A study on_predictive markers for lymph node
metastasis in patients with endometrial cancer.
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T EEEIIEICFEARNBICRAET 2EMEE TH Y . AR RERT
20 NEHIESES 0 1 Cldime 2 ©. A Tl mA58 15900 AAMFREA L. #2700 A
MECLTWDESND[], FESREGDOEFER S LTI AARAN LM
RS DBV O T S OREBE Lo TN D, FEBEOR#H L
LT, TFENBICEENRR L TS | HIERIN KO 782 b5 =

&L VHHERI D 5 FEALFRDS 9 Fl 4B 2 IRH) T BRIF IR TH L Z &N
T BB

B A OWIENER IS0 b 53 FER T & W R RS

GRELIFEZH DY TTERE &V )) PERBRE 2> TS, SHIZIE
eI HIRZM D 7= 012, PRI N DU L > THEB Y & EiZNHIO6 K
AR Y o RERERIENT . KEEUIBRIT N BINCTI T B5[2], BV o SHiEE T
PERANZHE SN2 BIATH 0 | Il P ARETH | SO RER] THERE U A
7 WNFDPMENE TRENDIEF DI, HHEY o HEZNE OB R B E S
5[2], %Y A7 HFMERVER] & IXO/MABRIE SN IEE O Grade 1 ¢ L <
(X Grade2 TH 2 Z &, OMEREN 12 K THsZ L, OFEHMHEER
RN & @OIREREE (lymphovascular space invasion : LVSI) 723722
&L OFEMRE (RGO Y VAEET) BN e, REFLRTND
[2-6], 2D DFF Y A7 K- OHIZIENATNICFHMEIREE 2 b 0 b & 5, #ilx
(IITRTOFEZE & LR Z2aHli+ % 9 2 Tl b — AR A T IE I E 8
%8 MRI (magnetic resonance imaging) T ¥ . ‘BH&iER MRl Tl ih iR
OB AR E IR 22 SIXESIERI TR 72~73%, [BERTPER97T% TH D, —
FODFEINREIZ DT D HH Y v/ FHHEIZ DUV TR MR R 40% TRz
PERIH=R 2% & SHL, U U A HIHBOBWNHE LN LBAHRESNTND



[7]e FE 7RO BB THBTLOHEEIZTE 2 DD, LVSI itk oFify
BRI L 2FHIIEE CTh v . IFANC LVSI OF EZ 192 2 L3 L,
ZOEITT_NTOHFEY A7 RNFZMANc it ¢ o Z LI ELVWE VWS H
Wrd 5,

Y L NEEERL. 1T O quality of life (QOL) K F A3l & k=4 nf
BREEZATEMKATHL Z LN L<HLNTEY , FINBEEADHE & LTl
BOTIRY /RPN EREETH D, FEEREICBT 258 Y o EiHi
TRED I NP L ARREIINEO TR Y RN EL D & S5 [8-9]
% 3~ FETOHRR) QOL, HE#HH) QOL IZ OV TOMEIZOWVT, U U3
% Sk S 7e o T RGN H U N E 2ok U7 E B A B QOL 2MKF
LTV 5 2 & A35% & 7=[10],

B Y NEENEIN S TR OUGEIZHTF G T 20OV TIERA &2 H
b, THREHE~OFENRENTZH DL LT, KEENSAWFGEHT Ot
[11] & AF 6 DA [12]1703 8 %o AKEESZAS AWFFERT D TT R BIBFIE D
Tix, BRI A7RFE2bOFEEREOSRE. ESN Y o Hi o)
ZWVNEETROUEICHFHFG T D L WE SN[1L], E7ARFRO i) R
1% RIS T4 % SEPAL (Survival Effect of Para-Aortic
Lymphadenectomy) Bk CTix, B3 U X7 K+ % & DEH TR RENRY
ANEERE R NA D Z L TTBRNUGET D LmE Sne12], — . A2 U7
EREDK A DI N—TIZK DT MEHEGERER (randomized controlled
trial : RCT) To» 5 ASTEC (A Study in the Treatment of Endometrial Cancer)
FABR[13] & PTC-CBM-15 RAUBR[14] TI3 4k U > SEiSIH Il O A B3 2477

(overall survival : OS) CHEHE A (FHIR] (progression free survival : PFS) @

IERICHG L e b S, TRUGEICHESTT D & SHIOREENL D A



WA O [11] & AF 5 OFWE[L2)1T MW 5 & bR GHERE TH Y . 7%
BGEIZE G- Lsun & Siviz ASTEC #BR[13] & PTC-CBM-15 55R[14]1% RCT
THHED, BBEDHFNTEFT L AL ULEEN, HLZ 0O >0 RCT 12T
BRI ZATZRFZHELTORWVEAMSZEENTND Z ERERINTE
0. MG ERDBEYEFRNERD LMD, KRIEESLD AMFFEFTOAFS & O
FERERRDEDE RSN H D, BUEZNLDOFEREZEEEZ Y )
HigBEIN O THREEDRERAET 2, VU HlEE Y 27 2 H T 585
ERIG L LI RENRY > EiE8iE O RIS OV T, & HHH RCT 2AAFRIC
BWTHITH TH S (SEPAL-P3, jRCTS031180269), Z D X o (ZHEHEGHR &
2o TND U U REEIETIEH D0, THRUGEIZHS T 20ENI DN T
RIEHETE SAL TR,

FE AL | BEGI 32 < i T4 BATZDIRE CTH D | ek L LT
THIERZBRT 22 LIXKAHETH DL OO, 1BEEO QOL & EHL T 5 I
RERSTETVD, FRY 27 FTORHHIHEE | HHEFI 2 R %117
17 GOG-LAP2 ##[15]X> LACE (Laparoscopic Approach to Cancer of the
Endometrium) #RER[16]& W\ o 7o, Sifd N FiTHE & B FTEED PFS X QOL
A L7 RCTICH W T, MRERI T PFS ICZE 2580, Sl T TATEEAS B
NE FAREE LS Ee A~ ABE ]I 2355500 S i rp i & & 984 2 L s Sz, 3
EETERICB VT B SR F R & BT TR RN T & 238 S[17].
MM BV TUT R A ST 2 A& U CHEtL N HLM - 4 i A3
HIREIND L H e oTo, AFIZBNTH 2014 FITITRERESIIC K 280 1
BRI AN S ORBRE S & 72 o 7o, BEAR T RN OB INII AR Y X 7 KT
2R TR HERE SIULBIEFNCIR DAL TV D, L7mhs - THIR T Tt oo ek
RV LEESEDL ETH, BB O REEEBAITRNIC LV EERICTHIT S Z



CITEELRD,

SElZiFE Y 27 RFORVER], DF 0 U 2/ HifskE O nREME MR K-
EHZELD, WY P OR b EE R Y 27 KA-13 LVSI 35T
b2 ZLPRRA R E ORSNTWVD, £DOF v XF35~159 L &<, £
EEMTCTHMN LY AV R L &b Z &%\ [18-30], LAL LVSI
WZDOWTIERNR D K O AT OYIE I IR E#ETH 5, % D7 DI Al HE 72
K- 2 FHN T AR Y o NERERRS T HE I DWW C ORGSR 2 R A EEDN B 7R S
LT &E 7o, Teixeria & D 329 fl DA Tld Grade 3@\ 2 & X0, MR 1/2
UETHLZ LITMATFEET~OREREOAEN Y o Hils 2 T3
% 3T & L Thlth &7z [31], Milam & @ 971 Bl D% HARAIRRET CTIX TR
JEIR I 12 A ). DR AN ENIEE Grade 1 & L < 1% Grade 2) 12hNx., Th#
M 2em LLF ) ZINA 72 3 DORTF0 U GBI TR H Th -
72 ENTWA[32], FEEDFTE T, Cox Bauer & 3@ R A 1/2 Tlx7e<
1/3 Kfimi & LIEBEEE % 5em &35 Ly L TE TWAH[33], 2406 O 10k
ATERIRIRIC TR E S TE 2 2 &0, & MRIIZ X » TR g iR O
JELHE I EIRE DT - LOoT W LR E B EBRITICHAIREE B 2 b
Do

FARRRAR 2 AN T2 F LV OZEICHE B LTe U i THlO#HE b
& %, asparaginase-like protein 1 M HLK T [34]<° stathmin i 5| ¥ H[35].
epidermal growth factor receptor @& FF&Hi[36]78 & 23 LA EMENTIZIS VT
LVSI ENE L7z U A iR TRIK - & LTl ST %, pb3 DIEEL
[18]<° HER-2/neu <> bcl-2 M3 Hi[19]. cathepsin D @ &3 Hi[37]. estrogen
receptor & progesterone receptor O{EXFEHI[38]. estrogen receptor p & p53 D _H

WRIFEHL[39] 72 EDOA MM E SN TWDHA, SERMAT TIIMSL L 72T



WK F- & 132 B2 o T,

S BITHOBLENBINRTD Y R Eiis TRl 2R A G b H D, MEHE
B~ —H—CA125 78 16~35U/mL L ETH 25 Z & [40-43]°liE~7 4 7V
703 380 mg/dL LA E[44)72 ETH D, T bIigmRAIZ XLV HE AR
bHT=OMG M, EEMEICT SNDARFET o5, £ Ol body mass index
(BMI) 2MEWZ E[45]13H 0 . ZHUFIHE - (KEO AR THIK C X242
KRVWRTERTWS, L LEFRIZE W TIME CAL25 1L A ADRBEZE T
FHICLELPETERN L, 707U 7 UAEITH H 2 CRARMR
HEHE TRV L, BMIOF > hA7EN 30 Al & EfETH Y AARANL
DRI O N E Vol H D AT+ THLHEEZOBND,

UL LD L) U HEBORE2Y A7 KFILLVSI TH DA, LVSI
FITRTZ B N E#E e 2 &5, LVSI & I3RITIATICRZ K CE DI F 23 A L
TWS ZENEHLEZ L, fECTHERAEOENY VR EEE o T HIKF %
DFHTZ LR TEIUL, TETO YU R EiisE TRl ORE R BI2%H 5T
. INATC U o EIENE OB FTREZVEGIERIRDO —B & 2 V55 & B2 bh
Do
ARWFFETIIM O T T %S & OBEPENRR STV DR, T8
HIHIC LT & SNARF 2 ZEICLL T OF 1272 3 D& & L TR 21T -
oo TDbH,

1, RAMAFFERIY > 2Bk (neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio : NLR) & 1fiL/ )M/
U > EkEE (platelet to lymphocyte ratio : PLR) O fR7E
2, TRy UVERBIOEY VKDY U A 52T 7o STAT3 OFBLIZE
T 5 S kR L AR

3, VEGFA, VEGFB, VEGFR1 O FHLIZ B3 2 So il b S0 kst



ThHb, ZHD U U REEIE TR, HEWITTRERIRTL L TOERIC
DOUVNTHENT L T2,



F2E  RMIMAFPER/Y > o]EREE (neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio : NLR) 35 X
M/ U > 238k k. (platelet to lymphocyte ratio : PLR) @ U > /3 Hilizf -
BET% & DR

B o

UTAERR 2 72 BT C 30T R AR R ML 36 1 2 Bk 53 18 oD S 13
6 EEROHEE, EHERIEREOEIELE LTERSRL TS, £0H
THRICHERERI Y > 7RBREE (neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio : NLR) <1/ )M/ YV >
REREE (platelet to lymphocyte ratio : PLR) 2356k % 7o RO BE O T4 &
B9 25 Z L VRS STV H[46-48], NLR IZAFHERE U > 7RER, PLR (&
IIRE Y RO ENENOMIE A RMENGR M L TR I NS, MK
BREDHRTONLIZOIFFIZHEETH O . HIMES EW, RIEANIRAE T
DI Otk x IR C TP REBR O TR E 700 & OWMENRH 5,

Jii9eE [49] P FLAE [S01NC F W T NLR i As . eligepa [51] & /Nl fifee [5.2]
IZBWTIEPLR mENE % DEE THEAR EBHT 5 Z L0 HE ST
%ot NBHEBHZ I\ T & UIEE[53-54], -5 SE[55]. T B (A [56-57]1
FBUWTAHRMIM NLR X° PLR O EEN THRAR EBET 5 LsE ST D,

U SR TTRICOWTIENLR NG T 5 &3 5 A 23 F LR [58] 0, I
PR WAMEE[59]. = SHHE[60]72 & TA BN D, FEEREIZEWTIEL, F
SR RO PRI - £ LTNLR & PLRBHHTH 5 & o613 S
B, VUil L OBEORE TR, FEAREICEV T b MU E R

NLR =° PLR 23 U U Eila THIKF & 722 2 ATREMEIEH3ic B 2 b,

Z ZCARL FEEEEFICR T DMTETORMEM NLR & PLR (22U T,

U U ANHIHEBR T RO TRIRF L 22 0 R0 EREET 52 & & Lie, THIA



T DT ENRENAR, VU R HIFNE 2 T E D) 2 ERIERIN O —
iz 055,

260 IR

AR S CBHIE R R AR R B2 kiR GKRER 2821) %787
D BT A Bk LT,

%k DFFFEIZ~L Y v ESROSCIREE - EAKBE (NExtge T
BESRWIIIC BT 5 MEREF ) (FRk 26 4512 A 22 B, Ak 29 452 1 28
A —#RECIE) e TIFgE % e L7,

B3 kR LIk

BT EF O

BAf R K 2ERIRBE T 2007 4E20 5 2013 4R £ CTOMIC T B I8 & 2l &
., WIEAE L U CRIRR 21T - 70E R 205 il %5 & Uiz, FHiEiic
FUORBANGIR 2 & OMHTHIERIEZZ 7= 361 L, oEEAPEL TV 5
BIBRAN L7e, MR BOSIHEF TR 67, &1 197 FlZ2Matsig & L
72,

F2H T X DONEFHIE

FANFEIERT (RTH 225 5 HATOR]) OMERAE S, AR, 4%
AL U BRI, MR DT — 2 B AGT, GFERE R U N ERECTH)
ST b DO EAFHFERIY »28EREE (neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio: NLR) & L.
/S E V) RERECCEl S 72 b O & 1M Y 2 oREREE (platelet to

lymphocyte ratio: PLR) & L7z, s & LT B REZEREOF R, F



BT body mass index (BMI) @2k L 0 1572, BRERESMN 1 &

LT, m&IRBEAE 25 International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics

(FIGO) Jiiill, AR, MR O S 2% 12 LUk 12 K. S
EiEoAE, IREZE (lymphovascular space invasion: LVSI) OF#, 1
VoNHRRR O, IR OA M, =R OFEE, EAKS L < I3ER
Va2 D GTE T 2>, OIF IRz 572, ABAUS SV TIEPERE O
Gradel & L < (X Grade 2 # Type | & L. JAWNIESE Grade 3 & FAPNBE LI

DRI Z Type Il & L7-, BROAFESAM TRICOWVTIERZEE L ik
BL 2017 - 12 A OB TR L 72, FIGO i #1iZ->u Tl 2009 40
FIGO JRiliciE— L7z, U v/ Bl a0 7ERl & | G 727> T HEH]
CTRERTEL#ES L. receiver operating characteristic  (ROC) mh#R% FV T NLR
EPLROI y bAZEZFEH Lz, BHEhh y b AT HEZHNT, Y
> EERE O TFRIK FL T % TR T & 22 D 0 et Lz,

B3I HERHMLE I A
HERHLEE X JMP Pro 14 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) Y 7 k% FH»
7o U/ EHEB O EEIZ S o THRERI LI L, WREF O Fm<° BMI, 41
B OFE RISV TIX Mann-Whitney @ U & Z2 FIWTHEAT L7, MREREIC
BT 2B R FOBEDAEDHEITIE x 2 BE S L < 13 Fisher [EEEEFRIRE %
Mz, U o Eilsf 2 Tl 2R FI2OWT U A EifsB oA 4 B 1)
i e L, ZWristls, BMIL M, figiREORS . SHEHERMEO
AR LVSI OFIE, SRR OAE, B O, BUKAIEE OB
PE -2 BEOD y A TETH T LI NLR, PLR 245 < B2 S &

LTRYRAT 4 v 7 AT K 2 AR 21T\, BARMIT TAE



Lo T RF 2 W TS BB 21T > 72, PFS X 0S IZ 2\ TIL ROC X
DEXHIN/-A v b4 7ETNLR & PLR & £ Hik L Kaplan—-Meier 7%
ZZHAWTAEFIR 2 L, R O Z2E% log-rank 15 THRE LTz, &K+
([ZOWT D PFS X° 0S D FLild Cox Fffi i — FET L& vz, HZERE
RN 2TV, BB &R 2RI HOWTEE RN 21T > 72, p<0.05 Z#E

IR TE L HIE LTz,

H AR RER

BLE ) NHEEOAEIZ T DA K DT

HRIT 17 HITHY . U EilsIL 25 6 (12.7%) (SO b,
197 Bl THRFT S N7 A BB K7, BRI FRIR - OMEEZ U 8
HHARE O B TRERIILIE L 7o R AR LITRT, U /o Eilsf R 1kt
LU BRI B W CTHEICEHEE Th - 2R 1d, MR type
11 (30% vs. 60%, p = 0.003) ., #EiZiHE 1/2 LL I (27% vs. 72%, p < 0.001) .
SHES IV EZ S ME (8% vs. 32%, p = 0.002) . LVSI 5 (34% vs. 96%, p <
0.001), MEAK® L < IIMERESeMAu2EME (3% vs. 39%, p<0.001) ToHh -
Too BMBIZHOWTILY L/ EEBEGEREIC A MER, 4k, /i
U o FEB RGN AREICEEERO T (Wb p<0.001), —
o U U NERBUZOW T Y o EEBRENERE, BEREOM TEITA B
o,

#Hx DIEFITNLR BLOPLR ZHH L, U U HilmBOAELT 7 b
B & LTZROC B —7 ZEp LTz, fEp S 7z ROC #ifRZ X 11277,
NLR IZ4 v b A 7% 2.18 £ 4% Z & . areaunder the curve (AUC)

0.71. R 92%. HpFLJE 44%. FIEROTER 19%., [atERg =R 97% 0 T HIEE
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ZHiH . PLR I v A 7fE 206 T AUC 0.67, JE&JE 60%. S EE 73%. 5

PERYH R 25%, FaPERYF R 93% D TIREZ #7202 L R ST,

%52 NLR, PLR Z#Z L& K10V v s TN B3 2 B4 Bff AT
B L O E mfET

U 2O THNCEI 45, NLR 2.18 LI/ & PLR 206 DL b/ &
BLARTOERIIOWTOREEMTE LOLLBMITOMRZE 212
R, B BT TIX NLR SfEO 4 > XHAY 8.89, PLR mED A v X
411 TH Y IZHER Y U EHEEO TN F ThH o7z, T OMICHA&E
THERTHRNTTH- ToMMA, fEiRE, SEEERE, LVSI, iR
i, KD L IIEREESMNZ 2 502 En AT ¢ v 7 BRI
koL, LVSI 284w XH: 32,6, p=0.002 & HERKFTdh -7z, fhic NLR
B2 A > X 6.11, p=0.038 LMSZ L7= U U REilsE D U X7 K4 Th
LT EPRENT, KRS L < IIMEMEBER ML & A8 TIER 0o 720y,
U u iR & BT S A 58D 7 (p=0.055),

% 31 NLR, PRL & T4 & DRgH

PFS, OSIZD\WT NLR X TPLR %3 4 #i%5 1 A TR 7=l > AT fH
EHWCHE L7z, PFS O RfEIL60 » A (2~122 » A). OS O il
X614~/ (2~122 » 1) TodH -7z, NLR, PLR %% OIRfERE, SfERED
PFS. OS ZB8¥ % Kaplan-Meier #i## % [% 2 12779, NLR &fE#EIE NLR K
EREICLE R PFS N B> 72728 (K 2-A ; log-rank p =0.02) . OS (2R
LTI NLR AR Z e ~_BELWNME R 2 7R L7z b O DA EZEITR O b vz

7= (X 2-B ; log-rank p = 0.21), PLR EfEAEICE U CIZARMERELC L~ PFS
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ITAEICHEL (K 2-C; log-rankp<0.01), OS bAEEIZE) -7= (K 2-

D ; log-rank p = 0.01),

Cox Ll — RET /M K 5 AR Tld, PFSIZ oW TITR2 iy
i, FIGO WM, FAEAL, LVSI. JEAKS L < ITIEREGEEMILZ DI1E),
NLR &, PLR BENSHEETHIR - Thotz (£3), ZNHAEBEOMET
AN+ & T 22 BT CIIR2 ke s, MR, LVSI &0 PLR &iE
MSE LA BRTHIRFThH -7 (R 3), OSIZHOWTITHE R T
FIGO 7, FHARML. LVSI. MEK S L < IZREVERE MR &I OY PLR SifE
DABERTHURFTho7h, Zhbad Bt L2 EmfEHT Tl FIGO Wi &
FEARAL N BT VVVRE (p=0.080,p=0.058) Z/RxL7zlce EEoiz (F

4),

i

)

EHVED RIE SO BT B (W THREITIEM L S hu, TRIGHRE-C
ERE, BBERELSD LEZEZXAONTND, FTRIESNITES DFHIEK
SIS b e 52 5, FEEEMKIZIS VT, 2RORIEMIEOREEIZE S
NTWD, RIEMIOT T, A PERITFFICEMERIEDERICHE S, h T
HEINZ RS, £V N BRITFE S U TEMEIRIE LRI M 502 UG I B o

=
b

5

i

3

TWD, Al L7z NLR I3ER# 2280 © LA L. BoERS % & B
T5HIEARINTIY[46-48]. FEMKFEICIBNTSH TR L OBEZFED 5
& EN5[56], NLR EFH-O—RITIAA - 722 K 28 B 500 SRk o8t
TR BT RHMERIERSZ XL TWH EEX bD, — T, OB
RTEIZHDOTEA BT X —RELDTUEL TEV[62], LIer->T

NLR & EFITY - Hilin 7 & O Rt EbIZ 31T 2 R 2 RAEIRAE % K
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L TWDATREMED & 5

ARIOBKEFNZ LY NLR O EFANFERBIZBNTY UAEEEO Y 27
KFD1OTHLZ ENRSNT, %< DHETLVSI 23U o/ Eifsg o U
A7 RFTHDZ ENEDLI TV DHH18-30]. T DKk g2 W ¢
LVSI Z3Hii 325 Z L IZWNEHTH H Z EARMERTH S, KD L ITIEREDE
HHEZICOWTHREICZ ENRE X5, NLRIZOWTIERMAE NGRS
FRIRHICRHE T2 ZMMTH Y . WATEHEHS LT W2 EPRRTH D, £
TR FIE Y A7 KT & S D FEBEICEN T, BMOEELZ T 20
EENDH[63]TH NLR TN T W E B2 5, ZAUEIE & A RS %38
B E ZiD CAL25[64-65] L 1T B2 DF)ETH D,

SR ORETTIXY VA EiiEBEE2 T 7 F ALk L2 ROC #IFRIZ L Y NLR @
WAy AT fEIX 218 Th oz, FENEOIEGERSCER LT U A
E L7 NLRIZOWTOHETIE, NLROA v M4 7L LT 1.97 % 2.01 23
IRINTEY[61,66], SHIDH Y hATETHD 218 & KELLHFENDHDT
ECAY Iy

PLR & NLR & FERDEFRZ b DRI PERIE LR RSE UG DRI & & %
HAL, AHFFETIZ PLR O EFIIHEBMATICTY v Hilis O A B 72 TR
FThdHI & e, BERE - ZEEMTOWTINITION T b M A {7 B [H A
MEOTRINTTH D Z EARENTZ, ZHUTAE[B1CRE#E[52] 7 & Dk
ERREDFERTH o7z, WMEOREIZL D PLR OFE T~ b4 7 fEI% 160-
300 & WRE SN TWDH, AEIOH v M4 7fE 206 &% OFHICEENTEH
., BENTWD D TIERNoT,
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%5 3 & Signal transducers and activator of transcription 3 (STAT3) DOFEHLE U 2
Hilsk - BE TR & ORE

B R

Janus kinase 2/ Signal Transducers and Activator of Transcription 3 (JAK2/
STAT3) #EEEOIEMALIZ, W< O DETHEICI T HH5E, £F, bk &

O ETE R 2 BT < OO FEFERFE IV THERBE 2 RT3 Z L vk
H I TV 5[67-68], Signal Transducers and Activator of Transcription 3

(STAT3) 1 EF T —BEMEZ AT 2 AR TIL6 2 EDY A bl A%
epidermal growth factor IC 0 F oI UK H 50T Y RN U U S
NiEMEALS 5 (phosphorylation of STAT3 : pSTAT3), T 1 o RN U LRl
S H7z STAT3 (pSTAT3(Tyr 705)) 1FEZNIZFEAT L bel2 <° Cyclin D1 DR 5
PEZfElEd 52 LT, PIT R F—U AR ETRT & S D5[69-70], &Y 5%
FENY Rk &7z STAT3 (pSTAT3(Ser 727)) 1IN TOREII RSN T
RV, 2 har RUTHNIZAY Warburg i ICB 5425 L & Tnd
[71]. Warburg zh5R & IdHEMIIC IV T MR LRY U b Tz < BITHREER
T7 7 /v =V W (adenosine triphosphate : ATP) BEAZITH Z & Th
Do ZAUTEVIRERFIRRET S ATP EAENTO ZEBAMREE 2D . HLT AR b
—VARRIZORR D EENTVWD

PSTAT3 DIEMEIE B HE[72] 0 MiifE [73] 72 Ehk & 720 C 114 & B3 5 2 &
NEDONTWD, BN Y AZHFDLO>ThDLFEREBICE->T, LTF
N KD STAT3 OFEMALDS R DRI 27223 5 &L O b & 5[74-75], F
e FEREIZOWTITIES = NI & beiz U, @Al lZ 350 T pSTAT3
FHLHINT 5 & T oMWME[76]03H 5705, FEMBEOETHCEE TR LE D
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BEICOWTOWEILR Y, b LTFEMHREIZENTE pSTAT3 ORI Y >
ANEHEBL TR L BN HIUT, U L SEiERE 2B T X D AEF O ) 725k
ROV HL B2 b5, FEBTRTZEIZTT O &35 & Ak %
WD Z L2 B 08, S alTHER O 72O FilikiAR % FH T pSTAT3 D38 &
U U NEERE OF B T2 & OBIEICOWTIRGEET 2 2 & & LTz,

28 mEERELE

BB DN THIER R PRI ZE B 2 DAR GKRE T 2614) %157
DHITHTEZ BRAA LTz,

Hx OBFFRIT~V Y R E S ROSCHREE - EAESEE TANEtg e+
%SRBI D fmER iR Et) (ERL 26 4512 H 22 A, Fa 2942 H 28
B —#iE) (e CTHFTEZ i L7,

I ALk

1 EFIOER

BAi i 5B R AL IF e C 1990 47> 5 2010 4= T I 1 (RS RE PN IS
L2 S, FIENEHR & L CFRIRIE 21T - 7R 320 &2 x5 & LTz,
B ARSI B S IR TR PN RO LA DR C & o 72 37 B, MEiE o & 0F 2580
72 9 BIXBRAN Uiz, BRI 274 Bl & x5 & LG 21T - 7=,

F2IE T — X OWUETE
BB L L CFERE 2K D4R, Eastern Cooperative Oncology
Group (ECOG) |Z X % Performance Status (PS) DT —# %457~ KRR

FHIR A& LT, BofmERE RO FIGO W, JEWIEEE O Grade, /&R
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OS2 12 UL A~ 12 Kii7», SEEHEREOFE, LVSIOFHE, Y
VoNEERB O, INEEBOFE, EHREBOFE, JEKS L ITNEE
Ve 2 D3 BN D, O & 572, PFS X° 0S IZ oW T2l A &
R L 2016 4= BepECREM L 72, FIGO J{HIZ-DUV\ T id 2009 40 FIGO
RN HE— LTz,

I3 RRART A FOIERIE, MG a0 7 m b a— a7k

SGIEBI DO FIARIEN B0 H S 4, Bl A RE STV 5 H
HZW R OEMBEOB NV~ U CEENT T 0 oOEEEE T 1y 7 2
Too "XV e A DY T A RESRLARN L, FHEERTH
L E Rk SE L, LEIHTe 0 2~3 27 (BRIERED D 72 WERNE 1
D) D 2mm BB a7 Lk~ A 7 27 LA ¥ — (Beecher Instrument,
Silver Spring, MD, USA) % W T Bk = | tissue microarray (TMA) 7 =
v 7 2 ER LT,

TMA TIERIE 7278 v 7 % 4um ([ZHY), 2T A4 K7 Z 22T LT
MO & Ui, MR IC LE S LS TR T 7 o kL, =& )
— N ERWTRKLEE 21T > 72, % D% 0.3%imER b /KEK THEMEA VA
F A —BRIEDORNELEIT o7z, HURIREIL ImM EDTA (pH 8.0) %
WT 98 °C TA0 MU L, TOREIR LR DLETHE LT, TDHTY
XHiF v o UER{k STAT3 (Tyr 705) (D3A7) HLZ7 o —F Lk (#9145,
Cell Signaling Technology, St Louis, MO, USA. # =1 :100) & v XHit
U U Al STAT3 (Ser 727) R U 7 v —J /L 4ifk (ab30647, Abcam,
Cambridge, MA. #R=E 1:100) AT A K7 T AZHEHE 4°C T LBV

THURBURLSOE S/ 72, 2 IRPTIRIE Vectastain ABC Elite Kits (Vector
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Laboratories, INC. , Burlingame, CA, USA) % H TR T 30 /3 L=, FF
BAOPURPTUASOS O A EIZ 02% 7 2 ) R UV PUEERE & 5%k
fbAKFEAZ ., s edefs & LT Mayer O~~~ b U k& VT2,
pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) DOtz hm—/L & L CONBEMEREZ V., etk
Fr— & LT LIRGURIC K D HURPUARIS AT ORWA T A R 7T 2%
7z, pSTAT3 (Ser 727) dfztk= > e —L b Ak E LT,

S YLl & B R AR BLO RN IR DO IR R I NEESERST —F 7 7
7 NISTR\NERSGY TET o 72, pSTATS (Tyr 705) (38N D5y i 2 7 Al L .
PSTAT3 (Ser 727) LAl ic B N D5 fiE SO 2 5k L7z, pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) 14k
(RPN D BEIEHIIEIC DWW T 10%LL EOBNRER 2B b O &2t s L
[77]. pSTAT3 (Ser 727) IR OIEZ ML O MIFE N DI BLITREE (R,
0; BMHIE. 1 5 M. 2) L OBEESEMEOE S (<5%, 0 ; 5~

50%. 1;>50%, 2) & LR OMET2 RULEEZBMELER LT,

AT RUEMLELT A

FERHALEL X JMP Pro 14 (SAS Institute Inc.) Y 7 k& 7=, pSTAT3 D
PERE & PR MERE I T BRI B 2 1T o 72, 2 BER ORI SV TiE Mann-
Whitney U #7E & FIWTHEAT L. &K T OBEOEOREITIL X 2RES L
< VX Fisher E#EfERME L H\W 2, U U/ EiEE 2 TR 511220 T
X, U O ESL HNES L L, kR ER. ECOG PS, ik
B EREORS SEHEEERMEOFME, LVSI OF I, JIREEOA
e EREEOAME, KM « 2P, pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) & L OF
PSTAT3 (Ser 727) Btk - e 2 fiAE L L Tr P AT ¢ v 7 [ERaHTIC

EAWERIATEToTo, & 51, HERMITCHE & /ol T2 v

17



TEEBMNT 21T > 7=, PFS <2 0S |25V Tl pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) & pSTAT3
(Ser 727) D45 x4 w BEVERE & FEMEREIZ 1 T Kaplan-Meier 3% TR 2 7F
i L. log-rank ¥ CHIBRH O Z DT 21T > 72, FKFITDOWTD PFS X2
OS D IHfZlE Cox il — RET NV Z W, HEBRMITZITOER L
72 T2 RO W T EE BN 21T 572, p<0.05 ZfaHFHICHEE &OHE

L7,

B4R FER
% 1IH STAT3JHLL U U REifis OA M & oRH
KIGIT 214 B TH Y . U o/ HilsR 1T 31 1 (11.3%) (3D b,

pSTAT3 (Tyr 705). pSTAT3 (Ser 727) DGR L ORI O 2 7 n BH %
312~ F, pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) 1% 221 i (80.7%) Tt & 720 pSTAT3
(Ser 727) 1% 149 5] (54.4%) Ttk L 72 o7z, BEHRE T, KB
WA 748 D pSTAT3 ORI % % 5 12777, pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) (22T
1T, FatEREASEMEGIREIC He~C LVSI BMERI N A EIC S0 > 72 (p=
0.027), pSTAT3 (Ser 727) (22O TIEBEMERED BSIEREIC LR CHEIC S
ETHoIAT & LT, FIGO JRHIOMESTH (FEPERETIZIRHI 1L 1L I,
IV 123 TH& % 64%, 12%, 19%, 5% T - 7=DIxf L, BEMERETIdsk ~
73%. 11%. 13%. 3% Th >72). ML Grade 3 (29% vs. 3%, p <
0.001). /@R 1/2 LA L (39% vs. 26%, p = 0.027) . LVSI Bt (53% vs.
27%, p<0.001), V >/ Hitmf M (17% vs. 7%, p=0.012) . =[FEiEEH 0

(5% vs. 1%, p=0.049) Th o7z, U \{HH#EEO THNZET 2 &K 70
BRIZOWTOREEMITE KOS E BT O R LR 6 1R T, HEARE

FRHTCIZMLER 2% Grade 3 (p=0.006) . 5@ 1/2 LI £ (p<0.001), %

18



IEEREE (p<0.001), LVSIEGME (p<0.001), IREEEEME (p=
0.003), EfREEEZEH Y (p=0.002), MEAKS L <IZNERGEMIRZEME (p<
0.001) 23V > ERBIC A EIZEE T H K7 TH Y . pSTAT3 (Ser 727) [z
ML AEICHEELZRO. (p=0.011), pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) fatiL R 4 2 6
M Zr L2 b OO/MEHFINCAEE TIE -7 (p=0.058), HAEMHT T
AEChHoTRTEELREZER AT 4 v 7 ERSITICE D & LVSI Oft
(SRS E IR, A2 DS U R EiiEE O U A 7 K+ & e o
7= (%4 p=0.019, p=0.007, p=0.010) . pSTAT3 (Ser 727) F&MEiXmar L

T2V A7 RF L7 b o7 (p=0.19),

% 2 TH  pSTAT3 & T4 & g

XA 274 FIZOWT, PRS O fEIX 64 U H (0~274 W H) T, OS
OHFYAEIL 67 B H (1~274 7 A) ThH 7=, pSTAT3 (Tyr 705), pSTAT3
(Ser 727) & = Botk - B2k CRERILLES 217 - 7= Kaplan—Meier Hhff % [X] 4 (2R
9, pSTAT3 (Tyr 705)iZ >\ Tik . PFS, OS & b IZBH AR b~ kRt
N, BEICEWERTH-7= (K 4-A ; log-rank p = 0.03, [X] 4-B ; log-rank p
=0.03), pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) (T DU TREMERRIZG BT D PRFS IZEE~ &0 B
ZEMNRENTED (M 4-C ; log-rank p=0.002) . OS ICHOWTITAE R
B2 7- (X 4-D ; log-rank p = 0.18) ,

PFS (22T ?D Cox el — RET T L 5 B Bfif4T Tl pSTAT3
(Tyr 705) PGt KON pSTAT3(Ser 727tk 2 G Tefimt L7- 8 K+ 2T TAE
EERDI (RT), INWOORTFEZELELERMIT TIL, ZWIRETE (p=
0.001), ECOGPS RE (p=0.009), #17L7- FIGO ## (p<0.001). &K

L < IZEESIER2 IHME (p=0.001) DIENT pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) [&1E
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(p=0.048) VML L7 HEETHIKF ThH o7, OS 22OV TD Cox Huffil
Y— RET T K D B BN CIE2BiReFi, ECOGPS KRR, H#fTL7
FIGO JWHI. LVSI DA, EK S L ITMEHETeE M2 Bt n 4 2 0S & A
BBE#EA TR L, I ORT 250 BN TIE, ZERFR (p=
0.035), ECOGPS ~E (p=0.009). #17 L 7= FIGO 7wH#] (p=0.002), K&K
b L < IZMEEed iz GrE (p=0.023) 2N L7e TR CThoTo

(3% 8),

i

R
%,

FHHI BE
PSTAT3 & EREENIENE O U o/ EiHRE O B %2 5 T ek BR[N] 150
T4 L OB EITo T, TEEREBICBWTITIES FENEL g LT

|

pSTAT3 DRI LHENFRD HILD E NI MENEL L A HILD Z L6 [74-76].
STAT3 DIFMAL R EIK D 1 D Th D & S TW5, 4Hl STAT3 ZiE (b
THVUEBEOFTTIB HFEHDOTF Y LRELE 2T ZBBOR Y VKDY
BRAIC T TR Lz, W7 03B & 7o o 7 JERIIT 42 B (15.3%) TH |
B R EREE PN B D 85%I2 U iRl STAT3 & 788 7=, pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) &
PSTAT3 (Ser 727) OFBIIWT I E LVSI EEDOBEAZ /R L, BHITSIHIZ
Grade X° FIGO Jilfl, fi@iREDRIY VA Eii R 8 & b ADHE A R L
7o U U EiERRE O FRNCEY U CTIE B ZE BT Tl pSTA3 (Tyr 705), pSTAT3
(Ser727) L HICEBE EHAEEH 5 WVITAZISEVTRIR 7 Th 5 = & 2SR
ENT, 2L, ZEEMITCTIIAEKD U < IZAEREsEE MR . LVSI, S5
MR & W o 72l BB IR -3 RNT L7z U o R Bl IR - CTh - 72,

T 1% & OETTIL pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) 21, pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) [t & & 124

BTWEFTHY | BHFIEBERMYT T HUOL LR T L LT T,
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JETlE pSTAT3 ORBUL TH AR CTh D Z &3l Sh Tk v [72-73].
W OWNE L ITRRDFER L o T,

FETNIED pSTAT3(Tyr 705) 2 gt L= 6 D & LT, ANEEEIZ pSTAT3 23R4
325 L9 5851320 [78-80], FIEDO—K & L THEIKRAREDEKIZ pSTAT3
OFRBUR T RHE SN TEBY | RO H 5 IEH 75 NETIL pSTAT3 D%
BINMELE SNLTWD, flumlEs B . ARRE W I b, H A0 KT
FE NI BRIET 2 FEH R IZIV T, pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) O FIFE B
AR IEFEC M EIC B 5T 2 R R OA XU b THLI L OO, L #HBHIcA
L% &R LNLRELIEBIZENTIMDO S F AN LV EHETH LD
L7y,

EiRD L 924 BIORETT pSTAT3(Ser 727) & £ < OB IFRIRFLLHIA 713 A
DOBEHAZFE O 7=, FMIIZIS I % pSTAT3(Ser 727)i% X h 2> R U TNIZHEA
L. Warburg 2 RIC L DHT7 A b—T RZBEE5T 5 EE 26N TWBH[T1], i
lf#R OFEIZ I T STAT3 LALSERIEIRPIESC, 58 & OBTEl 2 /R4 5 Hid
X2\ 3, pSTAT3 (Ser 727) DFEHL & HE D BE LI Z SV T O T 720,
FIEMRICBWNT, EOXIRAATr—RTEY VEREOY VEERET
LB LNITIER o TE LT, Y U BboETF AR Th S, pSTAT3
(Ser 727) DFEBUGIE R FH OHEITSC Grade Hi5R, U > {ifisOm s
BITEVIRTF LTS T =65 T, pSTAT3 (Ser 727) 2OV T H FEIK
BRI RO R R LTAEL, BOETICHES T LD RBIC L D%
B A &, MO FZED & o> Tovb o TROEBOEMEE M A2 5 5
DNH LRV,
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%5 42 Vascular endothelial growth factor B (VEGFB) D3 HL L U L sk - A
F Tk & o
B B

Vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) %, 14 PN ECHIIR O BESER 1-RE T
HY . AERERNE LOYEEAME R, U o SERROBIAIC B CEE
It B B i3 & &b, VEGF 7 7 2 U— & LT VEGFA, VEGFB,
VEGFC, VEGFD. VEGFE. VEGFF, placental growth factor 73 & % [81],
VEGF ORI, Fra)72 %K VEGF Receptor 1 (VEGFR1). VEGFR2 ¥
FL O VEGFR3 ~Dii &5 & 41 L TS S+, VEGFRL 213 VEGFA &

VEGFB. placental growth factor 23543 %[82], % D H T VEGFB (3452912
VEGFR1 OB ZHEAT 5 &M STV 5[83],

VEGF IZIEH FEANEICH T2 AL OBEAZRO HE 1L L THHMES
NTW5[84], VEGF BEUL TS FEWEEM L TR Z 0 | BEIEHTIEE5V 73
SRS . —F . FENEREMICI T D VEGF J8 5L I TP
BRED BEINS DD, AREHZEB L TR L)oo EHE SN TEY,
EFEFENEOEMBS LOMETEICLETHLEBZ6NTND, FEIK
i & VEGF IZ oW TOMETIE, £ VEGFA & JEETHRAE PN O N & 2

(microvascular density : MVD) & OBFHEAFRD S, MVD OIS T4
MATHERRRS . EITHI e & L BT 5 & STV 5[85-88], — 7 C VEGFB %
VEGFR1 & DBIEMEIZ DOV T O T 720, JREEIC ISV T VEGFB 7
2 — X — RO A F AL AR & BT 5 L bl Tn DN
[89]. T E{A¥E & VEGFB Z it L 7o 1372\, 24 B DRER DA RIZ IS

% . VEGFA OZBIKTdH H VEGFRL, 1N VEGFRL IZHERMICHEET 5
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VEGFB 3 BRI D U L \HlREC T4 CBEEA BT DR’ H 5 &%
Z. VEGFA. VEGFB. VEGFR1 & U > _Hilizo 7% & ORIEIZ W THR

GET A EE LT,

28 mEERELRE

ARIFFNZ DN T ER KR P MR B S O&R UKRE S 2614) % 1537-
DHITHTEZ BRAA LTz,

Hx OBFFRIT~V Y R E S ROSCHREE - EAESEE TANEtg e+
%R BT D fmER iR Et) (ERL 26 4512 H 22 A, Fa 2942 H 28
H—%BLLIE) 19> CTHF9E % e L7,

3T AHL Ik
1 EFIOER
BA i 5 Bk R AR IR e T 1990 4570 5 2010 4= F TOMIC 15 (A48 & 2 &
U, PIEREEFE & U CFIGER 21T - TIER] 320 il zxtge & Lz, B Y v
PREERENT 2320 TR 36 4l RS 0F 25860 2 9 BRI L7z,
BB 275 Bl & xh G & Uit L7z,

B2 T —XDOWEFE

BEERE LT EREZEROE ., ECOGPS 07 —# 2457z, MK
PERERIR - & LT, MBS A FIGO il A, #ifE iR o
TREDN 12 L b 12 K7, SHERHERIEOAHE, LVSI OFHE, U o
His oA E, JNREEOFE, HREEOFE, Kb LTS

MRS D GPEDE D>, DR ZAFTz, MRS SV TIIHANEE O Grade 1
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t L<IXGrade2 % Type | & L. BN Grade 3 & BN B LA D FE %R
% Type Il & L7z, PFS X OSIZDWTIL2IrA L v L 2016 4F DB

TR L7z, FIGO JWHIZ -2 T 2009 4D FIGO izt — L7z,

B3I RYRT A FOIERYE, SRR EO T 1 b a—/L Ll E

RIGHEBI O FIFHAEN HE) 0 S d, SRR mE Sh b A
Wi OFMBEO RN~ ) CEENT T 4 OB e v 7 &2 H
oo " RXVI e ZF VUGB RTA AL G, HEETH
D EEASEIEE L, LAIHT0 2~3 2 FT (RIEENDVERNIE 1
D) B 2mm B0 a7 H Gk~ A 7 77 LA v— (Beecher Instrument)
ZHWTHBIRE, TMA 7 0y 7 2/E LT,

TMA TIERIE 727 8 v 7 % 4pm IZHY), 2T A4 7 F A2l LT
M A & Lz, MR cR Ly v s Tiinis 7 o kL, =%
— v W TIRAKLER 24T > 72, % DF% 0.3% e b /KR K THRMHE~ L
F U H =B RIRDRNEALZAT o 12, HURIRTE X VEGFA 3 LT VEGFB (25
VT iE 10 mM sodium citrate (pH 6.0) % VT 121 °C T 15 3 VLR 217 -
72o VEGFR1 {22\ Tl ImM EDTA (pH 8.0) %\ T 98 °C C 40 3L
AT M, TOBRERLMRDETHE L, TDOEY Y FH VEGFA R
U7 a—F gk (ab46154, Abcam. 7= 1:100) & ¥ ¥ FHi VEGFB &
U7 a—J/v fifk (abl85696, Abcam. A FR=E 1 : 100), v ¥ ¥Hi VEGFR1
%/ 7 n—FLHiE (ab32152, Abcam. 7R 1 : 250) & FhZFH 4°C T
1 BB W CTHURPUAR G S/ 72, 2 IRBLIARIE Vectastain ABC Elite kits (Vector
Laboratories, INC.) % TR T 30 0 E Lz, BRPURTUAS G D

AAMEIZ02% U7 X NPT UNERRETE & 5% ER L KSR & VK
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et & LT Mayer O~~~ b XU Ui E AW, SxEttar hr—L
& LTI IRGURIZ L D HURBUABOS AT WA T A K7 T 22 W,

T YA K D E AR B O IR D TR R I NEIEST —F 7 7
7 NIRWERSY CfT o 72, VEGFA, VEGFB, VEGFR1 & & IZHRIAN DEE
MR DI E N DR BLREE (FatE, 0 ; 59F5ME. s PEEERGME, 25 TR
P, 3) B OB EEEMEOEA (<10%, 1; 10~50%, 2 ; >50%, 3) &

LT OHE T4 Sl EEGMEEEFR LT,

AT RUEHLELI A

HERFALER X JMP Pro 14 (SAS Institute Inc.) 7 k& H\\ /=, VEGF BIlIZE
PERE & FRVEREIC 0 P RERT L 21T > 7, 2 BER] O 12 -2V TUE Mann-
Whitney U 8 7E % FIVNTHEHT L. K7 OBEEE DZEDOBEICIE x 2HES L
< I Fisher BLEEMESRIRE Z AV T, U V"Bl 2 PRI 2K 112D T
T ) U REEERSOF A BIEE L, ZEiEES, ECOG PS, MY,
fEREORS, EEHERMEOAE, LVSI OFE, JIREEOFE, =
PRl OF ., A2 G - BV, 4 VEGF O - a4 4% 4wt
BHELTRYRAT v 7 BRSITIC K D AR 21TV, B BT
THE SRR/ 2 MW TEEEMT 21T > 72, PFS < 0S IZHOW T
VEGFB [5HRE & a2 o) T Kaplan-Meier 75 TA AR 2 ERL L. log-
rank ¥£ CHIARH DO ZOBFI 21T 572, p<0.05 ZHEHFIICHEE EHE L
72

BAH R

¥ 1IH VEGF &V VR HiinR OF B L o B
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%413 275 1 Td - 7=, VEGFA, VEGFB, VEGFR1 DEFs & O& 4
DI 7 nGEELZK5IRY, VEGFA BPERI% 189 i (68.7%). VEGFB 5
PEBIL 172 151 (62.5%) . VEGFRL [51E6G1IE 174 #) (63.3%) ThH o7, &

i, ERARREL MR 1D VEGFA, VEGFB, VEGFR1 O FHIUSENE %
# 92”7, VEGFA BPERIIE VEGFA FEMEBIIC H ~An O X fE AME <

(57.8 £8.6 7% vs.60.3+9.2 7%, p=0.015). VEGFB i1 41i% VEGFR [/
BN Y BB BEIEDOBEEE A L 0 £ o 72 (20% vs. 9%, p = 0.016),
VEGFRL [ F AR B2 K 704 i, PS & OBIIEIIRR D o Tz,

WIZ Y R EEEE TR T 2 8 R FOBERICOVWTHAERL LUOEE
BN AT o 72, MR ZRK 10 1”7, BHARMITICBWTIX, PSTRE
H B FIR EL IR - 12N 2. C VEGFB BB U o S Eiinis it & A E I
B L7z (p=0.018), HAEEMT CHE TH - HFZ TN T Y il
BOAEEL AERE LTS ER AT ¢ v 7 ARSI TORE. 8

M 12 L0 (p=0.042), LVSIGPE (p=0.003) Ofiiz VEGFB [t (p=

I

=

0.048) MNMNL L7 BV U RHEBEFHIIN+THH Z ENRESNTz, —
J7. VEGFA, VEGFRL IZHZA&EIZTCTHER Y U/ HinE & O #EZ /RS 72

noTz,

%218 VEGFB & 714 & RS

Bt L7z 275 Bl 2piliz o C, PFS O LfiiX 64 # A (0~274 7 A)
T, OS OHYR(EIX 67 H A (3~274 B H) Th-7=, VEGFA, VEGFB,
VEGFR1 ® 5 & Ma— U »/3Hifiifs & ORE % 75 L7z VEGFB T2V T D
TR 2 S0 L7, VEGFB [VERF - B2PERED PFS, OS (292 Kaplan-
Meier i 24 6 (27”7, GHEREIZ DT 0720 SRR T R AR O
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&R LIZHDD, PFS, OS WTIUZOWTHLHEEEZ RO T2,
(X 6-A ; log-rank p = 0.37, X 6-B ; log-rank p =0.19), Cox Ll H— K&
7L TH[ARRIC VEGFB [T HLA BfAEATIC T PRFS, OS & DRAE Z 580 727>

7= (data not shown) ,

HS5E &

AEORGET L7z 3 2D VEGF sy 1O T, VEGFB 23 U » \HilizE D

P

URAZRFTHDHZ ENRENTZ, VEGFB 2O Tidula i R oHE R 1 2 B
TLOHEITZ VOO, 5L ORIEIZOWTOHMEITD 720, EATHICEER
L OREEIZ OV TIIAFIBE T OHE[90]0, FLFE TOHA[91-92] 433 2 31>
FEARRLRENZ D, A EIORERID VEGFB S FEHED U > " Hilnkic
MIONOFELEKITFLTWDHEE XD, B LAFEIOMBHTTIX VEGFA <
VEGFR1 i3V » ~Hifiifs L BE A RO TE 57, VEGFB FF DI A — R
HDHONH LIy, Olofsson & 723 44112 VEGFB % it L7 BefE i
VEGFB 1IN EfaiEEd X OME FrAEZ ST 5 2 & A RS 72[93], L
LR35 BOMZEIZ 2N 6 ORIRLE SRS, VEGFB 73 E 5 ML E TR % [
EF D L0 ) R ORERNPIE STV H[94-95], & HITHEFDOHE TIX
FEERERITIEEN TR E DD, BEx 72O MK A IV 7= in vitro @
FBRIZI VT VEGFB 73 VEGFA & 13N U T- SR RRiE 2 & D 2 L AVR &
A, VEGFB [ZESFHGE Tl /e < R ~ D84 & 5 L il S 72[96],
ARIORERIL VEGFB N 2 RIS 5 Z L 23/ 260THY . BEAD
WENREFELRZWERTH T,

VEGFB & TRIZOWTIIH b RB# 2380 e o T, U o/ Eifs i (51

FHITX Y VEGFB [BMERNEWENZ I % L OREN R SN ho7=2 &0
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5. VEGFB FEHLIX XK V) BEFE o HE M FE DAV f A D BRFE-CHE R IZ B -
TWAHREMENRE 2 b T,
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>

H5E R

ABFFETIEFEERED Y A FEB IO 2R 7oA & LT, RIEmom

[s7

HFRIMRAIC L 5 NLR, PLR DR, ekt I5I1C £ 5 U Mk STAT3
FHLOMRGET, 72 b N REMMREFEIZ X 5 VEGFA, VEGFB, VEGFR1 D%
BLOMGET % F2hE Uiz, ARBFECTh b & L7 O ATRHE fTRE 72 K7 & U 2%
s & OB HEMEZ LI L LD E LR TH S,

FAY IO MR FHIRE OFER., NLR, PLR ® ER RSV AR VAT
4 ZEFET ST UANEEBO U R R THL I LRI, &6
bR A HEE TRIRF L ShD WVSI 25 0ZER VAT v
BT TIENLR 23MSZ L2 U U NE#sE D U A7 K7 Th D 2 LA B )
(S 7z, INRTEHIINEEZ LVSE & 1358720 | IRl o8 TREICHIE TE 2
NLR (X, FEERICEBWTHMTH 2 aREMED & <. A% ORRIRIG NS [T 728k
AEED HMERH D LB 2 6D, Y72 NLR &EDO S v M F 7 a2
TUTEG 2 0 LIRS LB T H B4, fERDOMBERR DORREHE G 5 2.0 fil
% THDREMEITE VY, U A HHESE RGPS T NLR 288N+ 2 iR & L
T, JRFEESERB R BT 2 B0 1E EAER OB X5 SRS ITIN 2
R B T A W BI2 X 0 . RARER RIE S 23 E U PR
PEIE SIVCTWZATREME R B 5, A 1% NLR 23032 2 78 2 B & i3
H72DITIE, BEEALOMBR R « 25 F ARG A N A > ORIE R
EOBNMRRBBETH D EBEZX D, 72 PLRIZOWT S HERMHT CILY o~
REHES PRI TH o7, NLR, PLRIZTFHRINFELTHLEATHL Z N
REFL, RIS EIT D IIELIRRE DS DAY FEI 5D IS b B KIFT
Z LR ST,

B A DS RRRA L BT & L Cid pSTAT3 & VEGF BEDFEBLIZ DT
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et L7z, pSTAT3 1% pSTAT3 (Tyr 705) & pSTAT3 (Ser 727) I OW T~ #%#E
DIEBLHIE BEMATIZ IV T Y R HilisR & A DOBE) R Sivlz, pSTAT3 (Tyr
705) . pSTAT3 (Ser 727) W TN DFRHUZHOW T H R EUL TR TR A B 220
LTz, MEE TSI Tn5D L 97 pSTAT3 OEREN THAERTH S &
DG LITWOFER & 72> 72, pSTAT3 ORIUMEE 1T+ E A 1BV TH EsE
ETHY, R BB ET L Z LICFE LR, SEIOFERIG
TS & X LAROBENH D Z &R STz, pSTAT3 (E 1B KD
e B ORI EIC B 592 E b B2, £ 0 BRI RESCERRE,
B oAb 7 & 2 k4 BRICIE pSTAT3 DB 2K T S LR F M & . thoosr+-723
PSTAT3 IZ & - T » TEMEHITRIZE I - TV AIREMERHER STz,

VEGF TIZ VEGFB 23V U R H#EB DML LTz A7 KT ThdH Z EMHRS
iz, BEMIEIZE T S5 VEGFB ORENIARHL Z LRNZ VWA, FEREICE
WTIR Y R Hi#EREIZ VEGFB 23T 5 O EN &2 Ff - TV D ATEEMEA BV, in
vitro C1% VEGFB ZEFH5E Tl /e < BB~ DR EL b O L OWE L &
D MG OEITIZIE VEGFB 28 K & 225 2 o itk 23 %, VEGFB JEHLD
WRTREAM AR &5 MOV TR, BRI TIlE e < AR 2 iz s 6
ROMHADREEZEZ BILD,

ARIFFEDORFE LT, L harAXT T 0 TRRaThs 2 &, ikt
HIRRE CIEFIRRIKIC L D2 RFTCTH 0 | IRTOABRIRIK TORFCTldin
L. B R OIEFIC L AMETTH DL LR ERBT oD, ZLTHANI
THIZE T NLR &fH. PLR &fE. pSTAT3 (Ser 727) 8K T. VEGFB &3 Hi
PFEBREICBT D) R FGEBEOTRIKFThL 2 &, ZEETH NLR &
i & VEGFB S BUIMNL L2 Y U \EEB TR TH L 2 L&, i+ 2
ERHIKT, SO L L TR & OREHOITHT O AR 2 7o i
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. S OISR L0 . AR L7z U o EiEEE TR 0 %
FlgAR COARMEEZH LI LT E N,

Vb, FEEREOY 3G ifs & OBEMEICR W T, iTRNLEE A BT 5
NLR 2L L7= U A7 K1 THDH Z LRSS NT-, FM Ak
VEGFB IZ DWW T U U AREHlBEOMN LY A7 R TH D 2 DRz,
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BA1E AFRERIY o oREREE (neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio : NLR)=<C I/ M/ Y
> REkEE (platelet to lymphocyte ratio : PLR)
TEARFEIZB VT NLR @ ERIT Y v~ Eifsi oS L PRI CTh -
7o F72PLR O EFIFMSL U723 F IR CTh o 7o, £ OREME & iTaiEE
i FTRE72 50D TR & LTERTH D LB 2 Bz,

%5 2 &1 Signal Transducers and Activator of Transcription 3 (STAT3)
FE R F T pSTAT3 (Tyr 705)  fe (3 e A A7 300 ) ettt 2 TR0 9~ %

K1 CThol,

% 3 i Vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF)

FEMEREICIB VT VEGFB 8 Y R HIlsB OMSE LY A7 RFTH 5 Z
EMIRES T, WHTRHIE FTEEDS & 9 MO\ T, AT O R IR EE %2 VT
THITE L0 %HE L TS RERD D,
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ASTEC ... A Study in the Treatment of Endometrial Cancer (G5 D4 )
ATP ... adenosine triphosphate: 77 / > > = U U fig
AUC ... area under the curve: ROC Hlif T O ififl
BMI ... body mass index: t & o B 2 3 4Rk R 5K
ECOG ... Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group: K:[E Hfg f e R ek 7 v — 7
FIGO ... International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics: [EBRErElF AFLF

AN
A

LACE ... Laparoscopic Approach to Cancer of the Endometrium (GER D4 #r)
LVSI ... lymphovascular space invasion: K& (= Bt

MRI ... magnetic resonance imaging: 5 e {4

MVD ... microvascular density: JEJEkERRE PN k) i 7 i

NLR ... neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio: %/ Ek/ U > /NER b

OS ... overall survival: 417t

PFS ... progression free survival: &% 5 {74

PLR ... platelet to lymphocyte ratio: MfiL/)Mf/ Y > 7 SER b

PS ... performance status: =& RAE (X7 4 —~v U ARXT—HF X)

QOL ... quality of life: ZE#FDE

RCT ... randomized controlled trial: 7 > % A4k EifieiABR

ROC ... receiver operating characteristic: 212 ##{EHH:

SEPAL ... Survival Effect of Para-Aortic Lymphadenectomy (GRER D4 Fr)
STATS3 ... signal transducers and activator of transcription 3: 7} VAR EEFKILE
&R+ 3

VEGF ... vascular endothelial growth factor: i & PN £z H4 5K 1
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®1 FEEEEEOBEER.

FRRIRBL 0K 7D U o/ NEHRR A 0D LR

VLR HiERRS

i 1% (%)
\ \ p fiE
BhPERE (25 1)) BEMERE (172 451)
2 I Rp A i Wt +SD 58.5 + 10.8 59.6 + 10.3 0.704
Body mass index Wt +SD 224 +4.2 23.7+4.3 0.117
FIGO J# 4 | 0(0) 144 (84) <0.001
Il 0 (0) 11 (6)
I 23 (92) 12 (7)
\Y 2(8) 5(3)
FEL Y *Type | 10 (40) 121 (70) 0.003
Type Il 15 (60) 51 (30)
7 i 1= 1/2 A 7 (28) 126 (73) <0.001
12 Yk 18 (72) 46 (27)
SHER M E IR 2L 17 (68) 158 (92) 0.002
Ho 8 (32) 14 (8)
LVSI L 1(4) 113 (66) <0.001
HY 24 (96) 59 (34)
RSk a2 2L 22 (88) 167 (97) 0.066
HY 3(12) 5(3)
1 fRHA R 2L 23 (92) 167 (97) 0.218
HY 2(8) 5(3)
fEAkE L<IL (=35 15 (60) 155 (90) <0.001
NS IE e A e 52 Boitt 10 (40) 17 (10)
S
HLEREC (/ul) ¥+ SD 7036 + 1709 5792 + 1814 <0.001
I FREREC (/ul) ‘F¥) +SD 5062 + 1618 3798 + 1535 <0.001
U 2 REREL (/) ¥+ SD 1480 + 515 1527 + 507 0.436
1/ IREL (x10%/ul) F¥) +SD 29.8+75 246+6.4 <0.001

SD : standard deviation

FIGO : International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics

LVSI : lymphovascular space invasion (k%12 55)
*FENIESE D Gradel ¢ L < 1% Grade2 % Type I,

L7,

FEPNIENE O Grade 3 & FAPNIESHE LA O RS 2 Type 1l
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F2 FTEEEEZIIBILZERTOY A EHEETRICET 20 AT ¢ v 7 BIRSGHT

S BT EZ N v
ES e : - - -
7w Xt 95915 #E X[ p 1 v Xt 95%{5 #E X [ p fiE
2 BT P A i 60 LA L vs. 60 A 0.96 0.42-2.23 0.932
Body mass index 24 UL I vs. 24 LI 0.67 0.27-1.70 0.402
LY *Type |1 vs. Type | 3.56 1.50 - 8.45 0.003 1.56 0.53 - 4.60 0.424
i3 g 12 1 1/2 LIk vs. 1/2 Al 7.04 2.76-18.0 <0.001 1.53 0.44-5.31 0.500
SHERRVE = Ho vs. 2L 5.31 1.95-14.5 0.002 0.93 0.24 - 3.56 0.910
LVSI Ho vs. 2L 45.97 6.07 - 348 <0.001 335 3.85 - 292 0.002
UK v 2 Ho vs. 2L 4.56 1.02-20.4 0.047 0.62 0.06 - 6.01 0.677
EFREAE Ho vs. 2L 2.90 0.53-15.85 0.218
UG LS it Btk vs. Bk 6.08 2.37-15.62 <0.001 3.70 0.97 -14.1 0.055
NE e 22
NLR EE vs. {EAE 8.89 2.03-38.90 <0.001 6.11 1.11-33.7 0.038
PLR EE vs. {EAE 4.11 1.72-9.79 <0.001 2.43 0.74-7.97 0.142

=

LVSI : lymphovascular space invasion (K& {2 E58)

NLR : neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio (4fER/ Y o /SEREHL)

PLR : platelet to lymphocyte ratio (i M/ U > 7 <Ek L)

NS D Gradel :L<13 Grade2 % Type |, FHPNIERED Grade 3 LEHPERE A OAEFEEZ Type Il L LT-,



0S

K3 TEMEEEEICRTDER T OB EAFYRIET S Cox Y — FE7T /LT

HLZE BT 50 T
H A7 - - : -

ANP— R 5%EEKE pfE NYP— R 95%EHEXME piE

P2 T AF fip 60 % LA b vs. 60 mE AT 311 1.59 - 6.53 <0.001 3.30 1.56 - 7.47 0.002
Body mass index 24 UL | vs. 24 LT 0.49 0.22-1.01 0.052

FIGO 5 H~IV ] vs. | 1] 7.24 3.78-14.6 <0.001 2.36 0.99-5.86 0.052

AR *Type Il vs. Type | 4.99 2.61-10.0 <0.001 2.61 1.30-5.49 0.007

LVSI Bt vs. ik 6.68 3.22-15.6 <0.002 3.24 1.37-8.39 0.007

H;ijjf‘?@égﬂ’;iﬁé Bt vs. B 3.05 1.45-5.97 0.004 2.03 0.87-4.55 0.101

NLR i vs. AR 2.36 1.16 - 5.27 0.016 1.10 0.44 -2.85 0.837

PLR i vs. AR 2.73 1.45-5.16 0.002 2.50 1.19-5.53 0.016

FIGO : International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics
LVSI : lymphovascular space invasion (k&= 5E)

NLR : neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio (#FH1ERk/ Y > 7 <EBkEH)
PLR : platelet to lymphocyte ratio (ifi/)Mi/ U o7 SEREL)

*FHNESRE D Gradel HL<IX Grade2 % Type I, FHNIERED Grade 3 SN LA O Z Type Il &LTZ,

NLR, PLR {22\ T34 % ROC THRIIHLZ= v 478 (NLR: 2.18, PLR: 206) CTEKAEES T LIZ,
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K4 TEEEEE BRI DER T OREFHMN 3 5 Y — F‘%’?/Vﬁﬁﬁ

HAR BT 25 B AT
AT N - . -
NP — Kk 95% (5 15 X [#] p fiE MNH— R 95%(5 18 X [#] p i
D Wi AF fin 60 mE LA b vs. 60 kA 1.41 0.47 - 4.38 0.535
Body mass index 24 L) | vs. 24 LI'F 0.50 0.11-1.64 0.268
FIGO J5 ] H~1V 1] vs. | #] 17.1 458 -110 <0.001 4.63 0.84-37.8 0.080
AR Type Il vs. Type | 8.00 2.44 -35.7 <0.001 3.38 0.96 - 15.9 0.058
LVSI Bt vs. 8.73 2.34-56.5 <0.002 2.32 0.48-17.9 0.320
fEK® L <
. Bt vs. Bk 6.06 195-18.3 0.003 2.54 0.78 - 8.16 0.120
e e a2
NLR =E s, IKE 2.23 0.68 - 9.96 0.195
PLR =E s, IKE 3.84 1.28-12.7 0.017 2.21 0.71-7.52 0.170

FIGO : International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics

LVSI : lymphovascular space invasion (k%15 1)

NLR : neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio (#FH1ERk/ Y > 7 <EkEH)

PLR : platelet to lymphocyte ratio (ffiL/Mi/ U > 7ER L)

*HAPNIEE D Gradel L<IX Grade2 % Type |, FAPNIESE D Grade 3 SXEPNIESE LA OALFRT A Type Il EL7-,
NLR. PLR {22\ Tld4 4 ROC THMHL7= /v M7 fE(NLR: 2.18, PLR: 206) TEf{XA R 1T LT,
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#5 FEEEHENEYEREICRT 2 BEE R WRREFMKE O pSTAT3(Tyr) & pSTAT3(Ser) D FETLAE L D ik

p-STAT3 (Tyr705)

p-STAT3 (Ser727)

G155 (%)

TEBI%L (%)

\ \ p \ ‘ p i
BPERE (221 f41) PtERE (53 f31) btERE (149 1) EPERE (125 1)
72 W RF Al P+ SD 58.5+9.5 57.3+8.9 0.275 57.5+9.5 59.2+9.3 0.405
ECOG PS 0 206 (93) 52 (98) 0.324 143 (96) 115 (92) 0.199
1~3 15 (7) 1(2) 6 (4) 10 (8)
FIGO 7 | 162 (73) 35 (66) 0.379 117 (79) 80 (64) 0.021
I 24 (11) 5(9) 14 (9) 15 (12)
I 29 (13) 12 (23) 17 (11) 24 (19)
1\ 6 (3) 1(2) 1(1) 6 (5)
Grade lor2 190 (86) 43 (81) 0.393 144 (97) 89 (71) <0.001
3 31 (14) 10 (19) 5(3) 36 (29)
73 JeE = 1/2 FTiti 151 (68) 35 (66) 0.746 110 (74) 76 (61) 0.027
12 Y b 70 (32) 18 (34) 39 (26) 49 (39)
SHER A R 7L 196 (89) 45 (85) 0.481 136 (91) 105 (84) 0.092
H Y 25 (11) 8 (15) 13 (9) 20 (16)
LVSI =i 143 (65) 25 (47) 0.027 109 (73) 59 (47) <0.001
Bo 78 (35) 28 (53) 40 (27) 66 (53)
U v EilsR 7L 200 (91) 43 (81) 0.087 139 (93) 104 (83) 0.012
HY 21 (9) 10 (19) 10 (7) 21 (17)
PNELHARS 7L 209 (95) 48 (91) 0.337 141 (95) 116 (93) 0.618
H Y 12 (5) 5(9) 8 (5) 9(7)
EFREAR L 215 (97) 52 (98) 0.999 148 (99) 119 (95) 0.049
HY 6 (3) 1(2) 1(1) 6 (5)
fEAKS L<IE paiE 193 (87) 42 (79) 0.132 132 (89) 103 (82) 0.166
NE e i 22 Bt 28 (13) 11 (21) 17 (11) 22 (18)
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SD : standard deviation

ECOG PS : Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group Performance Status
FIGO : International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics

LVSI : lymphovascular space invasion (K& {2 HL)
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#6 TEHEHHEANBREEAICET 25HNFO ) A HEE TRICET S0 P27 1 v 7 BlRESHT

BAS BT EZ N v
ES e - - - -
7w Xt 95915 #E X p i v Xt BWEHEXM  pfA
2 BT P A i 60 LA b vs. 60 A 1.22 0.57 - 2.59 0.607
ECOG PS 1~3vs. 0 1.13 0.24-5.21 0.877
LY Grade 111 vs. Grade | or Il 3.26 1.40 - 7.56 0.006 0.77 0.25-2.38 0.653
i3 g 12 1 1/2 LIk vs. 1/2 Al 5.52 2.47-123 <0.001 2.24 0.84-5.93 0.105
SER AV IR HY vs. 2L 6.68 2.85-15.6 <0.001 3.86 1.45-10.3 0.007
LVSI Bt vs. Fatk 6.73 2.78 -16.3 <0.001 3.47 1.23-9.78 0.019
PNEEA RS HY vs. 2L 5.06 1.72-14.9 0.003 1.37 0.30 - 6.33 0.685
EFREAE HY vs. 2L 11.9 2.52-55.8 0.002 3.03 0.41-22.1 0.275
R HY vs. 7L 5.05 2.21-115 <0.001 3.66 1.36-9.88 0.010
NE R 22
pSTAT3 (Tyr705) Bt vs. ek 0.45 0.20-1.03 0.058
PSTAT3 (Ser727) Bt vs. Bk 0.36 0.16 - 0.79 0.011 0.54 0.21-1.38 0.198

ECOG PS : Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group Performance Status
LVSI : lymphovascular space invasion (JJK& 1= 58)
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KT FEEHEANEERE BT 58K OBEREEAFHRIC ST 5 Cox el — FET VT

B iR i EZN I
HK X - ‘ _

ANYP—RE 95%(E HE X ] p 1A ANP— R 95%(EFE X [H] p fiE
72 W IR A i 60 % LA b vs. 60 mE AT 2.87 1.58 - 5.41 <0.001 2.86 1.51-5.61 0.001
ECOG PS 1~3vs. 0 4.22 1.60 - 9.27 <0.001 4.30 1.51-10.7 0.009
FIGO J3 H~1V ] vs. | 5.20 2.87-9.70 <0.001 3.46 1.80-6.78 <0.001
ek zat) Grade 111 vs. Grade I or Il 3.43 1.79 - 6.27 <0.001 1.92 0.92-3.93 0.081
LVSI Bt vs. etk 4.04 2.19-7.85 <0.001 1.80 0.86 - 3.84 0.112
H;fﬁ;;ﬁ;éi Bt vs. faik 3.33 1.71-6.15 <0.001 2.38 1.15-4.74 0.021
pSTAT3 (Tyr705) Bt vs. Pk 0.50 0.27 - 0.96 0.039 0.48 0.24-0.99 0.048
PSTAT3 (Ser727) Btk vs. Fafk 0.39 0.20-0.70 0.002 0.81 0.39-1.66 0.566

ECOG PS: Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group Performance Status

FIGO: International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics
LVSI: lymphovascular space invasion (Jt& (= 52)
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# 8 FEKHFHNEDE LA TR 2B R ORAEFHIMICKT 5 Cox Hefil N — RET VT

B iR i %08 B fiRHT
KK+ - - - -

NYP— R 95%EIXE  pE NY— R 95%EREXE  p i

72 W RF Al 60 kLA L vs. 60 %A 2.73 1.17 - 6.85 0.020 2.58 1.07 - 6.67 0.035

ECOG PS 1~3vs. 0 6.98 1.99 - 19.0 0.005 6.04 1.66-17.5 0.009

FIGO J5 H~1V H# vs. | #] 6.66 2.79-175 <0.001 457 1.76 -12.8 0.002
iRl Grade Il vs. Grade | or Il 2.47 0.89-6.02 0.080

LVSI Bt vs. [atE 2.94 1.25-7.38 0.013 1.75 0.71-4.56 0.227

gﬁ;@tgﬂéi Bt vs. Fatk 4.06 1.62 - 9.49 0.004 3.16 1.18 - 8.04 0.023
PSTAT3 (Tyr705) Btk vs. Ffk 0.46 0.19-1.16 0.096
PSTAT3 (Ser727) Btk vs. Ffk 0.57 0.23-1.32 0.190

ECOG PS: Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group Performance Status

FIGO: International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics

=

LVSI: lymphovascular space invasion (IR (= 58)
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it R FRAE AR 15 0 VEGFA. VEGFB., VEGFR1 O3S EBEE O il

VEGFA VEGFB VEGFR1
TEBIEL (%) SE B (%) iE 145 (%)
BEEMERE (189 M) 2R (86 1) i BEAERE (172 1)) BRMERE (103 f1) BHMERE (174 B1)  BERE (101 1) PR
T2 T IRE A fi 5 +SD 57.8 + 8.6 60.3+9.2  0.015 58.5 9.0 58.7 + 8.5 0.938 58.2 +8.9 59.2 +8.7 0.724
ECOG PS 0 181 (96) 84 (98) 0.729 165 (96) 100 (97) 0.748 167 (96) 98 (97) 0.750
1~3 8 (4) 2 (2) 7(4) 3(3) 7(4) 3(3)
FIGO 7 | 137 (72) 59 (69) 118 (69) 78 (76) 122 (70) 74 (73)
I 15 (8) 5 (6) 13 (7) 7(7) 11 (6) 9 (9)
I 30 (16) 20 (23) 36 (21) 14 (13) 34 (20) 16 (16)
\Y; 7(4) 2(2) 5 (3) 4 (4) 7(4) 2(2)
AR *Type | 148 (78) 60 (70) 0.132 125 (73) 83 (81) 0.149 130 (75) 78 (77) 0.665
g Type Il 41 (22) 26 (30) 47 (27) 20 (19) 44 (25) 23 (23)
s JeE 1= 1/2 At 128 (68) 53 (62) 0.339 114 (66) 67 (65) 0.896 113 (65) 68 (67) 0.792
12 Lh E 61 (32) 33 (38) 58 (34) 36 (35) 61 (35) 33 (33)
HEB M E R 2L 164 (87) 74 (86) 0.851 148 (86) 90 (87) 0.856 152 (87) 86 (85) 0.714
B 25 (13) 12 (14) 24 (14) 13 (13) 22 (13) 15 (15)
LVSI =3 110 (58) 47 (55) 0.601 91 (53) 66 (64) 0.079 92 (53) 65 (64) 0.077
Bos 79 (42) 39 (45) 81 (47) 37 (36) 82 (47) 36 (36)
U v HiERR 7L 160 (85) 72 (84) 0.859 138 (80) 94 (91) 0.016 142 (82) 90 (89) 0.121
B 29 (15) 14 (16) 34 (20) 9 (9) 32 (18) 11 (11)
UL v 2 L 176 (93) 81 (94) 0.999 161 (94) 96 (93) 0.999 162 (93) 95 (94) 0.999
HY 13 (7) 5 (6) 11 (6) 7(7) 12 (7) 6 (6)
PR L 182 (96) 84 (98) 0.725 167 (97) 99 (96) 0.732 167 (96) 99 (98) 0.493
HY 7(4) 2 (2) 5(3) 4 (4) 7 (4) 2(2)




fEKRS L<IX Fe 154 (81) 72 (84) 0.735
NI e R e 72 Bt 35 (19) 14 (16)

139 (81)
33 (19)

87 (84)
16 (16)

0.516

139 (80)
35 (20)

87 (86)
14 (14)

0.252

8G

SD : standard deviation

ECOG PS : Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group Performance Status
FIGO : International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics

LVSI : lymphovascular space invasion (JJK4& {2 5E)

*FHNESEE D Gradel HL<IX Grade2 % Type I, FHNIERED Grade 3 SN LA OFAEZ Type Il &LTZ,
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#10 FEEREECBILIHRFOY A HEBTHICET 2027 4 v 7 [BlEsHT

S BT EZ N v
HIK - - : B
> Xtk 95%( 5 #E X [#] p il > Xtk 95%f5 #& X [#] p il
2T IRFAE fip =59 vs. <58 1.38 0.71-2.65 0.338
ECOG PS 1-3vs.0 3.86 1.04-14.3 0.043 2.43 0.33-17.7 0.381
ek o 2t *Type |1 vs. Type | 4.35 2.20 - 8.60 <0.001 1.51 0.65 - 3.54 0.336
7 JeE v 12 LIk vs. 1/2 HKiif 6.06 2.97-123 <0.001 2.44 1.03-5.76 0.042
SER AV E IR HY vs. 2L 4.39 2.03-9.47 <0.001 2.14 0.82-5.57 0.121
LVSI Bt vs. fak 9.41 4.01-22.1 <0.001 450 1.66 - 12.2 0.003
PNELEARS HY vs. 2L 5.07 1.87-13.7 0.001 2.13 0.47-9.72 0.328
EREAR Ho vs. 2L 7.50 1.93-29.2 0.004 1.09 0.15-8.14 0.930
BAch Ll Bt vs. Bk 4.67 2.29 - 9.54 <0.001 2.45 0.97 -6.20 0.059
NE e 22
VEGFA Btk vs. Bafk 0.93 0.47 - 1.87 0.843
VEGFB Btk vs. Pafk 2.57 1.18 -5.61 0.018 2.53 1.01-6.33 0.048
VEGFR1 Btk vs. Pafk 1.84 0.88-3.84 0.102

ECOG PS : Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group Performance Status
LVSI : lymphovascular space invasion (JJK& 1= 58)
*FENESE D Gradel H LI Grade2 % Type I, FEWNIENE D Grade 3 SFEPNIEE LIS OFGRTZ Type Il £L7=,
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Sensitivity

. . ; g — .
0.00 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00
1-Specificity

1 FEEEEEICET DY VB OFIZEF 5 NLR & PLR @ ROC Hifi

— NLR
— PLR

NLR: v hA7{H 218

(AUC = 0.71, J&KJE 92%, FrFLEE 44%)
PLR: # > hA7fE 206

(AUC =0.67, JE 60%, 4HF5LE 73%)



Progression free survival
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T9

Progression free survival

1-0——?-_
B T
0.8
0.6- £ 0.6-
: NLR {5 z . NLR {if
]
0.4- : NLR ifiE § 0.4- : NLR &
0.2- Log-rank p = 0.02 0.2 Log-rank p =0.21
0.0 ’ T ‘ T ' T ' T ’ T ’ T 0.0 ’ T ’ T ’ 1 ' T ’ T ’ T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Months Months
1.0
D
0.8
E 0.6
. — : PLR K& @ - —— : PLR K&
0.4 — : PLR & E 0.4 — : PLR &
0.2- Log-rank p = 0.001 0.2- Log-rank p = 0.01
0.0 ! I ! I ! T ! T ! T ! T 0.0 ! I ! I ! T ! T ! T ! T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Months Months

FE AR EBF 21T S NLR 38 XL UVPLR O EERE & (RERED T 1% bl

B - NLR O E{KIC & % Kaplan-Meier g, A: ESHEAFHIF (PFS) |, B: 24774k (0S)
TEX : PLR OF{KIC X % Kaplan-Meier Bhift, C: MEHHE/ETFWIM (PFS) |, D: 2/E7FHIM (0S)
A D dot IZFTHEI Y il 2=,



PSTAT3
(Tyr 705)

pSTAT3
(Ser 727)

3 FEEEERE O pSTAT3(Tyr 705)F & OF pSTAT3(Ser 727)
A: pSTAT3(Tyr 705)k51%, B: pSTAT3(Tyr 705) &
C: pSTAT3(Ser 727)k5%, D: pSTAT3(Ser 727) &%




Progression free survival

€9

Progression free survival

0.6-
— : pSTAT3(Tyr 705)f5 1%
0.4 —— : pSTAT3(Tyr 705)fz 14
0o Log-rank p =0.03
0.0 .
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Months
O

0.8

0.6-

0.4

0.2~

0.0

—— : pSTAT3(Ser 727)k5 1
— : pSTAT3(Ser 727) &%

Log-rank p =0.002

20

40 60 80 100 120
Months

Overall survival

D

Overall survival

0.6 -

0.4

0.2 -

0.0 |

0.6

0.4 -

0.2-

0.0

—— : pSTAT3(Tyr 705) 5
— : pSTAT3(Tyr 705)f&t

Log-rank p = 0.03

4 T EREEENIEE BRI D pSTAT3(Tyr 705)38 8138 LU pSTAT3(Ser 727) 38 Bl D [ RE & FEMERE O T #4 Lk

BE - pSTAT3(Tyr 705)B51% - F2151] Kaplan-Meier #ifi, A: SEHFEAFHIF (PFS) | B: 24 /FHIH (0S)
T - pSTAT3(Ser 727) k51 - Bt:51 Kaplan-Meier dift, C: SERIEEALEWIK (PFS) |, D: 241FHIH (0S)
A XD dot 1ZFT HEI Y B &7~ T,

20 40 60 80 100 120
Months
—— : pSTAT3(Ser 727)B54:
— : pSTAT3(Ser 727)fa
Log-rank p =0.18
20 40 60 80 100 120
Months



VEGFA

VEGFB

VEGFR1

5 FEAREEE O VEGFA, VEGFB 3 X U VEGFR1 D415
A: VEGFA i1'E, B: VEGFA &k

C: VEGFB /5%, D: VEGFB &t
E: VEGFR1 [51%, F: VEGFR1 f2 %
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1.0

0.8 e ey

E
:
g 06 —— : VEGFB &%
F —— : VEGFB Bt
% 04
5
£ Log-rank p = 0.37

0.2

0.0
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Months

0.8
g
£ 0.6 — : VEGFB [&%:
K —— : VEGFB [t
S 04
@)

Log-rank p =0.19
0.2
0.0
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6 FEIEEEIZRIT S VEGFB FELOD G RE L a0 T 14 Ehik

A : VEGFB DO5tE - fatRlc 31T 5 A HIM (PFS) @ Kaplan-Meier i
B : VEGFB D5t « [AMERNC I 1T 5 24 S (0S) @ Kaplan-Meier
£ D dot IXHTH Y)Y Bl &~ T,
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