Clinicopathologic implications of
DNA mismatch repair status
in endometrial carcinomas
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B AANZHEOR AFHERBRERHED

DNA MMR ####

MMR (MLH1, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2) & B\ ® IHC Zufaf] (x100)
MLH1 7aE—&— RO B AF VLRE THD MS-PCR DFER
NeREw—H—% Az MSI fEHT ORER

MMR #5812 X% Sporadic L PLS B4y 3H

Kaplan-Meier EiZX 2475

BEER

NYRF~— I —D ST~ —EF
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1. %%
T P 1 KIS TR 00 L Ve AR B G B, AT

FATAZA L DEAIT IO T2 NI O e BRI T 10FERT ORI TN . 4

il

[E1912000 A 233 AEL | £92000 AA3FETZ LTV 5 (Fig. 1) [1].

TE BRI, BRI B IS K02 0 DA A T IS STV B[2), A A
TUES, FE IR ORI80% % 5, =AM RO R 23 FE I B 5L
KBRSy 23155 PN IBHE R E 2 BRI 28 L L CTAE U B, BARRRTE CTORIENEL, EIC
i o AL D SR P e | M5 M L T — A B I 2 SR B MRS | BR A T 4% R AT
0HD[3]e — 7 ZAT2MEEL, AT RIS IR AT T FME LI N
MOIEAET D, milin COFIEN L EIUR/ LR O SR PREIE | BERAE B . B
i C L MR D B FE 3 &< L TR AR R TdD[3] [4]

FBE NI O AL, ~ A 7atT T4 M2 E M (Microsatellite instability;
MSI). PI3K-Akt#E# EDPTEN<CPIK3CA, Rast 7 /Lt EDOK-RasS°BRAF,
Wt/ BT = # LRI T =2 Al A BN B0 2p53R0ple7r L, £k # 1 s
FHEOZHPE G- T HEMESINTND, XA T UEBED 5 HEFHIFFEEL
T, TANEZ U O FHGERIHFIEIZNZ . MSISPPTEN, PIK3CA, K-Ras7i ¥ D5 1
FHOBERICEY, 7 NIREEZ % TRIEICED, A7 UEZIZRB VT,
P53 FOpL6 N ELITME IR R LB X HiD, XA 7 2B TlE, ZA 7 UEEE TR
DT=57 T TRV R 8 K E | pb3R N EFIE DO F AL FfEL =
WD 7 NI E RN A TR ICEDEE X LN TWD, — DX A7 2)
5 TCIE, ph3AE R LB IT, ZA T UG IR 7eMSISOPTEN A F 4580 . #4771
TGS T LA U T, AT LEEA T 20 IS DNBAE LT EIG S A7/E 3 %, PTENE
BB FII - EPIEE CLGROONLE M THLM, FAT-HIZPTENE B DI
K FE2rd FENERE T, TREBU THHIEZHELTZ[5]. ZOXNTIHEAD



= ALDFET, FOBROIEZEOF B IO LT 5B 2 00, B0 1AW
FrEa O T D LITE G RER AR T 2720120 A AR IR TH D,

YR SR E I & LD LynchEERE I B AR NS O 720 CHeb BEE 23 i
< EZMETIEERIC T ENEREEZ AL, EERIEYAZ1340~60% THH[6] [7]
[8]. # -2 A3WIFE D IEMEIE B & L C 18 IR 4 760 375 [9]. 19904 R FNEH I
LynchfE D K23, DNAI A~ FE1E (Mismatch repair; MMR)i& (= (MLH1,
MSH2, MSH6, PMS2) D AEJ il 28 H C o 5 Z & 45 S 41[10] [14] [12] [13].
MMRBERE D 55 73 = WIERE O FE R F O — > L TIEH Sha &l o7z,
LynchiE B BE D KER /71, MLHLE 72 IZMSH2GE {5 - DA BN LoD, £,
MSH6 (s 7 A BAa G T 5856 BRI A 744 Cided | ElinTo
FIEMZ N L, Fo T H IS DIIEY AT D3 @m N e i E STV 5[14] [15]
[16],

MMREERE L, DNAEEREF D OL-D T, DNABERUIFZ A LD OIA~ Y
FHDHNIL~AFIEFEE DFFARLRK KLV ST =T — % B ET A(Fig. 2) [17] »
HHSS DIA T HDWT U HSG DAL KK DG . MSHEEMSH2~T 14
A~ —THDHMUSaRIAY YT ZG8i#. MLHIEPMS2~T 0y f~—ZFFEL | £
NENRTXFY X7 T —E1 (Exol)ZB B L, BG4 FRE | DNARI AT —E312
FIVIELOESNC AR ESND, Fo, 1~ I Offi ALK K DSE 13, MSH3
EMSH2D ~Ta X A ~—"THHMUtSPA =7 —Z i85k L . MLH1EMLH3D ~7 1
A~ —THHMUtLy RS eFESH, FRICTIV L, Ba RSN D,

MMREERE S 13, MMRIBAR - AL FiE i e 28 5 (LynchE B FE) 8 2\ A e
EEIZIVG R IESNDHITN DNABLYI A2 SIS a2
% B (epigenetic) 2L R R L0 D 2 L0 80D, A LEL TiX, MLHLY =&
— X — IR HCPGT AT RO EAT MUIZE DAL o 7 b B A



EVO[18] [19] [20] .
DNAHIZHTE T D EE O IR UELY O i fEk Th o~ A7 a7 A ME

I CIEIMMREEHE B D B % 2 109K, MSIZHL, MSIDIRFE T, B T

%Hr

BPEIDRT WD, B G OERELR T OERNECSEE . £

%Hr

PERSIN, BIEICEDHEEZ LTS, MSIHE, PCRICEVIEIRS Lz~ A7
7Y 77 ARDNAET R ORSZRIEL , #0IELEA OB DA R T 58I
Fo TR TED, IEFMEME DI L/ZDNALILEZL | JEEEDNAIZIB W TT L
NEEEFBOT-56 . MSIE S5, National Cancer Institute(NCI)i%, MSIf#
HreL T, 520D~ AruH 774 h~— 1 —(BAT25 BAT26, D25123, D55346,
D17S250)% i 952 L& HELEL TN D[21], KB LI AT, 1B NI CTirx20
~30% & EV B EE TMSIZSER S A[22] [23], 1 PNIESE IZ 31T AMSIO EEA 13
MMRIE(E A DAFEM A ZE B EMLHL Y 0 — % — IR O AT AL THHZ LN
HOMESTUVD[24],

HES A IZ CTMMRIBAG - Ol 7L VO RIEL RIS L, ZOBE T HEY TH
HMMREE A I BLAIH S D, Ziud, B L O 7ZMMRE B O 5027 /i ik
b F 4 (immunohistochemistry; IHC)IZ XD HER T 52 LN A[RETH D, MMRE
AT S A ~—L L THRET 2720 IDOMMRES F 23R EL T2, IHC
TIFED7RLKEBLIDS L EOMMRE H DR HIME T 45, Yo FZ =128, £
MMREE B EDFAE T DDA Te ZEMTEIHZ LT, — I OFFRERF R
ETOERMOE G SLHHOE T, MMREEREDFHTE L TIHCOA MDA SRS
LH—KE7poTND,

FE IR LA T, ESERICMSIGMEZ 7R3 KM Tl A 580E . AR

(2P 3 AR AT R PR 23 22\ ISR Y L RERDAFAE, 71— Ak D
s BRAFZE BLEGE S 2 B T2 BRI BR 2 B RF S B B &7 > T 5 [25]



[26] [27]. — 77, MSIBGHE D -5 PNIESE Cldm I B | 15 W g2 23, U
PN IRE IR RN\ R E DR H HH3[28] [29]. KIFHEIZ ARG LIRS T
B —FH L RARIAELN TR, Fio, MSIBEHEO KIGE I 7% BAFThHT
&[30]. EATREBNC I TMSIBEPEREIZ L SMSIFGEREC T % BIF ThHZENH
HIINTWD[31] [32], (bFRIERENEIZ BT 285 Tk, MSIEGHERETILT 1%
JAEFIRCE-FU, A& AN L R T2, AV )T AR eZ% L, Peby
B AT ED BN EDREIN TN H[33] [34] [35] [36]. — 7. MSIBG -5
W O T ICBE T 58 Cldk, — B L7 RARIXEZ A0 TR [37] [38] [39]
[40] [41].

ZHETMMREEREZMSITREA L | A BR RO R] -0 T 1% L OFABA 2 M L
TeWFFED KR53 T oTz, ZHUTIE, WSO RED B D, 5= P LB O
VWMSH6GIE 528 52 A DIE BN I T, MSHIREAT O R ASIHCIZ EE TR
<. MMREEREF B OFEE L TR+ ThHHEH A ST 5[42] [43], 2072,
I CIEIMMRIEBE B 5 O 12, IHCIZEAMMRE B BLOFHm A H VB D
FONT72 o TETZ, BT, MSIBGE T B PIIBERE L2 I, ARSI e 28 B EL IR D HE S
MLH17 28— & — IR D i AT AR R T 2BENRAE T 5720, EARTENEE S
L COREA B LI EIZ RV RDMEM SN D I REMED D, W EIZ—KDF =N
JofiE R 2t L L IHCIZ TMMRAE AR BLA R L . BRI BR RO R 70 T 1%
EDIFHTZAT ST TR IR BTN D, FFIZ, MLHL, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2D4->
DMMRE HIEBLOR RS LIS LT ZEI 38 Ll 5 2372 v D —ELTZ AL
RIS O TR [44] [45] [46] [47]. 2D X572 55, IHCIZEAMMREE A %
BUZ CMMREEREAZ T T 528, ESHICMLHL Y B8 — 4 —fEIR O AF /L Lk A %
FAGOE BEOEWRIT AT ZENNE THHEE 2 IV,

IHCIZ X AMMRZEE A D3 BLOFE & . MLH1 Y v — X% — 8l D AF )L {Li A



AL A DTN, 15 NI BB D DLynchEEREA AL VIA T TSR ELThH
ZORFEVPIIFFTED, LynchfEERIT, &1 N D1.8~2.1%L H &S T
V\2[48] [16]. LARMIE. LynchiE BEREIZERIRAIR2 W K0T T, tET 7 AAT LA
LIT7ATVT TohHOM 7 EH3 AN D ILfERE 3 LynchiiE i BE i fl 5 R M . +
B NG REHOVIEE dE)ICREL, L ANOREE TTOMD2 A
XL TH— R BE ThoI e, @D bl I 22 TRAL T1DZE,
@7 EH 1 ADB0RE AT TRWI S CNDI L @Z MR G IRIEIE (FAP) 23 B
SN TNWDIEET XTIl T B ERH-72[49], BAEIX, BEs T HA N Lynch
JEEREEZZW T 272000 I — VRRAZ X —RThDd, BAG T HRA D 72 SE 5
BV EFDHIREL T, ZHET, Fln-OREIRE AN DR - SR E R O A
L DERIRIIAI ) — =0 T 7T AT VT DIRETS IV TET, W Huh LynchiE s
FEAIEME ISR W BT D123 R 140 T IS E AW o E O LB RS
T&72[48] [50] [51] [52]. LynchJEMEREZ+3 U BT B2 OB AL L T, MSIfE
HrEMMRZEE H O IHCOMERIIZZE 3 503, MSHEAT CIZMSHEE {5 128 FLIE 1] O
HROMEVZ 2 [42] [43]. MMRZE FH DIHC Tl E OMMRIE L1228 BN 57 HE
W TELZE, FEREOR G Z72E S, IHCO S BNHHEE 2 LND, Iz T, MLH1
7 — A — AR D E AT ALIIMUHLO A A2 B G 9 DIE R TIldf ©h
5HZEMB[53] [54] [55]. MLH1Y B —4 —fHIR DO ATF WAL EZ A A e D
& T MMREERE L 2 /m T IV MR A TR 2 2 L3 TE D, FHEERIZ K Tl
LynchEREED AV — =07 LT, — RO K2 Ta 3412 MMRE A O
IHCZATHZE DB MENFEH S CTWD[56] [57]. 15 NI IV ThH, MMR
EHDIHCEMLHLY B — X —fHIl D AT LRI L DA Z A %47V, Lynch
SEREREZ [F) E LT= & OWE A3 2 73[58] . KIHE & H~H 2O RFHI AR+
T, ERDEN R ETHAD, £z, LynchiE M FHED K Tl 40



\ZHF 56 ARSME RIS 2 IS U /R ER IR 72 & 0D g R s AL 27 ) A5 1
ALNIENTWD, — 7, B NS T3tk ~ 2 &5 1D 50D, —ED fLfE
IFELILTORNY,

ARFFECIE Lynch JiE GERE RS L L C o5 NI L OO A2 & . MMR
BERESLHE N E DI T E B ICE G- L CaE D E L, TR BRI OTE
BRI SO EREFD L% B, — D15 NI B 2 5T 81T,
JEFS#ARED MMR & HIZx3 % IHC, MLHL 72 —% —fHIk D AT VALIRE
MSI f#tfT 24TV, TN ENORRAE DR RA L, MBI RETT 228, Fi2t
DfEFRZHEIZ, MMR BERE B H A R 315 NI O BRI B2 R 10 T 14 &
D B2 T LT,



2. Fik
1) x5

ABFFEO T v b — VK7 MBI B O i B2 B JVIKER A T D,
19994F- 72520094 D ] | LI K2R P Be i W TH- = IR S 2 S 4, 4]
ENEREDMTONTZA0TIERI DO S | B REHFFE~DFELOF] IS W TR E A2 Bts
L7z DHANIRF RO EZLAFIE DT L) B T EICIVFRE (BFERE) 2
A CRUB R LT2b D 22UE G2 %t G & LT (Table 1), 725, AFFEDEHEIZHOUNT
DI FE K s ANFHR— A= I gl 35 2 & CRF e S8 I [ B A f
1Y i T (oY el

BRI O R fil1392- H T(3~1814 H) T o7o, B OREFEIT, LB - K
W 231101 & et 26 <, Miliea 23 3151 s - 5 e - RELZ8 0 - 5 M - HHOIR e 232
NENIBI T o7, EEATH 5 H I LU AR O 73 B XFIGO(1988) 12 J 5

X1To7,

2) 16

FATIZ, 72, WA 8RS IR B3 KOE KRERY S i
AT S ATz, ITRTOMRNS T 5 S M E IR E D EEOITIER Tl LMD
DUNTHERYUME B fi e, £ OMMOREF] TIXEKL7 = 2Hi S fifT S iz, 18
AKAREEZ 5 AT B A& D T AR E DR 5 B H DI KRERY X
EEER B MEIE G Tl 2V EF R BLOIVR T TF LD M55
EDAT S IV 2o /B~ DI A B ST B IE T AT B S H oW B IE R
RS -5 i~ DR AR EN IR GLIS LUG2 Tl 1 & i i D 2/3%
FZ 5, BN G Tl 15 58 D L2 #8 2 DYEFI TR L THi TSz, 28



T~ DI AR BT AR A, BB L OME KRENRY > SEHs A P E B L
Thi T,

3) IHCD

10% A=V CREE S+ B NI E & T T 7 a7 my 7% 4
pmAZHEYIL, ATART T RAZREOfTT T2, BT 7 bl UsIRTE(RIE
MLH1, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2 DAZ AR/ ZAIZDU VT 0.1M O T FEFRTETK
(pH6.0) % FIV T 121°C10 A3filA—h oL —7 LB PTEN, p53 DATARH T A
(ZOWTIEIFFEE R Z VT 5 pHl O~ A7y = —7 AT 7-0b | EiRT
20 AL F 2 —bhLTe, WRMEASLVA XX —BIEMERE DT 0.3% D
{bLAKFBIZTEIRT 15 oA FaX—hL, IEFMIEICIY T ryFd 7L, 1K
PURIZIE MLHL (253 o8t~y A€ /7 e —F L Hu R (7R 1:25, BD
Pharmingen, Franklin Lakes, NJ), MSH2 (2% 92t b~ A /70— )Lk
(751 1:100, EMD Millipore corporation, Billerica, MA, USA), MSH6 (x4 5 Hit
cE v hE /7 —F L HUAFIR 1:200, Epitomics, Burlingame, CA, USA), PMS2
(Zxt T2t b~ A€ /7 m—F LR (R 1:100, BD Pharmingen), PTEN (Zxf
T 5P~ AE /7 —F )V HURAEIR 1:100, Cascade, Winchester, MA), p53 (2
*t4oPie b~V AE /7 —F L HR(# R 1:200, Dako, Glostrup, Denmark)z{i#
MLz, ZnEN—RPLE%ZR FL, MLHL, MSH2, MSH6 DAZ AR AT AL 5
JRC 1 K[, PMS2, PTEN, p53 DATARHFZAILEIR T—HiAF=2X—kL, T
SRR OGS EAT T, IR ICE AT AT _IREUAZ T LIzob, Tev-v
T U R A K% N L7-(VECTASTATIN Elite ABC Kit, Vector

Laboratories, Burlingame, CA), FEFE BRI D DAB(P T/ X7 h7eNm



I — ) WEIRICOTT CREAIGEREIL, ~v ATtz T o7, 44
FWNOIEFH#MENKRMEORS T o7 arsa— )L, XA T 47 arha—uZix
MMR & H 22V TIE MMR 8 1n O A GE M 28 BAAREHER], 2 LA E—k

B TIN5 A W TR 1) = e Y T Ok YL i § LAY e

4) IHCOFEAf 5

MMR £ H(MLH1, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2)3& BiL ~L DI IZ BI LTI, PO
EFEAROEZNYAIILTEY, OGSV W SO A 53 10% LA
FoEAICEESHEL T, MLH1, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2 @ 4 SOEF DY B, 1
DTHER AT B LM S E SIVIIER 2 TMMR FE6E 2 & ¥ (deficient
MMR)]. 4 DOEHT X TOIBL LGS E SN IERZ TMMR 1R
#(intact MMR) | &5 %A L 7=,

PTEN & FIJEBIL -~V OFEAMC BIL CTik, Yoo i 23 IE 5 NI 7 1 0 5
FHA LI LTIV EZ 1 AFO%E% 2, W6 % 3, Y ilangl &
10% A D5 6% 1, 10%LL E 50%AN D&% 2, 50%LL ED&E% 3 A=)
V7L, FHOFEE Staining Index &L CEHE L, SI<6 Z LRl 7-[5],

P53 1ZBIL CIT Pt SNI B OEIE S 10%LL EOGEE G, 2 DishzErk
ERHmL 7z,

G ARRAL Y O FAGIL, BRI B 2A K 12 B L €L NE LTz 2 4 o4t
F (EHDD I, 7K ARITE) (Z X0 % (AT o, AN 72 ST ERIX, AT AR %
PR AT L 38 o0 A L7,



5) DNAHH
T IR R F Z OSet b T 2RISR AR (7=, BRER . Kif) & & e <Y
VEENT T @I T vy 7 X0sumOY) A ERL LT, MO AT A N2~ 68 %
FHVNT, blackPREP DNA kit (Analytik Jena, Jena, Germany) %1 L. DNAZHhH

L7z,

6) AF ALK RAIPCR(Methylation-specific PCR; MS-PCR)

BRUEFIZ SR EL, MLHLY 08— 2 — D @ AF /AL OfiftT &L T, MS-
PCRZAT-TZ[59], /L~ VU E E /ST 7 ¢ B P A Rk S D fil HH L 7Z-DNA
I%. EpiTect kit (Qiagen, Valencia, CA)Z H\\ T, 7aha—/ L@z AP /)L 7 7 Ak
SLERL 7=, MLH1Z B — 4 —fEIRNDCpGT A 7L R D AT AL(M), FEAT AL
(UM)ZNENDODNARRHICRF IR T T A~ — T 2 AL, AT L7 7 A ML
BRLU7-DNAZ MR LTz, (EH L7 7 I~ — O ERANIE, L ROl Thod,

MLH1-UM forward; 5-TTTTGATGTAGATGTTTTATTAGGGTTGT-3’

MLH1-UM reverse; 5’-ACCACCTCATCATAACTACCCACA-3’

MLH1-M forward; 5’-ACGTAGACGTTTTATTAGGGTCGC-3’

MLH1-M reverse; 5-GACGAAACTCTAATTTTCCGACCCG-3’
200uM 7 > D dNTP, 1xPCR Buffer II(Perkin-Elmer, Foster City, CA). 2.5mM®
MgCl:, 0.5uM 3 >D 77 A~—_ 0.5 UDAmpliTag Gold DNA Polymerase(Perkin-
Elmer) (250ng? /A /L7 7 A MLEEL7Z-DNAZ I Z CTHF25ulé L, 95°C T1045 [
DEVE, WIZ94°C45F) | 60-62°C3050, 72°C143 M %40 A2V | Bt 1272°C557 [H]
DR RISNCEVPCREAT o, PCREMA3% T H — 27 /W CERIKE %, —
FUU LT aw ARGV E L2, AT ALDOPCREEY)IZ200bp, FEAT VAL



DPCREEW)IZ125bpTHY . AF VAL DOPCREEM HHERR TETIEWI 2 AF NALEE,
FEAT WAL DPCREEY) D IR CETIEB 2 FEAT WAV EES I E LT,

7) MSIHEHT

22VFEB % %4212, NCICHELES N7 2FE D /) X7V A F R~ — 11— (BAT26,
BAT25) L3 DX A X/ LA F R~ —F—(D25S123, D5S346, D17S250)72572 %
Y2~ —h—%F L (Table 2) [21]. MSIfEHT 21T 72, TN TN T T A ~—D5
‘AR T NVA LA TE LT, 200uM § D D dNTP, 1xPCR Buffer
[I(TaKaRa Bio, Otsu, Japan), 2.0mM®»MgCl., 2.0uMT>D7Z7 1 ~—_0.25 UD
TaKaRa Ex Taq DNA Polymerase(TaKaRa) (Z24ng?® DNA% Il 2 CEF10plEL .
94°C T2 Rl D ZE M | RIZ94°C30%) . 56°C30F), 68°CI0Fp &40 A7 /v | F ikl
68°C74y D KIS IZLWPCRE1T» 7=, PCRIEY) I, Applied Biosystems 3130
x| Genetic analyzerz H\\C, 7T 7 A M 1T T2, 2~ — I —LL ETTLIVE
B 2RO TSEBZMSI-H, 1~ — 0 — DB TT LVEEI ZZRO T2 EH 2 MSI-L, W

TID~—H—THT LIV EEN A ROV MER ZMSSES LT,

8) MMREFHTHE RICE D538
MMR AT Fe 2 He-S & | VI (Sporadic) &V o FJE i 5E\ (probable Lynch
syndrome; PLS)(Z43%8 L 7-(Table 3) [60], IHCIZ TMLH1, MSH2, MSH6, PMS24:
TOE A BUL T 23720 E B X INFE M (Sporadic) (243 ¥ L 72, IHCIZ TMLH1D
FREBUK T 238528, MS-PCRIZTMLHLY B8 —4 —fHIg D & AT AL’ HDIE
B A (Sporadic) (24 FE L 7=, IHCIZ TMSH2, MSH6., PMS2U " oD 2

FBUL T RHLIEHE . MS-PCROFERIZBEHOE T, Vo FIEMBEREEEVV(PLS)IZ 5y



FHL7-, IHCIZCTMLH1DOE AR B T 23HD . 7> OMS-PCRIZTTMLH1 Y v —%

—REIE D 8 AT AL DTRE B U FRE RS O (PLSIZ A FE LT,

9) WEFRHEMT
FEM DZEDKET Fisher D IEfMEME =M E , A HIHIOREIZ Kaplan-Meier 1%
FBL W log-rank R EZAE ., T I 7D HZE § - ZE8 ST Cox BUF AT 1T
W, P<0.05 DFICAEZDYEHIWTLTC, -~ TORMGEH#NTIZ SPSS version 21 T

1777,



3. fER
1) IHC iz&% MMR EH3H,

MMR & HX, ~T A~ —LLUTHERET 5720, 1 2D MMR B 723
T %5&, 1 DL =D MMR & B OB 2L/ 5 (Fig. 3),

AEfTo72 IHC OYefa 72— 1%, MLH1/ PMS2 Ehi2fatEi 36 51(16%).
PMS2 O ZxfatiZ 2 41(9%). MSH2/ MSH6 L%t 1E 7 1511(3%). MSH6 0D Zxf
PEIX 13 61(6%) THY, 1-0TH MMR & AFREBLIL L3 i & E S 7z deficient

MMR & 62 51(28%) Td>->7-(Table 4),

2) MLH1 7e&—F—{HIRDOEAF V1L

MMR HERE R 5 2~ 9= NS O — K TéhDH MLHL 7' ot —X —FEIE 0 & A

It

F A% MS-PCR (2 CTHIZZL7=(Fig. 4),
42221 B, 69 #1(31%)IZ MLH1 7" 08— & —FHIR D 5 AT AL & 78D 7=, IHC
TO MLHL & A3HIEMEE MLHL 705 —2 —fER 0 @ AF A3 A E 7 B

%~ LT=(p=2.2E-15; Table 5),

3) MSI fiZ#HF

4 22V SEB A6t G & LTz MSIFEMT OfE 1. MSI-H 75 40 141(18%). MSI-L 78 7
Bi1(4%). MSS 23 174 151](78%) T->7=(Fig. 5),

MMR & F8 U I S 72 MMR BEHE 25 #E (deficient MMR) Tl A EIZ
MSI-H 73%<, MMR 1E & Ff(intact MMR) Tl A & (2 MSS 73%< . MSI fi##r & IHC

(22D MMR & AZBLOR RO RS, (p=1.6E-7; Table 5),



IHC I2X%5 MMR E RSO RLE MLHL 7 a®—4% —fEI 0O E AT b X
X MSI EOFEBEDS RENT-Z 212D, IHC 1LY MMR BERE R E 245220
TP RENT,

4) MMR fEHT#ERE IHC 1285 PTEN, p53 A RBLE DO

deficient MMR X, A& (2 PTEN [2fEEAHBIL | p53 Gt WiAHEI 2R LT
(p=0.002 and 0.006; Table 6),
MLH1, PMS2 [&4:, MLH1 & AT L {be PTEN fat:, p53 Bt ¢ . [RIEED

FHBE A R L7=(Table 6),

5) MMR fEHT#E R & B RIS B2 K - D8 B
deficient MMR (%, 60 AT . Lynch S G B i L AHBEL | RARRE,
T (BMI>30)38 OV £ & AR BS &7 L 72 (p=0.002, 0.03, 0.006, 0.037, and 0.012;
Table 7),
MLHL & AT /AR, 60 A, AL (BMI > 30) 36 KL OEN IR R & A B 724

BE% < L7, (p=0.018, 0.044, and 0.019; Table 7),

6) MMR fEHTH#ERIC L5788

IMFEME LB A (Lynch EERT BEED) 0D 7= PN RIS 0D B R 73 B2 O R I D& U
ZIASNTT B2, IHC 125D MMR & A REIHOFERE MLHL V' ot —X —1H
D AF ALK A D FRAZ IO E | JIVFEM:(Sporadic) & U FE B £\ \(probable

Lynch syndrome; PLS)(Z43 %81 7= (Fig. 6),



28 1511(13%) 73 PLS. 193 151(87%)73 Sporadic (Z/y¥ES417-,

PLS FfD &1 5 Table 8 [ZiRL7c, EARMIL, KIGHED 8 FlLib %<,
ZDHH 6 Bil(75%) TIXF B IR S E1TL TRIEL TV e, IHC OfERAH &I
HERIEND MMR A5 DZE B A, MSH6 & a1 CTHAIERNIL 13 #1(5.9%) & Fh
%<, MSH2 77 8 151/(3.6%). MLH1 7% 6 #1(2.7%). PMS2 % 2 f41(0.9%), MLH1 7=
IZ MSH2, MLH1 %7213 MSH6, PMS2 %7213 MSH6 7322741 1 #i(0.5%) Tdo->
2o MSHG E{n 28 SLEEV VIE Tl ARAEGNL 1 1D AT, FEIELFHin7s 50~84
ik & LS B Cdo o Tz,

7) Sporadic B L TN PLS BELEERREZ R T DT
Sporadic #£ ClZ. 60 % LL ., B (BMI>30), 1/2 #8251 = fihJg =4, FIGO
AT IN-1V B A B ICFBI L (p=0.008, 0.01, 0.02 and 0.03; Table 7)., PLS #C
IZ. FIGO HE1TH | 1, Lynch JiE G B B 40 & A B I AEBIL TV /2 (p=0.04 and
0.001; Table 7),

F7c. PLS & MSI-H 134 E72f8B8%Z /R L 7= (p=1.2E-6; Table 5).

8) Sporadic BER LN PLS &L T DIEMT

PLS #¥ClL. Sporadic F£IZ b~ B4R (Overall Survival, 0S)7% B 4F
TdH-7=(p=0.038; Fig. 7A), BLERFZ L2, Sporadic AL L~ PLS #£C OS N E
I ChAME AT, FHIEF LOEITEF CLMFEH I (p=0.14 vs. 0.49; Fig.
7B,C) .

THOF B EPDEST T EHLT D201, itk fiBhRiEE 2 I8

2B TR A F AR (Disease Free Survival; DFS)DfEMT %47 -57-, PLS BT,



Sporadic #EIZ LT DFS 28 BAFZAME A &2 5RO 72203, Itk B IE 2 fe T L 72—
TAEBNZ IV TIE, RIEROE LR D AR - 72 (p=0.12 vs. 0.85; Fig. 7D, E) .

(2 [REE DR AT 2 A BB BRI VE D B Z BN LT RE BN He A~ T ir i A
bR D B2 BN LT AE BN B W T I IRSGE O B 77 (p=0.17 vs. 0.36; Fig.
7F, G) .

Sporadic BEIZKTL T PLS BEN T KT T AL RGTT 5729012, COX [ElF
IINTEAT T2 825 itk MBI SR IE O Fa % 1B N U 720 5 S 9014 Al Bh Jilc Bt e
HED B BN TEF TR B 72 (HR 0.043, 95% Cl 0-66.24 vs. HR
0.043, 95% CI 0-1303.24; Table 9),

PLS ##(Sporadic #EZXFLT). 60 A, FHPIENIE . G, F& A @iz 1/2
VLT, IRERBEA 72N | FIGO HEFTHT VI, AR BhRIE A TS Qv
EDFKR A5, AEIZERAF: OS LOFEREA R L7 (p=0.001, 2.2E-9, 1.8E-5, 5.7E-7,
2.9E-5, 9.5E-11, and 5.0E-9 by the log-rank test), ZALHD K- 125U T OS IZBHL
TEEBMNTEATST-LTA NI FIGO HEATH] 1/, IR MBI IL 2 e
ITSIVTWNRNWZE, D 3 KF2NL L= B T4 BAF IR 1 CTh 72 (p=1.9E-4,

0.02, and 0.017; Table 10),



4, B

AE], HC Ik 4SS 7 deficient MMR 1 62 111(28%)IZ388 HLT-, 1B EIC
— DS E N E R R LU, IHC 1255 MMR &EBRBEZRFL7AF5ET
., 21~29%IZ MMR & AZBUER T 238 TH0[58] [60] [61] [62]. 4 [EIDi#EFL
AR CTdh-7=(Table 11), F£7=. deficient MMR (%, PTEN &ML FHEIL | p53 Btk e
WHEB T 22 & RSN T M EDOWME LT BELR2WE D Th-7-2[63]
[64] [65]. Djordjevi H23 1= NIERE 154 Bl XI5/ T->7- 0% Tlid. MMR & H

HHULTE PTEN & AR FRBLO PTEN BEin A RIZTNENAE BB
NHHZE, MMR & AR HAK FAEFID 28/45(62%)Z PTEN & fn+ 2 AR
FRIZa—RHEINICHD IR UBL S 2 <&t exon 7, 8 IZFWTHRE OB Em
TEMHESILTCND[64], ZDZEIL, MMR BERESL H 27~ 1B NS D381
BT, PTEN MEREIG T- L7 > CWBZEERIBL CD, LnL, B H O/
TiE. MMR & FREMEREICI T ARRRPE, T, @& MLE B Dot 2 e
IX(Table 4), PTEN /5 1-28 L L BF A p53 ML\ Z A 1 [l 50 MR )72 R &
L 72 5> TWD, Huang HiZ, MMR B1s1 O A FEAM 2 ¥ 2 495 Lynch JEfE
Lok LoD Case control study (233U T, PTEN, PIK3CA, KRAS 72X % A4~
1 B R 7258 - DE AR L= 24, PTEN O {5 128 %13 Lynch JiE
BERELCME, — M E N T O+ H NEYE CH — I Th o 7o’ ZDf DB 5T
ZEF T Lynch SEMERE LMD 1= NIEHE Cldf CTho 7= &S L7 [65], F7=. 2 #f
TNENDIER T PR, 75 NI GEE, 5 N IZI1F 5 PTEN HAS
Bz IHC TR L 72& 24, Lynch SRRV TIFIE S = IR D B 75 PTEN
B AFBUK TR0 — LTI Th o7z, MMR BERERH O 15 IR

IZBWTIE, ZERBIR T EROEE LR T PTEN B AR TH, Bt
BT HEK L7209 DO TIIRODEHEL T D, MMR HEEERE A & PTEN &5 -4



RITWVT IS FEHANBEEIEO RMBRLZ 5N TV, LT LRI
T2HDOTIE/R< MMR BEREE T OFERJIZ, PTEN O /e b SRR S 1 -
MHER 7 THHZEDHERISI, MMR BERE ¥ 5 075 PN 13000 B 0% 1
BAELOONBLNRNEE X BT,

221 BIOFERBEREDH S, 69 $1(31%)75 MLH1 7 o€ —& —fHko @ AT v
{b&R LT, B NI S MLHL 70— 2 —3E5 00 5 AT /AL OB E 1,
18~54% L E S TH0[21] [59] [66]. FATZHORE RITZNBIZF JELIRNEDT
o7z, MLHL 7' 28 —& — kD @ AF /AL TIE, IHC 124L% PTEN 2% HH
BIL . p53 [tk &R BIL T, RENE IR e & BB A R Lo it dh o
B, AAT 1 EE TR e — S LT, Lo, FNIEIRFE G3 13%<, 18
55 2 T AN TR MELE1 2 783D 5 0% MMR BERE 5 27 3 A& M 1 PN B0 L
HORETHLRIHEME D H D, Broaddus Hid, MMR E15 1O FEAMIAZ Bz LD
MMR #§AE 55 OB NS 50 1, MLH1 7" 0t —4— 8RO @ AT AbIiZ LS
MMR FERE B 5 15 PN 26 1, MMR FEBE B 5 D720 50 kLA F O VR 1
B NS 40 (51100 3 BETO LIIZ T, MLHL 7' e — & —fHEisk D @ AT VAL RE
TIE. BN G3 WA EICEL, T E RN MEMIZhH 7oLt LT
WB[67], FAT= B ERERIS — R IR 2 X R EL ISR T, MLHL mAF L
L EFENIERRE D Grade (27813720 \[59] [66]. MLHL & AT /UALEET & il 8=
I [68], 2oL WS 1TME 4 T, RARIZ—BL T Ru, 2SNz, — i+
PRS2 6T 512, MLHL S AT U ERR A A AT S ToF I X RV TERY 2 DOERIR A
BPARRITVEE H2IEHLNICEI TRV, MLHL S AT VAR FE N
50 D FEFEIRFE D N TR ZHFER THHZLITFE S THY[59] [69]. 2
Wi ~DIEHH B IOV OSBRI L END,

A a] IHC 12Xy ¥EE 7= deficient MMR62 51 47 39 525 MSI-H. intact



MMR159 #5158 523 MSS 2DV ME MSI-L Z7/RL, —E#HiX 89.1% ThH-7-
(Table 5), intact MMR 5% MSI-H Z/RL7Z16il1%, MLHL 7' 2% — 4 — 8O &
AF IWALDRBD ITIEB T o7z, KA TIEL, IHC & MSIHFAT OFE BEPEZ 7R 4
WAENBRIND, 7= NIESE T, McConechy 523 1 & B 89 #illZs1)%
IHC & MSI fi# T O —Er 3% 93.3% L & L7Z[T0]LAAMC, Rk O FTEIT > 726D
13720, MSI-H & deficient MMR ORIZ @ FRBIMEDSGRO BAL, IHC 128D MMR
WHERE 2T 2813 Y ThHEE LN,

AEIFL=HIE, IHC 128D MMR & F 8Bl MS-PCR Diff I H 5%, Sporadic
& PLS (243 ¥E L 7=(Fig. 6), AU X512 Sporadic & PLS 1243 AL . SHIZASEAM NS
FOMRBIMTOITMIFETIL, PLS BED 70~80%7Y Lynch JEGEREE 2 WS [58]
[62]. Bfn 1A S HE SRR A 72 Lynch JEGEREO B A OARBAME S RE L
Tz, PLS #E 28 JEBIDO B | IHC Difif Rab LIZHERIS D MMR & inF D28 5
25, MSH6 & {51 CTHARER 1T 13 41(5.9%) & e h %< . MSH2 73 8 f41(3.6%) . MLH1
2% 6 141(2.7%), PMS2 75 2 £41(0.9%) Td-7, 90%LL 212 MLH1 721X MSH2 &
(B EENROND% Lynch JEEREEED A LT 572> TRY, MSH6 B T4
BT BN OFIEV A B E W T DM 2 B AT D55 R /e o7, PLS #f
(BN, RIGREEEDEMEN 8 BlLiit 2 <. TDHH 6 Bil(75%) 713 KI5 D FHENENEIS
ELTH BB A FIEL Qe T8 NSRS B T 1V Ch o ATREMED B 5
ZEMD, TENEEEF B W TELBIRMY AV ZHE T 52 81%, RABL
Wi OEFRE R LEETHHEBZ I BND,

Sporadic #£ CiZ. 60 L, B (BMI>30), 1/2 #8251 = fihJg iz, FIGO
HEITH -1V B ZICHBIL , PLS #CIE, FIGO HEATHI | #, Lynch JiE RS
HLH AL A EICFERIL Cu iz (Table 7)., PLS #£Cld, Sporadic #EIZLE~NTHEIC
OS NEAFTH-o7=m3(Fig. TA). UL PLS BEOREE CIL, 5 i8R L,



EATHIN R CTHLZENRET DI R DFEIR Th DLW RHED L T
LONE LIV, LINLZRDG, PLS BEIZIBWTRAFZ: OS THAMM DY, 1T
2 -1 B O BIE GRS, -V O TER] D I TRENTZZEND
(Fig. 7B, C), B2 T12IZBD BN 1L LT, T 5 B iR M2 1 Cliarel,
ZOMDR T DR HDH MRS NIz, 2T, i mfiBhRIEDO A L DFS DB
BARF LI L2 A T MBI IE A M1 T L 7EFIZ 38U VT, PLS #£0D DFS 73 R AT
THoT=DIZH U, IR BFRIEZ I TL TORVWERFITIE, 2 OE M Z§RDH 7220
~72(p=0.12 vs. 0.85; Fig. 7D, E) , 2D M6, PLS BECIEABIERIE ISR 32552
PEREWZEN PRI EL TODLS LIV EHERIS L2, BRRRAYICIZ. MMR
BREBEDMIRE L7 Tl MMR FSREASIEH ORESELY DNA HEEMEBE SIS
WD BERIE DO a2 T T W ZEBNEESND, PLSEETITA EIZMSI B
MERESE 32 o7 (Table 5)Z &7 5, PLS BE T, Sporadic #£1Z -~ MMR H&RE?
e LT fE OB N NEB XD, ZOZERTHROEITHEEL QDA REME
W2 (Figure 7TA), EETTIEF] T, FHIE G E A~ B IE N M B L7 D BEH )
N2, PLS BEICRWTRAF7e OS THAHMEMAAS, TS 1-11 #ooFHEF]
IRENT, IN-IV HIOHEITIE B D A CrRENTZEE 2 HiLH(Figures 7B, C),
MMR HERE B 5 A B EEIE O S MEIZ BI L T, Bertagnolli 51255 K O
FRERTIZ AV TH TAATTTI) AR AN LD 5 = T
HEATH 1 B BE LB T, MSHENTH ST MMR & H O IHC (2 TR
L7 MMR BERE S H A2 A T DRI A EIZ DFS 2N B 4F CTho72[71], Zaanan Hi%
5-FU EA X VT FF AR FFEZ T T8 T N oo BB L HIZHB )T
MMR FEREZ E O KIREIEL DFS A EICRAF Tho7- 2 L7-[72], Sinicrope
B, Lynch SEEREEEV O K Tl 5-FU 12851 % D DFS BEIF Th-o7-
WL A R CIXZ O D FRD LR o Te Lk X T 5[32], 5



ISR ICBIL Tl Kato 523, MMR & H® IHC TRHiL 72 MMR HERE S D+
BB T, 77F T R—=ADT 7 — AT AL DAL FEFRIE~D R RN EL
(67% vs. 44%, p=0.34), HEHEAFHIMIB L OS WA EICRIF Tholo bl
72[47], A RIOWFFETIE, IHC 1285 MMR & 3 B M0 1 & NS Tk
N BAFIME R Tho7ohy, i FIA B Z2IFR O b 17270 72 (p=0.13; data not
shown)ZDiEV M, IHC 1252 MMR & S BLO RN 57 VAR O 1a# 7 #t D
ZIZRDPH LR, FEANBERICEITS MMR BERER T & T2 EDOBEL L
DN DITIE, SHRDMFFENRMETHA),

PLS BEICHNZ T, #54E, AR, GL, W 1B iR, IREREBER 2N

ETHN R THLHZE, BIFIELZ T TWRNIEN, OS IZXT 0 B2 T

% RAFIRF ThoTe, ZNHDKRF TEEEMNT 21T o 7o fE B PLS BRIISMNZLTZ
T2 RAFIR T L1372 0787 o7 (Table 10), 3E5<, PLS BELHEE, W15 i JE
=i, B LD ST PR KT LA BITHBIL T o (Table 7)Z &AL T
WOHEDEE Z BID,

MMR BERE S 5 A7~ 9708 L 00 2 R & D B e n TE H S TVd, Le &
1%, MMR BERE B8 O IC B\ CTHRE T = VR A U MEERI ThHHT PD-1 fi i<
7)Y =T OF RIS LIZ[73], MMR B$RE IR KGR . MMR #RE 52
K. MMR B%6E 25 K LA O (MMR ZIE Lynch JEMEREL &
NTRBWT, R 7)Y <752 OZE5)5) MMR BEREIE R KT 0%72
STeDIZXL, MMR B B3 KG9 T 62% . MMR  B§6E 545 K5 LA O ¥
60% Ch-o7c, BEIY—L—I7 T A 28D MMR BERE B 5 O 5 Clx
1782 {5, MMR #¥REIEH OIS TId s 73 fEOHIIBZE 523 R b, MMR B
RE L OB W TR BICHIIRZ OB &) o7z (P=0.007), £ 2%

Tpnl RELEANSAEV S, A LA LRl T D2E AN S



Bl DIRREIT2 D78, S0 T =V RA L M E T HZ8ICED T /IS K D505 IS
BNEMALESNDZEICEDEE Z DN TND, DIRWER TOMGB T D0, 4
BEDIRDHFFED BN LB TH DY, MMR FEHE FL 3 (2 LD 50 Z 15 O FIEM T
BT DML RIR SRR

AR DFERDHRBENTZ LT, Lynch JiE R BEE 15 NEE O B RS &L C
JE OHERAER THD RN S5, Ziud, BEAR AT DA RN
L ETOAEERRIGEIMERD, 4%, MO ZE AT MMR BERES H D LD
AZRRATIZHE S W TERRFTEI T BIGNIZL QUK ERH D,

F-E ML Lynch JEBERED L MEIZFEAE T D BENERE S O 70 ) Cheh ML C
HDHT=D . Lynch JEMERELMEZ R D TRIET DO 03m NFHE THD TR HY
T N RS 2 BRI IELY AV E T A2 &N EE CTh 5, 48], Sporadic
BEL LT PLS #ECIE. 60 AT COIIE, Lynch JEGEREREIEE O & 0F03 %
WZEDVRE = (Table 7), ZHUb i, Lynch JEMEREZLVIATe =D DEGEIR )7 T A
TUTIZZ2DH DA B X BID, L, PLS BEDZRHMTIX, 60 kL E<° Lynch
SEAGE TR B AR DN 2V EBI 3 B £ QDT ED 5 (Table 8), BRI Z74 70T
DERADHTIEIA 3 ThD, 4% EEMAEE AWM cosn
PLS #fLBAR 1A CHEE L 72 Lynch SEMEREDHEBIA MG 22 L0 k0 BRI
LB DT O R BARAI AT G D TR ATENLL TOLKIENTEDHLEE R
bND,



5. fEwm
AEIOHFZEIZIB N T, MMR BEREMEAT D& R ICEV B Sz PLS BETIE.
Sporadic #E & LLEE U TG OE R DSRIR T, OS N B Th-oTz, Ziuldk, MG O R
DI Tl MHBIRIE~ DB MED L COD AR %, MMR BiE
FEAL . Lynch JEBEREZ IS EIF D813, P# B2 BEEMEZ R E CE5 A HE
PERBHDZENRIEES T, A EICHRAEL T ZRICED | 775 PR B ot
LRI E R AT D720 O F Al b B2 b5,



Figure legend
Fig. 1. AARNZZMEDO I N M B RE RS

Fig. 2. DNA MMR #t
B, 1~4 HiEOFFASLKEDOY &

Fig. 3. MMR(MLH1, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2) & 1™ IHC %&(afi] (x100)
Case 49  MLH1, PMS2 FL T MSH6 & A ZE BiFaMEAER (deficient MMR)
Case 123 MLH1 33X PMS2 2 F 38 HLEEMAEF] (deficient MMR)

Case 259 MMR & HFHLLMAER] (intact MMR)

Fig. 4. MLH1 7'm&—&—3I 0 @ AF VL& T2 MS-PCR D R
AF IVALDPCREEY)IL200bp, FEATF /LALDOPCREEY)13125bp,
AF WALDPCRIEEW DR T ETIE B2 AT NALRE, FEAT VALDPCREEY) D 7
R CEIIER L IEATFT UALEHIE LT,
Case 49 Methylated (273 R7372<, Unmethylated (23 R3HY (FEATF LAL)
Case 123 Methylated/ Unmethylated W3 4UIZEH /S R3HYD (AT /11E)

Case 259 Methylated (273 R72372<, Unmethylated |23 R385 (FEAT/L1L)

Fig. 5. ~ERZ~—H—% H 7= MSI fi#HT Ok F
BAT25, BAT26, D2S123, D5S346, D17S250 D5~ — 4 —% A\ 7=,
Normal (FEIEZE#HAR) & Tumor (1= WNIBESEERGE) 077 7 A MgHT OfE % b

L, TLVEBOA BRI,



2 ~— =L ETTVNVEEBERDIIERZ MSI-H, 1 ~— U — DA TT LIV
A RO TIERIZ MSI-L, WD~ —1—ThH 7 LIV EB 2380 72\ EF %
MSS &5 HELT,

Case49  D17S250 TTL/VZEEHY (MSI-L)

Case 123 BAT26, D5S346, D17S250 T7 L /LZEEHY (MSI-H)

Case 259 T L /VA#2L (MSS)

Fig. 6. MMR f#HT#E 1255 Sporadic #EE PLS #ED 535
MMR 2T A B MIEF1X Sporadic (27 FEL7-,
MSH2, MSH6., PMS2 W\ §" 7D 8 H B2 PEAEGIE PLS (20 L 72,
MLH1 2 AR B EMERNE, MLHL 7 10— & — 8 00 5 AF AL O A 12
D, SBIZH AL,
MLH1 & AR HL MDD MLHL O & AF UAVIERIE Sporadic (255 ¥E 7=,

MLH1 25 B3 B2 MDD MLHL O B AF VAL 2 UWERIX PLS 12 FE LT,

Fig. 7. Kaplan-Meier %2k 1Fr#R

A, BIERICIRITS OS;
PLS #£(n=28) vs. Sporadic ££(n=193)

B, FIGO EATHI -1V SEFIIZH51F2 OS;
PLS #f(n=4) vs. Sporadic #¥%(n=63)

C, FIGO #17TH#] I-1 JEFIIZH51F2 OS;
PLS #f(n=24) vs. Sporadic ££(n=130)

D, fh&MiBRILEHYIESIIZI51T 5 DFS;

PLS #£(n=5) vs. Sporadic #%(n=91)



E, i AliBiE R UERIZH1T5 DFS;
PLS #£(n=23) vs. Sporadic ##(n=102)

F, I iBIREDME S RED B DIEBNZF51T % DFS;
PLS #£(n=2) vs. Sporadic #(n=36)

G, & MIBNFRIED SRR LD ZEFIIZH1F % DFS;

PLS #£(n=3) vs. Sporadic #¥%(n=34)
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Table 1. Patient characteristics

Characteristic Number (n=221) %
Median age (range) 57.4 (26-84)
Median BMI (kg/m range) 23.9 (17.0-43.9)
FIGO stage
I 128 58
la 22 10
Ib 76 34
Ic 30 14
Il 26 12
lla 10 5
IIb 16 7
I 43 19
lla 20 9
llic 23 10
\Y] 24 11
IVa 2 1
IVb 22 10
Histotype
Endometrioid 196 89
Gl 115 52
G2 56 25
G3 25 11
Serous 12 5
Adenosquamous 4 2
Clear cell 4 2
Poorly differentiated 1 0
Undifferentiated 1 0
Mixed epithelial 3 1
Myometrial invasion>1/2 81 37
Lymophovascular space invasion 84 38
Carcinoma of the lower uterine 13 6
segment
Primary treatment
Surgery 221 100
Lymphadenectomy 171 77
Lymphnode sampling 21 10
Lymphnode not removed 29 13
Adjuvant chemotherapy 60 27
TC 55 25
CAP 4 2
Adjuvant radiotherapy 58 26

Lynch syndrome-associated

multiple cancer 15 7

Abbreviations: FIGO=International Federation of Gynecology and
Obstetrics; TC=paclitaxel and carboplatin combination;
CAP=cyclophosphamide, doxorubicin, and cisplatin combination.



Table 2. Primer sequences for the Bethesda markers

Locus

symbol Location Forward primer sequences (5'—3") Reverse primer sequences (5'—3") size (bp)
BAT25 4912 TCGCCTCCAAGAATGTAAGT TCTGGATTTTAACTATGGCTC 124
BAT26 2p16.3-p21 TGACTACTTTTGACTTCAGCC AACCATTCAACATTTTTAACCC 117-130
D2S123 2p22.3-p16.1 AAACAGGATGCCTGCCTTTA GGACTTTCCACCTATGGGAC 197-227
D5S346 5q21-22 ACTCACTCTAGTGATAAATCGGG AGCAGATAAGACAGTATTACTAGTT 96-122
D17S250 17qg11.2-q12 GGAAGAATCAAATAGACAAT GCTGGCCATATATATATTTAAACC 151-169




Table 3. Categorization based on results of IHC and MS-PCR

MMR IHC

Loss of MLH1. Loss of MSH2,

Intact . MSH6, PMS2
expression |

expression

Methylated O
MLH1 promoter
Unmethylated O
Sporadic Probable Lynch
syndrome

Abbreviations: IHC=immunohistochemistry; MMR=mismatch repair.



Table 4. Results of IHC expression

MMR IHC
Number
MLH1 PMS2 MSH2 MSH6

N N P P 36 (16%)

P N P 2 (9%)

P P N N 7 (3%)
P P P N 13 (6%)
N N N N 1 (0.5%)
P N N N 1 (0.5%)
N N P N 1 (0.5%)
N P P N 1 (0.5%)
Total number of deficient MMR cases 62 (28%)

Abbreviations: IHC=immunohistochemistry; MMR=mismatch
repair; P=positeve; N=negative



Table 5. Relationships between results of IHC and MMR analyses

MMR [HC MSI-H MSI-L MSS P -value
Intact 1 (0.5%) 1 (0.5%) 157 (71%)
1.6E-07
Deficient 39 (18%) 6 (3%) 17 (8%)
PLS 15 (7%) 4 (2%) 9 (4%)
1.2E-06
Sporadic 25 (11%) 3 (2%) 165 (74%)
MLH1 promoter
MLH1 [HC P -value
Methylated Unmethylated
Positive 36 (16%) 146 (66%)
2.2E-15
Negative 33 (15%) 6 (3%)

Abbreviations: IHC=immunohistochemistry; MMR=mismatch repair;

MSI=microsatellite instability; MSS=microsatellite stable; PLS=probable Lynch

syndrome.



Table 6. Results of IHC and MLH1 MS-PCR

Expression Negative PTEN P -value Positive p53 P -value
MLH1
Negative (n=39 32 (82% 2 (5%
gative (n=39) (82%) 0.034 (5%) 0.021
Positive (n=182) 120 (66%) 35 (19%)
PMS2
Negative (n=42 36 (86% 2 (5%
gative (n=42) (86%) 0.005 (5%) 0.012
Positive (n=179) 116 (64%) 35 (20%)
MSH2
Negative (n=9 8 (89% 1(11%
gative (n=9) (89%) 0.170 (11%) 0.538
Positive (n=212) 144 (68%) 36 (17%)
MSH6
Negative (n=24 20 (83% 2 (8%
gative (n=24) (83%) 0.077 (8%) 0.193
Positive (n=197) 132 (67%) 35 (18%)
MMR
Defecient (n=62) 52 (84%) 4 (6%)
0.002 0.006
Intact (n=159) 100 (63%) 33 (21%)
MLH1 promoter
Methylated (n=69 54 (78% 6 (9%
Yiated (n=69) (78%) 0.028 (9%) 0.021
Unmethylated (n=152) 98 (65%) 31 (20%)
Sporadic/PLS
Sporadic (n=193) 128 (66%) 35 (18%)
0.027 0.113
PLS (n=28) 24 (86%) 2 (7%)

Abbreviations: IHC=immunohistochemistry; MS-PCR=methylation-specific PCR;

MMR=mismatch repair; PLS=probable Lynch syndrome.



Table 7. Relationships between clinicopathologic variables and results of MMR analyses

MMR MLH1 promoter Sporadic/ PLS

Clinicopathologic variables Dif:glgnt riztfg; P -value Me:1:y6lzted Unn;]e:t]r-g/lzated P -value SE:;_%%IC r|13=L2$8 P -value
Age>60 15 (24%) 73 (46%) 0.002 20 (29%) 68 (45%)  0.018 83 (43%) 5(18%)  0.008
Pre-menoposause 15 (24%) 48 (30%) 0.21 24 (35%) 39 (26%)  0.11 55 (29%) 8(29%)  0.58
Null Parity 4(6%)  33(21%) 0.006 9(13%)  28(18%)  0.21 35(18%) 2(7%)  0.11
BMI>30 4(6%) 26 (16%) 0.037 14 (20%) 16 (11%)  0.044 30 (16%) 0(0%)  0.01
Hypertension 13 (21%) 60 (38%) 0.012 23(33%) 50(33%)  0.53 67 (35%) 6(21%)  0.12
Hyperlipidemia 4(6%)  15(9%) 0.34 7(10%) 12 (8%) 0.38 18 (9%) 1(4%)  0.27
Diabetes 10 (16%) 35 (22%) 0.22 18 (26%) 27 (18%)  0.11 43 (22%) 2(7%)  0.05
I(f/r;écl)\ln;ﬁfrelcr)lgometrioi ) 56 (90%) 140 (88%) 0.41 66 (96%) 130 (86%)  0.019 173 (90%) 23 (82%) 0.19
G3 9(15%) 16 (10%) 0.24 11 (16%) 14 (9%) 0.11 24 (12%) 1(4%)  0.14
MI>1/2 22 (35%) 59 (37%) 0.48 29 (42%) 52 (34%)  0.17 76 (39%) 5(18%)  0.02
LVI 27 (44%) 57 (36%) 0.18 27 (39%) 57 (38%)  0.47 73 (38%) 11 (39%) 0.52
LUS 2(3%)  11(7%) 0.24 2 (3%) 11 (7%) 0.17 11(6%) 2(7%) 051
FIGO stage | 39 (63%) 89 (56%) 0.22 39 (57%) 89 (59%)  0.45 107 (55%) 21 (75%) 0.04
FIGO stage IlI-IV 18 (29%) 49 (31%) 0.47 22 (32%) 45 (30%)  0.42 63 (33%) 4(14%) 0.03
Lynch syndrome-associated g 1500y 7406y 0.03 5 (7%) 10 (7%) 0.53 8(4%)  7(25%)  0.001

multiple cancer

Abbreviations: MMR=mismatch repair; PLS=probable Lynch syndrome; BMI=body mass index; MI=myometrial invasion; LVI=lymophovascular
space invasion; LUS=carcinoma of the lower uterine segment; FIGO=International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics.

Lynch syndrome-associated multiple cancers include colorectal, endometrial, gastric, small bowel, ovarian, pancreatic, ureter and renal pelvic,

biliary tract, and brain (glioblastoma in Torcot syndrome), sebaceous gland adenomas, and keratoacanthomas in Muir-Torre syndrome.



Table. 8. Characteristics of 28 cases which were categorized as PLS.

Case Age Loss of MMR protein (IHC) MSI Patho Grade Stage hé'::(l:pelf
1 50 MLH1/ PMS2 MSI-H E 1 b -
2 56 MLH1/ PMS2 MSI-L E 2 b -
3 57 MLH1/ PMS2 MSS E 2 3a -
4 57 MLH1/ PMS2 MSI-H AS 2 1b BC (58y0)
5 65 MLH1/ PMS2/ MSH6 MSI-L E 1 3a  BC (65yo0)
6 47 MLH1/ PMS2/ MSH2/ MSH6 MSI-H E 3 1c CC (50y0)
7 56 PMS2 MSI-H E 2 b -
8 58 PMS2 MSI-L S - 1b  LC (66y0)
9 56 PMS2/ MSH6 MSS E 1 b -
10 51 PMS2/ MSH2/ MSH6 MSI-H E 1 1b CC (55y0)
11 39 MSH2/ MSH6 MSS E 1 1b CC (37y0)
12 42 MSH2/ MSH6 MSI-H E 1 1c CC (48yo0)
13 53 MSH2/ MSH6 MSI-L E 2 la CC (58yo0)
14 54 MSH2/ MSH6 MSI-H E 2 b -
15 59 MSH2/ MSH6 MSI-H E 1 b -
16 62 MSH2/ MSH6 MSI-H E 1 1b CC (61yo)
17 50 MSH6 MSS E 2 b -
18 51 MSHG6 MSI-H E 1 b -
19 52 MSH6 MSS E 1 la -
20 53 MSHG6 MSI-H E 2 1c -
21 54 MSHG6 MSI-H AS 2 b -
22 55 MSH6 MSI-H E 2 la -
23 55  MSH6 MSS E 1 la CC (63y0)
24 56 MSH6 MSS E 1 3c -
25 57 MSH6 MSS AS 2 b -
26 69 MSH6 MSS 2 la -
27 78 MSH6 MSI-H C - 2b -
28 84 MSH6 MSI-H E 1 3a -

Abbreviations: PLS=probable Lynch syndrome; IHC=immunohistochemistry; MMR=mismatch repair;
MSI=microsatellite instability; MSS=microsatellite stable; E=Endometrioid; AS=Adenosquamous;
S=Serous; C=Clear cell; BC=Breast cancer; CC=Colon cancer; LC=Lung cancer; yo=years old



Table 9. Univariate analysis of PLS vs. Sporadic for OS/DFS in patient
subsets

Prognostic factor Subset HR 95% ClI P -value
PLS (vs. Sporadic) Advanced-stage 0.044 0-23.57 0.33
for OS Early-stage 0.49 0.063-3.83  0.50
Any AdjTx received 0.045 0-20.29 0.32
PLS (vs. Sporadic) No AdjTx received 0.81 0.095-6.97 0.85
for DFS AdjCTx alone 0.043  0-66.24 0.40
AdjRTx alone 0.043 0-1303.24 0.55

Abbreviations: PLS=probable Lynch syndrome; OS=overall survival,
DFS=disease-free survival; HR=hazard ratio; 95% CI=95% confidence
interval; AdjTx=adjuvant therapy; AdjCTx=adjuvant chemotherapy;
AdjRTx=adjuvant radiotherapy.



Table 10. Multivariate analysis of favorable prognostic factors for overall
survival

Prognostic factor HR 95% ClI P -value
PLS (vs. Sporadic) 2.0E-06 O0O-» 0.97
Age <60 (vs. >60) 0.94 0.49-1.80 0.85
Endometrioid (vs. Non-endometrioid) 0.23 0.11-0.50 1.9E-04
G1 (vs. Others) 0.61 0.29-1.32 0.21

MI <1/2 (vs. >1/2) 1.01 0.44-2.32 0.97
LVI absent (vs. present) 0.93 0.47-1.82 0.82
FIGO stage I/l (vs. II/IV) 0.35 0.15-0.85 0.02
AdjTx not recieved (vs. recieved) 0.19 0.05-0.74 0.017

Abbreviations: HR=hazard ratio; 95% CI=95% confidence interval;
PLS=probable Lynch syndrome; MI=myometrial invasion;
LVI=lymphovascular space invasion; FIGO=International Federation of
Gynecology and Obstetrics.



Table 11. Comparison of our results to similarly designed, unselected endometrial carcinomas studies

Present study Bruegl AS, etal BackesFJ,etal Leenen CH,etal Mills AM, et al

n=221 n=408 n=140 n=179 n=605
% IHC loss 28 29 21 24 23
% MLH1 loss 18 22 17 18 16
% MLH1 methylated 85 83 NP 97 98
% PLS 13 11 6.7-10.1 6 7
% Lynch syndrome NP NP NP 70 81

Abbreviations: IHC=immunohistochemistry; PLS=probable Lynch syndrome; NP=not performed
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