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Abstract

Early-stage endometrial cancer (EEC) accounts for over 70% of newly diagnosed cases, demonstrat-
ing a 5-year survival rate exceeding 95%. However, approximately 15% of patients still face recur-
rence or metastatic risks, with marked prognostic heterogeneity posing significant challenges for
clinical decision-making. This systematic review comprehensively analyzes multidimensional prog-
nostic determinants in EEC, encompassing clinicopathological parameters (FIGO staging, histologi-
cal subtypes, lymphovascular space invasion) and molecular biomarkers (TCGA classification, L1CAM
expression, hormone receptor status, HER2 /neu amplification, tumor mutational burden). We crit-
ically evaluate molecular-integrated stratification systems (ProMisE, TransPORTEC), highlighting
their clinical advantages and limitations. The review emphasizes the imperative for global multi-
center trials to validate multi-omics predictive models and advance standardized risk stratification
frameworks for clinical implementation.
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1. 3]

B P I (endometrial cancer, EC) /& A3k Lo VE 28 7S K8 DBV E R, 2022 S AR Bom [ 8 &
5 84,520 B, FET: 17,543 Bil[1]. 75%~80%[K) B FEFi LI N B WI(FIGO I-11 #) [2], REFRIEGERE,
R PR SE B A — A B ) R 5 il e AR S0RIT I T EUIBRR = ST /AT, (R R ]
REI N A Canibk EL K i BRI, TV T AS BN SRR T M. LRI 45 SO A AT 230 o A1
fE4 0y JZ R RYE . R385 T2 A =M PUE R R, 05 TCGA T B3], 7T &0 BT
(4N ProMisE [4]+ TransPORTEC [5]) PA A Hif i P4 s R 3038 (40 PORTEC-4a [6]« RAINBO [7])HPid it fe,
2023 4E FIGO #&H 4 Ibsite, BIGRRE R R L& 0 7o Mmoo W8], trds EC #ENKEHEEE 2
WX, SAFRATE T EEC MITIE ARG THRAE TR BB . 3 TR, ASCISIRNIRT 2 4 B TS bR £,
FFIHT 43 T2 A R U] U5 I PR o SR I8 4

2. R FEREENTEEER
2.1. Z£HIGKRIEEE

2.1.1. HAFRREHL

T W IEFE S (Endometrioid carcinoma) & EEC & i WIZHZA KA, 1 75%~80%, i RILNIKLI
(Gl 3 G2), FHIMNBRIgIZWI R, TUSHXTRE. JE7 5 AIEFENEEC) B IS R AR K &,
TG ZE[9].

2.1.2. B EKEEIFRIRE(LVSI)
Z U R FTRIEMN LVSI 2575 WEE S ERIR 2. Ayhan £ AT E R LVSI BHMEZ

Tk
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EEC HITG ML SR R 2R [10], 34— DU Fiks I8 3 9 BbrueidtAT 038 1) AAEE: G LVSL: 2)
kb FERPIR A BRI — ANk, 12 AR R AR 3) TRiE R 7EIPR A ER BLER
EBPEECZ IR LVSE 3 ki 22 K1), SHEFENZHRIKE LVSI 2B EREK, Lk TE
WUZIZIEFR a0, [RINH 44 7 PORTEC #1 2 9 1 4, 73t 2 kM siurig v LVSI &2 EEC @R K
AL A% B Gl R 2 [ 1] Tortorella 8 ANAE IR 58 B 40 A EEAE EIEATHESL, B RikiEME LVSI 28
K (HR =5.88, p=0.001) A1z AL #F(HR = 10.6, p = 0.006) FI 37 M R K[ 12].
2.13. MERARE

DANE C %5 N\ AE— T [3] B A 5 o R I 5 UZ IR IE>50% 2 TE A B AR R 2%, a7 BRIz
RAFTR E<50% 1 T 5 2 3 A8 T>50% [ 137,

2.1.4. BERHIE
NCCN fREHAER >60 5, PNEMTE M EGHEZRZ —[14], A B R ER & EEC TG
) BB SERE RF[15]

3. P FHBENEREHR
3.1. B TCGA BRX: HAKSEETENHEIER

Bokhman — 643 4(1983)

FETIER WSS Bokhman T 1983 4F#&H “T BU(MEBEF KA ” 5 “I1 BEARMESE KLY 752K,
Horp 1 M2 7B N EREE(BEC), HRIUAZA(GI/G2), T AT, 11 RN 22 Atk « B W 4m
i g AR ZB MR R R AH 2R 228, H 2 N (G3), HFiS 4 %[16]. Bokhman — o0 BT T 7B N
LIRS HEIRTT 2 S8, AT B NBE ARG IRTT VI 34 E 1 Eal, (B HAIEE /R JoEk iR 2 i 1
MG IR - AT R (&2 EEC k), ARETEA R 1) 5 [ 17] [18].

3.2. TCGA BiZf: EFEAFEIHNSTHE(2013)

2013 4F TCGA #1373 9+ & P s B 25 1) 2 22 i, d BTGt @ A2 77 ] (progression-free sur-
vival, PFS)#& i U 4r2%: POLE # 24 M (POLE ultramutated) i L5 A F5 52 2 (micrsatellite-instability high,
MSI-H). &+ V1% (copy-number low, CN-L). =% U174 (copy-number high, CN-H) [3]. POLE #5451 |5
7%, F& POLE MIMIBHEAAETRAL, AL > 100/Mb, H T 4iEEFE, WAt MIEAR
FEM Y 28%, HAMERIN MMR Rikdhk, @R L& MLHL B3+ A8 E, 5l DNA
BHld PR RN, SEGEEARE, EURTHESE. K8 A G 39%, & RIVGEL
FE M PTEN/PIK3CA RAF, HAUS R TAFRIRMGH. w5 AR 26%, CUGEME AT, W
B TPS3 RAZ, HQEMEINEmEATRE, WETENRFRIERZ. TCGA 717 BUA BT 5 18
FE, MBI RME TR R, (HHFREHAT AR AN, &R R B AR RK )
I R AR, M DA 2 o
3.3. BIERSE: ProMisE #EEHIFEFE(2015)

TCGA 7 F o REARE S, HAGE S, WGARHET WA, EMEA E Talhouk 558 AH|H & AL G
POLE ZE& RISl T 2015 4F42 H 1 S NsE A (943 B 77— —ProMisE 3 84[4], HAZ G832 R AR BA HL
AREAL TCGA 7B 1), # MMR FHEE G2 AL 548 MST AL, PS3 S 240 B AR DGR, 1K
REEAR T 3 iA, 24 EC 7008 4 MIEAL: SERCIEE G R (AMMR, 48 XKD) . POLE KA RIGEAIK
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MR, SR

&), P53 BFARI(NSMP. {%fG) LA K P53 RASRY(P53 abn. 15/G). ProMisE ALK KRR T 70720 B Ak
K, NF o B IR A T BRI DTmk, (AR R MR, POLE MR Ak, [FIAH o2
P CTNNB1 4845 NSMP V41 (1) 57 )5 74

TCGA%» T4 Y ProMisE4} 143 %l

POLEﬁ‘Eﬁ ! ! POLEE?%B’E MMR 55 % /! !\MMRWQ

=~
~

#\ —) ﬁ\\_

POLE&% POLEMfAR — —
/ MSI high
g = %
/ 1645 T8 ~—_ E¥EIH ¢ X

Figure 1. TCGA molecular typing versus ProMisE molecular typing
1. TCGA 3 F 5 B5 ProMisE 53 F 5 Bxftl

3.4. 51F - IGRESEBAIHTRE(2016-2020s)

3.4.1. TransPORTEC 3!

2016 AR 243 B KA Stelloo 5454 ProMisE 4384, S54 431 948 AN PRI BE 24 KU DR 4 HY
TransPORTEC 73 8Y[5]. 3 A EE o —=4: Fils RIF4H: 457/ POLE RAHE, i LERE.
JG CTNNB1 %4, HIJE LVSI#; G554 M PEAFEE CTNNBl RAEH; HEARA:
i TP53 RAE, LICAM ik KT 10%, BifFE] 7z LVSI #.

3.4.2. RAINBO it%1(2023)
2023 4EE[H I PRIR 22 22 (ASCO)ESHE HH RAINBO ¥, BED 70 RS FTIRE D EIHTT Hik
X, DS BEC MSHEVRIT A/, HAIR A A7 B A A 3R UE [ 7]

35. #FEEHMAEERER 1)

TENBIE ST RNE RS HE - AH -ImRES” =B Lib&ﬂ”}}\ﬁﬁﬂjﬁﬂniﬂll’“
RISR I L. KRR, BEH AT RS ZHFRE IR, 27 oRamsse. MeesE e,
ZSHL “AEHELR Y 2.07 5.

Table 1. Evolutionary comparison of molecular subtypes

® 1. ST ORIRHIEER

SR b A Wi R
Bokhman 43 %1(1983) HAE WD X o R B W R
TCGA A FHME0I13)  AEFYLIF B TR SURRIT ke, ket
ProMisE H(2015) S + e TOOA IR R FOLE TATE, BRI
TransPORTEC BUBQO16)  Wirk - 4 Ptigrs o LU TRIETE g g e
RAINBO HUH(023) A FHRS AR SRR KA SR
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4. XEEPVIREY

Bror+ o 84N, ZOOCHEA Vb EWAETIN EEC AR5 E KT M E i B E g, Xuirdyn]
TERFor U B EEANTE . L1 4R B 57 (L1 cell adhesion molecule, L1CAM) HA 11 f5 FUIANEE 7] 9
JEREIE MR . 20T FiR Y] LICAM £ BC KA BASIRE TP I 7UR & X[19]-[22]. Dellinger %
KL LICAM I Rk n iz b4 B IR 14 i, HLRE 1R AR 0 e iR B AR 28 14 (23] (AR = e,
KOMMOSS H1BAiE it NSMP WA 50 2R H, LICAM BHE B F 1 5 R A RA LI EA AR BEK
FEATEAL[24]0 Joe 23t —HIIFIZ45 6, o LICAM i %ik5 NSMP WAL HB#E AER N EEEMH L
[25]. W42 521K (estrogen receptor/progesterone receptor, ER/PR)/E N4 8L il 5 fa by, HFRIABK SAR TG
HYIFHIK - Tomica S 1IESE ER/PR [ 1 £ 38 52 R I 1) 54 L S5 AR A7 S 4 9ok [ 26 ]« & I 72 U 427~ PTEN/ER/PR
PR IS e s EC B ) RIFME[27]. (A2t H ATt A DIRE R, KT HEEZMAS EC FljE KR
AT FE 3 B SRRGE AT, 0T W A HE G H I BB O A 58 3

TERFRRIR B R 7 TH, AR A KR F321K-2 (human epidermal growth factor receptor-2, HER-2)7E 3¢
TS R A A G, Abdel SO FE R HER-2 [R5 5 EEC B# E R BEHK[28]. ITHAJF
(I ARS8 A A IRAE R 40 B SR A2 BT I Rt b, 0 A T Z Bk SR PTIR YT 1 HER-2 PHVE R PR J 5 (1)
T R REE[29] [30]. AmEZn EC BFERIEIT ML T Hkng . MEAMMZPUR-67 (proliferating cell
nuclear antigen-67, Ki-67)1F 940 HA% 38 JE 45 £ 05 5 MR R bR AE 70U P00t — 5@ D3, [ i) 22 TR 7
F M Ki-67 HImEERIERE EC MMAL G N EK[31] [32], #aafminsatLils RN HEZE . Singh N ZHHF K
B p53 A AR AN TP53 B RASAALE = FE ) e — EhE, H S5 AR BUSHR[33], EAEAEA
W R pS3 FRARIRIE S EC REW TG MR [34]  AESVE R A2 , M8 2878 1 17 (tumor mutation burden,
TMB) A2 M8 1 4% o i R 1 21 G b X B JR IS i AR RAB I H S VRAN g B0 28 i 1k 1) 22 4R bR 2
—. HWIRH POLE RAA . MSI-H B B A B S I RAS AG[3] [35], AEAARAN =4 K E R MR H s,
R FLAT i e SR A P J e 4 T A R T R LA R B e e B N5 [36], FTRE R IX AR BC Tilf5
BRI Z LR 2 — TR AT HC /&1 (programmed death ligand-1, PD-L1)[})5RA A §g5 EC A
RIUGEHE, CHEW M. SUNGU N 5 NIRFSEHEHE PD-L1 BATER EC &35 (TS AHXT R AH[37] [38]. 1H
HAPRTMMEN TIRAIRE . TR H S, PTEN 8@ 5 RIF WM <[39]. {H CTNNBI %
PR A1 - 3 SR (RS LT CN-L BY) CAiE 58 R E R M fa R R 2 [40] [41].

5.2023 £F FIGO ST HARIXBEH SiaEREX

[ B 722 FHEE B (FIGO) T+ 2023 4F A3 (K 755 ISR S R G2 (R 4 W) [8], 7E 2009 4F % 2018 4EfR
AFER AT T EEARLT, BRI B A O SRR AR SAE . R E R R E TR R E
s WREEHERE VIS o FRHAEEE S, P& T8 WS o A RATE S S 1m0 T RGN EAE, T
(IR TS T N DV CR orpei e 411} e

5.1. HAREFRBRARF IR

LR 2023 4E1E1T EC FIGO 4 AR AR OFAE, 2 0 MR M B4 1F . BT ) EC % A AR
A (WHO) S 5 W) LM A Bl 2 R 34770 25 [42] . EC 70 bttt T B TGS HHE, EIVE KIWF7T
T 2355 gt EEC TG 2R HEE, B A RFE T WHO M8 4 S8 Ve AR B 2% s — o0 751 [42].
FEFEIT I FIGO 70 b & AR BAE O L 70 e (1) AHRZBIEH LAY G1-G2 15 WA . iR,
W (2) REMMALIEEA. G3 FE MR, Kt EWHARE. ek, KowE. mrE.
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W, SR

SRR . B IR . [HAER A BEEIN(G) T 5 WIS — AT kR TFHRE ) 5
AR K IR, HEEEXS FLE AT 20 7 0 BUR AT RS 2 4 H s SRS 1R IT -
5.2. ALE&iE

TENEREMREE KB —BEL T ANE AN EENTRERE. HioHEt FEllZE2 R
RV R A kR S WUZE R B 2 i T 028 oy <50%- >50% [43].
5.3. LVSI

LVSI B CEEAE T Wiy Fig “seiibhel) 32 A LVSL? A1 “ Bl Rkt LVSL” , H i &0 5 8
HRAE G — I RIWTRRE, B B HEFE SR B WHO 2020 4E4> 28054 To(2 K& 0 4 i), Rkt R K&<5 4t
M) TIZ(BR >S5 ki) [42].
54. BIENZR

SR Z RS EEC MU AFRMIE, TR —Lif 7t R, (K45 EEC P2 B4t
B, FE RGP R R AAE P R R, ORI R AETE T E W, SRS AR OP L, R
BERSTE BC A E B N RIFITIE[44]. Fk, B in T 1A3 1, JF#eLl FiadE: (1) FEIER
TH<50%; (2) &) 32 LVSL; (3) LA R (4) UNSEMIRE M, /IRFONE, TTaRRIU/MmER
(FH4 T pTla)e AFFA FRFRAER N A EC 24 BL(IIIAT #) [43].

55. 9 FHBRMA

FIGO #3047 50+ 00 24, (R 456 430 RO 4 T T R 40 B ) B 1 28 2 38 AT 40 B
#. (1) EEC ## ™, POLE #7AF%, T LVSI FRE sk 21, /A IHEEON 1A #; (2) EEC B
W, P53 RAE, i LVSI RERE S22, BN 11C #[8] [43] [44].

5.6. 2023 £F FIGO #yHA#E EEC MEFS 2009 5 HARFTEE (R 2)

Table 2. Comparative analysis of early-stage endometrial cancer staging criteria (2023 vs. 2009)

2. BEAFEMIRE S EARREXTEL (2023 BR vs 2009 AR)

2009 4 FIGO 431 2023 4 FIGO 431
Uy MRRRT T E U R R R T A AR

RITFFE R, SR SRR < 12, EsRt:
o T a4 LVSI, BUfUS B 4F
I TR A AL SRR SRR T T A R R P
wrEi 1A2: AR A UHRRIOIE < 12, TsRBHEHE LVSI
A3: A T 725 A0 S (00175 1 A

IB RETFENZE =12 1B R MALERBZIENE > 1/2, BRI LVSI
IC REMALBAERT 75N IEEASRRT 75 N E

JR RAL T B SE] AR TG+ B RSN, BTV LVSI BiR 2R MEH R
KRR FENZ
I 1A: RETEHE5R
IIB: J ¥z LVSI
IIC: REMHALLUELFEINE

i 96 4= A0 & 3] Jo {H

W s
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6. RFKFFESFELMRB

EEC T PRI SR 70 2 B 78 H A RIS 48— miRl. QBT %, IRERATRANR R 5.
AR EEC FUJ R 3R SRS 70 J2 I O SR AR TSR 2 N 2 22 B, BRI MR IR T o3, AT L
FEVL R T I AREARTE: (1) 0 T IR A, RE TCGA 73170 M 5 R A AL SEONIR N 3 5
T3, AR A KIS B, T HESIG ST BT RS HE RS (2) SRIIIEIA 1R DNA (circulating
tumor DNA, ctDNA/E RIS % T b S AT, @ MR SYSEHE ). SRR, RpE g E& s
JEBRYE, [N B U, BEE IR HER T8 S AR S HBR T I HL45]; (3) 45& Al S H YT
JEREY, AOoRE AL RRER SRR WA AU B B R R B R R 4L R R 6 TS F
TP ARG, I ATSRKIIE J109 BEC S fit B s e i s A SE SRR IRIRTT

7. &g

T B N B R BUS PG SN “— 0817 T 7B A 078 E )22 EEC TG PP HIAR
Ky, AERIFRHEAL LR ARG T A I PR AC . AR R IE KR RTIEIE . ZZa kiRt 2 4
SRR, GRS ERUME IS 7 R R SR AL .
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