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Thesis
BHEERXIEFAIERX (Thesis) Th W IRESRX Tl i,
fE-> CTIEBERXEMA/XTIHATH L Z2EIET B.

O FEBRBEDAI V- TEVLTDIRAT Y FEELZINTD
REFEOHAN: BRASOEREKEEICH T 51%5

WREEAE7ER RIS R (A 7'0)
WA HTE

T11

(B - BHO) U v FEEREI Ay FBEEETOAMBMRERZB 2ERNE L, KEFEZILD
2 g S VIR AN A T A B ENIEEEETH B A%, DAEO Y ¥ FEHEHOHE - EZRIEIAVTH S,
WA, RINBETOI ATy FBES X210 B 0ERMD) VFEBERORA 7 ) —= v ZIZHwSE N5
I W% o7z A, 50 AR OMI RIS 2 I ) Y FREEHOB S RERERTFTH 5 4 HEO
IAR Y FBESY V8 ORIEREL T, ) VFIEBEHOA ) —= v 7 LTORMEIC D WTRE L 72,
EHIS, VTR E RV LB LN HE, U Y FIEBEFEOWREEDIT E A E i & ORI TR
8 BLAA R IR T R0 A AT B LS D v T HUBEET L 7.

[d5R & F3k] 50 5% A £ 56 A i 1095012 xk L, MLH1, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2 ¥ > /8 7 D5y geft 2 47\,
B ED 1 HEDOY X7 ORERBD LNTIEHIZOWT, HEOS A 704554 PAREREZITV,
BIRWIZ AT L= 3 VT b T o7, F72, BEAGOREIE O NLEITRRPIREZ T 72

[#ER] 1061 (9.2%) 12 LD THHED I A~y FBIES 37 ORE %D, FOPNFUIMLHI/PMS2; 441,
MSH2/MSH6; 4 B, MSH6; 2 Bl TH >7:. ¥4 7 0% 5 54 MARERE TIIEEERLEMD 9 BlIIED 5
N7z, MLHI/PMS2 RZED 4 Blo o+, 36 (BESA 70754 "MARER RO o7 1 i) T
WEMLH] BiEFOREZFRETE Lo/ Mo 1 PITIIMLH] EETOTRE—F —fHBDOAF L= 3 VI8
R Bz, MSH2/MSH6 K4 4 i 1 ] & MSH6 Bk 2 2 FlISERFARIMA D TN, EPCAMBIET-O
KK B \VIEMSHS BnTERBRES N, ) v FEBEESMHEE 2V LR DN H (n=6) & ¥ FIEREE
AEEM T (n=101) QLK T, EFEPIZFESTH - 7205 WEHEOHPEZIHE (P<0.05) o4 M
(P<0.01) IZHIEL, WETRNEARAF T FI A4 VEHEHA NS < (P<0.01), FWIEMFZIITR T, KoL
#5 (P=0.03), BIOMEEIY >~ 733kZH (P<0.05) »¥% 5 - 7-.

[#55E] 50 e o KIGHE 2 0P 512, MR I A~y FBESY V87 OREREEITH 2 13 ¥ FHIERERD
A7) ==V FICAHHTH B, FEREAER SRR, A R SR B0 B A R U K S ISR R 2
A7) ==V ZIZEE OO L W REMDRIBE N, TOH % S HICHMEICT A2 X 5 7% 2IEF OERATLE &
ES AV (W

AAEFERE CPIDAERR 45 HifR), AR5,

Rl -

]

il

) v FHEMERE (Lynch syndrome, DUFLS & B5EL) 133 A
< v F 1818 (mismatch repair, LL'F MMR & W43E0) & fx 1
Td % MLHI, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2 #fx¥ O w§hh
DOAFEMNE RN ER Z B IR E L, KEiE FEN
B 2 13 U, Zlsian (S BIEE A5 A3 5 s sk
EREECTH 2 Y. LSO KRB, B TERBRIC N,

PRl WA 12745 FR2T 43 27 1 GEBEFIR)
OBH RSO\ THE & DHEIIREA L EEA.

BRI OBEDN W EORMEH 5 Y. I,
LR 4 FEHOMMRMBIZ T BE OEAZ, MSH2 85T O
LD EPCAM #EAZF o 3" O KA X B MSH2 171
DT A E—F —HIB DR X F VAL TMSH2 E 5T D
By Eshs 2 % Y MLH] @iz fO7aE—% —
FE OB A F VAL % LKA L (germline epimutation),
NN TMLHI & 15T 23855 & Lz \» Yepigenetic
GREVPLSOREICE DHL I EPAHRESI N TN S.

LS 2> CHMEMIERY R — ¥ 2K (Hereditary
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nonpolyposis colorectal cancer, HNPCC) & H x4, J&
K fnF 25 FE S5 LIT o 1990 451213 KRB O K itk
Rtk & SREAE R ST L2 B W2 T A AT VY AL Vs
Mg sz, BIKGEE T 25K 2 12 FE Sz P 1993 ~
1997 4EDIRECIE, EBIEFRMEERNTT 2 ATV L3
AR DA OB 2 N2 728ET T 2 ATV A%k
HWAT1999 4E |ZHNE X, HNPCC ORI E#EEL LTH W
LNTEz. D%, REBERSKEERDINO LRI %
FET DR R, FEHER G723 68% ~ 85% T LAl
ZF O EFEMI RN E RS FHE SR &, F i
MMR B ZTF O HEFEANLRINCRE 2RO TOWEI T & A
TN NI R 7 S T KIS 41% PICHAET B S
LR ENEBEIN, EEIAEREONIEICEL K2 Bk
% L 7zHenry Lyncht§ 1125 % ATLS IR 2 X 5 12
ol

LSOWZEIET & ATV & L 3E#E %2724 X 9 R e
FEEEATR W KIGRR R 2 FOICfTbT& 7225, LEw
WRERZIILO LT LHEEORER (AEFRER)
BEMEZLRTWRIEEEL 2L, KB TIIEN
T 54~ 74%, WHETIZ30 ~52%, F5 MBS TIE
28 ~60%, ZDOMOMMRETIE 10% RV LENLLT
THoHEEZLNTWS . bARAIIOYETEIEFERL
RENEROGELEORATICE Y, WEIT A AT IV & LAk
AT AIERZTRV LTS 2 23 & b TR
H5 P LSOMENOBRERR, YEITLAT VT L%k
HTIHLS % Hav s il GEESZ B X sk
B LSORAZ ) —=v 7 LT, LSORBEREDGT%
WM TH B~ 7097 54 MAZLEN (microsatelliate
instability, PLFMSI & B&FE) AT 5 720 OYET Xt A
THAFIA Y INRESR, A Ed 1 HEHEZHT
KIBFREBE I, EEOMSIREZIT) 2 LAk
TWwb, ZO1HEH & LT, 50K EBE TR s N
KGRI DBHIF SN TV B,

—77, LSOREGHE T 5 NIEHE % & TIEMMR 7 > 2%
I DORERBDLENDLZENS, TNHEDF V3713
95 e gt (immunohistochemistry, LN IHC & B5RE) &
LSOAZ ) —= v ZIARTH 5. DHET 2012 FI25
TSN BIEERBRZHRTA R4~ ) TIlE, FEER
[ PRI B A I 0 SEET 7 A ATV ¥ L SRR ET R
YATHARTA VICERTH20E) 2L (1 kA
g —=r7), W KB OMSIHAESH 5\ IZIHC &
fToTCQRERAZ ) ==V ), IREMIZLS DM 2 50 A
H, RRIICHIES 7 &) ¥ 7 E T o729 A TLSOH
EBWEAT) LRI TS, BfE, LS (HNPCC)
AEED N B REBN T L TMSIA I RBRIUR S hTnw b
A, MMR % ¥ 327 1234 ATHCIEEhTwaw, Ll
BAE, THCIEMSIMANZ AR T, B R RT3 58
TELI L END, HOAETDH LS O SEHIK TEEIC
ERLOoDOH 5.

ERGRHEBZ BT HLSOBEEIZOWT, EFEDOMSI

WA D % W IZTHC % H v 72 /K 2 © @ universal screening
NSO HEIZINIE 25%~36% " THbH. T
F UKD T —% Tladdh 555, LSOEKE % 5 MMR#E
{5 D EFEMNL R YN ZE 50% 370 A2 — ADE & THET
LEBMEINTVS " LALENS, bHPEICBI L4
KGR BT HLSOMER, —KENIZHIT 5 MMRE
fEFREOEEICOWTIRIFEALASN TV AR, 20
OB RESTER, WEIREARAFH AL FI4 TRIES
NTCVWBRHHO—D2TH 5, [50 A THW SN2k
A ERKD, 50 AR ORBFEZICIBITSLSD
A7) == 7L LTOFRBEICODWTHRE L7z £7-,
INS DM RD T, LSEFEED D WIZTR L BED
N BAEBIRE L LSS 1 70 i BIRE & O T, B ARwS #L
1B L AL OWTEDED L0 BITONTHE
L7.

MR ETE

ARWFFEILR EER R AR RS (WEF S 1 592-110)
BLUOBMEERRERAERY v ¥ —MHMEE S (W5
FK7 1 926-11, 924-111, 337) ORED L & Tiibhi.
BIRAWRAEICOVWTIE, tah@ifzrvryv) v 7%
TV, BERADFGHELGEICORIT 72,

R

1997 4 4 H~ 2014 4E 4 H ORI EER KA Lk
vy —ALE - —BAE (AR &) THIR ARG
WL, JRIEHEE IR SNBSS0 R R o
109 Bl &5t g & U7z, FRE R BB <2 38 055 1k K 48
70— VIRICEDE L 72 KRR B L 72,
ik
ERERIRIEZMIEE @ SRk 5, BWRHERG, ER, KM
FEOEAL, MARFrwE, MERENER, PR (BROA

[FREVE 2 38 R IGHE O 86121, FRR = A3 4T L 72
WS, W CHAIIEES SR E WIRE DA Z M4 &
L7z, BEARN - MEE O KRB % &8 B & 5 7 i
Mo, WRIT L ATV AIBEZEHT HH, HHVIE
WETRNERTAA F I 4 P83 2 HH IO W TG
L7z, LR MR R B Ha R B 55 S U D &
AL B T TNM A S8 7 RS e - 72, £ 72, taE]
NEAFIHA T4 2 TRIBEN T2 MSI-HZ & 9 #l
A TH S, TEENY > 7 ERkIEH (tumor infiltrating
lympoheytes, PLFTIL & BEEE), KGR - FI 85 A T 5 Bk
434t (mucinous/signet-ring cell differentiation), 2 @ — »
Y ¥ BRI (Crohn’s -like lymphocytic reaction, DL
CRA & W4RL), H & OBERRIIEIC DV TId, B A TS
ERSNIZEEOANT ¥ v - 24 Y Vb O K
2B T, Alexander & D IHE - THHAM L 7-.

REEBILEERE: KB FRmE T 7 4 Qi
7wy 7 &AM L, hMLHI, hMSH2, hMSH6 B X O°
hPMS2 7332 — K95 4 DOMMR ¥ ¥ 287 O3 % Hik
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WX AIHCIZ X DT L7z, A=) VREE S W KEhE
MragtnNsg 7o vaM7Tay 7% 4umiZHEY L, 25
A NI 2D AT 727, 60°C T 24 WERszlR S €72,
FLLTIS MBS T 74 2L, 100%T8 7 —)b
D OBRBICE Y ¥ L B, 7 YNy 77— (pH
6.0) I2&£ D 105T 10 /M4 — b7 L— 70 LIEMED
I b 24T o 72, S SICHEMENRIVE F ¥ 5 — BIEMERE
D7D BEBALKEMA ¥ 7 —VEHNT, KT 15 51
AV Fax—1bL7ME% —RIMKE S E72. £MMR
HZFHEAICH T 5 —kbifk e LT, HLhMLHI Hifk
(G168-15, BD Pharmingen#l, San Diego CA, USA), T
hMSH2 #ifk (FE11, Calbiochem#t, LaJolla CA, USA),
PLhMSH6 Ptk (44/MSH6, BD Pharmingenft, San Diego
CA, USA), ¥ihPMS2 i1k (Al6-4, BD Pharmingentt;,
San Diego CA, USA) % Zh £ 50 f5, 50 £, 100 £,
50 512 A B L T w720 ¥ {1 1%, DAKO Envision
(Agilent Technologies Dako, Glostrup, Denmark) % fii Ji
L, diaminobenzidine (SIGMA %k, St.Louis MO,USA) T
S X472, hematoxyline TGt 2 17 - 72, JHBHOIEH
IR BT B Gtttk % internal control & L C R HEHD
DY % M L, TR 8% CYtbath, B R
B X O R AIE TRttt O & & Getaf R Btk &
L7

MSI#&ZE : IHC TV N ADMMR ¥ > 237 ¢ [ Rk | i
R E e84, B OMSURAE %17 - 72, JES dG
B L UBBEEFRESO T 7 0 yaiTay 7 XD
DNAZMH L, WEINEAFHTA FI4 v THESH
TWwb 5250~ —%—, BAT25, BAT26 (mononucleotide
repeat) 72 5 UNIZ D5S346, D17S250, D2S123 (dinucleotide
repeat) %, TaKaRa Taq HS% Jf] \» 7z polymerase chain
reaction (PCR) # CTHiJE L 7. DNAY — 7 = v % —
BECKMAN GeXP (Beckman Coulter, Inc, Indianapolis IN)
THWTT7 77 XY MEN 247, IR #LER T EDNA
& JE 55 MLt HH K DNA 0 & SHI8 0 P 0 3 v % L L 7z,
IEH LR & IES AR COPCREW O 4 X038 7% Y54
XA 7Y T4 MPAREEREEEL, 5 o0 =0 —
2 DL RO~ — 5 — Tk DA % high frequency MSI
(LUF, MSI-HERSEE) & L, Wihh O Lo mtkoda
% low frequency MSI (BL'F, MSI-L & B55E), €nbistz
microsatellite stable (MSS & W57t & L7z,

XFL—2a @ MLHL ¥ 287 ORK%BD DY
&, EEEHS % 0% EEt 8T 7 4 VAR S
DNA % filii L, Combined Bisulfite Restriction Analysis
(COBRA#) " % I\ CMLHI #1070 E— % — i
DAF V=V a Vel o7z, 8574 VYR XD
i L 72DNA % EpiTect Bisulfite Kits (QIAGEN) % v
Bisulfite LB L 721%, X F )V{LDNA & JE X F V{LDNA |2
DT 54 < —%HWCTPCRETHIEL, #W %GR
3% (Rsal) CULEL L 721% 3% 7 /7' 10 — A7 )V CEAKE) %
TV RAF LD D %8 %17 - 7. Positive control 12 1%

SW48 Mz F 7z, JEEFEL T AF L — 3 YEth e f
SN IR TR TO A F L — v 3 YT d
FARICAT - 72.

BRPHRE £ 7mL % v, KHEIMERA S DNA
I L7z, SR o R EFE L TR T 5 EIZT O
=7y NERDRAAT &4 OBIETIHERN R T I 4
~—% vy, PCR-direct sequenceiE CHKBEIZTDIY Y v
IR LNy Y y— 4 v ba BRI o AR
ZRENT L7z, METHNERPREO N o YA
13 Multiplex ligation-dependent probe amplification ( Ll F,
MLPA#: & W&t ) ¥ C U BIE T OILH 2RI B %
BMFE L7z P, MSH2 #AZTICEEHFFE S i w
B2, MSH2 A& & ff €& TEPCAMBIZF 12D W
THMLPAE TN L 72, I TER (ZREEL) ©
ALK 13 den Dunnen & VO WA IZHE VY, HER DR
FEAE,  FEIB AL A & 2 M 45 7 & (International Society
for Gastrointestinal Hereditary Tumors :InSiGHT) (http://
insight-group.org) M 7 — ¥ N— Z & % & Thompson &
OHEESHEIC, Class 5 IZHHEIN TS b DEIHNE
HElz.

T ¢ AT R YL (FEPH) CREEL L 7. 2 REM o
2 H @ g 1d Mann-Whitney #2 %€, Ht 2 o [ #% 13 Fisher
RS TIT o 720 B 3 0 5 14 Kaplan-Meier
HCIT», AEFHHE O BE 1 logrank test TfT - 72, &2 TO
ST A IRMT 1Z Statflex version 6.4 (7 —F v 7 (Fk), KIK)
TiTo72. P<0.05 Z#EHAICHEE L7

B R

BELTE  ERIIPILE 42 5% (24-49 %), Bk 46 B,
L3I BITH o7z EEEOIMMITAMWER (BB,
EATHRENG, BERATRENG) 31 B, ZEBUAENG CFATHRE RS, SR
B5) 29 B, W5 49 B TdH o 72 MK P LR AE 68
B (62.4%), F LR 27 B (24.8%), E5LIRNE 14
B (12.8%) DNAT & - 7z. A9 W] 1% stage 0; 7 1
(6.4 %), stage I; 7 Bl (6.4 %), stage II; 25 f (22.9 %),
stage IIT; 3461 (31.2%), stage IV; 3661 (33.0%) TH - 7-.
LEINRE AT HA FT A4 T 5N TWwWBMSI-H%E
RS B RLKR R R TIE, TILE M 17 61 (15.6 %),
CRA48 1 (44%), iz - ENSEAIRLRE L 1361 (11.9%),
RhRERggH 22 B (202%) TH o7z, WA T A AT VT L3
R THIOER 1 HILREDSNLh o7z BEIRERSY
HARITA AT AHEBHZ 1HE ;30 61 (27.5%),
23HH ;70 41 (64.2%), 3 IHH 96 (83%) T4 HHLL
i 72 L72EBNE RO S e h o 72 (Table 1).

GELE 10 B (9.2%) IR LD 1 HEHOMMRY »-
A4 B, MSH2/MSH6 % > 7% 7 O K % % 4 5], MSH6
7 U8y BIRODRIHT 2 BT, PMS2 ¥ 8y o HR D
BNE 7 Ao 72,

MSI#ZE : IHCTMMR % v X7 B ORI % B D 72
10 B 4 B \IZMSIH A % 17\, MSI-H#% 9 §1 (2 38 o,
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MLHI/PMS2 % ¥ /82 ORFK% B 72 4 Bl 1 BIHIMSS
EHEENT. MSI-LiZ 1 BIb RO %h o 7.
AFL—2 a3 @i MLHI/PMS2 ¥ ¥ S 7 IR k%
B, MSIMEAETMSI-HTH - 72 3 Bl L, MEE A
DOMLH1 #EIEFAFL— 3 Uiz Raz25, 1 BT
I3 DNA @ quality 258 <, AT T & ed o7z, Ao 2 Filp
1 BITIE, AFL—2aryBlEThHo7 KOO 1HIT
AF V=2 a vl Thorzizn, EWKRERED X F
L—Ya vz tiokblh, AFL—va VBT
Hot.

BIZZAEE  MLHI/PMS2 % ¥ /87 O K2 H>MSI-H
T, WEHROMLH] BIETF X FL— 3 YtEhoIEH
Mk CTAF L= a vBEETH-72 1 B (bbb MLHI
# 15T @ germline epimutation 235 2 1T, ML L XL
TOMLHI BIEFO 70 E— & — IO R4 2 F VALAHS
RIEEING) ZBR IOWDH B, MLHI BIRT O
Bebh b 3 BI4pl, MSH2 (& % \WIXEPCAM) i&fx 75
EAEEDLNL 4 B 1 Fl, B X UOMSH6 5T RE D
b s 2 FlOAF 6 Fl CHRENBREIfTbI R
R OGRS MLH] BT RE 235 b N 5 HIMSS T
Ho7z 1 BITIE, HPERIIED N o720, BEA
DI AL AERENED SNz Mo 2 filE b PCR-direct
sequenceid:;, MLPA: & & IZMLHI EIET\HRNZEN % [H

ETERMP o7 MSH2 (7212 EPCAM) 38A%1- 58 hi%t
b7z 1 BITIE, PCR-direct sequenced: TlIMSH?2 #{nT
ICHHE 2D T h o 72720, MSH2/EPCAM &1z 24
HMLPAZE#BM L7z E 25, EPCAMBA T 37 Kikic
S % exon9 DKIEE B 72, MSHE =T A 5D
7z 2 flCix, PCR-direct sequenced: T\ 3 11 3 Class 5
DIFMERZED 2, THCH S EiETFSZHETH 70—
F ¥ — % (Fig. 1) 12, THCTMMR ¥ ¥ /3 7 12K 2k % 38
72 10 FlONFR % Table 2 12”7,

LS /suspected LS & non-LSEED LB

BIZFNRAETLSOMEZ Ao 3 6, &
ZH IR II AT STV WASMSH2/MSHG 7 ¥ /787
RIEOMSI-HT, 3 Blo&7RE 6 #i% LS/suspected LSHE,
MMR % ¥ 87 DRIEHRBDh o729 plE, #EicT R
MO ¥ FIREBEHERIGE SN bcase 1, 2 2z 72
& FF 101 B2 non-LSHEEE LT, 2 B RGP B2 10 7%
W7 & UM% LB L7, 2B, ) Y FIEREROD
W ASASHESE 7 case 3, 4 IZIHNTH S RAE L 72,

LS/suspected LS# (n=6) (&non-LSFIZLLRT, HiEIC
30 AT (P<0.05) 3 X O M 38IE (P<0.01), (&S
NERFTHA NT 4 BPEEE 3 HE DL (P<0.01),
o ElE (P=0.03), TILOHIE (P<0.05)2 84 - 72,
P, wH, SEIRE AT A KT 4 2B 5 MSI-H AR

Table 1. Clinicopathological factors in colorectal cancer patients aged 50 years or younger

Factors
Age 42 years (range, 24-49 years)
Gender

Male 46

Female 63
Location

Right colon 31

Left colon 29

Rectum 49
Histological differentiation

Well-differentiated 27

Moderately differentiated 68

Poorly differentiated 14
TNM Stage *

0 7

I 7

II 25

III 34

I\ 36
Tumor infiltrating lymphcytes (TIL) 17 (15.6%)
Crohn’s-like lymphocytic reaction (CRA) 48 (44%)
Mucinous/signet-ring differentiation pattern 13 (11.9%)
Medullary growth pattern 22 (20.2%)
The revised Amsterdam criteria 0 (0%)
Number of factors meeting the revised Bethesda guidelines (rBG)

1 30

2 70

3 9
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IHC analysis ( n=109)

— ——
| Absent MLHI+PMS2 (n=4) | Normal IHC (n=99 ) | | Absent MLH2+MSH6 (n=4) | Absent MSH6 (n=2) |

MSI-H (n=3)

methylation analysis (n=3)

I Negative (n=1) | | Positive (n=1) || Negative (n=1) | Impossible (n=1)

Direct sequence (n=1) Direct sequence (n=2) Direct sequence (n=1) No gen?tic;;nalysis Direct sequence (n=2)
n= >

YR

MSS (n=1)

I T
Non Pathogenic Non mutation Non mutation Non Pathogenic
mutation (n=1) (n=1) (n=1) mutation

MLPA
sequence (n=1)

MLPA
sequence (n=1)

MLPA
sequence (n=1)

Pathogenic

No mutation No mutation - mutation (n=2)
(n=1) (n=1) | EpCAM deletion (n=1) |
| non LS | ‘ sporadic MSI-H ‘ | Undetermined ( LS-like?) ‘ Suspected LS

Fig. 1. Flow chart of screening andt identification for LS by immunohistochemistry (IHC) first approach.

Table 2. Summary of clinicopathological factors and MMR expression, methylation, MSI and germline mutations in
young (< 50 years) colorectal cancer patients with deficient MMR or MSI-H

Case 02 i?s) Gender | Location |Stage g‘é}mg 2::; I;Sjtse?rf ?;[I-I;/(Illi MSI Methylation Germline mutation analysis
1 47 Female | Sigmoid | IIB 1 MLH1/PMS2 MSS Negative MLH]I: p.V384D
2 37 Female | Ascending | IVB 3 MLHI1/PMS2 MSI-H Positive Not performed
3 47 Female | Rectum | IIIC 1 MLH1/PMS2 MSI-H Negative No mutation (Direct sequence and MLPA)
4 41 Male |Ascending| IIA 3 MLH1/PMS2 MSI-H ;i‘;‘;zt:(’f No mutation (Direct sequence and MLPA)
5 42 Female | Cecum | ITA 2 MSH2/MSH6 MSI-H EpCAM deletion (MLPA)
6 24 Female | Transverse | IIIIC 2 MSH2/MSH6 MSI-H Not performed
7 34 Male |Transverse| IVB 2 MSH2/MSH6 MSI-H Not performed
8 37 Male |Transverse| IIIC 2 MSH2/MSH6 MSI-H Not performed
9 24 Female | Transverse| ITA 2 MSH6 MSI-H MSH6: ¢.3261dup C
10 47 Male | Sigmoid 0 2 MSH6 MSI-H MSHG: ¢.1806-1809del

THC: immunohistochemistry .

rBG: revised Bethesda Guidelines.

MMR: mismatch repair .

MSI: microsatelliate instability.

MLPA: Multiplex Ligation- dependent Probe Amplification.
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WE ORI R CR - ENERTIE AR 1B X TS CRA) 12 99 HA),158 # A (1.0-197 » A) T, BRSEEGFRIIZ 4

DV, MFERICHE BT 5N h - 72 (Table 3). 40%, 62% Td o 72h%, MREH O AAE NI =0 =
F 7z, &AW o kB T, LS/suspected LSHE & IO %o 72 (P=0.11) (Fig. 2)

non-LS# o A £7 i [ v Jefili (MST) 1346 4 9.0 » A (1.0-

Table 3. Comparision of clinicopathological factors between the LS/suspected LS group and the non-LS group

Clinicopathological factors LS /suspected LS non-LS  P-value
(n=6) (n=101)
Gender (Male vs. Female) 3/3 42/59 0.69
Age (<30 years vs. =30 years ) 2/4 5/96 <0.05
Number of factors filled rBG* ( <3 factors vs. 3 = factors) 3/3 5/96 <0.01
Location (Right colon / Left colon and Rectum) 5/1 25/76 <0.01
Stage ( <stage III <vs. =stage III) 3/3 35/65 0.66
Histological differentiation (Poorly differentiated vs. Others) 3/3 11/90 0.03
MSI-H histology (rBG)* 51 63/38 0.41
Mucinous/signet-ring differentiation pattern ( positive vs. negative ) 2/4 11/90 0.15
TIL**( positive vs. negative ) 3/3 14/87 <0.05
CRA™*( positive vs. negative ) 4/2 43/58 0.40
Medullary growth pattern ( positive vs. negative ) 2/4 20/81 0.60

*rBG: revised Bethesda Guidelines.
**TIL: Tumor infiltrating lymphcytes
***CRA: Crohn’s-like lymphocytic reaction

100
90
80
70 62%
< 60 “_“_‘—L..._h_l
8 L1l 1 1 1 11
<
T: 50 - Non-LS group (n=101)
= 40%
> ]
5 40
7 LS /LS suspected group (n=6)
30 -
20
10 - P=0. 11
0 20 40 60 80 100

Month after surgery

Fig. 2. Comparison of overall survival times between the LS/ LS suspected group and the non-LS group.
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Z %

MLH1 # > 827 LPMS2 ¥ ¥ 827, MSH2 ¥ v %%
EMSH6 % ¥ 87 135 2 A RE TR L CRRE L FH 5
% . MLHI % ¥ 327 13PMS2 % ¥ /% 7 DAL o> MLH3,
MSH2 % ¥ /327 ZMSH6 % > /37 PUHLOMSH3 ¥ > 8%
GELBHAKERRTAZIELTES Y. —J, PMS2
¥ VX7 IEMLH1 ¥ > 7827, MSH6 % 787 ZMSH2 ¥
R VPINCHEST 25 VI PHLERET, BAEST S
MFPLRZY VN IDPHFEHELBEVERREE Y, 5
EhaZeFrmonctns ®. Lza-> T, MLHI/PMS2
¥ X ORINEIMLHI] #1{5F, MSH2/MSH6 % > 7%7
DR IEMSH2 #AZ T (B B W IZEPCAM A% T o 3>
SO /RIB), MSH6 ¥ > 7327 O WK 9 1Z MSH6 Wz T,
PMS2 % ¥ /827 OBMK S TIEPMS?2 & nT DR IHE
Eha, ZoZEZFAML, MMR% » /82 OIHCIZX 5T
LSOA ) — = 7 %&4T) HiEASME ST &7z &
TIZ 4 FEOMMR Y ¥ 87 OV RIS B 2 PitkHs
BN, DOREOMEEOMTHEEITERL LTS
LEZOND. F72, EPCAMBER T EWIIRT 5Pk D
Fiss S, MSH2 BIET-REDEELND D IHINE RN E
ENLh o HEFICIBH S o2 H 5 %, SHOKET
EHERAEREN 22 7 & L TATh LT\ A MLHI, MSH2,
MSH6, PMS2 ® 4 i ®MMR ¥ > /8 7 124§ % fufie
Yett 247572, 72, MLHL % ¥ 87 ORFEBDHLS
YAoK & LCix, SReRRIIE A5 4 B3 & 3 e X
n, EEZEOGEMRER S L, MSI-HZ 55 e 3%
b O (B MEMSI-HARIERE) 253 5N T 575, 50 A
i D KIGFEZ BT 2 Depigenetic 2 BFEAEDL 50D
HECTELTWLIPRANTHL. 20X ) RIEEMLHI
BETOT7OE—7 —HBOBRNEAFL—2a D
1E3 2012, BRAFHEAZ T O VOOOE RN 28 5 A% i 12 X
LI IPMHENTEY, —HLSTIRBRWZAF L —
Y a VRBRAFEIGTERNILEALRELRNZ LN D,
LSt o EnTwd. AR MLH] #EizT D7
OE—% —fHBOAFL—3 g VN E LT, R
HEDOVED>THSHCOBRAL AR L7225, BRAF#{n
FEROMBM AT o7z, TOMIESHOMIIREE
L7zwv, L2 LAYS, BEICBWTMLHI EzFo7a
FE—F =IO TFL— 3 v EBEDI 1 H (case 2) 12
BWT, MLHI 85T O LML R Y2 2 o 1] 5e 4 % Bx
FRL72720 TR, EFEHRICB W T A FIUEE D %
MolzZ s, MR LLSOEKE LTHEHILDD
& B MLHI 315+ Depimutation "D EEME S HETH I &
NTET/.

MMR % ¥ 7827 OIHCIZ B 5 [ Gtttk | & MSIR A
KBS IMSI-H] 3ERIC—HTHrE0wbRTEY, &
EDOMETIZ 905 ~95.1% D —FR DL sh, 4§
WLSOBFERBET O 0% FEELLHDLLEINTVS
MLHI & MSH2 #InF AR TIEI—HENE DD THW

EEZLNTWA, 127201, MSH6 ¥ v 8 7 12k H
CLCTHMMAOMMR Y ¥ 87 Hbkie & #lise 3 5 WHEE 2 H
n, Z® X9 7% ¥l TNational Cancer Institute (NCI) /¥
ANV (YT VX7 LEF RO~ —%—& L TBAT2S,
BATT26 @ 2 fi¥i L » & A TW i) TIEMSI-H O H
12 46%~TT%ICEEE AT ENME IR TS PP L
WL, GRIRGE L7ZEFO 9 5 D case 9,10 @ 2
TIEMSI-HZR L7z FEF o WERNEbOTh W
LD, PMS2 BT EROYEIZIZIHC TPMS2 ¥ &~
NI DRI RE o720, A4 70% 754 VA%
EMEDMSIHE RS ZWIGEAP LIELIERO LN, 72
Lz Vv 2 —DPMS2 BT ORIGEZAS (founder
mutation) DFZTIE, PMS2 ¥ ¥ /827 @ 83.3% A IEFH I
Pt S, MSI-HIX 71.4% 1278072 . bAENCBIT %
PMS2 BIZFICERZ /T HLS O MICOVWTIZIZE A
EHshTwiw, SO T, PMS2 B TER%E
AR X BIEBNIIEAE L 2 2o 7.

MLHI/PMS2 ¥ 7327 DR K% 872 1 Bl (case 1) T
1, TEBHIMSS 2D, MLHI BT ER % RO R 720,
MLHI B{ZF DR (p.V384D ) # il 7-. ZD#MIE+%
HZLSOERIZZ SR WVWI EIZED TTL WA, A
WD) AT EZWIMSELWEMENHL I LA, bhivbh
DR V=T 2 G HHEBOWR IV —Th oM sh
TWw2 7% MMRY R L 22 8B e LT, —
BRNCIEEH WALy T a7, Bt OFARY 2 [,
PR LT ALY b =T ORE EREZ SNLED,
Z DIEBITIEIMLHI/PMS2 ¥ ¥ 87 3geta fath CTd 5 —
75, MSH2/MSH6 O ¥:tathid RIFCTH ), HOBEHITA
B Tdhb. =B, MLHI/PMS2 ¥ ¥ /% 7 k25> MSI-H
D 3 B, FEEMEMSI-H KB 5 b 7z 1 Bl (case 2) %
B <, 2 Bl (case 3,4) TIEZMLHI T EREIGHED SN
Mo lzds, FOMPUIEEICAIT ) LEDH S, case 4 T
I L7Z2DNADHILIZE D X FL—3 a VRNTASTE
o 2hS, BEEMEMSI-H O] gEEAsH 5. —F, case 3
TIEMSI-HAD XA F L —3 g VT, bAEDOLS A2
V== U AR E SN BRI EE RN R 7 AEE T
AAFIVE KM V272 LT wBE I ERS, B LALS
OWEEEZRIET 5L L E A2 5. BHERTIE, WHERRY
SRR AR T ORGSR E O R D B L CIRHIPH 2 R 2k
S BRI 5 MLPAEIZ X BT b 1T - 7298, R4
ZRIETE Do BIRIICLS 25N SRR D 10 ~
15% 12 MMR BE 8 £z 1 0 AR e i R 51 48 B AT 58 © &
v, E4E, MSI-HZ RS b OO, MMR T O A 5l
W RHNE R & BV IZ T O — & — O E A F VL% D
WK B F 12D WT, “Lynch-like syndrome™” & % \»
13 ”Lynch syndrome-like”*" DIFHAFIB X TW5E. Zh
LOEKE LT, MLHI 3 %\ Z MSH?2 & (=T Ok
BRNERIZEEENTWS Y. ZOEKROLEEIZ S H
2% 5 TWARWAS, MUTYHEER Y R— 3 2 P o R K@
{57 TdH B MUTYHEEZTOW 7 ) VO A Gl R 5128 52
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BWARAT) S LA TEIL, BEARNIHT 58 % B
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26, LSTHRWVWEEZOLNLDOHN 2 HITH 7. MSIH
HTHCOM R Z WHEWICHRET LI L IHEEL DR
%75, MLHI/PMS2 % ¥ 8 7 REBICBIT B A F L —
¥oa VRN R, A AT T A o T2 BRAF Az 125 SR AT
X, FOHEOKEH, S 50 mARMOKRKBIEICBWTIX
FRIEECEELRBERIF 22T EERD L. Lo
T, HLF TS0 REMOREIEA I RICLBEGTIE
H DN, MMRY 87 OREBEDINE, XA F L —
¥ a VIENTR BRAF AR T-NT 2 406 L C, EHEEREN
MAIZHE T & & 1x T L A cost-effective T 5 W] GE1H: 25
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N7 RKEE 38 Bl (19.1%) THD, 09 H 22 FllCEz
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B % \VITHFEVEMSI-H R %2 Pl 3 5 1T, otk
BOT L & 0 & - BRRERES AR R TH 5%, W5
FEB & 50 M IRE L 72354 C b 0k & AR D RS Hn8
BoNHEERENEEZONS.

LS (HNPCC) O KHa 1k B I8 T KB [l _F A5 R
CEDVRRBEINTVE., ZoHBOOEDE L TLS
(HNPCC) TIFH#EAT L7z A T — YV DI N & & 2515
55 Y WwWFhICLTY, AF—V 2~y F LR
BwTistagel, I, THIEWTIZLS DR ALEHRH
AEICEHWIEDBEHRIATHE Y. LEALEAES6INRS
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