NS

fnAciZE EHMRAIAN MLH1 &Y

5 AR RIIEFRFERHEX T

Tuce Soylemez, mp.,, Gozde Kir, un, Zeynep C. Olgun, mp.,, Safiye R. Dur, up,
Muzaffer I. Tosun, up, Handan Ankarali, up, Berna Demircan, mp, Ibrahim A. Kaya, u.p,
and Ates Karateke, mp.

e BaixTiEEl(EE Mismatch repair (MMR) ERTRIE
M MLH1 BEAS K REFFEEXERNAREEBRER. 7T
AR, FHN19HT 198 FliEL M FEREEYIFRIR A
MMR 28R ABERURESE MLH1. PMS2 FRiAGRKHEH
NEEPEMRS, ALE, FHiTiTE MMR £E2RFRIEARKIEA
SlakFBEFFHERNEXY. FERESTEDR, FRUIE B
BEXHEARTE MMR Z2ERARKMEPERL (535079
P=0.023 1 P=0.001) , %[&HZ Logistic Y3573 tFFREA, X
ApEECHE4HRES MMR EERIAREKEEEX (P=0.002,

OR=2.674, 95%CI|=1.418-5.045) , F1iELL3RT MLH1 #
PMS2 RiXiRK S HMEBR AR KIPENIGAKRRBIEFIE. #
mEibixT MLH1 BEAMESMMRERRIE. REE(LIME
Bl PRRIBSFIE, 51/54 5 MLH1 #01 PMS2 RiXFRELHIBETE
£ MLH1 BEWY, TEHAEZES TP, BRAEES MLHL,

PMS2 RixAFRKUKR MLHT1 BE4AEERX (2575
P=0.004 1 P=0.005) , %X Z Logistic BEl/AZTETR, i
KIEES MLHL #1 PMS2 RiIXREKUR MLHT R EAEE
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X (95175 P=0.002, OR=14.222, 95%CIl= 2.560-79.026
#1 P=0.008, OR=22.222, 95%Cl|=2.220-222.395) ., (]

RIZESRREE MLH1 #1 PMS2 FRiATRKAZEZER (34.3%) BT
FTHIREAR, XrJgERHTEMRTINRFEMEES

X52iE. FENEE; BicBEER; BEASh
(IJGP.2022 sep;41(5):484—-495)

TN (Endometrial carcinoma,EC) &

% 7477 1 K AR ARG Mg, 2018 R BRI
Ff44 380, 000 5l (https://www.werf.org/dietand-
cancer/cancer trends/endometrial-cancer-statistics) .

5 MMR #HHFRIEZHECHLEE, #HALBE (MMR)
dif FET I E CA7 1E g 122 T vb E2 4 L 345 22 R0 it = A 38 i =<5 4
Ptz etel, T MLHT REAC) LA ETMRE S S TE (
Lynch syndrome, LS) tHxH ECs 1, [Kitt MLHT HH3AL
W T i A AU R, MLH1 #1 PMS2 EKIXHELHECs #H
Alge 2 MLHT J58+ M S8, miEA T LS, &
A LS B MMR # HARIEFR R A A A5 MSH2 H1 MSH6 [F] I
fRJe, MSHG6 BpAHERIAT PMS2 FRARERSCT S, fEARTRFH,
T3 H 7 MMR 3RIBERK 5 m RIAPERFERIAH R M. FRAT]
Le3 7 MLH1 #1 PMS2 FRIRERI 5 HAh # H 2R IKER IS B iR
Z B AN BRI, 5 8h, BATTELEE 7 MLHT WAL
MMR FRIRERIAR B EAC R - (A B fm AR SR B fIE . ARG FRAT]
XELA SCERHY BT 5T, B IR E G MMR & HHK
WEH A K MLHT HEACIRZES 5 i IR s B FF AE Z [R] BY 5K
R,

MESRE
fCIRHLE
HATHIBE 7RG 1 [E PR A5 2% G 2= S B o,
4 2019/0513,

i 5
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EMESRE (C, D100X) o MSH2 1 MSH6 7EfhJEE

E 1. X HEMmE (A100X, B200X) o MLH1 #1 PMS2

RigwATR%E (E, F100X) ,
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£E

Zit 5 S 198 %A1E 2016 4F 11 H & 2020 4 1 HIH[HE
TEA A AR /RS JE B R 2 R 2GR I o e R e =2 EC F
ARIESEE RS, WERREIE BRI AR I EE [0,
MR MR R/, URRIERE. HUZ R, e
T3 (pT 770)  EirE~Blka =571 (FIGO 771)
DARATCE Iz B, MBS FERS, MR SR B4, 3L,
LI RIFRRAE (LVD) BARFZFEERTE (PND ]

O

RIEF I

FARYVIGRARAH 10% /R SMREIE, TG H M BOR A
H, At 4um Vb, 73KRER. DHELE AR AR,
| RS st VTS TR SYit iR 7] Do A Bl 7 R s R S 11 W e 1 B
FURBERFEIIE], & AR MMR B9 R St
(IHC) &R, MKHE Quick FHRIE, RALZRIER 57
MRAEATERRIE, BERHYRTZ. R MW RS IRALIRAEA
PERRRAELS, an — A B EAUZRZ TR, WRA 2=
E P B
ArTe A S 7bk L2 R SR FH e o R TR TP, e
JRAH DGR SN 0 o7, IRIHIAGAFEMIREAH M 24 E, TC
182/, BORHPER,

LU

SEA
(OGEFE—TERTEMR IR TMMR ez gl b e t, A
A 4um V)|, %08 LeicaBOND-MAX &l & 4t
(Leica Biosystems, Wetzlar, fE[E) #HEHHEITARHL
Kgef: MLH1 (Novocastra, %fESES505, 1:50)
PMS2 (Novocastra, 5fESMOR4G, 1:100) , MSH?2
(Novocastra, 5f#525D12, K#MmF) , f1 MSH6
(Novocastra, »f£=5PU29, 1:100) ,

28425 AR (G.K. #f1 T.S.) 733liFE THC et
Fro NERA—ZBHYEG, 2 A2 ZENCKIEMBE &
e, BUKRRIEIH, MMR &[4 (MLHI, PMS2, MSH2 8
MSHG6) @& NyRigmRis, SPHNE—2 5 AR
JREATN, EARAER 99 HRIHIERIE, € SONARIRGRI BANH
£ (https://www.thebagp.org/download/bagp-mmr

ihc-interpretation-june-2020/) (B 1) .
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DNA HE{L 3R

M 54 2 MLH1 #1 PMS2 THC Z:3RiKXH EC B35 AN 34
g RN BEAEAR (T R K+ 5 VIFRPR A 1 5 N i)
i, EBUERTHI SRS 10um VI, i/ Invitrogen
Pure Link Genomic DNA Mini Kit (Thermo Fisher
Scientific, Waltham, MA) f2BZLFE4H DNA, ZJ51%H#
A4S, i EZ DNA Methylation-Gold Kit
(Zymo Research Corp, Irvine, CA) X} DNA #1T{&
M, Wis .2, FHOFEMEL 400 ng DNA, ¥ DNA 5 130uL
MR A ERIEBTAWRE 200uL PCR BEHIRA, B TRIGIMY
(BioRad, Hercules, CA) Y, 98°C W& 5 738, 64°C ¥
B 2.5/M, ARlg, ¥EMERE] Zymo-Spin IC A,
oe. Wilsft, PHAOE SaRPhliR S Ehe1aHY DNA 18 10pul
Dl PO, B EE 2uL BT H) DNA HTJE%2 PCR,

Z SR T AR =1 PCR (MSP) . 5 Z,
AR 81 )5 H) DNA X MSP 5|99 1, iXLeq(¥pA]
R R MLHT 55K )5 3+ K B R B0 iR S b e 5
PRI 5, B3E MLH 1 JE R 2 MSP 519 8 1E ]
5-TTTTTTTAGGAGTGAAGGAGGTTAC-3"' #1jz1r]
5'-ACTAAACACGAATACTACGAACGAT-3', RHEHRAL
MLH1 2 A% 5% MSP 5% 1EA] 5'-TTTTTTTAGGAGT-
GAAGGAGGTTAT-3" #ifzIn] 5'-ACTAAACACAAATACTA-
CAAACAAT-3's PCR ¥H Zymo Taq DNA &1 (Zymo
Research Corp, Irvine, CA) ., &M 2X PCR &
R, 25 25mM Ry RER A% B R — BElR 1k LA A 2% 0.5umol/L
PEF. =IAasI¥. 95°C 1043%F; 95°C 30 #», 55.5°C 40
#b, 72°C 1518, 3% 40 PMEA (M MU 5|9401E)
)5 72°C ZEH 7 538h, B PCR P9 EAEZ] 10% B IGIERE
Bl b, Ik Oveset, SIMIN PU%E, MSP 5|9k
H o] LIRS R F 2 18 H A A28 DNA FrifE s
(ZymoResearch Corp) ‘i,

 —

SFitsth
gt ot %A IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows, fik

A 22.0 (Chicago, IL) . XH Fisher filfifi4s, Pearson y?
fegufl Freeman-Halton fee il ARR B2 £S5 MMR &
ARIBIRESIIH M, P 1E <0.05 BN N EEGIHERE N, K
H 2 K& Logistic [A]J31+5 OR &1 95% RI{EXH (CD) |

11
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DA MMR FRikHe, MMR IR LHPASz MLHT H
AL S Im RS 8 RIRYA O, S AT BE T I RIS
B NI 855 TR 2 H 21 R IR AET - 2 8] B S [A]
7Bt IS [A)HE M\ 1~ 5 B FB B I R Z H 25— IR E & 5’
oI ik g 2 RIS ], Log-rank #&:56 FH T BRI 2 4E1E 704,

et
IR RFFIRIE R

W[l o

W5 AL 198 wifil, 2T MMR S H R4 R

e, B YERR 60 &, HAFERR 59 & (28-89 %) . H

T REZFBEFERET 50 & (n=176, 88.9%) |,

RIEEERATT A

50 ZMEN IR T ENERMEILIR FIGO 73900 2 4,

FIGO I 2 11 2+ 5 NEREE S H OG0, T Ze+B M

FERE N =IO, AW ELAE AR e R 71,

R | ARG E NERAERE 164 Bl (82.8%)

T'_‘,*L‘D’K{{Qﬁ
B (n=10) . BV (n=6) FIMPIH (n=9) o

A

=1 7]

21 B (10.6%) « Rtk (n=2, 1%) FE1LiE

(n=11, 5.6%) 13 #Hll, FIPRER/ 4.5 cm,

/NA 4em (0.4-13cm) o FRHE Rg A/ it

— I ik

HRASZ R oK

2 T

H: <2cm f1 Z22cm (<2cm: n=25, 12.6%; =2cm:

n=171, 86.4%) .

T AL EIR TR B 3 2 A . JRBR T+ 5 W)

FESEE

HUERE /N 1/2 (<1/2: n=143, 72.2%) FfiZiELEEE

1/2&PAE (=1/2: n=55, 27.8%) . Bk

AL T AR 2

171 B, CAEREENK AR (n=38, 22.2%) . iXiE

(n=97, 56.7%) . WRHIZ%x (n=11, 6.4%) .

R TL o A

PEPRIA

(n=23, 13.5%) HEEERYREAE (n=2, 1.2%) . pT 7+¥in
34 KZEHEH (n=112) M 1al (56.6%) , 43 HlH

1b i (21.7%) , 43 H08 2 B PAE (21.7%)
A7k 3 2H: RZEOvB (n=112) RN IA M (56.6%) |,

FIGO 47

42 o9 1B B (21.2%) , 44 B9 1T A PA L (22.2%) .

EHZE 29 ] (14.6%) , 115 ] (58.1%)

S Mt

JI_‘c\/E] -

AT T 4

/e FE o ks kB g4, Hp 21 Bl (18.3%) K4
(51.9%) ., 35
{5 BRI IAAE (17.8%) , 37 Bl LVI (18.7%) , 2

LR, 96 BIXLER2 I AH S M 4 i

BIHPIPNI (18.7%) o

MMR EHRAEGR

120 IR (60.6%) MMR HHERERIK, 78 HilifH
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(39.4%) FiXHrIE, ¥ MMR & HFRIEBHRIIRG 530K 2 NE
H: MLH1 #1 PMS2 [A]INFRiAHKL (n=68, 87.1%) FIHR
MMR HEHARIRRS: (B PMS2, Hudl MSH2, #ud MSH6
PAR MSH2 #1 MSH6#RIAFRIERDE)  (n=10, 12.8%) (K
2) &

DNA REAL 3R
54/68% MLH1 1 PMS2 FikEis: gttt MLH1 H
FAbARem, 12 BIRTCIg iR maelbR, A 2 BilE o
SRS R A AS I B HE R
TEFMEIEHEFENEALER (n=34) H, TN
(AR EAL R By 1Y, R MLH1 ERAEIER 5
NIEH R PR ZAERRA L, bz T, MSP 7i#rigsR, 7E54
B MLH1 1 PMS2 kAR, 51 BIRE MLHT H
b (94.4%) . T AWM HB, HIEAILgs R
MMR & H R IK G- K MR — 2 5080 MLH1 3 A4E
(n=51) 1 MMR #EH ‘ﬁﬁbdi FiE [ (BExRZ)
MLHTARREAIE (n=3) FIHAE MMR & HRIAHRIHY I
(n=10) ] M,

MMR EEREIRESIGFFIES KR

{ERLRIZR 7, MMR 8 R IEGRE SR ZRTEA H
AR AH QI A E A OC (93819 P=0.023410.001) . 2[H
2 Logistic [A]J35 817 MMR £ F6RRE 2 IR AH < bk B 4 A
AWM mWEF (P=0.002, OR=2.674,
95% CI=1.418-5.045, % 1) .

MLH1 #1 PMS2 RiAFR&K S Hitt MMR & B R1AFRKHP
LM MLH1 BE{45 MMR ZER R ATRK KB E (L
B Z B IGRFIES IR

FATEERR 7 MLH1 1 PMS2 Fikbde 5 Hth MMR HEH
RERIC R R DA Kz MLHT Bk 5 MMR & [ F8AE AR H
FACIE Z [ IR R EES 8L, TE R IRIZR A, BERARIAR
5 MLH1 #1 PMS2 FRiksk& AR MLHT WEAL R FHR (9
Al P=0.004 #10.005) , Z[A= Logistic [AI)A73Hr3RHH, I8
RS MLH1 #1 PMS2 3RIKERR LA MLHT FREAL w35
% (P=0.002, OR=14.222, 95% CI=2.560-79.026;
P=0.008, OR=22.222, 95% CI=2.220-222.395, %5l

2) o
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SIRHIER
n=198

MMR B FX TR
n=78

HE MMR

MLH1&PMS2 Fikfhske =0 5@;;9&

Nn=68

MLH1 BE{Y ||MLH1 F&BE1 || k8 L,wﬁgﬂa
n=51 n=3

E2. . ABHORIZEE, MMR: $BEEEER.
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k]

oA {FH

e A

diR R 2H

. HY AR L

A= |
3 BIE L EE N MLH1 f1 PMS2
A, HAth MMR & HikfaA MMR 88 HkFE.
HK. 3/78 44 MMR #kFeH

7/119 ZMMREH 5

RIS AR A 77 191 1 S 25
20 THA 18 ™H GEl: 1-49 1™ H
A, T 1/107 %4 MMR FRiK5E
NS S

JD

EF'MS’E“WHIEM:?%"UJ

H) o 3/74 4 MMR
HL A H

Ko

AR

WA MLHT H

ZNEER-
AT,

RALBE LT, 3/68 %4 MLH1 F

SETPN, 3/51 44 MLHT HAEALIE
RERSHT MMR #H
ST, BRATTARRE

PMS2 FRikskR I 2H B
BB AT, mHAt MMR 4 H
RERIE AR LAV 2 AR Z A R
L MMR FRIFIRES, HEALIRESN B A1 R T A7 3
s A i 2708 Mo
Wie

EC Ht MMR ZRIEHRI B A& ALl H R A O 1 el e 2

TGN MMR FE [R5 28 Flr 881,
AR EMEMEZ, WT 20%-40% HJple. e,
ik 5% A Jed 16 &5 B g I

MMR

39.4%,

g e 1 Z HiR 2 28k

5 H AR
) MLH1
SN

IRBRK

SNSRI
RATSE R G R, A4UE/ MMR & (4 X
72 (19.6%-35.8%) & > 11, 17, 18,

SRIRE (5.1%) |
He 2R FE LS, 9, 11, 17, 18

SRR

e Y1l

DNA MMR R[5 EU0d 2

HEH 2

MMR 3XKIX

Fo AMIE EC H,

HEFIER A2 TE

SEAHEE (13%-29.8% F11 6%-23.9%)

N L

BATTHFEH

R (34.3%) Mg&, mHAth MMR &£HTY
A GE F2 B 1 AN [A] R [A] Y 2828 %
I, FATELZ, MLH1 f1 PMS2 [6]i 3£

International Journal of Gynecological Pathology

IRz (38 3) 712, Kim FEPHE A 2R 0t A3 MLH1T H
A S &g, LVI FUREARR R, I 13E &N,
MLH1 ¥ 3EA g 5 o i e A4 12 RN g8t = AH O
(P=0.042) , X RAEFRILwFHEZN (P=0.204) ,
Cosgrove FUIRJ AR R, MLHT HEALTEY] S 5
Rall. RALZIRIE, BRI, LVI MR EH IS, ]
EPEAL T MMR RIKERETH 2 B Tt e, R
MLH1 BHIEAL A ek A7 2 FEIL (P<0.001)
Pasanen FBIURRK RS ZIM, MLHT1 HIEALIAH 5 HEE
K. BT FM IS, mH Kaplan-Meier 2417 5 #7R
MLH 1 HEACE AH s = A A REBK (P=0.007)
Chavez AP HRIZR 2 RH, HAL MMR FRikikR 24 5
R, WUERRIE <50%., LVI 2D g i 1 ok B2 2 it 15 i
WEM I, MR PRI E e 5 R R R MMR £k
A | 45 I |51 S PSR VN SH e ok 21 W = =3 = SN T 1575 B VIR 1B
E, MLH1 FRALEFZER D AR T MMR & HEFE,
A FR A H e 51]1231,

EFRATHIWEFRA, BEZRD A, MLH1 # PMS2 6t
SENEAL DA N MLH 1 B3 T 20 S IR ok g A o, 1 HL,
2 [KI3R Logistic [BIJH73 785k MLH1, PMS2 R F4H A
N MLH1 REACTEH 5 BER w3 A k. FRATTR & B
MMR FIRIRAS B AR B K T 27 R Y w2 i 5t
7 E X (log-rank ¥e%:) , iXn[RESE &ZBUEASET K
B/ VAR, BAMBIBFFRAAN T ENBEARE. B IEFRIR
SrAb R E S ], KL MLH1 f1 PMS2 EiKH R

(34.3%) W&ET Z AT, MMR FRIKERIH I E A 2REL

CHIMRIH A 94.4% RAEHIHHL,

JX5 kY

EAHPA,

Mo 3 44 MMR FKIiRHRA

JCHIHY i JE
AHK, ERhEREYL =90, LVI,
fpi8 16, 20221 5 MMR HH%
R e R BRH e e 22 5,
AR nt-el, fEAH

E R TAN LR EP S Yt
HIRH R PES

AR FRAFAE L RERTE,
TEHR A 2 FH AR5 AR T R R 5

A&

B, ECs HF MMR

IRERR S WS A RIA

IRWILZ IR AT EL 475 4%

IR TR

iz LS,

o7 K Rt

Fdl, & —LEmta itk s 7 MMR

ZEZ AR R A MLHT REACIRZS Sl

IRER IR AH 5 m

{51140 lefie 52 1 ok L AT R
FH, FRIRIER M R,
JRIAH S Ik DA £ AE 5 MMR & F S B EAHOE, HZ2H
it MMR

gL, MMR FRIKHR
[“Lz:

i

IR HILZ = AL

i)

PR I B
RIR 2 2 ]

RAFAE w75

GLFERE T I RIS . HE L
PJEFRAT]

_—

fEadrgdiAn MLHT WAL AH, FRATTIE A,

it QH,

3 & EBE Y MLH1 #1 PMS2 Gt

2l

AR

T A RAZEAE MLH1 A1 PMS2 SREEE A MLHT H A

IR B W, 280, FRANTAZI MMR EHHRIA
LR H, EX
MFEHIIRIER PR, JE T 22 KR i ACH

HY

TP MMR

MW %2 K2R Cox

GRTRINEAIAT MLHT W EAL Y TC i

e Y
0 Vo3 i EA T A AT

1R IR A

MU R AP E, 2R EH
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K1, RRARUFREIRN MMR ZEERES

IZRFRIES LB REZMZEZE Logistic B3R

International Journal of Gynecological Pathology

MMR & HRIATE, MMR EHRIATRK, P (BEZX) P (ZA%E) OR{E
n (%) n (%)

Fig (%)
<50 17 (14.2) 5 (6.4) 0.108*
> 50 103 (85.8) 73 (93.6)

’,\;gﬁu

K& FERBRSFE (IZRA114R) 103 (85.8) 61 (78.2) 0.3561
SR FERERFE (11ZR) 11 (9.2) 10 (12.8)

Ko/ ER = 6 (5) 7 (9)

Ay A/
<2 18: {(15.1) 7 (9.1) 0.275*
> 101 (84.9) 70 (90.9)

HE & 0.182 1.613 (0.799-3.258)
212 94 (78.3) 49 (62.8) 0.023*
>1/2 26 (21.6) 29 (37.1)

AE = EEs
=i RRIE 53 (51.5) 44 (64.7) 0.1941
MELF 28 (27.2) 10 (14.7)

GWAGIIE 5 (4.9) 6 (8.8)
AR AN 16 (15.5) 7 (10.3)
o M RRIEE 1 (1) 1 (1.5)

T 3R
la 71 (59.2) 41 (52.6) 0.091t
1b 20 (16.7) 23 (29.5)
> 29 (24.2) 14 (17.9)

FIGO 43 £A
E 71 (59.2) 41 (52.6) 0.1461
b 20: {16.7) 22 (28.2)
> || 29 (24.2) 15 (19.2)

::I) g
7 100 (83.3) 69 (88.5) 0.412*
B 20 (16.7) 9 (11.5)

ME LR R
A4 55 (82.1) 39 (81.3) 0.250t
A RTFEM 5 {71.5) 7 (14.5)

F ok FE M 7 (10.4) 2 (4.2)

A+ < ik B2 4R 0.002 2.674 (1.418-5.045)
y ¥ 65 (59) 24 (32) 0.001*
B 45 (40.9) 51 (68)

17873
yv 101 (84.9) 61 (78.2) 0.256*
B 18 (15.1) 17 (21.8)

LV 0.302 1.546 (0.676-3.537)
7 103 (85.8) 58 (74.4) 0.061*
B 17 (14.2) 20 (25.6)

PNI
x 118 (98.3) 78 (100.0) 0.520%
4 2 (1.7) 0 (0.0)

EFRMNA
5 112 (94.1) 75 (96.2) 0.9415
ST 7 (5.9) 3 (3.8)

=03
g 106 (99.1) 71 (95.9) 0.1435
B 1 (0.9) 3 (4.1)

RAERTERITFEEN., *Pearson’s 2. ; T Freeman-Halton #£3&. ; *Fisher s {5#10%%; § Log rank #£38; LVI: HE M
BI2I8; MELF: #HEWKEFE; MMR: $#EM2E; PNI: HLZEEEE,
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2. MMR ERRKITIA. MLH1 BRE4AITASIGRFIESHMNBEEREZMZEZE Logistic Bl)AL

MLH1. PMS2 HEMMREE P P ORE  MLH1BE{k, MMRERAZKZX P P ORfE
RIKFRK, n (%) TERK, n (%) (BREER)(ZAXR) n(%)  ®k, REEMKAn( %) (BER) (ZEEXR)
EHS (%)
<50 3 (4.4) 2 (20.0) 0.120* 3 (5.9) 2 (15.4) 0.266*
>50 65 (95.6) 8 (80.0) 48 (94.1) 11 (84.6)
(AZR A
E&7FERAREFE 53 (77.9) 8 (80.0) 0.473 1 38 (74.5) 11 (84.6) 0.4301
(1R #0112R)
=2&aFERNEFE 8 (11.8) 2 (20.0) 7 (13.7) 2 (15.4)
(1N4R)
Ko/ EnE 7 (10.3) 0 (0.0) 6 (11.8) 0 (0.0)
ARy A /)N
<2 3 (4.5) 4 (40.0) 0.004* 0.002 14.222 (2.560 1 (2.0) 4 (30.8) 0.005* 0.008 22.222 (2.220-
-79.026) 222.395)
=2 64 (95.5) 6 (60.0) 50 (98.0) 9 (69.2)
AE 2
<1/2 42 (61.8) 7 (70.0) 0.736* 33 (64.7) 8 (61.5) 1.000#
>1/2 26 (38.2) 3 (30.0) 18 (35.3) 5 (38.5)
AEEEEa
=8 BRI 39 (65.0) 5. (62.5) 0.3791 32 (65.3) 8 (72.7) 0.4201
MELF 10 (16.7) 0 (0.0) 9 (18.4) 0 (0.0)
AR 4 (6.7) 2 (25.0) 3 (6.1) 2 (18.2)
ARANLA 6 (10.0) 1 (12.,5) 4 (8.2) 1 (9.1)
s BRI A 1 (1D 0 (0.0) 1 (2.1 0 (0.0)
T 5387
la 35 (51.5) 6 (60.0) 0.7691 26 (50.9) 7 (53.8) 0.8821
1b 20 (29.4) 3 (30.0) 14 (27.4) 4 (30.7)
=2 13 (19.1) 1 (10.0) 11 (21.6) 2 (15.4)
FIGO% HA
1A 35 (51.5) 6 (60.0) 0.7251 26 (50.9) 7 (53.8) 0.803*
1B 19 (27.9) 3 (30.0) 13 (25.5) 4 (30.7)
> 14 (20.6) 1 (10.0) 12 (23.5) 2 (15.4)
SR
> 59 (86.8) 10 (100.0)  0.595* 44 (86.2) 12 (92.3) 1.000*
B 9 (13.2) 0 (0.0) 7 (13.7) 1 (7.6)
MELEZR
A% 36 (81.8) 3: ((75.0) 0.7681 26 (78.8) 4 (80) 0.9231
2R 6 (13.6) 1 (25.0) 6 (18.1) 1 (20)
FEhBKE PR 2 (4.5) 0 (0.0) 1 (3) 0 (0.0)
R yEEAE < itk 2 4HRE
y ¥ 20 (30.3) 4 (44.4) 0.455* 16 (31.3) 4 (33.3) 0.425*
B 46 (69.6) 5 (55.5) 35 (68.6) 8 (66.6)
17813
G 53 (77.9) 8 (80.0) 1.000* 39 (76.5) 9 (69.2) 0.721*
B 15 22.1) 2 (20.0) 12, {23.5) 4 (30.7)
LVI
y. ¥ 49 (72.1) 9 (90.0) 0.438* 37 (72.5) 11 (84.6) 0.489*
B 19 (27.9) 1 (10.0) 14 (27.5) 2 (15.4)
PN
g 68 (100.0) 10 (100.0) — 51 (100.0) 13 (100.0) —
B 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
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FERMNA
e E 65 (95.6) 10 (100.0) 0.5315 48 (94.1) 13 (100.0) 0.286 §
A 3(4.4) 0 (0.0) 3 (5.8) 0 (0.0)

BR
y” 62 (95.4) 9 (100.0) 0.4825 49 (96.1) 12 (100.0) 0.465 §
B 3 (4.6) 0 (0.0) 2 (3.9)) 0 (0.0)

INEERTEFRITFEEEM.

+ Fisher’ s {51 LE

1 Freeman-Haltont&48.

*Pearson’s ¥

§ Log rank 1238

LVI: #EBMERIE, MELF: HENKER; MMR: fEECIEE; PNI: HEEEIRIEH,

_3. BEMEEEHRP EC B9 MMR ZEERZASRENIRE: MMR ZEAR AL MLHL RELSHE, LU MMR RiAGksk.
MLH1 RE4 I A S IIGKRRIES I Z 88V EX 1%

T N £HA% MMR EBRIXIRE B= 5 MMR Ri&fR& A MMR FRAFREF FFE A
i 4 B BEHRX yoEsedin-An
Kim, 5.0 173 END MMR F=iEER4: 26% (45/173) 69.2% (BREMMYE/MLHL MMRRZEREK: £2FHK  MMRFTAEGRK: PFSA
MLH1 %1 PMS2 RiAfR4%k: 15% #1 PMS2 ﬁké‘eﬂrhr 8/26) &, MYE 234k, FIGO I-HII#  OSAE, EHIESITE
(26/173) ,57. 7% (26/45) HE (BERESM) MLHLBE  EX (Kaplan-Meier)
MMR & KR EK:11% h: Mg 3%, BEBEMmME  MLHL BE{: PFSLE
(19/173) , 42. 2% (19/45) &M I8, JBIERIKMMR ZEH®XIX MMRRXEAEHFEEE
(MMR E2B&RAZF+REL) SEFEKR (BERZEDM) (Kaplan-Meier)

84.4% (146/173) AJEEA Lynch £
&1 CREEH+EMMMMRERREA
ﬁksE) : 15 6% (27/173) MMR Z&
AFRIARSTEF: 74% (128/173)

Cosgrove, .10 466 END+NE MLH1 BB E1L: 20.2% (94/466) AERETR MLH1 B E{: WES%s], MMRRZEMRXK
MMR %El_ﬁkéeak H: 4.7% E=iE, #ER (/1V) 1&: %Eﬁi*_rﬁLg
(22/466) MMR ZEHKRIXTHF: EMEMERIE, BAERK K (Kaplan-Meier)
75.1% (350/466) (BBEZE77)

Bruegl, .11 411 END+NE MMR FE554: 28.7% (118/411)  80% (FRE{CAME/MLHL A aﬂU‘i EC (FE+MMRZE
MLH1 #1 PMS2 £5k5h4: 21.9% PMS2 FTRAFRKLAMIE: 72/90) BRATH) . MBI
(90/411) 6. 3% (90/118) Hfth (FE3K) (BLEDT)

MMR EZE8B&XREXRE: 6.8%
(28/411) , 23.7% (28/118) &%
MEC (MMR ZEBREATH+HE
£) . 88.8% (365/411) wJgE
Lynch &G 1E (FEHR: ﬂﬁ+,\ﬂﬂ
MMR EBFREREK) © 10.5% (43/
411) , 36.4% (43/118) MMR ZEF
TIAR5TEF: 71.3% (293/411)

Sloan, .1 67 END+NE MMR FRiATRSK: 56.7% (38/67) 47.3% (FAEMME/MMRZE MMR RIXTRLK vs. RIXAE
Lynch Z51EMX: 29.8% ﬂé&ﬂqﬂr 18/38) iF. TEEY (Fik. 728
(20/67) , 52.6% (20/38) MR, BERERDN)

MLH1 BE1{k: 26.8% (18/67) ,
47.4% (18/38) MMRZERHRIAT
4F: 43.3% (29/67)
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Pasanen, Z. B 682 END MMR XX % : 35.8% 91.1% (FE{E/MLHL MMR REARSL: FREA, MLHL1PBEL: TFRES
(244/682) MLH1 #1 PMS2 &RiX #1 PMS2 ﬁké&ﬂrhr 143/157 DRMoERRE, BERA, MEEFEFXEEZE R K
fRoc: 29.8% (203/682) , 83.1% AREMESHEMNEAE (2 (Kaplan-Meier)
(203/244) EHftt MMR ZR %A RAESH) ; MLHEBECY: &
R 4.9% (34/682) , 13.9% WRER A, & 12'5527( (Eékz&\ﬁ
(34/244) MLH1 BE1k: 91.1% o,

(143/157) MMR %ﬂs_ﬁk% [
H: 34 (HE MMR ZR KA
K) +14(RFE1{K)] MMRZBRIX
ST 64.2% (438/682)

Chavez, .02 162 END+NE ~ MMR RiXTRSK: MLHT1 BEAL: ZNE: Hith MMR 2B FRIATRK: & MMRFRERGHRE: X OS I
77.8% (126/162) Hfth MMR EE R, B EE<50%, H ZEESRMm (Kaplan-Meier)
FRIRTRE . 22.2% (36/162) O ME=ELD, BREHEIMK

O4fE (RTESM) ; FiR
BREz, BRZMNE *E%Mﬂé’ﬂﬂ
fa (ZREZEDT)

7N 198 END+NE MMR FRiXfRS: 39.4% (78/198)  94.4% (EAE{KAHE/MLH1 MMR RiXfRK: FRAEE MMRZERELSMMLHL
MLH1 M PMS2 &RiXt5%k: FlPMS2 ﬁ?&éEHEFF 51/54) 8, BREEXKE AR E1{b: X PFS A1 OS I
34.3% (68/198) , 87.2% (BEES) , BREHE EMm (Kaplan-Meier)
(68/78) HM MMR ERH XA X ME Al (ZHE
&- 5.1% (10/198) ; 12.8% Logistic [ElY353#) MLH1
(10/78) MLH1 BE1: 94.4% M PMS2 REATRKE X
(51/54) 5E ﬂc 5.6% (3/54) MLH1 BEW{: BERX
MMR ZE T 60.6% (Eik%:ﬁ*ﬁ%{]yt%:
(120/198) Logistic [E])353#fr)

EC: FEREE; END: F=EREMEE;, MMR: fBEMEE; NE: IEFERIEEE; 0S: SM%ETFEE,; PFS: ToHEAETEE; UEC+DDEC:
Ko{iE+ER =
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