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ZE
FESEELFEMER BARMRZICI R R IRICI - TRERLIET
RelBHlIlEDIEDEEZIOND, UL AR TR FEERIIS W TRICEERE
DREEEHEN, FEMECSOTRERZT TRIFETHEEEML TS, KR
I BBHIOME R IR L > TEHEONDNAAY = — /=2 K IETHRIGHE T
BILT, PRUAEBIIFSIHILzHE U,

51 B FEEREICHITA&ET
S 04=liD)

A TIEFESEREDFFHIZEE high-risk human papilloma virus (hrHPV) (X
TEVIF B ERRNARZDOELSEE R L TR, — 7, HIRDIFIE
ETHEFREE CEEIN, BRI FEENARZ I THON TS, LHL
IRING | BEIRAIEAZZ 1 TIIRL | iR ~ HER I M I NS 75 SR ES % 25k
T2, ZOEIEH & DT HIL T, BITOFEENARZORMEREHONT
% (REA), FEENAMBZZZREM ET5-0I2, RRIEE BW/RE2 0O E
ATEEMEICDWTHRET T 5 (R B).

(gL ik Al

2010 NS 2018 FEFTIZYURCHRELU/-FERY (ERPNSHER 1 ) 122
B3N ESER & MR L U, A RICEE RV R MET U7z,

[(#55 A)

18 BIAEEY Uz, £FI TR FESEMMEZ M Thh T, BE .
B NA=DIE 10 Bl (55.6%) Tdh->7-, HPV-DNA REITHN= 15 FITlE, 14
Bl (93.3%) S heHPV BGHETH -7,

[(EF5 A)

HIRFEAR ) — =V BT 5 FEEH M2 X FEEEDORRII—E DR
RHEFBELU TN, X6 FHROBEIIIFIRFIDFEENARDZ ZLREN
EJTIREEHDLEZ 5N,

[(xF5 L ik B)

2016 FEMS 2020 FIZHZ L U T T = SEERMAEES & 217 atypical squamous cells of
undetermined significance TH>7/-fERZ N R LU, T ESEHIPE@ERR L RIRIKIZH
174 heHPV REBED—HE 2R ET U7z, FRIRIRISE DT BERIZ, T = SEERIRE [FkR
IZ Cobas 4800 ¥ A7 L% FiWNT hrHPV-DNA D&% FHf L 7=,

(¥ B]

MRET U7z 338 fllZDWT, JRIGIRE T = SHE AR % FiV /2 hrt HPV-DNA MREFE R

D—EEIL 90.8% (307/338) TH o7z, DRLELEVTNODIAIKT heHPV G472
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ST FEBIZ 51T 2 —BEIE 70.5% (74/105) TH -7z,
(E£% B)

FESEERIAL RRA% B\ /2 hrHPV-DNA BRZEIE—BEAE I ERH LML
otk EBIORE R B THEFA TCORMELZ R LTV DBERHDHEE X SN,

552 B FEMEICH T ARG
(BRLEH]

FEMREDOFEHU LT A BHTEZHIN, ZLUIFMMBEERM CTRIFRTFENEG
SNTVBIENS, MTERZBAIES2DITIT LD B RIEEDE R, ZD7
DDV TRV TRRBETHBEE -, FEMRREIZH T, polymerase-epsilon
gene (POLE) E&ZFDEREIE, IARYFEE (MMR) EHE p53 I T 5%
ZERLE b4 (immunohistochemistry, IHC) % FI\ /= Proactive Molecular Risk
Classifier for Endometrial Cancer (ProMisE) AMEIEINTWEH, FekE e U
IR—NCHRETINTE /2, BCK TR V/NETSEM (lymph node dissection, LND)
=BT EHAMITHY . MERMEBNEIRIIBAEENEIERINDS , KT
LND (Z& BRI DMT O, MR L FREEN R IN TS, - BHD
EETFRARRFLIBEINT VS L1 cell-adhesion molecular (LICAM) (&, 24
BOLTHETERBRDIER TH o7z, LLEXD KFDIHE—MIBITS ProMisE
DEBFMEZET L. LICAM IIH$ 5 THC flAEOE L) BYRSEAIEE R
=g SN A =[: O P A O
(gL HiE]

2003 N5 2015 FEF TIZHBTIHE L2 FEMREEFIDS S, LND 2 58 Filf
I KD ETIAZ IRE U/ER 2 N R e Uk, iR BERY A7 5EIZEIT5H YA
2 LA EDFEHNZ I3 BN L BRIE 21T 5 /20 POLE (ZDWTCIERY MARY M TH
% exon 9, 13, 14 {22\ T Sanger JEIZTHENT U7z, MMR ZEH, p53. LICAM IZX49
% HC 1%, FEELAWEB~ 17071 2ERLUTERU-.
€2

184 FNZDOWTHRET U, BEHAR {1 102.5 7 H TdH o7z, POLE exonuclease
domain mutation (POLE-EDM) %% 19 ], MMR deficient (MMR-D) %% 58 f, p53
abnormal expression (p53 abn) %% 20 {5, high expression of LICAM (LICAM+) %3 55
BNZZRD SN, 32 BlIIZZNEDEENR SN/,

ProMisE IZE DWW THEET DL, MMR-D E£& p53 wild type BEDETFRAY 5-10 4
DETHIELTHY, FI-LRFERTF2MRETTORMMNHELE 2T,

MIEERIEY AIEE (Lowrisk) BfX POLE-EDM B CILERIL A FRDRM 572 7=
O FDETHOFRREFEL U, ZOBZRL, LICAM+NHRERWFREFT
7= (hazard ratio 3.08; 95%(EFEX f: 1.42-6.96; p=0.0045) 7=&., p53 abn L& EIZ
FERRRLL, Mz FEPREE U, 5 F/10 FRERENERISIX FEE

4




IFEE 100%/100%, &R 93.8%/91.0%., FERREE 73.2%/59.9%THY ., ZH
TNNEBEZEE->TEILI N,
(E%]

AR XN BRIR) AZEFIDFRIIBD TRGF TH 72/, HFH
TRV TR BT EEENRETHD, £/-, EET IO F~—H—IZEb
59 POLE-EDM JEFIDFRIIBDH TRIF THo/2ZLeN5, Y A7 L EDREHIT
I$F9 POLE DFHEETHIBEENHDILEZS5ND, LICAM+NERWFEARRREF
THY, ISIZHREDOERMNIEER 5 EURBICEC TV I LITERMICEEE
ThHbd, 5. INSDFHTEAL G- IBEREI R INS,

it

REBTORGTZLV U TORENMES N,
1. BEEICZIINS FEENAEFDF R EHRETS-DOI2, FIRETHZHTA
TEHIENEETHD,
2. BEDMIKTY T2 5 B CIEREUREIKE F\ /2 hiHPV-DNA #ZE (L, EEfiEEL
IZ& B FESEEIE R E AR BV —RERE R,
3. RPN LVIEE SN -FEBREDBERE) AVEDFRIIBDTRIFTHY, 4
FY TR T EWKT 25BN R TH D, EETIMON F—H— 0
PRIREEZZIIAR RIZBI4 57, POLE-EDM # 3D T RIF 2 F % % R U7, LICAM+
W FRARRFTHo7,



REEER
AGC, atypical glandular cells
AIS, adenocarcinoma in situ
ASC-US, atypical squamous cells of undetermined significance
ASC-H, atypical squamous cells, cannot exclude a high-grade lesion
CIN, cervical intraepithelial neoplasm
CIN2+, FIFE R LDRE
CIN3+, BEEFKULDHRE
CT, computed tomography
dMMR, mismatch repair deficiency
DNA, deoxyribonucleic acid
DOD, death of disecase
DSS, disease-specific survival
EC, endometrial carcinoma
EDTA, ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid
endo G1/2, endometrioid carcinoma Gradel-2
FFPE, formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded
HE, hematoxylin and eosin
HPYV, human papilloma virus
hrHPV, high-risk human papilloma virus
HRP, horseradish peroxidase
HSIL, high-grade squamous intraepithelial lesion
IHC, immunohistochemistry
L1CAM, L1 cell-adhesion molecular
L1CAM-, low expression of LICAM (H-score <35)
L1CAM-+, high expression of LICAM (H-score >35)
LBC, liquid-based cytology
LSIL, low-grade squamous intraepithelial lesion
LVSI, lymphovascular space invasion
NILM, negative for intraepithelial lesion or malignancy
MMR, mismatch repair
MMR-D, mismatch repair deficiency
MRI, magnetic resonance imaging
MSI, microsatellite instability
OS, overall survival

p53 abn, abnormal expression of p53



p53 wt, p53 wild type

PCR, polymerase chain reaction

PET, positron emission tomography

PFS, progression-free survival

pPMMR, mismatch repair proficient

POLE, polymerase-epsilon

POLE-EDM, POLE exonuclease domain mutation

RCT, randomized control study

TCGA, the cancer genome atlas

TMA, tissue microarray

WHO, World Health Organization
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e
AR TR EMEREIIEIC. FELTENES ONE, IIE) ILRETHFE
SEEE, T ENE, SNEETH S, RFETD 2019 EOBEITZNZTH 10879 A,
17880 A. 13388 ATdh o7z, FEIZHRETIEMERIL. A HIFERREBHTIE S
ZBIZELEEEIMERIZH D (BUFHET DA B O (e-Stat), 2022; EZ A
e A—, 2022), R TIRFESEICE O TCIIFICEERBORBEZRNEML (X
1), FEMREIZEWTIBER LT TRTREEML TS (X 2),
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(EIXFMRERAIRERERL, ZNTH 1989 F (HiR). 1999 & (FR). 2009 F
(5&8R). 2019 £ (i) OBMIEER T, BLIVAMELY Z—PAXNERRY —
EALDER,

FEHEOREFM THETEED. FERBEBOREFMTHEFERE (7
BEAE) (& A S IR SRR I BRI AL TH D (K3), £/, 85
SHEBEMEZEICLVRIDNAREDERENORE THILNTE, L INZE
BEEOEETIED, BARRZICI > CTRERR. IBETAIL TRERLIE
TRE2LBHILBADITLIENTARTHEEEZ 6N, RIEDB ARSI 2002 &
(TR U7 R R ICE DO THIE A AAE L TV 5, LINULEDS, FEENA
M RPZRIIZF D IEREEE 38 yEFREEVIKEIHEIENERINTS
') (OECD.Stat., 2022), FEANARBIZ OV TCIIEERBI BT 528855 T
W5, T TARMETIE, BRRIDNA A —H—2 F\WT, KFDEREIZEIU/-5 7=
BERRICAAEZRN T T mAREREED FRUZBIIFSTH5IL2H
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%1 E:FEEEICBSRE
]
1. FEESEE

TEHEIITFEEMICRETS EREESBE T, ABTIIEEN 1| TARE
BLUTV5,2019 FORERIZ16.9 (AL 10 75) THY, £ TIEID 20 FTR
PEMENSTRETHEN (K 4), BEOEL— IV EBNEEML TS ILTHRIC
20~30 ROBERIZZD 10 FTH 2 FICEFTEMUZ(EXIVAMELZ 22—,
2022), E— 27 EROEEMITIIETEOFRIENEF E LTS EEZSNTNSA,
WHWSLEETTHFEHEDORERNMEIMLUTHNEDIEENEDATHY (Lin et
al., 2021), BEEBRIIKE DK 2.5 {5 Td 5 (International Agency for Research on
Cancer, 2020), 2E72 6, FESEIIV I F U L EHKRE ., EULRBEICIVR
i (RERNPAD 10 AALEKLY 4 FIRRELLSIL)HAFETHY (World Health
Organization, 2022a), ZEEE DL IZERIZ 10 ELLEFINSZFD/HODT TS AT
EVAHA TS DS THS (Franceschi et al., 2011),

14 16 18

12

FET

10

AB107 %

1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020
[£]

4 REOFEEREDILTREBEROHS
MBI ERFARIETR (F1F) CBEER BIR) DXL ERT, BEUPAMEL
VR—DAERFET— ALY,
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2. FEZEEL Humam papilloma virus

FESHE D 99% % Human papilloma virus (HPV) DFEHFEEEIER T 3N
%, —RHIIZ HPV [ZMEREAIZ SV ERBL TV 720, BEOME B RIIFRF TIER
WA, ZD 90% B LIF—#ME BRIz EE D, MARRERDBH B MED 50~80% VA
JET 1 Bl HPV IZBRE T DL HFTIN TS, HPV DFEHGERBEMN KL T DL, TD
IEDD—ERMH cervical intraepithelial neoplasm (CIN) LIEIENBHIDATKFE & 8X TE
FE~BHEMNITREEANEER TS (HARERRARIZES, 2022a) (X 5), CIN 1
HEAHEA EENIZEROONRETHY , EERAIZEDLE G 2RI
FHili 4% Z& T Grade 1 ~3 12083 NS, BRI SHHEIEH1/3 LT & CINI,
1/3~2/3 % CIN2, 2/3 BA_ L% CIN3 £9% (WHO Classification of Tumours Editorial
Board, 2020),

M BB - B HP VIR S

1]

R INE = ALY _— ZHE 2
ZWr CIN1 | CIN2 | CIN3
SCC
NILM | LSIL HSIL
HHREE2 DfE B

ASC-US ASC-H

BE~BAE >

5 FEMPANM HPV BERDSIREEIZESETORE

HPV BENS FEEHEE N R THE~BTENT TREENER TS, TD
FERIEIZH T HHEMAIC L o2W L FEEEMEZ OB RO G ERT,
ASC-H, atypical squamous cells cannot exclude HSIL; ASC-US, atypical squamous cells
of undetermined significance; CIN, cervical intraepithelial neoplasm; HSIL, high-grade
squamous intraepithelial lesion; HPV, human papilloma virus; LSIL, low-grade
squamous intraepithelial lesion; NILM, negative for intraepithelial lesion or malignancy;

SCC, squamous cell carcinoma.

HPV (Z1Z 100 FEEELL EDEIMBHBM, BUZ L > THEMNAV AINKREIKERBTE
BEFBINTVS (HAERIRARIES, 2022a), DAV ATZDEN 16 B, 18 B,
3184, 3384 358 398U 458 51 %Y 52 A 56, 58 HY, 59 BY, 66 Y, 68 BID 14
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fEFEAY High-risk HPV(hrHPV) L BRI T3 (WHO Classification of Tumours
Editorial Board, 2020; The National Cancer Institute, 2022), hrHPV DHTEHFIZ 16 FY
18 BIDY AIMMEBNIENRE XN TS (Hosaka et al., 2013), TDHIZIH
WENDHDIENEFHEIN TS, KIFENSDIHE TIE CIN2-3 D 95.7%. ZEED
97.4% T hrHPV A& H X TV 5 (Onuki et al., 2020), RFBDEBBEL L TIRDS
TS hrHPV-DNA R EF I 2 FERIC KRB I D, T2 SHEBMAEES DG R A atypical
squamous cells of undetermined significance (ASC-US) DFIZX LT hrHPV Bz
WEER 92354, CIN (I 2 FMEDIEENRFEICAVSHEIC hrHPV DOF
YT T HHPV KBt (360 =)I&. CINI F7zik CIN2 DBZWHHEE L7141
5L T\ HPV B2 HETHTHPV V) 21 7HIE (2000 )/ TH 5B,

ASC-US [&, BEDER % 5 Mg HE28 54 Low-grade squamous intraepithelial
lesion (LSIL) 28D NB M, HEE TEXBIZEDELTIFEBVREETHY , KIEME
fEXAbEMZEL, HPV B2 RIE T ST RRLE EENS(Ritu et al., 2015), TD7z
&, ASC-US FEHIIZX U T HPV R HIRE 2175 Z& T\ heHPV BEMEFIADEH]
BRECIEEZSCEWND BEH B,

3. HPV UIFUNIEB—RFS

FESEEDIFLE AED hrHPV DFFFERICHER T 5720, B % FRHT5ZLT
—RIBEMERETH B E % 5N5, htHPV IZIT BV 7 F NIERIZERILINTS
'), World Health Organization(WHO) (% 90% DI FM 15 METIZVIF U EfEs %
62z T ESEERMBOZODEZED—DLEFEELTWVS (World Health
Organization, 2022), R THRE FL, 2007 ENSERV NIV TELAD HPV VI F
VERETUTILERBULA— AN T TIL, 15 B EOEERIL 2016 Fi
78.6%I278>THY, ZOFFEDKELMERFTI NI 2022 FHITIIFEHEDORR
KOFHADFEDKIE (AO 10 AN 6 FlIRKE) (20PLHBEINTVS (Hall et
al., 2019), — AT, KFTIXVIF VEENE KL TOBREIEE VD20, 2013 £E
(ZEHARERE DG o728 BE 6 BIZIXIVI7F L OREBEMREBETERN
R AZEDRIRIS | I AAT 47 & HIMNIHREIND LR/l e X
SMTIZFERBHIENE A (E X, B 2019 EFXTEEEZ R T ULEZFOEIEMN 0-
2% KimOIREEDT N T W (BEFEE, 2022) (K 6), FHENRETH -7 1994-
2007 EEFINOLMEIHEYLERT HPV VIF V2 BETX -/ T,
LM 70% & HFTX-IGE L HEILU T, 24600-27300 ADBEEZBGIT R -/2L 5
BINTWD (Simms et al., 2020), 2020 EEMNSEENZEMITICELEFZEEN
YERLU72) — 7Ly R fERIEM T2FEDXRMNELCONDLHITY, BRERICED
B RRIERE TV I F VDR REBRETRBTIH UNVEDE WH/ZLTE T VA
MIREINTORNIENS, 2022 FEIVEBNEREBAIN - (BEEHEZA,
2022), PR Tl 2014 NS HPV VIF VERIRKIG BV Z—%2REL, BERE

12




FIZH U TEROZER I U TRAENIZSETAKH 22T\ 5, 2022 £E
IZIZEE 7 EE THPV BEYED FRHEREIZ BT 2 X 18 - BB KGR D=0
DOHUE T Ty YL BEEZ 1O T Oy R ERRICEEIN, BEADEERS -V
D=7 AT - R E L5 U CEIZALIEEATD HPV U7 F L E R DD
EHEToTW5, SRITLEEMIZE HPV VI7F VERREEMU T I F
BINGD, UVIFVINFESEDORIE PR E I IE T 572 DI,
DEVAIRBNEETIENEETHS/20, BRICEEES 2R U EIZIEF
HEENARZNLVEERGE 2 R-TILII85,
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4. FEBESABRBICEIE_RFE

FESENAMPZIZET2EHRO IR — MIZE, EFIT IR ZEDA X T FV S Ah
5, EFRLRZIZE) FEENATR T LIZEEREDEBDNMEOSND L HRY
NTWS (ERLDAIRGEZY &2 —, 2020), KFTOD#Z FHIED Gold standard (375
SEEPERIEBMRIRIZ L A2 TH Y  IBIEEIZINZ TR ARE TH S CIN &I T
BILMNHBETH D, CIN DEFETHWr, IBEETHI LN TINIE, FEFEEAD
HERE 5721 Clda . BZEMEBEUZEFBETIIENAETH D, TE
SEREARAED /DD EIEEL LT, WHO I 710% DB Z SBR[ EL TS (World
Health Organization, 2020) A%, KD FESEHNAMZ DZFLEIF 2010~2019 FIZ
BT 35~45%IRETHB L TV S(EEFEE, 2020) (K 7). EEETDRZR
IEISITEL, 20-24 % Tl 17.5%. 25-29 % Cld 36.5% L HEINTWS (Kasoetal,
2019) M3, AP TIFEERED EMLRZZEDIE DR DNER TH D,

50

45 2.1 423 4

40 37.7
35

30

ZEER (%]
2
S

20104F 20134F 20164F 20194F
7T FEENARSZZEOWRS
fEld 20-69 MO MEABE 2 FEMIZFEEHIAMR
BRATICESOTER,

It

22 EIE (%), BRERE

=il

—fEHNCFEENAMPB THERTARINEIL CIN2 LEDRFE (CIN2+) &X
WTE720, JBENRLRDEELND EMS CIN3 LA E (CIN3+) LT2ERED
%, WHO X>KEDHA KT Tldk CIN2 F/213% CIN3 (T8 UTHARIIIEE D EN D
5T (Santesso et al., 2016; Perkins et al., 2020) —75 T, &AFB Tl CIN3 DA
PARIBIGEDHEISTHY . CINI2 IZD2WTE 1~2 ED 740 —Tv I THRY
RUBWIBEEFIZFMOBIGEERETHIILLINTVS (HAERBRARZS,
2020b), ZDIEERMEDE L, CIN2 & CIN3 ZBHHELERME2E-THETLHZ
ENHEETH DL, MBS Tl High-grade squamous intraepithelial lesion (HSIL)
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EUTELEDTIFROND LA /2IENEEUS, IHIT, CIN2 IZTEWTE CIN3
NOER) A7 22~25%IEETH Y T 30 BR i ClE B RIER T HEE Z
WIZENERE XN TS (Holowaty et al., 1999; Peto et al., 2004; Matsumoto et al.,
2011), AEDS, AFTIX CIN2 22 WL TEEARNITEBEE 2 E1DHLHILITR
57-8, BAHEIRTHEHE L CIN2 FERNZSWTIMRBICL S BHAFK RAE
R0 E, B> TUED VAT EE-T NS,

A, BREHEE 1. AEHICZHINS FEEDAER DR
A-1 HWY

ARIBTITONEIRFICZHINZERERRICET2 7 — MAETIX, 78
SEDNADENEIN 71 4% RE B RO TINEDA 7.0%. FAA 6.6%DFERTH-
7= (Sekine et al., 2018), ZAUk, LD ADEIENHRE LN WVI K (De Haan et al.,
2018) *°#E[E (Shim et al., 2016) NODFHELIIELRDFERTH o7, RFDREE
HIETRIZ B S EEEEZ 2 RIIIEEIZEL DD 99.9% LA EMWEEME TEY
TN TS (BUFREOREZRED (e-Stat), 2022a), /=, KFDHARF1 Tl
HIRAMIEZ L U T FEERBIEMAZ OERENHERINTHS (HAEREA
RBIEE4&, 2020b), ZD7/2D, IFFETOEENFEENAMBZEZITTNELEZS
B HIRAIEAA ) — =V X > TERE I NE 721 Tldal BIRIEIZIZE
EDNERINLNSZIZEMN DO ST, HIRFHI~ERIZIO TR INS FEH
MAERZ UIXUIERRERT 2,

AELRIC 7= SHE L 2 SN E R DEFIBCRIRIIEAA ) — =2 T DER
M, ERZENTFE BEEENFREFCEUTCEZERETOREIIMTHOI TR,
ARRFETIE, BEIRICZEH I N FESHREN 2 0528 T, BITORZ FiE
BT PHEREAONIITLIIL 2 HRE L,

A-2 Bk
A2 (1) N&E

2010 NS 2018 FEDRIALIHRERFWRbrim AR (LA, &b T /EikFx~
IEa 6% 1 FEUA (AT, AEIXZOEEICRIS) IZ2W 6B LU/-FESEEIE
Bl xt g & Uk, S, HiRERL HIRVIEIMEEZ OFE R, BERE 2T >/-HH,
WEZWETICEU-HAR. BB ORI, ETH., BEE IBENS. IEROR
8, HPV-DNA BEBDFERIIDOWTERMKZZL HETORBREZEZRNOINELZ,

A-2 (2) BEREIZDOWVWT

F = SEENAZE2E Bethesda 2238 (Ritu et al., 2015) (ZHI>TH|E L., Negative for
Intraepithelial Lesion or Malignancy (NILM) % [EFE=faMEE L, ZDMITNTE2 EE=
[ U7z, HPV-DNA HREIZDOWT, HBITIX CIN ALEDEE T, RREZEAT
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HPV BEREIMTHNRVIGETE PapiPlex (V3 T1v IR, fLIR) &247-T
W72, AT U725 /IR T DFER % A\ /2, PapiPlex Tld multiplex polymerase
chain reaction (PCR) ZFIFHLT 6, 11, 16, 18, 30, 31, 33, 35, 39, 45, 51, 52, 56, 58,
59. 66 B hrHPV-DNA % FZ R E LTS (Nishiwaki et al., 2008),
FEERIZ DWW T, magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) DKW, TR W, Z<0K Wr
(FEH) BEBEMNSHZREEZHELU/~., #E1THIIE International Federation of
Gynecology and Obstetrics (FIGO) staging of cancer of the cervix uteri (2018) (ZED
W re-staging U7z,

A-2 (3) fREHEMNT
AFFE CIIBEE DBENTIZ Fisher DIEMEMERIRE & | EGEBDOENTIZ Welch D
t MEZ AW, p<0.05 ZEEEZHVEERE U7, HEHENTIZIE R version 4.0.2: A

language and environment for statistical computing (R core team 2020) % F\ /=,

A-2 (4) RIEAESFEIE

RTINSV VFEE (2013 F 10 AEBE) I XOTAEZNRL§TEEFZ R
(BT S fmIETER | (B 26 B RIFE - EEFEEEREI ) 2EFUTE
MEXN7z, £72, BE R R EEERMAFEZERITT 2020 £ 12 A 20 H
IZAGR (B 020-0275) INFEMU~Z, RFFRIIABNSERUZERZ AVRn
EMS, BT LEAVTA—LR -V NOEBE REE LN -0, IFED B %
EUMWRDOEMIOWVTOBEREZILIEBERFRER —LAR—IJIIEBETHILT
MANREIEL TR 5272,

A3 R
A3 (1) BEEE

2010 MG 2018 FIZHBITIHELU - FESHEESIL 225 HITHY ., £DIHH 18
BIMEERIZZ Iz, 18 Blefl CRIEMIEAA ) —=> 7L UTOFESEEBH
FaZ2 AT, WIHEZ) AThh T\, BRI REIL 465 B TH-o7
(& 1),
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x1 BEER

FElin 33.57% (27-41)
FEEE[EIEL 0 (0-2)
B HAR 46.5 78 (21-114)
HEASREY
R B E 9 5 (50.0%)
HRsE 6 5l (33.3%)
CRETRME) (4 i)
(R H N SEEREY) (1 )
GENIR) (1 )
IRRF e 36 (16.7%)
(T V5T AKR) (2 )
Stage (FIGO 2018)
1Al 4 5] (22.2%)
1A2 165 (5.6%)
IB1 6 il (33.3%)
B2 165 (5.6%)
IB3 381 (16.7%)
1B 21 (11.1%)
IIC1 165 (5.6%)
B
ISt LT BRAfT 21 (11.1%)
= 2R 14 45 (77.8%)
(+HifT R B L %) (2 i)
[E] R L2 R R 2 (11.1%)

T—RIIEBIEL (%) F/zidH Ll (#EF) TmRU7Z, FIGO, The International
Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics.

A-3 (2) fIAkEREES

8 Bl (44.4%) IIFEIREREZ DFEEM NILM Th o7, FIEMEZ hS2ME T
DHAMIZFEYT 107 7 B THY, ZBERZIZ 761 (87.5%) M IBIEALL ETHo7/- (F
2), 10 il (55. 6%) ISATEAMEZ DOFERNEELHIET I TV, AIEAMEZ NS
ZWrE TCOMIZFEY 1.4 y B THY), FIEIMREZ S NILM TH-o72HIVERFR
[ZFE o7z (p=0.033), IB1 AL EDFERNIZ 6 5l (60.0%) TdhH->7= (T 3),
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K2 M2 CTEE BRI o7 8 4l

Stage FIEARE RS e
No. it (FIGO AR B DR MoBWiE L 0. HPVE
2018) cofE T
. 16,18 £
1 37 1Al =R E R 16947 H  <lmm St
2 33 IBl  STUHSARRE EREZ CREEZ RO 11278 7mm Z N
3 41 IB1 K ERBZ CEEZIAD- 8.1 H Smm 16
. 4% 24 A TOSELEE
4 37 B2 L e ) 6 25
FER IR 10 5K — T B 5.6 A mm Kk
. TR 18 BB THORY) — 7Yk
5 30 IB3 A 2.4 44 18
RIS (AR 13 38528 ) 7R 44mm
. FEEAE RO B R T%
6 31 IB3 ' AN s = e . 10.3 45 18
TVATARE i o sl oK) — TR 773 4Smm
7 33 I11B R bR AIEMERH M 155 7H 50mm 31
8 33 1B =R THEEE 18.9 7 H 35mm 16

FIGO, The International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics; HPV, human papilloma virus.
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3 M2 CREE 2RI 10 41

L e , OEERB S 1B |
No. fFip S)Ili)o FHAREY A AE L ST B HPV B!
9 34 1A2 R LR E EREZ TOME2 7778 3 mm FiR
10 4 1Bl RELRE E{iﬁg;fggggt 8.1 A omm &l
11 39 IBI R LR E BRELTDTH0— 17.7 7 B 11 mm 16
12 37 IB3 RYLERE EREZTEEZZD- 7.7 7 H 41 mm 16
13 33 IA1 R LR IR 1.37H <1 mm 16
14 29 1Al R LR E FIEAfERS 1.57H 4 mm 16
15 34 IBl R LERE FIEAfERS 1178 13 mm 18
16 35 IA1 EER SN FIEAfERS 0.7 78 4 mm 18
17 27 IICI NS L 12 7H 50 mm 18
18 32 IB1 FhIE M FIERERS 12 7H 10 mm 16

FIGO, The International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics; HPV, human papilloma virus.
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A-3 (3) hrHPV-DNA T
15 FliZx UT heHPV-DNA BENMTHNTEY . 14 #1(93.3%) MEHETH -7,
ZDHH 12 H1(80.0%) A3 HPV-16 BLF /=13 18 BIMRH I/ (K 8),

T EEISMHEE hrHPV-DNAMRZ

AGC/AIS

LSIL/HSIL

Btk

ASC-US/ASC-H

8 THEIEIHMAEZ L hrHPV-DNA MREDHER

ML, ZNZNFESEEBMIZZ L hrHPV-DNA BREDFERDE| &% RT, FDEHIH
M AERNEE | TH-7EETH D,

AGC, atypical glandular cells; AIS, adenocarcinoma in situ; ASC-US, atypical squamous
cells of undetermined significance; ASC-H, atypical squamous cells, cannot exclude a
high-grade lesion; DNA, deoxyribonucleic acid; hrHPV, high-risk human papilloma
virus; HSIL, high-grade squamous intraepithelial lesion; LSIL, low-grade squamous

intraepithelial lesion; NILM, negative for intraepithelial lesion or malignancy.

A-3 (4) HIRFICZ I X NER DR

18 D55 8 BRI T = SERE L W INERI Th 72, B WD E R+
FRAEIZ 32.1 R T, 5 BlESEIIDTOEIRTH -7 (& 4). 4 B (50.0%) HF
EYEEOZH OB EIRE MREUCEREERL, 55 1 HINELE. 3 FINEE
(3338, 3438, 35:8) THorz, HHEHFERIL, FESHEDESHEIEEIC 4 5l24]TH
FEYIBEARIRINT =, 4 ] (50. 0%) HIFEIHEDIRED-DIZ N IR
BBIRU-, FESEICNTRBEELUT. 7 6l 87.5%) IZFE2RHME2T-
72o 1Bl (12.5%) MERIELI=,
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& 4 HEIRPIZEZET S NER DRl

Stage ERIZER

54\ VBT Al Ak =
¥ 2018)  (HEIRER) ( ?
- . MRAER
13 33 0 738 IAl Rt (7 38) M S LT BR At (114 7A)
- . - WRAER
18 32 2 10 38 IB1 BE (3538) F = 2 (113 7 H)
§ HIRAETE
SE H 3 il
14 29 1 1238 1Al EfiE 37H) FESREM 04 75)

ER=E L] JFSE

17 27 1 12 58 mc1 ¥ (158 e
A R s @A)

16 35 0 13 1Al BE G4H)  FELHEM ﬁi—iﬁf
15 34 0 14 Bl hig QB FEAHE igﬁfﬁﬁ
5 3 0 193 B2 i QUBE)  FELREN f fiﬁ)
4 37 0 283 1Bl EE (338  FELMHMN ﬁzﬁfﬁﬁ

RREEEEULS E DR % & F 72\, FIGO, The International Federation of Gynecology
and Obstetrics.

A4 EE
A-4 DTFEEVPARBEITIZAIIVT

AARIZEY FIRAHIA ) — = I8 FESEMEZIE. AEHTE
SHED 2 2R3 RFBFII—EDHRE2HEL, BEFZHNFROUBIIFS LTV
LEZ 5N, F‘ﬂ%ﬁ’m%fﬁ@aﬁzé IR TR THEIEIRIN-,

THMRZ CREEZEHINZHTIX PR EE CICELZHAMERICES
(1.4 78 vs. 10.7 frﬁ p=0.033), EEZE/NIVMEAIZH > (FRIE 10 mm vs.
30 mm, p=0.19), ZAUSEIRAEAIC 7= SHEMRZ 2 T OEN R WICH S —E
DIMREFEFE U720 EZO5ND, F/-, BEFZLERIFI OO TUIEFDZ A
EIREFELUTCOBRIENSRREFEZI RV, ZNUHEX DEEIZBWTZDEET
DELNRIGBEFENEIRINEREEZO6ND, — /T, ERZENLERIIAR
THo72eEZO6N5, 2826, HIRFIZEHINZ IS \WTE, £IRZER/T
X7ERNTERIC LY FD) FREEERBFETE DX 1 HIOATH72NETHD,
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AERTIE, EHRDE T CHIBLE2ERLLT, 20D 10 EOFE —FHEEHIE 31

BT TR LTS (NERF, 2022), X512, 2hWNGD 10~20 ETHIRE- HE%

MZB7EA5LMDIFIFEEN HPV UVIF U2 EREL TR (BEEFEE, 2022),
ZD0, ZOFEFFREDOY— V7 ERMMNEFEAL, BEXBRERE D UZWFEITIE,
IR % R M SNBERITIEIN T 58 E 2 65, ML bIZEANIZES - 1
ErHELUTWAIEFTHY, IBEICLVEZEEFTEDONTUES 283Xt
ROMTERILREBLETHD, ORI L, BB TR TIIRERE
T E THRETS72OI20F, EIRETIC CIN OBRETHEEZRETHILT, 18
BAEE MR U EEHZE 2 BRELUTRETOIBRENHILE 2L, TDHDITIE,

HIREIDOFESENAMZZZ2EROM EL, SVEEOLHIISUTIE HPV VIFV
DEKRNERZDHRETH D,

A-4Q2) FEENPARZDEX) T4

FESETMIEZ TOFEENAMRBIL 2 EBOMRBEMNMERIN TS (EZH
AIRFEE Y B —, 2020), TD/=OARMRFE T, EIREARK 40 B+ 5% 1 £=592
FLUT 2 EBRZOBEEIZHY THEERET U, AAEICH T2 EAMEZ2 D
REITHEZ OBGMRICHEY L, MIlEZEE 10 8l/2 18EH=0.56 LEEIND,
Cochrane database |Z&AVUE CIN3HIX T2 — A= SEERMIEZ2 O RAE X 0.39-
0.85 (Koliopoulos et al., 2017) XN T3, —5 T, EIRFIIEFESETHMIEZZ D
MHERBREMETT5LD|EEHSD (Suzuki et al., 2017), AAFFEIZH T BHME2 5
MERIL CIN TIIR<REEIOYTIMEREIIHY 75720, I6R5WENNE
THdLE 2D, MIEZOERERIZIE, RN SITHONTOEBEIELTIRER
% - HiE (Liquid-based cytology, LBC) H3d %, LBC [T HEL Y ERRE D
BV EDHRE XN TEHY, Systematic review Tl CIN2HIN T BREEIL 72.9% vs.
62.5%& XT3 (Koliopoulos et al., 2017), UMD UARMNS, LBCIZLBREE DM L
MNEENATNIRETE2ONEHEE T LIIRETH D, FEENARD TIIH
WERME % & ORIEE 2 W 20, ERINAZARDE DM L. SREFE ORI EMN
EFNBNTWBEFREINS,

FESENAMRBITIZISIZHPV-DNA 2 T2 AEEFIEL. KD A RFA
VTCIFIHHNEREL XN T WD (European Commission, 2022; Fontham et al., 2020),
ZOEHEUT CIN2HIXNTIREDE X, RDOBIRNEHNTHD L, AL
BOA— M=V a MR HBHNERBZ THEILENRITO NS, BREIZDWTIE
LBC {ELVEB (89.9% vs. 72.9%) ZEMNHEINTHY (Koliopoulos et al.,
2017), ARAFRIZEWTE hrHPV-DNA #REMNMTHONZ 15 il 14 $51(93.3%) T
MTH>7z, 2FY, hHPV BMEIZLVEIRAIEAA ) — =2 7 % To TR, 1ZE
AEDFERIZ IR EAIRE TE TS E H D 0E LR, 72, hrHPV (&
MEEBNIZEWTIEL CINHADERY AT NN INZENRE XN TS, BRI
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Tibz, A7) —=V 7 RE L2 FESETMEZ TIT-7254L hrHPV-DNA #&
B TITo725 5 THER Uz 4 DDOKFE Randomized control study (RCT) DFERT
&, FRE 6.5 EDOBEIAMIZE W T, heHPV M Tl 592060 Fild 12 4
(0.0020%) D, HMIfEZIEE ThH-o7= 525303 g 35 fl (0.0067%) DFEIEEEND
HEREDFEZR XN~ (Ronco et al., 2014), Z D7z, hrHPV-DNA HRE TORZHIRIZ
DWTIL MIBEZ TITOHEAD 2 EEBMNS 5§ FBIERTAIILAHEEINTNS
(B ARRFE & —, 2020; World Health Organization, 2022a), — /5 T, BffilZF
HEENAMBZ DL FESEEMIEZ2 S hHPV-DNA REIZRIT 254,
RIFARELEERBEBEIEIN TS, DEVAEBHEFINENTIEEBAIN
%, 1287256, HPV B CIN1-2 DELIZBEARTHRL, CIN3 BLEIZERE LN
TH D, BIZHPV T I7F U NE R UTOERWKRIBIZE T, ke LT hrHPV
BEZENEVIENFEINSG D, COMEITER TRV, FEENAKRS
75 1000 A7z 42 ADOBBEEMNAEINTWS (EXPARFELZ Z—,
2020), £7=. htHPV BFHEFIZE WTRRDER ) A0 % IEREIZFHI§ 5 Hi%id7<,
HPV B EARDEERIENHEIL INTORNWILIZEE R TEIDRENH D, TD=D,
hrHPV-DNA MEEZE KL TEFESENARZ EI1TH-OIZE, HE—IN/- Rk
BEOTIVI) ALDBENPKWESZELEINTWS (EXBAFELYZ—, 2020)
A, RERZHBE VT, B CIN BE 2B X\ ieHPV GHEDRE 187 IIVITY A
MIFE—INTEST, BB ERIZE > THEIZ hrHPV-DNA BREAEEFEINAT
DODNTOBEONHRIRTH S,
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B. MEERE 2: R#&K% F\ /- hrHPV-DNA 1RE
B-1 HHY
TEENARZIIEMNRINY 572 SEBEERAICLSMEZIcE DT

727, hrtHPV-DNA #E % F\\5 ZL THERE B B LRI AT gEL 22> 7=
(& 9), B OEEMRIAIZLS hrHPV-DNA MEIL, EREURIAZ /256 Ok
ReBW—HEE R, BETENUZBRAEREZEHETIILTRENZITONS
D, KEPERNILZBENRELRDIENSRCKE TS U EFEE TIA<

ZIFTANSITV S (Yeh et al., 2019; Nishimura et al., 2021), AV z—F VDAY
VLRI T, Covid-19 IZ&BNV T IV I TEBITHMFHIRINT W20, B
CEREN Y MR R H AT U8 25, SERIIRBZ R 75%N5 85%I21E
U7z & XT3 (World Health Organization, 2022b), UDNUZRDSSARERTlE
H Sy MIBISREZ TRHEMNIZIT DN TOSEDAT, M2 TORM 2 & A
ELUTWBILEHYEMBERMNRATHS (EVPAMFELZZ—,2020), /-, F
DXy e RBLTEHILRZDOFY M ERNICEATEIIEADEIBEES T &
UGIFPERTHSLERHIN TS (Hanley et al., 2016; Onuma et al., 2020),

ROTATE IN

All these figures and texts are owned and licensed by Cancer Council Victoria.

9 HIOEEFY MILMMAEEINDFIE
A. FEED, FYMDF2—TMNSRAT T EIKIFTNY—T DN EEFERT S
B. BLbE WK CATV T 2FERNIZ, RO —IDAEFZTREAT S,
C. AUT7 % 2-3 [E, 10 IFENT TP oKD EEDT,
D. ENGAT T %kX, Fa—TNRUTIRET 5,
X[i% Cancer Council Victoria KV FFFEEBETHERA L,
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Z 2T, RIARE AV /2 hetHPV-DNA BREVEE IN TV, IR TIE, HPV
TIF U NERUTNRN O E~FREIITFESEEORENES LTV
FRIN, TO/-OWCKFEE L B U THNIZFEENAMRE DR THREINK
XWeEZSNEH, RBZLRE BIEIORS RIER, — MR ZEEN S EIC & B R
iRz AOnE EROBREPIRARSENTEI RS0, —REDFERED
DG TEERAREIZRY , KIBRZZEROEIMMNARING, VAT Ty 7LE
2—TCld, FEEPEERIAR L LB U RIRIRDRE DL 0.78 (95% confidence
interval [CI]=0.70-0.84) (Bober et al., 2021), 0.84(95% CI=0.78-0.91) (Cho et al., 2022)
LIREINTVE, LNUENS, TNODIRFEITITRIRDEAI VT (RRKREE. Bk,
IR RDORIR), BIRICAVEHRE @IREENTIERFE BEAIY T, —
Rt Ay 7 REIERUZRE (0.5~60mL), FRIRIARDREESRME: (4~-80TC,
JRFR. Ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid [EDTAJ# N, PCR R E AR ENINSE), HPV assay
DA% (Cobas ¥ AT A, Aptima, Onclarity, Hybrid Capture 11 3§) 2ME—3INTES
T FEENARBAZERIZGH T 58 DOEMATREMEICOWTIHME§ 5 Z & 133
LWy,

AHFETIE, FEEVPARBIIE T 6 FEEHEREOREHIEL LT, Riglk
% FA\ /= hrHPV-DNA MEDER AT REMEIZ OV TRET§ 52 2 B Uz, —fi%
H72 5T H SBRI LRI RIR IR E | @ DE U K 5 F B SEEELERIARIZ K
% hrHPV-DNA REFERD—HR 2R Ui,

B-2 5%
B-2(1) Xg

2016 £ 4 BMS 2020 £ 10 BIZFESENAMZ 22T, FESESMEZ DR
MY ASC-US THo7272DIZAWEEN DAE ALIRDARBZ 8 —2 22 UE
il 352 HlExFRL U7z, ASC-US (20§ REEMEBD/-D, BEDZENTTFEH
EHESERARIZ LD hrHPV-DNA #ZE, DURAIY—IZ L3 FEHEIBOEHEL A
B2 eI, TEETMEZOEREIIDWTHEERE 22 2BE, £21%
CIN DOZMREEDEENH -7 14 FlaFRAN U, hiHPV DFEATEATHS 338
Bz DWT, B BB L BRIk %E FAWVT hrHPV-DNA MREZEML. F=SEE0
EEMIKE D—BREMET U7,

B-2(2) BRREREX, MDA

FESEEMRIAIL. 75 (Rovers Medical Devices B.V., Oss, the Netherlands) % FH
WTEEL, 7Y D4%% 10 ml D BD SurePath liquid (BD, Becton Dickinson Ltd.,
Burlington, NC, USA) A% A -7= BD SurePath collection vial {Z AZVTEEX L=,
PRIGIRIE, IR AR ERNIIRIBE OME Ay 7 CHiMeE B B2 XY R R DRI IR
20-50ml ZEREX U7z, AKIE 4CTRE I N, TDSH 10ml 2 24 RELANITE LS
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##(1800RCF, 10 2fH) L. LI &A=, M¥EIZ BD SurePath liquid 2ml %1%, Cobas
4800 > A7 2 (Roche Molecular Diagnostics, Pleasanton, CA, USA) (ZTC hrHPV-DNA
MREEZIT>7- (X 10),

5 - N =IO B Cobas 4800
10ml % 3 (1800 RCF, 10min) system
QX (533 168 188
N — e

= : ZOH(31. 33, 35, 39, 45, 51,
= = LTERER 52, 56. 58. 59, 66, 68%)

50
25

10 SRR DGR

WeEEEVIERENY TEFAWTES THIRERR TS, €DHH 10 ml ZiE D
SEEL-%. EVERREEL T Cobas 4800 ¥ A7 AT hrHPV-DNA ##E %7572, Min,
minutes; RCF, relative centrifugal force.

B-2(3) hrHPV-DNA DR H

T E I, IRIRIZIT9 5 hrHPV-DNA #ZEIZEH 5 E Cobas 4800 ¥ AT L% A
WTATo72, Cobas 4800 ¥ AT Ak, (RRZEMRE THS HPV Kt (5~
JRATHE) IZDWTRAINTVLHEIERTHY  BRIKFTAEL ZDERD real-time
PCR DFIENZLBELINT WS, hrHPV THS 16 HL, 18 B, ZDfh (31, 33,
35,39, 45,51, 52, 56, 58, 59, 66, 68 Bl) ZMH U, #ERELTENTIV 16 B, 18 B,
FTOMNAVAIBEIE UTH A THIENTES, AYVATLIZE DT O VBT
a2 ha—)Le UCEBIZIERET 2 28T, SN MR, T D% OKELEEIE
FTHEUNATONZZ 2R L TEY . BYIIBIEI NV EIZIE invalid £ U
THAINS,

B-2(4) EERIRE L RIEHBRIRE

INVARAIE—IZL 5 FEEHOEHE, HOHE@Z T ER AR EAEE-I3EA
BHEEZEFENMTV. Z2Hrid WHO 235 5 BX (WHO Classification of Tumours
Editorial Board, 2020) (Z{A>T4To7=,

CIN2 JRE 2H T 50, FEEMLIRIRIKIZES hrHPV-DNA REDEH S5 2
oI ERNZIE, R ERRZ DBV VEE/NT 71 B (formalin-fixed, paraffin-
embedded, FFPE) AN U THZEHBLFEE immunohistochemistry (IHC) %
7> 7T p16 (Roche, Heidelberg, Germany) & Ki67 (Agilent Dako, Stockport, UK) D
FRNZ— 23 L7,
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B-2(5) fRaHAEMT

FESEERR, FRIIKIZI1T S hrHPV-DNA REDFERIL, Cobas 4800 ¥ AT A
DHIFERNSLUT DL IZFRIRU- 16/18 BLGME (HPV 16 BID/F/21d 18 Bl
MEFME); hrHPV FEtE (16/18 BURG MM D/ /2157 DM heHPV ELEG1E); heHPV [&
M (HPV 16 B, 18 B FDMNA) AT BI 2 THEM),

FE SEERMRAA L FRIRR R D — B L Kappa REE B H L. poor (<0), slight (0.01—
0.20), fair (0.21-0.40), moderate (0.41-0.60), substantial (0.61-0.80), almost perfect
(0.81-1.00) LfZFRL7= (Cohen, 1960), hrHPV-DNA DIREGMR, BEII 1 -5
MEZFWTEHEL, p<0.05 2 BERZEZHDEERE U2, SEHETIZIX R version 4.1.1:
A language and environment for statistical computing (R core team 2021), irr package %

W=,

B-2(6) {mIEHYESFEHIE

ARFEILIANVYVFEE (2013 F 10 AEBE) I XOTAEZNRL T EEFZ R
(BT S fmIETER | (B 26 EXHRIFE - EEFEEEREI ) 2EFUTE
MEXN7z, £72, MBENDPABRMGHEEEZERITT 2016 &£ 3 A 18 HIZAR
(2016-001) XNZFEHEL/=, IFFESINEIZIZHONPUDOXEIZTRE RS2,

B-3 f5HR
B-3(1) N&

2016 FMN5 2020 FIIIBEN DA BROFEENAMBZ L U TF=SEI M
B2\ MEL 148342 AN TH-7z, ETOEREILBEN DA B ESILIERZ &
VR—TFMI L. 1347 A ASC-US L¥IE XNz, BEMREBED-DILERZ &
—%ZH U7 352 flaxRe U, CIN OZH - 1GERECHEZEEDREBERDH -
7= 14 Bl & BRI RIFEADSINZFE R U= 338 HlZ DWW THRRRZ I L~ (K
1), IFEADRIZIERIE 100%TH o7, Invalid LH|EXN/-MRIKITEDIH -
770

RIS INU7 338 BIDERIIFRIE 46 5% (FEFH 20-67 %) ThH o7z, JHWE
2 DFREFRIZ. 1 51(0.3%) DERFE. 17 Bl (5.0%) PN EFREEES CIN3, 25 A
(7.4%) 73 CIN2 ThH-o7=,
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FESEN AL D
2R AYASC-UST > /= EH

- 35245 BRAL © 14451
l ____________ » o CINOBREE-ILIGHER
M2 EE DB

HDTASC-US% 54 X /= FER
- 33845

EiEU-RE
DVRAIE—L AR
T ESELRIMR{A % FI\ N /zhrHPV-DNARRE
FRI&AR % B\ =hrHPV-DNARRE

- 29544 = 25451 - 18451

11 NEDOFNE &AM

QBN 338 BIMBSINU 7z, A& LM 295 BINSEFLEZLU/CINI, 25 FiAS CIN2,
18 f5lA% CIN3 LA_ETdh o7z, ASC-US, atypical cells of undetermined significance; CIN,
cervical intraepithelial neoplasm; NED, no evidence of disease.

[ﬁf&“mif:@cml] [ CIN2 } [ CIN3F /- 1L s }
&

B-3(2) Ri&fRL FESEHEE AW REE RO —BE

FRERAR Y F =S8 E A% O /- hrHPV-DNA BREREREDO—HRIZOWVT 2 2D
INB— 2 TIRES UZzo hrHPV BRI DWW TR U 72356 L BRIRIIICRHIZY A2 D E
W 16/18 BUZERE UG A DG/ TH S, hHPV BI2{ATO BN —HRIE
90.8% (307 #/338 #5ll) TIH->7= (F 5). Kappa $REZ 0.765 (95% CI=0.717-0.806)
THY, —HEIL substantial ThH-o7z, T B SAIMRAKE FRIGARDT 572> 7=
FER 2 RO ZIHED—HE, DFVADLREENTNHIDEE T heHPV BEZ -7
FEFNIZH1T B —HEIX 70.5% (74 /105 ) TH-o7=,
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# 5 hrHPV BU2{RIZH1F 5 hrHPV-DNA fMRED—FE

PRIGAR % P\ AR

B (=X
rum || 7 18
ke Ok M (21.9%) (5.3%)
EAV || g3 233
TR | (3.8%) | (68.9%)

BN OENR, 2RI 5E& & RRUE,

— 7T\ HPV 16/18 BUDAIZFRE L7=35E D—EZKIL 98.8% (334 14/338 ) Tdh
27z (R 6), Kappa $REUL 0.894 (95% CI=0.870-0.914) &7&H), —EE (X almost
perfect Tho7z, DRLEEVTNNDRET 16/18 BUGMEL S 7EFITHO—EE
1% 81.8% (18 fl/22 f5il)y Tdh-o7=,

£ 6 HPV 16/18 BLIZE1} % hrHPV-DNA #MED—EER

PRAGARZ W= HE R
B | Rt
sam |2 1 "
ik G0 | O
z AV & 2 316
FAER | (0.59%) | (93.5%)

IR OER, 2T 582 RRUE,

B-3(3) EMBINERRL hrHPV [FiE#R

35 AR 1) S hrHPV-DNA [ 2RI T = SHERIK T 41.7% (25 451/60 1),
FRIRET 46.7% (28 Blic0 ) THY, WIFNOREITBNTE 35 UL EBHTHA
TEBIZEN > (FEELIRIK 41.7% vs 24.1%. FARIK 46.7% vs 21.2%. £ 5%
p<0.01) (& 7. 8).

HOFERRE2IZEVER 111 B CIN-IREERENRD 5Nz, CIN3+Z2HF LTV /=
DI 18 BT, FE#PEFRAIDBETRERIL 20 FRAY 2.6%. 30 4% 9.3%. 40 A% 5.3%.
50 EA LAY 4.7% T o7z, CIN2H+DFEfEIR A DOFRRIL 20 Y 12.8%. 30 4
#337.2%. 40 RA3 11.3%. 50 FREAEAY4.7% TdH o7z RIT, CIN3HIXT % hrHPV-
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DNA MEDBEER (AZV—=V 7 TRWZSEDRREIZHEYTS) 25T L7 2,
CIN3HIBI B MERIT T EIEIMRIK, RIEARLEIZEL TNEN 88.9% (16 Hl
/18 4. 83.3% (15 H11/18 i) ThH -7z, F'5EERIKRL RIEIRDM 5 T hrHPV 2
Mo =DIF5.6% (151/18 ) TH-o7-, CIN2HIBIT S hrHPV [FHERIT, FESE
IR T 69.8% (30 1511/43 5l), FRARIAT 65.1% (28 4511/43 Bll) TIH->7z, 20 D
[FHERIIERELE 40.0% 2 Fl/5 #l). 30 MU ETOEMERIZTFEHERET
73.7% (28 /38 ). FRIRZE T 68.4% (26 /38 i) THY. 30 L ETIZELS
DIERARTEGHERNE -7,

R 7T FRARRE B heHPV B DFEEPERR A 51 %

i CINI CIN2 CIN3+ &t
20-34 52.6% (10/19)  50.0% (5/10) 100% (3/3) 46.7% (28/60)
35- 22.4% (11/49)  53.3% (8/15) 80.0% (12/15)  21.2% (59/278)
g 30.9% (21/68)  52.0% (13/25)  83.3% (15/18)  25.7% (87/338)
20-29 60.0% (9/15) 25.0% (1/4) 100% (1/1) 43.6% (17/39)
30-39 11.1% (1/9) 58.3% (7/12) 100% (4/4) 39.5% (17/43)
40-49 35.5% (11/31)  55.6% (5/9) 62.5% (5/8) 24.0% (36/150)
50- 0% (0/13) 0% (0/0) 100% (5/5) 16.0% (17/106)
CIN, cervical intraepithelial neoplasm; CIN3+, at least CIN3.
® 8 TEFEIMRIAL /2 heHPV BREDEMEARAIE MR
i  CINI CIN2 CIN3+ gt
20-34 42.1% (8/19) 50.0% (5/10) 100% (3/3) 41.7% (25/60)
35- 28.6% (14/49)  60.0% (9/15) 86.7% (13/15)  24.1% (67/278)
g 32.4% (22/68)  56.0% (14/25)  88.9% (16/18)  27.2% (92/338)
20-29 46.7% (7/15) 25.0% (1/4) 100% (1/1) 35.9% (14/39)
30-39 22.2% (2/9) 66.7% (8/12) 100% (4/4) 44.2% (19/43)
40-49 38.7% (12/31)  55.6% (5/9) 75.0% (6/8) 24.7% (37/150)
50- 76.9% (1/13) 0% (0/0) 100% (5/5) 20.8% (22/106)

CIN, cervical intraepithelial neoplasm; CIN3+, at least CIN3.
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B-3(4) hrHPV &M Tdh o7 CIN2-+EH]

CIN2+TH o= 2 HD>5H 9] (20.9%) Tl, FESELRL RIRIKDELSMNEE
hrHPV-DNA P& HE XN ->72, 2D 9 FlDSH, 1 fFillk CIN3 THY, 8 filik CIN2
TH-o7 (R 9) F72.3 HINARIEEEL 2T, 6 HllETEEMEZICL TR
BERL o7, BBBR T2 6 HlDSH 5 A 1| ELINIZFESELSMEZ T
HEEZEHTXLRY), BREREHM U, 1D 1 HllziWTE CIN3 BAEAD
EREIIZEDSNRIN-o72, CIN2 Th-o7z 8 HlizsE T, JHWHEREZ D FFPE 24X %
AT pl6 & Ki67 123495 [HC 217\, ZNSDFRINNZ—V 25U Uiz, 36 (#1-
3) & pl6, Ki67 LEHIZFEBEMEIUTOZH, 5 B #4-8) 13#4 2R plo FEika
T Ki67 DREEGETH o7, ZNODEBIFT RIXIEESHOREIIHE L 52
hoTz,
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# 9 hrHPV &M TdH -7~ CIN2+D 9 il

No. #ZWr fFw pl6 Ki67 Z DDA R, 7y
N\
1 45 2, OUFAMIZHIRA FEEROTF 23 THEK m@ﬁzgf‘ M -5 SEEN F 2 U] BRI
) a1 B 7 763 B O — B 5 ASC-US i;@f%
i w5 ) S
3 CIND 37 FEEERIZOAFKIE FEEERBTHEERE A KEMEE M2 EEL
i)
4 33 FKIFHEE EEBO—EIIHR T SEER AT
5 21 FIAMTE R FIAMTH L M2 EEL
6 30 FIAMTHE L FIAMNTH & M2 ERL
7 26 FEIADE & FIANTE & a2 EEAL
8 26 FIAMNTHE R FIAMNTH L RIEA AR M2 EEL
HHRE > 248,
9  CIN3 48 REEH REEH RER, a/ay FESEESH SR

b=

TR LFIRIZ L D pl6. Kio7T DRE/NE— 2 LR R, inlf % F L7z, ASC-US, atypical squamous cells
of undetermined significance; CIN, cervical intraepithelial neoplasm; hrHPV, high-risk human papilloma virus; ITHC,

immunohistochemistry.
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B4 EE
B-4(1) R HPV BE % A\ W= FESEN AR DEHE o] i

AFREIZEY, FESEIRMAEZ DY ASC-US ThHho/ERNZE T, Rigihe+=
SEEBIRIR T hrHPV-DNA MREDFERIL, HPV 16/18 BTl 98.8%. hrHPV B2k
Tld 90.8% T—ETDIEMNHESHE o7, /-, FRFEIZSMU- 338 IO RIRIK
T Invalid ¥ IN/-EDIFM-7=,

AFIZB T BIENFEENAMZZZROERITIE FISHAIZE VT, ERA
BIEMOREMNZEITS5NS (Sano et al., 2017), MREZNEFEI NS HIEOHEBREL
UTERBTXEBEENRONTUEINGTHS, HEERFTY M, R
BEIZBEVWTIENTOS), KR 2BRE2ARTHINENDY, EHTHRERE
IZAND ZE DIEIRBRE NSRRI TIRFL AL E R UTVR (Hanley et al., 2016;
Onuma et al., 2020), RFFE TRV IR AIE T, FRIRERIFY MNOAZ A, BE
IRABIERIOBENRETHDILNS, —RINEREZ L FRF DR, FIEIC
JUERMNAEETHDLEZO6ND, 2019 EOERAFEERAEICINE FEE
MANRZZ BRI 43.7% Th-o7/-—H T, —RAREBEZIHCARNY /2232
=M 69.7% Th-o7z (BEEFEE, 2020), 2FY, RIRIKE AW/ -FEENA
RZIZEVZDKEZ TR REM EXTOSNDEIEWNREBIND, BEHR TILER.
ANFE, HUIIZ & 2 —BEDEIFRINTUVE (Bober et al., 2021; Cho et al., 2022)
72, Whp SFERER EE DM A I TIT) FESENARZADICHEARFTXS,

B-4(2) RirthL FEFTRIETORES—HHI

PR E T E SRR D AR L ENTNAT heHPV-DNA 2R X7z 105 4l
DH>H, 18 fl (17.1%) I FEHIPRKTDA, 13 H] (12.4%) IFRIRETDOABE
MTHo7,

FEETRIKTDA hrHPV BGlEL Lo 7ERNE, FESENARZ D HIEERT
EINGIRA hrHPV-DNA MREIZHIT UG EIE 2 DBRMEFIHEHYE 75, LML
IRING | BRI CIEF 5 SHER AR 2 Fl W 2 RIS T 8 IRIRIR T DG R P0X0AK
WESESR DI I E DL VD, TNSIZB W TERIRIATODHA heHPV Bt A>T
WBEERFID 5-10%F2E RO SN TS (Vorsters et al., 2012; Senkomago et al., 2016;
Pathak et al., 2014; Maged et al., 2018; Pattyn et al., 2019; Xu et al., 2020; Terada et al.,
2022), DF ), RiRRE WS ZE TH /I H X5 population & —EBIFET S
ZEMREINDG, -, FEETNOENTL5ETEH, HEADRETIEETD
hrHPV B % [E € R A DT TR ZEARINT WS (Liy, etal., 2014; Fuetal.,
2015), FRH hrHPV-DNA #RZE I, MRIAENDEEINCEBEIDOMRE L Ef§ 5
ENHEBPRZ THY  RBRIREZIECTIL THRER LM ETX5AREMENDH B,
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B-4(3) FERERAID hrHPV B R

FRIGEMNS hrHPV-DNA DM INSHELEEFIZHO N B> THE5 T, 5
SEE NSO BTE UMM E T L EITBALTODEDTHIUX, BT OEWETH,
BAREHICE > THRHEBENBELDTWEEMENH D, INSDEFIZE>TRENEH
EREU T ZEIFRENTIIE WD, AR Ty —h—A—LLTD
FENZE>T hrHPV BHRIZENE RO ERET U, RFIZHITS 2020 £
BT HEERILFE 307 B THY (BURFHEETOREZRDO (e-Stat), 2022a), IR
T 30 MEIR CFEENARLEZITIMENHILEZOND, /-, L
DIIBEI AL 2529 MEE—21Z, 35-39 I CIFRBIE T 95 (WEF, 2022), %
D=, 35 BETIZIN—=PF—DEEL TS, DEVHFH/=/ HPV BENEULE]
EMMETTBILEZONZ, ZNO6DIENG, £ 35 mARBL TN LD 2 BIZH
I3 C hrHPV-DNA DGR E#ET U7z, AZETIL, 35 BRBDERT hrHPV 5
BERENFEIZEV—AT CIN2+OERRIFEN -7z, THUd, BHEET—EHED
hrHPV BN LWL 2 RIBLTWBEE 2 6N, ERKIIARIBIZEWT, hrHPV 12
B2 FEENAMBITHBRINICEA LR Tl BERNERIEIN UL 8RS
XN TWB(Kono et al., 2021), 7z, 30 FATKED CIN1-2 DRI ILE RIERHEA
B CEBOERINARE L Z—, 2020), ZNSDRERE BEIFE R T AV v M
DI REBDFTARSA LV TlE 30 REAEAY HPV MREBEMEDON R L>T V5,
ZD7=, 30 HAMEZTNLE 10 BEDOEMERA THMRET Uz, 30 mAHD
CIN2 JFEFIZIH T heHPV FFHERAMEMEMR DSBS N0 FERE DR HiETE
7 F X R E# T H - 7=,

B-4(4) hrHPV &M Tdh o7z CIN2-+EH

ARFETIE, FEEDPARBICIVRERINIEEBRLLUTCIN2 258 NEINT
OB U=, 2F Y., C. CIN3HINT S hrHPV BFMERE . D. CIN2HINT 2 hrHPV
(iR EEH Uz, RFOMAZZIZLSZ TIE CIN2 L EDFFE 2 FHRTRIE
BLLUTWEHN (EZHBAHRE LY Z—, 2020), HPV BREIZLDZMBZIZEWTIXE
HMDDHDHTHD (Cuzick et al., 2008; Madgi et al., 2021; Onuki et al., 2020), 5
HPV U2F VN KU TWVEWARIIZE O T, FREETOHE LD L<D—E
MRREER 2 FK RS, DV ERBZEEECIIENFRINGOTHD, —F
T, hrHPV [&METH S CIN2+DFERFIL, HPV ME 2 EARELARZTIIRE T
(2705, AT FESEEMATZ2IZE Y ASC-US ThHo-ER &R L U7=8, 14
eI Y T 52812705, LLARMS, hrHPV EMHDISE DR ADEREY 2
713+ 2ME< (Ronco et al., 2014), 2S5 DFEFIHNFRANZE BRI EE 72 B /]
BEMEIZAEN D, 165 0D hrHPV B&MED CIN2 FEFIZHEWT, 2 ERCTER U/ERIE
RDENILMH /- HEINTEHY (Hosaka et al., 2013), KA FE THE BB TR@E
#BEZxns- o flef TERIZR SN ho7=,
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FESEERIAEL FRARIEDW T TE hrHPV-DNA A% H X eh -7 CIN2 FEHI
IZDWT pl6 & Ki67 1209 D THC 2TWVRET Lz, 26 2 DI FESEE ERA
TREDWBZIHE LU THOWSNTEY, CIN TIRIVERLAFEE THROVEREZER
O3 (HARERIEARIZES, 2017), pl6 DEFKI/NZ—IFNA) ZTEID HPV (2
H3R$% E7 22NN pRB 2fHELTWA L2 REBLTHY, MfaEFEIZEE S
% Ki67 DEFRHTENZ—IF CIN BWERLTWSILERELTWS (Silva et al,,
2017),

#1-3 (X pl6 & Ki67 MEEIZHIRMUTHYRRENZWIIFE LR > 7205,
hrHPV-DNA #REMEMEZ 5 /=DIFKY A2 HPV 7213/ A7 HPV DRGEIZ
FRERLUTOENSTHLAREMEDNH S (Petry et al., 2016), AAFZETIE, NV ATHEY
LEDT,. V)RV TREERTDOIRDN-/7-0, DY) 217D HPV HNEE
UCWDNEIRETH S, #4-8 13, pl6 & Ki67 DFEI/NZ— 37 DI H TOFRE
EHVRE L — B UM 5720, RBEIERL -7 #5-8 DRI THREILEREERL
72728, Z DR DEERFZBELIIFIETIEDTII D272, #9 1L CIN3 JREZHLT
W =AY hrtHPV-DNA DR XNeh o778, HPV RE %2 R U= FESEH AR
BABAITTEIETHIZEUABEREMEDRERTH B, 72b. CIN3 IZR3 28 EE
BOEHEILHPV AT — R AUZEH S TARIITIBRTH Y, heHPV BEEAFNIZHENTE
BRI REBHE 2B IR T2 0 ) e FRINW TR (HARERIEARIZES,
2020b; HARARHEES, 2022) /2, #9 IZEWTEFESHIRUIGRMT (FHISEL]
BRART) ANEIR XNz, AKAFFETH - Cobasd4800 Y AT AlFEV AZEIL X5 2 14
FHD HPV-DNA BUZX i 648, ZHUXHAANDFESHEEE N SR I/ HPV
BID>5H 97.4% % HH TS (Onuki et al., 2020), 2, hrHPV BDAZ L L U7
ADN) ==V T Tl 2-3%DBEMEFINEUC B ENFERIND, Milg2 % ERE U
MREZNS HPV BB E EREUBRBABITTEHIL T, ZOLS AR EFINFH 72
IZHEUSH, HPV REBBEARDBEENE V-0, 2B TRAUELVZOBEE 2R
THIENHARFINS (Mayrand et al., 2007; Arbyn et al., 2013; Dijkstra et al., 2016;
Koliopoulos et al., 2017; Magdi et al., 2021), F7=., #ifdZ2L HPV MEBEDOHHTI L
TARRMERNIIIEAT 2D, #E2 1000 AH7-DEBFHEN 101 AELLEINTLE
HXN T\ (BEZDBAFE LY Z—, 2020),

B-4(5) FEENARZADIEH

ARZRIZ LY — AR B E CERENU - R IR iR AR E BRI U+ =58
EREREMRIAIZE T, hrHPV-DNA MEDFERIIEVHERT—RTLHILMNEHSH
Lotz ULMURHYS, FRE hrHPV-DNA MREIZL D FESENAMRS &2 EH T 5/-
DIZIZKREL 2 DDBENH D, MEZ % ERE URZ NS HPV MEZ EREL
TR A DI%ATE | BERTEREUZ & 5 75 HEEEMR AN S B CFREUT L B JRIEARA
DATIEDIRETH 5, FIE BT O ADHED — D2 WBEIZ W OEINTH S,
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BROD HPV B ClE— @8BS Rt & KB T 5 e N TIRN20, BT
BRI RE % D72\ HPV BB IEANI N T2 — XN R EIRE TV I) A L%,
AIRDEBIZENIU/-T CHEL G D ZENNETH 5, £7-, HPV (IR AR TR
THIENS, BHEFITTTERARERN & /2D HERE DARS T — IS
DIERFELEETHS (Griffin-Mathieu et al., 2022), BEHIZBIIZFEEDOVOL DL
LT, R FEDZDRDRIELED T T NIIVISHEIL XN TOVEWZE DR ZEIT SN
%, RIS, BRI R R BB e AWV AETEV—RRERUAILIFEER
BENHDLEZOND,

F7z. ARFEILFIIAFETH 7205, FESENAMES T ASC-US DFERLRY,
IR DB —DFER & Z 2 UTERIDAE SR L U8 ZAITEIR Bias DU/
BEMEMNDH D, ASC-US JEFIZ R L U=DIE, HPV DM, DF ), B,
HIDSASRZEL L TO CIN, —@MEGL UTOMIEZ2ERE. HPV JEEERZ, HPV
BGEDRN CIN, BIE, RF _EFALRE % & A, hrHPV BFDH DK X2 FR R
BEEFEOEMSENSTH D, BEERTIL, ASC-US FEANIZHIT 5 hrHPV DG H=RIT
30~50%., £/~ CIN2+DBERRIL 7-12% L REINT WS (Ibanez et al., 2012;
Cheng et al., 2016; Kyrgiou et al., 2017; Fujiwara et al., 2019; Mitamura et al., 2019; Tao
etal., 2021), KL TE FEEIPMRIRS L O RRIKE I hrHPV &M TdH - 7-5EH
M 68.9% (233 $511/338 i), ZRIMNIEE £7/21E CIN1 THH7-ERIH 87.3% (295 4l
/338 )% HHO TV =, FERIIZ, BT CIN3HRZIZBITA5MR, D XVKRB HiE
LUTEAULGEDREIZHY T AEE G TDIITEFBMNREL TV E
Z6ND, TD/D, CIN2 HFEE =R DEFIIEHITLHRHF hrHPV-DNA [5G % Hi
XTI DT R 2021 5 5 ADSRAL EFZ2EBLTWSRFTHS (B
020-05011 /X HPV #E % W /- FESENAMZ OEMRAIsEMICBE T2, 20D
32 TIE, FRH hrHPV-DNA MEIZEEH S FIEEARDMRET, DD REXPEEKREIE,
REHARIFIIOWTOMETEFEL TS,
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2 BT EREIIBISRE

o

1. FEKELE

FEREIFEABERNCKRETILEAMEESREETHY ., FENEE
Endometrial cancer (EC) LEMHEND, RFETILID 20 FETEMFAEER BRI 3
ZIZEML, BEHE LTI AR TR BEEEOF THRELB> TSN, LT
BIIBRADTHD (ELVAIRELYZ—, 2022), TDOBERIZIZ. EC D 3/4 DLENE
THEA T #AF/-13 0 HIT2MIhTW03IenNETons (BAERBARIZES,
2022b) (X 12), EC IZAEEMEFOHREREZETHIIL TRIAIICKRAINSZ LN
2\ 20, FMIENEBRBLRDIENFILALTH D, 5 EEFRIZTHIN 95%,
I HADS 90% B TH D728 (HAREREARIFES, 2022b), EC £{K& U TLHEHF
BRIFEEEEZONT NS,

il

mJA
IB
II
IITA
IIIB
I1IC1
m [IIC2
= [VA
= [VB

12 FEMEOETHS A
Xl 2020 EEIZZW I N FEREEGDETH OB 2R,
HARERMEARZESRZ BARBEEZERIRELIVIEK.

2. Type 248

EC 1%, EDPABRRIZBII 2T AN F VIREEDEERGE 2 LSRR T 5720, K
EMS 2 DD Type IZHTENTE 2, TARNAT ARTFEM.ED Type 1 EIEMEKFMED
Type Il TH5 (Bokhman, 1983), Type I A% EC £KDH] 80%% 5 &, FEHECKEFRTH.
RIZE, LEBIAMINBERB L DT T AF VDT ANV RELY
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REUT, FARAIRICER T EMEERE EEAERE Gradel/2) MWHEEIFITHS,
EEARAVICIZEARAT O AR EMRHMCFE AREE 2 #5 AR - FHRARICE
I3 FENEMBZ TRMINDEIENE D, Type 11 FT AT VIERIEMIZH
AL, SRR BRI DR AN E Grade 3 PRFHEL $ERME. BIMELY)
M, IFFEEIL 60 REALE T, BERENS FENREEE-OTWNDBILEZ D,
FEIUEITEATE Type I LR T HEFENRRTHD,

3. HFHTEAEVTDRA

MEWREEFARMTIZE D\ /- The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) DEKEMNS,
EC D 4 DD FY 7 RA T W& X7~ (Cancer Genome Atlas Research et al., 2013),
polymerase-epsilon gene (POLE, ultramutated) . microsatellite instability (MSI,

hypermutated). copy-number low (CN low, endometrioid), copy-number high (CN high,
serous-like) TV, IERDEGRIFEZH RN STIZFRERERLTHIEMN
HWEIN BEOISLBMEFMEITIGHINSG ZENARINT VS, LNUEAS,
ZD TCGA SO EHRERAEE AW2T ) METE 2 L0
FOFFERICH TS ZEIFIRENTIIR,

Z ZCEBRNDHATX 5 HIETRE U7z Proactive Molecular Risk Classifier for
Endometrial Cancer(ProMisE) MWRIEI N, BB D IKR—NTFEEBERLTLIIL
MR & X7~ (Talhouk et al., 2015; Talhouk et al., 2017; Kommoss et al., 2018),
ProMisE Tld, POLE exonuclease domain mutation (POLE-EDM) (Z[E>7-Z E izt
& MMR EHX p53 1Zx49% HC IZ&Y MMR-D, POLE-EDM, p53 wild type (p53
wt), p53 abnormal (p53 abn) D 4 FIZHFHT D, DEHDIHEDIZ MMR-D ZHiH 95
M TE TCGA HHEL B35, WHO 14, EC D EIERDFEEBREICSIT 5
RS EITHEEL /AN TCGA 3D —EB% THC TRATSHILX LI cell-
adhesion molecule (LICAM) EDHFI—H—IZDOWTEEKRLTWVWS, (WHO
Classification of Tumours Editorial Board, 2020), ¥ DIEEIZHE VT LICAM DFE
HKENFRARRFTHEIENHREINTEY (Zeimet et al,, 2013; Hua et al,,
2016), ¥R TIEE L~ EC DR —MIBWTE, LICAM BHEBEEIZEWVTFEAR
RRFTHIIEENEE. IREREE, BEKHREZEERNS . EBITEFIZHWT
I LICAM BRI U= FRARRFLRE L 285 L~ (Asano et al., 2020),
BHZINSDHFH T RAE Y I 6B E RO 7O A U RO R T 1
ISTEET B DY (Stelloo et al., 2016; Oaknin et al., 2022), MMR-D (253 B & F =
IRAVIHEREBRWT, B R CIRIBEAH ERETEIZTDIE TV RITIE
ZUWEEZONDS, BERS, IN6DRF Y TRV TN FRERER L THIE
FREINTVED, B FY— I —LEEITTEDIBENEYHULZDM, HBEWNIE
BRI DM INTHRONSTH D, I6IT, INODOWMEDIFLALY
(XBRK T OME/NFAMT + MR SRR L & ERIAREIR L U723 — M CRETINT
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ITHY, AR INDILARFM HREBM L RIEL VO o i RIS D R
5 IR—hCHRBRIZFERIBILINSIITHATH S, & UIBREBEDENIZE -
T FRDELRDDFITEATPEETIL, TDHF X —A—ITGUEEDE
FMEDAROIZRDEEZ oINS,

4. WBWELAHEPRETIART

BIRDEI B FH T RAE Y TN FI—H—NREINTVDEN, HEDLZ
SIEEF IS EITHBZENEME L ETHPHEICI>TREINTVS (& 10,
13)e RIEBDAARITA VI, FMIZLY FERE N RETHHEHFNELTIEF
g% | iR FRFEENRWVBE CHMRREEMREICLOBRYV AV
THYI AT LA EDEFNIIMERE LR EZHEL TS (HARIRARIES Y
£, 2018), —H T\ WECRDH A RI1 VETIE, TV ERFEF] % BR T, TR B
& U T HET AR 1 DS HEBE X 1T\ B (National Comprehensive Cancer Network,
2021; National Cancer Institute, 2022; Oaknin et al., 2022),

# 10 FMETHISE (HARARIEEZS, 2018)

AN FEREBIZRE 580
1A BREN T EHE 12 REEDED
IB #A N TFERE 12 L EDED
11 8 EDSESHEISRE T, FEEZZATORVED
I 81 DR FEIMNIIENB 0, INEBBIEE Z 2 THRWED, £/2I3FrEY /N EIAND
AMNBED
A 8 FERELRSKZ/ HENIMTEREETED
B Hi: RS ONZ /BB WIFF B EBANLE D5 6D
IIC Hi: B &Y U REIR SN/ BB OIMMEKREIRY  NEEE D H D E D
IIC1 8A: &A% L NEERFE IS D E D
IIC2 #A: B VNEIANDEFEDE IO ND ST | EREIRY o/ HiEmZ 5 1%
DED
IV #A AV INVEBERE R Z 2 TS0, BHSMNIER SN/ H D WIIIGHER RS
ED, 5NN/ HBENLEBEFZDHDHED
IVA 81 BERE 5 ONZ /BB WITIBHEEIZEDH 2 E D
IVB #i: EFEN R SN/ H B WITERY VNS 2 & 0RBEBDH ZED
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HERE | BERE | RERE | HERE
Y HY(<1/2) HY HY(rE)
FEREE
Gl | EFRMEVAE

FENEE

TR | FERE
BHHD | b

3 BHHYRIEE R 2B
B
AR

13 FEREMEER) A D5
FBERINIAIEEITARTAY 2018 iR (HARARHEEFR, 2018)& VERK,

FIEIFMIZB T B /NEHZHEOES L HBEHHE IOV TERRDHEHLIAT
HD, )V UNHE LI > TEMLFMETIHZRETHENIBHNERIT OV
TUXAV BT AIBONT D, RFEEDN 1A HIHLTH-oTH, BV >/ HiER
BOVEEANIERE Grade3 D 5-9%., FFFAELD 20-60%IZ 828 545 (National Cancer
Institute, 2022) Z&M6, ZD XD LEFIDOFMETHIZ EMEIZZZE§ 5 Z L3
FBRIEZRETSH L TEEETH D, I5IT, BRERITINA TEKRERY >N
EEEY Y NHITH D=, )V /NEB DO RN H HRE L ERAENDIE
BICIIFEHE2BFHIMOBIE TR TEIILEZRINDIREITH D, LMLEA
MS, IS VNEIFEEDRBENERII OV TXIY VY ADBSNIHELIN
LT VAR, BB RII DOV TOE WA E IIEET S (Chan et al.,
2006; Todo et al., 2010; Seagle et al., 2017) A%, W NERZGRERIIFZETH Y, FirD
EOFMABIT OV TOFEMZ BRI —LIIEETHY  EHmAay <y T
VIEDFIEERACTEHRTIRONAT ANGFEET D, TD0, EXERY >
INHIERIE 2 N2 5 2 DIBENEBRIZ DOV TRET I S HIA X LLEGEER % . MR D
FREMER L R>TEML TSR THSD (Watari et al., 2017), — 7, BCKTIZAE
FEEE AT, Oy MEBFMOE REERIT. VU NNEHBETIIR Y FRII Y
NEIR Yy 7 ERRIZEV Y VNI OB BE BTN ERLRYDODH
% (National Comprehensive Cancer Network, 2021; National Cancer Institute, 2022;
Oaknin et al., 2022), UV /NEIEEFE DY A7 UTK 14 DX SRR FHNHREINT D
BN, ZLIIMMBRERY AV EEHEBELTEY, MMRISREINSIHFEL N, TD
7O, RCTIEMRNERETSZODHELUTMEIAI TV Y TV AT A LNM
score & FAWVTWS (Todo et al., 2003), flTRIIZ 1A BRZHIWT I N/EFNITFLTH,
MRI T volume, Ifl{F CA125 {8, PRI COMMBE MBI EREZIZ
&Y 0-3 STEMEL. 1 SEAE=FFY A7 L EDREFNIIT UTEER + EREIRY N
EFNE 2 IREL TS, /-, MR MBIEEL L TR, BRYVAISETOH -FY A
TN U TR LEREET>T\ S,
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WU B S R OT
CAl25&1E
PRI MRITOfEEvolume
RIS ST OB ) B
BEATIR) > SR
BEREZ1/2
AR A
MR TOET | IR B> SR
SRS
FEIHE

14 fiTBEFR- VY NEITEY AT

MREFREY VNHEEFE D) AVIIERBIZILERDENEIIEE LTS, FEKRD
AABBATART A 2018 iR (BARIBARIBESZESR, 2018) IZBWTE, MERHERE
VAZZE T VNEIZRE DEMZRET T D LD IZEEEHIN TV S, MRI, magnetic

resonance imaging.

5. BT -BRONNTE{ZERE

EC DZ<MEIIZHKA, IBEINTFERIF THDE20., FHET - BREMNT
T HIREDRAFEIENT =, KIFD 2018 FERRH A1 RI1 /42X MUE, YIBRFRER
ZaH§THETEFICBII2EHLEEEDREEL IAVIE AP L (TRVT7 <A
VAV RATTFV) EINTWD (HARBARIEESRS, 2018) A%, ZHud 2004 £
IZFER XN 1 AHERER (Thigpen et al., 2004) DFERIZEDNT WS, AP EiEL
B UZREBRITEND, TC BIE NPTV RFRIAIIVRTTF V) AR UNE
L IAVEUTESAWGNT WS, BERHIZBWTE AP L, TC B, HD
XIS DEFEEDMIZIRERNLERBENFEELURWVRI TH 72, 2015 FIiZ
KEYNOTE-158 FERDFE RN IRE XN/- (Le et al., 2015) T& % ZEEIZ, 2020 £F 12
BIZAREITH Microsatellite Instability(MSI) AT —& AIZG U 7= RERE R Y 72 R A T
O AT DBICHAERINZ, RATTOY) AT DiE L 725 MSI-High/mismatch
repair deficiency (AIMMR) DE|& 1L, —fEHIZEE TIIH 2-3%LIREINTVEHY,
EC 2IZB WV TIEH 17-33%L XN THY (Dudley et al., 2016; Le et al., 2017; Yan et
al., 2018), EFRIIIXIAVNN=F VRETH D MSIREBLZREINILE 25,2021
£ 12 B2l KEYNOTE-775 FRERODHE B (Makker et al., 2022)% 7IZ LP Bk (X
TV AT +VUNFZT) OBICHERINZ, ZORERIE, 7577 A6 H
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LVIANILBDEEREDH S BEC BEENRLEUT, EROBALEEERL LP Eik
ZHEUZEDTHY ., Mismatch repair proficient (pMMR) BEIZH W TE Overall
survival (OS) DIEE (FFIRAE 17.4 vs. 12.0 7 H; HR=0.68, p=0.0001) HHEZIN/-,
FEREDBEFRIGEIZE WO THHEIZ 0S DEREMNGRD SN2 KR LEERER I
ERGERBEUTHHRIN TS, LULED S, MRARE U TEITERERIZEH
WT cure  BIEETHILITEH L, ZD7-0, RISE2UIBRIZRZRDEF - #IRE
Bz FRIGEDI) IV NAAI—A—%&FEEL. &V intensity DEVIGEEZET
SEREHMHTEIZENEETHELEZOND,

6. ARFFEDOHH

EBERBIOEXRERY VNEHEE SO ARFMCL) FMETHEZREL.,
B - &Y AZERNIN U TR b Z R E 2T > HAAN EC BFIIEVTEH,
ProMisE D FEREBRIL TN ERETTHIL 2 BIE Uz, 72, JERDEEKSH
HZHIAT R° LICAM 12395 IHC A DOE T UWDHEAEZER, et L
770

HiE
1. N&

2003 NS 2015 FEFTIZURITIBE L/ EC EH] 385 BlD>H, B+ 5 KE)
ARV >V NEERE T & & O FMIEIC IV ST R R E L2 209 Flzxtge Uiz, fit
BIEGREIZEY 1B HILL EDIZEIZ, F7213 TA BAE HIBT U/ EFNZ DWW TIE LNM
score >1 DFEIZTE L7 + A B AR M + F8Y O Ei S8 M A KE)
AR > NEIEREM &2 MNAZ DL 2 RE U, kI, & THC % Tissue microarray
(TMA) ([ZTELU7-8, JRFHEED FFPE IR+ A REDBEMHBENEENTH
o ERIE, TR L TORWEE 2 SN SRR 36 B K
DFER % RN = 184 HlLZDOWTHRET U (K 15),
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2003FEMNS2015FEFTIUR CIHEL-

R e ] - B4t 11764
%E{MTW 38541 S0 S SESE D R 13 1

BREIRY >/ NEZRIE & AR 11241
T2 IR A VR 2445
BREHEREIIRY NEIENE RS D
FARAEICL Y FAETHI % e U7 ER] 20941

KBRS REpEIE oMl

l Bk 125451
________________ » o TMAERIIAR+HRiEEE
BEMTRE - 184451 . BIRHME<367H

Direct sequencel%(Z K DIZEERENT
* POLE (Exon 9, exon 13, exon 14)

FFPE-TMAIZH T B iE il F 5 &

« MMRZEH (MLHI, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2)
* p5S3

 LICAM

15 fRETH1Y

BAKHIIZ 184 BlZ LT POLE DRy MARY NE BRI & £ S il b 2 e %
T - 7= . FFPE, formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded; L1CAM, L1 cell-adhesion
molecularMLH1, mutL. homolog 1; MMR, mismatch repair; MSH2, mutS homolog 2;
MSH6, mutS homolog 6; PMS2, PMS1 homolog 2; POLE, polymerase-epsilon; TMA,

tissue microarray.

2. LNM score

T MRI ME CHBIZENEEHONSFr R (Junctional zone MEFZLRE) HER
SNBDH, FHBIRIEDIRIMN 12 KiEDHEIZIE LNM score & AW THEXREIRY >
INEIZRTE DE T % HIWr U7-, AL, endo G172 DIADGEEIZ 1 mEU7-, MiE
CA125 {EIZMTERTORIEME 2 AV, BIRERIERTZNTH 70 IU/MmI, 28 IU/ml 277y
"Z7{EL LT 1| K& U7, BEB volume I, fiTHT MRI MEIZH T BKFEHTHER
THRRERAE x EARKE, RRENZBITOHRAKABREDIEL L, 36 cm® LAET
1 &L= (X 16),
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16 MRIIZHTBAREDHEIE L fHEREDRT R
T2 FEFBDOFTRENB T EHRAAREZBIE TS (MKED), Junctional zone DR
MIIHEREE RBTLIFFRTHD (KEH),

3. FETEEERIVAISIE

ARRFEUBRU T, FETHI 2 FMRARIZH T SRS EDOR RIZXY the
2008 International Federation of Gynecologists and Obstetricians staging system
(Pecorelli et al., 2009) (ZBI>THFHMELZ (& 10), £/2. BFRV AT I FEERN
AR ARTAY 2018 FERRZE FAWTEHME L (X 13), iR L FREDHE S
IZDWTIE, FENAEYE endometrioid carcinoma, Gradel-2 (endo G1/2) M DARE (2EE
lymphovascular space invasion (LVSI)Z 2D RWIGEIZEE L, BRY AT HFETH -
=Y AT DGEIT AP $Ei%: (Adriamycin 60mg/m?+ Cisplatin 50mg/m?) F7zi% TC &
% (Paclitaxel 175mg/m? + Carboplatin AUC=5)%{T>7=,

4. POLE-EDM
POLE 1Z2WTIX exon 9, 13, 14 DAY MARY N (Tate et al., 2019) IZDWT
Sanger {EIZ RS E RN 21T o7~ (K 17A, B)s
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131 q

Substitutions

0 1 ihwhiitray MIJL..JMUL .1mﬂ...n.-.hhxnlulA.u.nsh..‘uh..Uudu siubon thidbssinat i Jnu‘.‘t.l b dbli it 1 it el sl

17A POLE E1%F® Pathogenic mutations DSEE
COSMIC T —&NR—RIZH & XN TS POLE &f5F D Pathogenic mutations D7k
v ARV (Tate et al., 2019).

- - - - - - - — - —
233 7| [260 280 300 320 340 360 380 400 420 440 460 480

Substitutions

0 1.0 o e aflican -H-ﬂ- Y P Y S ST 1Y I N P P ‘—.n.nﬂﬂl-. L.ﬂ ﬂnﬂﬂ-ﬂﬂ--.ﬂ-ﬂm-
Exon 9 Exon 13 Exon 14

17B X 14 O () ALK

FMRIEDRFEE FFPE 70V 705 10 um A71 A&VER L, JEfEEER D% M)
IV 7%, QIAamp DNA FFPE Tissue Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany) % FI\NCTI%EE % #H
H L. GoTaq Colorless Master Mix (Promega, Madison, WI, USA) % B\ TiEfMEL /=,
% 11 @ primer ZFWT, &R 12 DFRMHT PCR EIZL>THEREUZ&, Applied
Biosystems 3130x1 Genetic Analyzer (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) %
FERHUCEHFLAZ, Z AN (HY.& YH) DEH Chromas Version 2.6.6
(Technelysium Pty Ltd, Queensland, Australia) % F\WTEHMiIL, ZEDERHON/ZED
IZ DWW T reverse primer (2& % PCRIEETWVHEFHMEL THEE LA (K 18),
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% 11 POLE-EDM D#& & TR L7z primer

Exon Forword (5° to 3°) Reverse (3’ to 57)
9 TGTTCAGGGAGGCCTAAT GGGTGACAATCATAAACAA
13 TTGCATCTGTCTGTGTGG TGCATTCGGTGTAGGGC

14 TCTGTGCTTCACACTTGA  ACTTACCTCCACCTACAG

Forword primer % FIWTZEEDEEHINZE DIZDWT reverse primer 2L DI ET & 1T
27z,

% 12 PCR DS

FE R[] BE
1. Denaturation 2 min 95°C
2. Denaturation cycle 30 sec 95 °C
3. Annealing cycle 30 sec 55°C
4. Extension cycle 30 sec 72 °C
5.2-4 &#&YIRT 40 [A]
6. Final extension 5 min 72 °C
7. KT - 4°C

PCR, polymerase chain reaction.

E B BN = mEE B NN s E . = EHN " & B N B s mEE N &N m
cccc TCclBrAG TTTCEC G 2T G C G A6 ACA G AC

ﬂ‘ﬂ ]
| L,

p.P286R
.857C>G

Bon7-#ER % Chromas (Technelysium Pty Ltd.) % FI\NCEHHi L 7=, Forword primer
IZX B CEENERDNFERIL, reverse primer (ZE 5T CEELERE L
(RED),
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5. FFPE-TMA %\ /z IHC

LICAM, MMR ZEH (MLHI1, mutL homolog 1; MSH2, mutS homolog 2; MSHS6,
mutS homolog 6; PMS2, PMS1 homolog 2), p53 IZX49 % THC i FFPE-TMA % Fi\>
TEER, M U7z, FTHRIRD Hematoxylin and eosin (HE) B AT NIZTHERL
FRFEEARRE D 2 HFrk., JEEEE S 1 WFr (REVEFITIZEAIKRLE) 2./
W~ 7 LAY — (JF-4; Sakura Finetek Japan, Tokyo, Japan) =\ TERX 1.5
mm TIRXH L. 8 1T x12 FIDEFI TS 74> 70y IIZHEREE. FFPE-TMA 7

Oy 7 &ER Uz, ZZM5 4 um AT REER LTS, ZNZ D THC 2EREL
7= (X 19),

& ¢ )
> ~ ° ¢ 0 ¢
iR
v e >
| (] Q
o °
0 IS
> °
()
Qo
¢ °
= [ ]
C
=
. 4 ~ °
| r"’? o °
¢
~ °
o

°

[
(]

. °
| ] - (s}

19 FFPE-TMA A4 RD—D

FER 1 FID SRR % 2 7R, ATEE CHIXIEIEZ L 2% 1 HFrESXHLUT TMA
= ER. U7z, FFPE, formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded; TMA, tissue microarray.

8
°
°
o
c
0
°

LICAM IZDWTIHEATRFZE (Asano et al., 2020) IZBWTHRAELAZEDEMHHL
J2o $205, BUIATAREZF VLV NTTHNG 74 VBB U TERERN T2 — VAL
M % fT>721%. high-pH antigen retrieval buffer (BenchMark ULTRA; Roche, Basel,
Switzerland) % FI\WTHURERIE{LZ 1TV, 3%H20:2 T 36 C/4 ELIE, 1 KRitfke
UL T#Ht LICAM Hi{K (clone 14.10, BioLegend, CA, US) % il 2. horseradish
peroxidase (HRP) #ZzARY ¥ — (Ventana ultraView DAB Universal Kit; Roche) THE
U7z, T % Hematoxylin TREELFEL/ZE D%, H-score = VWV TEHiT U7z, BEE
MO EREE 0-3+0D 4 BRETIHEL. ThThD HEEIGLDEMIZTE
HU. BEE S 2 DD % L >TEDERFID H-score £ U7~ (X 20), BFEIIXNT S
BEREEMNS 35 L EEESFRIEE (LICAM+) & U7 (Asano et al., 2020),
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P2 R 5 oe

H-score=0xR(0)% + 1xR(1+)% + 2xR2+)% + 3xRGBH%
20 LICAM D¥tfg
ZTNTHDREEE ST LICAM OFEFREZ NS 0, 1+, 2+, 3+& L, THET NI
0.1,2,3 ZF UMD %EFIIU H-score &£ U7z, Scale bar : 50um,
L1CAM, L1 cell-adhesion molecular.

MMR ZH (MLH1, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2) & p53 D [HC IZDWTIE, T2 |
KPR % T MLH1 HT4R(ES05, Dako, Glostrup, Denmark), T MSH2 HTR(FE11, Dako),
1 MSH6 HT4K(EP49, Dako). i PMS2 HLfR(EP51, Dako). #i p53 #if&(clones DO-7,
Dako) % FIWNTAT\, Dako Envision FLEX system CiZam L CEHiiL 7z, MMR &EH
IFOF NI —DTEREEAG L L TOAEBEIZ MMR-D 2¥E LA (] 21), p53 12
DWTIH 2+ (FEBHIIED 50% A EAREIND) &0 (null, EEMENEGEY
NVE) DRE/SE—% ps3 abn LHIELL, FEEBHEREMDTY a—Le
U7z (K 22),

MLHI: B [ oh o PMS2: R %

21 MMR-D O—4|
MMR ZEH (MLHI, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2) DWW NMADFEENHERL TNI5E
IZMMR-D & U7z, BRI AN IR E I TSN RD 6 ND I 2 R EMD
J>hE—)b& U/z, Scale bar : 100 um, MLH1, mutL homolog 1; MMR, mismatch
repair, MSH2, mutS homolog 2; MSH6, mutS homolog 6; PMS2, PMS1 homolog 2.
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4 Sy £y 2
%“‘%*‘}'ﬁ gz [y

SrrTrY e\ e e e 985, P53I0

22 p53 abn D

p53 abn [FFEEAMAEZD 50%LL EAREINDG (£:12+), E2IFLIBRBINZN
(B:0) DL U7z, BEMLAMNIREINTOWSHIENRDSNE L 2R a M
DI ha—)LE U7z, Scale bar : 100 pm,

INH6LETO HC IFREARIE 1 4 (LICAM % HA., % H.Y) DL,
JRHEEME | % (KCH) WEDMRETo7/. FEaMOBETIME T L7
£ DI unclassifiable & U7,

6. ProMisE

ProMisE Tl&, MMR ZEH& p53 12895 IHC &, POLE 7Ry ARy MEHT DS R
1Z&Y MMR-D, POLE-EDM, p53 wt, p53 abn (23 5H9 %, T NDFEAMERPE TH
TE R EETH>7-6 DI unclassifiable |27 FHX N5 (Talhouk et al., 2015),

7. FRETERAT

BIRMMIE 2021 £ 10 BECe U7, BIEELFHIR Progression-free survival
(PFS) Ly EB4E B A 77 1AM Disease-specific survival (DSS) &, Z N Z VRIS Fli
M5 EC DEF, F7-1% EC IZLBFE T (death of disease, DOD) FTHDHAME L TRE
# U7, HFR(T Kaplan-Meier % FAWTEH L&, HEHEEHI2I3 Kruskal-Wallis
rank ME %, 7TV EEUZIX Fisher DIEFERERIRE & F\ V=, EEDIFITE VT,
3 B EENRE U log rank ME TIL Bonferroni i£% AW, Cox EJESH Tl
Firth &% AW THIE U7z, ZNS DEEHTIZIE R version 4.1.0 software (R Core Team,
Vienna, Austria) D coxphf, surviplot, survival, survminer &\ >, p <0.05 2R L
7=
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8. YAV ESFEIH

ALV VFEE (2013 F 10 AEBE) I XOTAEZNR L §TEEFZ R
(B9 o fmIEIER | (B 26 B RBIFE - EEFEEEREI ) 2EFUTE
Iz, £/, WEERFREE FEERMESEZERICT20184F 1 A 17 HIC
AR (B 017-0269) INFEMUZ, RIFFETIL, LiEE R ZHRm AR CHRI N,
RN RE I U TEARNRIEABR R IRRE T ROEZHZED/ DLV B
HWTXEICLIVEAR (BFERR) 2B TREUZBEE AWz, RIFFEADSINIC
BRUTHD TXECORIREELEN, BRIV T74—LR-aVV N 5252
NHREETHIEINEEEFZN/-D, FEDOEWNE2 & OHEDEIZ OV TOERE
BB KRR —LAR—IIBEH T EIE THENEE IREAN (FERNER
FORBROFBERATEXZLEZONDHE) IHETE2THEE 527,

MR

1. DFX—A—TLDEEBBEDEHH

MRET U7z 184 Bl 1) D BIEHAR IS AR B 102.5 7 B (EiFE 2-214 7 ). F#pld
OB 58 m% (I 14-78 &%) Tho/z. A FX—HN—TLDEEERER 13 TR
T, 2 N F—A1—DEENEDSN (K 23),

POLE-EDM (n=19) P53 abn (n=20)

L1CAM+ (n=55)

23 [FI—H—DEHE

TNTNDEFENEEL T DEFEEZRT

L1ICAM-+, high expression of LICAM; MMR-D, MMR deficiency; p53 abn, abnormal
expression of p53; POLE-EDM, POLE exonuclease domain mutation.
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F13 HFIv—H—TLOEELES

SR POLE-EDM  MMR-D p53 abn L1ICAM+  No markers
1184 4] 19 4 :58 51 220 f 155 5 166 15
103.5 (16-
BIZHIN (B) 1025 (2-214) 147 (44-209) 214) 93 (5-198) 93 (5-211) 112 (2-202)
Fip () 58 (14-78) 57 (34-68) 58 (24-73)  61.5(21-42) 63 (34-76) 57 (14-78)
Stage (FIGO 2008)
I 99 (53.8%) 14 (73.3%) 32 (55.2%) 12 (60%) 33 (60%) 34 (51.5%)
I 23(12.5%) 1(5.2%) 8 (13.8%) 2 (10%) 6 (10.9%) 8 (12.1%)
Il 51 (27.7%) 4 (21.1%) 15 (25.9%) 3 (15%) 15(27.3%) 19 (28.8%)
IV 11(6.0%) 0 (0%) 3 (5.2%) 3 (15%) 1 (1.8%) 5(7.5%)
HEAREY
FAANPEEE G1/2 123 (66.8%)  11(57.9%) 40 (69.0%) 8 (40%) 23 (41.8%)  55(83.3%)
HENEERE G326 (14.1%) 6 (31.6%) 11 (19.0%) 3 (15%) 11 (20%) 4 (6.1%)
R ME 9 (4.9%) 0 (0%) 1 (1.7%) 5 (25%) 7 (12.7%) 0 (0%)
AR el 8 (4.3%) 0 (0%) 1 (1.7%) 1 (5%) 5(9.1%) 3 (4.5%)
JEPIRE  15(8.2%) 1(5.3%) 3(5.2%) 2 (10%) 7 (12.7%) 4 (6.1%)
ZOM 3 (1.6%) 1(5.3%) 2 (3.4%) 1 (5%) 2 (3.6%) 0 (0%)
MR ERY A7 HHE
BUZAZ 41 (22.3%) 6 (31.6%) 11 (19.0%) 2 (10%) 9(16.4%) 20 (30.3%)
FYR2 41 (22.3%) 5(26.3%) 16 (27.6%) 5 (25%) 13 (23.6%) 12 (18.2%)
EUAZ  102(55.4%)  8(42.1%) 31 (53.4%) 13 (65%) 33 (60%) 34 (51.5%)
5 £ DSS & 90.1%
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[ M EE 100% 91.3% 79.7% 81.1% 95.5%

(=Y gic vs. 90% vs. 91.3% vs. 91.3% vs. 93.7% vs. 87.1%
10 Z£ DSS = 85.3
(i 100% 89.3% 73.0% 68.7% 93.8%
(=Y Fic vs. 84.2% vs. 83.8% vs. 86.6% vs. 92.0% vs. 80.6%
p B - 0.08 0.5 0.08 <0.001 0.03

F—RThRE (EE) ZIEFE (%) TRUZ. p 1Bl DSS I UT log-rank MR7E%FFWEH U7z, DSS,
disease-specific survival; FIGO, Federation of Gynecologists and Obstetricians; L1CAM-+, high expression of L1ICAM,;

MMR-D, MMR deficiency; p53 abn, abnormal expression of p53; POLE-EDM, POLE endonuclease domain mutation.
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POLE BIEF DAy MARY NEEEITIZLY., 22 FERFIZBWTEF 23 OZEMNFH
TE X1, pathogenic Tdho7= 19 f§]% POLE-EDM & U7- (3 14), POLE-EDM @ 40%
PAEAY endo G172 AN DOE EBIELEMIEITHY ., 2/3 LLE (68.4%) WEFKY AT
DFETHI AT EEHEIN/EFTH -7,

+ 14 AWFFETHEE I Nz POLE O pathogenic mutations
IBEEH FEBIER

Exon 9
c857C>G 6
c859G>A 1
c865G>A 1
Exon 13

cl1231G>T 4
cl1231G>C 3
c1231G>A

Exon 14
c1366G>C 1
c1370C>T 1
cl1376C>T 1

MMR-D & UZGEHIE 58 Bl (31.5%) T, FIREEXRDONZ—2%FK 15 ITRT,
MMR-D JFEFID 69%5Y endo G1/2 T, S1%HMWHEFRE) AV HFEDHY AL ET
Ho7,

# 15 MMR EHDREBBEE/NNZ—

MLHI1 PMS2 MSH2 MSH6 TEBIEL
FEHEE  FEHEX + + 36
FERTH R NA + + 3

NA FETH R + + 3
+ + FIHEL  FEREE 6
+ + FEHRTH R NA 1
+ NA FIGEE + 1
+ + 4t FRIZTESE 7

NA + + FETATHE 1

MLH1, mutL homolog 1; MMR, mismatch repair; MSH2, mutS homolog 2; MSH6, mutS
homolog 6; NA, not available for poor staining quality; PMS2, PMS1 homolog 2.

p53 abn & UZZFERIIE 20 4l (10.9%) T. 18 FlAHS 24288 —2 T, 2 HIH% 0 (null)’N
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B —>TdH D72, p53 abn FEFID 15%53 Stage IV TH Y, IR IEFE TH-o/-
E DI 25%, 90%WEFEFH - FHY AT ThHh-o7z,

LICAM+Z 55 fi (29.9%) T. 38.2%IIFEAIESE AN DRERREL TH Y | SR IERE
DEEH % 12.7%E ATV =,

Ft 118 #l (64.1%) TOWITNDDDFX—H—NGMHL o2, 57 EEAE R
WM TIRIRERIRD E EEEEHHH - BEAT T X072 6 IR DET 13 1R T
POLE-EDM DM TXZ -7, IHC IZBWTE, TMA L OEEE A R
DI T2 2 BAKITEHE T o7z, TNEE ST EF 66 il (34.8%) 1&. EDHF
S—H—EE ML 5T no markers & U7z, 2TNEDHF X ——LRERDEERFE
FHRFRERFIIONT, TNENDREEE R 16 IZTRT, LICAM+E p53 abn (ZIE
D, EHAEE G112 ICEDBEENED SN,

® 16 K0 F~—H—LERRFE 2RI R & DOREE

No Endo

MMR-D p53 abn LICAM+ markers  G1/2

Deep MI Stage I Low risk

POLE-  0.191  0.699 0.193 <0.001 0442 0813 0089 0381
EDM (0.096) (-0.032) (0.085) (-0.235) (0.046) (0.004) (0.117) (0.054)

0.005 0300 <0.001  0.738 1.000  0.874  0.568

MMR-D (0.181) (0.072) (-0.495) (-0.018) (0.004) (0.007) (0.040)
o _ <0.001 <0.001 0011 0814 0639 0254
P (0.287) (-0.243) (-0.181) (0.014) (0.026) (0.082)
<0.001 <0.001 0109 0333 0248

LICAM* - - T (10476) (0.335) (0.112) (0.069) (0.079)
No _ _ _ <0001 0031 0648 0065
markers (0.250) (0.155) (0.023) (0.131)
0012 0158  <0.001

Endo G172 - - - - T 0.177) (0.100) (0.363)
<0.001  <0.001

Deep ML - - ) ) ) T (0426) (0.483)
<0.001

Stage I - - - - - - T (0.483)

T —A X Fisher DIEHERERIMTE THESN p 1B (¢ £-E) TRU/, Endo G1/G2,
Grade 1 or 2 endometrioid carcinoma; LICAM+, high expression of L1 cell adhesion
molecule; Low risk, at low risk in risk of recurrence; Deep MI, myometrial invasion =
50%; MMR-D, MMR deficiency; p53 abn, abnormal expression of p53; POLE-EDM,
polymerase-epsilon endonuclease domain mutation; Stage I, Stage I in 2008 FIGO

staging system.
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WETNDDDF I —H—%FUTWERFID DSS I, no markers @D DSS KV EFH
BIZRRTH-/= (p=0.03), £/=. LICAM+D DSS I+ LICAM {EFIEE: (LICAM-)

JVEERBIZARTH o7 (55 DSS: 81.1% vs. 93.7%; 10 £E DSS: 68.7% vs. 92.0%;
p<0.001),

2. ProMisE 12X 5 FEERIL

ProMisE <&, 58 %] (31.5%) HASMMR-D. 134 (7.0%) »3POLE-EDM, 71 5
(38.6%) ¥ p53 wt, 16 5] (8.7%) A3 p53 abn IZHFEI Nz (K] 24), Unclassifiable &
725726 DIFE 26 FIT, HHIX MMR ZH®D [HC AR 21 . POLE-EDM Df#
WAREEMN 5 B THo7=,

DU NEIENE 2 SO FMINEE21To7-
FEAREER : 184451

MMRZEBIZX3 BIHC missing
WEhAT (MLH1, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2) 2145
FIRH &
Intact
MMR-D POLEDZ Ef# missing unclassifiable
- 58431 (exon 9, 13, 14) 5431 (n=26)
Pathogenic \Wﬂd Wpe
mutation oot
pS3ITXE§BIHC ml;;fj‘g
POLE-EDM
11341 1+ 2+ or 0
pS3 wt p53 abn
171451 216451

24 ProMisE Dt

ProMisE (Z& > T, 58 flA¥ MMR-D, 13 A% POLE-EDM, 71 A% p53 wt, 16 A%
p53 abn (2 FEX N7z, MMR, mismatch repair; MMR-D, mismatch repair deficiency;
p53 abn, abnormal expression of p53; p53 wt, p53 wild type; POLE, polymerase-epsilon;
POLE-EDM, POLE exonuclease domain mutation.

56



S [
l_
L
I —
Q X | L
-
-
S
2
g o |
a o
Q
h=!
2
2 S
o)
n
<
O
A
A 3
<
2 4
T I T I I T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Follow-up period (months)
MMR-D 58 57 54 50 40 33 18
POLE-EDM 13 13 13 13 12 12 10
p53 wt 71 71 69 64 47 32 27
— p53 abn 16 15 13 12 10 6 5
Unclassifiable 26 22 20 20 18 15 13

Number at risk
25 ProMisE IZED\ =5 BRI £ 77 AR
ProMisE IZEDWTHE U556 DEERENEFHIR (Kaplan-Meire %), MMR-
D B& p53 wt BEDOAEFRMN 5-10 FEDOE THELL TVDIE N DD,
MMR-D, mismatch repair deficiency; pS3 abn, abnormal expression of p53; p53 wt, p53

wild type; POLE-EDM, polymerase-epsilon exonuclease domain mutation.

5 ££ DSS &, MMR-D 4 91.3%, POLE-EDM Z£AHY 100%. p53 wt F£AY 94.3%.
p53 abn BN 81.2% Tdh o7z (K 25), Unclassifiable £l 80.8% TdhH o7z, 10 Z DSS
I, MMR-D E£7)3 89.3%. POLE-EDM E£4Y 100%. p53 wt ££AY 83.0%. p53 abn EEAHY
73.9% T dh o7, Unclassifiable &tld 80.8% Tdh o7, ZDXHIZ DSS IZEFIfL XN/
M3, MMR-D #£& p53 wt BEDR B RIVEGFERMN 5-10 EDRTHEL TVV/2728,
- PR TFHREFE2RETTE2RMDHDLE X 5D, /-, POLE-EDM EEI34E
DTRIFRFHERUZIENG, FTHDIZHEHITNIEMTHSAREMENDH S,
ZNSD T, ProMisE IR IR — D FEEFEYNI BRI LN E 2 605,
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3. FiRDBEAHEIIBAWVSFREF REERF OB
ProMisE TIXEENZFENBRULI NN 2727280, Fil=2 R FEIZIDOWVTR
U7z K23 IR UZEBY  WIFNDD D FI— I —0 Bt Lo/ 118 D55,
32§l (27.1%) 13EBD~—I— G THo72, FFHZ p53 abn & LICAM+DE
B (ZNTN 75%, 52.7%) MDY —A—EBETH o7/, A ELY, iz n5E
TIIAVSERZ T TR P HEOIEFEHEEINRITHILEZONZ/2D. T
NZNDFBEF, HFX—I—DEEIZ OV THRO THRET U,
FERRE AT RICEO<ERVY A D HIZL > TR A7 L 2B X - mEH]
(low risk) I& 41 #fl (22.3%) Tdh->7=, Low risk BRI LFEIEETH TR
BOADFHETHo72h, BT RE 116 » B EHE 41216 7H) IZBWT
DOD IFZBDRMN>72, 2 Bl (5.3%) WEFEERERU/ZD, TDED 2 KIBFEIZLY 3
FELLERZIT I’ —ILXN T =, Low risk BED 28 ] (68.3%) X\ T D
DF—H—DGHETHY, MMR-D D 11 4], LICAM+D 9 fl, POLE-EDM D 6 4§,
p53 abn D 2 il E ATz, BREUZ 2 HITIEINSD R Fv—h—IdEBETH-
7=o DFY, low risk BHI D FX—H—IZBHHOSTIFRRBEIFTHIEEZ LN,
POLE-EDM Td -7z 19 HIZEWTEREUEHIZZL, DOD £38D8Mn>72, Z
D 19 FZITEFR) AT DB 550 A8 5 fledmY ATEE 8 flNE&ENhTH
72o DFED 13 Bl (68.4%) WRASHDERRFEFZNLFRARRE T 2 EHMEME
LR IE 2 2T TOED, 5 L 10 4 DSS RZEEIZ 100%TH >/,
2RERDS lowrisk & POLE-EDM THo72ERI & RO THRET LZ5HE (& 17).
REBODFEFEREFER-/-DIF LICAM+TH->7~ (HR 3.08; range: 1.42-6.96;
p=0.0045), X512, LICAM+E T3 DOD DFEBANEER 5 FLUBIZEU TV
(X 26), 2FY, LICAM 1Z& > T intensity DFRVEHE -BR 2 ETLEMEHHT
%, ProMisE THA U7- DSS D% 57l TX B A REMEDVRIE X /-,

% 17 L1ICAM, MMR, p53 {2593 Cox [Ef@H7

BRFI—H—LEDMR  AXRVNUESE HR 95%EHEXME pfl

L1CAMH-score < 35F/zldmissing 10/85 1
H-score = 35 15/45 3.08 (1.42-6.96)  0.0045

MMR FIRHY X/~ Fmissing 19/85 1
FIRHEE 6/45 0.60 (0.23-1.39)  0.2458

p53  1+F/zldmissing 20/113 1
2+F 72130 5/17 2.12 (0.74-5.08)  0.1480

p EIILEHREIZE>TESN/ER R U7, Cl, confidence interval; HR, hazard
ratio; LICAM, L1 cell adhesion molecule; MMR, mismatch repair.
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n  5yDSS 10-y DSS
== LICAM- 128  937% 92.0%
== LICAM+ 55  831% 68.7%

1.0

p<0.0001

0.8

0.6

Disease-specific survival rate
0.4

=)
S
S
I I I I I I I
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Follow-up period (months)
L1CAM- 128 124 119 117 93 76 58
L1CAM+ 55 53 49 41 33 21 15

Number at risk

[ 26 LICAM IZX$ 5 THC |2 & D% B F R AT ETFHIAR

LICAM+& LICAM-E LB U T FRAA R THY (p<0.0001, Kaplan-Meire 3%, log-
rank 1R5E), FRIEDRI LR ERER 60 7 BLARIZAEU TV,

DSS, disease-specific survival, IHC, immunohistochemistry; L1CAM, L1 cell-adhesion
molecular; LICAM-, low expression of L1ICAM (H-score <35); LICAM+, high
expression of LICAM (H-score >35).

RIZ, Fr =72 B EITH T p53 abn, MMR-D % X DERE - BF CTHET 20N
WY EMRET U7, p53 abn IZDWTIE low risk, POLE-EDM, LICAM+% 233EU 7=
BRI FNEREZEZR>TFREZEBHELZ (H 27), £72. MMR-D (ZDWTIX
EOBBTHELTETFREEIML TSI LTB N> (K 28), 7z, low risk,
POLE-EDM, LICAM+ T &> 7= iEH % FR<&. p53 abn & MMR-D TEHL THEHEL
IR JFERNIERD SN h > 7=,
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All patients>p53 All > low risk/POLE-EDM>L1CAM+>p53

] i

o

10

08
08

06
06

04

04

0.2
02

p=0.08, log-rank test

T T T T T T 1§ T T T T T T T

p<0.001, log-rank test

00

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
All > low risk/POLE-EDM>p53 All > low risk/POLE-EDM>MMR-D>p53
= = g4

08
08

06
06

04
04

02

p=0.20, log-rank test p=0.03, log-rank test

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120

27 p531Zx%9 5 IHC 2L BT EHIML

p53 (2095 IHC DfERMNFEZERILUZDIX, low risk/POLE-EDM, LICAM+
EHHUARTH o/, £ THEENIEEIME (B). iEIRERENEFRTHD.
[HC, immunohistochemistry; L1CAM+, high expression of L1ICAM; MMR-D, mismatch
repair deficiency; POLE-EDM, POLE exonuclease domain mutation.

00
00
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All patients>SMMR All > low risk/POLE-EDM>L1CAM+>MMR

f— —

o

10

T,

08
1
08
1

06
1
06
1

04
1
04
1

02
02

p=0.5, log-rank test p=0.9, log-rank test

00
00

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120

All > low risk/POLE-EDM>MMR All > low risk/POLE-EDM>p53 abn>MMR

06

04
1
04

02

p=0.3, log-rank test

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120

28 MMR EHIIH$ 5 THC 2L 5FEERIL

MMR ZEHIZNF S HC DIERITTFREBHMELULh o7, & Tl g8
(A). Mt B ENEFRTHD,

IHC, immunohistochemistry; LICAM+, high expression of LICAM; MMR, mismatch
repair; MMR-D, mismatch repair deficiency; p53 abn, abnormal expression of p53;
POLE-EDM, POLE exonuclease domain mutation

p=0.4, log-rank test

00
1
00

4. BEERAEZFNE RS FI—I—DiAEDYE

ProMisE THWOSNSEFIZ LICAM EBEFY A7 2FHIZE S low risk 21X, k
FRDFRERIZEDWTIER 2 ANBZTARFFED IR — e Uz, 2O 28 H
EIZ&Y Low risk E£(46 5]), POLE-EDM #£(13 i), LICAM+E£(45 ), p53 abn &
(5 f5l). MMR-D #£(34 ), Others B£(46 NI DFEL- (X 29),
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D UNEENE R B FMINEE 1T o7~ Low risk
FEREAER] : 18443 A (THRIAR. 2414

= P
lﬁ%* EYRY endo G172, IREREELL Favorable
POLEDZ Ef#T _| POLE-EDM
(exon 9, 13, 14) Pathogenic mutation . 13&”
wild type& /= (dmissing
. | L1CAM+
LICAMIZH§SIHC Teoesss | asf
H-score<35 or missing Unfavorable
ok . | pS3 abn
PS3ZHF T HIHC 2+F 72130 : 5431
1+% 7z Idmissing
MMREHIZX§SIHC MMR-D
(MLHI1, MSH2, MSH6. PMS2) WINDDFEBE % 234451
Intermediate
3 Others
DU 14645

29 FULWER, IEFTOSHE

ERARRE AT RICE D<SERY A HHL LICAM I35 THC DRERZMA.
Low risk, POLE-EDM, LICAM+, p53 abn, MMR-D DJEIZH3$ELU7z, Zh6 S %
Others £ U7z,

IHC, immunohistochemistry; L1CAM+, high expression of LICAM; MMR, mismatch
repair; MMR-D, mismatch repair deficiency; p53 abn, abnormal expression of p53;
POLE-EDM, POLE exonuclease domain mutation.

ZTHETNOHDEEERER 18 IIRT, FhehL(E (#BH) 1. Low risk #
57.2 % (14-76 %), POLE-EDM £f 56.7 /%(48-66 &%), LICAM+Ef 62.3 %(41-76
%)\ 53 abn BE 57.6 W(42-70 %), MMR-D & 55.1 %(24-73 &%), Others & 55.0 7%
(32-78 &) Tdr>7=(all p < 0.01), /& FRITHFRELCETHANE ENSD Low risk BEZ R
WTEREZ RG5O 2L LVSI OFEIERLRRED MWRDHON
7=(EIZ all p < 0.01, all p = 0.026), POLE-EDM E£ Tl 6 ] (46.2%) H EEPIFEE
Grade 3 THY, 8 l(61.5%) NEFEEV ALY TH->7-, MMR-D F Tl 26 51(76.5%)
PENESE G1/2 THY, 13 H(38. 2%) 12V VNETEEENRD SN/, LVSI 2H L
=£|41% POLE-EDM E 61.5%., LICAM+&E 57.8%. p53 abn & 40%, MMR-D &%
79.4% T o7z, BEFIDV AT 77 7 R —TdHDETH. BRI AT HFE. VN EiEx
. 12 DI E OB BRI, BKMIEZ O RIZIIERRRY ITAS NN/,
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x 18 FUWER, JEF COEUGEDRHOEEETR

Low risk POLE-EDM L1CAM+ p53 abn MMR-D Others I
241 45 213 5 245 5 :5 41 :34 {5 246 1 PiE
MR (A) 116 (41-214) 110 (44-190) 88 (5-211) 39 (12-163) 105 (16-207) 112 (2-202) 0.0068
Fir () 57.2(14-76)  56.7 (48-66) 62.3 (41-76) 57.6 (42-70) 55.1 (24-73) 55.0 (32-78) 0.0021
Stage (FIGO 2008)
I 41(100%) 8(61.5%)  23(51.1%)  1(20%) 12 (35.3%) 14 (30.4%)
1 - 1 (7.7%) 6 (13.3%) 0 (0%) 8 (23.5%) 8 (17.4%) 20
111 - 4(30.8%)  15(33.3%) 2 (40%) 11 (32.4%) 19 (41.3%)
v - 0 (0%) 1 (2.2%) 2 (40%) 3 (8.8%) 5 (10.9%)
HHAREY
SENRERE G122 41 (100%) 5(38.5%)  14(31.1%) 2 (40%) 26 (76.5%)  35(76.1%)
FHAERE G3 - 6 (46.2%)  10(222%)  1(20%) 5 (14.7%) 4 (8.7%)
SR MEE - 0 (0%) 6 (13.3%) 1 (20%) 1 (2.9%) 0 (0%) 001
A RE RS - 0 (0%) 5(9.1%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 3 (6.5%) '
JeE R B - 1(7.7%) 7 (12.7%) 1 (20%) 2 (3.1%) 4 (8.7%)
Z D - 1 (7.7%) 2 (3.6%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
R ERY A7 H¥E
BV A2 41 (100%) - - - - -
)27 - 5(38.5%) 13 (28.9%) 0 (0%) 11 (32.4%) 12(26.1%)  0.64
BYUAY - 8(61.5%)  32(71.1%)  5(100%)  23(67.6%) 34 (73.9%)
fhERE=12 0 (0%) 9(69.2%)  32(71.1%) 4 (80%) 22 (64.7%)  26(56.5%)  0.65
REREHY 0 (0%) 8(61.5%)  26(57.8%) 2 (40%) 27 (79.4%) 21 (45.7%) 0.026
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AERERR RS (5 1 3 (7.3%) 0 (0%) 11 (24.4%) 0 (0%) 3 (8.8%) 3 (6.5%) 0.06
e ZEIp=3es
2L 38(92.7%) 0 (0%) 6 (13.3%) 0 (0%) 3 (8.8%) 7 (15.2%)
A== =37 3 (7.3%) 13 (100%) 38 (84.04%)  5(100%)  29(85.3%) 39 (84.8%)  0.63
A=y ERE o =3F 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 1 (2.2%) 0 (0%) 2 (5.9%) 0 (0%)

TF—RIHRE () EIPEFIE (%) TRUZ, EREIZIE Kruskal-Wallis rank #RE %, 77573V EHIZIE
Fisher D IEHERE IR TE % 1T 572, FIGO, Federation of Gynecologists and Obstetricians; L1CAM+, high expression of
L1 cell adhesion molecule; MMR-D, mismatch repair deficiency; p53 abn, abnormal expression of p53; POLE-EDM,

polymerase-epsilon exonuclease domain mutation.
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PFS Z(Z D\ TIZ POLE-EDM # D5 Y Low risk BEL D HBEN TV = (5 £ 100%
vs. 95.1%; 10 ZE: 100% vs. 95.1%; p=0.42) (X] 30), MMR-D #£D PFS (5 ££: 79.4%;
10 £E: 79.4%) I Others B (5 £E: 89.1%; 10 £F: 85.4%) LB /=M BERET
I3eho7 (p=0.35),
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T T T T T T |
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Follow-up period (months)
Low risk 41 41 39 338 33 23 19
s POLE-EDM 13 13 13 12 10 10 6
s Others 46 43 41 41 33 24 20
MMR-D 34 28 26 26 22 19 11
s L1CAM+ 45 37 30 24 20 14 11
sssm P53 abn 5 2 2 2 2 2 2

Number at risk
30 HUWER, EF CTHRELEE O PFS Hhifk
AR L TERREERDERL I/ (Kaplan-Meire %),
L1CAM+, high expression of LICAM; MMR-D, mismatch repair deficiency; pS3 abn,
abnormal expression of p53; PFS, progression free survival;, POLE-EDM, POLE

exonuclease domain mutation.
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Low risk & POLE-EDM EEDEH 5IZEWTE DOD IFFRDHSNEN->72 (K 31),
MMR-D D 5 &, 10 ££ DSS KRIZZNZ I 94.1%. 90.6%TdHY . other Bl 93.5%.
91.1%Tdh o7, LICAM+EE (5%E:76.8%; 10E: 61.7%) £V, p53abnEE (5 E: 40%;
10 £E: 40%) (T FBEARRTH-o70 BEEITERDLMN>7 (p=10.22),

o
0 X ]
"a‘ o
-
I
2
g -
5 O
w
Q
h=
3 <
2 |
Q
wn
S
O
N ——
A o
S
(=]
T I T I T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Follow-up period (months)
Low risk 41 41 41 40 23 23 19
s POLE-EDM 13 13 13 12 10 10 6
s Others 46 44 43 43 34 25 22
MMR-D 34 33 31 30 24 21 11
s [ 1CAM+ 45 43 39 32 24 17 13
wsss P53 abn 5 4 2 2 2 2 2

Number at risk

31 HILWER, JEF THELEED DSS Hifg

B EARIIE > TRERENEERDNE LI N/~ (Kaplan-Meire %),
DSS, disease-specific survival, LICAM+, high expression of L1CAM; MMR-D,
mismatch repair deficiency; p53 abn, abnormal expression of p53; POLE-EDM, POLE

exonuclease domain mutation.
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% 19A PES 8BTS Cox HEDHr

BTSN LI EfRNT
HR 95% (S FE X fH] p & HR 95% (S FE X fH] rfE
Fhr (%) <58 1 ; _ _
=58 1.1 0.63-2.41 0.5732
Stage (FIGO 2008) I 1 1
I/I/IV 290 1.47-6.07 0.0019  1.90 0.88-4.44 0.1021
FHAREY FHNIERE G1/2 1 1
FHNFERE G1/2 DA 2.09 1.08-4.03 0.0295  1.15 0.51-2.59 0.7110
MEERI A5 RY A 1 1
F-HUAZ 431 1.44-21.06 0.0059  0.22 0.001-44.40 0.4836
AR 1R <1/2 1 1
=12 3.55 1.71-8.15 0.0004  1.89 0.80-5.07 0.1528
IRE 1R EE BU 1 1
HY 311 1.60-6.01 0.0010  1.02 0.50-2.12 0.9669
DINZAY: il i 2L 1 . - -
HY  2.19 1.00-5.61 0.0510
NG Np=3FR BU 1 1
{bEEE 4.09 1.90-8.17 0.0006 1.05 0.44-3.14 0.9216
| Favorable 1 1
Intermediate ~ 3.96 1.20-20.17 <0.0001 431 0.55-556.46 0.1569
Unfavorable  11.02 3.53-54.84 <0.0001 23.47 2.39-3140.79  0.0042
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POLE-EDM U 1 1

HY 011 0.00-0.76 0.0184 1.11 0.00-13.62 0.9488
MMR status proficient 1
deficient  0.90 0.42-1.80 0.7758
pS53 status wild type (1+) 1
abnormal (2+ or 0) 1.97 0.77-4.33 0.1460
L1CAM status low (H-score <35) 1 1
high (H-score=35)  2.42 1.25-4.69 0.0092 0.47 0.16-1.66 0.2177

p EIILEHREIZE > TEON/EZ R U, G1/2, Grade 1 or 2; FIGO, Federation of Gynecologists and Obstetricians;
HR, hazard ratio; LICAM, L1 cell adhesion molecule; MMR, mismatch repair; PFS, progression-free survival; POLE-EDM,

polymerase-epsilon exonuclease mutation.
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£ 19B DSS 2815 Cox EIED

B SR SEERRN
HR 95% (S FE X fH] p & HR 95% (S FE X fH] pfE
Fhr (%) >58 1 ; _ _
=58 143 0.66-3.32 0.3703
Stage (FIGO 2008) I 1 1
IWI/Iv 328 1.46-8.18 0.0037 2.1 0.68-6.44 0.1891
FHAREY FHNIRERE G1/2 1 1
AR G1/2 DS 237 1.09-5.18 0.0297  1.15 0.48-2.88 0.7110
MR BRI AT 9%
1KY A 1 ; _ -
F-FHUAZ >10000 0-infinite <0.0001
AR 1R <1/2 1 1
=12 3.3 1.36-8.27 0.0066  1.01 0.39-2.87 0.9910
IRE (2 EE Y 1 - - -
HY 137 0.63-3.00 0.4227
DINZAY: ([ 72 Y 1 1
HY 292 1.34-6.35 0.0080  1.16 0.44-3.35 0.7616
il B L mU 1 ; - -
{b2EiE 2.24 0.89-7.13 0.0910
| Favorable = -
Intermediate 1 1
Unfavorable  4.77 1.99-11.44 0.0005  11.66 2.75-40.89 0.0022
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POLE-EDM U 1

H')  <0.0001 0-infinite 0.02
MMR status proficient 1
deficient  0.72 0.28-1.87 0.5
pS3 status wild type (1+) 1
abnormal (2+or 0)  2.35 0.88-6.26 0.1
L1CAM status low (H-score <35) 1 1
high (H-score=35) 3.83 1.72-8.53 <0.0001  0.45 0.15-1.76 0.2226

p EIILEHREIZE > TREON/ER R U=, DSS, disease-specific survival; G1/2, Grade 1 or 2; FIGO, Federation of
Gynecologists and Obstetricians; HR, hazard ratio; LICAM, L1 cell adhesion molecule; MMR, mismatch repair; POLE-EDM,

polymerase-epsilon exonuclease mutation.
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5. WA ETOEES

7B EAIETIE PREEERZEZR NS Favorable (Low risk, POLE-EDM),
Unfavorable (L1ICAM+, p53 abn), Intermediate (MMR-D, Others) M 3 B U7=,

COF D MR- BEEMTTIX, FoEITERIZ PFS LBELTWE (R
19A), T, EEFTHA, Fh/EiRiE. RARREL. V> NEiEsf% . B3R AU 433H, POLE-EDM,
LICAM+ PN EBRBEFTHo7/. ING2HWEZEERTN TR HOED
Unfavorable DAMNE B/RHEF Lo 7-(HR 23.47, 2.39-3140.79, p = 0.0042), DSS IZ
DWTIE, BREY AJE, POLE-EDM #£, Favorable B CERIBEEMNEMN /2280
SLEERTMNOIIBROTRE Uz, D5, FinENERRFER T TH-
72(3 19B),

5 £ PFS I Favorable E£AY 96.3%. Intermediate E£AY 85.0%., Unfavorable ££743
59.4% Tdh o7z, 10 & PFS & Favorable #£AY 96.3%. Intermediate FEA 83.0%.
Unfavorable MY 59.4% TH o7z, FroFITE DW= PFS BIfEZ X 32 ITRT,
Favorable #£& Intermediate &£ (p = 0.024), Intermediate #£& Unfavorable & (p =
0.0025), Favorable #£& Unfavorable £ (p <0.000)ZZNZTNEBE&2F-TER!
fEx =,

p=0.024

] p<0.0001
p=0.0025

0.6

Progression-free survival rate
0.4

0.2

0.0
l

T T T T I T I
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Follow-up period (months)

#ws==  Favorable 54 54 52 50 43 33 25
Intermediate 80 71 67 67 55 43 31
w— Unfavorable 50 39 32 26 22 16 13

Number at risk

32 EHAFEIZEED\W - PFS B
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-7 FIEIZEST Favorable &f. Intermediate &, Unfavorable FEIZEEL-, 1
Zho PFS IFBEEZ%E>TERILI N/ (Kaplan-Meire %, log-rank #&7E).

PFS, progression free survival.

o
—

p=0.026

p<0.0001
p=0.0001

04

Disease-specific survival rate
0.2
|

0.0
|

I I I I I I I

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Follow-up period (months)

#ws==_ Favorable 54 54 54 52 43 33 25
Intermediate 80 77 74 73 58 46 33
Unfavorable 50 47 41 34 26 19 15
Number at risk
33 FAFEITE Dz DSS #hfR
ZHEND DSS IFEEZEZ%2E->TEREIN/Z (Kaplan-Meire {%, log-rank 17E),
Favorable B Tl JRIEFLE —HIERD LMo 7=,

DSS, disease-specific survival.

DSS {ZHWTH, Favorable #£& Intermediate £ (p = 0.026). Intermediate A£&
Unfavorable £ (p = 0.0001), Favorable #£& Unfavorable & (p <0.0001) l3Z N ZH
BREzR>TEINLINZ (X33), 54/10 £ DSS 13 Favorable F£7% 100%/100%.
Intermediate A 93.8%/91.0%. Unfavorable F£MY 73.2%/59.9% Tdh 7=,
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1. AMEDERNESE

ARFEIZE>T UV INEFRE 2 EOHAFMICLVEE INERY A7 5K
VATEFIDFRIIBDTRIFTHY , DTV T RAEY T D/-DDMRE R BT
BABEME D RIB I NIz, 72, POLE-EDM JEFIDFRISBH TRIFTHD L,
ProMisE TIFFHHE I N TV LICAMHENFRAR THHIENAS ML,

ProMisE (&, TCGA A EHDRBIEL U TREINALZERTMNHY . POLE-EDM (IZ[R
SIBETFEEBE RBEREERA U, UNURNS, TCGA 5580 POLE #%
BANZHH T 5DITX U T ProMisE Tldk MMR-D % JRIZHIH 95, — 5T, Af
RCREUZFHHEIL. &I Lowrisk B (BRYAIHDEIIBITSEVAY) &
H9 %, ZDRED 53.7% (22 Bil/a1 Hl) AMEDDF—H—BBGETH 70, F1&
PBRODTRIFTHo/272DTHd, 2FY, ZOFIIHFH T EAEL T Db DE
IR E 2B TIDAEEMENH D, AIFFETIE Low risk BT LRD 22.3% (41 Hl
/184 fl) TadH 7203 AIRFEDOX RITEREIRY >/ NEIEE M OE & 78> 7 AEH
TH57-0, — BN FEMREEHNIVEVRAIOENEFTH 72, FEKESR
RIZBEWTIL, Low risk THHEFIMNEHEREEZ EDI L FRIND (K 12), EE
IZ ProMisE X° TCGA HFHZRETUZIEIZENTE Low risk THHEFDEIE
1& 39-53.3% Tddb>7~ (Cancer Genome Atlas Research et al., 2013; Talhouk et al., 2015;
Talhouk et al., 2017; Kommoss et al., 2018), ZNWSDREFTHFH TRV T D=
DOMEBEZEBIRTAHILIEERERFNICEAMEITIHY ., European Societies of
Gynaecological Oncology, Radiotherapy and Oncology, and Pathology DA RZ-1 /12
BWTERIIERRERETCHFYTRZIEV T DODMRENEGDSNTNS,
POLE DB FEEMMITIZOWTIE ARV A7 £ 72137 A7 TER R R E L ERRTE
DHEEIZIZIAHT UENBETIZR, [ XN TS (Concin et al., 2020; Imboden et al.,
2021),

2. ProMisE 7Rk—bhEDHER

AFRFED AR — M, FEREIRY >/ NEEE M OB L B> TER 2 R e U7~
O, ProMisE Ih—bEDEREELTYAZOEWEFEE X 65, EBRIZ, LVSI
PROCEEIRE, VU NERE 2 E T A E R EBAMDF B RRFIIARFEDD

—MDBNSMERNZH 7z, UNLRDS, FHIZ MMR-D & POLE-EDM EfiZ
BT, RIFFED H A XY MIADZLMEFNZH o7z, T D728, ProMisE IZL 5 F 1%
BRI INERBFERITRS T E Z 6NDE, ARV NMIDZEMN, HAREBCKD IR
BEDEWIZ L > TEULTREMRITE Z 515, Bk & ERITT O FERE DM
BRFIEIZEE 95— D PORTEC FABRDFERIZEDWT, WK TIEFY AZERFNT T
T HMBEMEBEIEE U THETHRREEIEIRINTVENSTHS (Creutzberg et al.,

4




2011; Wortman et al., 2018; de Boer et al., 2018), — 5 T, #H[E I DZEIRNAT AIZD
WTEZRINEITHD, AMFEIIILRFMEITo-BEFE 2N R L UG HRR
S THo72720, BARINITMEED H > 7-EHIEIRINTHY, ETEOHE T
BREVIIRBINZNFERORWERZERUZAREEEE ZO5NS, S 2D
T2 B 5IREEEOIR— N CERFTTEIFETH D, KEISFRIEDD
DFYVTEATOEFANRDOSNNIX, LVEHTIEBELFEET ML 05T
BEMENH D,

FERENZIIAMTET D EMARRIRIRE FHNT Y FH T EIEY T RIT O RE LD
BIRITENPLUZWEEZ TS, TOLSZEREHY, S EIDOMRETTIX THC OFHh
X 2B CFRRIEDEFKE FFPE 70y 7S TMA 2{ER LU TEMUFERICE
DUWTWB, Original @ ProMisE TE FRDFIETEHHL TV SH, TMA W=
FHIEEO2H G KL TORWHEREMENE B INS , AT EEOR
REDMS 2 AFra<DiRX, 2 DOFEN—EHLTW2EDEEMEFTRE U TR
UZzo E2 . eI b —ILe LTINS DIEEER A L. FEEEI S NE<Y
RNAERE BOT, eI RIERH o728 DIE unclassifiable £ 35 (ProMisE)
M BT REIZETITRDDFE step NEEDZ FnFH), KAFFEDIFR—1 %
ProMisE T#EL/-FE. MMR ZEH®D IHC T 14 FlH34 A M DORIRET unclassifiable
LIRo 7z, AU AR THWAREDTE 5-17 FRBLAZEDTH-7228EH—
ReEZ 60, BEEMEBEAETO HC 27V, R KR TIHENH S,

3. [BREMAEES

FMTBBRE OBV X /- IIEKMEE CAT. B2 ISR —35) DB
MR RIZDWT, FAfTc X VREI 2 HEE L2 EC EFICORI TERLRFRARR
FTHoENDEENHSD (Tanakaetal., 2017), VAT T4V I L E 2 —TlID
FREFLOMEIXASNZN, BEMREZ BRIIERLRFERFTIIRNo72L
INTWS (Lee et al., 2016), FAU T, MIZ U2 FRRFTHEMNEa o+ AN
BoONTEST ., KFDHARIAVNIBVWTEHRELAH 2 RXSELETEEDTIE
BV (HARBRABEREFS, 2018), AMZETIL, 20 FITEEMEEZSEETHY.,
GO FHITERIIRRTHo7- (X 34), £/, Cox BIEOH & W/ BEE EfF
FrCIE HR 2.72 (1.16-6.4, p=0.02) ThH o/, NFX—H—LDEEERFTTIHL 12
f1(60%) 7 LICAM+Tdb 7=, BBIEMZEEDD LICAM-TH-7 8 HllZEHR
I BL, Stage I/IV (BRV AVHETIE2HIEY AZE) O 4 #H° DOD &73h),
Stage I D 4 il 2 BUIBEFIKY A7, 2 FlIEEFF ) A)ILHINERL T, B
BV, BEEHEZ GO R D FEA B, LICAMYERIE EITES %2 & HhE 7=
EHTHo/LBIRTXS, TD/D, 7B EAIEOMREIIHWTIX LICAM+
& ETIANIEE KT S low risk &2ERITIMA I TEBEMEZ O R 2 KR
XWBZL U7z, UNLADS, RIFFE CTIIREMEZEERDY 20 file D, 2F
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BT RV T DEEERET UG EIFLALLRN, S5, IOITEHIEZERLT
BETTOMENHDHEEZ TS,

n Sy-DSS 10y-DSS
s Negative 164 92.6% 89.4%
=== Positive 20 70.0% 50.9%
e
g »
£ S
Ec £<0.0001
g,
Q
=
k3]
L
o
o _
O S
12
e
0]
8
A
(\! e
o
O_ —
o
T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Follow-up period (months)
Negative 164 161 154 145 119 93 69
Positive 20 17 15 14 8 5 4

Number at risk

34 IEREMIRERZ ORERIZE D FRERL
FEREAREZ OFERIZE > TEFRIIBREI N/ (p<0.0001, Kaplan-Meire 2. log-
rank 7€ ). UM ULADS, MIREEZSIHMEERID 60%Id LICAM+THY, BiEfloHT
T BIFESIEMILERAFI TH 7720, HHEITITED LI >/~ LICAM+,
high expression of LICAM.

4. BENDIGH
REKDERRFIEZHIFr RIZE DW= Low risk, B ARy MOEITIZIRE U7~
POLE-EDM, IHC T#HfiL7 LICAM+, p53 abn, MMR-D [Z&>TF&REERILT
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BILINTE, ZDEIRYFY TR T DRAMIDOWTIHBE T Z5REL, £
FOITIREEIRITAE O DI oMV L TdH D, TCGA 734, ProMisE, F 4 DIRE
TEIHMAPECTHWVZERDYS, BRTIHEREAB 26T 5D Low risk £ MMR-
D DATHBLE %5, Low risk IEFIZE TS DR BIEE & EHTX . MMR-
D JERIFETF =y IRA YV MNAEFIDHE L 2D A RN H D, RFFETIEY VN
HIZHEIZ& Y Lowrisk ZRE LD, MDEXY) T4 TIHE L35 E D FEIIRIAT
HB, VATITAY IV Ea—|ZLB L positron emission tomography - computed
tomography (PET-CT) DV 2 /NEERFZIZN 9 BRI 0.68 (95%fEFEX [E] 0.63-0.73)
XN T3 (Hu et al., 2019), PET-CT {2k Low risk Z¥RE LHE. U/ NHigh
BOHGELVEFENELDAEREED HE0E LNV, —F, B F IV VINET<
YT ERRTITERREDFHE FIEDE LY BEDY U NHIEERLDE
<DV VINEHERRTRE VLB SNDRREMENH D, TV F RV VREivv e 7
AM Tl ultrastaging WMTHONDINETH S, | DOFEHY) VINEIIIN D AT1 A
ZHEXOT, YA N IF UG % 1T, One-step nucleic acid amplification (24 V)
CKI19 mRNA 2MHETEHRE, AV ANRNBONZFIEIXLROMN, B
micrometastasis (B5f% 5 H% 0.2 mm BA_E 2.0 mm KR) X° isolated tumor cells (ANIZE
DS E/ZIFERFE D 0.2 mm Rif) (J5EFE OFM G IETIIH R R X
N5EHEIZ75 (Delpech et al., 2008; Multinu et al., 2019; Diestro et al., 2021), Low
risk FZFERDBRIFTHENEIEH/NFMOBERTE DY, V) 2/ EHiERFE D F
FHEIETOIMNEMNETH D, £/, RIAFERIZELY LICAM+E p53 abn EFNIF T2
MARRTHEIEWIRINZMN, INSEERNE UZBE A RIS INTEST .
BB CIEORIRITEN T ZLIETERN, FHI LICAMIZBIU T, fimpg
RIZBWTHIEEER FL UTHEE T2 2 NERINT VSN, BEEDERE - 8555,
EEEIMEICEDLIIZEE L THE2DONIFEIFIN TR (Stoyanova et al.,
2022), T D7z, LICAM DHBERRAAS X OERE U2 FiiRieEORRE N IAR I
R
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1. FAEHICZEHIND FEENAEFDFHZERET D/2OI2IE, EIRFIIN A
FTEHRIENEETHD,

2. BEOKIRAY 7L E CEEURAE V2R hHPV-DNA #EIL, BT
DERREUZ &L 5 7= BERARE AW /ERESV—HRERU,

3. FMIEVEEIN-ZFEMREDODERRY AIEDFRIIIMBDTREIFTHY.
DFYTEAIEY T o BT 5 RMERTH DI LHRIN, POLE-EDM
BB O TRIFRFEERL, EETHMDNF—1—PHRREZIRR
DEER Z TR >72, LICAMHIRE BN FEARREFTHo7,

BEHHIZZHINS FEENAEFDOMET NS, FEEISIZHEL TV D
IZISERADENATHOA IV ==V TREZ T TIIR+HTHY . EIRFTHIN AT
EDNRBETHEIENBHONE o7, £ IRFIEAA ) — =V T2 UTIAL{TH
NTWBFESEIMEZOKEN 0TIV L%, ERARENZRINTINE
NH5B, 28735, REMRHIPFESEDDOR) —THRREREDEE - EAT R
I UT, SR TORBERENEr HEN T ZNSTHS,

AIFGEIZ L) RA& A% W/~ hrHPV-DNA BRENSFESEEHRAE AWEBED
FEREBW—RRERTIENHESNERS72, RFEDT KN T—ID—DI%,
WBEDORERAY T2 FAWVTHRE B BN U BEREFERLZZLTHD, BER
DBEB/OPLEENRELRDZILTERARMNZON, NO—REZLRRIIHETT
X NOZDRE KRIBIZRETIIENTXDLEZ6NS, ULNLENS, KiF
T FESEEMIEE ASC-US THo/2BEERNRLU/IENS, MBTHRETN
X CIN2+DIRE B U-BENDRD -2, TDD, CIN2HRE B THEETD
PR ERIAXIRET TR BB L. EF 2 EEF THD, I6I ERICTE
SEMAARZ NG T BIHAIZIE, BT CIN 2 X720 HPV BHEFIZ N3 MBS
BY NIV ALEBETIIENNETH D,

AIRFETIIEER +EREIIRY VNEEE 2 & OILARFMIC LV IREA 2 HEE L. i
BEFEFY AT EOEFIZN L TL B EEE R T FEREERZ R
720 EIZECK THRETINTX /2 ProMisE 1%, RAFFED IR —bDF &2 EUIILER
Uo7, ED0 ., FERDEERFEFZFT RICEOSSHERV AV 5L,
LICAM [ZX9% IHC ZERITMAZH7ZBAEAEEZREL, RKIFFEOIR—K
DFRERHLTHILZRUZ, U UNHIENE 2 &0 FMICKVHEE SN/ BRIK
VATEEDFEIBOTRIFTH /IS, BFI TRV TD-DODORES
BHETIEENRBEMTHDI L2 REB UL, FERESRIZBNTIDLSREY
AVFEFINEBU L E HDE720, EERFHICET RNV TF—IUNH 5, 7=,
POLE-EDM EHMBOTRIFLFHRERUZ, ZHUL, EETLHHOSF—h—»
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FERRE R FEARBRRFIZE LSRN /2, ZD7-8, POLE-EDM DFEfild A
METITo /2D F VTRV T DDDREDHFTREIANEETEIEDTH D
M, BFERVAIUEDEFITIIZERBINIRNIMRETHDLE 25, BIRDIEE
BEZEE DO TR X /=B 27— N T validation study #1752 T, K DIBENEL)
U7t PRV BIFLR SO EBIRET LZ\WeE 2 T\Wb, —F T, RIFFEIZ
HWTIE LICAMAWNHRE RN FEANREF ThH o7z, £/2. LICAMAEEIHNTA
RV NDKPEBANEER 5 FLPRIZEU T I BERIZERTAREXTH S, L
MULING, LICAM &fERE U RRIIHELINTE ST BEEDERE LTS DE
BTEDLIRBEER/-UTWDONEREHTH S, MOBMEREIZBENTE
LICAM WP EARRFTHDIENHEINTEY, FEIEMEWTHI B O, #r
BIREEDOHIEN AR INS,
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i

AFEERIENTIRELBY EUALBEREZREREER £H-REE
PR ERABZEEE ENRESERICREELET,

FREMIZZE SN FEEREADORFIZE VT, IR OVWTIHREE
SELABERERRE AR ZHENEEE, ROCITIFR AL, ER ORERR
FIIOWCTIWHATESEULE HFEExRE EBRRNEE BHEXRLE. &5
P e I REALER L BT &9

FEENPARBIIE TSI — b —A—DREHIE W T, AFREEIZIONT
CHEBESEULBENPAHSE ILRPARSZ Y 2— M2t 22—k
f7C—SESe A, RO NI, MEBEDEMFIIOWTIHATES E LA ALEE
NABAE HIRDPARS Y Z— FHEEZR BEEESE, 2O5TITHELR
RIZOWTIHHTES U AbiBER R ER BB REICRELEL
EITET,

FEKREOFERENIZE TSI — = —DREHIH VT, R RA&IC
DWCITHRERS U LIBER M ER SRR ALE, RoITREZEN
Tl 2 (2 U DR AEFICE U TTREIES E UL B E R R e Wi
Rty 4— DWHEXCEER MHERTFEE. WEERERE 7/ A0V
INZ VRS MTIFSEERT R EEER MR EEE. ROoTITHB~ 1 oa 7 L1 DfE
U DOWTIHATES U EREREHART: WHEDEEERE B CultigE
RGN B FEWE ER) MEAZNEE, BOCITHFRKIIOVTIH
NTESEUALER AR WEZERL REE B S ZEER. LBERFH
Bt mARL SEGEEEITEEILBL LT XY, £/, REHBILZERE., KR
M- BT EICDOWTIHATESELT ) A AV A VMR RIS L 0%
s BT RFF Y 42— BB 2 1T0LVEHILBE U LITET,

IRRDERIZHY) TSMBESEUEE RS, R FeREUTHESZULR
BRRAIZ, 205 BE) UTEHBLLETET,
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ETOMRICE WV THRT NS MEEHERCREIZZN,
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