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F1
B - WERFEDOKEE LR (LAUT, LERREE EEOE) 13, JKES LR R D
5L ZR L 5 [1], RS IEREE P Y v s 2 H 3 50 % bk 2 BIRE
PRGERIN DI & 72 5 25, # 30% IS Hite DIRERALVEEFE [V v RS, HEFREER
KR (el EERbRES 2 R <) F#] 2380, % ORI IS AP LARRE
DR DRENTH Y, BETRIIMD TAR L % 5[2], bRt ORIk
J kO T/ TRTFEIRKT & LT, HA#REEE [pathological (p) T
stage|. AHREARVEIEE (tumor grade) | IRERBESZFET o N2 ([1], L L7%&H

6\

I

IR IS HEERE pT3 L2l & h 2 BEERM & BRI EE 2
T 5 JEHEE O BE PR O[3, 4] 90 & OiRIHMEDY high grade I FH X 1 2 HFE
® grading system[5] DFES AR T WL TH Y, FHHOBER/ FHTHIK T OHRE
DEEHI TS,

REFgECld. IR FEOEMIE o =M RR IcE H L. Kb & BRIk 4 75
JENECHOL L - BETRARK T L LTCOI T Y AREEINTE T3 tumor
budding (EH) OREE[6] K% OO S FHBED 1 2L LT, 77 F ViR
Mo SR IC X 2 IEE ML O EBRETTHEE N L <. 2 0 - B E{EET 2 L &
N3 a-actinind (ACTN4) DFEH[7]ico>WTHRE L=, 2L T, ZhHbDHRTD
FEELTUHE & Ak DERIRIRER AR 1~ & OBt 2 af L. 2 0 PR THIREZ B S 2
IC3 52 8T, Fi-minBEEIEOM L ICET 5 L2 HINE L,

mdb. AW ERR A MEEE 20K UKEHFS 4007) 2T 5%,



28 EHIKEEERIEICE TS tumor budding D IRESIMEFE I N Ay T2 T HIIK

T LCoBEEEDKRS
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Tumor budding & i¥. FERECETRICE T 2 IEE ML, F 7213 5 ko
JEAMAER B 2> © HER X 1 2 AHARAT RL[8-10] 245 L (1) | k2 [EiZE i
(epithelial-mesenchymal transition, EMT) & OBS# MRS LT 2([11-
13], Tumor budding &, KEE[11, 12, 14, 15-21] %% & LT, fiikE[22]. FU&
(23], Welfa(24]. K OBESEERRE[25] 2 S &kt 4 lglfic s w» T, B THR TR
T e LCoOFRERELINODH 5, —J7 T, K& ERIEICEH T S tumor
budding DEZICET 2 WM IIHEMEICEE T 2 ELLME O AT, oMK T 21
R%ERLTWw5, Fukumoto o [10] 1382 FRERIBEMIEZ UIERHT (transurethral
resection of bladder tumor, TURBT) &% {#H L. tumor budding 7% pT1 K5t
JEDOAT =T TYRILIRFTH L LMEL[10]l, LaLiads, filEiRiE
PEBEERE 2 MR & L 72l oWF9ECld. tumor budding 3 EE 4G P TFHlREL H
Ihwv g I nl26], Hic, EEREE EEREICEH T tumor budding D KSR
HAWERM O TRRAT L L COBEREEZB L 25t iz, 40y 5 51

D TIIFEL v,



ARETIE, R EARRES BB O Tl ik 2 v TS # O tumor budding @
RESE 2 3l L. fl 4 O EEANELZRIA T & OB, N2 CTHEEIRESIME R AR K

UCeAfrR it e Lo BB TR~DOEEIC OV THRE L 7.

528 RAEH] & STk
5 1IH  XRAER]

BT R R ARIRIEIC 31T 1999 4E 2 5 2018 4E DI BIRE 2RERIT, L
PREFT TR 230617 & v 7z LERIREE B 211 el (B dks 110 fEfI. JRE
101 EF) @ 5 b, IERE MRS D & TR D 72w 35 fiEf] (pTa 28 fiEfl, pTis 7
KEB]) B DERRIG RS 1078 21 FEG], TR ERRIEE 2 0 5 9 fEFI, IR
(L2 FEE & 6 T S 7z 4 FER]. PEHERE pT4 @ 3AEH]. K OHKE I B 2R 23
MEfT & 7z 4 fEPI Z BRI L 72, pT1-3 OiRiE M EHREE 1B 135 fEfl 2 05k & L
oo B EE & RERE R R ICIHET 2IEFNIC B Vv Tl MRRAIIEEEE A X Y
BT OIEED A% FMONRE Lz, &0 X5 RJEFNE 23 FEFIFEL, 205 H
16 fERI B difis, 7REGICIRE R FREE L LR, T3HloBRiE. 62 flofR
EREDTHENR & o7 (K1) o BRREARRT & UCH . . RS,
FAhi5E (BIRE 2RBRINT £ 72 [ ZPRE S MERN) « FINFse (FEFM £ 721308
PESEFT) o IR EERE O I, HMERPER, tumor grade, NREREE,
WRHESER Y v oNEiE O G i, UIBRMGE~oEEE N oA, MERE (BhEk

FIRE) | BERES B SRR O A, S O o NIRRT R (FLEEIK % 72 13 9EAL



BHIR) ZMRET L 7. ABETE TR, RIS Z TN Ol o _EARIR IS 2 BR v 72
JIFTEFE RO/ 7213 ) v~ fifnts, RO/ 72 @RS L ERL 2, YT
FHER Y v oSHiIERE Iy — F v CIREfT I T Fic Y v oNEiIER 2R 7

& 2\ (IARTHTHEHREZ W CAli AR REE DT (pT3 e\ L i3 pT4) »3%Eb L7z 45
SERH] (33%) ITIRY . R[N E 72 13K ) v~ E#iFRE AT S T 7z, IR
fLFFRRICBI L T, pT3 UL OMIBAREIT R R O/ % 72 3R B U v oS JigsS
(51t DRERG % 0 A HH XY B2 D T CHEAT X 41, 28 FEM (21%) ICHfrEefiBifL 25k
DFEAT ENT 7z, RFTEFE N ERERS B L CTid, Tk 5 X 3~6 » H

. 5 LRI 6~12 » HigICHRZITNIC X 2 FaRBE T,

%5238 JRERAT LA T
ZAEH] D hematoxylin-eosin (H&E) HetatlA iz 2T, 2016 4 WHO Z3%[27]
ICHDE, MRTFL € 2 —%1T 572, Tumor grade (., 2004 4/2016 &£ WHO
SPHICEE DN T low $ 3\ i3 high grade @ 2 Gl L 72, FHERFAVGHERE 13
the American Joint Committee on Cancer (AJCC) Staging Manual 8" edition Z#£>
R & 72 (28], EE D SCHEK(S, 14] 2 S L. tumor budding % J#IE 125k
HEES (177 7% B < BEEEERER) <30 2 IEME O FEilie £ 7213 5 A o i e B
LEFR L. THMEE 200 (5RE T (HEF%22) < 10 AL LD tumor budding 2STFTE

32556 % [high-grade tumor budding ] . 10 K D& A % [low-grade tumor



budding | & ¥|E L 7z, X 2 iC high-grade tumor budding % £ 5 fEE O MHMR 2 R

ER

% 3TH  BratLE

FEHRNTICIZ. JMP software (version 14, SAS. Tokyo. Japan) % i\ 7,
Tumor budding status & fth D EFARIEHEE YK - 0 BEPE D FRETIC X, Pearson O 7
A ZFEMUE. 7\ LIid Fisher DIEMERIE 21T o 7oo MEPREEIMHRFEEFER & SRR
I Kaplan-Meier % FW-CEH L, AEFE O ERICIE log-rank BUE % Fv
7zo Cox Bl ¥ — FEF A4 % T, tumor budding status, & UMt o BRI
MR T 23, MEPRESAMFRFE AR AEHAR & B AR I RIS I R28Hc D W TiRET L

7o p fHZS 0.05 Riiiz7/n L7 HA I, Mal¥AEED Y LHEL 7.

BFER OHEMIZ 38 /%2 b 91wk (PRE 72m) TH Y. LMD 36 SEHITHM:
23 99 JEHITH o 72, 2fERHIDS the Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group
(ECOG) performance status [29]1 %17 % grade 2 AT Cdb - 7=, HEEHICEI L
Tl 75 GEFIAAEM, 60 SEFI 2 M DIESEE T b - 72, 11 GEFI VI BRWTiR 5 1E & 72

WX 7z, SO NIRRYAT I3 102 SEGI 23 FLEEIR, 33 AEFIA3IEFLIHIR T H - 7=,



130 AEBI 23 B PRE bR, 5 GG 23 PRE B8 0 FabRT 2 it S . 7TLREGNIICX L C
ARG T, 64 SEHFNICH L CIZIEHESE T Fili23Mfrdb sz,

AR A IRRETIC X 0 2FEFID R EEETH 5 2 & AR X v, 36 SEHICREfE 3
% SRR A 2 B o 72, AR L~ D 5328 24 FEH], BR LR ~D {23 4
FEGL, RV b O EEE~D b 23 4 FER. KRERME~D 5, PIfEREER,
@ LA~ R ORISR, U oy B ERREE RS N E N VEMIT o TH
ST TDHH 9 FEFITIIEERREES IC A BEEE T, TR D D 27 fEFIC
FOTRIELER D tumor budding status 13, R RS> & HREH A AL ©—
L C\»7z, High-grade tumor budding (% 135 fiEflh 41 FEf (30%) 12388 &

N, D55 16 FEPIDE . 25 IEPIDBIRERTH - 7=,

% 2JH Tumor budding status & FAREL2E AT & B

Tumor budding status & FERFFERAHI KT & OBIEMEZ K 1 ICEEH L 72, AR
HIVERERE (pT1/pT2/pT3) BIL T, pTl/pT2/pT3 DUSEEHO 2 LEh
3%/17%/47%IC high-grade tumor budding ##®» ., MEFFMICHEEZE 2R 7= (p
<0.0001) , BEMEHIDKE S 13 high grade EETH Y, FEE pT1 @ 3 fEH

(&RD 2.2%) DHD low grade &I NZ DS MGD THR V72D HighE
2> & tumor grade (2T 2> DRIV L 72, IRERIBICBIL T, IRERED H ©
FEBIRED 36 ] (62%) . WRAEREEZ L DFEFIRED 541 (6%) 1 high-grade tumor

budding ZiE® ., HElFWICHEEEZZED - (p<0.0001) . FHEFER Y v o Hiln



BIcBIL <. BGERED 10 FEF (91%) . 2% 72 13208E 7 L OREGIEED 31 41
(25%) 1Z high-grade tumor budding ##% . MEHFICHEEEZ%2B® 7 (p<
0.0001) ., MEEETE (Bd/RE) cBL <, Bi@iEf o 16 fEF (22%) . JRE
FEREHI D 25 FEB] (40%) 1 high-grade tumor budding % 3%, #EH¥MICH &%
D7z (p = 0.021) o PREE R O IS AHR R o fEfEIcBI L <. FEfE® Y o

JEGIEED 18 JERT (50%) . BEfEZ L OREHIEED 23 FER] (23%) I high-grade
tumor budding %2, Ml FHICHEEZR® 7 (p = 0.003) . HERRATE
(FLEERR/FEALTER) 1B L <. FLIER OJEFIEED 20 ] (20%) . FEFLFELR D AEH]
B 214 (63%) 1 high-grade tumor budding % 8%, #EIFMICHEEZE %D
7z (p<0.0001) . FIEHEBILARERICBIL <. FEfTflo 17 fEF (61%) . RAETT
Bl 24 4] (22%) 1< high-grade tumor budding %##® ., it FWICHEEEZRD
7z (p<0.0001) ,

Fln. MR B, FART IS, FIFRL SCOUIBRI ~ o g o ki
BIL T, high-grade tumor budding JEBIEf & low-grade tumor budding JEHIEE &

DENCHFI F N A EEZRD b o 7,

55 3IH  MEIRESIMNEFELAF IR & 2R

Fifrte o FEBBIER O FEEIL 67.4 7 H. HRfEIX 53.6 » A, BIEIRIHEH

~

1204 7 H2>5 240.5 v HTdH o 7z, MIREEHVEFEAEAANRNICEA L T, 135 fEHH

44 FERI (33%) ICREEBISIIRNIC 30 2 IRESIMEFE D RS S v, 27 JERIAS high-



grade tumor budding #f. 17 JEf|2% low-grade tumor budding #IC&E T LTz,
5 RGN FE £ 1T high-grade tumor budding # T 29%. low-grade tumor
budding # T 84%TH o7 (F2) ., Tumor budding status TERI{L L 7= 135 JEHI
D REEAMEFEEAR 2 X 3a 1R T, Log-rank M€ I X D high-grade tumor budding
EIREEIMEFED ) X 7 L DICAHERBEEAZD b7z (p<0.0001) , Cox Hl
NP = FET AN O HZ BN Cld, MMAREERE [pT1-2vs. pT3, pTlyvs.
pT2-3 (ZNZH p=0.002 & 0.015) 1. BRERE (p<0.0001) . MY >~
NEERES (G1E vs. BBEE 213D YN EiERE R L. p<0.0001) | JESHHATE D
e (p=0.021) . FEFLIERARATAE (p=0.012) | tumor budding (p <
0.0001) 23, MEPREEIMERAFHR G HEICEEL T (R2) . ZEEMITIC
BLTHELBIEZEET 5 720, MBENEERZICBET 5 pTlvs. pT2-3 %72
N— T IBER T2 o BRI S e, HRERNTICT, IRERE L high-grade tumor
budding @ 2 K23 EIREESNEFAEFBIR O L 72 Y R7RFTH o7z (K3
IR, p=0.039. ~¥— I = 2.50 ; high-grade tumor budding. p = 0.014.
NP — N =2.88) , REEIMHEFE QM FHIR T (IRERE. KT high-grade
tumor budding) DT X o T, 135 fERI%Z 3FFICERIL L 7248558, 5 FMIRIEIE
FHAEFRIIIHE (AFaL, LRF. 2HF) TENLZN90%. 65%. 27%TH
b, WErENICEEEZRD T (K4) .

AEFHIEICBE L Cid, 135 fEfIH 55 5ERT (41%) A3 FabEBIEMHIC A < P &

AL, 2D 5B 25512 high-grade tumor budding #. 30 fEH]2 low-grade



tumor budding BEIC&E N T\ 72, 5 4ER4 1%L high-grade tumor budding BT
37%. low-grade tumor budding # T 81%TH -7 (¥ 4) ., Tumor budding status
TR L 72 135 flo e E R % X 3b IR T, 2 BEo A FIARIC I3EAIc
BELENZED b (log-rank #E, p<0.0001) , Cox lfil~+— FEF 145>
Mr D AR ClIx, MBAEREL (pT1-2vs. pT3, p=0.024) | IRERE (p
< 0.0001) . JREERY v EiRE (p=0.04) DFEE. MU high-grade tumor
budding (p< 0.0001) 28, @AFHEOKEE L AREICEEL Tk (X4 . 4%
BTG I3, high-grade tumor budding o % 434 A fFHAR B3 L 7= ) 2 2 [ T-C

Hote (35: p=0.024, ~¥—Fi =2.33) ,

FHARF N

[

EEPRES B EIC B B high-grade tumor budding 1%, MFIEEE, IRER

X

BR. ESHHRR R D REE 72 & OIER DRI ERIA T L AR ICBES 2 & & b

i<, FESEFEICE T M L 2HEM TR TEINTTH S C LRI N,
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H 3% LRERIREE FREIC T 5 ACTNG RERBIOMKHHEENERICET 2

et

FH1E HmEHEHW

ACTN4 &, 77 F villlaatsE RN E 2 KR 3 IEHAD a-Actinin DT 4 V7
+—LD—DT, LD EHRETUEICES L. S0 RE - im5 2 igEs 2 (7,
30], MEEHRERE DERIC X, RN 2 Z ikt S JE PN & o B BAE
R, lEE, REEEZTSS 2 & CRIESRIROME~ & BT 5 TH 5 EMT
PEBERATD 1oL In[13]. ACTN4 ZZ® EMT ICbBE53 320 REN
205 %(31,32], KWka(33, 34]. FkE[7, 35, 36]. Miikz[37, 38, 39, 40]. FElez
[41, 42], BRSHE[43, 44, 45], MEHRE[46]. CIEEHE[47]. R OHIZIE 48] % &
Ui~ OJEIEICE VT, ACTNA EHE OBEEIFRIAD 2 i ACTNZ O¥EE L&D
B - i & oA RE I N TV B, ACTNE OH#EIZ. ACTN4 EHE D
FIFH DT 7- 2HEF & XN 339, 41, 44, 46], FRE& L RREICBES 28Kk D& ©
1. BEEREMIRORE B OB EE T A I 3515 2 ACTN4 & {8 O @BEIFIA, JED
BEOEIEYE - RN, KOO EITE © tumor grade o RF LBET L &
DTG I N TV 5E[49,50], Lo L7zads, LRI LEREICEIT 5 ACTNG B
FEH DB ) N % DEFARIHE EER P THRRAT & L COREREMZBRE L 208

Hix, BADHID 5 BRY TIRFIEL 2\,
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ARECIE, EEIREE RO FifikiA % v, b gikic X 2 ACTN4 &
HE D@ F I O fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH) #kic X 2 ACTN4
D av—HEEEFML ., A OFKFEEWE T & OB M. Nz CHEEIR KA

FEFRKMOREFRZER L LEBETR~DOHEICOWTRE L 7

28 NGAEG. MR OTTE
1T o RIEN

it R R A RIRBEIC BT, 1999 £ 5 2018 i EERPR IS bR o L ¢ &
PREDREERMT, 72w UIRE TR WBRAN 2 fifT & 4172 RE0IREE B ECR 211 fEf] (B
¥ 110 SEFI. JREHE 101 EFD s w <, BEBKERS A7 18 GEF. Fili
IR IS FRRnAS & £ 5 9 REGI. AAIT L ARE & e AT & 7z 4R [RIREIC B 2P
& fifT S Lz 4 JEBT. ORIk O RFIREEIC X Y FISH EC14r7% ACTN4 O
FHUEMEATF O Nind o 72 8FEFI 2 BRI U 7= LEBIREG KR 168 fEfI 2 R & L
oo BdE & PREREDE—BARICHET 2 AEHNC B W TE, MR EEE 2 X Y
BT OFEED A EFHIIONRE Lz, 2D X5 BAEFN 17 FEFIGFEEL, 2055
13 fEFICE Ffa, 4IEGICIRER L BB e LR, 92 0B dE. 76 OIRER
DEHI DX R & 7o 7z (K5) o EERREENNT & LCElR, MR, EEl, +
ik (BRE RWRINT £ 72 13 IREF R o FFH (FAEFMN £ 72 12 M8
BRFAMD) . MEAWEEERE. tumor grade, IREREE., REAW Y v o HilnfE o f

. UIbRin~ O ES RN oA E, WERE (BhE3KE) . T2
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carcinoma in situ (CIS) OH#E, FEM:I 2 EEHMER oF #, S OSSR IR R
(FLEEIR & 72 13 FEFLEEIR) Z2MET L 72, RISV OEER,. M OERIEE &0 7-
POBRBIZR TR, B2 EE 2/ R & J5E] CitdElL7zdDLFEKTH

D Y voNEIERTE OBICHEHEIC K0 A1 EG] (24%) ICIRIEIYE 72 I3HER Y v o3l

FIHP AT S N T e,

%5230 JRERAT RLEHME T ik

FZHEFI D H&E FafEARICoOWT, 2016 4 WHO JEH#E[27]iIckD & | MR
Lt 2 —%fT> 7, Tumor grade (¥, 2004 /2016 F» WHO 731 FD W T low
%% \>1% high grade o 2 BHRSCRH L 72 MEMZEER X, AJCC Staging
Manual 8" edition (CE-DW TR & 1172 (28], FEEHENT DERIC HLA 7 () PR

% [pTa, pTis, pT1] KO [pT2-4] @ 2FEITHFEL 7=,

ACTN4 EHEOFEBIZ, BEOCH[45] 2SR L, Btk 2 v o
L7z, BRENSHRE Gt~ VEIEANAT 7 4 VAT 2 v 7255, 4
pm EOEHY R AERIL . b & L AR I v 72,

—XPifkiz. ACTN4 o N Kiilics|<H 3 AR~ 7F F
NQSYQYGPSSAGNGAGC ixf L € LR &7 —Xfifk (Ab-2, ~vxE/ 71

—F ) & 500 fERBUC TR L 72 UIici L, ¥ L vic X afliocT 7 4 VAL
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HROERFRT X ) =0 X B BUKIR % 1T 5 7z, PURIRIE ICiE, 0.01M 27 = V%
B (pH 6.0) 1032 LCA— F 2 L— 7L (121°C, 10 5[ %47 -7, BB
BRTEALER R . AR ICEIR E TR 272, 5 %iBRR(L/KEE 2 Fl v T 5 73 R~
NI F L X=Xl ZT o 72,

FR—RPifk & 4°CT—Me (18~24 Ff]) SOUG X &7z, —Xbifk (Dako,
Glostrup, Denmark) %Z{# F L. 30 =R TG 272, 0.2 %D 3, 3'-
diaminobenzidine {&# T 5 M DHE LD, ~< F F U v CHREGZ T L 72,
T RICIZ, FEREEE O AR AHAR (BUBRHE) 2R L. BRI,

BT G E Y R L 72,

FATE AR R o ST

G AR AR DO FEAM 1%, 5L 7 &TIC X B 2L 0 AR IR o 7 o R AR A S O
HETERE D FLHR Y OR 72 4L 7= B IC T T - 72,

ACTN4 &HEOFEHIL, MIE K & 72 (2 HIREL o 605 SOS 1 % FEAf R &
L7z, B2 DSCHk[45, 50]1cFEo T, ACTN4 DFIGRE % M5 AT D g th
FRE LB L <. BBt (score 0) . L (score 1) | HEHEE (score2) | &%
(score 3) D AEPEIC T TRa TV v 7Lz, EEMED 50%LL LA score 2 &
O score 3 DFEBIRE 2R L 7256 OIS IC B 1T 2 B R)IGHEEZ ACTN4 HHE D

R D Y LEXRL (K6),
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KRG 51T B G R ORI . — ADBIZEIC X 2 HEIC X 0 7
ot T ADBILEHRT ACTNA % FIE OB 0 #1152 HE R AR

BHTH o7 20 fEH (12%) X, 74 A Ay v a VEEME 2 W 725E8 I X 0 AR

% 518 FISH ik

ACTN4 DXL, WA DOHR[44] 2 S L. FISH &% Hv OGS L 72 #ES
WNRFRE RGNV =) VEEASAT 7 4 a7 vy 72205, 4 pm [E DY)
FZ#ESRIL, 2o % FISH #EicH w72, ACTN4SpectrumOrange/Chromosome
19 DNA probe (CEN19p) SpectrumGreen DNA probe (Abnova Corporation, Taipei
City, Taiwan) %MW T, &£ DICHRICEHE X 7z FiE[45] L R U< FISH &
#iTo7, 7Tu—7 BN I EEMBD DNA O hybridization %{T\»

(37°C. 48 IKff#) . 4,6-diamidino-2-phenylindone % FH\» T DXL Gt % 47 -

7’—,
~o

% 6IH FISH %o ¥

FHAE S M IERZ 20 filic 13 % CEN19p & ACTN4 ojlj 7’ v — 72 b D
IFADEE ST L, JEEMIEAS ACTN4 12kt L C/RfiIC SE MG % n 155
Ald. ACTNA SE UG Ic IS d 2 G Ic BT 7 FABo Ay v P 2 FEfiL

7-o BIEER S OIEEME H7-0 0 ACTN4 O¥¥a v —#i3. ACTN4 & 7'
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N TV B EHA TV LI CE L Z Ik VER L, ACTNZ O

=8 4.0 L EDERIE [ACTNY o av—FEnd v | LE&RL 7=,
ACTN4/CEN19p [tix, ACTN4 v 7 Frdifh v v M 4% CEN19p > 7' F L ik

Ay v METHIZZ LI X VR L, ACTN4/CEN19p Lt 23 2.0 A EDEf,

[ACTN4 OHNENFEET 2| EEFE L7, BN R E LT, JEEELDREE F K
HHAR A L 7=,
AtEtics1F 3 FISH #o

PPl IZ. A DB I X BHILHIE I X VT o 7,
“ANOBIEFEB T ACTNA © =2 ¥ —H3E Kk RO A IR 3 2 HER R 1 F—
HCh otz 124EH (T%) &, EHic40kEcAYy v Lz ECc NoBIEHEMT
A E TV, i L2 RS2, K71 FISH fi#tr o RN % R 3,

7T BalALEE

FERHRNTIC 1. JMP software (version 14, SAS,

Tokyo, Japan) %7z,
ACTN4 OEBHE O@EIFRIM N ACTNE OEEICEIT 2 status & fth o FE s B

LR O BE M o MR IC 13, Pearson © A4 ZIEMUE, 7\ LIt Fisher D IERE
WE & T L7z, MEIRESSMNEFAETER & 241713 Kaplan-Meier 5% f v
THEH L. EF0 MO HEICE log-rank #UE Z 27z, Cox Hfil ¥ — FEF L5
Mz v, ACTN4 o EHE DERIFEH & ACTNA ORI 5 status L
ftl D BRI 22 A 723, SEPRESSM RS AR AR S O A AR e RAx 3 e ic o

WTHRET L 72, p fE23 0.05 KRiili 2 7n L 723561, MEHFAIAEZED Y EHE L 7,
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1IH AR E 5

4

B OFEnOFIPIL 38 A 5 91 ik (PRE 71 5%) TdH v, LD 44 fEfI<TH
P23 124 FEFITH - 72, 2IEHIH ECOG performance status[29]1C 3513 3 grade 2
LAFCH o7z, MEHNCE L Cld. 89 FEFIA M. 79 AEBI M D IEE T H - 72,
15 FEGI S UIBRWIsR G 1E & 22 & v7z, CIS M O EEMEMRIER otk % . 22 i 32
FEB, 37 EGICER e 7z, MEE; D NARMIAT L 13 123 SEI A3 FLIEAR, 35 el A3 IEFLEA
RTH o7z, 163 FEHI DS B RE R 5 EBI S RE H 4 bR % 61T & h, 85
FEBNCR U CIZRAEFAr. 83 FEANIC N L CIZMERESE N FilradfThb iz,

FHARERIBETIC X 0 . AEBIIKES ERJETH 5 2 & Mgl I iz, ACTN4 &
FE o 7B 168 FEFIHF 49 fEH] (29%) TRE®D LN, £ D9 B BETREIL 27 fEF
B, PREREL 22HEHITH 572, T72. ACTNA O =2 & —E3EME iRz ZzhZh
25 fiEfl (15%) . 21 EH] (13%) TRD bz, ACTNA O¥EE% B0 7242 21 i
BIAFEEFIC ACTNY D a v =Bz Roz7z», kido 25 iz [ACTNE O
aE—HHMbY | LLTE L, 2Nl 143 fEHI% TACTNY © =2 v —HUH
Mmzzl] EEE Lz, ACTNY O =2 ¥ —HIEM%ZRT 25 5EHID 5 b, Bk 1L 8 IE

Wil PREREIT 17 JEBITH - 7=,
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F2TH ACTN4 EHEOMEFRILE ACTN4 © 2 v —FHEhn & o B
ACTN4 ® 2 v =¥ % R 3EfIffIc BT, ACTN4 EHHE ORI FIR %R
FHREFNE 19 FERI (76%) . 7~ X I WERI 6 SEH] (24%) TH Y., ACTNE © 2 &
—EEN 7 L oEFIREIC 1T 5 ACTNA HEHE O @RI % R~ 3HEFNE 30 AEH]
(21%) . N ERWIEFNZ 113 5ERT (79%) T, HEtEMIicEELA2RBw 7 (p<

0.0001) ,

B3I REARERAERYIN T & ACTN4 status & o BEE M

BRI AR F & ACTNE © a2 ¥ —BUCBE 3 % status & ORFEM: % 2K 6 IR
#H L7, RS (pTa MO pTis) ICBWT, ACTN @ 2 v —HIEh %2R 3
B D 2> o 7z, R IC T 2 MHIRASGER (pT1/ pT2/pT3/pT4) 1B
LC. pT1/pT2/pT3/ pT4 DEEEEM D Z NEH 12%/17%/22%/67%
ACTN4 @ 2 v =¥z 8o, Mt EMcEEEZ2Ro 72 (p = 0.0062) .
Tumor grade IZDW T, 15fEH] (9%) 23 low grade &I L, ZDRTT
ACTN4 © a2 v —#3EM%Z R 7057z, ACTN4 O 2 v —#3EM %80 5 EAEW]
23 high grade T& v, #alF0VHE2 S tumor grade 13fEIT2 SR S L7z, Ik

EREICEAL T, IRERED Y OEFIEED 22 FEF] (39%) . IREREEZ L OIERFIEE
D 341 (3%) i ACTN4 ©av—H¥MzRD, Mt FNIcEEEZZRBD - (p
< 0.0001) . JRERARY YD v oEIREICBI L <. BatERE o 4 EF] (40%) . Rl E -

WFERE 7 L OSERIEED 21 6] (13%) 1 ACTN4 @ =2 v —H N #38  #EFEN
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ICHEAZZD T (p = 0.0065) ., VIBRKG~DEFEHICBI L <. BGERED 6 iE
Bl (40%) . Pt 19 fEF (12%) 1 ACTN4 @ = v —¥d8n% 80, Hat
MICEEEZRD 7 (p = 0.0042) ., EER/HE (Bd/RKE) CBL T, Bk
o 8 FEH] (9%)  FREFIEGID 17 FEF] (22%) 1< ACTN4 @ 2 v —HEn % 78
O, MEFFICEREEZRBO 7 (p = 0.013) , JREE LS o i HmR T o e

CBAL T BlfED Y OREFIRED 13 FEF] (35%) | KfifF7R L DREGIRED 12 S\

(9%) 12 ACTN4 @ 2 v —§ %R, HeFMicEEEZE2Ro7z (p <
0.0001) . MEBSIRAT R (FLEAR/FEFLEEIL) 1B L <. FLEAR OEFIHED 14 1

(11%) . FEFLIER DAEFIRED 1141 (31%) i< ACTNZ ® =2 v —Hhn % 2o,
MElEIcEEEZZ2Ro 7 (p = 0.002) ,

S, MR, BB, R, FIFERL tumor grade KUY CIS DRffERILIC
Bl Cld. ACTN4 =2 v —% D status ISP 2 EM B EEZRD Lo 72,
BB E A 7 & ACTNA & HE o ERFEH & ofEkIc>wTid, Eido
ACTN4 a v —#D status & OB L MERFEBL 2ERTH Y, K7 L LTl

THICLEED B,

54 TH PRI REAEAAE & A

Ffrtt o feEBIEIAM O FEMEIL 77.3 » A, HREIL 65.0 7 H. B2 R HipH

~

1304 7 H2 5 249.0 » HTH - 7=,
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e PRES LA F IS BE L T 168 SEMIH 50 SEF] (30%) @B IRk I &

|

T B IREEIMEFE D ERE X 4. 18 FEHIDS ACTNY @ 2 v — I % 7~ I HEFIRE, 32
FEGI 2 2 v —HBIE 7 L OSEFIRFICE Tz, 5 AEMEIRIEIMTFE AR IT
ACTN4 @ 2 & —HF % /R 3HEFIE T 27%., =2 v =87 L OFEFIEE T 80% T
Hot- (£8) ., ACTNY @ a2 v —iamoHE Rl L 7= 168 SEH] D bR/ E
Fhf % X 8a Ic/”Rd, Log-rank MEIC L D, ACTNZ © = v —H3Ehn & IREEH
oY 27 LoRICHEREREENZED bz (K 8as p < 0.0001) , Cox Al
Y= FE TSN O BRI < IE, EANEEEE (p < 0.0001) | IRERE
(p < 0.0001) . JRHZERYY v Hiists (G vs. BB Y v EiFfiE R L, p
< 0.0001) . YIERWIHEGE (p = 0.0015) | JEEMEMRHER O (p <
0.0001) . FEFLEERAIRATR (p = 0.0001) . ACTN4 EHEOBEFEFHE (p <
0.0001) . ACTN4 ® = v—H3E (p < 0.0001) 23, MREINFREFEEEREC
BE L Tz (£8) . ACTNA HHHE DBEIFKIAD status 13 ACTNL D2 —
B status LIESMHBAL TH Y SERBITICE W TZ0 2WTFIEEO 7 v — 7
L LTHET L7z, ACTNA @ = v — 5N % & Ot < ik, P 0EERE., IRE
SEL RERSE ) v oNETHRRS . RS R O, ACTNZ 2 v —$uihno 5
128, EREAEREGHIB O L2 Z2WTCThHoz (K95 p =
0.034, 0.031, 0.033, 0.026 J2T*0.038, ~¥—FL = 2.99, 2.46, 2.42, 2.09 K&
2.16) . —7. ACTN4 EHEOBERFEFICE L T, 5 FMRIEIERRIL

ACTN4 HHE OFFH 2580 2 GEHIRET 40%., D R WIEFIHET 84% TH - 7=
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(£8) . ACTN4 &1 E 0#@FIFEH 0 M ClFilb L 7z 168 fEHI D JREE IS Hh i
%% 9a 127R 3, Log-rank MUEIC X ) ACTN4 HH'E OEFIFH & JREINHHD Y
27 & OMICHERBEZED bz (K9a;p < 0.0001) , ACTN4 EHE D
FIFTUL, A BN IR R ICBEE T 2 G E AR T TH o2 D D
D, IR C IR ERIAE OML L2 ) R 7R L 3R bRk o7z (R
10; p=0.089, ~¥—FL =1.78) ,

SAEFHENCE L Cix. 168 ERIH 59 fEH] (35%) A FEEEBIEIHEICA ~v b %
AU, 17TEHID ACTNY @ 2 v —BUBINZ R 3 EfIfE. 42 G2 ACTNE o 2 v
—EEM 7 LoFEFIREFICE TN Tz, S EREFRIT ACTNY © a v —H¥En%
NIEGIRET 35%. v —#EMN7Z L ofEFIREC78% TH o 72 (R 11) ,
ACTN4 = v —#38moFEcERIL L 72 168 fEH] D24 frihik % X 8b IR T,
Log-rank #EIC X V. 2 oL FHM I EANICEREENZD b (¥
8b; p < 0.0001) , Cox MBI+ — FEF AW OHEEREMEITCIZ. 70U (p
= 0.009) . MFFHEEE (p = 0.0002) . IREREE (p < 0.0001) . JFHEY:
) v otiists (Gt vs. &YV v oRHigiE R L. p = 0.0037) | UIBRWm S

(p = 0.0045) . MEEMHBEROREY (p = 0.0081) . FEFLIEHKRAIRTAE (p =
0.0085) . ACTN4 & ME0#BFHHE (p < 0.0001) . ACTN4 @ = v — 34N
b (p < 0.0001) (X, DEFHIROHEMEAEICEBEL WA (K11) , ACTN4
O a v —BINE ST EERMBITCIX. 70U, IRERE, ACTNZ © av—¥

¥ma v o 3RTBEEFHEOM L) RA7RFThHo7z (R12;p =
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0.031, 0.010 X 1r0.027, »~¥—Fk = 1.90, 2.83 Jx1r2.17) , —7Ji. ACTN4
EHEICEL T, 5 Fa2ERIT ACTNA EHE OBEF AR 28 o 2 AEHIfEC

5%. 28 7 WIEHIFET 82% TH -7z, ACTN4 & HE O FEIH o fF & cFhlk

L 7z 168 AERI D {7k 2 X 9b 127”9, Log-rank BEIC X V. 2 HED A7
Ml i3HEt EIcAEREErRD bz (K9 ; p < 0.0001) ., ACTN4 EHHE DI
FIFIFRZE M C I et HEIcBEE S 2 882K Thob DD, HRE
it Cld B oML 2 Y R 7R T L i3 b e b o/ (R13; p=035, »

‘H:'_ FJ:E = 137) o

54 HT M

BRI EROEIC BT 5 ACTNA EHEHE OBEFIC ACTNE O = v —HIEN
(3 AR SRER, IRERIE, TSR D FEfE 7 & O REkR D B RN B 1 K]
TLEATICBEEL., R ACTN4 © =2 v — B RS B 1B 1T 2 L 724

FEROTETHRFTH S LR INT,
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N2 I S - Wi & k7 U 72 BARPRES BRI . PUREA 72 &I 3 2 6K
PiEZ R T 2 &%, BEEGTRIT RN TRRTH 2 [2], [FEE
T 5 EFE - AT TROTHIRT & L CHBEEZEE., IRERE, tumor grade 7&
EDEET o5 H, fliEs DRk~ T IC B CHEISRE & DB IC B 75 B 23
XN TV BEERBEL WO BlE 2 O IR EREI B R I N T b o7z, RS

i, R ICBE T 2 ESEE L L CD tumor budding &4 F-& LTD ACTN4
DEFEFEILL VI 2 00RTIEH L, 2405 O _EEERE EEEIC 3 1 2 B AR
FHERNMOFEEREICE T 585 - A TR THELZHREI2 2 LT, itk
HMAZHELZENTE T,

AFX DH 2 TCTlE, JEERE M DFHAME ) phenotype & LT tumor budding
ICDWT, ML T D high-grade tumor budding 232 M:_EEIRES B EIC &
\F 5 MEPREESM R M O B A ARTIC B E T 2 MV L 2 Y A7 RFTH B Z L 2L
T L7z, FREE EZFED tumor budding 1B L CTHEET L 7@k o313, B ic
B BEHRIRHEENER L BETR~DE LG L7 2FD A TH 5[10, 26],
Fukumoto & [10]1%, MAFIEFERE pT1 & 2W & N BEE 121 fE6 o TURBT
RRICH 1T 5 tumor budding status Z §Ffi L . high tumor budding 2% 5 4F fiE 14 A4
EROET & GBS 5 C & %R L7, & 5Ic high tumor budding 5% D%
DIFHHET L BT 2. L ZAFThH B Z L dRL7[10], L2 LS, 20

92z TURBT #ifEo 03 MiZ2iT-> CTh 0 . EAICHERE T L WIERICE T
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% pT1 #ZWid understaging @ U & 7 i3k bhznv, Kicik &[26]1F, fifgiz
MR 1 U TR RIS REBRA 23 HETT & 4172 60 SEMI 2 it L. Rk
B % tumor budding status [INEEEEIE, IREREE, wffdfE RS & BdEE 37, K
HRAETRCEEGFLECALBRETFR~OERRFE IR r o HEL TV 5,
Z OWFFE IR AR 2 TS 2R 2 5l L T 2 b DD WRAEGIF A D 7 <
tumor budding DFHMi LA SATIIED S  THEASINAZD D EEE > Tz
(tumor budding DFHEITT 2. 200 F5HEF CTI1d 7 < 400 fFHEFCEi T LT
72) o BEBER O LIRS o BRI E R IC 31 % tumor budding @ EEARRELS ) 3%
DHESZITIZ, X 0 KBS ASEGIRE 2 MR & L 728 — MG N coiffge 2k o
bbb,

KB Cl3 high-grade tumor budding D132, W& R EA RIS FEFE DI L 7=
THRTFTH 2 enI i, SEIERK I N RKEEIHFRD ) X 7 JEhte T v
(B 4) &, BETRILEZHN L UM 2 il B L 5% oo 2 et 3
270 QBEEHIMEREL 72D 5 5, ER L 0 ER {, H&E RED L TH
IR FEMf P BEC & % tumor budding 1%, ERKEADES TH 2 Mo b b FHIRE
ERFEOH T TR TAIAT & LT, Bh2EBROMELH 2 EEZLNS,
Tumor budding DAHFKR DT RICHIET 2 0 T HEVFHIBERED % < IZREA T
»H25H, EMT 3% DfEffio—> & INnTw 5 ([11-13], BEMIRFEDIREE @ ICE
WT, EMT ot 7%~ —75 —TdH % E-cadherin D FIHITH % A L < i@ B

CIREREICRG T 5. g e 7 ) viEiaEHE 1 (IGBP1) [51]%.
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COL4A1/COL13A1 [52] D #BAEFE B ME TN TH Y, FFICHEH 13 high-grade
tumor budding % /R S EEICHEE TH 5 72 & T 5 ([52], Tumor budding ¥,
A K D> O R & % CHER TP E % 815 3 282 (partial EMT) &
HOBLEMED B 2 & T nTWw» B [31], —F T, KIBEVIFRM A% Vo 72 R B
[t Cid. tumor budding status & EMT BEEIE (E S HIC I3 BEME DMK A 5 72
LOWEDLHY[53]. LR IMENAEEINS, £ THLIZ. EMT & 0B
VAR S T d ACTN4 ICEH L. BEERIEMED 5 T IO W ORET & o
3zl L7,

T FURAERETH S ACTNA X, FEHRMD a-T7F=v 77 1) —1C
B L. MiigoEBEE HEREEEZ D OT 7 FVHRRLD X4 F 1 v 7 At
T BD 5(7,31], ACTN4 3HIFGEBIRED 272 &3 EMT @ 7' 1k 2 $ Bi5
L. ACTN4 EEOHBFI L ACTNZ 2 v —Nit, s oEEicsT 5
TR AINE DR - SERERE & BhE S 2 C E S 20 & e > T 3 [7, 33-50], Ao
FI3ETIE, EERE EEIEOMEHES D 5 B 29%I1c ACTN4 &8 OEH | F
W, 15%I1 ACTN4 © a v — %z Ro ., wind X 0T L 2 ikeEn g
CIRERBOFIE R &, A 0 BEESHMBENE L AEICEEL T, 205
b, ACTNZ O = ¥ —¥UENNIT PRSI FE AR AR R e AR fE AR o M7 L 72 Y
A I7HRFTH o 7=,

Tumor budding B3 2 b @ L [Ftkic, EERE LR#EICEIT5 ACTNA o %

A 2 AT L BB 13 7 <0 BEDEIR FE D PRI _E BRI B S 2 S 28D B D B A7
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1E3 % [49, 501, Koizumi & [49]1ZBsbtAEMIAIM% iV C. ACTN4 @ mRNA KX
CEHEORHED, Wi - im0 tbic bR T2 %2R0 7, £
7e. ACTN4 @/ v 7 X7 i X0 EHEMNE O = ERe 12 B0 X 415 25, $85EvE T
ICHBERZIT W & 2 L72[49], Yoshii & [50]1%. 46 GEHI O MGG
BRIN % O 49 JiERI > TURBT % ff 7= 95 SEGI D BBtk GEmfER Y 53
FEGI, ffE RN 42 FEH]) 1ot L <t ACTNA fitik % F v 7 sl b e e ta %
T, FREE EREICE T 5 ACTNA EHEOEAEIL, X V#T L 2 A odE
EJ O tumor grade @ EFEEHET 2 b DD, ML -EBEFETHK T ClERw
ZeERmN LIz, 72, BEBEMIatE T24, KO KU19-9 ek »wT ACTN4 % il
T 5L, EEMEOREEEITAEICKT 3228, HEEEIMIC LR35 2L 2k
HL72[50], 2ok Hic, R EREICE T3 ACTNA Oor FHEREICIZ. TERIRIE
T SR D EA LN b il E I B DRgE % 5 2 5 KA DR
T3 2 A[RetEDH . Z DFIIC X 0 [Fl5 75 ORI E R E R0 X 5 I
ftFaz e niffdh s,

ACTN4 o =2 v =iz, ACTN4 EHERHAOFE-WFo—oLInd
. oS TFEVEREFICOVWTDa Yy yHFRFELNTH RV, KIFFEICE
W, ACTN4 EHEOBEBIFILE ACTN4 © =2 v —EEINC i3 EIcE B xR
HBEAD: Z b 7ed DD, ACTN4 HHE DEFFRIL %D 72 49 GBI D 5 5 |
ACTN4 ® 2 v =83 % 2 7-ERNZ 19 EF (F740%) OATH Y, it

DIENEDOIEIC BT B A5H & FHLL L T\ 72[41, 45], ACTN4 O 2 v’ —§3Ehno A0
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ACTN4 EHE OBEFIFIDIRA Tl R W AlREESRB I N3, —/ T, ACTN4
D3 v —EKEMAHRE X N5 b ACTNA &EHHE OBFEFI % 380 7 > 7-IEHIL 6
FEGITETE L7ze 2D 5 b VREFIRSE Rt TH o 7243, Y © 5 fEH] I3 MEE ik
D 50% K O HHEE~FEBMEE R L TE Y, ZOR BRI ICE T 5 E
HE BRI OERASEG L-vfetnd 2, 72, ikt ol ng:
ACTN4 HHHE OEBFRIIIT L 2 FREREF PR THET & 137% 53, FISH
Hot E e ACTNA © 2 v —HEo A 13HHEeEMTHROGE A FHIKT©
Hotmid, tEEOWE &L T\ 3 [41, 45], FERIGH OB A & b BITERR
MEHRAPETEOTEREICOWTRE 2D 2 L E2RH 2,

ACTN4 o BRI X 2 EiiiaoESt:, =MEEL Mg ae o tiEix, EMT
DERDEIT 70 X L FRICE#E L TW3 2 2RI TWw3(7,31], ACTN4
I¥ Wnt/ S -catenin[54, 55, 56]. &% U* NF-kappaB[57, 58, 59, 60, 61] %/ L 714152
PR T IFNMeERKIGEE LR G2 5 2 e Ao NTEY, Zabli EMT o7 m
£ 2B THLEE ZH > Tw3[31], %2 %D tumor budding ICBHd 2 %%
L 3FD ACTNA 1CB3 2098 CHEEN R & 75 o 72 =M FHRES B RO 125 fiE
#ic ¥k F % tumor budding status & ACTNZ O =2 v —HIE/N % O tumor budding
status & ACTN4 & [VE O @FFIR & OBLEVE 25T L 72558, 2 W2 nafim
CHBERMBE %207 (F14:p = 0.0043, KV p < 0.0001) , SEHEAS 512 7%
> 7z IR EROE oM REIC D 2 AT oM AR, 72210 EMT 7

0t Z~DOFEGEEEICOWT, B 3MEAHHFEEI NS,
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ARWFEDIRFIC DT, I LERIREG LB IR RETH v | EE O ERAL

(Bl LIRE) 72 3MBARERLIC X o THlloML L 72 REt 2 W< b -
Too S ICHPERMILAE. KU FISH EICB T 2 SN A —EOMER H
INDDANATAZEHT 2 7-0/f~ 4 77 LA 3RS, RENR 1R
R TOFHiZEMT 2 L & bic, FISH EOFHliLy 7 F Ak d s Bl
L CIT 0o 72, &R, BAEHITD Y v HIENE BT S Tunirnia o, KER
D R Y v S HEERB Y] OREGIEIZ S B O T — 2 XY S alEEDR & ) |
fER & U CTRBRAR ) v RS TR RR B AR R & U CGEV NGl 2 uTuv 3 1]

REMEDS D 5,
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AWFSE CIIIEE O REIRFRE OB N2 b, TP L L L CD tumor budding
status MM Z Dy THMED 128 LTd ACTN4 EEFRFICEEL <. BRI EE
FEIC BT DR ER, KOFESEHE ICB T 5 1% - AHFETERTHIREZ R
L7z, fERE LT, 202K FIT T d EROERFH AR T & A E R
P%R L. 2 high-grade tumor budding & ACTNZ @ =2 v — ¥ % W2 h
BRMUEMTEROEHETFHRTFTH L LBHL 2 o7, SRIZINLD
FEERE. R EMT Zdilhie L 72HABRIEICRE T 2 X b aff%Ed ko b 5,
AT DFER D, WML AEEORMBAE A L v o 2 HEEFIRICE T 2 HE LR
BT HED 1 0 L LT, LEIRIE ERIREE O PRUE~DREE L b & 2l

9 %,
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A

MZiA2ICH0 . RRICL K2 2HiEEZH Y £ L 22 ifERR ARG IR
an kR, Ve IR CRHELL £ 9, £72. AWIRZEITICH 72 il
B8z Y £ L P ERIRERIR BB G R A, BifsERER
FRERRRAL R ARl . AR Je ., P R AR e B Al M ez . e
BBk 7 & DN B R R R AR RE i B 5 I I ORI L R e PR Bh . &
JEINERYEE . HARBERIR A Se i 2 A e A AR AR B RE R 28 . AR — 3
CREGHELL 57

T, KX EERT 21CH0 ., REAHZRBE ZHE £ L 2RI
IR, BRI A . DI EE R AR E R AR R 8., mBrBes

JeA IR CREEHELL £9
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Variables Tumor budding p-value
Low-grade High-grade
(n=94) (n=41)

A flin
70 A B 37 14 0.47
70 A 57 27

el
B 66 33 0.21
2 28 8

FEEAZE A
f 45 15 0.22
i 49 26

FAT 5
B IR AR 89 41 0.13
PRAE R o R Bty 5 0

FAfTFH%
FANE 49 22 0.86
fEPEEE T 45 19

(IS RS )35 S
»HY 11 17 < 0.0001
=L 83 24

A R R
T1 33 1
T2 20 4 < 0.0001
T3 41 36

A () A R
High 91 41 0.55
Low 3 0

ke 1= 5
»HY 22 36 < 0.0001
=L 72 5

JRELSERY ) v oS HiTRtS
Wt 1 10 < 0.0001
=36 22 12
HiFm L 71 19

BIBR W~ o fE 5
Wt 5 6 0.07
(=3 89 35

JEA SR e
B 57 16 0.021
RE 37 25

HE 5 REL A T o
»HY 18 18 0.003
=L 76 23

e 95 AT R FT B
FLIEIR 82 20 < 0.0001
JEFLEEIR 12 21
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Variables HR 95% CI p-value 5 4R
PRIEE A FFE
AHFE (%)

A fin 0.27

70 J A 1 Reference 74

70 DAk 1.43 0.76-2.70 64
51 0.28

Bk 1 Reference 71

2k 1.41 0.76-2.62 59
JekAs (] 0.29

= 1 Reference 72

s 1.40 0.75-2.58 65
TIN5 0.63

PRAE GRSy fiibai 1 Reference 67

B IR E bR 1.63 0.23-11.92 68
FrFH 0.63

HERESE T 1 Reference 73

B fE 1.15 0.64-2.11 64
B L ek 0.08

L 1 Reference 72

HY 1.78 0.93-3.41 53
AR RS 0.002

pTlor2 1 Reference 83

pT3 3.02 1.52-6.02 56
AR RS 0.015

pT1 1 Reference 86

pT2or3 3.16 1.25-8.06 62
IR = <0.0001

L 1 Reference 87

HY 5.24 2.67-10.31 43
JRERSE Y v o~ RS <0.0001

L/ HIERNETT 1 Reference 73

HY 5.08 2.41-10.75 14
YIBWs o fE i 25 0.27

[E4ET 1 Reference 70

[Z1k8 1.69 0.66-4.31 47
JiEI5s FR 7E 0.051

B 1 Reference 76

PRE 1.82 0.99-3.33 58
JEIES R A Y oD B 0.021

L 1 Reference 73

HY 2.07 1.11-3.83 55
JeiEs AR T L 0.012

FLEER 1 Reference 72

JEFLTHE LK 2.22 1.20-4.11 57
Tumor budding < 0.0001

Low-grade 1 Reference 84

High-grade 6.49 3.50-12.05 29

HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; pT, pathological T.
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Variables HR 95% CI p-value
HR A EERE pT3 1.19 0.54-2.60 0.67
IREREED Y 2.50 1.05-5.99 0.039
R ) v oS HinES 1.85 0.80-4.29 0.15
R I R 2 o 1.72 0.91-3.27 0.096
FEFLIR RS T AL 0.93 0.46-1.87 0.83
High-grade tumor budding 2.88 1.24-6.67 0.014

HR, hazard ratio; pT, CI, confidence interval; pathological T.
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Variables HR 95% CI p-value 5 4
(%)
A fin 0.34
70 Ja% AT 1 Reference 75
70 AL 1.31 0.76-2.27 63
TER 0.54
Bk 1 Reference 64
7 1.20 0.67-2.12 67
JekAs (] 0.71
= 1 Reference 65
oo 1.11 0.65-1.90 67
TIN5 0.47
PRAE GRSy fiibai 1 Reference 67
B IRE bR 1.69 0.41-7.04 0
FrFH 0.86
HEREEE T 1 Reference 67
NG 1.05 0.61-1.81 68
iRl S) =R 0.45
L 1 Reference 70
HY 1.26 0.69-2.31 60
ik = diipy Secyicy 0.024
pTlor2 1 Reference 78
pT3 1.91 1.09-3.36 60
ik = diipy Secyicy 0.073
pT1 1 Reference 81
pT2or3 1.92 0.80-1.75 63
IR = <0.0001
L 1 Reference 82
HY 3.13 1.80-5.46 49
JRERSE Y v o~ RS 0.04
L/ HIERNETT 1 Reference 70
HY 2.46 1.04-5.81 41
IR W~ o JeiE £2 0.87
[E4ET 1 Reference 68
[Z1k8 1.08 0.39-3.02 61
[ R 0.14
B 1 Reference 74
PRE 1.49 0.88-2.54 60
R I R 2 o 0.15
L 1 Reference 71
HY 1.55 0.85-2.82 59
JeiEs AR T L 0.36
FLEER 1 Reference 70
FEFLIAIR 1.34 0.72-2.47 54
Tumor budding < 0.0001
Low-grade 1 Reference 81
High-grade 3.65 2.10-6.33 37

HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; pT, pathological T.
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Variables HR 95% CI p-value
FHRRA ISR pT3 1.04 0.54-2.00 0.91
IRERTERD Y 1.91 0.99-4.03 0.089
TRERAAT ) v oS HTERS 1.08 0.40-2.56 0.97
High-grade tumor budding 2.33 1.12-4.88 0.024

HR, hazard ratio; pT, CI, confidence interval; pathological T.
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Variables ACTN4 © p-value
o v —Hdun
L HY
(n=143) (n=25)

A
70 %A b 81 18 0.15
70 % At 62 7

PER
Bk 107 17 0.47
7k 36 8

Jek A (]
I 81 8 0.29
H 62 17

FAli 7k
BIRE bR 139 24 0.74
PRAE TR i bty 4 1

FiTFH
NG 74 11 0.47
MEEER T 69 14

HRR A
Ta 34 0 0.0062
Tis 6 0
T1 29 4
T2 19 4
T3 54 15
T4 1 2

FERR A
High grade 128 25 0.09
Low grade 15 0

W& =g
»Y 34 22 <0.0001
=L 109 3

JRERSEI Y v SRS
Rt 6 4 0.0065
Pt 23 8
iF L 114 13

Y B o 5
Rt 9 6 0.0042
e 134 19

e 355 Fey 7
=N 84 8 0.013
PRE 59 17

CIS opft:
»Y 25 7 0.22
=L 118 18

i FH A 7R oD [
»Y 24 13 <0.0001
=L 119 12

lE 3555 P IR T 5
FLIER 119 14 0.002
JEFLEEIR 24 11

ACTN4 &HHE O FEIR
»HY 30 19 <0.0001
7L 113 6

ACTN4, actinin-4; CIS, carcinoma in situ.
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Variables ACTN4 EHHED p-value
TR
L HY
(n=119) (n = 49)

A
70 7L E 51 18 0.46
70 J A it 68 31

PER
Bk 88 36 0.95
ik 31 13

Jek A (]
I 66 32 0.24
H 53 17

e (PR
B IRE RN 114 49 0.15
PR o f b 5 0

FiTFH
B fg 67 18 0.021
HEREEE T 52 31

HRR A
Ta 33 1 <0.0001
Tis 6 0
T1 27 6
T2 20 3
T3 32 37
T4 1 2

FHRR A
High 105 48 0.045
Low 14 1

W& =
»HY 21 35 <0.0001
=L 98 14

JREHSEI Y v oS HiHRE
[Z143 4 6 0.0013
[E4E3 16 15
iF L 99 28

) B4 Mo it D i 2 LY
[Z143 7 8 0.031
[E4E3 112 41

JiEI5s FR 7E
B 65 27 0.95
PRE 54 22

CIS Dtk
»Y 22 10 0.77
=L 97 39

i FH A TR oD [
»HY 18 19 0.0008
=L 101 30

JeiEs AR T L
FLEAK 106 27 <0.0001
FEFLEAR 13 22

ACTN4, actinin-4; CIS, carcinoma in situ.
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* 8. LERIREE b B e D SRR MEFEE A IC B9 5 A BT

Variables HR 95% CI p-value 5 4R
PRIEE A FFE
(%)

At 0.10

70 Ja% AT 1 Reference 79

70 DAk 1.64 0.90-2.99 67
51 0.23

Bk 1 Reference 75

2 1.44 0.79-2.62 64
JiE ARl 0.51

= 1 Reference 75

s 1.28 0.72-2.30 71
FAfr 7 0.75

PRAE GRSy fiibai 1 Reference 72

B IR E bR 1.38 0.19-10.01 67
FifrFH 0.84

HEREEE T 1 Reference 75

B fE 1.05 0.60-1.85 70
TR e P < 0.0001

pTa/Tis/ Tl 1 Reference 94

pT2 /T3 /T4 7.69 3.25-18.18 56
IR = <0.0001

L 1 Reference 90

HY 8.00 4.26-13.15 37
R ) v oS HiRRS <0.0001

k=t / REE 1 Reference 77

Z1k8 7.19 3.42-15.15 0
VIR WR o fE i 25 0.0015

[E4ET 1 Reference 76

[Z1k8 3.28 1.58-6.80 33
N5 J 7 0.41

B 1 Reference 76

PRE 1.26 0.72-2.20 68
CIS DpEfE 0.46

L 1 Reference 71

HY 0.75 0.35-1.61 77
R I R 2 o < 0.0001

L 1 Reference 79

HY 3.36 1.88-5.98 48
JiekL95s A IR T L 0.0001

FLEER 1 Reference 77

FEFLIAIR 3.13 1.75-5.65 54
ACTN4 @ 2 v —#HEhn < 0.0001

L 1 Reference 80

HY 5.81 3.12-10.53 27
ACTN4 HEHE DR FIR < 0.0001

L 1 Reference 84

HY 4.85 2.74-8.62 40

HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; pT, pathological T; CIS, carcinoma in situ, ACTN4, actinin-

4.



K 9. EERIREE b BOEAER D HEPRER TR L IC BT 5 S R BT

(ACTN4 @ 2 v —¥8h0 % &) 7= fifhT)
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Variables HR 95% CI p-value
MR IGEE pT2 DAL 2.99 1.09-8.26 0.034
IREREED Y 2.42 1.08-5.43 0.033
JRELEY ) v oS ETRS 2.46 1.08-5.56 0.031
BB I 1.84 0.83-4.12 0.13
HEE P LRk L 2 o 2.09 1.09-4.01 0.026
FEFLEEHIR AR AT L 1.30 0.70-2.43 0.41
ACTN4 @ = v — ¥4 2.16 1.04-4.48 0.038

ACTN4, actinin-4; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; pT, pathological T.
KRR ) v SR RGYE vs. JREEI ) v oEREEEYE [/ ERE AR T



# 10. EERPRIEE B BRI D HEIR BRIV A AT IC B S 5 S A BART

(ACTN4 #EHE 0 AR % &0 7-fFHT)
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Variables HR 95% CI p-value
AR Z R PGERE pT2 DA R 2.68 0.97-7.35 0.056
IREREED Y 2.67 1.22-5.95 0.014
JRELEY ) v oS ETRS 2.54 1.09-5.85 0.031
BIpRIT RIS 1.66 0.72-3.86 0.24

R I R 2 o 2.38 1.29-4.41 0.0058
FEFLTEIR AR T R 1.12 0.60-2.11 0.71

ACTN4 EHE oimf#H 1.78 0.91-3.47 0.089

ACTN4, actinin-4; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; pT, pathological T.
KRR ) v SR RGYE vs. JREEI ) v oEREEEYE [/ ERE AR T



K 11 EEPRIEE B EORAED D /A7 (B3 5 A BT
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Variables HR 95% CI p-value 5 4
(%)
At 0.009
70 Ja% AT 1 Reference 82
70 DAk 2.10 1.20-3.66 67
51 0.66
Bk 1 Reference 74
Pk 1.13 0.64-2.03 73
JiE ARl 0.71
= 1 Reference 74
s 1.11 0.66-1.87 73
FAfr 7 0.95
PRAE GRSy fiibai 1 Reference 73
B IR E SRR 1.07 0.15-7.77 67
FifrFH 0.84
HEREEE T 1 Reference 73
B fE 1.01 0.60-1.72 73
AR e P 0.0002
pTa/Tis/ Tl 1 Reference 90
pT2 /T3 /T4 3.17 1.74-5.81 61
IR = <.0001
L 1 Reference 38
HY 4.67 2.74-7.94 43
JRELEI Y v oS HifsE 0.0037
k=t / REE 1 Reference 75
Z1k8 3.57 1.51-8.40 40
VIR WR o fE i 25 0.0045
[E4ET 1 Reference 77
Z1k8 2.86 1.39-5.98 37
JiEI5s FR 7E 0.13
B 1 Reference 77
PRE 1.49 0.89-2.549 68
CIS Dfifif: 0.14
L 1 Reference 71
HY 0.55 0.25-1.29 81
JEIES R A Y oD B 0.0081
L 1 Reference 78
HY 2.20 1.23-3.95 56
JiekL95s A IR T L 0.0085
FLEER 1 Reference 77
JEFLEER 2.19 1.22-3.95 57
ACTN4 @ 2 v —#HEhn < 0.0001
L 1 Reference 79
HY 4.72 2.62-8.55 36
ACTN4 HEHE DR FIR < 0.0001
L 1 Reference 82
HY 2.96 1.73-5.10 52

ACTN4, actinin-4; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; pT, pathological T; CIS, carcinoma in

situ.



%12, FERRES EREEIEN D 2R TE BT 5 % 48 BHRNT
(ACTN4 @ 2 v —¥8h0 % &) 7= fifhT)
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Variables HR 95% CI p-value
70 kLA B 1.90 1.06-3.40 0.031
MR IGEE pT2 B E 1.37 0.63-2.98 0.43
IREREED Y 2.83 1.28-6.25 0.010
JREY ) v oS ERS 1.11 0.40-3.07 0.84
B BRI SRR 1.55 0.69-3.50 0.29
HEE P HEL R L 72 o 1.29 0.67-2.46 0.44
FEFLTEIR AR T R 1.01 0.53-1.93 0.96
ACTN4 @ = v —$34n 2.17 1.09-4.26 0.027

ACTN4, actinin-4; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; pT, pathological T.

FIREREEI Y v SRS TE vs. JNBRERY Y v oSSR /SRS AT



13, BECRIEE R RERES] D 2 B B % A BT
(ACTN4 #EHE 0 AR % & 7-fFHT)
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Variables HR 95% CI p-value
70 kLA B 1.95 1.08-3.51 0.026
MR IGEE pT2 B E 1.29 0.60-2.80 0.51
IREREED Y 3.46 1.62-7.35 0.0012
JREY ) v oS ERS 0.90 0.31-2.62 0.84
B BRI SRR 1.53 0.64-3.66 0.38
R I R 2 o 1.41 0.75-2.67 0.28
FEFLEIR AR AT L 0.88 0.46-1.70 0.71
ACTN4 #EHE o FHR 1.37 0.71-2.63 0.35

ACTN4, actinin-4; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; pT, pathological T.

FIREREEI Y v SRS TE vs. JNBRERY Y v oSSR /SRS AT
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# 14. S o 2 O CEE T 2 FEREE RS 125 fEFIC 1) % tumor budding &

ACTN4 & o

Variables Tumor budding p-value
Low-grade High-grade
(n=88) (n=137)
ACTN4 © = ' —HEm
=L 78 24 0.0043
»HY 10 13
ACTN4 &EH'E O 58
=L 69 10 < 0.0001
»HY 19 27

ACTN4, actinin-4; pT, pathological T;



