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Abstract ; Objective To analyze the association of gene mutations and clinicopathologic features in papillary thy-
roid carcinoma, and to explore its influence on prognosis. Methods The clinical data of 391 patients with papillary thy-
roid cancer were retrospectively analyzed. The relationship between gene mutations [ BRAF V60OE, telomerase reverse
transcriptase ( TERT) , RAS, p53, and phosphatidylinositol kinases 3CA(PIK3CA) | and clinicopathologic features [ age,
sex, tumor size, local invasion, lymph node metastasis, American Joint Committee on Cancer( AJCC) stage, Age,Metasta-
ses, External infiltration, size (AMES) risk stratification, and Metastases, Age, Completeness of resection, Invasion, size
(MACIS) score] was analyzed. Results The mutation rates of BRAF V600E and TERT genes in 391 patients were
73.9% and 1.8% . The mutation rate of p53 gene in 135 patients was 1. 5% , and the mutation rates of RAS family and
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PIK3CA gene in 180 patients were 2. 8% and 0% . Patients with BRAF V600E gene mutation had a larger diameter
[(0.92+0.58)cm vs (0.77 £0.62)cm, P <0.05] and a higher proportion of local invasion (19.0% wvs 10.8% , P <

0.05). Compared with patients without TERT gene mutation, patients with TERT gene mutation were older and have higher

proportion of local invasion, more advanced stage of tumors and higher AMES risk stratification and MACIS score (all P <

0.05). Conclusion

BRAF V600E gene has a higher mutation rate, and TERT and RAS have lower mutation rate.

BRAF V600E and TERT gene mutations may indicate high invasiveness and a high risk of recurrence of papillary thyroid

carcinoma, which may provide a reference for recurrence risk assessment and death risk stratification of papillary thyroid

carcinoma.
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Table 1 The association of BRAF V600E mutation and other

gene mutations( case, % )

R BRAF V600E BRAF V600E P
SEAF I iy A 7
TERT 0.777
GEARTY 6(2.1) 1(1.0)
Lgacyir] 283(97.9) 101(99.0)
RAS 0.554
G 5(3.5) 0(0.0)
[igaceii] 138(96.5) 37(100.0)
p33 0.965
GEAS Y 1(1.0) 1(3.1)
[lsgeceis] 102(99.0) 31(96.9)
PIK3CA _
FEAFRY 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
By rE 143(100.0) 37(100.0)

W TERT.: i 4 i 396 5% 5% [ (telomerase reverse transcriptase ) ;
PIK3CA . B NS B L 3 -1 /ff ( phosphatidylinositol kinases 3CA)

%2 BRAF VGOOE Al TERT 15[ %675 5 HUAR IR SR A5 i PR 4
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Table 2  The association of BRAF V600E, TERT mutations and clinicopathologic characteristics in papillary thyroid carcinoma
(case,% )
BRAF V60OF TERT
i P37 B
KA (n=289)  HPAERI(n=102) P{H AT (n=7) HFAET (n =384) PIE
BWER (v £5, %) 44 +13 42 +£12 0.257 5315 43 +13 0.049
<55 % 224(77.5) 86(84.3) 0.145 3(42.9) 307(79.9) 0.054
=55 % 65(22.5) 16(15.7) 4(57.1) 77(20.1)
P
s 223(77.2) 72(70.6) 0.185 6(85.7) 289(75.3) 0.846
3 66(22.8) 30(29.4) 1(14.3) 95(24.7)
AR5 M R 66(22.8) 22(21.6) 0.792 6(85.7) 1(14.3) 0.945
BIFFAHUR IR R 63(21.8) 28(27.5) 0.246 7(100.0) 0(0.0) 0.308
JEM AR (% £5,0m) 0.92 £0.58 0.77 £0.62 <0.01 1.17 £0.59 0.88 +0.59 0.094
<0.3 cm 21(7.3) 19(18.6) 0.003 0(0.0) 40(10.4) 0.521
>0.3~0.5 cm 63(21.8) 25(24.5) 1(14.3) 87(22.7)
>0.5 cm 205(70.9) 58(56.9) 6(85.7) 257(66.9)
Z Rk 77(26.6) 19(18.6) 0.106 3(42.9) 93(24.2) 0.489
RN 55(19.0) 11(10.8) 0.046 4(57.1) 62(16.1) 0.018
N RERT 5 116(40. 1) 37(36.3) 0.492 1(14.3) 152(39.6) 0.333
rh o X% 112(38.8) 35(34.3) 0.426 1(14.3) 146(38) 0.373
HMI R 23(8.0) 11(10.8) 0.384 0(0.0) 34(8.9) 0.883
AJCC 414
13 268(92.7) 96(94.1) 0.840 5(71.4) 359(93.5) <0.01
11 3 16(5.5) 5(4.9) 0(0.0) 21(5.5)
T34 5(1.7) 1(1.0) 2(28.6) 4(1.0)
V3t 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
AMES 432
e 278(96.2) 100(98.0) 0.371 5(71.4) 373(97.1) 0.007
e 11(3.8) 2(2.0) 2(28.6) 11(2.9)
MACIS $F43 (% ) 4.11 £0.86 3.95+0.75 0.095 5.00 +1.39 4.05 +0.81 0.058
<6 279(96.5) 100(98.0) 0. 450 5(71.4) 374(97.4) 0.004
>6 10(3.5) 2(2.0) 2(28.6) 10(2.6)
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Table 3 The association of RAS, p53 mutations and clinicopathologic characteristics in papillary thyroid carcinoma ( case, % )

RAS p33
I S AR AIE - :
KA (n =5) AR (n=175) PE RAI (n =2) AR (n=133) PE
B (2 +5, %) 44 +11 45 +13 0.985 43 +23 44 +13 0.946
<55 % 4(80.0) 131(74.9) 1.000 1(50.0) 109(82.0) 0.812
=55 % 1(20.0) 44(25.1) 1(50.0) 24(18.0)
PERI
s 5(100.0) 133(76.0) 0.475 1(50.0) 104(78.2) 0.924
5 0(0.0) 42(24.0) 1(50.0) 29(21.8)
A IG5 FIR AR i 2(40.0) 44(25.1) 0.817 1(50.0) 29(21.8) 0.924
B FEHRAS FUR B 45 2(40.0) 33(18.9) 0.545 1(50.0) 37(27.8) 1.000
Fikb HAR (% +5,cm) 0.94 £0.27 0.91 £0.54 0.414 1.10 £0. 14 0.86 £0.60 0.180
<0.3 cm 0(0.0) 13(7.4) 0.352 0(0.0) 14(10.5) 0.602
>0.3~0.5 cm 0(0.0) 39(22.3) 0(0.0) 31(23.3)
>0.5 em 5(100.0) 123(70.3) 2(100.0) 88(66.2)
EA 35N 3(60.0) 44(25.1) 0.217 1(50.0) 37(27.8) 1.000
JRRAR 0(0.0) 35(20.0) 0.588 1(50.0) 20(15.0) 0.710
R 2(40.0) 76(43.4) 1.000 1(50.0) 47(35.3) 1. 000
o KBRS 2(40.0) 74(42.3) 1.000 1(50.0) 45(33.8) 1.000
HMI X 5% 0(0.0) 14(8.0) 1.000 1(50.0) 11(8.3) 0.420
AJCC 4348
I 5(100.0) 155(88.6) 0.725 2(100.0) 128(96.2) 0.962
JIE: 0(0.0) 15(8.6) 0(0.0) 4(3.0)
11 0(0.0) 5(2.9) 0(0.0) 1(0.8)
IV 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
AMES 4y )5
1&f& 5(100.0) 166(94.9) 1.000 2(100.0) 131(98.5) 1.000
B 0(0.0) 6(5.1) 0(0.0) 2(1.5)
MACIS $F43 (% £5) 4.01 £0.60 4.16 +0.89 0.906 4.24 +£1.10 4.03+0.78 0.575
<6 5(100.0) 167(95.4) 1.000 2(100.0) 130(97.7) 1.000
>6 0(0.0) 8(4.6) 0(0.0) 3(2.3)

5 AR R XL RS A, B
J& AJCC MBI 7330 2R G Pl 1 ml g HUJ2 /AL
T — 0. A SE N R R BB, L N4l
ZUPRHIE A0 5 R b 19 Zh BEAR S [ ANl S P s g
PF T R S 4 R L T A T S LI = A
A ( fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission computed
tomography , FDG-PET) ) 5B R I ] S 5 F
PRAEPIFRG T R 46 S 55 . AJCC I R GEA
RE7E 2 TN A A 1) XSS , A WA A8 1) R RV , PR A Bt 5
M DU 9 77 35 i LA ol A AP 4 52 DR
PEAGORAE T . A BT 7 IS IR R S8 8 %)
PIRRIRTT W BN HEAT Bl 25702 , R LA B A2 % LA
B AR ST R

HRT A4 B R R 3 FOIR IR FL Sk R S R A
B sy 2 IR A o X A6 K o BRAF
A1 TERT JE [N 9828 55 70 1 b 0 O A FHE D9 28 4
BRAF V60OE %7 nl LA 32t BRAF 3 %, %

FI PR o RAS/ 42 0 25075 A6 25 1 B ( mitogen-
activated protein kinase, MAPK) {5 5-1& S ik 2 1) —
WAy, AT LAEA 2243 24 )55 A6 2R 1 B ( mitogen-ac-
tivated protein kinase/extracellular signal-regulated ki-
nase kinase, MEK) 52 ft., DA TT TG T 9 194 48 i 1
=5 A5 {4l ( extracellular regulated protein kinases,
ERK) , Ff HXS b i 2k 25 67 s 452 18 35 A9 4 1, 2 3
RAS/MAPK i Eei0 , 42 1k 20 g A W s 5 DL e
iR B & A o BRAF VOOOE 78 HUAR i L Sk PR vh 58
AERYYN 40% ~90% i Hh 2% 5 Al R S B ST
RNFA F RGN T 51 22 5 S R A Ko AT
H IR I 5L Sk RO S8 B9 BRAF VO0OE 5878 3 0y
73. 9% , 1Lk Z 4GB RIVE L P s TR K & T
RiE 5%, 5 H 45 B R A s B2 . BFSEE
B, BRAF V60OE 58742 5 F AR i L Sk bR 88 1) e PR
TR BUAR G, G i 9 /N | = 2B 1R R I 2 e A
S ARBEFE, BRAF VO0OE K (R %€ 725 14 1Y i
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HEHEHEAR K[(0.92 £0.58) cm vs (0.77 +
0.62) cm, P <0.05 ], A& 4= Jay BB 422 A0 1 L 491 4 v
(19.0% vs 10.8% ,P <0.05) , HAEAF I MER A5
PRI 22 RN L A L 4 T T A, 22 X e ge it
2N (¥ P>0.05), WY &I, BRAF V60OE %8
745 BHE SR B 1 IR Rk RN BB T SR A B M R A
T AR — EEE IR A AE A N G AHEST
H1, 5 BRAF VOOOE B A i85 L, 28 A8 U FR 4 1Y
MACIS P43 45 38 A a3 (4. 11 £0.86) vs (3.95 +
0.75),P =0.095 ], HAE & 43 A A1 AMES XU 3
JZI7TH A, 22 R G2 EE L (¥ P >0.05)

S i e — AP SR SR il , AT LA RNA BEARCRE
Ui 5 0 S T 81 4 e R A i, Al % € AR A T 1Y
RE ST BB AL , 3 2 968 41 Jf A T 38 58 1) BIL I 22
— o TERT J&[H 580 Mo i &k A L e iR 284
K TERZEVEHUR i vh 528 B2 iy, )iz AR 28 0k
D& AR AR R A2 AL JE o TERT JER7E FR
TR FL SR B A R 2y 9% 1 ABESE Hf, TERT
LA R A HRAY 1. 8% , TERT J [H 58 78 BH M /2 3
SRR LA AR IR K, R AR AU Y L 3 v
JI e %) 23 AR XS i, AMEES XU 43 )22 Fl MACIS
GrorIEARXT R fE (F) P <0.05) o TERT 58748 R 8 3%
FROPR B LS R g 1) 4 22 PR AR G 5 v, e i) 52 % XL
Bt BN = G BFSE RS, MAPK 3 5% 575 A i s
PG 22 () PT RE A7 AE PR IR) AR AR, AT LA 2 b9
M8k i . [RINfBA BRAF V60OE F1 TERT J[A]
SR (1) FCR R L S PR 98 S8 3 10 Tk Jre A A7 10 e TR
BRAF V600E Z875 (1) 5 o X P Bk PR XU 58 A8 1)
AN 6% 33X TR FL S TR I8 5 96 45 S5 1 s
PR (2 5% ) At .l 2, ABrge
TERT 3£ 5 BRAF V60OE 3 A [R] i} 2848 H A 6
i, pS3 BEPIAG I 135 5] P4 2 15748 . RAS FK
FEH ZARA 5 ], Y91 BRAF V60OE 3R 58 A48 H A7 .
PIK3CA LRI 22 2k i 231 S B M. B THEAR A
FR, ot 4 it 220 M. BLAMA I 52 H IR B g A8
H g o A L (AJCC 0 T ~ T s 3 o
98.5% ) , NI g5 [E & X4 i A 56, ASHEBRBF 7% 9
%) 3 A e

FEF AT 3B LA B HoAthy =1 P4 S0 19 4 O i
i, BRAF FlI TERT & [R5 48 A DL A HAR AR 2L 3k R
T2 R S FIBE T A o IRt S 2% T
fe R IHASTE AT 5 Z A3, AN A 26 I R 52
BRI T R

B TS PEA , 56 DR Tt A7 B I e iz . A%
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55 B RUR AN CT S50 78 48 1) HR AR 45 1 RO
AR 2 5 % Oy T AT — s 1 R B 2 AR i
IR (B = 1 A 2E A TG A, AT A 20% ~25%
() 20 B2 bR AR OV B A R, 29 50% i B R
FRAE 5 AR5 R RS B2 R B IR R
TIORS HE F R 2512 1 7 75 58 $2 5 AR 112 W8 1 o e
REUEIRYT b G BT W2 IR A TR 9% 0D B R LY
Ao BRAF V60OE 253 [ 28 AR Kl nf IVE A B #Y
e A FFUBR R 1 A0 L o R SR A I b A, 4R
AR T2 B

B EE A8 S WM B A A RS bk
[ 4P” BRyTAE . fEARR, HEAR IR 1127 5 5 Dy
SER ARG R e RIS YY T 58, S B
o3 TS ) R, SRR V9 43 T2 W, 52 RS 40 5 5
BN o NI o i = S e 5 = L e o R K
B HE R AP IR AR

TEAWFFEH, BRAF VOOOE 3 [ [y 58 A8 S 45 1,
TERT F1 RAS 4§ I i JE [H] 58 48 R 45 {K, BRAF
V60OE FI TERT JE[H 58745 T e 7 FBR i L Sk W Ja
() m 22210, 2 & XK " fé. BRAF V60OE F1 TERT
SE PRSI T A A R R LSk R 1 52 & KU BT T2
WU 23 S 3R — 2 19275, T 45 6 AL R v 24
Rt— 14
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