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Classification and treatment progress of MMIRd-related endometrial cancer
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[Abstract] Endometrial carcinoma is a very heterogeneous gynecological cancer. According to the latest molecular classification, endometrial carcinoma
is divided into mismatch repair deficiency (MMRA) -related EC and non-MMRd-related EC. And MMRd-related EC is divided into three subtypes
according to the characteristics of mutation: MLHI-hypermethylationged endometrial carcinoma (EC-met); Lynch syndrome-related endometrial
carcinoma (EC-Is) and mismatch repair gene double somatic variants (EC-dspv). The three subtypes of EC have different pathogenesis and clinical
characteristics. Therefore, they must be distinguished according to clinical and immunological characteristics in order to adopt precise treatments. This
article mainly introduces the classification of MMRd-related endometrial carcinoma, and compares the three subtypes with the mismatch repair
proficiency (MMRp) of EC in terms of clinical and immune features. Finally, this review introduces recent researches and clinical trials related to the
treatment and prognosis of MMR.
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Fig1 MMRd molecular screening for endometrial carcinoma
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(lymphovascular invasion, LVI) & /3 H kg5 5%
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JiANTR], EC-MMRJ /& % J5 Bk EL 25 52 & 5 e, i
EC-MMRp £ # i 45 5 Sh i ab 52 % i e o k4, EC-
MMRd & £ I AT F & 45 #9 8 1A (AT-rich interaction
domain 1A, ARIDIA) #k’K, Jf5 PD-L1F&kAKFHE .
i 92 35 U0 M b B A RS 2 AR OC . R LS 7 I, EC-
MMRd 20 1 5 4F % ik 45 57 74 58 12 %y 19.3%, 1M EC-
MMRp 4} 10.7%. 1fii % F [7] 7 EC-MMRd A9 P [ g 58
H, MMRAZEARSIUZRERE | WELHE . ol
ARG . BERCIE S 43 53 B & B MLH1/PMS2 2
B 5 WUZ BT EEARSG 1 MSH6 2 118k 5 ik e 45
R W EMIC Y, PRSI RS S 5 B TR R
P 2R L VEAS . AMEFE i, #HE T EC-MMRp, EC-
MMRAEVER B . WiJE 2. Bk, B s 414k
FEARNE EC HEA 755 BCAS 5 AH SR PRI 14T 4 G 1 4378
Wi,

£ EC-MMRd (W40 53 i v, EC-met A8 & 19 4F 1 #x
KN EC-Is RIS (26~87%), 40~50 % Ji 5
RRGAEWS o R AE DT IR, R BC-1s IR TR 8 MR .
EC-Is # KETFET 5 F B, ZULF 8 WIEFE fy EER
B, R 2R, R A A A i B
75 W 200 M08 o e o IR B 3 R T T, EC-ls T AT
RGN = GO IR G A AE . AT, SRtk /& LS AHOGEC
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Sk MLHT 75 5 H 346 EC (EC-met) Ml MLHI =
AL R EC (EC-nonmet), H.H, EC-met /5 b &1k 76%.
EC-met £ % 975 4F i 45 1o L I A5 9K E24 140 [t 32 i) A 9k 1 &%
MR RERKE, WUSAEAE)TTE, EC-met 195 B4
S B A RORN RR A A 43 5 K 83.2% A1 71.3%. T EC-
nonmet ) 5 SR P R A AF A FILEA LA 325351 0 91.7%
183.3% 7 MiAE Kim % " A, EC-met B9 34FE K
SRIEAFRE N 16%, BFEMT EC-1s 411 89%; 2 il T4k
ik, WA RETHEAE [ — 2% T 14 EC-dspv 41 1) 3 4F
B KAEAEFR ., NG EC-1s 1 EC-dspv i & A R 2 Al 1Y
225¢, Hampel 55 647 [ UM 4087 & B0, BLARAHAR T
EC-met, EC-Is fl EC-dspv 1 & 4= F#ARML, (HIEMH I
KAERM Y, ol 0L, EC-MMRA/MSI-H 9 3 A4~ W74 i
EC-met A&k % i iy, H IS BCHAD 2 FOF AL 22, EC-1s Al
EC-dspv KA Y .

3 MMRdH#XFEMRRENRERSIE

RAETEE 4t DNA B AR R SR B 5 4s , i
AReR R, HSE" AR (frame-shift peptides,
FSPs). FSPsJ&—FPRTiHoat, i & (A v o 25 F 40 o i
R I, JGiE & EC-Is it 2 HiAth EC-MMRd ¥ 7] i
Jie P 2 0 R 2 4 A ] 8 7 e A B SRR L BB AR AR
Yo JZE SN, O 2 T 200 i 2 ey AT e e ik i i e 7 —
Ml 3B RE N — R K, FEALMENR
A ¥ 1 2% (major histocompatibility complex class I,
MHC1) 43F# FSPs & 5 S A0 iy 1m0, A 23 74 T Ak
20 MR O AR IO BE A s R A P, e A
TERE R K Z AT EMLIEIRAS PD-L1 OSSR AR, #
JERGAE R IR, R MR A M R K =R
G BB, K L BT IR B A K Y bR 4 I B ) AR A
MHCI 5 MHCII () 2% 3% PE 28 48, 38w WL i )& B2M
(beta-2-microglobulin) %78 ', f#if5 RAEHT FSPs 2k 4 51
AN U, E IR A 5 B T G kR L i A X
TR v W P AR L A R A i — 2B R, Mariya 55 Y R
B, 5 CD8 TAIMIAM I MHCT 335K -5 75 N 5
JE OB PR I B A MMRA G B OE M O . (0 fE
Bohaumilizky % > (58 1, AS[) A (1) EC-MMRd %)
A RFZES, EC-Is WEEFTAR/> CDS T4 it . PD-L1
(9 32 3k 7K S K B2M € 78 WRR 1 835 T A M EC-
MMRd, Ramchander 2§ ) BF 5% T EC-1s (25 4] ), EC-
met (33f) FIEC-MMRp (35) 45333k M sz 4
Pl AL, Kk B EC-Is Mg 4 i1 4 19 CD3" . CD8'
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CD45RO+J¢ PD-1"T [ 24t Jf 5 i 1t 25 5 T EC-met il
EC-MMRp, [fi7E EC-met Fl EC-MMRp 2 £ [1] 2% % L 4i 1
Y AN, EHIBNE KB, RS CDST T
JHE i 25 S A A T DL AR G e D A R ARIR S,
TEAE N 70%, FESFPE R 100%. i bR B 5T 4 SRR,
EC-MMRd Fl EC-MMRp I %2 R fiF S 75 47 7 22 57 i JC
W21, HAR EC-MMRA MV 27 8] i 0 28 R AE 22 S 4R
TN G e K A A R R F EC-MMRd B IR YT
ARE.
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QI R EFAE B4 Bf &, EC-MMRJ i 5 # EC-MMRp
2. WAk, fEEC-MMRA AR R[], S s A 22
5o WFgE P KB EC-met (1 5 4F A 17 R W K T EC-
MMRp } EC-nonmet, J&EHE =G E R AT T0IT . ik
7 S ARST T, EC-met 94 & K i % & F EC-MMRp,
1o KA AR SR RN S R D TSN 3 . X T e B EC-
MMRd, 5 ¥R T g, SRAATT B O A
FEA H A AR AF AR 2 o 3k LI 4 26 I MMIRd 7] g 5 4A it
ARG, T RE S X O OB R T A T PR R A A
o i R 2 B B IR T RS R B 45 2 & 11 EC-met,
KRR T TR AR T

B PN TR S 200 i S P o A 35 %o 325 R T T g
KN, Y6 JE EC 4 il % 35 1Y PD-L1. PD-L2 Fl CD4" .
CD8" T 4l 18 /) PD-1 Z AR 254, 3#0E PD-1 15 538 %
) PR TR BT 1 G B . 55—k POLE iy i 28 A8 AU Al
EC-MMRA/MSI-H A 5 Z g e g, $H550
% CD3' J CD8' i R PEk i e 2 g 2 2Urh, D |
A G R A S B OK R A M A T A B R PR R K . ik R
PR EC M B8 iR T HR i T IR S . BoBrif s /M, ¢
WA B EC H 254 30% i MSI-H/MMRJ, 78 % % 1) EC Hh
WA 13%~30% ', Le % ) HEATHY TG RIS, Rt
FEIRIT RS E R EC A RS AL T e FaEdE . i T EC-
MMRd (1 G 8 24 Re a5, DA S 3k 1300 0 R 3t 56 1) &5
R XHEHEREAMEBEMR (Food and Drug
Administration, FDA) T 2017 4555 o 28 46 2 410 41 570 FH
T MMRA/MSI-H S bR B3R 7 o 30K i T I PRI 56
KEYNOTE-158 1 — 25 3iF B 41 % 1F J@ 1) EC S e ity 7 A
BoPE . EWEIE A 49 fl BC B OE, IR B
(pembrolizumab) AT I EABOE K 57%, Hrh w28 #
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KM 16%, TITEMRER ] 41% B0 2019 4E % 1 1L I
PRI E T ARt e (lenvatinib, 22§ &5 40 [ 254 )
S5 AR TR T R MR R EC IZE IR, B Kb
FH38%, ik AEFAE 7.5 H . K EC-MMRd
[ B2 % h 64%, EC-MMRp 5 % 36% 2. H it
45 NCCN 2020 415 (R IR 216 16 r 7 IR W PR TIR
J7 MMRd [y 391 F1 %2 % EC, i X% F MMRp ) EC HE 77 fifi
FHUR 1 BAPLIR & SR AR JE IR YT o KAk, Ramos %5 1 JIE
B, 7EEC-MMRd R 1= 3R35 PD-L1 4k, WAATEE feyi
Ki #% 55 7 F TIM-3 (T cell immunoglobulin and mucin-
domain containing-3) /K F-ik, Sloan 45 P i It 5
fill B — B HRSY . kB TIM-3 ¢ PD-L1 % g 43 2 e 3
FEHREEMEM,

o5 Lk, B TASIE A B R BG5S X EC #1743
25, JFik— % EC-MMRA A28 8 3 FpE AL, XF EC A ifE
26 K WE WAL & o B . M T EC-
MMRp %, EC-MMRA £ # W F B 45 v LTS B 25
M) EC-MMRd fE 3, AN [R1E  [a] F) s AR AR E 2 e g3
HEARARIR, X RN EC-MMRA (& B AT B
AR IR . O IR LR, R S e R A AN
13036 77 EC-MMRA/MSI-H R A %508 5 95 9 2% 1 % I
FERTCE A . A, XFFi2 ik LS M6 EC 1 i
B, e R AT At e R a0 A B 9 1 O A S B
[Fi) Fsf P % 5 R ST 5 i A

5 R&E

H AT AS [ 25 0 20 6 W I R0 TE AR 64T, n S sie 41
AR A AT BUBA SR A e 1Y IR LS (KEYNOTE-
775. LEAP-001, NRG-GYO018) . ZJRiF Wi iR A&
i (poly ADP-ribose polymerase, PARP) 41 il 7 5.7 =%,
156 A f 2 B0 )i R 1L 5% (NCTO 3951415, NCTO
3572478, NCTO 3604262) Fl TIM-3 K2 »5 41 il 570 lfe A3
% (NCT 03489343, NCT 02817633, NCT 03680508,
NCT 03652077, NCT 0260826) 4, 3% 2Lilf PRIz 56 45
AT RE ARG R T S AL T AR T B R A R 25 B
AR IX B I A 56 I 18 4 8 EC-MMRA 1 A B0 ) F 5%
4, WA E L0 MMRA 19415, (HRZ& )
JEEE A5 BT Ry A B B B MMR A OG5 R
Ii )RS T TR T B AR B 0 T 40 0 TE 4k AN hn A BRI IR T
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