁ}_gﬁﬂﬁ 73 GOG248 Temsirolimus 20.00% 49 NA [105]
=t Sh'dl
FGFRIEH P # |
i NCI-MATCH AZD4547
2SR EhA BT o
ForR el friose s (EAY131-W)  (FGFRAWHI3I) 8.00% 34 NA [101]
A5
PI3Kf5 5% o L g Samotolisib )
[ER TR E N R 28  NCT02549989 (PBK/mTORIM)  16:00% 25 9.2 [98]
PIK3CA R T e N I 11 NRG-GY008 Copanlisb 0.00% 2.8 152 [ 106 ]
PIK3CASZRIG 134 NCT01219699 Alpelisib 6.00% NA NA [97]
FBXW7 X% ALk 34 NCT04590248 Af?;%sg?;:; A 29.40% 6.1 NA  [107-108]
s .
Ezi %izmﬂkﬁ Cediranib vs olaparib vs
HRD i HEE 120 NRG - GY012 cediranibolaparib NA 2.8vs2.0vs5.5 NA [109]
AR P
TROP2 MER 7 e 18/495 TMMU-132-01 Sacituzumab govitecan ~ 22.20% NA 11.9 [103]

NA: B4 (not applicable ) ; NR: Aik%F| (not reached ) , mPFS: (v oA (median progression-free survival ) ;

HEAE ( median overall survival )

FHSUICE AT B s i R 3R 25 %8 ( PREHME: vs PRI
PE: 89.5% vs 27.3% ) o WAMIGYT SRR N %
SRS AU o % RS 1 e i Ji ik A T ER FTPRAY
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