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Chinese expert consensus on the diagnosis and treatment of uterine serous
carcinoma (2022 Edition)

Gynecologic Oncology Group of Minimally Noninvasive Medical Professional Committee of Chinese Medical Doctor Association,
Gynecologic Oncology Specialty Group of Obstetrics and Gynecology Hospital Branch of Chinese Hospital Association, Cancer
Reproduction Branch of China Healthy Birth Science Association

Abstract: Uterine serous carcinoma (USC) is an estrogen-independent endometrial carcinoma, which is highly ag-
gressive and is mostly diagnosed at the advanced stage with high recurrence rate and poor prognosis. Based on the clini-
cal and pathological characteristics, and the particularity of molecular biology of USC, the Gynecologic Oncology Group
of Minimally Noninvasive Medical Professional Committee of Chinese Medical Doctor Association, Gynecologic Oncol-
ogy Specialty Group of Obstetrics and Gynecology Hospital Branch of Chinese Hospital Association, Cancer Reproduc-
tion Branch of China Healthy Birth Science Association jointly formulated this consensus to standardize and improve the

diagnosis and treatment of USC.
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F'E W & ¥ 7 1 & (uterine serous carcinoma,
USO) BE 1= & % & F & 3L 5k Wk % & ¥ & (uterine
papillary serous carcinoma, UPSC) , #& # & Hen-
drickson %" 1982 44} i . 1983 4 Bokhman % It
XAl F ¥ ¥ 5 W fE & (endometrial cancer, EC) 4~
[ A (B ERBEDF 1A (EME#HERBED,
F ¥ USC VB T I & EC., USC & % 5% il # X &
EC #1 10%, 3% T | % &1 & EC 89 39%™. USC A A
& & IR T ok # & (Millerian duct) , X & ¥ #E 5
WmWE-NESRAERERAEN, EAEERE
P, B 1A BN R LR R Mk B Bk E RE R R AT L A
EEEBRFENBR, ZREAVN L BB, &
REG,TEFTREY, 2014 ## 7 T A& HH
(WHO 4R AR EEHE 2 KF, EXHK
B4 % HUSC, REZRERBME(KRKERE
NOS: 8441/3) &£ % 5 fu 75 A& 1™, & F USC
WG RFE RERLE. 2 TEDFNFERME, &
EERH B AECEFELER2EHMEF
B PEERMEHEFERS> 2 AR E LT LF
A FERAERFN M BEAF, 2K e H

Oncol Prog, 2022, 20(9)

AR, B EMEAEFUSCH LB AT, &Rt
REERANREREZEL, #FLEKIL,

&1 AEREFZANFERERX
EH A REFEXL
1% ETERAGERFRILE, TXENLBE &
A% ETREANEKRFRILE, TXELGE -G RET
RS, FRENER—F
2B% ETHREANERFARIEE, TXRENEL—F
kES TREFAAEAGERIEE, EXELHAL S E
W RPN S F £ H E L4 6% JE F % (National
Comprehensive Cancer Network, NCCN) 45 & #9E #5 2% 5|
1 %FEEfEER
H51TAHECARE,USCILFH XA THE G, &
WHER A 65728, B ELK, RV A
EmE EERE ARIEEEREGLEEEY, F
EwAH#, Bl AT e 50 EEpS3RE R
A& F & K B F % 4K 2 (human epidermal growth
factor receptor 2, HER2) ¥ { A H % .
2 ImPRIRIR
USCZ N THAEEZHERFLHETEA
B, AZRIANBETHE Y . 7% A8,
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JEJE . &R a R, B B RN T R JEARE
K. BERERFE, MARETLER. TER
USCERAEA RIANGTHAREHEAAMFERF .
Skaznik-Wikiel 5 &7 #F 78 & I, & USC. % ¥ % ]
B.OREAATFTENEHBRENIOLFEEF,H
455%E Rt ERrE. HPFARRAM L
41.3%, B A F g A4 5 6.5%, T A E XL
B A~ 3 A 8Ok % 48 (atypical squamous cell of
undetermined significance, ASC-US) & 6.5%, 1% %
A 8ok £ F A % % (low-grade squamous intraepithe-
lial lesion, LSIL) 5 4.3%, X % & % & % X £ # &
ZAIE 52 1 USC(34/46,73.9%) .
3 RERHHE
3.1 AAREFELFE

USCARREBEFRAECTEELHWALREN
FMERSPE RENZREAR EERL. . SH £
R EF BB R R A 5L KR 4 1 = 15 i USC
MO ESMH, KEHUSCHA ARG RS £
FodEMRE— LR ABERRELE > RIERE
A, FAAEANATENRELANEL
(endometrial intraepithelial neoplasia, EIN) & USC
WRERAE, BEAFNHR LRI, TENERER
Al 3 % (endometrial glandular dysplasia, EmGD) &
NTHIEHFEAESEINZ AW . HEF ETR
Bl H USC R vl % & , X — 2 i #F 4 2006 4 % E B
3 T A4 #t % FE (National Institutes of Health, NIH)
EHEM AT LW AT E. EmGD AR E R &
M, B R TE RS R M A, T
BAE LR E, FEPSIIEFAEMNBRAMEE, &
Bl —F B A+, EmGD 9 p53 & H 5 & 5 48 5L #Y
EIN.USC [ #, % ¥/ EmGD 5 USC 7 [% 2 JE — &% ™Y,
77 BT % & B, EmGD & # & 4 USC iy R & # A
#79 1%, EIN 72 USC 8 p53 2 H & & £ 4 5 H 72%
F1.96%1,

pS3RUSCHEFENMAEFRRE . ®EZANE
HRA 10%~25%W & R A T8 WIRE R EpS3 R
& ZIA, T USCHY p53 KA £ 5 ik 80%. #— %
Bt 58 & L USC fif 8 B B A R B ps3 & & 34, 4R
RpS3EHRET B TUSCH A £, # T pS3 %
R R pS3EHERE 2 MA BT USCHF 8 i
Mo A5 & BH, USC f 8 414 HER2 3T 5k 34 =,
¥R % 26%, HER2 FEA B USC B H & X R T 7
%, BB L # R & 7 # (progression-free survival,
PFS) fu & 4 7 #f (overall survival, OS) E =", 30%-~
60% #J USC & * % fig Bt Al 6% -3- % % B8 (phosphati-
dylinositol 3-hydroxy kinase, PI3K) i # # [ 9 & &
;¥ ¥, 1 PI3K/& & # B B (protein kinase B,
PKB, X #F AKT) B S/ 7 [ T # BTk /1 & & [
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JE 41 (phosphatase and tensin homolog, PTEN) % /}E
ALK T%~11%"" s % & # T A o USC #AT 4~
MR FERFEEHSRE, #8720 EILEE
% B # [ 1 (breast cancer susceptibility gene 1,
BRCAD fE £ RA&, B A 1 # & & X # BRCAI =,
BRCA2 I % R 7 , ) WA BRCA R % 71 USC & £ # A2
ELEEXRY. FHARLIN, K% 20%H USC
7 #£ 4 F-1E WD & & & & 7 (F-box and WD re-
peat domain containing 7, FBXW7) & & , FBXW7
% 5 USC # %% JE & [F 41 & i (The Cancer Genome
Atlas, TCGA) & & A2,

LR, USCE T AECEAR® LE£.
BHRE WAERAREAEAREFRETGHE
BAER(E2,

&2 USCE I BECHIERE A

T E usc I #EC
el E BEEELE RBE LM
IR R & W F A R B DM B E A
& HR A& EmGD FE A H A A 5 BIN
I iR & L % HERH, EE AR WS O R
SR
Y45 BB R AF ER/PR % F 5k ik ER P4, PR FH P
pS3RE PTEN %%
HER2 it %4 KRAS %%
PIK3CA R 83 4 ﬁkﬂiﬂﬁ MLH JinJ
FBXW7 ®% T AT D
PPPIRIA R
CCNEI ¥ #

Y5518 USC=T '8 W IE X R V% ; EmGD="F 5 M IR (R 5 B 4 4
ER=M % % % fk (estrogen receptor) ; PR=2i# % % {k (progesterone re-
ceptor); HER2=A & & 4 K [H F % 1k 2; PIK3CA=# A Bt HILEF-4, 5 — %
B4 3- 3% B {2 4. L ¥ { o (phosphatidylinositol-4, 5-bisphosphate 3-ki-
nase catalytic subunit alpha) ; FBXW7=4 F-1£ WD & £ 5 & & 7;
PPP2RIA=% ¥ 8 B B 2 % % T # a(protein phosphatase 2 scaffold
subunit Aalpha) ; CCNE1=41 | J& #1 & & E1 (cyclin E1); EC=F & W
FE 7 s EIN=TF ' 0 i L B A J& % ; PTEN=8F B B 5K 7] % & (5] JR 4715
KRAS=Kirsten i 1 & /% % & % [ [ J8 4 (Kirsten rat sarcoma viral
oncogene homolog, KRAS); MLH1=mutL [ J&4 1 (mutL homolog 1)
3.2 USCHI%r F 5 BUFAE
2013 4 TCGA X HLEC 5 ¥ M 7 B & IR

e (R 20 B pF 2D fu 2 B R B A AR B B 2R R AL 4%
fE, ¥ EC 4 4 4 & : DNA % 4B & 1t T % (DNA
polymerase epsilon, catalytic subunit; POLE) # & %
B METEAREMBREE KEINHE . &#E I
FA, (B TCGA # i & # 2 W 7 # AT 48, 0 7
HAFHEF ERELZE, ERAEAEZE. 20155
Talhouk 4F"3# 3T £5 AP % & (mismatch repair, MMR)
& B .p53 & @ f1 POLE % A # | # 1T ProMisE 4

AL H K 4R POLE X% A MMR-D &  p53 &
ER A pS3RAEAR, WA A lE R E R, B 5%
fB. B # WA s p53 ®RE A 44 K % # USC,
USC 4+ T 4 B FFAE 140 4, 45 J& £ B MYC (8q24.12) |
erb-b2 % 1R B & BL 33 B 2 (erb-b2 receptor tyrosine ki-

nase 2, ERBB2) (17q12) 2 CCNE1(19q12) #9 /& ¥ 14
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THRURKBERE NBE R RTEARERET
% f& 3 (fibroblast growth factor receptor 3, FGFR3)
(4p16.3) . SRY- & %% 5 A F 17 (SRY-box transcrip-
tion factor 17, SOX17)(8q11.23)]. & # N % & & 4
40 ff1 JB # 4% Y8 % A [0 CCNE1 .MYC ., PPP2R1A %0 48
fie B 88 2 4 M B e 4 ) 7] 2A (eyclin dependent
kinase inhibitor 2A, CDKN2A)] F2 ¥ /& & & 53 (tu-
mor protein p53, TP53) & % (90%)™, USC # T £
T A& ZE M PTEN R % % £ % 34K T EC. ERBB2 1
PIK3CA J& W 1 R 47 Ay 27% 70 42%, [F] B 4 F
LDL % & 4 % & & 1B (LDL receptor related protein
1B, LRP1B) ik % Hy #f ",

USCHI E R LT R 5 A 58 % i Bhig T
HHRAEX. EWBEFARNTES T4, TR
T AEHB BT, EETTUNRBARKE X
BN AAMNEE, 2 T8 —TFTEHAHTRES
WA FMANEC( G T8 W AR & fu K 1k
B, el A RBEFLENELFNMNERF R
A A TRAFHRAER, ATTEHRZXTA
DR A—FTELSTHRLT A EE NS
JR FF $EAT A8 R B B2 6 T, B L, 48 % USC % ALAT
g T o BRI,

HEZEEN :EmGD 2 USCHIERIFE, p53 2
EENNRTEEZz—, 7 FHEPNSENH
BUSCHXZH, HEHFUSCERHA T FHERK
Mo (HEFER 13
4 CHE
4.1 RBFISH

BERERETE W RSB &E 0B
BREFR,INFFETERADN . TEHRNEE
EMERGRE WHEAL LM%, ZHEYHE
WEEHEES. TREEESEAEEE A M e
ZERrETENBREENESERFER, EF
%3 7= # B % (International Federation of Gynecology
and Obstetrics, FIGO) # #% UL ¥ W £ 5 mm X &
wr 8, Bk WM B# 9 A A % (European Society for
Medical Oncology, ESMO) 45 & U # # LA 3 mm %
BTE. —RELT, NEEE >5mm, 24 5H
W i & & BC By M e 5 ™, — TUxd 52 ) 1T &
EC(EHE USCO B At L&A, 7 20% 8 & & T B W
FEE & <4mm™, B USCH LI UUERF A E
ERE,xMEFER, SEF TR E, L
HEHHAMBERE (W TFTEAERRN, #HF
FEABEHRAHE. —E#1L USC, ZWATCTHER
F & 5tit F ALY Z 2 % (position emission tomogra-
phy, PET)-CT # & H s m AL # % . % M =3 &
MRI = 72 CT ¥ # By 17 6 it g R B 56 B | 4 8 iz
MEERHAMBEALX R, §AKEMRIFR
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ECHMFEMNEREARE . FEHARARALX R,
HEENL:USCERETHRERERFE M TE
NE, 2HEBFITHEERNEBRETF
ER. MTFHIZEMUSC, HEFIEEZIEIE MRI.CT
B PET-CTHZE . (HEFRF :12)
42 FEAEER
hEREAESRE, 45 EIF 5 USC
REMFEAERLTH, BEEFEAEEL., T
EAEBERL T ACETEABERBGEA . LT
BERERREATTFEAREERSE, SHTEE
EEEHAT,EE TR EE L EAIT AR
THBEESME . EEME, ELELHERT ML
MOBANEGRFE LSRN BERERL, KL E
7 1k 10%~20%", Pipelle ¥'5E NEXEHZ F &
WERBRERNEZERE, FRELWE Y W4 &
B E 1L 844%, RBE FREHEER
ME 25 7 88.9% . 100% F7 100%™, r & & ¥ #E 77
EFBALEFRMERTY, T 63 KKK
WLy & B RN g .2 % MW DL ROR &R B IR
WEHEMWFEE—ZTWBREGE. EEFEEATTFEAN
EEATEHITEREMCE AN, EZLR
HLOEBERLE TR W # . Trojano F ™ 7 &
N, EEERELWMECH ZHE FRE LM
M {E Fo PR M T E 4 A A 100% < 99% . 75% 8
100%. EEREAE2RBEMEARER TR+
Wo WEMNZIHRLHA, EEHEFASECEH
WIERAE TR, REwi, 7 BKE B
EEAMBEE AR AR, AL REFERE
e, = E R B E T4 (American As-
sociation of Gynecologic Laparoscopists, AAGL) &
BERBENFREELERRE AN, BEET NIRRT
Ao, AR FHSRER, 2 A H Tk E,
B N 4 # <75 mmHg(1 mmHg=0.133 kPa) ¥ 7
DRI E R RSN RE,

FEAEBERFERFHL USCH“LIRAE”,
FEREREFEF MER T EFHM, L ER
FHRATHEANAN., USCE¥ SEMEHANTE
NEXERAFE, REZEESFELRE, L
ot 2% B AN T ok A A P,

HEEENL :USCHIZEBIFESHMIE . F
ERNERBGER . EEEEM T FERNERK.
LTFENEREREGERMISE SR S RAMEM
NREHERR BN R TR, HEERREM T T
EAEERIFLYR, EREIERERE (<
75 mmHg) . (HEFR A : 2A )

4.3 PIEFRE

Bal, " R FHRBROMEFRIH T AT

USCH . & FENREH, ERAFIFE 125
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(carbohydrate antigen 125, CA125) 7 Bj T M M| & &
B R BEENTIFRER, [~IVEUSC &%
A B AL CAL25 4 F] 4 12.2.19.6,22.6,177.5 U/ml,
CAI125 KT 5 HE s LR/ B8 R o vk R 400 F = R
AW IES B & I3 E 3 ik &tk B 45 # 4% R A
ZE2HEEMX(P<0.0D™, #FHFH LI USC A&
F % A M CAL125 K, Al UL % B ¥ W o 6 35
e,

¥ F K, AMt 2% & 4 (human epididymis pro-
tein 4, HEO W A AR ME Lo e 2Lk
W &4 Fi 9 AR X 47 . Dewan &8 57 & 3., HE4 & F
SECHWTEREFAEM XM, Yimaz £ % I
HE4 K FEMKREE Z B EZHALZEE K EE
M RAREFEABRBEEREFREAT(P<
0.01),HE4 % i EC W R &0 F . 4F =7 B . FE M T (&
Ko FH M TR E 4 Al A 72.7% . 84.4% . 80.0% Fr
78.4% . — T Meta 4 7 40 A\ 12 1 HE4 # EC & &
PRI RS CAIS R AR, B A
1106 7] £ % F1 1480 % *xt FE . HE4 8 & RGE X4
0.71 (95%CI: 0.56~0.82) , & & & % 0.87 (95%CI:
0.80~0.92) , & ik # T 1F #F 1 (receiver operating
characteristic, ROC) ¢ 4 # i 4 T T # (area under
the curve, AUC) # 0.88(95%CI: 0.85~0.91), CA125
1A REE K F E A AUC 4 3 4 0.35(95%Cl:
0.25~0.46) .0.83(95%CI: 0.71~0.91) #1 0.58 (95%Cl:
0.54~0.63) ., 1% & o #Afn ] R F KA I
T, i 7% HE4 4 W7 EC ¥ R §UE § & & T CA125%,

HEEL :USCEMFITASNES R K
RMEEN, BEeEREN, RHTAEFE
INERE, JRTT R R IATT HAB #E 1T CA125  HE4
¥, W BN USC £ E T A A SN (EFER
A 2A %)
4.4 474

USC 4 # i# 4& 2009 4 FIGO EC F & /5 & 4
#, N K3,

%3 20094 FIGO EC AR % 2 4 81

g R IR T F gk

A  BREFENERE<L2
IB EBERFEMNERE=12
il FE B ZALE S8 R, R B T E 4
111 b JE B 0 e (B0 X 384 #;

mA MWEEILFEEERGOMEZ R

11IB HEA(F)EE%E

Cc @EkKEEREOEFIRERELEES

[MIC1 #RakE T

MIC2 M FoficF ik B4 (R ERERE S
I\ F A2 A0 B it A (B0 I B e, An (BOm AL #4

VA  BEEIREER A (0 Vi 5 i

VB @A #E, WaFEEAES RGO ERAKESE#E
VE:EMBE AT RN I, AFEN I8 A AN EE
B, BT 4

—|s
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5 J&Tr
51 FAKiafr

FARUSCHEZEBRTFE, FRAEAFS
KEFERRERE: ZHFIGOLH A [~ H)FT
AHENHF A, BF 2 F 5 R ALK 41 %
A+ 4 Bk B 4 & 3 K (pelvic lymph node dissec-
tion, PLND)+ ¥ 11 & K T £k F A B4 F
RK+AMETBRA, FHALEEEEXERT (L
M AL BEFE I BE 42D, X BT A FT SR M AT,
BEFTHAEBREEARBTERFRE, REF
AFEA LT G H F & B BEIT; B (FIGO 4
B 4 T~1V 28 AT FF 98 28 i B K R, BF 8 7% 7 A /b
EWEw M e H £,

EAEREE(WEILENE . KEKERZHE
FOWEHUSC 248 F A5, 37.5%~50.0%H
BEHEARENRERTA FEEE, 2%~17%#
AW FERH, 3 % AT AW E IR K™, B8R o
RBRARFRELERERT S SERFE S H,
E# % B ox, 40 i 5 FH M & USC i g 89 4k 51 &7
B &, EEEET AR FEEN I HEZER
JE S EH BT, BB ST B, USCH & &
FMEESREHREEHESEE 5 A K 15.7%
13.3%, 2 & T 1 & EC, Bt USC F A 5 58 F &
CEREAXFUTHRAHBEBEEHRELE TR
Ko —TEEE M. £ 0 A7) #F 52 (SENTOR) 8 %
T3 EIE T O 156 7] B4, @& 524 (33.3%)
USCEH , A REHEXTHHMELEELA
(sentinel lymph node biopsy, SLNB) 2 PLND, &] *H
A B 45 (sentinel lymph node, SLN) & 1 % % 97.4%
(95%CI: 93.6%~99.3% ) , X Il #& & £ ¥ 77.6%
(95%CI: 70.2%~83.8%) , & & & % 96% (95%CI:
81.0% ~100% ) , B8 FA # % A 4% (95% CI: 0% ~
19.0% ) , B 2 il Wl & H 99% (95% CI: 96.0% ~
100%) . #f 50 % & & B, SLN 71~ B & A A T 4
ECA M E LB EAE RGUE e HETNE,
[ /110 % & /& BEC, 7 ¥ 4T itk B4 2 #, SLN 7~ B
BAZRGWMRE L AR &R T E,

B #7 USC (FIGO 4 #7 4 ITI/IV #7) 17 B ¥ WL 7%
KEAT 5T 2 U1 B B9 4 46 Y 8 49 A 98 K K (primary de-
bulking surgery, PDS), ] J& K & % A& F 0t 7], 7 &
PATR R EETSR A, RE % AR &
BEMREED, FHEB T ERME R,
P& FiF & 48 i, 98 KA (interval debulking surgery, IDS)
EBHAIEC BH WA EHEY,

LACERB U R THNEXEZEFEIBR A
BEERETTFEMHRANT HECEE, RITAH
HEHETOPI B EIRA, HABREHNELE M
OSTERZEZRY., AHSMARKA, BERAT
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AREFWNFATNMCRE Hrm. F#hknberELE
EHER, R ERD, PERRRRK, £7ER
B 4Fe,

WEHEEN: FHUSCHEFRIIPERBAMEDN
EHETHFR,SINRERARRZHEKRE L]
BMANITBERASR, GAEEEERTEILEIR
0 4 Y B B8 4 PR ROR , B HA AT AT R BRI T B &
IDS. GEZER A : 13
5.2 RgHBIaTT

USCEFTAEGNERBRMEREMEMN, 2R
EHET X AR HBEHNE SR, FAEWNBETE
BAFELHRRET T EEET R KB
)RR R R oy (A8 8 0T . & B4
AT BT E A%, B T e &
HWEETEAY LT —HE L,

W7 7 E H %k %N 175 mg/m*+ F 41 AUC=
521 R A —NEAH, GRATRRERENEH
HE YR E (R E T B E Z 135 mg/m’, £ 487 K
EEAUC=H), H TEVBERWES, T UF &
FHBFALWENE, A TR FECFESLZE
bt £ 45~60 mg/m’+ I 41 50 mg/m’, % & B 135~
175 mg/m*+ )4 50 mg/m’ £, K J5 7 B &
AR HRITRAERE BRI, B RTHA
£l
5.3 £HAUSC Eo4BhETT
531 TA¥ AHL ITAHUSCEHFZ 2|4
HFAGHEEARTENELENHB T, B XM
BENFHXEATABEBEHTEAERER
BT RRTFFEABEERETRRERFRE
A EH, ZEUARBATHELEB T REER
B, R R R R R B, U DUAT S B
WT+HEREBHT; AR T FEAEELERY
M R BEE, W R E T E xwaE R R,

HEEL:FEBRTFTFERNE, REFEA
BrREMAZRBER P NBERERATNE, RIEX
EHEREHBMNT, EEZEWEEHER
MR EAMEENER. EEEH:12)
532 IB~II# IB~lIHExE % NKHEHE
Ao, BT A BNET M $hi. [ BEIUSC WA 17 &
B R FE KR 25%~80% , 3 B IT Bk 6 BBk A T
# 5 KR K 0%~28%. Fader &5 [E Bt 441 & I,
[ HUSCEZFRERAHMITHERELY M. T
Obermair %8 55 4 3, 1 #40 [[ 1 USC B & K f5
TEBEABHBTHFMOSKESFRAEHE
K. Lin 2%t 9354 1] USC & # 3t 4T Meta 4 #7 £
R, 58y A, T kR E 3 2 B Bk
AHUTHEERREHERAE, EABENAE
GFHhE. B, EEE WG IT (T .20
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7 Sk T ) # ek E 1 B~ 11 #] USC #y OS™,
REEFEHRASL EMITLE B BE HOTLEHE T
BT, RACZHEBET R, IR BE#ATIANAE
B EYER+ARMT BN RBT, BRTE KRG
BHATIA AT,

HEHEZEN:FIGO 7Hi A I B~ HAR USC B &
REVIEERE LS HITLERINBE M IT+[FiE
IREE B AT, R ZRRR VT, IR E#IT2-3
M E BRI A2 B 50 BT B AN TR BT, T 4R
REBHITINEENT . GEERA 135
53.3 II~IV# GOG-122# %+, LH M &Y
AR N EEH RN, BEX 2 EE R
T A1 % F B (60 mg/m®)+)I 48 (50 mg/m®) Bk A&
BT, R AR KR, BT £ TR E FIGO 4 #1
[MI~IVEIEC(21% A USC) B F W £ FE FHM T &
JE AT ™. PORTEC-3 iR ot 4% 4 f& k97 + Bl 2 I
AT HUANAREY B+ F4ANT S 20
BT ECHIT R, 5 R EoR, Br bty B
BSEFEOSFPFSH T EFMh TR MEBEHITEE.
BAK s A AIIHEA R USC L4, sy £ %S
EEFENTIA%, T 8 455K 7 4 4 52.8% (HR=
0.48,95%CI: 0.24~0.96, P=0.037) , #1477 4 Fn 22 45
HMITHBEFEWSERBERAEFTED AN 59.7%H
47.9%(HR=0.42, 95%CI: 0.22~0.80, P=0.008)"",

* % J% JE ¥ 3% % (National Cancer Data-
base, NCDB) *f FIGO 4~ #1  [1IC # #y USC # 7T X
W, Rt THEETFHEFRFE A 336N
R, T AT +307 A B T4 & 7 e 5 42.6 A
A, ZRF 58+ ¥EXP<00D™, 5 —3
NCDB # B il 14 4 47 & 8, [T~V #1 USC 7 77 %
BRUTERmM. EESHMEARELENSE
& 47 o, TIB H# A 11IC A & KU 489 3% 35 & A
I1IB # HR=0.49 (95%CI: 0.28~0.85) , P=0.011; I1IC1
# HR=0.65 (95%CI: 0.53~0.79) , P < 0.01; [[IC2 #A
HR=0.71(95%CI: 0.58~0.88), P < 0.01"*%, 3 #f
TART®, X T FIGO 4 # AT HI USC & %, K J&
BRemt A RemEeEFha; VHUSCEE AR
BEHBLT, AR OHERAEAEYE, T L&
BEA®GERE, BUEARERRTREE S
EHEHENEH.

USCEHZEB A2 BT+ BB HITE
EREBEHOTHETEE, @B RSEERITES
FERTHEAYHEHRAOT  AFEREANAR.
PORTEC-3 R I £ # )T £ 1 B . 5 4 A # 47 I 48
(50 mg/m®) # & 1477 , 1 &£ GOG-122.RAINBO 4>
TR 3R R AT AT

HEEE N HEEFIGO T HIAIIHIM USC B &
AREERZFREESHIT+ 2R INR S T £BRE IR
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54 BEETSREATT

541 i HER2 %57 =E e &% & &€ E A
(FDA) E.#t7E 89 EC | 25 % 5 F HER2. #730%HY
FE ¥ HEFAEHER2 T £, — T I # s
RARUKFH/EVEATHEAS ST H A6t X%
B HER2  RIAUSCH TR, E R LI, 5%
AT, X HERKAS FH/EYBAT A
PFS ¥ 3% 25 ( % L PFS: 179 4~ A vs 93 1 A, P=
0.013,HR=0.40)., ZHA R EFHFHWAEF T EH, 5
BT EEMAL, W FHERFKANITEFN
OS B E K, # L 0S4 7 % 29.6 4> A F124.4 4 F
(HR=0.58, 90%CI: 0.34~0.99, P=0.046) , FIGO 4 #f
AN~V EZFF TR N DE, X R ERFT AL
T4 R 3k B H AL OS, T 4k T 4 24.4 S A
(HR=0.49, 90%CI: 0.25~0.97, P=0.041)"", # # &
£/ B/ o % Tk B FU1E 5 HER2 FH M B #A 30 2 &
P USCH B %7 £.

542 #EEBT REBETEHRMATELSE
BMEEC BE WG, BRI A MBI Y £ B 44
2 F M % T % K 1 (programmed cell death 1,
PDCDI1, 4.7 PD-1) ¥ & &9 % 75 B Fu ik . 2017 4,
FDA #k % Jk #5 # 41 (Pembrolizumab) Jf T 4~ 7 F A&
B % # B 45 T & & #t 5 (mismatch repair deficien-
cy, dMMR)/# T £ & & 4~ & & (microsatellite insta-
bility-high, MSI-H) £ 1K /8 # J5 %4 6 T » Marabelle
SRR R NN B TR IT K R B 27 R R R B
2336, EF FENEC. B . EFRAMBRE, &
HE3EBEX —RIKEE 200 mg BT, FE2
FOREZRRFHER BIALTEZHL R KR B
RERM., P E 134N, ZNEMEE
H 34.3%(95%CI: 28.3%~40.8%) , # 1 PFS % 4.1 />
F (95%CI: 2.4~4.9 /> A ), # L OS % 23.5 4> A
(95%CI: 13.5 4 A~K £ 2D, 44 % A A 2 H1 (Niv-
olumab) & dMMR £ % . # # = & /& EC &9 7 it &
57 Z 2021 4 6 A, FDA 4 ' Dostarlimab-
exly A TRREEZEXA R AW MITRUTHEN
dMMR EC & % , & W & ## £ % 42.3%, F L PFS A4
81/ A.

KEYNOTE- 158 #f % & &k B 21 4~ E X # B
BT EH BB XM 1066 7l EF, X A&
3 B #% FluE 4R 1B #4200 mg B IE T o E, BT
B35 A, AFPANT ISHHBERRT
1A # (tumor mutational burden, TMB) =10 muts/Mb
B EC B &, Z W& M £ 3£ 2 46.7%“ . 2020 4,
FDA #t % TMB 1E % JK % % 41 89 2 & f & M1 47 &
M. NCCNirmiEERE, ¥ TEX . BBERE AN
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EC &%, 7 # E¥#4T TMB A& W, A T4 5k &
B

% 11 47 R iR 3 KEYNOTE-146 5% 4k 1 &
Fu/ 5k & & B [Lenvatinib, I & W K £ K H F % &
(vascular endothelial growth factor receptor, VEGFR)
1/2/3 | i £F 48 40 J1 & K ] F (fibroblast growth factor
receptor, FGFR) 1/2/3 i /N R AT 4 £ K B F % K a
(platele derived growth factor receptor o, PDGFRa) .
ret J& & # [H (ret proto-oncogene, RET) . KIT & /&
# A % & B 2 B % 5 (KIT proto-oncogene, recep-
tor tyrosine kinase; KIT) # £ # B 411 ] 7| 176 77 & 15
33 1] (35.1%) 4 BC 15 & 5 % (mismatch repair profi-
cient,pMMR) #] USC & # , £ pMMR/34F MSI-H A
B9, 372% M B ZEM, T2 RMENT4%,
84.0%y & & R I A Bt B T FE Z % /. pMMR/
4 MSI-H PA 7| 89 o 2 OS 4 164 M A o &AW £
B F, 31l USC & # KB 7 ZAF M AF
Y (response evaluation criteria in solid tumor, RE-
CIST) ¥ 4 A~ ] A2 £ it /8 48 /N, 2 % 2 ] USC &
HFWRM T 2MA, 7H THIUSC &% 7 H % /N
i 50%", 2019 48, FDA #h /& Kk 18 2 U B & R &
Jig 77 BR A% U6 JT #t J& #9 pMMR/3F MSI-H EC. #
IR B RERAR REE T RIET RRET AR
i pMMR/4E MSI-H & % USC £ % .
543 HEAEHET ONFHER2 M4 A &%
1 % ¥ # #1 (Trastuzumab Emtansine, T-DM1) =& LA
% TR AU A A B ALK - 24 4 78 Bk 4 (antibody-
drug conjugate, ADC), E.# #/E A T 67 LR E,
FEHER2ZIEBWECHF FRETHR. EHEX
T-DM1 7877 i1 18 il EC B & % , 4 ] E W& % (BN
ZRMEN22%), £F2H 7 2% MBS, SYDISS
(Synthon Biopharmaceuticals) & — ## #7 A HER2 %2
MADC, B XK EMELZFEX(EREEROHL
#r % & T R, B 3t USC B 4 & % , £ % 35 HER2
o T KB P, 1340 (39%)EC &% + 7 S Bl X &
7T H KR, @PI3K/AKT/ & 18 5 % ¥ % & (mech-
anistic target of rapamycin kinase, MTOR) 1z 5 i %
I« A B 4~ USC 7 4 PI3K 3 % 48 % & H B9 X
%, PIK3CA . AKT #7 MTOR % & 1% 41 % 71 & 1 A
7% 7 1 & & . AZD8055 (MTORC1/2 #7 %1 7 ) .
GDC-0980 ( T % PI3K ## MTORCI1/2 #7 #| 5| ) #n
GDC-0032 (taselisib, PIK3CA #1 #| 7| ) #7 5 & 7 #F
REART BIFH 4 27, PIK3CA #7 ] 7| copan-
lisib (BAY80-6946) = PIK3CA R & Wy #F &2 4 S £
&P EC B # i 11 i R 3K 3 (NRG-GY008) # ##t
TG, 2 -—MERARWINFARLEFTHG
Bl Ay o e SR B R, F P 5 B A co-
panlisib & /7 /& it 98 ARG /1N, 6 B B AR RORL AT, £
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3 371 USC, # 4L PFS 2.8 M H, #4LOS 4 15.2
A~ A8, WEEL G2 # & & # B (WEE1 G2 check-
point kinase, WEE1) #7 | 7| : Adavosertib
(AZD1775) &2 —F B B8 . B & B 8 ATP £ 4
" WEE1 #8 /N F# &5, AR B3 g
T iF 52 7 Adavosertib % 5 #7 DNA i 1% , Adavosert-
ib 7 I K5I A% A o BB 4% 3 5% DNA 8147 % 5 571 19 78
M, AR BT BT, B R 4R AT A F Y DNA
15, — JUIE £ 3t 1T 89 Adavosertib # 25 76 J7 #F %
(NCT03668340) % B , 4t Xt FBXW7 % & ) & % 1%
FE ¥ E E#, X A Adavosertib 677 , & W &
fift 3£ 29.4%, (L PFS ik 6.1 4~ A ™,

HEEN EEFR/ECEMZHRENAT
HER2 T RIEMBREAR E XM USCEE (EER
2B . mMEE KA ADC F1 PI3K/AKT/
MTOR #I#I35  WEET #I I FEFEM R E A
BEIEKRRIE PV, THIEEE. EER
Al :2B )

5.5 E4&1MUSCHIATT

S XM USCHIEITETANE. KARI. X

BRAZ V6 9T B9 RORL DA B 6 #2 0 Jb W K /N AL B T #EAT
ME s . @ 1E £ ¥ A E A (multiple disciplin-
ary team, MDT) |17 & & £ it J& 19 £ # X 767 &K
W, BIEF R BT T VAT R IAIT &
551 M wKE MNTHRRTHAESRELENE
B, ZREIT[EEXAHTREOFRAE L HE
ITIT R A . XN T A2 KB KEEZITHOT
REREXTEBERTHNESE, EVATHIT M
BEEHRTRFA. A TMIWHHEE K, #OT
FERFHRIES,SFEGFENS50%~T0%. X
TARNREERAMNEXOAERRITHNES, &
WFAEAFHT. ¥ TRUWE LB EZ TS
BRMTHERE, BENETEEF: OF K=K P
BT; @2 8 iE v+ EEHIT. Tk
TEHBME,FRF R R ()BT BEBIET,
W LLE 2 55T (2B %),
552 H#kmt M TREAN TERFMEEX
RN E RS BE, T EEN S WIET, B
HHERHHATLEHET. AER.BRANBIAK
R EBELTHEL BT EERT. T
ot RWEREEBEES, BT HFET
0 el 77 R

FHRAGERVBERETHRE HEERE RN
USCHE#®RUIT A RE. EFERAFERAYE
F: 2T ERBRAEF4H. 2 FHERAIN4. T4+
UVEBEHRANAKER BRAESLZHE BEH
AHAEVE BAEEREE. X T —4%464%Y
B AMEWEE, Bl kA &R A WIEE#H
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TR B EIET TR

WaRETERTAETEFRNARESE.
ER/PRHME 8y B # 3k & E A, [HER R XK A H T
& 4B IE T Bk AR AR A, ER A B B A
Aza™, NAaWETEAARNERE R, KF
Fl By 2 B B ¥ % & B (medroxyprogesterone ace-
tate, MPA) 250~500 mg/d 71 B B2 ¥ 3 22 B (meges-
trol acetate, MA) 160~320 mg/d, & K 2~3 %k, 7]
6 R BBk A R R AR M R B E B O ol R A
AL B AT ] R . %A% BE g 1 B 1L 42 9 ER f2 PR
R e X EZN, R A ERf1 PRR AT 6 K
BME R AR EBE LN RS, Bl TAEX
B 4 % USC 4 & # AT /& &, # — & # I\ ER f1 PR
FILFRP,

EHRABREENBETHNEES T
FBOERBN, ERBETRNELEH, AT
AT E AR MBI I, .7 A 4136 F A4
R RMBHRTRTERMNE 48, UEET
JG B BB B T AR R IETT o

& R ME/% M USC ¥ % & # 7T HER2 i & 34
o U, AR W 77 2R KR 0 B A LR OB R AL R R
(fluorescence situ hybridization, FISH) # ill | & i# &
MFH A%, HER2 [A B & 7 % R M T Hh B E
WiET. BT %A% % USC A p53 % A& F1 pMMR/
HMITEAREAR, FLPD-1 £ ETHEE LK. #Z
KB/ RERERNFREGETATHIERED
EC(EHFUSCO™, & & /4B USCH T F &
TMB . MSI. # & & # % /& B & 5 ¥ ¥ (neurotroph-
ic receptor tyrosine kinase, NTRK) @ & #& [& & M ,
HHEXA S E W FEA TR, 7 F
PIK3CA. KRAS. FGFR2 % # s @ & , AKTI.
FBXW?7.PTEN % % [Fl %X % #1 ERBB2 # [F ¥ % % ¥
B, TR A R 2 3E NE ROz B AR I R IR e N
Az

WEEN - HEELMUSCREED Foils
EENEF MDT & HITT 277 SR HEF R 5 -
2B) . HEE L M/EHREM USCIEZFBIFEMLIT
(B EGPF () RBEIRTFLEHIAETT, HH
RS SIaRIA S (HEFERA 2A ).
6 BEY

MipWETEEWNETH AN G X SR m#
Bo REBERXRAEETERTERENH =4
W, ZBRETERERM3FEI~6NAHT—KE
IR/ A EHCTRMRIZ G ¥ &, BT RH2
FHECRMAH#T—RIBEFHLE. REERK
HERELINFENE X RS, ZWNHATHE N/ &
2 CT Fu (B0 M3 CT. ¥ 8 & F Ak 7 & ig
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