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[ Abstract]
tility preservation in endometrial cancer has gradually emerged.This article summarizes relevant studies on the

The value of molecular classification in the diagnosis and treatment decision-making for fer-

impact of molecular classification on the diagnosis and treatment of fertility preservation in endometrial cancer.lt
consolidates the evidence-based medical data regarding molecular classification detection methods and quality
control for fertility preservation treatment in endometrial cancer,indications for fertility preservation across differ-
ent molecular classifications , fertility preservation treatment protocols, prevention strategies after complete remis-
sion,and assisted reproductive treatment plans,leading to the development of this consensus.The aim is to pro-
mote the standardized implementation of molecular classification-based diagnosis and treatment for endometrial
cancer fertility preservation, continuously accumulate high-quality clinical evidence, and continuously improve

the efficacy of fertility preservation in endometrial cancer.
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TR o 24 K38 (24 80% ) , Hik o MMRd (£ 15% ) , PO-
LEmut 1 p53abn BiHIGIHAE 5%, 1M 76 P B9 4 AR P ax
PR3 T LB 53 5 R 50% \25% (10% FA 15% 2245 . — i
WFFEZEZEHT T 40 F 43 B 87 P9 B33 AR M A3 2 (en-
dometrial atypical hyperplasia, EAH) {5 & &% J& B9 820t 9 A
8 I [ B 1 BA 1 3L 363 49l EC A EAH #E . 20 70 B AY 40 Ai
150 . NSMP (78. 8%) , MMRd/MSI-H ( 12. 1%) , POLEmut
(5.8% ) Fl p53abn (3.3% ) ; 5 2= Z&fi# ( complete response, CR)
FHE K 2R . NSMP (78.4% F1 18.4% ) ,MMRd/MSI-H ( 48.8%
142.8%) , POLEmut ( 66.6% F1 14.3% ) il p53abn ( 50% Fl
33%) ;44> TR Z [AI7E CR % (P<0.001) FIE &R (P=0.
005) J5 HIAFAE 35 25 57, WG LR 4 /3 A i 7% , MMRd/MSI-H
B CR HAK T NSMP(P<0.001), HE AR EEH(P=0.01),
p53abn i CR ALK T NSMP(P=0.03) , POLEmut 5 Hfth
AL FEIRTT IR EI R R B RS, XS UE SR R,
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F & HIRATEE N BIE L S AR E RIT AL 500 b A T fE
T FREY AR T 1E N, 50 7 128 A5 A 15 40 18 R iE
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THA BB B IR T RS e A S e etk it A
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WSS 43 F- 43 B NS TP IR S PRt d , IR, 325 71 &
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JELH ALK p53 \MMR , %t POLE Btk H s 58 78 AT 1k 22
PRI, R TR 5 SR AN, 23 F 43 B 44 AP A — 2 22
St AR IR T B FIGO (2023 ) 433 /(1) 43 743
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WP (NGS) B4 43 F 445 (B POLE JE[H 2848 TP53 JL A
287 MSI$E43) , A Be MMR Fll p53 45 40 244k 2% (Immuno-
histochemistry , THC ) ¥l 25 S i 470028, SR R, B 5
A S F 2 T 43 25 00 8 P B SR LU W T
PELA AR T (87% vs 66% ,P<0.001) , R FEE M T
p53 THC K45 F1E 8 09 F 5 PR P A7EAE TPS3 SRR 7E
T TPS3 JERI AR A A THC S5 5119 458 Bl g i, 27
1 (27/458,5.9% ) p53 THC Fe BB A= BURZS . 7 2 1 MSI
RASF MMR THC &5 3 /9 263 4195 41 7, 13 ] (13/263, 4.
9% )THC £/~ 5 pMMR, THC 1 NGS i J3* i 1) 22 S 4E 75
W IE S (% B AR B DI REITAN U H EE 2, ik Y ProMisE 43
RIFTREIRISAEAE TP53 B[R 5848 i o fE J 38, RO 22 R R
T RURME B 1 MMRd 288075 N B AR 3, DA AT BB A7
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RRYWCRHFE NSRRI 5 F a0 2170, H
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ProMisE 4 F43 8 2 45 i T 257 B4R /N T 50 2 HE
1B NI R TR A AT, S5 R K MTE e A2 5
PIBRAR B B R AU 3 H45 R A—%, Kommoss 25" 718
FE P BYEF ARG bR A Z 040 o B A5 SR B A A —
oM (HERRIZR 0.91,k 0.88,95%CI:0.79~0.94) ,
2.2 FRASALER  REAS BT ELHER WIS W KU S TR
UG PR BfR A FL AT REPE T PN IR 4 T 43 TR A ) P R AR 2
Tl — g g A W AU A1 4 (FFPE ) #EAS . 4 SUBRAR B A 17 72
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S ER (PR & Ki67 (k48 b, MG 2020WHO 35 #E
G35 5E S, p53abn( ZEARFEAY ) Yuth 5E SN b I8 240 A% DR 12 5
PR ZR3E (>80% ) | Jifred 4 56 4= il 2 e sk (R AE A8 P X TR 5
LR B RS

2.5 NGS KT A T NGS FARK N F5
DA g A 2 62 S5 %) R T MR O DA LA BB A
SR MR SCHE A AL B AT A R R
i, BAMWEATE MR, BT NGS HEANE
Feh MR AE AR I PR AL A ™ 1 S0 3 % 0 19 2 50 2 PN Hh 4
H PCR I IERYH AR N B 45 J8IE ) NGS panel #E 17K

FEAR SR AR T B R B 5 SRR A R [ T B
RN RHE L FFPE FEAS T AL B AN, #2460 A 1 4E N FFPE
FEAHEA TR B 11 R A% IR R i S U 25 R R, R RREAR
i 9ed 0 A B SR B 20% ) L AR T e AR AE AT & 4R 5 A
s LR A R FE Y B IR AT B TRORD A M s
O ZH 2R A A

Jf PRSI i, — B ER A R MR BE = Sng/pL, K =
30ng, SCHE R B BE hvy it e A R IR S i T e BERV/ HLG
P . 2 (3 % >~ 100~ 300bp) , Q30 Bl L (5 HL IV =75% , I
JP TSR BE N R T SC R TSR (GRSl 400 ~ 1000X) ,
2 — MR =90%
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HEAT T 5 N RS T 43 28 it FH 1) (%) A DG 35 R A7 05, (N POLE
TR ST Tl 55 4 3o 4t B X 3, TP53 FE N 440 8 1+ X M UTR
X, SRR T R R E A DG ) AR T DI
FaWT JRYT TS Bst A6 B AE OG0 FE A BE R (40 PTEN
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POLD1 NTRK %) . T Ut B R , BR I WAtk F e i
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BRCA1/2 .POLD1 #l POLE S53E R R 2 P/LP ( B0/ P HEEL
95 ) A8 S B 8 N [ B B0 - P9 IR 19 ko KL, B
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AL BN LS UG Tk AL A
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2419345 ((Association for Molecular Pathology , AMP ) /3 [E| Ilfi PR
M9Ri 2% 25 ( American Society of Clinical Oncology , ASCO) /3¢ &
SR PR R 345 (College of American Pathologists , CAP ) Bk & 1l
S P (AR 200 6 725 S AR 14 i R DU O B 7 T B PR 12 8 LT
7 U RIEIE S T a, [ b E K LK NCCN/ES-
MO/ACOG 5548 R T 87 I 380 A% Pk 57 P9 e XU SE 1) 5 a0
S AT AR AN ARG I MLH1 J3 87 X F 54k DL BA A A8 575
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TFor BB RO AH DGR AR L, (R R AR 5% AMP/AS-
CO/CAP/ESOM/ OncoKB SFHLAE (Y 3 T 48 5 4 R A2, IR &R
AR S 5 55 2 % ( American College of Medical Genetics and
Genomics, ACMG) FLI| , & R4 AT (i F ACMG AR 152
5 S S IR IS B4 3E AMP/ASCO/CAP 4325 R G552 i AL
RN R, T AEREMKIR DTN E XA (variant of
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() FREIZWA T8 N IEREE G, T2 R IR, JF 2%
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BITAERIE; (5) A ZUR B A B B, R B MG R =45,
(6) A AR E , BEFiE B2 U 01 TR FIBH 17

FEAE LG5 P SO L 8 15 L UE AR HE AL B TR T,
N T8 557 R B 43 BRARAE , RRE ORI R IE | 2R RAIE
FARR PR B IRYT T 2, X F HlS A0 X 247 19 POLEmut |
MMRd NSMP (fIkf&: 2 20 ) | ] 25 R4t B8 A B )RR IG YT s 0 F
)5 2 1) NSMP ( = /G280 ) Fil p53abn 2880 RHI T
A BUIREIRIT . R TMEA TR T P SR R (R E R
I7 =6 M A WAL RS s BURYT = 10 N AR A BT 2%
itk 5 LI 0 TR AT AT B s B S ) AN 2 A
FEHEAT AN, G5 2 T AT PR SE R T AN 17 1) 5 B 5
TR R ITETT A

BY S@MFEAATE 2 Bk DL L4 FHFR4E (40 POLEmut Al
p53abn, B, MMRd 1 p53abn) RN Z R0 AR JE
TEA WIEYE, W R [ i 7E#E POLEmut 3; MMRd F14k %
p53abn, TP53 HE KIAS S AN hy 4 40 R SR 2l W2 AL, R B (1R AT
RESR RREEE 1, 1A & A B 1, X 43 T R AL R
HHUR 5 POLEmut 8 MMRd AH{EL, 7 8% 4325 5 POLEmut 2§,
MMRd 53 %1, 1715 A B 4% 5326 4 p53abn,, [A] i 77 £ POLEmut
A1 MMRd BB 8 23236 0 POLEmut, I B AT AR A 5 5 1F
i
3.1 NSMP R B R NSMP U i Ul i 43 730 2 |
o E B B 50% 22475 FE/NT 40 B AR R &
P, NSMP 2 dw o Wopy W A, 5 7 N R s 1R
80% "7 AR AT IREIRYT B R WA NSMP #id
T E NS Y B SR ANTETE POLE 3R AF pS3 Fi
SABBCAS S B bE , (A 40 I F5 DRSS S0 5 /D | AR B
1%, MEBL R 2K (ER) FIA R K (PR) RIX KPR &,
NSMP J& 5 h 280 BL7E 7 T 2 T ok 5 2% 00— 208, AR
TEALF K, KZ 8RR # A F FIGO A Ay 1 1
(85%) 4% R G1 8k G2 (HhA7F7E s a2 ER PAYE %
K HLEE A LICAM B 4 36 35 J2 13 S e ) R R 73
JaR &R, Mok, B CTNNBL FE IR 9878 1) NSMP Jifig , S5 1%
G330 ARG 8 PRI A Y B2 e KU S A 2
3.1.1 NSMP BB A F DIRETR YT G NOEFI 25 2 iE 35 6
E . NSMP 8% ER(+) 78 WK "1 1T BB AL B DIRE IR TT,
ARV R S8 L R R AR B IR T AR AR I
A8 ZAIE  NSMP 2881 ER (-) | /8 S0 F 5 P9 B g sl A P R AR
T L1CAM 3K B 45 5 0 B 2 00 7 g Dy S8 (v B A
M) AR KR m e N &R N R UG T AR B 4 & UIseih
igh

NSMP g ER(-) BE kKB M &SGR R, —Txt
PORTEC-3 3055 A K faf 2% MST A HiF B 1 I R BA 371 3t 648 14
TG PR R BRI SR 7E NSMP B9 16 F 5 AR
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S ER PHA: 558 R AR [ ARk 5748 56 (HR = 0.33,95%CI
0.15~0.75) , NSMP (ER-) W IEJ8 1 J5 5 p53abn 426
A1 LICAM S — Xt 240 i % A0 286 2 0 T 10 5
M, LICAM FAHE(>10% L1ICAM P f8) 323552 F 5 N B R
TR AL AL 5 B (9l ST e BRI, — TR 52 FIl ) PORTEC-1
F1PORTEC-2 I8 BASITAL T LICAM ZR7E R -E a1
B T KU B AN, 25 3 R, LICAM [
PRIk S RS TE A (HR=5.1,95%CI:3.1~8.7) , i %%
J 58 AT 1), 26 35 Bt 1o (> 50% FHPE ) 34 3 Ak 5 % XU % w5
(HR=5.3,95%CI:2.7~10.4) , 2K & Cox 73 #7178 , LICAM
KRR (HR=3.5,95%CI:1.92~6.30) F1 OS( HR=2.
1,95%CI:1.41~2.98) Fy Ak S R 217718 NSMP 2Kl
A —ZRRRR A PN 5L, O R B R AR, R IR TR
HR BRI, 22 WL SN RE | {E A, U T BA T8 R R B | B
HLTRR O R, IREIE A5 1b R AF i P R ,
PEA AR R AR SR IR B IR KHR 3 o B AR A7 4E KRAS
GEAR N G R 2R B S R R R A e B | L il
B, RN EIRIT .
3.1.2 NSMP BUREEEFIIREIRIF R NSMP BRITFH I
PR B AE B UIRRIRIT R S B R T 52, BRI P %
il ( megestrol acetate, MA ) ™™ Fil i /i H! ¥2 2% il ( medroxypro-
gesterone acetate, MPA) ' J& 5 3 FH (0 B A2 B R L AR SR
TERRIEZE TR S N5 B 2R 45 (levonorgestrel intrauterine system,
LNG-TUS) o FH 25 th B i g e 42 6 . MA W0 R 70
160 ~320mg/d; MPA ] 1A 7 & 24 400 ~ 600mg/d , ¥ % 4L 1
IR, 1897 52 2B T0% ~80% , 355 5| 524> B2 fift i) v o2 i i)
H6~9F , ATARYEATT SR AE K 2y st ], — R T 1
ARl ER(+) NSMP 288757 P RSS9 o M 384 3% 40 i
PEME , B GnRH-a B6A SR s HT MES 28 7 B 2 200
BT R IRIT SN GnRH-a & 28d 1 3K, i mk2.5mg po
qd. Dagher % BT 4 45 T — T} 20 14 % 44 84 A4 & 2
REIRYT B4R 4% N LR JR 35 IO F T, ZE % BB, NSMP [l
ZRIRTT B R D cfE , 63% B R AE A8 T 56 % fj ., —I
A 77 GBI H S NSMP 1) F 5 R 9T b, s e
J7 8RR 30% 8 42% BT T FEiAR ",
FE NN M FEIET R R AT LS RAR, B
SR B A TR BRIEE TS SRR YT i Rk, (A AR 7R
XA 6 PR 2 10 £ T R I DA IR0 T A T RS P LR A
iR E X PTEN 2275 ( PTENmut-Clin ) /2 {4 88 4= & oh fig
BITE A R Ml B R, — TR 5 40 F 4 B LU I
PTEN KRAS FI PIK3CA EH 5828 %} 135 B3z R B AEFH T
AEIAYT 1Y EEC A1 EAH BRI B8 ,86.7% (117/
135) S NSMP 25%1 14 1 (10.4% ) & MMRd Z$% 1 i (0.
7%) 4 POLEmut EAH,3 1] (2.2%) 4 p53abn EEC, NSMP FI
MMRd B FTE 16 J& 32 JEF 48 JENTH CR ZBAHML, #EAHE
PTENmut-Clin % 58 78 32 J& Bf 19 2R CR AL T JC PTEN-
mut-Clin {583 (22/47,46.8% vs 50/74,67.6% ; P = 0.023;
OR=0.422,95%CI:0.199~0.896) . PTENmut-Clin 42 32 J& it



BRI = RE R 2025 45 7 H A5 34 55 7] Prog Obstet Gynecol , Jul.2025, Vol. 34, No. 7

CR BRIl T fE e I 2 (HR = 0.535395%CI:0.324 ~ 0.885 ; P
=0.015) , CTNNB1 5M5.F 3 A RATHIAETF AR P AT
B PR 2 R AU 8 T G S 6 DR 2R LR P- AN 5 i 1K 165 461
TS 7 A P BB R 8 R A (B AT A . — T 5
SR MD Anderson J8AE H.0> T P9 253 #liEF T CTVNNB1
exon 3 ¥, K I 45 B (18% ) FF1E CTNNB1 5% , ARSEHI%
IR 56 B IEIT 3, CTNNB1 5875 R 51 T 58 % A6 72 )
(recurrence free survival ,RFS) (HFAEHI vs SRAFAY . 11.3 4F vs
8.14F,P=0.65), ™ fa 2] (R L2 Fi /8¢ LVSI)  CT-
NNB1 2875 0 T4 Bhify 7y # 52 & it () 558 (1.6 4F) .CTNNB1
575 HATHEBhIAYY 3 B K WHE R 4.0 4F T CTNNB1 ¥ A= 7
B/ TCEHIRYT # 2 KA R 400 8.5 4R 7.2 4F (T Al L
i P=0.01),

3.1.3 NSMP L& ARt PTEN MR AR
Cowden ZEAAE &I 28100, Rt , b i g 28 23 4 -4 T %
BAFAERTT R PTEN SOtk 2828 | o HLJ2 X6 58 28 {7 45
HELVHT Cowden L5 AF 58 A8 (57 53 W95 B L2047 18 A5 74 ¥
3.1.4 NSMP %5 4 52 fif J5 Y0 B &2 RN % By 26 B OR s
NSMP 2187 P R X A R IR T AH X URR S8 2 2R
KAZHE I LNG-TUS 5k MR 22 285 | 4 536 7 i &2
Ko REBFBEGIFHOD DI REREAT, 4 B2k BRI TR
V& IVF-ET, %55 75K e i O A7 i A B 8. 2 R IE 1)
S, T2 SR AR P I % of it e A2 HE B 48 = W B3R T
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