AU T—RNFRFEREREERLH
IRBIPTENZ & BY B ML AR

Linyuan Wang, np, pi.o, Anna Piskorz, rv.o, Tjalling Bosse, up, pip,
Mercedes_Jimenez-Linan, wp, Brian Rous, up, C. Blake Gilks, up,
James D. Brenton, .o, .oy, Naveena Singh, m.p, and Martin Kobel, u..

WE: PTEN EFENBEENRFNGIPESZOMER,
BERRIRIE PTEN &4 (IHC) MRREERENMURE
EEIEE . AT, EEIREREP PTEN 89 IHC RREMRIEN
ARANENE. FMRHBENZENITHN PTEN £ IHC 83K,
HEES5T—HNFEIRA PTEN REHE#ITIER: 351
Rl (B4, RRINE, SR ARSE) /9 182 fIFERAR
B /EVERRA#TT PTEN B9 IHC fIfRgH ER T —HANF,
15 PTEN IHC Tl PTEN RZEINAEERKRAVEURIE. =M
ERE, T4 PTEN BESARF XN FIHRAMEXMY,
HigR7T 54 PTEN HCH&ER: BRKE. WREEKXE, BX
TRAMEL., RSSE (MEXIFHANER) FREE, PTEN IHC fRK
FM PTEN 3RZEIHRERRKBIBRRMEN 75.4% (95% ESKIE):
62.7-85.5%) , 1¥HMHN84.6% (95% BEXiF:
76.2%-90.9%) , AR 81.2% (95% BfsX(al: 74.4%-
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86.9%) . BEFFSENEMERERA: PTEN REFETT
91.9% MFERENFENERE IAHEFRELINFER
F#HEN PTEN BEYHESTFFENERRLERE

(80.0%vs.19.4%, P<0.0001) ., PTEN SEEFSHER
BENFAES FIEAIHRE R, BINMEBIBEZIFPTEN IHC /]
BFFERNEMEZAVIEENIZE, A, ElRKiLEIgiTH, &
ZE IHC A PTEN MEE#RIFHFERBREZERHN
PTEN K%,

x9E: FERERE, 9FILE,; PTEN

(IJGP.2022 Jan.;41(1):12—19)

PTEN J2& v 5 ISR iR MBI R (84%) 1,
72 H T 9K 28 AU SR8 A e G 2 P L A2
e PTEN k95 MEER S 1E /Cowden ZRETENI—H7, A
£ PTEN WRZRZEALHI LM 875 PO RT AR XU S sl RS
FEERRMRISCE R RARA L K2R, (HPTEN /32
TE AR AU P A RHE MRS E, HAETER
BRI O ANE WL (fE TCGA i h2.6%) M, 34T
ZArE SRt PTEN Szdift (IHC) REH 15 PIRFEE
SHRWEMERHGSIIET, R0, REA RS R T R0
SE MR HEEPERE AT PTEN AR AT IR E,
{H PTEN IHC FHARTEZ Wi SGERrh T2, B2 AR 5% T3¢
LRI SEAR AR ©,

T E B ST R UMPR AR BE,  2R5 T ARVIBR,
il AN B8Oy R/ sRE A Y 0L, SR, O T 2
B, BUREIE SR AT IRENESHE, X PIBK/AKT/m-
TOR @I ZGEIGTT AR R A2 DB B R Al =
Mgt 120, Ak, af SRR PTEN S8 AUA B T IER
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HIbT B BRI ARR, T HS NIEIRRIEAE DS, #il
an, RIS NCT03218826 1ELEHFFE—H PI3Kbeta il 7
1E PTEN ZZ2 M S AR v 4

PIARESR AR THC B O A ) T2 #Z2 FiE
S PRANEA R R PTEN RIAMIEHR “GRE” B
o “Wre s BT B, HAHMEZ MR E PTEN
Bty ABAEE DN BRIGIE BT GEE 2 IM0%) RS
REA TRIK, AN, MHRIE T 2 M Rt R TR
FR/FFME” B SR PTEN & 2K EIREBLIF 2 X
VST QS R s W0 S M SR i | DES T D)
HEAH L PTEN ZOK M50 R, YE 5 b 5 AR R i/ PART
PRy PTEN RIKRHR 0 1810 SR, M AR
AR PR X 5 S8 ST A DG

AW H ERRAER A 15 PSS KR A PG PTEN
THC 2P R #l R — RS PTEN DiRgs (LOF) 584k
PIERTE. 35 AN HIZ NG PTEN i8S 15 NI ZH 2L
AN IR R

HH55EZ

BEEE

i P P AR SR IS 1) 5 PR TR A /R B PR AR D)
PRAWEER B 5 ANIRERRL, 5 B G456 12 Wi o S 1 5 i
i ARSI GL1-2 TENBREE, LREIZN 2:1:1,
FERiiFFE ) BRI 200 B >50% TP53 5848 5 141,
PTEN THC F£Z %M DAKO Omnis 7% (H30-R10-30) FlfR
i fEPTENYUA »if%S 138G6 (Cell Signaling) , Fif1/60,
C3R1S Alberta #iE % B S EFRIF R ZE RS (HRE-
BA-CC-16-0156) HIfEHLME,

PTEN IHC: SeE4AIEzRYARIRE

PTEN THC HMNARRTA IR SRR HIEE (LW,
FIMLK.) BHSZRIE, THC AR —B0msilie 2 Sk e R E &L
ISEAER, ISR (1) SATEREE, MR
JERARE THIBIN PTEN THC Yetaiifis; (2) 7EPIHR (il
M FR SN fRREIENLT, MR PTEN Jutase 4
B (3) TEsiREbAL, MiRgniatE tEiEm T HHR X % PTEN
Gettse B, FIZXIRAA B, HLALX A R
BB 5 (4) SRR, i 4 i s
PTEN $tiufil/b;  (5) DKz —RbgriARmE 2, IX 05

AR XA PTEN fssiugifiaet, REEIIEIE1)
HERAZ R, X A BURIRIN S, A THC PR T1E
o AN 7 EH Ao £ 7 £ e o i S A 7 £ A4
WRERIATF],  AER S AL BTG, AR T g e ir o0 it
TTHEIT, fERRdit (i) SEb (e AR,

PTENIU
TEJERTIF R 7 PE-150 bp /5%, BIfE Illumina
MiSeq s HiSeq.4000 | i ¥ b i 4 384 7 I8 12 I 15
(TAmSeq) 1, PTEN HEEANgmbs X # 0L & 18 Hbrdlrh,
QOAGFTIR, I B R A S 30 UE A N A BT R IGV
AP EATRS), PTEN R4 A E (ClinVAr 1
COSMIC) 116, 171

FKitF ot
POLE %%, HEUIEAIA p53 HRAHURA FI SR 19,
FEIFT 959% FHETKIIKIBORIE, H5 SR B ERAERE,

SR

PTEN IHC MEHE—H1EM S5 T—HRUF (NGS) B9—
i

=), M5 AHULBEE T 207 Grs Wik 78 NI T E
PRSI AG/SIBRRR A, 24 B2, 1 4] PTEN THC 2RI,
Uk, 182 5l PTEN A1 THC BHEH AN 730, B FAT1T
PTENIHC /%, ARG Al sidss s anamsa N — 8
) PTEN Zetaliur, Bl TR 2 v SURBHAfZ (B1)
MIAFIH Y E A R THC Bt GERBRRINEbERR) HH
ftuBAFIAH Fef Ny, Mg R AT EE MR PSR (k=0.71,
86% —#, 156/182 ffil) . £i& THC 73R AIRL F7R,
15 42% R BIHrT RIS G F ) PTEN 5348, REZHAH
LOF (56.7%) sRIEFIN (NS) 2¥74% (77.8%) HRHIIEEASH
TR AN PTEN 53728, #0KZH0E a8 = PTEN
SR RARIR] S,

T AIREA 7 AR SR E s Bk, FRATIANB
JE BB HERR T 17/182 (9.3%) Bl EA WEFERE THC
B (2) o PTEN 3451 THC RS Z R — S
MAR5ESE (£ 1) . PTENIHC AT PTEN LOF 2875116
MR 75.4% (95% BFEXE: 62.7%-85.5%) , RN
84.6% (95% BESXIAl: 76.2%-90.9%) , UEMEN 81.2%
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(74.4%-86.9%) . H 16 fiil PTEN FRiKiHkJAH A A I 5]
LOF 2, XA—SumKl THC BT T EER, HAE
WAHEMESR, B—H, B 15 HIf#fE LOF 82 H R
T PTEN #ik, iX 15 il LOF RARTEAN 2K W 2, 15 f
{EBH P B 10 1l A] DARRRE AL INE LOF S8 28 AR
KA. mRNA RETTIC AT 52 01 W S A b 58 4 e B 4
SAR R FIB AN AT N AR S IR AT/ 58 THC R H TR
S&, 15 BIMBEHMER B R A 11 BIFES R/ PTEN 284

(14/15NS, 178988 .

RIBLALRF LRI S REY PTEN 24

BATER LR 7 THC BB G F I iras iR, DA
ARHPER /GG PTEN "8 (R3) o SRS, Wy
Krlg) 7 2T THC (44.7%vs.37.6%) o HI T EIRAREAR
— B YHEBI, FATEI S IR IR MR IR T PTEN 5=

HASE, Hrb PTEN S4 1045 PTEN  THC FEREIH /B 1E
T PTEN LOF F1 NS 28748, MR¥RIX—& X, 91.9% H+EMN
ERERE1 A7/ PTEN ", 5T ENBSRIRVEEMLL, Frak
BT ENB RS PTEN 4 1 & 4 R 8 3% 1

(80.0%vs.19.4%, P<0.0001) . fEARFHLL, FENBIR
M9 PTEN RE M EERN 0~33%, T NEBFEEN
70:8%~100%. [FIFE, FA NN E MR PTEN 5848
M50 % B = T B IR M (72.5%vs.13.6%,
P<0.0001) , fEARFHLD, FE BRI PTEN S AL %
M 0%% 28% (2MHULK0%) | 1B NI 1B IR
PTEN 2824018 H 61.5% % 78.8%.

TR FIEE PTEN %
FENIEREER S TR PTEN Jefafise. PTEN 28
A5F1 PTEN & BHRIRIE 4. 5 201K 21 TCGA B\
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1. PTEN S AR —ANEFE 2N —%k

n/N (%)

LOF NS VUS NMD &it
e 46 (742) 1 (1.6) 2 (32) 13 (21.0) 62 (34.1)
Witk 6 (35.3) 0 2 (11.8) 9 (52.9) 17 (9.3)
BEXTEEH 4 (33.3) 0 0 8 (66.7) 12 (6.6)
VEEE] 5 (12.8) 3 (7.7) 2 (5.1) 29 (74.4) .39 (21.4)
Y 6 (11.5) 5 (9.6) 6 (11.5) 35 (67.3),. 52 (28.6)
ait 67 (36.8) 9 (5.00 12 (6.6) 94 (51.6) 182

LOFRTINEEIRAK; NMD, KRMEIRE; NS, JERN;
VUS, FHEZXHZEL,

RBAHEL, POLEmut A1 MMRd # PTEN Sy &A%k
W, MARREE 707 p53 S8 A IR RIR- O
BFEY, P=0.18) . PTEN WEiipEfRIERT 7+
PRI, HERIAERALL

i1ie

TRITIIBFSEM] PTEN THC fil PTEN LOF 52 il
BUFAG—CbE, $A7T, PTEN THC FOMERMEMRISES, PRE
Vi PTEN St Rr7ik, HOA—Leiiit PTEN SeAsityiifl
{74%% THC 580 PTEN 355 (ISIVE THC) , {HATHIIECRAY
IS DN S SPTENE (I Fa56, THCRIFF
I A T RIS T2 IR A ST PTEN s,

Dijordjevic K3 4 & B E I 72 BTy PTEN

LOF 2825 /51, PTEN IHC 5 Sanger U5 HA AU HERTM::
HOERMER 73.2% (R 6 THE, AMUFEERE) | midkdiim
WFFEHERME N 81.2060), TEIXIMFSEH, FAl R & BB MR
(75.4%, 4 Djordjevic M HFH) 86.3% FHLL) , (HRF =1
i (84.6%, 5 DjordjevicH AN 64.5% FHEL) O, Rk
kBT 5 Sanger MFHHEL, NGSHUBURME T &, 1E
THC WIS BIH IS AR R o 5, REBRAT I BAF SR T
HAG TP53 S8R T E NI, (HPTEN SRS A IS
52 BifkiEMH 5 (34%-65%) 1418191 Fofi & B 1~ Er P
FeE (72.5%) PTEN 58835, Flkd +E IR 1 9
(84.6%) WLRIERL, A, B NGS HAG s #kit R,
BAUHARREEI N S (N=16) HIREIHEG B REEZ
PTEN RIX, (HEAE KB, X5 ZFiress f—
B0 B THC RS SIVF 22 AN 72007 A & BRI 2 W EHE 7 5+
o KRZEWEERART PTEN Bah =Pk, 19% T8
NSRS RIS X AR, AR, PEUUBEL (AisTaliks
) AHET 6% MMARINE T EL SRR, XL 5
Mg AR EZER  (fF TCGA B, HIEE 2% M1
EPEYEH) 19, A, PTEN THC A RAGINE] 22 RhH AL
il 'F 81 PTEN FKIAEE, 5 microRNA, W75 & A ik
S PERIREAR: (21,
5 Djordjevic FeH[FSHMIRFFAEEL, TR THC W
W PTEN S48 (Y BURMERAIK, X2 T 15 Bk E] LOF 28
A% {H THC #23X PTEN, 3XE&5{51 b k) A 20 il ARGy
SRR R BRI (MeUIEUE) LOF 58742,

El2.PTEN W R EER, FHERRERBANAMENH S ROREKIE (A) , SERREEZMNALMREREELL, RN

AR R EIREE 8RR (B) o
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2. EEIEERRELRTH PTEN IHCRAHIEEFB M IHC 55

IHC 15 7 1D R HE g FNREEAKE EE=SpiES AR

YEEE] VAN13 EEPNTES p.I1101Nfs*6 107 0.61 TR
1REE BARO7 RETALE p.W111* 111 0.15 TR
VEEE] VAN28 NS p.P169Afs*11 180 0.39 TR
R CAM14 IRAILLE p.Q214* 214 0.32 TR
RE CAL42 EEPNTTS p:K267Rfs*9 276 0.18 TR
REG BAR10 EEPNTES p.E18Gfs*25 43 0.05 REMEREAE
REG CAL26 REALE p.T319* 319 0.77 B HAEL T
1REE LEI21 EEINTES p.T319* 319 0.45 R HAE M
VEEE] VANO3 NS p.T319Nfs*6 325 0.54 B HAEY b7
EEE] BAR21 514]) NA NA IR
VEEE] VAN30 514]) NA NA BRI

B X RERH CAM23 NERK p.S305Rfs*4 309 0.37 BERAEMTER IHC K0Y
B XA CAM31 IRRILIE p.R233* 233 0.36 IHC kMg
ROCREBHD CAM24 EEINTES p.K164Rfs*3 167 0.36 IHC 5%

B XA BAR04 NS p.R47Sfs*9 56 0.48 IHC k%

IHCRRRZAWL; NA, FiEHA,

AIRE S AE—RAEDIREMEEE A, I E A ANE A N Kbt
TR THC K3 ; 538 =HIEA BP9, nlRex & A i
SRPFAARRTINRZN ;2 R RE S ARSE O B R AR A G, H
A% 5 BIATRE 5P IRFSE 2 8] THC R 25 5 05, AT

(5% 138G6, DAKO Omnis 45 E14S) 1 Djord-
vic AR (clone 6H2.1, DAKO on LeicaBond) {#)f
AR THC A%, XPFifh PTEN HifktE §R”5 PI3K-AKT
WIS DG 2224 FRAT I R R Fh i R 3 — L6 SRS TUAF O Y

R3IBEIIHC, NFAH TR BRTRARF LI FENE
FEHRPTENKIZRE (HBR T ILSRREIHCENF B X REAHHE R
&)

AR /N (%)
RABF prENIHCERS.  PTEN LOF SINSRE  #ZBBEPTENSE
R 62/165 (37.6) 76/170 (44.7) 85/165 (51.5)
EEC1 22/37 (59.5) 33/39 (84.6) 34/37(91.9)
EEC2 10/22 (45.5) 14/18 (77.8) 16/22 (72.7)
EEC3 13/21 (61.9) 11/23 (47.8) 14/21 (66.7)
sk 4 0/1(0) 0/1(0) 0/1(0)
W 9/62 (14.5) 9/66 (13.6) 12/62 (19.4)
BalE 5/9 (55.6) 7/10 (70) 6/9 (66.7)
BB 3/8 (37.5) 2/8 (25) 3/8(37.5)
ERR4AR 0/5 (0) 0/5 (0) 0/5 (0)
BFRRMIZLI

EECRTFEWNMERE; LOF, INEERRK; NS, FRINKE,

TEEEORIE, Rl fEIRE IR A, RIMEAE 2 Sk iy
B ETHeORMPEE R, 6.6% MIRHIHAR S R AGERE PTEN
BRR (ESORBHIAERY) o 5 “BrAR” RIhRIR e A
IR AHRAR L, T2 B R A R B S e, (HIX RS
bt WS RIS, 5 MR 4 PO R e
I B GRS, (ED 9 BHRRRH Y. 4 = SORBHER Y 5 LR A
M e FEER R RS 72N, FRATTWFFE LS T Y — B0tk
WA T/ Dako 5if% 6H2.18 [HFFY (86%vs.91%) o 5
Dako Omnis /Y Cell Signaling 5il% 138Ge6 dlAAHLE, AT
RELLARFE /2 Leica Bond k1 Dako »il% 6H2.1 A KM

T4 @BIIHC, NFEMEIMBRLRFEREERR S 7R
HPTENKICRE (HEBR T IES2REIHCENIF B X R BRI ERH
)

n/N (%)
DFILE
PTENIHC##% PTENLOF or NSRT E#MEZPTENFE
FrEFERERERE  45/80 (56.2) 58/80 (72.5) 64/80 (80)
POLE mut 4/8 (50.0) 7/8 (87.5) 7/8(87.5)
NSMP 19/31 (61.3) 20/28 (71.4) 25/31(80.7)
MMRd 16/30 (53.3) 27/32 (84.4) 26/30 (86.7)
P53abn 4/8 (50) 4/8 (50) 6/11 (54.5)

EECRRFENERRE, LOF, IIEERRK; MMRd, $EELiEE
fRPE; NS, FERXKRE; NSMP, RHED FRE,
p53abn. p53&%&.
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LOF SR U A aatel,

TERZ Bt PTEN FIKERAEEEA MRg U v kg v]
WE, X575 PSR AL b SR IR A — 3
(21, R, A EEEE] (9.3%) Rt PTEN JE 5 f&
Je, FHH—LE PTEN S /2 1 Rg st i R b ik o B vk
TR, JEHEATRAET FENBRFEENATE 778 U
T BN R o X R w0,
PTEN KIKE AT DURAES JRkbiy, IXstsmid 7 6 4 Akgy)
JriEAT PTEN THC RS2, fEBATFARRSIH, PTEN 1
X 5 B/ S M 2 kA X AR RS R B 2 AR — 3L,
X THC SR DX I T 17 Bl B 4 AT AR K PR st gk D
AP BT AR H R, SERTCERNA T PTEN MR
g9paX, JFHBEEM 2K HS PTEN &A% 2mKE IAAR
R, RN, KZE PTEN RIik k551wl
i LOF 5848 (87.2%) , XSERHZIEHWG (88.5%) #H
L, DRI, FRATREHE AN SRR 2RI I S i IS o —
Yl, bRWEEDNE 5% NS PTEN 5828 AA8k28 PTEN #3X,
#1554 PTEN THC Wil LOF 5328 et T HAE S, L
41 TP53 8¢ ARID1ARS 261, 7¢ TP53 FIARID1A H, HEF1YIRE
ERIAR D 2 T R L V25 LR,

BATIRF s R S Im KRR A MM, [ PTEN T4
A BT X 77 B IR 5 3R A SR, Rl
JBAE p53 RHEMFENEREDT 27, [HSTEENZ, &AW
WFFRh 1B PSSR PTEN 5328 RIS T TCGA %
i (13.6% X 2.6%) M, ST =45 NEE W E 2
i ] A (R RIS, 281, — AR R AN [l oL 12 bR iR
Ao #5HUL R B BRI M T PTEN S848 6 ) IEsE 1
X R 2AHUDZAHEN 0, M5 1 AHULEREERN 28%,
% T PTEN fE%5 1 E PR P53 S 115 N BRI A
PEREH B W BRSO 55— N
P2 W I P2 DX 20 Bege P 5 P P B N RS A, Bl 4
BRI, HLUAPEE N E AN R DAL THC PTEN £
IRERIAIA, AZXEERAE BT AR L (2R &
A iR MR 2031 SR, X — MRS 2 BBk, RINTE
HYULEH - HANBE PR L4 PTEN 5848, XK
PTEN 3Epr brTRER —ASFITAR, SR, J5—DF5 %
A SRR RO AR PTEN THC 28U PTEN A%
EHRARK 5 DA IH PR TSR e 20 300, FSErH T, 4
IR E N BTN IR A PTEN FIKERE M AR5

HHERRXURE,  [RIEAN N 45 pEeR HLAE A i AR BIEOL, 2RTm,  fE R
A TN A S BT AR A,  PTEN FOAERK S
TEPBARIAREE RSN, X2 75 PIRAE RO,

g5 LR, FAI&E PTEN THC S5l AH LA (R4
JRiBRE, FATHHIA T PTEN THC AHOLIREEERA: 2 15 P
MR, R AEAICHRIRIERIEDLR, FATABPTEN
THC FH 7 # Eba] DU HER A PTEN RS, 28, BT
PTEN RSB HIERBIE R, T I2W H R T Figisr
REIASAPIGEFF A G B, X TE%T PTEN SHREBRIIGT T AR
HEB T, BAHERAAE LSS = NEET PTEN THC 1P L.
A

S 30

1. * Cancer Genome Atlas Research Network, Kandoth C,
Schultz N, et al. Integrated genomic characterization
of endometrial carcinoma. Nature 2013;497:67-73.

2. Mutter GL, Lin MC, Fitzgerald JT, et al. Altered
PTEN expression as a diagnostic marker for the
earliest endometrial precancers. J Natl Cancer Inst
2000;92:924-30.

3. Tan MH, Mester JL, Ngeow J, et al. Lifetime cancer
risks in individuals with germline PTEN mutations.
Clin Cancer Res 2012;18:400-7.

4. Alkushi A, Kébel M, Kalloger SE, et al. High-grade
endometrial carcinoma: serous and grade 3 endome-
trioid carcinomas have different immunophenotypes
and outcomes. Int J Gynecol Pathol 2010;29:343-50.

5. Han G, Sidhu D, Duggan MA, et al. Reproducibility
of histological cell type in high-grade endometrial
carcinoma. Mod Pathol 2013;26:1594-604.

6. Chen W, Husain A, Nelson GS, et al. Immunohisto-
chemical profiling of endometrial serous carcinoma.
Int J Gynecol Pathol 2017;36:128-39.

7. Brett MA, Woodbeck R, Nelson GS, et al. High-grade
endometrial carcinoma: a practical approach using
ancillary testing to distinguish grade 3 endometrioid
from serous carcinoma. Can J Pathology 2019;11:44-58.

8. Garg K, Broaddus RR, Soslow RA, et al. Pathologi
scoring of PTEN immunohistochemistry in endome-

trial carcinoma is highly reproducible. Int J Gynecol

2022, Vol3No1 | 17



International Journal of Gynecological Pathology

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Pathol 2012;31:48-56.

Djordjevic B, Hennessy BT, Li ], et al. Clinical assessment
of PTEN loss in endometrial carcinoma: immunohisto-
chemistry outperforms gene sequencing. Mod Pathol
2012;25:699-708.

Colombo N, Creutzberg C, Amant F, et al. ESMO-ES-
GOESTRO Consensus Conference on Endometrial
Cancer: diagnosis, treatment and follow-up: Ann Oncol
2016;27:16-41.

Slomovitz BM, Coleman RL. The PI3K/AKT/mTOR
pathway as a therapeutic target in endometrial cancer.
Clin Cancer Res 2012;18:5856—64.

Dillon LM, Miller TW. Therapeutic targeting of
cancers with loss of PTEN function. Curr Drug Targets
2014;15:65-79.

Martins FC, Couturier DL, Paterson A, et al. Clinical
and pathological associations of PTEN expression in
ovarian cancer: a multicentre study from the Ovarian
Tumour Tissue Analysis Consortium. Br J Cancer
2020;123:793-802.

Singh N, Piskorz AM, Bosse T, et al. p53 immunohisto-
chemistry is an accurate surrogate for TP53 mutational
analysis in endometrial carcinoma biopsies. J Pathol
2020;250:336-45.

Piskorz AM, Ennis D, Macintyre G, et al. Metha-
nol-based fixation is superior to buffered formalin
for next-generation sequencing of DNA from clinical
cancer samples. Ann Oncol 2016;27:532-9.

Forbes SA, Beare D, Gunasekaran P, et al. COSMIC:
exploring the world’ s knowledge of somatic mutations
in human cancer. Nucleic Acids Res 2015;43:D805-11.
Landrum M]J, Lee JM, Riley GR, et al. ClinVar: public
archive of relationships among sequence variation and
human phenotype. Nucleic Acids Res 2014;42:D980-85.
Risinger JI, Hayes AK, Berchuck A, et al. PTEN/M-
MACI1 mutations in endometrial cancers. Cancer Res
1997;57:4736-8.

Cerami E, Gao J, Dogrusoz U, et al. The cBio cancer
genomics portal: an open platform for exploring
multidimensional cancer genomics data. Cancer
Discov 2012;2:401-4.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Salvesen HB, MacDonald N, Ryan A, et al. PTEN methyl-
ation is associated with advanced stage and microsatel-
lite instability in endometrial carcinoma. Int J Cancer
2001;91:22-26.

Zhang S, Yu D. PI(3)king apart PTEN’ s role in cancer.
Clin Cancer Res 2010;16:4325-30.

Pallares J, Bussaglia E, Martinez-Guitarte JL, et al. Immu-
nohistochemical analysis of PTEN in endometrial
carcinoma: a tissue microarray study with a comparison
of four commercial antibodies in correlation with
molecular abnormalities. Mod Pathol 2005;18:719-27.
Pfeifer M, Grau M, Lenze D, et al. PTEN loss defines a
PI3K/'AKT pathway-dependent germinal center subtype
of diffuse large B-cell lymphoma. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S
A 2013;110: 12420-5.

Waniczek D, $nietura M, Lorenc Z, et al. Assessment of
PI3K/AKT/PTEN signaling pathway activity in colorectal
cancer using quantum dot-conjugated antibodies. Oncol
Lett 2018;15: 1236-40.

Kobel M, Piskorz AM, Lee S, et al. Optimized p53
immunohistochemistry is an accurate predictor of
TP53 mutation in ovarian carcinoma. J Pathol Clin
Res 2016;2: 247-58.

Khalique S, Naidoo K, Attygalle AD, et al. Optimised
ARID1A immunohistochemistry is an accurate predictor
of ARID1A mutational status in gynaecological cancers.
J Pathol Clin Res 2018;4:154-66.

Brett MA, Atenafu EG, Singh N, et al. Equivalent survival
of p53 mutated endometrial endometrioid carcinoma
grade 3 and endometrial serous carcinoma. Int J Gyne-
col Pathol 2020;40:116-23.

Gilks CB, Oliva E, Soslow RA. Poor interobserver repro-
ducibility in the diagnosis of high-grade endometrial
carcinoma. Am J Surg Pathol 2013;37:874-81.

Mutter GL, Ince TA, Baak JP, et al. Molecular identifica-
tion of latent precancers in histologically normal
endometrium. Cancer Res 2001;61:4311-4.

Mutter GL, Monte NM, Neuberg D, et al. Emergence,
involution, and progression to carcinoma of mutant
clones in normal endometrial tissues. Cancer Res
2014;74:2796-802.

2022, Vol3No1 | 18



International Journal of Gynecological Pathology

31. LacV, Nazeran TM, Tessier-Cloutier B, et al. Oncogenic 32. Moore L, Leongamornlert D, Coorens THH, et al. The
mutations in histologically normal endometrium: the mutational landscape of normal human endometrial
new normal? J Pathol 2019;249:173-81. epithelium. Nature 2020;580:640-6.

OSImE Tortte B 2R R

2022, Vol3No1 | 19



