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Lynch £G4 (Lynch syndrome, LS) X FRigt & PR B A
P 45 B B % (Hereditary non—polyposis colon cancer,
HNPCC) , & —F i Yo (A b PR AL VR , 2 NS L
M AL PRI 2 R EE B IEZ — o 1913 4F, 38 ER L% K
Woarthin i 32 WS B R f (1411 AR BRERH A B T 80— st A%
PEMR R 2 G IR Il st e R R IR, Rz R %
T3 T S5 8 T R AN TR . 1966 4F, Lynch 5524l
TET WA 2R G (N FI M G5 ) | FLG05 i 0A e )
SRS Warthin HGE ) G ZZIEEA AR, ZBF5E st 1227
FIRE B XS IX SR R AT T VR AR A3 P X RPN [R] T K
PR RE B A 038 AL VR IR O R R LR B AR
1984 4% ZLEAIELL Lynch i 44 o 20104F)5 , B s
H HNPCC £ %% , 8t — 14 H Lynch syndrome (M &7 25 & 1F ) ,
PAZL A& Lynch iy & BLIX SRR IE RS A AR (0 SR, [ I i
P T LS AHSCRRAE IS &R )2 AR R T 245 E e . LS
W W 2 th DNA 4 i & 2 (mismatch repair, MMR) 3£
MLH1, MSH2 MSH6. PMS2 1 1 A~ 8 251 ]I 22 578
JIrg S, AL V2 B e de e UL o HAh  MMIR ik
(K 9725 2% S BN LA HE A A A 19 o S 1 o, A0 45
PN B9 (endometrial cancer, EC) \UP 895 PR % I Hz 9w B
I SR NPT | R PR RN A TR A5 . EC R e LS
R DL A IR 2 LS Y RTIEE . (HAE HATIRIRIZR
X EC 5 LS B R IAH M AR AFELLU T [R)L: (1)
FrSWTN EC BF R UL M EC, I J2 8 (LA G Y, I Lynch
ZEAAFAH G T B N B8 (Lynch syndrome—associated en-
dometrial cancer, LS-EC) B3 7 (2) o[ 7E LS £ v o 30

STRAE R < T AR, BB K2 B 2 B B i g = e/ a1 |
A e R B, D)1 KA 610041, HL F {54 : zhanggn@hotmail.com ;
) B, o B 2 b B b s A BE B, K 5 100730, ML {5 46 -
xiangy@pumch.cn; 2K 3C, [ RS A2 5 2 B e A0k e e, 1%
200127, L T{5 46 : diwen163@163.com

H A R BRI EC? (3)LS-EC B F MG R EERE J69T
Jr S HUE M EC Al 5 W] 7 R A Bk 356 486 [A] J X6 1S AN
EC & M8G5 BB S i27R Jr A A & 2R .
H AT, 7 I R TAE A LS-EC 3 A i A 2 W1 IR M &
53 78 F AL, IR LS—EC ] L i 386 i W il Fr =i
ST TR it o T 55 i 60 3 g %) % A R AR H R i A
KM RIRFRBET-F, SA, H E BE A& a4
S IARE IR 2 AL A R A 2 10 A (e 3 4 45 IE R B g
Bl ZE 5y S LA IR OR 2 R B o T A AR
L2 PR FILFITIR IR T A & KA, LIS S AR
LS-EC WA (I RIS W KR YT , Ryl 2 3 1 s 12
HERT 2 B

2 AIQEBRAE
AR BGE T LT PR AR : (D) BT A iz Wi
ECHE#H . (QCMIZHI LS B .

3 LS-ECHIATRHIHI 5SS

3.1 ZHHLEI MMR SE & AR — 4% 5 B SE N,
AR BIAEE AR DNA & il i 7 s A4S R A1 1R
HRIRT W MR A 5 ZRIKE G, 40 : MSH2F1 MSHE,
MLHIF PMS2 5K, MMR TRE S J2 th JL R RAR T [
— S Y IR AR AN TR AN FR 5 7 (microsatellite instabili-
ty, MST) 320, IR HHEAE A & A o 1S 222 MMR %
BN ZR 975 5 R, Horh MLHT . MSH2 . MSH6 1 PMS2%%
3 EC 1Y BFRE A 3510 34% .51% .49% F124%
AN, AT FE W EPCAMBER S 0T 580 MSH2 )5 311
JE AL, TS [ MSH2FER VTR, il S8 LS i &k 4= .
SR EC KRR ALEIAR R, LS-EC A I ME 3R 1 b
Jel L TR ik 60% 1) LS 2otk fB 38 27 e B EC I R 3R, SoAE
LS EC ATk “RimEsE ", H5 2 EC 14 2%~6%", H2%
AR EC I RTREME K T4 s, ™ i e Lotk A i 5 4k
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PEARAE , 70%~90% 11) LS J5 451 o] VA K+ MSH28, MLH 1
MIZEAE , 10%~30% (19 LS Y5 1] I3 & T PMS2F1 MSH6 5575
/N EAB B TS 5 1 (249 3% ) W] REVA IR F EPCAMFE [H Yy %
IR TEAN MG 5 A5 5% 388 L S A R R P ke AR
EPCAM SE[H (3 il Re 23 330 MSH2 Ji 2+ W 54k, ki
i MSH2 0323k, 77 2T MSH2 9878 IR 4
EC ', MLHI Fl MSH2 1) 5 28 §§i % 43 51 2}y 249%~40% J%
50%~66% ", MSH2 7% & 1.S-EC H e & WLIH MMR 28 28
FEM B PMS2 5878 1 AR % Az 1S AH & B g i AL
S BI04 T i R e e e A g g IR
o HRBF ST RS , EC h PMS2 () MMR 5 728 #5 A% T
5% o R MSH6 3[R & A= 58 28 B 1L T MSH2, {H
MSH6FEE /M K A BC 4 KUK 1) 5 35 48 g -o-8107
32 Wi KGR LS-EC W2 Wi 2 0 5 5 ke
(1)EC 2SR BRZH VA2 . (2) I 4l 8V h BT Sy 21 8 Uk
2% (immunohistochemistry , THC ) 42 (497 i k6 01 MMR 25 H 4%
IR (MLHT ,MSH2 ,MSH6 Fl1 PMS2 iX 4 F) £ [ H A7 7E 1
T i 22 Fh 85 11 B 2% ) B MSTAS I . (3) % 77 75 MMR 2 1
MLHI 8 0 B AT W ARSI, HEBR MLH TR 3+ 5
JE W AL B FR A o (4) 76 THC ) 5 5 MST ARG ) 3 a1,
FEE MR FR AN AT MMR 35 (K IR 28 5 A5G, L B LS 27

HEE N (1 Lynch LR A EHE XM F = PR FE B MR
EL[E MLHT MSH2\ MSH6, PUS2 ], EPCAMEY B J 1 B 2 5825 5|
{2, LB EC HI XU 5 MMR 5= 38 B E A 28 BYAE %, MSHZZR TR
7= LS-EC i & MAIMMR REZ K RY | MSHEZREE & & EC AU 4R
4 NS B EEE, ™ PHS238 55 & H EC RULR H XU B X1 4%
RUBEMETEBEAR).(2)ISHTLS-ECHIRIE  IRIBF
IR EERN T = RIS B4R [HC ¥ TF & 4
FEWREHRAXGEREESETRERWSI-H),
MLHT BB L4650 L R M 7% MMR 2 E B9 BUR M IR R 58T 46
Ml

4 LS-EC KR FNFRIBFHIE

4.1 IGRFFIE  LS-EC B IGRFRE 24 (DR
I H I TR R AR 1 e e 1 I RARRAIE , S8 22 JE MR 20
PHORE IR S5 IRAE P SOAS R AR B L, R 2 BOTERE R |
LN REEAAE A M 2R 8 ) RO DR S o,
12 EC Fi 20 B A8 92 B0 (U157 P I el ol B 2k
R PR IR/ ) | (2) LS-EC 3 R RAF IS B AR
BWEMEECHEF /N0 . AFIE<50 4 W EC B F LS
SRR LR 119" T RIF AR A 46.4 % 107 TR T
EC ¥ BRI £>50 % . Ak, AR MMR &R 2848, H:
EC BRI MAFTE 2 5 . MSHG LN 275l H LWl BC
HAERE G T MSH2 B, MLH 3£ A8 B . Horp, MLHI )
MSH2FEH 5875 B35 9 EC L IRAFEIRY N 39~49.5 % |, 1fif MSHG6
FEH 2R 7F A BC IR IR 50.6~59.5 %1 R A% 1
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AN il e A ARAL BB i S i TR o (3) LS-EC & 5
HL R AE EC #3575 48 20 (body mass index, BMI) ik #iff
5% % B LS-EC 55 151 84 7 (5 BMI 9 27.6, B B AR T 15 & ks
1 AL BMI 37.5 , BMI>30 F T LS (9 SUR% B2 AN 5 2
535K 56% F165%

53 LS AR G e £ 8 EAS t B MLH1 3 3@ B2
Befl , B MMR BEFI A9 IR 2 2878 B AT BE T MMR g
B, FL PRAFFAE S LS AHRL, X A2 LS, fH SR 1S
FBERT , B AR AT FELE S AE (lynch-like syndrome, LLS) "
4.2 JREFAE  (1)LS-EC B MR R4 R T F B N B
(lower uterine segment, LUS)"*™", {H— AN 2 K 75 8N
H o (2)LS-EC I ZUE R B AL, (45 75 N ERE
IR AN 7B PN A 2 4 2 S R (i T A0 s AR
T IR R R R AR ) R AR
R H UL H MSH2HEDN 5872 1) 1675 W BE Z2 R B A
B PR R Y A S SRR s DT AN B R R L
SRS IEHR AR BN A R BRI,
88 A 3 A P TR L 0 R A R FE i P AR L 40 e
mor infiltrating lymphocytes, TILs) . IHC 3% {0 /77 MMR &
FIRIKIIR o (3) LS-EC B P15 A IS B 5 Ak 12
KA 18] Bt 1 o (4) LS 2 P S8 3 v BCRTBR S0 m] [ B i
B, G SR 1) i UL ) B2 B 1 P R s 0
AR o (5) B T F B AT B R IR I BRI, DRt
LUS XSGR SN e . LUS 2 -5 Jeik A A7 3 5
SRATCR™! HLUS 52 2 11093 1)k L 45 5 7 A i ™
H i AN BEIESE LUS Jihifg o8 B (=2 28 IR AE .

HHEBNL :Lynch ZREERXMEFERRERN L HF
RRMA T FERNREEEFE, BRI, THHMEHEX
RIMEEIR S ME, E5 &2 & M BEKE IR, RIEER
FRUEZHNA, BIEFERRERE . RRMEE IERAMEE
EREMSETMEME, BUFERNRERERAZ .
FEMRTEARMFLML,BEROBRFER. HAZF
MR E K TILsE%, IWRBHEEWREDR
IBERK

5 LS-ECHYTRZERRIYL

LS OO AR G2 B i i i A0SR H AT 2 TIRA
FIWFSE . SRTT, X LS-EC FY T 2 SR AR 19 (1 A XL
g ARSI ATAEAE R DR, AU LS-EC,
Xof T T BT R A L AR SR, B e R A AP R B
HHETE o A, LS G 51t AT LA T BE RIS I , 950
Bij LS AHOC MR 1 K A=
5.1 WG IRTAARE LS I PRI 27 0 2R A TR 5%
ST S A PRAZ BT AR , £ 4% BT 4593 (Amsterdam) 11
Il R AR 2 AETT I 4 D1 ZE 3735 (Bethesda) i 7 F1 5 [
1A B b 988 2% 25 (Society of Gynecologic Oncology, SGO) 5
Y X B PR A AR T2 R AR R S5 A R e
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AN NI SR AR B AE 2 57 1Y, 78 B R S B,
T BEFUARLAR /NI it = 4T ) 505 S DAy, R R ARG I PR
FRUE SEBRRE AR o LA RIZ Wit A8 EC (3 i
LS 0] RExE IR R 2, R ILI IR L AS BE S Al Al A i 0
e AR5 FHL ARSI 0 5 b 07 5 1.8, MR bt , &5 &
2022 4 3¢ [H [ 37 £ A i iE W 2% (National Comprehensive
Cancer Network , NCCN) 48 7™, ZE I TE &4 SR m B X6 T Ay
HZWR EC 1Y B AR HEA T LS i A, JLHIE (1) 2 Wi4E
1% <60 % BT A ZE B EC B . (2)> 60 % BB P AR
P AR TCHE R B PRI 2220 B SL25 4 fiF B3 54 2 R VOE
AR GV T E AT B . () R A 78
VARGS9 R O B0, DI TP B9 55 A AR i i 1) A4t
AR o (5) HA LS AHIC g S min A8 58, IR 5%
FRAT A SR LS HHOE IR H 3 . (6) IR BE2AAG AX SR Z /R LS AH
PN

52 SRR SUE (THC) B MLH1 B EARAGT  THC A
ity 2 2 4 MMR 25 1 (9 2238 2 i LS—-EC f5 (i {8 &)
7 HA B 73k, #5 MLH1 ,MSH2 \MSH6 . PMS2 2 [ F& ik
YIPH M , — B oM L P EC. #5 THC $2 /8 MLH1, MSH2
MSH6 FH PMS2 H (1% | Fhal 2 Fp 8 (B, Wl 56 LS. 4
i, 80% I MLH1 Bz PMS2 £ 1t 2k ¥ B = MLH 1A 3))
T HHEALGE , 74 15% ~ 20% (K% T 45 B el EC
W T MLHT P 8 09 2 0t 14 1 &R 5
MLHI THC 457, i1 F MLH1 5 PMS2 2 4 \MSH2 5
MSH6 25 1143 B BCRTE 2 6 ) R A5 e 2 The , Btk
MLH 1 FE [H 5725w F 5L b 38 5 23 5: 20 MLH1 F1 PMS2 25 [
B T PMS228 78 8 5 H 5 PMS2 B Bk A 06, TR,
24 MLH1 RSN PMS2 2R3k S8 1), 75 ilf— 2547 MLHIT
Ja ST H ALK LABRSMIUR YL EC, BRAFZRZAZTERUANE
EC PR T, ANESCE BRAFZEAE KT T PEAY BE 2 1S
B

53 TUEAREMSDKN  Haj 3 ZER R A Mk
JZNE (PCR) X BRI 4120 DNA $EA PRI, — AR I (NGS) 75
W ERE . 1997 473 [ [ SO AE A58 T4 H i 3 S XU 4
R 741 (D2S123 . D5S346 . D17S250) Fl 24 BA K TR T
S H1(BAT26 BAT25) 5 5 AN 13 A A 5 AE Ry MST 5822 1)
FRUEREIN o 5 5 A7 B ARG BT E , 0B R fi 1
B Fa 2 B (microsatellite stability, MSS) ; 25 1AM B R 5
HBURERE , W3 DRI R RN AS AL (MSI-L) , #>2 4M
R BN RS, WU Sk A T3 L R AN R R (MST-
H), 5 MST 4, MMR THC ({38 FE T il 4020 5 2 A
S A MMR FE PR, W% H AR SE R A T 3R 9828 43#T o
i MSLAS T LS (12 Wi %A e 5 , MSI-H A] g [m] B & A=
FERZ TR R MMR R R . A6 R MSH6 55 R 5878 5
Y LS-EC & v, o MSTRZ I # 2304 MSI-L 5% MSS,
I, MSTASHINFE R 51 MSHG 575 K6 56 LS Jy T 1) U 41 (i
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B, AN, B T MSTRS: I 4 THC 4630 MMR 25 [ (0 4% &
Bt , FE SRR THC #5 MMR 25 1 32351 00 Xt — 25 1) MLH1
BE DR AR AG A S 0 25 T A LS-EC 1Y ik . AF5EIA
S MSI 5 THC K  %F T LS-EC %) 7 £ — £ M 55 ik 88%-~
95%"* {H THC 4 1 MMR 2 11 223515 0052 B [R) W ¢
Z ) 22 P BRI, 24 8 ek by 555 BH A A S e e, )
ARMEAE HIZ W, B3k 10% By 191 B T MMR 25 1 19 5
PRI, T U LM LIERR AR . BRIUL, I TE DL 1
BUESAT MSLAG I« (1) THC K285 SR AN B o (2) THC A6 TG
MMR 8 S, R IR =5 B B8 LS, #5 & 38 MSI-H., I
AT MMR 3[R JIR Z A

XFFAT S AR BRI HILEG , AT AT B2 Wi EC iR
F VAT e 44U 4 Fh MMR 2 (1 (MLH1 , MSH2 . MSH6
PMS2)THC B MSTASIA HEA T4 5 , o b AR 5
Je B T EHERE AR ELACE O R R R R T R A
AR
54 MMR EEHJEZ KM DNA I JF K0 MLHI, MSH2.,
MSH6 1 PMS2HIIR R 2875 B W LS B & hrifE . MMR FEH
JVR AN 2 LS R S i i R 2 v, B R R U
HPE M #EFT DNA AR P ik kil . 5 2 2 (1)
WRBRA LS IERIZWibRiE, — DA 7EA MMR %A
B R BORPEZ AR, 2R 1S, (2) IR R 2828 S 3 1S
AL e X BC 1Y B3 5 TR 45 B M EC R A9 He
B JE 5%, HLNGS #5002 F & 5, Ptk , 6 T A 12 W0 25
PR BC 4 5 2 JEAT NGS Rl A & — Fh 28 554 S
B FETC B AR BRI RMELLT 32 i o (3)MLH1T
Ao MLH1 #1 PMS2 THC A& 52 B4 4 6 5 MLH1 )5 3T
FR S ARAS I A7 1 B4 £ 3 A R PMS2 \MSH2 5 MSH6 Huilt
ol B THC AG 52 BV e €0 0 £ 45 LS A nl g,
WHHAT AL S IF HEAT MMR JIR 2 24546 . (4) MMR 25 1
FIRTERE  (FE PR BE LS B SR F , BT MSLAI , 25 111 30
MSI-H, 7 #E4T MMR 3 F R R4 o (5) 474 MMR 2
SR T MST-H PR 7 B 1) S 22 A6 DUIE BH A B ) 50
FIREARAT LLS, Kl i 4 J B 45 7K R 51 2 DNA B Al
Pol e(POLE) #18 (POLD1) f 4 M Bl 45 #415% ( exonuclease do-
mains , EDMs ) BRI DL S A4 22 MMR Fe PR (RG] -1

B RS AR A LS TR LA 1

HEEN Lynch ZAEHAM FERERNFE S
& THC 44T MLH1 . MSH2 . PMS2 B, MSH6 B B8 1 3R 1A 15 51 Sk i#
TR0, P F MLHY (LS L PMS2 B A RIAR LB E N
H—SHITMHATREEHTRELEN. MREHTFEE
L 2B, FRAAZEL M IE ; T /a 3 F LA, Bl
FTMMR EEIBE =485 . |HC #&3M MSH2 \MSH6 5% PMS2 2B B %%
KBRS, B E B TMMR B E PR A . THC #& MMR 25 H
FIAT K, BIGKRATEELS B E B FEITMSI 4. &
MS | 63T IR MS |1 -H, 2218 MMR 5 FE R 248 -
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B T N R A LS TR

6 LS-ECHITART KM

6.1 BN LSV LA B EC B KBRS , IR
KB ECHY LS B TEAE M 30~35 % LUS SR & hi2 87 EC
Bt/ N BT S~10 4 TFIRPEAT BC BB PERG & . I IR
G LA S BT AL A R AN S HEE > 15
U R AR AN IS SRR . HAT, X T IEAER LS 14
4 0 o PR, R BOTCRE AR 19 48 2817 LS 1A 2 W A 1~2 4F
AT ARG EE (28 BH B #8 75 (transvaginal sonography , TVS) |
IV Bl 96 b 35 9 [ 4 i 3 9 4T 125 (cancer antigen,
CA125 |35 Wb BEIHAT 15 P BRSE KR I LS-EC. TVS g
A MR T A AT I L A RS R R
H 2 R A A i , B FH TVS AR EC YT A T
BB A IR . X T ICREIR A 25 1A AT TVS 1 R R
B A U BRF R . Renkonen—Sinisalo 45§ i 18
175 (9 LS B 1A 2, TR AR 4F 1 75 N BTG A b R 3 T 11 491
EC. AW LS AL fEAT45 i Bk A s, ] [W) i 34T 15 A
JREAGL , LAV A 12 RS BRI UK, H 0 F 2 il R
LS AR IS B A LA, AT 8 TR A,
LI TVS B8 BRI KT A RERRI EC R4,
TUESEAT B, LS-EC Wl i1l PR 25 b A7 155 E— 2L WA
I, T AT Z2 O IR IAS JCEAR LS 10 2 W I 2 Ak
6.2 THPFPETFA  PIBITETF AT A ROt R LS-EC 1Y
R (DX T I B ERM LS LR L3Pl S
FITE 40 % LARTAT 41 5 UIBR A AU i 51457 O S 07 R oA
(bilateral salpingo—oophorectomy, BSO) , 1] LAR#AIL LS {4 &
PE ECFNBN SRR AR o (2) % T2 245 i TR LS
A, e SEE R, v L% R AT B 1 4 1S TR
ARNNBSO. w1 T LS J 3 75 7By 14 T A 55 P i B 5
A Tt S P ) DU, BB AR AT A B 4G

(3) UNSREA T 225 A 12 R i, WA T 4 T 1) 5 P9 RS 40
WITFAR o (4) I R B A W AT ARG A 5 RN OR SLARAS 501 1o
R T B R HATE AT LS B W F R
FRA B AL FEBR E 7 52 AH TR A A A T S T A BB
JECFI B S 20 ZUFR A . Bartosch 2 BIFSY & IR, 764552 i B
PEFEVIBRARM IS Lotk , 20 23% MEECLHFEN
R SR ELR L 4G EC NI RIE AR | s ORI A Y
TET NI AE . Downes 25 WF 98 & BRTE LS 104 1947 i B
PEFEVIBRAR G T ARARA A, 32% 19 B3 AR5 % P2 W
B P R SR AR A . R A T 5 3R B T A T B
PETFEVIBRARBSO (1 LS A4 EC 1 & A3k 0, T % R
R 33%"7 . (5) TR HEF B PIBR AR +BSO 1] i R IL LS 58
AR T I EC SR S 10 & A 00— BB AURS:
FEA ARLES Wi . AR T EC P AR A7, BRI
AN HE BT LS Lo AT BB M AR EC &% M FET %
FIRZIR . (6) SR FH TR P 427 VIBR AR +BSO 1 LS [ % 1 fig
TEAE B I R () XU o Schmeler 253368 T 2 191% 3257 1
ETEVIBRAR+BSO [ LS & 76 1245 8 5 K M IR
RV R o R AU 4 /I i AT A L (R B3z T 1
R ) R I A N S XU

JUE BT AR AR LS M IS iE & AR KU Bk g
$iE K J 1) 5 A 80 T AR 0 AT T AR I B E 1 R
B, LA BT B B AS R SR . XU o S UTBR AR 4 i
A 2T B g 2 A2 h, 2 S BOM T E T
PR T BB, A 2 38 0H B A i R LB 075 1) DKL
B e ABEAR LU, LS 4871 5 B L B i XU T A7
BTN AT R0 R, B T DB RORL
BRIG AT e R B RIAIT LA H AR 0 LR g
BAEHARER
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FRFFE R TR, BAT MSH2, MLHI 5 MSHG6 %E [H %%
AR P — 2 R SR EC RIS 04 XU 23 51 J2: 57%
43% . 46% 1 17% . 10% . 13% , 3] 40 % It} & EC F150 HL9% 1Y
FERURS & 2% 3% .0 il 4% 3% 4% . MSHG6 3[R 58 7%
FCE T & AE I R T MLHT R MSH2 3 IR 2 48 i
H PMS2 5L 9 A BUARH IR 1) AU AH X ARG, 2
TR PETFARASA Ao Rk, F BT TFA B LA 4
PR B IR A IFIE A 2R S S R R R AR Y
BRI TR AE T
6.3 ZiWTiRE MR 2Ry ] RS AR
Hr 4P EC A2 KUK, 618 MMR R ZS Qi fay =, — I3
ZoHDIFIT I e U) (5 0 ol 2 24 ol R PP R 2 i
J7 T BRAIC LS {2 75 N RS B4 B8 S 07, T AR SR TR LS 4
LB EC I —Fporke . —Imnl ik SASIBI 5T & 3, 852
W F SRR YT R 1AERY LS U & A EC KU FR AT . 12
ARy 1k, BRI AT HE B2 2 % 1S R R Ak TR R R
JEA 5 — B AR B VNI TR A
HIAkAA TR P LABEAR T A Lo PR EC KUK
6.4 LTI BeA BRI LS Xt r A T EE

S AR S — i e (o 0 B PR S AG 0 , LS #5 & A
50% B HE 2 200 5 BB A MMR 28 48 3 Rt 14 45 718
Rt , LS £8 3 1T LR PR 1 35t 4% 2% 12 W7 (preimplantation
genetic testing, PGT) ", i@ i PGT B ARZEFAHEH MMR 3
S L IR R HEA TS A, A ER R A A ARG -

WEE I R F SRR N BSO A R & FE(E LS B
HFHIEC ML £ 3, MBI M F AN HLAIERENIRBES
B2 EHE BERS RIEEMPERRE R LB FHITH
LS. ORBZZAFLEELS-ECEZEXK . PCTH
R LS 1= fE XKL

7 LS-ECHUATTS5W/E

7.1 LS-ECIHIBIT

701 EARIRIT  LS-EC BARTEAEHLE] K R B - 5
BOE M EC A HYAYT 2, s G TR i ik
57 o XTFRWIRRE AT W A TR, BV R ARG
N It R B AT SO B AN B 424 LA 686 AV ) 56 2 ek g
P R A 35 5 TR T R0 A7 ek A B KR . AR S5 AR B 12
Wi Tofals B2, g 2w A AT . W FARZERUE
R BUBALS T 8 T

7.0.2 ¥OEAIT O EARR, BN MST EC Hs kR ALY
25T il , SR A AR A Ry M AE A TR I AR
AL MMR B EC 1 g A S 5 0% M MMR Bl EC
ASTA], ELA O i 4 i 98 28 A% 7 Anf (tumor mutational burden,
TMB) ' FIEE SR 1) PD-1 235", LK AN i 5714 CDS+T 4l i
123 012 CD45SRO+ T FOXP3+41 PD-1+ T 41 i 5. 2 T
T XS B, MST ML T RERCAE T S s "
AT SO SR 2 f A ) £ X 26 MMR B[Rl 5157 EC I8

53

HFFEM . PD-LI17E MMR 2K 2845 9 EC HA 52.6% I3
ik, Ti#E MMR 1E 5 B EC 7124 10%' . MSI Y A£7E 1T BE &
EC X} PD-L1 Il 5 S e va 7 A R4 B s (4 A ks iy
LS H 3 AT REJE PD-L1AMHIFATT A HU IS B 42
Makker 55 HEAT (1) T I PRS0 TIE B X R 42 52 &8
A VRPEZRARST 7 SR T R R AR LT AR
AR T A A R ER AT ] d2 2 A JEE R AR A T LA
BAALEY . KEYNOTE- 15853l , 4 MSI-H/dMMR EC
B, B HZ (ORR) ik 57.1%, H4 Joilk e A 4730
IR 2574 UEB T A R BRBHTAE LS-EC T I R 25
AR, T PD-1PUARGREIRYT H O ptt i T 5k 7 r
R AMMR/MSUEAE . H Hi i AV A8 7E I(MMR/MSI-H
R R AT B Tl e T I R S s AR AR 2R
i L A UE BR FUE i Ok 5 T T e RO
dMMR/MSI-H GRHEIE (14 e R ] 2
7.2 IS-ECHITJG WA, RIF1S-EC AL
UG R 822 ARRE I S HFEARR S T LS 14 EC R AH
[ B T A7 A, MMR 25 R e o 5 3k e e A 2 48 |
E[ENae SV T ) | INTITR Uk i o o B IS
il kg = 5 MSS B B AH L, LS-EC Xt PD-136
S A RN T (HAR R, B R L5
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