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Hiroshi Asano, Kanako C Hatanaka, Ryosuke Matsuoka, Peixin Dong, Takashi Mitamura,
Yosuke Konno, Tatsuya Kato, Noriko Kobayashi, Kei Thira, Ayako Nozaki, Akira Oku,
Yoshihiro Matsuno, Yutaka Hatanaka, Hidemichi Watari,

L1CAM predicts adverse outcomes in patients with endometrial cancer undergoing full

lymphadenectomy and adjuvant chemotherapy.

Annals of Surgical Oncology. 2019 Dec 2. doi: 10.1245/s10434-019-08103-2. [Epub ahead
of print], (2019 %)
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FE AR ARV RGO R CHREED R D ZVWEBR TH D, FEMEICHT S
TRROE BT TFIIRETH Y . AL Eai, WAt EEIER, Bk X
OERENRY > EEREINT Cd D, MHEWREFRIRIEF U 2 7 BELL B CHIBDIRIEDM T
PIDD, BARTIHMEFES LR SN TOD DI L, K I REE 2 0
ThD, FEMRED T10%LL LT FEICRET 258 TH 0 | RN Y > \His U
A7 FFHI LY 2 EENE A AW ATREER A BOREI TN 5 T LI EEFRE T
H%, UETIE LNM score & HWETRIREZIT> TR Y, EOZLMERRET 5 2
EEFE-OBE Lz (), AW BN RE NS, v —D—DFE E LT,
L1 cell adhesion molecule (LICAM) (2% H L7z, LICAM %, FEMREIZIBWTY 3
HIsE oL DY A7 KRFTho U o/ VFRIECAHBIT 2 TRARKFTH D Z L0
HINTWD, LICAM IZRET 2 SATIIRITRCK N 6 D@ TH Y | IR AR
CITEIR DT, AARTOIERITEHTIT D LICAM BRG] D RERIR BE 7 H RS0
WradTo Z E2FE _ORME LTz (HEt2),

CSEJWanin
2003 D5 2015 - F TICY R CHIRIEZ S TOHIENERE 21772 » ToERIEE 5T 1
EARFEEGID 5B, a1 TIRY o SEEREIR 21T 072> 72 110 fFilZ, a2 Tl
U 2 ERERIE I 2 S e T 2T 72 o TERI D o HEIERHI 36 - A LI_ED 161 1% x5
& LT, 1 THIIE FIGO2008 (2 T HF43%H L 72, LNM score | X MRI COEEAFEFREL (<36
em?), R GEINIBRE G1/G2). CA125 (BARRAT<70 TU/mI, PARE%<27 IU/MmI) @ 3
FHEFHUE L. FHIENCZBETH DT CAL25 USb &= L. 7> MRI TR &2
gD L& L EEREIROAMESA: & L5, 5 1 Tl LNM score
LIS OHTRTEH S A T L Tdh 5 KGOG score, KCC score [ZDOWT b RET LT-, T2
TR EOME~ 1 7 07 LA ZER L. LICAM D38 A ik b 7% (HC)
(2T L7, THC OFHIIZIE H-score & VY, 7> M A 7% ROC Hiifkz v Tk
iE LTz, LICAM OFHL & JRBVFH) TAZ IR 1 ORHEI T A Fefir C. SRR
4 (PFS) BLORAEFEIS (OS) 1IN T T o~AY—IETHEE LR Y 7 v VT IRER
11O, PRRIRTEHTIZIE Cox LBl AN — RET NV E W= 2B BT 21T 72, FEE
DF M2 N T — A = R THREE L=,
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Rt U L SHIEREIN 2N L 110 BlA faEi Lz & 2 A, YR COEMESE4
=971 B (AR LAMESME AT S0 3941 BRE) NMFEELT-, AREE BEET
X, AR, AL AT 0, U LoREIENEBINER, ISR TRICE B AR
DIRINSTED, WHRFFE Y A7 SO A EZEZ 7D, ABECIEHRIKY 2 7jE
BINHEIZZ DT 64451 (90%) vs 20 B (51%). p<0.0001, SAFEFEFRFILARETEH
B SEBRFEEIERIZARE 1.96%77 > 7=D12%F L BRETI 13.79% (p =0.0345) 72
o7, (ITHTZET T - /3 LEEORHE, MRIIZ K 2 @M T, £z
761 (6.4%). 31 651 (39%) AN/ NGl & 72572, KGOG score, KCC score {2V T
FHLT-e 2 A, BRaT TEIBSIE 2T TREGID 5 BIFFETEIR Y 2 7&K 2 7 BH
ZIER 91 B 79 B (86.8%). 40 B 37 #1] (92.5%) L7210 . WITHDFEET HEKY
10%IXF%EH « | Y A7 fEE 7ro T2,

et 2 o U R & BRI A IREEANIA DWW TR VR T 1 v ZRTIC
ThRET L. JSZAERRIA- & U TR RIS L OV o SR h S 47z,
LICAM ORI L-~LE, Zhn EFEBI L7ed o7z, & 2T, FFROA X% ROC
HIRR D A1 b A7 fE% H-score 35 L% iE L7z (AUC =0.78451), 161 51 48 f51] (30%)
TLICAM Btz R L, BREFEHERIL LICAM BRI CHEICE D> 72 (p=0.0007),
LICAM G, FEENIESE (p<0.001), FRIRIZEEE (p=0.015), MEEUA-laRs
Btk (p=0.005) Bl CHEICED > T3 HEITHIR LU Y X7 53OS ICITAE
FEEFRDIRN Tz, FEET - B ) AT BECHMABM LRI 2 it T L 7R CIL,
LICAM &tk & LE LICAM BO TAZITA BIZRE T, 54 PFS 13.90% vs 62% (p =
0.0020), 54 OS 13 99% vs 82% (p=0.0029) 7= ~7=, FFE/ ¥ —>TlX, LICAM 5t
BICITEMRIERE D2 < . BRIAREORHEEERLAEICAR ThoTe, 24 E
fEHTIZ T LICAM I I REINR Y o Filis 2 mte ) o/ \HHAE G (PANMT) &
WS PR RK T & LTl 41, LICAM G OV PANMHZ T2 ERIfEAs
AIRETE o Tc, BT — & N—ZX THAMZEFRERIC, LICAM @FRBUIARICTER AR
ol Z LD MR TET,

[5%:]
YRHZRIT 2 U o EENE A ISR AT 7= 3ER CIEBRERFEEMEL . U o/ Hi
FRLBOTNRNZ LD, RS st B2 b, —5 T, iTRiZEK Y
AT FEBID 9 H 10%I TREEFAIFFEF - @) A7 FHETH 0 | 15 OB INEE 2 fReT
T MR H 5 7-, KGOG score, KCC score, VYT ILDZWI T AT LA THEEETHY |
iAW C Il DRTER & LT, AR - /0 BEEORHN, MRI T D iERE O
AR 2 Z & 3BT B, ZAUTBRET 23 F~—h—DUE LB 2 b,



LICAM OFBLL~UTY 2 \Hilisks, EOERE, U o VERER AT, U
VOSEHERS Y AT D Fe— T — L3R bW EE L b, — T, SR
EHTRTZIETAS RS R Tl LICAM B2 < | RO B2~ — 2 —
&R B AREMENE 2 BTz,

LICAM BB Tl FHIMREEOEIRESE R E BIZE <. SETHIETIZ LICAM
BB o3 2B LR O RS IR SV TR, ARIO/E S LICAM B
PEREBI CIIMHBN LARE TH PR AR TH Y . 414, LICAM Bt = AEicx42%
B OTRIFEIS & BT D MR H D L& 2 bz,

[k

AT LY LU D 3THB DWW THAAN G S 17z, OFH -2 A9 287
ONFRTY AR U A 7 3 il 715 TR 10%DER Tl NHlic 725, @V 236
G & BT TN A AT L 7o RRREGI IV T b RiEA i T LT
LICAM FBHIERIOD FH4130GE S, @LICAM 13V o Eilisf & 1307 L7z T4
ARBRRTFThH D, 4%, U 2/ EHEBII RIS D3 A~ — I — %k T 5 & &bl
L1CAM DOIEEIHIEIAEFS J O LICAM B 2564 2 B IRAT 3 - DIk 217
STV TETHD,



BEFESR

AP &%, Adriamycin/cisplatin combination therapy
ATH, abdominal total hysterectomy

AUC, Area under the ROC curve

BS, bilateral salpingectomy

BSO, bilateral salpingo-oophorectomy

CI, confidence interval

CSI, cervical stromal invasion

DC J&{%, docetaxel/carboplatin combination therapy
DP J%2, docetaxel/cisplatin combination therapy
ECOQG, Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group

ETH, expanded total hysterectomy

FFPE, formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded

FIGO, International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics
GOG, Gynecologic Oncology Group

HE, hematoxylin and eosin

IHC, immunohistochemistry

JCOG, Japan Clinical Oncology Group

JGOG, Japanese Gynecologic Oncology Group
KCC, Kanagawa cancer center

KGOG, Korean Gynecologic Oncology Group
L1CAM, LI cell adhesion molecule

MPA, Medroxyprogesterone Acetate

MSI, microsatellite instability

OS, overall survival

PFES, progression-free survival

pOMT, partial omentectomy

PS, performance status

QOL, quality of life

ROC, receiver operating characteristic

TCGA, The Cancer Genome Atlas

TC J&2, paclitaxel/carboplatin combination therapy
TLH, total laparoscopic hysterectomy

TMA, tissue microarray
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1. FERELIT
TEREITENENDRAT D B MEMEES CH Y | RS RN
ThiHE <. BARTITAHEDSRET HEMEREO T T 7HBICE L (ENIBAMIEE
X —,2019), KETIT4FZFBIZZVIERTHS (Henley etal, 2018), HAZ G HTIZ
SEHEE TIPS L ORIt R oWy B L Tna, BHARIZE
T B FEAROERIREII L, 1975 4£12 892 A TH 7278 1999 4£(Z 5725 A, 2015
FITIT 14909 NETHIN L7, A% b#IT 5 2 ENRIAEN TR Y | #EEHTIX
2035-39 - % TITARMIRESN T 29270 N & BITEDK 2 5F THIN L, Fhnailiiig
TIE32.7 (REAA 10 J5) & 2015 4D 13.2 DK 2.5 (5 & 720 | oS iig 2 B
TIESFRICBWEBRIZAR D EHEEF SN QWD (ERNLAMFZER > % —,2019), — .
FEAEIT RS TR S D 2 ENE <, FEERITFAFHEOHF Tl bIEV, F
IZE T 1975 4R F TlX 200 ARi#: TH 7208, 2015 FI2iE 2322 AL, 4%
b RES OISR TIEH D OO L, 2030-2035 4% TI2lE 3350 A TH
BRFRPIEAE 213 2.4 GREATT 10 J7) T2015 089 1.6 528N 5 L s ST b,
Z D Z LT RHIER & B OB EOIRIF LD U BRI 72 P42 0M5 BV S FER3 % <
Tpolz—T, BAEWE, Db, @b’ FEEOREBEENOE RIcH Y . £-
HERIER DEE DMEN = OFHIEIR T IEO BN EI, THROARR ST « FRIER]
DIEFRFENLEL TN R L WD EEZBN5,

2. TEREOSEE

TEREITT A b a U ARIFE ST D Type | & FHRIFIEC R T D Type 2 1T K
B E41% (Bokhman, 1983), Type 1 1 F-EAEERIAEOK 80%% L, 7 m AT v
FEHLD 2N A kv & BEFE (unopposed estrogen) AR ABREEICEBWTEETH Y,
TENEHRE AR T, BaFRENEEL TBET 5, Blo 2% & U TIPTEN
KK, LAYy TEEBIETRER EBRENTH O MEEOIIEE b7 BN
FE (G1/G2) DRIV E2 Hb D, HFFRME 50-60 mEDORRAT%Z TH Y | Hlsr) FHH>
B ARSI 2 K 7= 9 7= O NN S D 2 & 3% < i CIk 5 ARAEfF=RIT
95%LL ETHY PHREIHFTH D, ERINTIT. I, REm, BB, BERRE, ¥
EX T R ETHYD . THINKRT-& LT R s A7 8 U EWRVE VERE
IR DU, R MBI v, —F, Type 2 1L FE A EIAROR) 20%
TR ha PV IHEERSET 5, BIE R & LTI TPS3 OEEMGE B5- L
ThY ., MR, BN (G3) <o, HERME, IR & DRk




TINZN, 60 A IZAFIE L. WIITIZEREIRICZ L < RS o Eilsfs
ROMENGERETR 2 & 2ok LTI TRE D Z & 3% <L 5 SRAAFRIT RN T 80%0Ti%. AT
i TIE 50%A1% TP HRAR TH D,

IETIE, B FATEINORRBIC LY . o EWSH) R RHERT I CIE5 < 008
A B TUD (Cancer Genome Atlas Research etal., 2013), TCGA 43%ETlL. POLE
ultramutated, microsatellite instability (MSI) hypermutated, Copy-number low (endometrioid),
Copy-number high (serous-like) D 4 DIZHFAL PARNBERD Z LAVRSNT WD,

3. FEAEIC DEREIRR

FEERIEE & O T E IR T DI OE —S=UTFIRETH Y | IiiEOR
HPHIRSE U R 7 3BT FE DV TR RBIRE M TN S (AAER ARHES 72,
2018), T EASE CIETIRE THI B BH SN Qb 720, T Cld 5, mltE
R BB XOBERENRY o _EENHIRM T D, E MRS T HEIMRZED
EEONDIER & 2\ N ITHARE2IZ TR - s RN BE 04 DIEFT TIOR3 8
&5, HATHIE International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics (FIGO) 2008 43%H
0> TREIATRIC LV IRE S, R IR TE 910, FEEREICRETS 1,
EYEAMEIRE A T, FEINIIAD 2 0 Va2 720, S DHWNIFTE Y
YSHISRD D L & 512, v VPRI A 2 T 270 BB NS 5N
13 B WNFIIEZZ T O e 5N B D WNTERRIEE O H 5 IV I D,
BAEFTHIO AR, T« 72-73%, T3 : 6-7%, I3 : 13-15%. IV # : 7-8%TH 5 (H
AREERm NBF Fim NEHEE ZE B 2%, 2019),

I CI, R OFE AR 2RI & U CHEESE FFiasgin L <k b |
LAP2 #BRIZBRARERT & b U757 3 /R Ch 0 | BEHEBE T T DL, ARhED
IREHTZ (Heetal., 2013; Walker et al., 2012; Walker et al., 2009), F7-27AR > FHE T T
WOHERMEIVREH (Ran et al,, 2014; Wright et al., 2016), HAIZIBWTE 2014 424 H
(ZHEESE T 025, 2018 4 4 AlTm Ry 3R FFRIMABREH & 7> 72, BARICE
T DAMAREEFITIFFRE Y A 7 S U MEEFTC, 23D REIRY o EiENE N &4
I FTREZRTRV VBRI TRD B A2V TA BEFIC IR BN TS,

R AHERTAIEER 2 | R IREE IR U A7 FEICE SV T T s, F3SIRY
R T DIANIRRE G1/G2 O 1A ] (R 1/2 i) T, U > VR - FHRkEEE
DIREFI T, FIRIEOA THFHERITRL . fBREOAMEIT RS TN
(BEAm NBHEE 2, 2018), H YU 27 LI EIZxkt U CIEiBiRE M7, BARTIEE
(AR AT ATV A28 (Watanabe et al., 2009; Nomura et al., 2019), Bk TlIEH
U A7 FETIIENIER 2 Huls & LTSRS, @) A 7Bk LT i #
AP 8 2 WM EFRREDHELE S U TS (Colombo et al., 2016),




Gynecologic oncology group (GOG) 1% GOG 122 28U T, stage Il 38 LNV OHEST
T E ARG 2 RGN L R s (RAGEIE) & adriamycin/cisplatin JF L
(AP J#E) ZHEE L, AP FREICRO CTHEBEALFHIN (PFS) 38 LUV (OS)
WARICHER L2 £7°5 (Randall etal., 2006), & U A 7 BRIk DI ek &
L C AP JEIMTOILA K 9172 7-, Japanese gynecologic oncology group (JGOG) 1
JGOG 2043 (ZFW\ T, T U R 7 BELLEOTEGI R DI bk o0 2 L
DA ERRET LT (Nomuraetal., 2019), AP JIEAAEAEGRHE L LT, docetaxel/cisplatin
OEFAPEE (DP ) 35 X O¥paclitaxel/carboplatin FF#E (TCHRE) D 3BED T &
DAL 3 FHRRBRZ ATV, WD LY 2 AT T PFS, 08 WL b A EZEN 7R
< BARIZE B FEHIEGR TIA < i SATU % TC 1% (Watanabe et al., 2009) 73 AP
WIEDRIR LT A AT 5 B LRSI T

F 1 FINE T (AR ARHIER 723, 2018) & AEITHIOEIS (B AFER S A
Frerstm NRHEZZ B2, 2019)

1# (72-73%) R FEICRRETH0
IA ] B EE 12 RKiiDH D
B # : W= 12 A Db D

O (6-7%) EXSEEHEICRET 228, FEZE2 THRNE D

18 : =AML DAV INERRIE 2 = 2 72V XUIFTE U v 7B~ R 5 D
(13-15%)
MA #] : FEER NS BV EGRERT L0
B ] : 72 5N & DU NI E Rk ~ED D B D
HIC 1 : BHE Y o/ $Hi72 SN H D VNHEREIR Y o il 0 H 5 0
HICT ] : BE Y o Gt D & 0
HIC2 ¥« BHEY > R Ei~OEBOFE I )b T, FEREIRY > il
BAED H D

IV ] : JEdy IVERREE A B 2 TS s, BIGNTEERE R © ONZ/&H W ERR (=
THD, REWN/ HDHWNIEFIEEOH DL H D (7-8%)
IVA #] : Bt 72 DOV B D WITIGRIERE D H 5 6 0
IVB #] : JEENT NS S DUV Y o \Eilsf 2 B izEl@iss 0 b %
H D,

TR AT T DA

s



K2 FIEY A7 8 (A NBHER 72, 2018)

i | ERE | IREREE | SR | SREEE | RS
7L <112 &Y 12= REHY | HEHY
G1/G2 Ky =2
G3 HY Ry mU Ry
REpRRY

G1/G2, AW grade 1 or grade 2; G3, FANESE grade 3; FFikRY, RN or BIHE
oy

4. BTEDEREIERD T4 & T DR

FEPEOTZIL, &OHEOEVENESE G1/G2 TIXRAFTHY | 5 FAFRIZ
1T 95%LL E. AT 90%miit4. I HITH 80%LA L TH D03, TV HITIE 50%FEE T
b% (AARERR AN 2w NEHIESZE B23, 2018), —J57. FHPIRE G3, Sk S
HUVNIHIZE O TRITRETH Y . 1TH#H DN IO FEE Tl 5 FAEFEN
80-90% CH 5L DD, M HTIL 50-70%, IV I TIX 20%RETHD, T7hbh, bo
& BB DO EV ENESE G1/G2 OB S CIIBUEDIEEREN A CTh D b DD, $H
PNIESIEE G3. Bk & 2 W, I TR CII T RARTH Y | RHMEICKTT 5
RRIH LS & HICTHRA R TR T D AN EDRBE P LETH S &5
Z5ib,

FEAIEET D FIREICEE L TlE, AT OMBENMAET D, U o B
WIS & ERERF, &2 WIHMKREE N RIROMEIS 2 RG2 7O O Ei e AT LD
b CTH D, TR Y o EIEENT. U o SEHRS OF B A RS D
TeOIETH D H DD, ERRTY v \Hilifs 278 DIEFIE 10%EIZH S (HAR
PERHG NRF s NEHESEEE S, 2018), U L EERHIC L > TEL S U oSN,
Tk B RERI DS O FERETIE, 1R EIZH7 > T quality of life (QOL) %1%
TS EHATERNWEIHETH D, —TY VGl OR BT EE /2 T T
BV, RN Y S EENE R OB NECENE R O NI U A 7 Oy NI
7R3 | BTSRRI AL 5.2 DfatENnd 5, ITFEEk L&zt F LY
L REVERIZIBWT B EEREIRAER D U o SElEE OMHERIE S . RN 4 R
T 5 ENUETHLT-0, WRRERE CHERY A7 & U AZRETH S Z L HVHIA
L7 B GBIMFIN T 3B 50E5 & SISO BN L NEIC /25, LT
D35, WANC U > EiENEIT 2 AW ATREZRER], DV NEY »  EENEINZ1T 9 X
ZRER AU T2 72 OI2iE, BEFEORATTRITINA . TRICHET 514~
— A=K U722 AT DOREERVLETH D LB 2 HILD,




5. L1ICAM {22\ T

L1 cell adhesion molecule (LICAM) (35057 07V > 7 7 I U —|Z@d % 1 [BIEEEE
RIOBERTH Y . FEEHIICISO CRIBEEE, 12985 5\ 3B ofetEic B S- LT
WD Z DA OFIECHE STV D (Kiefel etal., 2012), -EAFEIZIBWT
LICAM I P AR ZFHITHRFD—o & L URIMEL SN TEY . TCGA (25
I FHEMFHIFE L ITRIOTHARK T & H3E ST % (Stelloo et al., 2016), 4t
PERARR LY (IHC) Yefa s A2 LICAM [BEIE, PFS B8 X TNOS (12861 DML L2 T
BARBKTTHD E & BHIT (Fogel etal., 2003; Zeimet et al., 2013), U L/ FHilE0 U o
NERBE L PR S 2 & VA STV S (Suhetal, 2014),

— T EREIZIST D LICAM (ZB3T 2 A THFSTI RN 22 b O E 1’ 2 <. B
I B U o SHERNEMT OMLES T 36 L O HBIRIEIZBW T HARDIEE 78 &
Fin%, BHWEA RIS L LT e THFFE Cld S0%RITH OREBI T U o SEERE T 2 A I &
iz BHHE O EN TR TH D (Fadare etal., 2018; Vizzaetal,, 2019), F7-. itktdibh
FETIXAAR L B2 0 BURRREIR A HELE X 7135 0 PORTEC-1 3 L UV PORTEC-2 Tl
FFsHE Y A7 ORMHEAE XIS & LT EAIBERIEIC I 1T D IPEN RS & SR O %h
PEA LI L, LICAM GG CILEfRis i 2 < . THRAR L2252 LS
AUTHEY . LICAM GHEEIZI51T DITEMB L REIC L D T OUGEED IR )
DEBDOFREE CH D Z & M3 FER STV 5 (Bosse et al., 2014; Wortman et al., 2018),
AARIZEBO TR ABIRERECITH U 27 B B BRI EREM Thil Qb 72
D, B AHED LICAM BE T BB O TR 2 0GET 5008 ) a4 S il
DD EEZ LN,

6. YR ToIEEE

YRCIE, Z2< OBARORER & FERIC, FEAREGIIS LT, FivRiELZIaRED
s & L, B U 27 BELL EOFERN I3 U IR RIEB L2852 i T L Q0 5 (H
At NEMIEE22, 2018), FHPEICR LT, BERENIR Y o SERRTEI IR S
N DATREMEN S D = & A L (Todo etal., 2010), BHAEZDIEFED =D T L 2 L
(LGSR T d 5 JCOG1412 RBEROMFFEAE MR & L Tl 25| LTy % (Watari et
al,, 2017), FE7[FRAZ, FERENRY o/ Hilis Y A 7 3 iS5 72 O OfTHTEH > A
7 2 & LT LNM score 224 L C& 7= (Todo etal., 2007), ZiLiE., MRIIZH1T D IEE
{RFEFEEL (volume index, VI, 7 b4 7 :36 cm®), CA125 (77~ + 47 : BHFERTT 70 TU/ml,
BARES: 27 IUM). RTHERRE (non-G1/G2) D=>D VY A7 KF&Aa T ) 7 Liz
U AZFHIEFET, ENENDOFELZFHIL, VA7 RFORVMEY 27 1 [FFO
HOHFRIY 27 2KFRODE IV AT BIOTXRTOR 278D 55U A7 D 4
ONZFET D, ZD 95 LNM score 0 DI Y A 7 FERI TIIEEREIRY o HilisAE O

10



FEDR 0%I272 5 2 & &R L C& 7= (Todoet al.,, 2007), = 512, LNM score TIKY 27 &
HUNIH Y A7 OFEFITTIEL, MRIIZ L DR DNRVGS, U o EiEiG
Wiz 2R AW ATRE CTH D = L A LT 7 (Mitamuraetal., 2014), F7-. 2014 4
DR TR 7 (A oo 3 D IEIEEE T 9025, 2019 AELARRI L 7R > b 3388 FFIMAR
BRINEL S T2 2 b, IR 2 (AN TR HY rTREZER] CIIE E 2 4 b OFLfT
I ANTARMREHMIZ S 12 AT E T, 2L OGN, BIEDOSBHTBIT 5
WRREITE 1 DL S T TN D, T7205 LNM score I U 2 7 & 5\ N CAL25
FROBOHFRIY A7 OIEFIT, MRIZ X 2 IR SRR ER TIIARANDF
ERHIURY o EENEIN BN L, =i KO B A1 o, iy
A Y A2 - I U 27 OFERIT MRIZ X 2R gD & OO 1/2 1T 2 78
W EHWT SNDIGEITE R Y o EENET A EI L, ELBNOREGITI, FFRER
U L ERERIERN 2B L T\ D, 7o, ML FREICE LT, WA A
VA7 GICHASE AR A7 BT TE S, U A7 @) A7 L TR 6
TI—ZADILFRREZATIR > TN D, ALFRIEL U A X, TCIFRES DV NE AP RIEL
AT LTV A,

LNM score
CA125:F#ZRi1 (70 U/ml), BA#E#% (27 U/ml)
AR/ EE (G1/G2)
MRI: volume index (36 cm?)
0:Low risk 1:Intermediate risk 2:High risk 3:Extremely high risk

l CA1250)«3'>*‘,/"/1
MRI: 55 /8 ;2 i 05 (i

mEEEEL <1/2 >1/2
RKAD (L)
HIRFHE
l (&)
ATH/TLH Laparoscopic ETH (+BSO) +PLND +PAND
(+BSO) ETH+PLND (+BSO) (+pOMT)

1SRN T 2 B - ARESI O 2GR E Tk

WRHZIIT DT EIMNA & 5o 7o\ BRI B O IRE S 1547~ LT, ATH,
abdominal total hysterectomy; TLH, total laparoscopic hysterectomy; BSO, bilateral
salpingo-oophorectomy; ETH, expanded total hysterectomy; PLND, pelvic lymph nodes
dissection; PAND, para-aortic lymph nodes dissection; pOMT, partial omentectomy,,
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7. AHFFED BEY

AMFZETIE, LLFO DD Z L % G HRCHGT2 2 L2 A E Lz, BT,
YRHZEIT 2 U o EiENEEMSEEORGEZTT ) Z & [t 1], 812, EREIRY
VoEIEET Y o EEERA TESNZ I\ T, 3 Y R 7 BELL EICHiB bRk A
i T3 DI EHI BT IHC IZB1T 5 LICAM B3 P40 52 2 88 5 Wit %
ZEThHD BET2), bt EoSE, U L SEENHTORES ORI LR L OVEREIK
PMEICBA ST 2/ A~ —H— %R L, IpROBEIE LA 1305 & & SITHTHFIRRIE
IZ BN 5 2 EEATED BN E T 5,
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WrgE D5

1. X8

2003 4E 5 2015 4F £ TIOYRNCIAR LIS 2 & T e 1B ASEER] 385 41l 2 fimt
L7z (K 2), 24 Bl A FOIEZHRAFATLIER] TH/LE R & LT 400 mg 75 600
mg DA Rad7naF A7 o g (MPA) WIREREN T, 9 BRI 7 DI
DTN FANASES HEBI D7D, ST BRI LTz, 352 BIOFAHERID H H, £
KEWIRY > fizgie ) o SEERENT 25T L TR 143 Bl G U 2o SEERNEITE
WESAE ORGP ZRRRE L, BERENRY > Eiz&de U o SEENEITHEIT L7= 209 fillC
DUNVT, LICAM DFEEL & BB PR e AR A e L7,

2003FMN 52015F £ TITAR L=
FEREER - 3856

FHRMEATHES : 3341
———————— > o 24: ERMERTFIAR
+ 9:BSC

FHTFEITES : 3524

T

PANSBEZS T o/ \EiE0E PANSBEZ ST ) L/ \ETIERE
REFTH : 14345 47451 - 20941
mERESHY : 1264] L .
_____ -»> (PLNDG)J‘}'Mﬁ) ikl 4 E’;}EJ’E . 10@]
1) 2 \EiERERESTH : 13145) FFPE-TMAYERE
: 1854
----- > MRIBHAFTEE : 214 o, i ik 8
i <364 A8 : 164
1) o EERERETH : 11041 ZIIVERERELTH : 16141
[#E5H1] [#&Et2]
LNDERREH D #RET LICAMBEEFERHEIZHE TS
ERERRIBFRRET

2 WRETYA
it 1 Tl o EEEr AR S D24 A RGE L, Wt 2 TIIEERENIR Y o EHi
ZEte ) L ERENENTHIATEGNC I N T LICAM Bt 15 s O R B a4

1T 72, BSC, best supportive care; PAN, paraaortic lymph node; LND, lymph node dissection;
FFPE, formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded; TMA, tissue microarray,
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U o SERERERT OB WESATEOREEIZ BT, BERENR Y o SEENE AT 70> 143 5
H 12 B AT MRI CRAE IR BT 72D B U o SEENEIT O S T S 40,
F 72 LNM score % PR3 57-8, 1i7HT MRI HIES ATFAEEZR 21 BHllIERAA L. U >
PREENET A AT L2 o 72 110 Bl 25t & Lz (BET 1),

PHERERY > BB & B e U o EENEITC CFimE THI 2 feE L7- 209 Bl ES
LTiE, #ffk~1 27 a7 1A (IMA) ZHW=fSiliits:  (HC) Yefaz aiothiat
AT O T2, BEREN D72 < TMA TERDSREE R 10 61, T L5 fef T L7- 8 4
ZRRHTINOER LTz, S BIZT1% & OREZ IR 5 7o OB 36 » HARmO 16
BlZBRIN L. 161 BB L TR L2 (G 2).

2. HiHETY o EE Y R 7 G

UECIE. LNM score (Todo et al., 2007) ZHWTY L Eilisf U 2 7 Z5Hi L, R
HIPNZZEFUZIEDNTY 2 EIERNE O 36 L OFEERIIH 2 E LT\ %, LNM
score IS OITRITEEM A =7 & LT, KGOG score (Kang et al., 2017), KCC score (Imai et al.,
2016) 23EIHILTERY , 2 HD AT & OBHEIZ-OVNTHERT L 72, LNM score, KGOG
score, KCC score (Z3531F % U AV R & ZDOHNAER T 3 1R Lz, AWFFETIL, CA125
T EFATERTOM AN Uiz, AR - /3 WEE Tl IRRTOF = NSRRI Tl
T U7, JENIRRS G1 & G2 I3iTATRZIr Ce T L b KB TE RN Z L ARZ U T2h, KCC
score & OEMEFENESE (G1/G2) EHIrEnd b &FnLSNE LTRGT L7,
MRI |2 £ DIEEHARERE I 3 1R HE TR LTz, 7272 U REMEGS =R ClEs
DHETRWNZ LN, EE S TRV e NERREZ VTR L
72

3 MR AT A

LNM score KGOG score KCC score
REASTY IR GU/G2 LIS BN LIS FEANIESE G1 LIk
CAI125(AU/ml)  PHFEHT : >70TU/Mml > 35 IU/Mml (BARERTH.  BARRRT : > 70 TU/mI
PRS- >2710/ml CHm) FAREtA > 25 TU/ml
MRI
EEAEREE  >36cm’ - > 6 cm’
fhERE (BH0)y* > 12 > 12

LNM score, KGOG score, KCC score DK T~ & FHEFRNAE, *LNM score ClIff@iz M
ey BV N IR =) S S Ll D@ =Ml g =0 oA AN o 1= 18
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3. MRILIZ & DG AEREEGS L O EREOE (X 3)

MRI (T & 2 SRR IR C O NIREORTER RS LOEARE, biRErnCFs
FTONEEAZRE L, ZNENORE (AIERXAEARXNER) 25 L CHh L7,
728, FRCHFHPE CITERNBESABAR U — 7 L IEEAR 2w L HEREECH D =
EMBNTD, FENPEICIRRE L7oWE T, FEEOREZERERERESE LT
FHAE U7z, AR OREmIX T2 5EFHEIRI2351F % Junctional zone WO FIE, 7 R
U= (Gd) &5 T1 HEHERIZI51T 5 Subendometrial enhancement D iRH{aID A HE,

" VN

BLO Gd EE T1 SRIHEIRICIT DB~ DR NROE PO Trif L
AL L 72,

3 MRIICE B2k
A TEEAFEEEORIE ik, EEAREE =axbxc, B fERMOFHMIL Junctional
zone. Subendometrial enhancement. & DIEHERNIE DL — A FAEHNZEHE L TfT-
77
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4. BITHSELERI A58
HATH 21T FIGO 2008 70884 FHWTH L (3R 1) JRBERFRIHFRE Y A7 5%A1T
AAIG ANEHEE A KT A 22018 Z W CTHEAE L (£ 2),

5. IERARBNRRE

U 2 EREREN 2B UTEB O, = 2tk OBk TRsm U A7 BT
bolt, —HOREFITIXY Vo \HEERNEM BN L, £, mxF Y 278 R
OIEFITIE, SRS UTIMEMB L IRE L AT LT, (EFRIEL T A T, AP IR
£ (adriamycin 60 mg/m?, cisplatin 50mg/m?), Xi% TC % (paclitaxel 175 mg/m?,
carboplatin AUC=5) Z VN, 47126 6 VA 7 VHEAT L T2,

6. #Mfk~A1 2774 (TMA) DYERL

JFFEED formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded (FFPE) 7 & v 77 % U T FFPE-TMA % {E
L7z, 3 [t 2] @ 185 filic-ou T, hematoxylin and eosin (HE) YetA 27 A K%
RN U AR 2R 5 & & BIC WAL ET HHE A7 A FaERLT,
%495 FFPE 7' v 7 o~ 7 v 7 LA ¥ — (JF4; Sakura Finetek Japan,
Tokyo, Japan) (2 CEA 1.5 mm OFA A4S H U7, #RRRA ISy 2 @iT & Ik
FEEEEESY 1 T e L SR H LT & 8 1T X 12 FCESI L RT 7 4 T m 71T
FFEE[ERE L C FFPE-TMA 71 v 7 ZAFR L7, 4 pm (ZHEI LA T ZA AT A RITEA
ZAER LT, AR AOREMI S 2 AOTWBREEFAE L 1T~ 72,

7. IHC %5,

[HC 4821351 LICAM & (clone 14.10, BioLegend, CA, US) % 7z, IR Z
A FaX L LATTHAT 7 0 AL, B 5 ) — VI TR ZAT72 -
7o BHEMHUFIRIT{ LT high-pH antigen retrieval buffer (BenchMark ULTRA; Roche ,
Basel, Switzerland) % H\ N TITo72, PNEIMED peroxidase 14 3% H202 (27T 36°C T4 43
ALER9~ 5 Z & THId) L. horseradish peroxidase (HRP) #Eq7AN U ~—15 (Ventana
ultraView DAB Universal Kit; Roche) (Z CHgik L 7= (BenchMark ULTRA; Roche), #f%4%
e~~~ b ) TG L, =% =L THUK L, L TRELLT,

8. IHC JADFHTE
GG ORI IBPURDO R A S E 2 LU FD X 514772~ 7-,
L1ICAM OFHMiL, ApaE~OY @M TRME L7, BER ClIYeE@iife 2 25 4y
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B NDFEIROENE CTRHUMT 5 FESHODIVTW e, Yetas B IR EE AN T
HIEFNTII IR IRV R & CIFE L7272, YetasifiE CEALHT 21T 9 H-score
Z VN CEH L7z, H-score ClE, YefagfifEz 0, 1+, 2+, 3+0D 4 BT OIF, A0
FREE D S AEIG AT L, Ye@sREE & OFFFIC T Hscore ZEtHE L7z, T70bb,
H-score = 1 x (% area 1+) +2 x (% area 2+) + 3 x (% area 3+) CTHEH L7=, IEEERY D AR
v NMEZEHE L, BEERRSY 2 AR b H-score DM A FNTIZAER L7~ iz
1To74%, 1 AOIREEEMEIC TE OGRS Z1T 272,

9. AT —F~—R & AVHREE

UALCAN (http://ualcan.path.uab.edu/index.html) (Chandrashekar et al., 2017) ¥ X Of
Kaplan-Meier plotter (http://kmplot.com/analysis/) (Nagy et al., 2018) % FH\ T, FEAHEIC
F1F % LICAM mRNA OFETLL~b LR AT 38 LOVT& & OB 2 FREE L
72

10. FEEHFHT

AMFZENZIBUNT, OS I EFHiThiit T H 2B iR 2 R d 5 L72H £ T&ER L, PFS
I EFINRATH 2R L7 B £ T, E-M3ERRICIW CIIRIETIRREDLE B ) B R
EROIZHETEER LIz, EEOMMIIIN A FREE A LS BRI
1Y AT 4y 7 BT 2 W, A OMHTIZIE Mann-Whitney U #EFR LY
Spearman OFARSMRE 2 L7z, F72. HC Yetaz W= FHR O TN I D IEER
TR DKEFEIL., receiver operating characteristic (ROC) HHERODHHAR FfifE (Area under
the ROC curve, AUC) THEE L Youden Index (ZCH v hA7EAIRE LT, OSEBLW
PFS IZH 7T v ~A Y —IETHEL, nr T IREEITo 1=, ZEEMHTIE Cox b
Bl ANP— RETNVEFEH LTZ, -2 TOMPHERICBW T, p <005 2HEZEHY
& TEF LTz, HERHIEHTIZIZ IMP Pro, version 14.3.0 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) %
Fviz,

11. HEEAETEIR
AL, TAZRR LT HELRIFZCEET MR OxRERY . HHM
U o dbifEiE K7hbe B ERRMFER A Z B OAGR A/ TITo 72 (B EEIRME
017-0269), XFEIZ X B[AED DWIIFESINOREZ155 2 L BREERGEIL,. 47
N7 U METHEST AR 2% 2 72 OARE R PR R — A -— I TE AR %
1T-7

17



iR S

BT 1 0 U 2 R AR ORI B DR

1. BEERLERR

UERCIE, IRTOBEGEHE T2 MRE Z 38D 72 WEFITIE, JRATE LT, LNM
score TIEY 27 & T CAI25 OHHHMEM A Eal 5 Wi U 2 7 FEFIT, MRIIZTH)
JERHEN DN RN & & ) o EIERIEINEIE DI LTS, Ll U o Ei
ZRIEWAMEAT 110 B 39 B TIZZ OF A7 LTV Neh o7, Eastern Cooperative
Oncology Group (ECOG) performance status (PS) 2 LA_EDEERIER R 5 5\ 3 80 LA
FOEEROT=D Y L EERET VAR S AT 10 B AT SRS S E CE e
DT CRW A MEE L7 6 5], MRI CHIERIEO FIRENEI X8 > 72 & O DO EES
DFCRHMAREECTH v . FifgiRiln > TH T <O E W L7- 10 1], LNM score
@YU AT ThoToD ) o FEREICFED T LR -T2 4 B, #5RNCHRTET
R FRRE L72BRIZ LNM score 23H1 U A7 Bl E72 572 9 BINFAE L=, Zivn OAEH
TR 2 I 5 2 & BSREE G A 5 ATV D05, EERICIRFRE MRV Z & 28
TRRZEZ D BT I TN LD AROEMESE A T-7 A #E 71 il &
EFCOM B DB TERE SR AT S 7o 72 BRE39 il 2t d 5 Z & T, Y
BHZ I DA O S4MEZ WGE LTz,

RKAITRT LI, AFEE BREAHIET 2 & i, i, FImE T ICITA
BAEEROIRINoT, LML, LNM score 3 JZ OMFLIRELFAIFRE U A 7 /35812
TIE, ABHE B B E AT REITIRY R 7 5EFI3 %7 > 7= (LNM score XY 22+ A #f
64 151 (90%) vs B & 20 il (51%). p <0.0001 ; B3V A7 /3¥EIK Y A 7 B« A B 64 il
(90%) vs B £ 27 il (68%).p = 0.0086), FHFIEGIL A FE2 1 (3%) TBEE3 B (8%) T
B HHIHEIZS -T2 (p=0.0391),
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F4 BE1ICBITAREYE

A B B ¥ pfa
(AMERIEED (AR EED)
N 71 il 39 31
#em () 65 [3—155] 51 [6—158] 0.1775
=36 7 A 5111 (72%) 29 il (74%)
Ffin 54 [22-79] 59 [34—82] 0.0518
7 a—F 0.6058
BRNE 50 (70%) 29 (74%)
HElEss 21 (30%) 10 (26%)
SN BIRAEIE 8 151 (11%) 361 (8%) 0.5236
LNM score <0.0001
0: |KV X2 64 Bl (90%) 20 B (51%)
1: PRV R 761 (10%) 15 %1 (38%)
2: BmURY 051 (0%) 46 (10%)
FIEITH (FIGO2008) 0.4710
[ 4] 68 151 (96%) 3551 (90%)
11 14 2 il (3%) 3 il (8%)
11 # 11 (1%) 1 6l (3%)
IV # 0 51 (0%) 0 1 (0%)
BRI A7 58 0.0086
Y 227 64 %1 (90%) 27 %1l (68%)
HY 27 361 (4%) 76 (18%)
BmURY 4 %1 (6%) 561 (13%)
U 2 EiRE B ES] 2B (3%) 41 (10%) 0.1081
T ABRE
{LFPRE 361 (4%) 8 B (21%) 0.0076
SRR 0 %1 (0%) 2 B (5%) 0.0573
B35 2 5 (3%) 3 6l (8%) 0.0391

TZITPRE [EEDH], EARE (%) TERIRLIZ
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2. R OBNTERE X OEERIE

ABETI, BFR&EY A7#0 S 6, BAER 1 Fild JONEEER] D 1 5] CHERE)
ARY o REiERG 2 ETe U o EENET 2B L, U o SEHlEEN N2 L AR LT,
BARIER D 1 B3I RN C CRZL S EPRE Ch o 72720, B 7 (A8
[ZHET T U 2 ERERETES K ORHEUIBRIT 28 U, it it & LT TC
E6 a—RA%BMN LT, MEREHEFI O 1 HIE, B =R i o M EN IR O
AT R ZiRD T, PIENEE CIIINR ARG L2 b ODIRFOFESH 2 E L, 180
T & U CRiIIIsIRRT . FEREIIRY o _EizSte U o SEENET. KRB
MifT Ly FAERENIRAN L2 ER L BT, ik LT TC ki 6 21—
AHAT LTz WTNHBIEE THEZR<FBL TW5, —J, BlgicEm Y 2 7872
ST2FOMD 2 BITIEL, W Z< O e SE R E IR 25RO 1O R ThHh o 7-7=
D, BINER - HEREIIE T E T ICROEBIEE L, BIfEE CTHFER BB L TWD,
FIEH U 2 7 BEIBEREEGI 3 BICERYD. 1 BllEAR R & £E 72\ B AR OSER]
TU U \HIERE OB THT, MiE L LT TCHEE 6 =—AifT Lz, F7=-
D D2 FITNTILE U o NEREEE 1 EORE D DT R A RO TN
i Gl OIEFIT, U EHlsB0 ) 27 1T EHIEr L, BINERE - fBIREII T
oty WINLBIEE CTHEZRS R LN D,

—J. BEECIIAZE Y A7 BB IO Y R BEOZNZEI 2 HITkE L U >/ EiED
TET 28N LB b E & LT AP AT TC kA 6 2 — AT L7, U o
HIFRIE 2B L 72 T Fgsm U A 7 S B 3 BTl 1| Bl 2 PRI b5k 6 = — A %58
INUT=25, 1B Y o Sl MiREOTh b RES ST, PEasisk L o7,
XY AZEET BT 4 BICIEFREEZBIIL, 520 2 B CIIHUERAE (&5
MU 50.4Gy) ZBN LTz, 765 1 BN ) o EREEA 1 ERRD 72D DT HO1ENINER
AT OTRBIZE LT,

3. BREFEEROHE

BIZZHIRS 36 7 ALLED A BE 50 Bl & B #E 29 B0 BRERFRE AR Lz, TS
N X 912, B BT A FRCHAFZICHERRNE <. 5 FRBEERERIT 1.96% vs
13.79%. p=0.0345 TH -7z,
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1.0

— A¥
" 0.8 -
B 06
A
B 0.4
B
0.2-

0.0 "'ifl .

0 24 48 72 96 120 144
Time (month)

4 BEAIER

ABE (U o \HIEREAMS S 2T U, AW LIZRER) & BREE (U o \HiZiE AN S

A2 S22 E DD, Flix OB T o SEiEhG 280 LIZAER]) 0 5 HEiEiR
2336 »~ ALLEOSERF] (A FE 50 i, BRE29 ) ORMERREE T T ~Av—IET
HELw VT U IIREZEIT T2 (p=0.0345),

4. YTEIRHT & IREONT & D—BER

WAZ, PRI & Bf&asith & O—BeR 2 MG Uiz, MERRAUCBI L Cid, fivRiaelr e
1A BETIRW TS B E2ENIRRE (G1/G2) &2k, BRECIE 33 BillE G1/G2
THoT=DN, 6 BNTZKIHEE L e o7, A BEL B B2/ bE gk
Gl/G2 L2 ESNT=DIE 104 BT, ZD 9 LEAKZIHIT, Gl 72 85 il (82%). G2 23
16 B (15%) TH Y. &7t 101 6] (97%) T—E L1z, R —E7Z->7= 2 HlizHoOWTIEL,
1 BIHEPIIE, & 5 1 BT Ch -7z, Eiz, NSRBIV o726
BlE, Gl, G2, MR, RoMBFEAZTNEI 1 FIC, 2 FlIEERIERT - 7=,

K5 INATOFMBI & k2

AR #8T G1/G2 (n = 104) #5811 OT (n = 6)
FENIE G1 85 i (82%) 161 (17%)
BN G2 16 %1l (15%) 151 (17%)
FNERE G3 161 (1%) 0 31 (0%)
SERMR 0 151 (0%) 2 151 (33%)
B 161 (1%) 161 (17%)
AR 161 (1%) 0 31 (0%)
R 0 %1 (0%) 161 (17%)

T—HIHEGEL (%) ZFR LT,
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W, BRI L Ot L7 (145), MRI CHBIRIE N S22 TIERN
79 BT, D5 BLIFETH BRI Z RO 720> T2 DI 48 1] (61%) T 30 5 (38%)
1T TNCIHEIRIEEZTRD, 1 61 (1%) X FEIRBESDHIT 12 282 58\ &
REZfE-> Tz, —J7. MRI CHbJEREZ: LS IARERAE 1/2 Kl & 728 L7 ER]
101 B CIIIHRERAAIT 100 61 (99%) CTHEEIRMEI 12 RKi7= 7=,

100% -
R
75% hEigiE
50% Eo
O <172
25% =
O >1/2
0% -
MRI 7 &R

5 MRIIZ L AR & RE2Eo—EeR

5. BINATZWIT AT b LIRIRERFHIESRE Y A2

YRIZ LNM score, KGOG score, KCC score Z5H L, #itmBlFAERY A7 LD
BEIZ DWW TR LT, WD A 27 IR IR Y 2 7 BEORS 1 3TATEE
D score DEAEIZ/R DITHES TRV L, R Y A 7B L0 Y XA 7 HOEIGIX
score WEMEIZ 72 DITHES T L 7= (X 6), U >/ EIFRHIMTE A IX, g BRIk Y
A Bt HE SR ARSI C & DRSS AT A L E 2 DN, HSIERY A
7 BEOEIEIE, LNMscore T 0 D 84 il 76 1] (90.5%). LNM score 0 Xi% 1(CA125
DAY H>> MRI CHIBIRIEZ SEDRW SR TO U o EENHITFEIE ST 71 1 64
il (90.1%). KGOG score T 0 @ 91 i 79 i (86.8%). KCC score 0 Ti 40 51| 37 {5
92.5%) THY . WTHDOL AT AMIBONTHERIKY 27 BHIK 90% T TR X 5
(T ET 10%REDIERI T U A7 BELLEIZi o7z, Tz, HRTOEMEML
KGOG score 38X TN KCC score TOEMEERM: L DO—BREZMETT 5 L. URBLY
KGOG score W3 HEMESATEET DIERNIZ 64 51T, KGOG score DA THMES:
P T SERNE 27 BIFE L. 48 JOVKCC score WV F LT H M2 7- 3ERIX
3B BIOHT, BROSMFO M7= TIEFNL 38 I TH Y . KGOG score Tl H%< D
TEBIDVEME S 2072 L. KCC score CEMESA: 27 T IEBIEUTZE DMMDFEAEL V)
b7 Tz,
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100% — 100% -
75% - 75% -
50% - 50% -
25% 25% -
0% - 0% —
0 12 0 1
LNM score LNM 0/1 HDMRI
C D
100% - 100% —
75% - 75%
50% - 50% —
25% - 25%
0% - 0% -
0 12 0 1 2 34
KGOG score KCC score
SRIRPRY
B2 O EvRD O #uzy O suan
E F
KGOG score KCC score
100% - 100% -
75% - 75% -
50% - 50%
25% - 25%
0% - 0% -
0 1 0 1
LNM 0/1 HDMRI LNM 0/1 HDMRI

KGOG/
KCC score .O D1 .2 .3

6 FINHTZWI S 2T L LT B AT U A 7 53

LNM score (A). ¥BHZF1TF B U L HiZRHTE IS (B). KGOG score (C), KCC score
D) IZBTHAaT EHRY 27 58RI A7 (. PV A7 (R @Y A7 (F) O
ElE ., KGOG score (E) 3L OVKCC score (F) & 4RMAMEEEUE - ORE, KGOG F721%
KCCscore (25T % 0 (). 1(E). 2(R). 3 ()
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6. FRIEFIOBET

FPRIERNT U o SEEREITEMS S 2= A RE 71 il 2 BT, 7= 3720 B B
394 3B TRRD T, FHFIEGIDOEE T 7 (326) B LUERARGE (£7) ZtaT L7,

#1 B IO 1TV T B AMES 207 L, #3 Tldbd afhEizifnsse i iz m
AR EBMESA - STz, — 7, #4 TR IR B 7= T2 OB Mg S
PRIIATZ ST, BEREZ T IO b D00, TRANDRIEIMGOLIVT U o/ HiZhE
BWE ST, FTo. #5 CIIRRTOMRZ CHERIEESER N H N D IFEOFTR T, i
JEIRM S S, CA125 b AR Flal> T2 L BB M- LT eh o
703, ERTC PS 2 CIEMEIRIIINEE L B2 D Te, TARNEOFIRETY o HiF
TEITAVERS Sz,

Z B DIERE LNM score. KGOG score, KCC score T L7-, LNM score 33 &
U'MRI OffEIREOFTEOFHNZ W56, #1 38 L0 CIIAMSRIE AT Lz
23, KCC score TIXITZEF—DHBEZFML TWDH DD, EEATEFREL (Volume
Index) DF7 > bAZEH 6 cm® T LNM score D 36 cm® D 1/6 & L TWAH72, #5 Bk
X AR OFHITETIXZ OTEE MEC /e > 7272 W HOIER] & B B St 2 7=
7o T, —J7. KGOG score Tlt. LNM score & B OG- TORHME
FRIZHA 38 L UWS ZBREAMSRIEDNT- S Qe

* 6 HEFIOBEN =

# fhvAl & RED MRI MRI CA125 LNM KGOG KCC
PHE Er KRR M VI(em®) (IU/ml)  score score score

1 A% 55 Gl/G2 0 25.7 13.9 0 0 1
2 ARE 4 Gl 0 20.3 14 0 0 1
3 BH 35 G2 <12 11.4 29.5 0 0 2
4 B 63 GI/G2 =112 329 129 0 1 2
5 BRE 75 Adeno <112 0.8 28.2 2 1 3

A #f 1 LNM score 0 3% CA125 AT 1, 7> MRI CHif@iRif%EHo7220y; B #E : A #E
PIATY 2 HiENEEIS, MI, myometrial involvement; VI, volume index, LNM score %
VI. CA125, #5714 . KGOG score Tl CA125, MI %, KCC score CIIAHFRE, MI,
VI, CAI25 DRz RE Lz,

% 7 IZGRRAA A F L DTz, WITNOEFIS U o EiENHMIANE S, 2 BXLW
#3 CIIINRAARAF LT, BRI Y A7 0FE T, #13 13K Y 227 T, WIinh
IR 2RO IR o T2 T2, IBINERE 72 < ROBEiEE Uiz, # B LUWS 1dWIhns 7
BINTLIITEHFEE Y AT ETH T2, # 1 LEINBRE G L2 S ODOARNDIEE
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WESHT, FulBiZR STz, #5 TRV o EgfEir o T ZREE &1k L, TC 9%
6 a—2&BINUT-, #3 OHTHIEZ IR S SR T=08, T DIEDNTIE
22 7175 30 4 A THEFE Lo, #1 130679 29 7 A THWNEMEDMtisE 23860, Maless T Il
YIS 2 M1 T LR £ TR Bl LT\ 5, #2 13k 22+ H OB RRNIEIEERE
BREE T Uz, Wiz ClElmmE BB 2 filid L7z & o olElmiiiazi izt <, &
BRAGIEST CHRIINEL IS L ONEIR MR 2 i T L7z, JRER A CERNIES O B & B2 &
. BB E T TR CTH D, #3 Tk, TR LD e \ICAIFERSER L, 4 »
H O CTHEIE L2 L. WD, PAN 28072 U o/ SEigli, SHaulbk,
Btk & UC TCHRE 6 = — ADSHEAT S 47, #4 38 KOS 13, AW AT S
RINSTIERI T D, #4 TIX, 1% 29 » A THBNTRZRO, BRI T
NT=bDD 57 7 A CTHIFRIE STz, F72#5 TIHFE 30 - H TEBRNY o/ Eic L5
W5 2580, FINC K DUIBRO%, b RIED Tz, 101 # A THEIEIES Tz,

7 FRHIORRFE

# =k R B3RV R BIMEER  PFS 3R
1 ETH+BSO Gl Ky 27 L 29,8 fUsHTEERS
2 TLH+BS Gl Ky =7 L 2xA e
3 TLH+BS Gl Ky 227 L 4 H YN R
4 ETH+BSO Gl YRy mL o 2908 HEBHNEIE

5 ATH+BSO+OMT  SC BmU T LR 30 2H ) o

AR : LNM score 0 X3 CA125 DA T 1, 7> MRI THiERIMEEDRV Y, BFE - ARE
DIST U o HiERIEE M, LNM, lymph node metastasis; KGOG, Korean gynecologic
oncology group; KCC, Kanagawa cancer center; ETH, expanded total hysterectomy; BSO,
bilateral salpingo-oophorectomy; TLH, total laparoscopic hysterectomy; BS, bilateral
salpingectomy; pOMT, partial omentectomy,

7. /N

LNM score & MRIIZ X 2 @izl 0FH L72iRT 0 U o SERENE I IS St
DOWGREEAT o1z, ZORBECEE LT ARETLHITIE, U o \Hil 230 TR b7,
Wiz e HE L Z 2 BT, SR COffREHmIZINZ . KGOG score, KCC score T
Bt L=y, W OMREHITEEI B O T OIFRIREAAOER U A7 TR U A
7 VA EDSKT 10%AFAE LTz, R COEMEZ S OIRRHT S 27 A Tld, CA125. MRI
\Z X DGR L O ORHn, TR L DM - S ke TR =
TSN TEY . IARZENC T D iR OFHm, AR « Sr bEE DR Al#EE
Gamnd ) b OBEHEE Z N LT A — D — DB Th D B2 b,
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1. U G BE - DIRERER) U R 7 R ORREY

RRET 2 1 LICAM [BHEF B4 O RHEART

Bt 2 TIEL LICAM % U > EisEIREISS N2 D R & I ED a3 27
DIZ, LICAM ORFHRIFB ARSI Lo, £9. Zoak— R MIBiTFH U X
B 31T DIREEA) ) A 7 R Wt LT,

K 8IRT LI, HERMMTCTY o/ Hilsds & BhES 5 K713,

12 LA EDOTRN

i, U o VBRI, SRR, SHRERE THY , n P RT 1 v ZHRITIZ T,
PRI & ) o SEREEN U 2 EB P E OG- & L TRt Sz,

# 8 U L/ EIHAEIBID DR U A T (K F-

LNM 72 L LNM %1 p E F v Xt pfa
N 124 3] (76%) 37 %l (24%)
fhERE <0.0001
<12 7761 (62%) 561 (13%) 5.747 0.0015
>1/2 4785 (38%) 321 (86%) [1.953 -16.91]
U NERER <0.0001
2L 89 il (72%) 841 (24%) 5.620 0.0003
HY 3561 (28%) 29 fil (76%) [2.191 — 14.41]
FHRI=EE 0.0128
7L 116 %Il (93%) 29 il (79%) 2219 0.2176
HY 8 Bl (7%) 861 21%) [0.625 —7.882]
SR E IR 0.0128
7L 103 %1 (84%) 24 B (62%) 1.191 0.1910
HY 20 il (16%) 136 (37%) [0.719—5.238]
AT 0.2722
G1/G2 89 il (72%) 22 f3 (41%) - -
G3/mon-endo 3561 (28%) 15 1l (59%)
ERERIRaES 0.7612
i 113 1] (91%) 33 il (89%) - -
[Z1a 11 %1 (9%) 441 (11%)

F— I TEFEL (%), A~ X [95%(EHEX ] CTRe L=,
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2. IHC Yuf5.% AV - LICAM REO

RIZ, LICAM FBLL VORI iEZ R Lo, £7. THC YD 4P EA e
L7, LICAM [3RIEMFEIZBELL . HEZIZFEL L TN Z 35TV D
728 (Huszar etal.,, 2006), TMA OINEEHIAFAET DiiaE 2 oM, =g
i 2 BEEXTHR & 975 internal control 2 VT EMAMER LT2 (X 7). A T4 RNO#
RETNT LIRS P Sh, B BTG SR o7, FRIEEHRO-1-E IR
R E P SR DY 23R 7= DI 1 3G o 2 3R D 72 o T2,

Nath ’.1 !
7 TMA LEOIREFHERIK 2 Yt
BT « fikaE (OREN), PEMERTER R A (f) « FERER (REE) ., WK

W& (**), A, C:HE %, B, D: LICAM (Zx9 % IHC %fb, Scale bar : 50 um,

DAy DYtk 23l L7z, Jef TFZE Tl LICAM DYt DR, Guf
FRECIZ X O AL C Y S U DML ORI TR L, 10%% 5 v A7 LTE
LD IROGEI S Yot SIS 2 B EFHIEL T D, Lv L, Yefadffnidx] 8A
IORT LIS, MK PEIND HONLESREIND HOE TIRASHFEL, [
T T b YemiffE DIE SO X NN Lo T, Y2 EZE LRV S,
EOFEEDOYLEFRE DL 2 i & HE TR E DD TIRII IR SN Tl b9, #F
& & D NIRRT OR—ENR N EE 2 BT,
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T ZC. YetBREE CEAMTT 21T o T Y iEsa R % H-score 2 FWTHRRETL
7oo B PAZFUTUVRVWEIRZ 0, 555K THIRBE IR < Jea ST s 2 &R
ik C X HHEEAE 3+ &CHIE L, 98YER CIIRBICI T A fER CE 720 b O OSRIER T
I RREEA S Gt ST D Z & A58k CE DA 1+, ZOHM% 2+ L3l L7,
BYEREIOENE 27l L CAKR > M H-score 25 H L, FEEADD 2 AR v b
@ H-score DB ZMATIZAER L7z, H-score DFHHED b A k7' F AIEH 8B IR
L72 & 912, H-score ZMEV VERFIAZL < | HIEIZ 15 (EPH @ 0 - 300) T, HAIEIZ 0
T46 B0 2o 7,

8 LICAM DHtafgD—1,

A YREEREE, 0 25 3+ 4 B
B&CFEAM L 7=, Scale bar : 50 pum,
B : H-score D& A s 7T A,

Number of Pts

0 60 120 180 240
H-score of LLCAM
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3. LICAM D% v b A ZEORKE}

WIZLICAM D71 b A 7l it L7z, LICAM @ H-score & U >/ ~Ei#sfs DA
F72 U o SEHEBOMSTERRA - T db D1 WhBIRER L OV o SR Z >
T ROC iz VLTS L7 (B4 9), AUC IZ. U o 3Eilinfs, RO, £
72U L NEIRBEE I ET 0.55307, 0.59563, 0.56484 T, LICAM DYt TV o i
B0 D U X7 R OFEEZ THNIRETH D L& bk,

ZZ T, TR E OBREICOW TR LTz, BFOAHELS ORHEIZ-OUVT ROC HiifR
ZRAWTHRILIZE 24, AUC 13 0.74584 THEAFE< AHRI L TRV . Youden Index
735 H-score 35 7 v bA 7L L=, LICAM BE% H-score 35 LA . FatE% 35 Rk
iiti & 5 L CLUBORG 21T -7, ZOEF T, LICAM EMIE 113 41 (70.2%) « B
PEI% 48 B (29.8%) TV . BFEHIERIL LICAM BERECHEILE < | 5 F RS
SRITBEMER 7.96%1 25t LEGHERIIE 30.28%72 -7 (p=0.0007) .

LNM Mi ly
1.00 1.00 1.00
0.80 0.80 0.80
2 Z g
> > >
E 0.60 E 0.60 E 0.60
wv wv [%2]
c C c
@ 0.40 @ 0.40 @ 0.40
wv (%] / wv
—
0.20- f 0.20- / 0.20- f
0.00 " 0.00’—/ 0.00 "
0.00 0.20 0.40 060 0.80 1.00 0.00 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 0.00 0.20 0.40 060 0.80 1.00
1 - Specificity 1 - Specificity 1 - Specificity
D Recurrence E
1.00 Y 10
E — L1CAM (-)
0.80 + 0.8+
c —
z F & L1CAM (+)
= 060 5 0.6
= ]
wv r{J Q
S o040 “ 04
(]
@ f 2
0.20 E 0.2
r >3
0.00 £ 00
0.00 020 040 060 0.80 1.00 3 0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192

1 - Specificity Time (month)
9  ROC HIiff & BAFE R
A U UREHAE (LNM) | B EROAREIRIE MD) . C: VR (Iy) . D: 5
FOAHEL LICAM @ H-score ® ROC HifE, FHOAMEIZISIT 5 ROC Hiff (AUC =
0.74584) 7°6H v M A 7E% 35 1ZPE, E : LICAM Bl (F) LFaMp GR) 0R
FEEREEN T T o ~AY—IETHE LR 7 T I REETT>T- (p=0.0007) ,
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4. BEHROHE

L1CAM DOFBUZIEAD BEE 52K 9 ITF & T2, LICAM BRI Clrabat:p) & kb
A AFEEOFRAEDE < (56 7% vs 64.5 7%, p<0.0001), PARLIEFIDOEIG D R -T2
(74.3% vs 91.7%. p=0.0078) . —7J7C. T HEIV FIOBEZLAM H B (97 months vs 95.5
months, p=0.3095), HEITHID/A (p=0.4755), ({LFIFERITEIS (65.5% vs 68.8%.
p=0.6873). HLOWNHEFREL T A L (p=0.6595) \TITMFEHICAEZZZ RO

7‘7
—o

L1CAM R&fE L1CAM B5tE p E
(n=113) (n=48)

BEE (%) 113 f31] (70.2%) 48 51 (29.8%)
Bl e (H) 97 [38-185] 95.5 [39 - 186] 0.3095
Fir (F) 56 [14-78] 64.5 [34-76] <0.0001
PR % 83 #il (74.3%) 44 %1 (91.7%) 0.0078
FIGO 2008 0.4755

I 65 151 (57.5%) 30 51 (62.5%)

I 16 151 (14.2%) 561 (10.4%)

11 32 5] (28.3%) 13 51 (27.1%)
BRI 0.6873

7L 38 151 (33.6%) 15 f51] (31.3%)

(LA 75 5] (66.4%) 33 f51] (68.8%)
ML FRIEL O A v 0.6595

Taxane-platinum
Adriamycin-platinum
Others

53 51 (70.7%)
21 31 (28.0%)
1451 (1.3%)

25 5] (75.8%)
7 61 (21.2%)
1 %51 (3.0%)

F—Z I TREB (%) DT RE [#PH] TR LT,

5. L1CAM DB LIREEH Y X 7 KT & O
PRI LICAM OFHL & Flix OIFEFR Y A 7 K- & OB ARG L7, 3 10 1R
X 912, LICAM [aMERE & H LICAM FEMERECIIJENIEE G3 & FHEEEMN R
(G3/Non-endo) DEIA (20.4% vs 56.3%. p<0.0001), FHIRMREEGMESR (6.2% vs 18.8%.
p=00157) . MEESMIEEIHER (3.5% vs 22.9%. p=0.0001) NEEICEN-T2, L
L. Y A7 555800546 (p=0.3650)  FEOANEIREOEIS (45.1% vs 58.3%., p=
0.1254), U > VEIRBEEMER (39.8% vs 39.6%. p = 0.9773), SEERFVERIEAER (22.1%
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vs 16.7%. p=0.4612), HHEGHEGIESR (8.0% vs 12.5%., p=0.3551), U >/ HifissH
(22.1%v8 25.0%, p=0.6915) \JITAE R FEZZRBDIRN -T2,

#10 LICAM OFHL EJRELAA) ) A 7 K- & DR

L1CAM R&fE L1CAM B5tE p E
(n=113) (n=48)
BRI A7 58 0.3650
Y 22 32 41l (28.3%) 9 i (18.8%)
HY 27 27 Bl (23.9%) 11 51 (22.9%)
mY Ry 54 51 (47.8%) 28 5] (58.3%)
FHARY
KA 102 #i (90.3%) 29 B (60.4%) <0.0001
Grade 1 53 51 (46.9%) 9 151 (18.8%)
Grade 2 37 5] (32.7%) 12 f51] (25.0%)
Grade 3 12 51 (10.6%) 8 il (16.7%)
FEEIE 1161 (9.7%) 19 %1 (39.6%)
SERMR 1 %51 (0.9%) 6 51l (12.5%)
BB 161 (0.9%) 4 151 (8.3%)
I R 7B (6.2%) 71 (14.6%)
Z DAt 2 5 (1.8%) 2 il (4.2%)
fhERE =12 51 51 (45.1%) 28 151 (58.3%) 0.1254
U U NEREE 45 il (39.8%) 19 51 (39.6%) 0.9773
FHRI=EE 761 (6.2%) 9 51| (18.8%) 0.0157
SR EIRE 25 Bl (22.1%) 8 151 (16.7%) 0.4612
SR 9 {51 (8.0%) 6 51l (12.5%) 0.3551
DIV 40 25 ] (22.1%) 12 ] (25.0%) 0.6915
R Y oSE 3[1-51] 3[1-40] 0.5748
B L ED I 6 151 (24%) 361 (25%) 0.9046
FERENRY >/ ED A 8 B (32%) 3l (25%)
BRHEREINRY /g 11 151 (44%) 6 151 (50%)
NEREGE LS 4 (3.5%) 1161 (22.9%) 0.0001

T ZVTEGHL (%) FIIEPOE [#FH] TRLUT
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6. LICAM OFHLFIH ¥ —

RIZ, LICAM Bt & FEMERED sk bhli U 72, L1ICAM F2MERECIE 113 il
10 f51] (8.8%) M3F%E L. LICAM FGHRETIE 48 517 14 1] (29.2%) 2MEIEZHAR IR
I LTz, PRI KOS, FIFTRIRIC DV TR 11 ITE & iz, LICAM [k
B CIORIEBER PN EICE D> T2 (30% vs 71.4%, p=0.0420), FEIEHEBALCTIE, fifi
IR R B < 86 (57%) TEHMitEEE &= Lic, —hH Y o/ Eilis B
LICAM [&METIT 4 B (40%) TRRd7=25, LICAM 5Tl 2 1l (14%) (X 787>
72 LICAM BEPERE TIZFRIGIEN T LI <, AR5 W E TR
I B -T2 (24 7 A vs15 7 A, p=0.0492) ,

F£11 PRI EHEE - FRIBE

L1CAM &tk L1CAM BBt
(n=10) (n=14)
PR
RIS 3451 (30%) 10 5 (71.4%)
Jiti 161 (10%) 8 31 (57%)
Jrhg 1 %1 (10%) 2 il (14%)
Jib 141 (10%) 0 1l (0%)
FENRRE TR 3 2 B (20%) 2 B (14%)
BN 2 B (20%) 181 (7%)
REIEAN 0 1 (0%) 181 (7%)
N B ER
BREWRY > B 3 il (30%) 11 (7%)
BREY o E 151 (10%) 181 (7%)
Fe Wi P 5 1 %1 (10%) 0 1l (0%)
FFTRIE
{LFREERH 6 151l (60%) 8 51l (57%)
{LZRBREE -+ HORRRIR R 1 51 (10%) 4 1 (29%)
{2+ AR ERR 0 1 (0%) 1 61 (7%)
HBERBRERE 2 151 (20%) 0 151 (0%)
74~ =570 161 (10%) 0 1 (0%)
T T 0 %1 (0%) 1 61 (7%)

T2 FEFEL (%) TRLT,
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1.0 — L1CAM ()
~ L1CAM (+)

0.8

0.6

0.4

2nd recurrent rate

0.2-

OO 12 24 35 48 60 72 84 9

Time after 1st recurrence (month)

10 L1CAM D¥EH & MIalfR7El% D BRFHER,

LICAM [&M: (F) . LICAM B5tE () Ok, M3 E7IImRE ToWM2

T oA YRITHEE L VT U ERER o7 (p=0.0492)

7. LICAM OFEBBTHRIZE 2 D58

WIZ LICAM OFHN PEFS B LN OS 1252 5884 Tt L7z (K 11) . F
T, B (IO n ) SEmE I HBECIVE) ST OREILE, F
HEERE T, LICAM FaERE & BRVERE & DRIIZ PES (A, p =0.1550). OS (B, p = 0.0996)
& BITHEZETFRD BRI Te s TR TIZ L1CAM BEMERE T PFS (C.p = 0.0223),
OS (D, p=0.0011) & HBITAREIARRTH ST,

WIZ, HIBMEFREN TR G- 2 DA G 272012, BT I A7 - &Y
27 BETHIBAE SRE 2 56T LT SEBIC DUV T LICAM SEROG BN T8I 5% D%
Bhkpat Uz, B Y AZRE - @ U A7 B CIERRIRBM LR E 2 il T L b 7z
DR & U CRIBNE2AREE 2 1T L UV WS ) A 7 BEO T4 & Helssiat L=,
LICAM [EMERECIE, MBI ERHEEFEIT L QU W FISK Y A 7 B & B U CHfiBh
bFPREZRAT LT Y A 7B - &) A7 O TRITHAEZITR < 5-year OS I
100% vs 98.6% (p=0.1741), 5-year PES I3 95.1% vs 90.3% (p = 0.2470) 7=~7-, —7.
LICAM [GPERETIE, MBS A il T L QU W ESRIR Y R 7 B & il U CHfilh
bFPREZTAT LT3 Y A28 - &) A7 O TRITAEIARR T, 5-year OS I
100% vs 82.1% (p <0.0001), 5-year PFS I3 95.1% vs 62.2% (p < 0.0001) 7257, & 5|
IR R TR - 35U A7 BRIV TC, LICAM EMEREE LICAM Bt A b3 5
& LICAM BHERED OS (p=0.0008) 33 L TOVPFS (p=0.0002) & HIZHEIZRRTH Y,
L1CAM BRI Cx 9 2B LA 5 C b 2 RIBEMEDVIE STz,
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1.0 1'“1—\— — L1CAM (-) 1.0 = — L1CAM (-)
0.8 — L1CAM (+) 0.8 — L1CAM (+)
0.6 0.6
2 8
0.4- 0.4
0.2- 0.2-
0.0 : — — ‘ 0.0 ———— —— ‘
0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192 0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192
Time (month) Time (month)
1.0 — L1CAM (-) 1.0 — L1CAM (-)
0.8 — L1CAM (+) 0.8 — L1CAM (+)
0.6- 0.6-
£ 8
0.4 0.4+
0.2 0.2
0.0 ‘ : s : 0.0 . — . ‘
0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192 0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192
Time (month) Time (month)
1.0 Low-risk 1.0 Low-risk
— L1CAM (-)/(+) — L1CAM (-)/(+)
0.8 0.8
Intermediate- Intermediate-
E 0.6 or high-risk o 06 or high-risk
R — L1CAM (-) o — L1CAM (-)
’ — L1CAM (+) 0.4 — L1CAM (+)
0.2- 0.2
0.0 : . —_—— ‘
0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192 0.0

0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192

Time (month) Time (month)

11 LICAM OFBINT4ICE 2 5 8

A FLHE PFS, B : FIE OS, C : AT PFS, D : {7 OS DX LU L T
LICAM &t (JR) & LICAM BBt () % bl L7=, E(PFS) B3LUF(0S) : F¥IK
U 27 BECHBNEFRRIEE AT U CUOZRUVER] (BF) &Y 27 HHWNEE U AV BE
THIBME S HRIEZHAT L7 LICAM &M (3R) & LICAM Bt () &bl L7z, 2447
XD 77 o~ A 15 THEE L. log rank test (2 CHUE L7= p 1L, A:p=0.1550,
B:p=0.099) . C:p=0.0223, D:p=00011, E: fkvs <, p=02470; Fkvs F. p<
0.0001 ; 7% vs ., p=0.0002, F : ik vs %, p=0.1741 ; ¥k vs 7, p<0.0001 ; 7 vs 7.
p=0.0008,
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8. ZEEMRNT & TREINE

BAZIT Cox tfI A — RET NV Z W CEE BT 21T o7 (3R 12) , FE T
| LEZS EAEATC PFS (HR =2.836, 95% CI : 1.273-6.318, p=0.0107), OS (HR =3.439,
95%CI : 1.153-10.26, p=0.0267) & b HERTEARKTFTHL), LEEMITT
V3, T THIEZE OMMOIFRBLEA) ) R 7 [R50 < BT 5 7= 0BRI L CTHRAT L 72,
PFS TliX, HEEMMT CHER THRARK T THHHHMA (G3/Non-endo), R /&
2 (= 1/2), SR, U o EHEREYE, BEREIRY Bl A m e N
EHEREEE (PANM), MRS IEME, LICAM BRSO T R BT TR L=,
oo b, fifEiRE > 1/2 (HR =3.332, 95% CI: 1.174-9.457, p=0.0237). PANM+
(HR =3.508, 95% CI : 1.166 —10.56., p=0.0256). 3L T LICAM 5 (HR =3.158. 95%
CI : 1.128-8.839, p=0.0285) 2N FRARKT-& LTt &7z, F£72 0S Tid.
B SR CH B2 TRIRT-CH 24H7% (G3/Non-endo), HEBIZIE, U o/ Hilinks
Bk, PANM+, EWERIRERZEAME, LICAM B5ftod 5 5, PANM+ (HR =5.612, 95% CI :
1.211-26.01, p=0.0275) FBLO'LICAM B4 (HR=7.987, 95%CI : 1.654-38.58, p
=0.0097) MNP EARRKTF& LTSz,

% Z CLICAM 5t E PANMHZ LY OS BERNL SND Z & 2GR T DI A
W3t a7— R & LICAM 5t & PANM+OFHEETLLFD 3 ZV—F 125 LT-, &
725, A LICAM 2%, B : LICAM [5%2>2 PANM+(-) . C : LICAM B5tn~D
PANM+(+) ThH D, OSITZD 3 V7 N—7TRERHL S, 5-year OS IE, A :99.1% .
B:94.1% . C:533% THY ., FI/N—THIIHHFNNEEZELZA LT (Avs
B:p=00413, BvsC : p=0.0008, AvsC : p<0.0001) ,

1.0 — L1CAM (-)
0.8 — L1CAM (+)/ PANM (-)
' — L1CAM (+)/ PANM (+)
o) 0.6
O 4
0.4+
0.2
0.0

0 2L1 4é 7é 96 1é0 1214 1é8 192
Time (month)
12 LICAM I X O'PANMHZ L B T ER L
AMFFEa R — h % A: LICAM &P (FF). B: LICAM [514:2>2 PANM (-) (%), C:L1
CAM B> PANM (4) (F) (208 L, OS & 7T o ~A Y —IEThELr /7
JREEIT>7= (AvsB : p=0.0413, BvsC : p=0.0008, AvsC : p<0.0001),
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# 12 HREMNTE L OSALEMT
PFS (ON]
HR [95%CI] p HR [95% CT] p
(A)  HZERSART
HEATH 2.836 [1.273 - 6.318] 0.0107 3.439 [1.153 - 10.26] 0.0267
2.053 [1.012 — 4.584] 0.0486 3.352 [1.064 — 10.57] 0.0389
G3/Non-endo
MI>1/2 4.333 [1.617 — 11.61] 0.0035 2.493[0.766 — 8.115] 0.1294
ly 1.644[0.739 - 3.660] 0.2234 1.367 [0.459 — 4.073] 0.5741
\% 2.815 [1.045 - 7.583] 0.0407 2.689 [0.586 — 12.34] 0.2034
CSI 1.379[0.547 - 3.477] 0.4958 0.835[0.184 —3.785] 0.8146
SI 3.855 [1.528 — 9.725] 0.0043 3.757 [1.025 - 13.76] 0.0457
LNM 2.711 [1.203 - 6.107] 0.0161 3.365 [1.126 — 10.06] 0.0299
PANM+ 2.665 [1.140 — 6.233] 0.0237 4.032 [1.270 - 12.81] 0.0180
PWC 3.675 [1.455 - 9.285] 0.0059 6.027 [1.842 - 19.72] 0.0030
L1CAM 3.701 [1.641 — 8.342] 0.0016 9.187 [2.522 — 33.48] 0.0008
(B) SR
1.115[0.433 —2.875] 0.8213 1.27410.341 —4.753] 0.7183
G3/Non-endo
MI>1/2 3.332 [1.174 - 9.457] 0.0237 - -
v 1.439[0.530—-4.493] 0.5308 - -
SI 1.551[0.623 —3.862] 0.3458 3.974[0.943 —16.75] 0.0601
PLNM 0.931[0.289 —2.999] 0.9051 1.401 [0.301 — 6.800] 0.6523
alone
PANM+ 3.508 [1.166 — 10.56] 0.0256 5.612 [1.211 —26.01] 0.0275
PWC 1.564 [0.494 — 4.951] 0.4467 1.562[0.341 —7.168] 0.5659
L1CAM 3.158 [1.128 — 8.839] 0.0285 7.987 [1.654 — 38.58] 0.0097

BB (A) BROZEEMT (B) % Cox Kl NF— FEF /T IR 7,
PFS, progression-free survival; OS, overall survival; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval,
non-endo, non-endometrioid histological subtype; MI, myoendometrial involvement; ly,
lymphatic invasion; v, vascular invasion; CSI, cervical stromal invasion; SI, serosal invasion;

LNM, lymph node metastasis; PANM+, para-aortic lymph node metastasis with or without
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pelvic LNM; peritoneal dissemination; meta, distant metastasis; PWC, peritoneal washing

cytology.

9. AT —F_—R%HVVHEE

UALCAN % H\\ T, TCGA [ 28GR S 7= FEBIERNIZ 351 5 LICAM mRNA &
FEHEB| ORERIEHS A WEE LT, X 13 (2Rx Lz X 912, LICAM mRNA 88l L~L
I T3 L OV TV WIOMEI TRER, SE N & B\ ISR & FENIRE OIS A
BEIZERIHLTh o7, UALCAN 3 X U Kaplan-Meier plotter {235V T, LICAM D3EHL
L Ptk L OBBE AR L7-, LICAM mRNA E3EEEGHEREEER & b, AEIC
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BE

1. #ETY R U R 7 OFHfiFEIZ OV T

AMFFETIEL HEt 1T T Y VR Jili U 2 7 AMEW-FEAREEEG 21T 5 U v
IREERE A SR DZ L DWW TR LTz, URHTEIT D U o EiEREIra IS
A7 TR CIEREA R REME R Y S Th D LB b, — T IR
RN 31T DR & LT, FERREY - S LEEOFHI, 8%\ ME MRIIZHUT S hfEiR
TEOFHmAREE 2 Z L23& 0 | INRTRZWHE U 2 7 GEBID 9 6 10%I TREL R FFEF -
mUATHETH Y, AL OBBINRRARET 2 0ENH o7, £ 2T, MOHTRE
fiis A7 5 CTd D KGOG score, KCC score TR L7-,

LNM score, KGOG score, KCC score IZ, VYT AUHINATY o HilE U A 7 FED
ZODAAT Y AT LATHY | ANHTOMARA « 77, MRIFTR, CA125 DfE
MH U U REHiERE Y R ZFHE LT D, LNM score ClIFRIEEAFEE A B L
TEY | FEFIECF = IRES O CHTRTRHm A K72 MRIIZIS T 5 fhEiRiEORE
iz ERNIY R 3FETHY . HHORR L ak— N TEOFRMENI RIS TN S
(Todo etal., 2013), —J5C. KGOG score ClIMEBEAFEFEEIIFHITHETIZ MRI 28T 5
FRIEIRAEDS 12 LA E S &5l T2 V) 27 733 ToH D KCC score TILZDUWTHL
BT 5 U 27 38 TH D, SREIOKGETT, WTNOBK A7 L2 HWTY, fir
AR TR Y X 7 GEBIOK) 10%DMHEIRBFRIERF - @ U AL R D L PRS
iz, TORKE LT, 7RO MRIIC X 2RO, AT - /2 LEEOFHh,
F TR LI CE 2o Y o VEREECHIMREBO A EORMA ST B b, L
7o o T, BFORHI S AT MMZZHD U AT R DIFAEZ NET D3, F~—T
—&MA5HZ LT, BEHEEON ELZHOMERH D EHZHIVD,

U U \HARBIZ BRI T D B Y R 7 ROV T, R 2 123 T RER Y
VRIS AT Y L NEENEWT A M T U I T 2 L TIERI TG L. 20
MSTAERRIAT- & U TROIBIRER KOV v ERERIIH SNz, ZoZ &k,
ITAFFE TR STV D FEIREICIT 5 U L ElisB OWELI) U A 7 K- Th 5
FHFRTE « LEE & iR OFRE (Creasman etal, 1987), 72V L VE(REE (Watari et
al., 2005) & —Er+ HHEH 77 572, GOG33 (Creasman et al., 1987) TiL, BRI THI &
stz 621 e L, =, W@ RREIERS KO KERY o EiEiE 2 ate
U o EENEIN AR T U T 2 e L. 2 OB PRIRHECE BT TR S
iz, BRI I BN DREEDIVRWER R RR TH -T2 DD, JREFAIIIE
144 1] (22%) (T EINRZEDFE L, FITE TN ZAT O LERH D Z LR S
7o U o BB 2 MO, NI G ER T, SR 13 K Th
HUT Y R EHEE A RO T, FEIRIES 12 Ktz > b A7 & Lica, Gl Tho
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THEBRY VR H MR KO PAN BEBIXZNZEI 4%DER] TRz, —FH T, G2
B 2UNE G3 DN TIE, 13 REOHBIZETH 6%DEHR Y o/ Hifiiis L
2% DEEREIR Y o Eils 25007 2 & s LT b, T b IR Er ChlEiR
BENEETE D00 HDWIIANEIRED 13 Al >ENEE Gl Tho Z L2
XL ENNIELIRD,

A A ORRTC, MR CHEJERIE NG HOIR > TIEFI DK 40% CIRELFIZ X E
REZBD NI Z LD BERICHEIREZIICEET 5 2 ITREEEER S
iz, LU, MRI CRERIENEEDIRER TIE 1 Bl ZbRE D3 072 iR
EEFESTWZ & h, MRI CHEIRNEZ 5E 5 T2 72V 2 &I, B3 m
JEIZMEAN 13 Kl T2 Z L 2B T LTI 5 & B2 b,

— 5T, FHRR - S EEEOIRRTREM IS L A S Tl BRI
A B & AR SR DRI S A, AR B I FR SRR D 5 6D HEIA T ORI C
D BRIEEASYD 5%LL T THIUE Gl 6%~50%72 & G2 LRHii S D, Ffusm g
WIGAIIEERANC X 53 up grade SLD 0N, IEEHIRE SR CORFMBASLE L 7257
D, SEEOESME T H HITHIO 15 ISR CIIR2Ws WS 5\ IR ISR X
NDHZEMHY H D, T, Bt 1IZBW TR GU/G2 L2l L7= 85 il 3 4] (3%
5) CIHTRREZWTC G3. B, Pl Ch o722 & INRT2Wr SR - 7=
6 I 4 G CIIME W O R, BIfiE, RaobE ChomZ &b, 2
5 OFARRT 2 AT CHESEIC RN T D120 DN F~—h—INBE L B2 HD,

ARl TIEZ, LNM score & MRI (Z & 2 ihEi=iEORME 2 0 L 7=ffraizinic &
%0 2 EENEITEIE SR A B LT ABETL Bl . AR AE L7227 b D
DOFE 2 OB T U o EERET 21T L7k~ 72 B BE 39 flofkita % ik L=, B#E
DRBEEFITE—TII720 D3, 39 B 19 1] (49%) 13V > HiERE I E ISR 2 7
72N DD LNEilERE U A 7 DMER &AW SIVIERITE 572, 5% D 20 BT
AN RIFR DM T H DD, PS AR ED 7 OITHEERR A AT CE o7
JEBITZ o7, TRRENTZ L D IC. BEETIT AR L L NE B ICEBARE RN Em N 7208,
B BEDOTM51 3 B 2 FllE, WRTRHIHOBRED D VU o EENEIN A S AT S 72
WY R DEVERI T, PS RE7Z E DT DITHEREBIR AT 2 I > TER T 5, B
KIZBITF DA R7A - ORGERC T, B - @Y A 7RIV TS U 2 EiEs
TEINFATIEFISMEIN L TWD Z & AHE S4U TV % (Shigeta etal., 2017), 5%, miln
LD F AR TTRBEDINT 5 Z E N TRENDIEETHY  PS KRR EDT=
DITHFHERRDM T R R2VEFNC BT DB ARG 2 Z S ITHEBECR D B X6
nic,
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2. AT A7 ATENTRE NS, F~<— I —DkE}

AElfRET 1 T, LNM score, KGOG score, KCC score Z &7 L7, KCC score TIIFF
FIEFNTNT IS U o EENHIE IS S A7 L TR 72 b DD, KCC score
CHEMEEAT AT 3BT 110 B 40 FlOFATH O | ASKEMS ATHEZIERIC HAEME T
TRVEGINZL D LEZ bz, —F, SURToOHER. KGOG score TiL, A
W& 2w 7= TIEGN I ZE I ER 71 1], 91 Bl TH ST b DD, THRARZIEG] HEE
ATRE ST S DS AN B D, LT85T, LNM score X° KGOG score CTiEFIZ U >
REHARE Y AT ARY 27 B D THRA RIEF AN 5~ — 1 —03WEThH D | KCC
score TIEH « & U A7 BED D P& RIFERI T 5~ — 1 —DBUETHH LEZ D
N5,

FREs 1238\ ORI -CH e | IR W R 22 55 03 b - 7223 . LICAM I,
FEHENIBE, RN S L ORI &\ o 7w E R ORI RGN
IS oTe, T OO AN % /31 A ~—HF—& LT LICAM %/
WD Z ENEZ HID, Tangen DR CIL LICAM |3 7B WEREIERIAIZIBNTH
HC COFHMlAFIEET, M= OfHii s & —2 L, THAREF ORI AIREL S
LTV 5 (Tangen et al., 2017), 72721, ARRESTIZ LICAM 13V >/ Eilisfs & 137 L
TYHRARKFTHY ., UV \Gliz Y 27 IZBET 50 FORIENPLETH D,
Yoshida ©13 U >/ El#sRE N2 2 LIRE S D TR A A~ — D — & LT SEMA3D
mRNA & TACC2 isoforms Z#ii5 LT\ 5 (Yoshidaetal., 2017), ZAL 5D A F~—7
— 2B ORI AT WM 2% Z & TP OUEN LD O FET 2 24
TERDDH EBZZ BT,

3. L1CAM M7 E RO BRI REIZ OV T

TEEFEIZIIT D LICAM ORGEHIRET 2 TR 32V b DD, FHIOFEN S
IZBT D THARKFTHY | I BEHEREDN ) CREIFEEE RN LN &1 D
(Bosse et al., 2014; Wortman et al., 2018), {LFHIED T O E T 5T 5 AIREMED MBS
ST E 7=(Stelloo et al., 2016), — T, < O HARDfaaX[FERICHR 2 1%, FREH U A
7 U EDFEBNZ 5 U CHFS B L E G T S TR D . Z OIBRT OB N E
H LR L3 2 Bz,

JGOG2033 7A%RIL (Susumu et al., 2008), FFFEH U X 7 fEds KOV U A 7 BEEGII 6
D IR AR &AL RE 2 ATl L7z 3 MR T D | 385 Bl iR
Hr &7z, GOG122 (Randall et al., 2006) [FlkE, F35&mE U A 7 BECIILARIERE CHE
IZ OS LB TH 7223 (HR = 0.24; 95%CI, 0.09 — 0.69; p = 0.006), FFH U A7 FET
RS B2 R0 > 72 (HR =2.54; 95%CI, 0.71 —9.04; p=0.281), 7t

NMEAT T, ROIRIEIRIE, 70 mlA o miling, SEEEEIRE A O iEF Tl bR
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EHCARICTERPBRITHY . Y A7 BEOHIHBMEFIREDN AR EGIDMFAE
T 5 AREMEAVRIB STz, — 5 CRCK ClE B A ek 9™ D B TR IR 3
HFLTH 572 (Colombo et al., 2016), L1ICAM (2B~ 2 JeA THFFEI SAdBh iRtk &
MEAT LTZBRORHBE B2 Hivd,

SATIIFERRRC . A RIOBENIIBO T, LICAM BRI IFEEEPIRRE, RS SR,
HEERI 2 CAEIZ 2 < (Dellinger et al., 2016; Kommoss et al., 2018). 1=fEHL%
FROBENEICEP T, £o, BFET - &Y A7 BB 2T, Mk
L LICAM BEEREGT CITE CTh 2 riRetEn g S iz, — 4 C, JeA e &
720 VU REilES EFIBEETT, 72 PFS BLONOS IZoWT ., #EfTHEICRBWCE
BN T8, BlE Il 2 BRI CA BEZEZRD IR o T,

AEIOBFTTIL, LICAM (XY U/ {5 & TS LT PR ARRKEFTHY, U
P NEREERTR M EIRIE & ISR, BIRRERGME S AHRA L. RS AR
(2% o7z, ZDOZ ED LICAM BEPEREEEHIE & AN & OBFEREIS- LT
% LEZ BN, AHFETIE TMA 2720, ESMEICRIT 5 LICAM OFH
LU ZOWTIRHMl CE 2o 7228, Flix OEFEIESOEME 23 T LICAM
DVFEELL TS 2 &3 ST 1 (Angiolini and Cavallaro, 2017), LICAM BEE
HNR SRS (238195 LICAM. integrin, neuropilin-1 & AHAAER$ 2 = & ClEE
FMPRZSMA TR ZESE 32 Z E VR S CWD (Issaetal, 2009), FEEINE O L1ICAM
HHUL VEGF-A Z & e B A s LORIEMET A b A AKXVl hTns Z &
25 (Issaetal., 2009), T VEGF HifATdh 5 Bevacizumab O1ENN TAAUEERIZH 595
AIREMEDYE 2 B,

ARIOMFEHT T, LICAM FGMEIER] TIIFELFHRIE L ¥ A T D TCHRIES AP %
ECHEMEREE TG T LY - &) 27O PR ESEEET. 2 b03AC
PHUETH D TR RIR ST, LICAM  SARAREEHEC R LT, AR
DS OREEHIE T X 0 37 Ra M T Tl 0 . R BERHAASBEE L QU5 AIRE
PEDSHRAS XU TV D (Chen et al., 2018), LICAM D3HX, TGF-B > 7% L7
Slug & 2V NI TWIST-1 EAFHEICAEME S0 5, LICAM OFSEL JARRHESE, [ER O,
R, AT T F o BIONT U Z XUt & BhE LT D &3 STV % EMT,
AKT, JNK (Kim et al.,2017) 8 XTVERK 7 F /L (Ito etal., 2014) & Bh#9-25 Z & AR
X TUN D,

AWFFEIE, /IS TR CH D Z & FIRER & 1357 DI, T AN
FAET B R CRERORICIEEDSVETH D LB 2 HD, AWFZETIRY v Hilsf
U227 DY 27 LLEOTEFINEARTEENITT UBERENRY > Eizaie ) o \Ei
FRERTHHEIT SN TS, IR S < EBRIR U A 7 BEDMIITICE T D A
DNIEATHIGE & e D, SATIIZE CIlIn T L b U o EiskiE i 2 e Tl 2175 Z &1
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W EHEICE TN QRN 28, I THIRS LOYRERERY U 2 7 R F-05y Nl S b
RIBEMED B B3, FRATSHSU IR B ER Y A7 D3R Y 27 Tl 7= (Fadare et
al,, 2018; Vizza et al,, 2019), FFIKY 27 BT IA HIOFENBEETH Y | JREREe L
DZDMOFFRE Y AT R %4 STRVERITH Y . FFRIKY A 7 #ETIX LICAM D3
Bl OS BEOYPFS (TR L7 o 12728, AT 2 B0 T ITHRIKY
AT B LV ERI SN T D AREMEN B 2 DD, LinL, AHFZEC L 0 EERENR Y
NEERTE A E e U L HIERNEIC CRITE T 2 feE LB U R 7 BRI L
THIBMEFIRIEA WIATT % 2 & T, LICAM MR CIImRIRY 2 7 jE L RIRED T
BMEFOLNT-DIZX L, LICAM BB CIIARICTRARIZR -T2 206,
L1CAM Bt E A I IBE T O AL D 2 T db 5 mTREMDS IR ST,
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e
ARFFEAR & 0 IT IR 372 3 HOFM LA F b,

1. B E BT 2BEF O o Hilisfg U R 7 351 (LNM score,
KGOG score, KCCscore) TIFWTIUH 10%FREEOFEF Tt/ Nz 72 5,

2. U REiEREE G FM A AT U e SEESI IV T, LICAM BEEEE] D
TAZITHIBNEFRETHEEE LRV,

3. LICAM LY v/ Hiliifs & I3MSE LT TR AR RET-CTh 5,

AWFFEC X0 . BEFEOIHETY > Ei#af U A7 Gl 5T 10%OAEF]Citdy NG T
fili& 720 ZORER LTI, FEERIL O FI2E, U o EilsR, Tk & BET
HINA F~—T1— % BN D0 EN o H T EDVRIE S LT,

AMFFE 2R — MBI D Y o EHEEREEZk T D I B P 2R AR SRR - & L
T, WEOEREE U o VERENHH SNz, LovL, LICAM O%BLUL, U Lx
AR DISTSERRIK 1T IR U o/ NEREE L 1T L 722 o 7o, 574
U o BB DA A~ — D — 5 RET H TETHH, BUEE TIZINHD
fERRIR DAL ) L REHREOF TS ak— M2RE 4 BHTOIT, R DR
TIEBUEAT FTREZR FFPE 7 1 7 OEEA T o2, A%, MEfEIEs - IEMTIC &
DU LB R L OYPRIC RS 58 m R A L. ABFSECIER L 7= TMA %
T validation %179 Z & T, BHAFOINRIRHITS A7 AMTEIMNTREFHIO A A
~—A—%ZFEL TN FETHD,

—7J7. LICAM 1%V >/ Eilisfs L 13N L= PR BRIRT-CTH 5 Z & AAHFFECTH
BNZIR o T, BEEDNS LICAM Bl Clriffr B s I PR /AR TH
0 ERESE RN LN &0 DRIBMEFIREDO R SN2 b DD, AT
RIS EIREZAT > CTHOIRE LTTFRAR TH-72Z &0, LICAM Bt
IR ED A A~ — B — L7 D AMREMENE 2 BTz, 41k, LICAM BGHERER]
(BT B0 TAFH R FHERATIZ OV T, BERIRIAZ: & NS B I bt 2
WTETV, LICAM OZEEHIFERERERS 1O LICAM B EGIZ %9~ 2 Fia Rz /v
DR EITH TV FETH D,

WHTZWI S AT B 2B DA A~ —h—& BN 5 Z & T il % DIEFNZE
WIIREEEIRIM T D X 9 IeWis AT A~BBEIE QO MERNSH D EEZ D,
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