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Abstract

Colorectal cancer (CRC) is one of the common malignant tumors, and its incidence is increasing
year by year. The pathogenesis and pathogenesis of colorectal cancer are very complicated. The
microsatellite instability (MSI) caused by the abnormality of the mismatch repair system (MMR) is
closely related to the occurrence of colorectal cancer, which is the diagnosis and treatment of co-
lorectal cancer. Many ideas and methods are provided. Many of the diagnosis and treatment me-
thods of MSI-related colorectal cancer have been applied in clinical practice. In particular, the
screening of Lynch syndrome is very important for the early diagnosis and treatment of cancer of
patients and their relatives. This article will review the correlation between MSI and CRC and
precancerous lesions.
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1. 5|15

S5 E e 2 IR R G MR, RS BUSESL TR EE — KIR . WAACEA R E S, HOR =
WEEAF. SEHPEZ LTI EER, THEK, WK RRIEERS B ionR ci TR
SE AR T X 45 LM 8 (R SO R A GURISG e AT, 2018 SEAXERZIA 180 T3 IR A, H Ak
RELVER T 5 AL, EREPETE=A1]. WAIRPLE LoRE, Bk 7% LK APC, KRAS, TP53,
SMAD4 255 K RAZ e it iR i A2 4k, I R AR E MR — s WIIRIEAORE , SiE e 7>
TR LS EL R AR AE PR S5 EL i . HORVESS B 2015 75%, IBARTESS B vl ik 25%, Hrp, it
V45 B IR (CRO)SEEAE 5 BT 45 BRI (1) 2%~5%, T Lynch Z3-E1E 4% 1 45 B W (CRC) i
WOLHIE, AR 4 L 5 EE20N 3%

2. MSI RELZEHH

il TR (MS) /25 BX¥Y DNA EE P, oA TEAERAMRBFIERILX, 5F 1~6 M.
7t DNA &0l it , BEMNEESFEM TERNRA, & LIRS IR A A S . X
B AERIE F B DNA S5 2 (MMR) R Ge kG A2 1E, BT MMR J K] (1) 5248 58 F 640 51 A2 1K) MMR it
AR (AMMR) AT S EOEE R K BT R AL, FONM T E AR EEMSD.

DNA #4582 (MMR) &4+ ()& A 45 MLHI, PMS2, MSH2, MSH6, MLH3, MSH3, PMS1 flI
Exol 2%, 3 E/EMM MMR & A4 : MLHI, MSH2, MSH6 fll PMS2. 4% H M & Hl A R, &
Je, AT A MSH2 5 H 3 Ht /A MSH6 (8 MSH3)45 & il m — RIKE &Y, R51H %1/ DNA H 1)
FZAFBRESR G 1 0 — e #8211 MLHI 5 E AR PMS2 (8 PMS1 8t MLH3)JE 1) — AR 4E 55 31
MSH2 iCiEE &Y, BEfE, WMz PUR & B B0E MLHL BUAE 54, VIBREEECH DNA #ZH R
e, BTG ROFERE N IERH DNA 741, e i 2].
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ME F

HPUFPE A J(MLHL. PMS2. MSH2 8 MSH6)F 1 —Fh i ThiEe, T MMR RGTIREE R, 4k EL
{F I R T R A RAT R, I8 A8 F4FE 530 T IMMR/MSI R A [3].

3. MSI 54 B &K Lynch Z&EHIHE X

BOR MRS B 1) 70 1 ROW B e B PE ), 2R S5 TR, BOAE M2 APC B
RAZT 3B — RN BUSE LR [4]. BhAL, 4 15%MBUR 25 B e AR R AR E , Hidr, 80%~90%
sEH MLHL B:P5JE 3l B R TS i BR R IE 512, B—ME CpG B H AL R B XL R
(CIMP+) [5].

AL VRS B P — IR RINEEAMERIE N, EZAHE: Lynch £ E(LS) AL LL B AR 25 G 1iE «
S R 1 SRR (FAP), MUTYH #H 2V B A9, Peutz-Jeghers 45 A1iE, 75 /0 4 LA Al Cowden/PTEN
BRI LRSS . o, 5 MSI KR BN VIR Lynch 55 1E .

Lynch Zi&fEf2 T “MLHI, MSH2, MSH6 A1 PMS2” U/ DNA 48 & 8 R i — P2 ANk
AR DR R (IR ZR) FRARTIT P2 AR (1) o 240X b A% M 588 5 T 85 S 10 R R I BROAE MR R A R SR AB A S, 2 53K
DNA #5EEE RSk, TSR PR KA RAZ MR R, BIFTER “MEEATREE” [6].

Vincent [7] 5% H [l F 0 7L 7R : Lynch 5 G AEAR DRI T B AR08 1 45 B e I Fol R 9948 1, MLHL
i 45%. MSH2 5 45%. MSH6 ittt < 10%, 59k, 296 1%~3%H 8 N E R4k 73+ (EPCAM)
FEREZ . K2 LS HEIATHET MLH1, MSH2, PMS2 5% MSH6 %P0/ MMR F& [ 1 (IR R 24 & 5%
A5, FHo MLH1 fl MSH2 IR REFETEFTA [ LS 22748 5 LEZ)h 80%, 1 PMS2 Fil MSH6 HkF 7 LS
FITE A5 ) 10%~20% [8].

4. MSI 54 B FERIR T RIE XY

SHMRAI R AR IR —MELM Z DRI SRE, AR HZ R EIERINR, SEW
FETT AR LS. RGIR. BEROIRIA A RS . BEACER B 70%H) CRC K HBUR MR FAP
IR - EA, 30%K H HABRE, EEARE Lynch ZEAMEF 1) MMR K BREG . TCH 88 5 RmR AR
H11) BRAF 745 LK MUTYH FH G B R ZE A AE R 13 DI R 18 52 £ I (BER) BB (9] -

TEFTA 45 B M TR AR, 5 MSI R REE VIR TIRG . 45 BB w22 248 Lk
CAFE IR/ T 45 MO A RRAE B A% . 2019 kX WHO JH AL RGUIRIEHE SOIR AR 40 e 1) 392E 1 2 A (HP),
NArN: WOEAE AV B R (MVHP) R E TR f B3 24 14 B (GCHP); 2) o8 Uitk 42 (SSL); 3)
TeAE RV AL A e A8 42 (SSLD);s 4) LSV RIRRI(TSA); 5) #avitkiE, Kok, Hd, HP, G
Ho2 k4 i) MVHP ] gEs2 SSL HIRTHRAS; GCHPs F%:4% MVHPs AT e @y TSA.

L 30%045 B 2 H A IR SO @ I 51, BRIk B0 B B - Z9% [ BRAF Fil KRAS A5
FIBR[10]e (R ARLFREY, AHCHEREP) CpG By A RIE T HEA/EM . Hd, MLHI 3T CpG & H
Bl R 2 B ToF AR U R AR S R B DGR IR, BB A S B A I TSR AR U IR AR MLH
FEAE R S MLHI SREE T TE 3 B0 VR R A 5 B3 AR, ek e ik MST B P45 B

Lynch £ 41E 58 25 AH G iR 1) 5k R 26038 B A B %, B 7 MIMIR : PRI R 138 w] A7 He BE Rl (T : APC
CTNNBI Z5)f12A8, XFE S8 T Lynch 45 & 40F B 45 B R A 0 Fig R b 2 ke

Ahadova [111% N&45 T Lynch ZEA RS B K AEM =M Ti&E: 1) KE MMR SFEH MMR
B F Y BE 99 - (MMR-DCF)ifi ik CTNNBI FE [K AR WNT JE s, Bt AS BEE, o EER
TR 2) KA MMR BFE T MMR Gk EE RS & 7 AL (MMR-DCF)3k 3 APC R RAE, EIRERN
MMR SRR IR, Pk AL E e . 3) MMR Dhfg s 8 R IRIR 2050 kT w48 9 MMR i 7L e,
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AR NG B -

5 ERE =M FIREREA 2 Ma [12)55 ATE Lynch Z5AEAH 51— /NS 4 FE Ae o R 31
T MMR DjRe5e 8 . X v ey LS B AR SR B R v O — AN R AR RAS, LA MMR iERg
AT AEIEE ThAE, T APC SREFMRE SFEAME I RA, — B “Z)4TH” 1, 55— MMR
GALEER MR A RAR, R MMR #FE. FEik, fEX— 38, Ma S8 MMR SR 2 i e )
FHIE, 2 DBRIRE A Je B (1 L D R

Parag D. Dabir [13]55 NiEib Xt LS B8 R AT 20 M RGP, KIL T B8 /7 /E DNA &5
it A8 & BRI (AMMR) A P E A FUEEMSDIIfERIR E, 76 LS BASIH, J@id dMMR/MSI #5254 1A
JRE Rl Rl 69.5% 0 LS &3, (H H AT A B #fk LA T & Lynch ZR G E(LS) B & & 15 017,

5. MSI ¥ 753%

MST FIAE I 515 2 B S B AL BER(THC) . 5B A iHE S v 2 AR (PCR)AT AR FP & H R Tk

G H AU EVEHC): THC ZIE A 40 i A B e S B L IERIE, SRR MSTARZAS HEATHEM,
HAT 2585 MSI s B —8 IRR TAEHHECE M MLHI. MSH2. PMS2 F1 MSH6 S5Hi/A k174
Mo FISEAREDT R . 7EIEH bR 40 WREGHH . 8] 53 40 i S50 R 20 21 h S5 BHPE R = T, H 2 MMR
VUANER FE R A A (B a0 MMR &R EBIPERIE . 4P04 MMR & HBIBEERIER, w6
PEFEMSS); 4N MMR & RE—AREEE, ol HDREM P EARREMSI-L); 44 MMR
HATAH 282 AL RARBERE, A& 2 AR E MSI-H).

KA M (PCR): PCR &It 2 6 51 WA B4l syt TR B S AR ATd 48, JFxd 1E 5 4
5 R A b 1 45 S AT LR [ SR A T T HERE [ BAT-25. BAT-26 PN A% H IR br S AL
U D2S123. D5S346 Fll D17S250 =ML EAR MO s SR, HET 32 N FIbs A G R B
12 BAT-25. BAT-26. NR-21. NR24. NR22 5} NR27. UbrEMHI AR K EH, WE XN MSS; 4k
K < 40%H LEFFEYTEFHN, WE XN MSIL: S4rA > 40%HM P EREW S HE, W5E SCh
MSI-H.

HH7, Hspl10 T17E-ice-COLD-PCR Al 777272 i ¥ PCR AR — T HE Ktk . %78 7 5%
iR DNA EE P Hspl10T17 LUK —Fp 587 A JE R B AN LAN FHAFEREN[14]. S54EH HT17 (dniE
PCR ML, A0 AT 35 32 = MIST R () R 1

BT ZAEEENFFNGS)BOR AT 70 AW FRAR SRR I B0 Ak . RAE S ARVE TR L8054
En L R RE DRI PP At £L 28 7 B AT A B AL ) o b, DR A /NSO (B AR T B mT A 2 i 2 FE SN
DA EAE I R S B 32 B 2 PR . AHEE R, BTS2 U0 Ak 1) MST 23 7 SE0&E T IR SE ik, B AR
R SRR R ) g, L, SRR B S R AR A M A [15]. B — AR
ARIIA W3 A A5 E0 N 28 MIST g (1 i A B DR SO Bl 7RI RE, D MISTIRg i i A S 44t 15 i 7 2%

6. Lynch &R & EMRX M S EH R

Lynch ZE&1E S 4 b 44 A0 A R B R LS5 B (HNPCC), T E2 hiR RRAZ SRR, & —Ff
YO AR ER . Lynch 22 A 1E(LS) 45 B 6 A 5 B P DNA AETRE 5 (MMR) £ 45 f 22 (A ik
ff, HrPZ%Ch MLHI. MSH2. MSH6 1 PMS2 % DNA 451d 182 (MMR): R IE R 5845, MSH2 Al
MLH1 %1 H & 5 AR E R L R, ERA T EE MSH2 8 MLH1 Z2RHRAL 4 5 F 5L
MSH6 1 PMS2 IR 5E 5, SRifi, MSH6 5t PMS2 f1f 3 58454 H 53 MSH6 5% PMS2 [ H B 1%
K161 HHN, 294 3% LS & H T MSH2 _EJiF) EPCAM F£ K] 3/ i 40 2 T B2k S 50 MSH2 37 )5 5
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ME F

T ST BRAh, VA TCIER R IR R MSH2 #MET 540, BN LS BI5A—NERE[17]. X
SEHR R AR HE T 5 MMR & FACEREAG,  MTTINE 37 A A 4 i 98748 1) e A B 5 MMIR JE A (1) At T
B, WHATAE S, AT G IR e e XU 18]

AT 9)E VNN BTA 8 2D #R 2 PR IR A A 23 ) IR i A% o iR VR 45 B W 3% e
F AR O — NRARN SRR, AT KRR R R AR AR, AT H AR TS R R A
IHICR YRS B e B B0 ) R ARG MR . ST SU R B, Lynch ZREAEEE 5B R & FmiE, BE%
A4 CRC PAK B FFE R TEOESRE . /N W PRIE R Ao AR s i KU 24038 . A, CRC
(IR R R, BRI T 52%~82%; Bbh, LWHZIH 4%~12%MNEZ B 00 58 K 25%~60% 1R 8 75
WIEE[20]. Bk, T ## Lynch 85 1ES MSI BFIAHICHE, 15 Lynch ZE & AE 8L, MFHAT RIS T,
—EFERE T R e R A

LS MR & LA D T AW et . 50 1, SRIFHERA I 5005 52 0T DL MR 50 LS 1 XU A
H BT BCNRAT 48 B 715045 Amsterdam 1T ARAEFET J5 [ Bethesda 38F5: Amsterdam II FRAEXT LS 12
AT P B RS S 1 3 T A 22% 11 98%, T AE1T i F Bethesda $5 5F FH T 40N T DI 0 2H 2005 B A4 4IE,
LW REERER T 82%, MmtrFMEN 77% [21].

HAT, LS SOk & 2o e s s S Z R AT . (A2, BT 2EE RS & 5, T fask
ARG MR, HRAEM RO RE s, B, 7ESERR TAEH, 1 Je i H e AR I AS o2 2 B A
BATHID TR . AN MSS B, BEATREEMRALEAE, ALFATEEF N T E Lynch ZE61F; 24
FEAN MSI-L I, 28K HR 7> BB AN AT Re A MR AT LR G AE: UFEARHE Ny MSI-H I, B B M L& 1k
(T e tER m, FRdE— AT R A LR SR R A2 .

2K R ME MST M St 45 B 2 il T MLH1 J3 37 X 38k A3 iy, 5 HLIX 3B 40 B £k
6 BRAF (i 4 VOOOE)IRAZ, 117 Lynch £ & 1iE & E K 2 AR &I BRAF HI5RA2[22], A 1% MLH1
BRI LS B35 N BRAF 2K V60OE RAZ[23]. #T4FE3K, HT BRAF V60OE Hifk i, X BRAF V60OE
ARG U A AT T PR [ 24 ] 0 PRI, X6 MLHT 8 2k BB 5 30T MLHIL )5 31 286G I AT BRAF V60OE
G ALK AR LS 5 #CR M MSI-H 45 X /0 ok . AR mnd sl 5 (NGS R U A v o 8 B A 48 H :
MSI BT, H BRAF V600OE F1 MHL1 F Ak kil B 14 (1) i 3 & &30 4T NGS (A [25]

7. ARRE

58 LW 1R R SR R R AL BB R B 2 A T AR I R I — 538 1 AT TR &5 B s 1)
WiR, HAT, TR R ITE S B e s e, TR RRAS T DA S e v T OB, FR IR
TBIT, FERETII A TS

FAT, LS BRI 3 E RAKSEAL R IMIRIRE L, HRR T IRAIX L5, Bkl 2 M- (8 05
LW 45 B e 4T MMR/MST K I[26], X AR BT IERA T AN AL F AN EREE, L2
KOG 7 HET NBRGE A [27]), @ LS 38Uk mgoi iesg n] LLTRBE CRC.

WHIER M. DNA B ERIAAMMR)Z LS AHREUE M B S, Tk, X&) dMMR/MSI
KA Bh T LS I . 2 WA 722812 B dMMR/MSI F IR 76 LS (Wb B — e s, 1H42,
FT-IF 7 BB 5 /N HLR H AMMR/MST 009 R, IR SEHIF 50 i A TA AL iR

DRI, B 46 e B e S5 T AR 1 D RAS . BRAF SRR fIFRIAE L, FHREA1Z a1
FHORYE, MG Bh T LS BRI, 045 B i A AR AT R A 700, 300 T M 17 S iy 7 B SN {A

&E 3k
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