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Advances in prognostic biomarkers for gastric-type
endocervical adenocarcinoma*

Wang Yi', Wang Hou-mei’, Zhou Meng', Xiao Zi-wen’
(1. Guizhou Medical University, Guiyang, Guizhou 550001, China,; 2. Department of Gynecology,
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Abstarct:  Gastric-type endocervical adenocarcinoma (G-EAC) is a special type of non-human
papillomavirus (HPV)-associated adenocarcinoma with an increasing incidence rate, a low detection rate in routine
screening and atypical early symptoms. When diagnosed, most patients are already in the advanced stage with local
and distant metastasis and thus the prognosis is extremely poor. The poor clinical prognosis of G-EAC is related to
its unique molecular pathological features, and biomarkers with specific expression and prognostic value would be
helpful for assessment of clinical prognosis, guidance of individualized treatment, and improvement of patient
survival outcomes. However, biomarkers currently available for assessing the prognosis of G-EAC still require
further exploration. Biomarkers such as proteins PAX-8, Smad3, p53, CA-IX, HER-2, STKI11, p16, and PD-LI,
which are expressed in the cancer tissues or stroma of G-EAC, may be closely associated with the risk of metastasis,
poor prognosis, and recurrence of G-EAC. In this review, we summarize the domestic and international research
progress on prognostic biomarkers expressed in G-EAC.
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EZ, F: TEBE YRS YR SRR S

+ B i H A PR I (gastric—type endocervical
adenocarcinoma, G-EAC) J& {{ K T F 5 i 18 A ff
Je& (usual—type endocervical adenocarcinoma, UEA ) [ 4
2 DL 1B Rk g B e R LA A HPV AR G B it
Ji (non HPV associated adenocarcinoma, NHPVA ) , 4=
VAT e B A 2R R R 2 ) LI e LUK
AR, AR HiME . G-EAC i 2 45 57 I IR
T BOURFNZWERAL. G-EAC I PRI2T L i
KRG — , B Z EEXEIRIT I 3R TR % . G-EAC &
H 0TS B UEA A 25, B T A Y B AR A7
(overall survival, OS) JCIR A H 5 52 K% (G-EAC N
40%, UEA 4 14.6%) . AL, #E—2 45 G-EAC i
J5 A R A= Py bR i 0 B RORS EIR T T A &
GE RS A TR

G-EAC HATHAF (Y LA [F] T UEA 45 HPVA 1) 53
T BRRFAIE K A g 4 AUk A R BUARAE , 5 0% Tl
JG RFZ% Y. G-EACHA1Z1H ER PR .pl6 ,PAX-2
FI L 25 11 3R 38 & 3 1% , TP53 ., MUC6 | HIK1083
CK7.CEA . HNF1 I PAX8 & [H#E . PAX-8,Smad3 .
p53 . CA-IX \HER-2,STK11,p16 ,PD-L1 % il J5 A 5&
PRAEYITE G-EAC R H A B AL Frh Rk (k1) , 7]
AEZ 53| G-EAC M KA A&, winl N PEA G-
EAC il J5 . W5 D vy 52 2% AUIG: T 1) o 2 2 ) s
Yo ACETEX G-EAC AHCA: W) br & W 78 B 012
W A UG AR FHEAT 2R

1 PAX-8

PAX % % HH PAX—-1 ~ PAX-9 3t 9 4> il 51 20 1%
R 4l 35 DR 20 45 ) L ) A AL DA R T g, SOKS PAX
FIEIN 53 2 4 AW Z 05 (UL 1), PAX SR 48 1A 4
S5 AT e 25 R 3 SO B [ R 45 4 3 1 )
SN ANW R WK 1 R e 45 4 3 k4
B, W% T H C ok 448 A 3 308 40 ] 06 435 g sl A/
Jok L, TSI 5% 5 T ok 465 g e | 5 4 ) 15 45 )
FNIRZE AR, IV S 5% 7% p e 6t &5 48 35 56 4 [R) 6 445
F IR AL AL . PAX=8 B 07 T 2q12 ~ 14 Y& A 1R iy L[4
Gt , 450 MR, s F it 48 kD, S 5 A4k
RGBT AN 5 | o R A AR S BN, 7E
ARME EE, DL RCIE A A R PO A ()
M kKB PR CHEN (WLE2).

PAX-8 76 IR i 2 Ak B A  Be B PSR R

x1 BEOBREREPHREAURSYRAERL
PR FH /% 22 3k
CK-7 96.0 ~ 100.0 [5-6]
CK-20 0.0 ~49.0 [5-6]
CDhX2 8.0~51.0 [5-6]
CEA 0.0~84.2 [5,7-9]
CA-125 21.0 ~ 80.0 [5,8]
CA-199 100.0 [5]
pl6 19.0 ~38.0 [5-6,9]
ER 0.0 ~42.0 [5-6,8]
PR 9.0~21..0 [5,8]
Napsin A 25.0 [6]
PAX-8 68.0 ~ 80 [5-6]
PAX-2 5.0 [5]
p53 31.3~84.0 [5-6,8,10]
HNF1B 92.0~93.0 [5-6]
CA-IX 60.0 ~ 83.0 [5-6]
HER-2 4.0~15.0 [5,11]
MMR 95.0 [5]
STK11 50.0 [10,12]
Foxpl 81.8 [7]
Vimentin 7.4 ~68.0 [6,8]
a-SMA 79.0 [8]
TTF2 90.0 [13]
ki-67 50.0 ~62.0 [8]
PCNA 79.0 [8]
PD-L1 379 [14]

B FEVE T o PAX-8 i 1 fifv e 4 0 18 5 e
Az A AR B AT e 2 U T s e g 4 i )
285 B AR 22 48 22 JE AR 1 2E K (anchorage—independent
growth, AIG)®T 3% S b - [A] i % 1k (epithelial
mesenchymal transitions, EMT ) i 22V K& 3% T 1iF 1
PKCo it 0145 75 3, 1 56 b 733 40 i e 7% 9 O fg
01, Z 5 MR MM R W2 AR s Bl
e P A B 2R B8 R b, PAX-8 1y
T RS IR MR R s R S A AR ) T i R A B
Uz AT, HLOR A bR 9K 3 X 7 R SR
a2 B N TR T B B U A M IR
W KA R R e R R B EAE . AR R
PAX-8 mRNA #4335 K P 78 5 U8 41 SUMLIE o F 351
AP A B 5 22 R, H R W KRB C YRR S
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1L e | ¥ I S— ot
Ik 45 Rk Ik IR g
v —{] PACo
- PAX-9
PAX-2
|
PAX-8
PAX-7
PAX-4
Voo —t | e
E1 PAXIEE B4R R BT S R
R2 PAX-8EANKALAREHRFZHHRIEZF R IER
WEIRS Skt TR S50k
R A A1 B398 PR R st e 3 S FIR RS 7P 23 1 7 55 PR T [15-16]
BEIEBERS ST L R A
I i EDF: WNCRET SR s ik 17
il I 1 0 B398 2 2 oSS [17]
TP R I A 2 Pk AL
S eV A TP A R B R 18
B R o i o B R R B VI (18]
N R IRAAA hk IR N T
L B 5 e S T AL T O & B [19-20]

TEHMPLER =2 —5

B B 382 1 By S v B O PAX-8 i Tk AR
Lo Ao T BE R R AT B3R ma) AR R HPV 2 72
B T JRE S S0 B KUY A, PAX-8 Y 3R A
T JBE 5B SR B e PR 3] M L SR R R

T JBE 45 1 TE A S R R R B S0 FE A0 S U

PR, BRI, PAX-8 76 5 3R g v i) 4 FH i S B
. BFFE R, PAX-8 1Y 3R IA 1E A [R] R 7Y 119 5 51 i
P AEAE2Z R . 1E G-EAC 1, PAX-8 fit) 3¢ 35 P M R
i HLEARE , N 68% ~ 80%, T 7£ UEA Hh il 3 35 I
%, 200 64.5%" . G-EAC f %5 R 4t 5 90 5 )5 &
Kb [ RE 1) PAX-8 G e I 1% | $27R8 PAX-8 1] ik = 5
G-EAC W Bl 7, 2 — NI AE 1Y G-EAC TS A
febr, BT Oy B TS St — e (. H T, PAX-8
TE G-EAC i B 202 Witk (B H AR W24 i
AN BT, iR 250 TR A 5T B W] PAX-8 7E G-EAC &
AR TR IR FEALE M H 5 G-EAC U5 F & &Y

2 Smad3

Smad3 £ FI L Z R AR Wil B2 rh 3 AR T
JEPAT Z R I fE L A AR A A R T e A
EMT %% . Smads £ F 4% B ) A8 w1 23y - O 3 5 2
Smads (receptor-regulated Smads, R-Smads) , 2 Ff
Smad1 . Smad2 . Smad3 , Smad5 . Smad8 ; ) 3 [ii] 5 % %Y
Smads (common—paﬂner Smads, Co—Smads) , fJ %
Smad4 FI Meden ; @41 i #J Smads (inhibitory Smads, 1-
Smads ) , 14 Smad6 ,Smad7. Smad3 % 1 %47 3 -4
Fde: MH1 X MH2 XA L X (GE3E X)) (WL 2) . R-
Smads Fl Co—Smads 5 [ 1 2 /11 B OR 5F 79 45 #4121
B, B MHT  MH2 S5 R 38, 5 1S JF OR ST 1 3% 45 X 7
IF o AEH Ciii , R-SMADs A 1~ 19 & <F 45 1 SXS,
12 A AH B 1A 2B RR 1Y 22 2R 2 A, s Y 1
BRI Z AR BERR AL , TS 2 R-SMAD F G o 142 X
FL 45 Z2 AW IR AL AL K, LRI A Bl 1Y SMAD 3
Iy HE 1 R A AE o T-Smad {88 T f25F 19 MH2 45
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%18 1) EZ, F: TEBE YRS YR SRR S

F R, (ELTE C 3tk = SXS FE A1, N i X 3k 5 MH1 2544
SR AR PERL /N, AT LAY R-Smads Fil Co—Smads /-
BB 2 LA LRI (TR

16 8 Vi g 1 E J TP, Smad3 n] DL ad i gl A8
F ORI MY A BRI A A KR I B
(transforming growth factor—B, TGF-B )5 5 18 a1,
Z 5K ER M ORE e TR T
BRI, O A W5 R W] Smad3 1Y 1 B2 OS5 I
20 Mg B R B AT FLUBROE Y AR/ A
il e 0 U e PN R B R A o
A, JF il k| A2 B EMT i AR 2 it
Jib Jeg A A R B 5 054 5 108 0% S AL ) A e R
R WEEE R AF IS R b R R EAE AT, HoAE

Ja LR B — 2 A, AT TR e A KU
BRI A8 FHAE . 78T B S0 AR B R M E
M R B b, Smad3 B 1 BH M 2 5% W
H 5 1E % 5 301 52 40 B AR H L HeLa 40 i #11 SiHa 41
Jitl H Smad3 mRNA Fl2E 1 Kk 0 & 1 m , JF 5 H %
BHEAMEH . 5 AR RV, PAX-8 5 Smad3
LSS, AE B AR R, Smad3 BT 38 1 D) 68 1k R
Pt PAX-8 19 1 FH >F 0115 FEIR R 40 kL 1) 434k, i =2
[i] B — 2 B P BEAR T AR (8 A At 21 2 g 3
A EA LR EH A . BCA K G-EAC 41
AU 3 2% 35 1T g Eb Bl RS I — 1 2 38 X TS
AT B R R L 3% 1T G-EAC TS PEAG 2 AN Ak
BRI R —E 15 = S A 1A

Smads & [ =~ < 2 Smads & [
e EElER o=y Y=
MHI X MH?2 Smadl,Smad2,
R-Smads N+ | @ | B— ¢ [Smad3.Smads,
v SXS Smad8
MH1 X MH2
Co—Smads N4 | /\l l— G Smad4
@
MH1 MH2 Smad6.,
I-Smads N [ —_—c Smad7

2 Smads EHMS LR EXI K

3 p5S3MEEE

p53 100 e DR AT R A 4 L A R D L 20 e A
FV T, 3 gk 5% AR R AR A 5 IR i Ak A O O A R
) pS3 A S 58U R, 5 ANKMREEY 41T
KT AR G . 7E HPV AH OG5 8 v | B A 7
p33 Y 2 [ B UK 0T B HPV E6 8 11 M i e 1 25
PEF™, i 28748 Y p53 W 75 NHPVA v EE 5 Dl | 38 5
o 5 B0 ) 20 M R A TR A 25 Y I R 45
Ji o WFFE R B G-EAC /B 7T [F i A5 )0 A 2k 56 e
ZEANE (— B p53 2878 5| S 1 55 I [ A4 e ik 3ot A%
Pgig ). pS3 & G-EAC B fie UL i 5L R 28 748 7
HFE G-EACJE 4120 P p53 RAS N 41% ~ 84%, 1fii
UEA 5 41 21 58 78 %k 3.6% %1%, 32 7R p53 28 7% ] fiE
25 G-EACH kK4 . Mo, ps3id F#KTAEY G-
EAC 8 4L 2L B A FE B | iR AR 28 R M AR A AR

AHOCHST B AT WL, S AE R p53 5 G-EAC B 11
TG A O, "l RE 2 — > AT T 007 PE Al G-EAC /&
H UG B TEAE YR EY , K25 G-EAC 14111
Tl AT o e 22 R A HL B 5

4 LR/ EBREEE11

2% R 175 E BRI BF 11 (serine threonine kinase
11, STK11) {7 F A5 19 5 YL A R 6 133 X,
6 VR 2 B, 0 M A R A B R T B
BEPERT, Al A OE T Ui AMP B (AMPK) 1%
PE, AR RNGERLES, 25 Wntf55 @ 5%
5. pS3ARIANPET . 4NAE IR . TGF-B
5530 % . Ras 175 5 09 41 M 5% 10 S 20 A P 1 ek 28
SRR AR A AR I bR M IO 2RE IR 9 AR S AR A
HEKR, SRELNLGAME. HIUE. A
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i34 %

B MR AR Y R AR O, HSTKILE R 2
ol 20 i e 1) T )5 b 7 0 DA R e S VR T A9
R

1B ST, STKI1 R85 G-EAC Wi )5 A
B A E— B X G-EAC BEFT 4> Tt il o
M 5E K B, 82T 2 B0 G-EAC J8 34 b ke ) 2]
STK11 &A1, H AR 81 = s AL R AE ) 1z
U i 4% (8] B 32 3] (lymphovascular space invasion,
LVSI) 1% G-EAC &35 th % UL . w] Re b M AL il £
5w B STK 11 FE PR n] i 8 HPV %% £k 41 it 11 48 1 i
AIG o 8 Ko s o AR 22 i RS e 1™, 2% LTk,
STK11 J&—~ 1] F F ¥4 G-EAC B35 Hi 5 3% Jibs
B, KA B TR A e AR R R U
FEHLLL K G-EAC B B U5 AL DL BRS HEIRTT

kB BT BE-IX

ik PR T i~ IX ( Carbonic anhydrase—IX , CA-IX ) J&
— P B SO £ 1, 7R OE HOIR AT A A — A Rk
(8 RT3 7K A T BILAAR P B 55 19 - A i 7 0
R e O R — A Y 20 I S R A S W R
MG T R 28 BREUIRE T IZ AR TE T 2 i S ik
i ged vh 968 oA R R AT RS kARSI T R CA-IX
b SRk AERR bR A0 I AR A W), CA-IX 7 i AU B
56T 5 40 M 26k RS 53 1 S [ 3 30k T g A e 8 40 D 1)
ARG BR A, IR 2R HE A2 BE ) o CA-IX A Sk SUER
RN ORI 2 N SN = R N 7Y 3 A = N ]
98 5 A R A R R b ek Rk O A e 40
228 B b R A B OCEZEAMER
PR K WS A B2 U

TEF 5 S0 P, CA-IX 52 0o 32 301 5 g 4 i
o AL TR FEAH G, AT RES 5 B NHPVA 1 SO AL
H, SR AR R RN R U SR AR AR O G . AR
G-EAC R ZH 2, CA-IX 1y BH 4 3 3K % i 3K 60% ~
839", ¢ L i 8K 3% 7 LEGH #p i 6 1 1) CA-1X 5t
Rk PR CA-XTTES 5 G-EAC I BUE T 2 .
I, CA-IX A5 ¥ Wi h G-EAC i2 Wr K 3FAl W5 ) 78 7
YR EY

6 AXRRERKEFZME2

N 28 3R H A K A F 22 K 2 (human epidermal
growth factor receptor 2, HER-2 ) J&— Flt JFUJaz FE & , 7]

5

AR 2 Jiek 98 BT A I R B, B MR 1R 2B R ) R
E, HAggE 2 N T R B Y WU P4
KHRIGYT . Mo, & 508 T fE 45 HER-2 3
PG 2 A8 934 Koot 3R3k, 55 m ik Jg 2 B i
AR ek o 5 HoAh 75 SRR AR L, G-EAC B &
HER-2 (133 35 K 4 34 % Ky 4% ~ 159", JoH & Il
TA ON SR A B ) G-EAC fE 5% . HER-2
B IR 4 3k 5 G-EAC 53 119 LVSI XU 184 i
TEAA OG5 J0 i J AR A7 I 5 A7 A OCM, 428 HER-2
£ G-EAC Th B — @ W s 8, B T G-EAC
R TS AL SR SR IR T T AR
— 25 (R I AR S 36 UE S A A

7 pl16

p 16 2 20 Ji Jil 90 2 10 AORS DR  A of R), AEA
it ) T A DG B L LA O R Y HPV B i
P B, e F IR ARG BRI SR A I, S B A
AR RS RE T, vT F T R R B g 0 R XU DA
YRR R M TS o AR I AR R A9 ke B, RS FE
G-EAC s 21 ple B9 FRB AL, (HHIE T 1 pl6
AKFB B T 5, BRSSP G-EAC W pl16 K it —
HTb L p16 7 3 T ) a2 A TT BE S A U T o
HE R R G-EAC 4 & JB F{2 223, DL K
A BB L 5 HPV JCOC A HLH] , R ) 5 - 4 A
F 3 % U 45 20 R B 0F G-EAC By & 1o, 3k
JF pl6 Y3 ik 5 G-EAC B Ay I R 43301 L 85 55 3
I K LVSUIR A5G . itk , G-EAC ¥ 41 81 3L i vp
pl6 M F KB N 5 G-EAC B 1Y FiG & A6, 1
e & SEAS E— 2B T .

8 EFMUIETEDMRK

R T E AR (programmed cell death
ligand 1, PD-L1) [A B8 4% {2 i/ 20 Jifd 7% 1 14 46 1 1fi 15
2 HB 5 Mg A K R e S . H AT
PD-L1 /) 55 3R 3K O 78 B 309 | i s 55 00 P Mg op
R 2] . PD-L1 A $0THE ASAE 15 988 A5 950 1) )
TRIT AR BN TV W 5T B PRI A, RT l di E R
(TS, B9, PD-L1 7E G-EAC 4 2235 [0
PER L N 37.9%", 5 G-EAC & A B B AE &
B2 B TCHE SR A AT OS A M o [ L i AR
FE5 HAE B G-EAC IR BTG bR 50,
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G-EAC A= W2 47 Jy vy Bl 1 280 S R 1
e i, 75 FT A 5 2000 R SR o S B 2%, Lk
ZEFRHEIARTT O %, % G-EAC BE B HUS B i)
TG R PR o DAL R 1 43— 3 8 B 3 24
LUL 2F R AVRRHAE AR B &, PAX=8 . Smad3 . p53 . CA-
IX \HER-2 .STK11 ., p16 F1 PD-L1 £ ¥ J5 #H 3¢t 9 21
LU bR B FE G-EAC TR 21 L i vh R ik, HL 57
WS R R RBEERES G-EAC R [ Hil)5
KRBV X L UG A bR & 4T B A R D
AL RE 5 B UG T X G-EAC 523 T A9 DA% 55 7
W, W G-EAC B HRMETZMHEFHEE, AT
e PR i AT A2 & RURS: T K 48 AR AR IR T o
#E BT, 7T H T MGEE G-EAC IS 1845 5 £ Wb
YA Rt — 4 K 8 ANIE ST, L S AR R e
G-EAC &A= R Je i R LI, LS s 35 )5 4
{H 1 & 58 4 I B, A i 8 2 0 I R 3 55 B i Y
WESE .
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