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Research Progress on Molecular Prediction of pCR after

Neoadjuvant Chemoradiation for Rectal Cancer

LI Chun-bo,LIU Yan-long,CUI Bin-bin
(Harbin Medical University Cancer Hospital ,Harbin 150081, China)

Abstract: The current primary treatment strategy for locally advanced rectal cancer (LARC) in-
cludes neoadjuvant chemoradiation (nCRT) with subsequent total mesorectal excision. Tumor re-
gression after nCRT varies substantially among individuals and pathological complete response
(pCR) is a known prognostic factor for LARC. The identification of predictive factors for response
to chemoradiotherapy would help clinicians to identify patients who would probably benefit from
multimodal treatment and to perform an early assessment of individual prognosis. This article re-
views recent studies to explore molecular predictors of pCR after neoadjuvant therapy for LARC
patients.

Subject words : neoadjuvant chemoradiation ;rectal cancer;pathologic complete response ;molecu-
lar predictors
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K, =cT3 s AT A X B 45 2 R B FH N L% pCR Y ATRENE , 4% pCR A AEME K 19 838 nl DLt #%

nCRT, H AT /D 5y 38 52 & I RAIR 2t Bk, 7R 4%
3% nCRT B35, B XF nCRT (4 J B AR, —
YBHREAE nCRT JG 58] pCR, 1 F AR YR 5 % BLAG
AR R I 5 53— T 2B R 4> G2 iR (PR)
s JC R (NR)®  nCRT J& pCR £ # 5 PR NR &5
AH PG A TR A O 0 &2 % ARG 5 AR A= A7 42 (08)
FICHR A= 758 (DFS)
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WLZEFNAERF RS (WW) T AE T ARIGITE, AL cCR
77 R ALHE H %45 K (DRE) , B, T 45 I 55 F0 B W #%
BG4 T pCR H A8 F AR DI BR AR 5 8 o8 5 L 2= 12
Wi, cCR Fl pCR Z A1k R Bk v T = A2
ZFARIBIT . oy —J5 L FEFTH nCRT J5 AT g ik 3
pCR B, AT LA 2 A R, HL BB AR 4 i) O 7
FEAMTEE” ,nCRT JE iK% PR 1Y 835, I e iR
i IF AT LA 2 R B AR L LTI ARIRYT o bR S R
MWHEA WS EZ LA ET VIR AR (LAR) 5 #2911
FRA (APR), 5% RO VIR, MGAh, Gn 2R g b 150 U xf
nCRT KR AR, 3 H8 40 B34 5 Bl AT TR
I , DT 30 4 nCRT 114 )8 AS FH9Es 76 30
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UL, Wl LARC /8% nCRT J5 fig 45 i 2 pCR,
XFF IR IG YT R 2 OCE B, 417 LARC nCRT J&
pCR 43 + 1 M P4+ 3 2243 §5 . KRAS .BRAF \MSI
TP53 .p53 .p21 .EGFR \VEGE .HER-2 .Bax .PIK3CA .
APC Fl miRNA %5, DR 3t B0 o2 B 0 T 4 7
K&, 40 A DNA 228 35 23R DL & miRNA =
T AT B4

1 DNA K%

1.1 KRAS

KRAS €748 (5% W T %65+ 12 8% 13) KA 7E
40% 119 Jsy B 1 30 5 W 98 (LARC) ", RAS #& R 28 748
Ja I T N AE B GTP B 1 i KRAS & 1 —
BLALTF ISR . BTG A RAS 5 8 e 380G 40 i Y
AR R T, 5 R A M 2 AR, AT R AR g AR
KA FFEUE ] KRAS Jk [H 58 48 15 FE b4 3¢ iz A= K
T Z AR (EGFR) 25 ¥ 1 H b AH C 7 gk it , AR
CRT J i i A= ) 5000 bR 25 90 B9 4 FH o AN B . Peng
SENOFSE A T 70 4 (Hivh 25 ) KRAS R72 ) Il TR
Ty, F/SE N+ LARC 8%, AR AT H: 52 W 1
XELOX J5 £ FE 5 R 50Gy Wi fbyy, B 6~8
JAWNATFARIGIT , g5 R Won 45 BIEF A=A KRAS
£ 34 61 (75.6% ) 7€ CRT J& e B 2 73R (TRG 0 5§,
TRG 1),%48 KRAS 1A 13 11 (52.0% ) AT A5 i) firk 92
THIR N (P=0.044), 2 7% 3% [ 14 5 Hr % W
KRAS €78 5 CRT J& 19 M8 74 B 7l 57 40 5¢ (OR=
0.332,95%C1:0.112~0.982, P=0.046) , %%7E %! KRAS
BE S A A KRAS B3 A0 LA 3R B 3 4F DFS
F(P=0.016) 1 3 4 0S # (P=0.020), Chow % "
FEWIUER] T KRAS 5878 5 B pCR Z 2l 37 AH 3¢
(P<0.01), JHAMFREZIUET T KRAS 578 W K
5 LARC @97 45 A — @ MG M: . Abdul-Jalil %1
KW, 5 KRAS ¥7 4 5 i g A b, KRAS %51 12
(G12D,G12V Al G12S) FI% 1% F 13 (G13D) KA 5
2214 DFS W AH G, Martellucei %531 & 90 A
KRAS % fi%F 13 2275 i LARC % X nCRT B4
bk, AHALE pCR K, Gaedcke % " #il , 5
GI13D ZRZEM L, KRAS G12V 2878 5 [if s 1 18 2 1%
HAE 5 (P=0.012) , KRAS G12D €748 B # (1 3 4F 0S
R K A A e 25 (T1.4% vs 95.1% , P=0.028) ,iX
Al BESE AR 1) KRAS 2878 W0 B BT A 5 7 Sk 1%
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R 1A TR, BCE T RESNE T AR E R R 88
1M, Lee %550 % B KRAS 28 4R35 H W IR )7
RS GG I, LR EIY AR R B KRAS &
KRS — A RS AR e &, (AR EE—2
5% KRAS 5278 Je HGE AR W AY
1.2 BRAF

BRAF J& MAPK & 4% 1) — & 4> ,MAPK {5 5 1%
FIRBAATE T A HZ 4, BRAF H#) V60OE
RAF S HOLAE AL TR A2 AV AR BA R T %
A K A L B, BN 2
) 0 G 5 O B 2 BURE ", Jiang SR TUREE T
74 s PR /1 LARC /855, ARET¥HE:52 XELOX
5k B FOLFOX-6 (mFOLFOX-6)1~4 A~ J& ] | B J5
12 5% 45~50.4Gy MG IT F xeloda 3 5-Fu [A] 25
fby7 , Hob 4 B #8 3F (5.4% ) BRAF %78 ,nCRT J5 1
Bk ) TRG 2 ("h 4 &) ,3 #ilik 2] TRG 3 (4
%), TRG 3(3/12,25% )" BRAF %75 5 TRG 0~2
(1/62,1.6% ) M It , & 8L TRG 3 i JfE # BRAF 3 [H
) B 1R R AR AR (P=0.012) . BRAF %75 LARC
H A HE ) PFS (P=0.045) i1 0S (P<0.001),
Venderbosch 25 "/ FE 36 IE T BRAF RAERI B B H
2% PFS F1 0S (HR=1.34,95%CI1.17~1.54;HR=
1.91,95%CI:1.66~2.19) . Girolamo % "3 i iff 57 A
W] BRAF 5 PR 25 5 Ji7 g A F 285 6 0 4 B 0 T2 33T
A B | 2 BT 75 BRAF VOOOE % 7% i i 3%
2 ML X TR A T R USSR H TS iR BRAF
GEASRAXInCRT KW 52 ) 1 A 3k A1 B o
BRAF AL R UH 2%~6% , i IR FEAS 5 /N | 783X A
R 5T, RATE# 2 BRAF V60OE %75 i 25 1%
P FR A NAR HEAR T 25 ) R 22, BRAF 5878 J&
T 2 4 R T e 2 L) R T DA B X A S R 7
LM I — [P] R Ry B R — 2B RIS 42
1.3 HMIERTEE (MSI)

MSI #) 5 B 98 89 29%~8% , & CRCSC 4+ .
AU 5 — A bRV, MSI i DNA 5 BCIE 2 R GG
(deficiency ofmismatch-repair, dMMR)5| 2 , 2& 21 K f#j
¥ DNA PR E S EA TR AR IRA, vk
VR g 2 JCHLHIEAE . MLHT 585 3l 361 0
AL DA S B B B L R st (e R A8 . S 45 e
A M MMR F= %4 PMS2 MLH1 MSH2 #l MSH6,
MSI 75 T g 3 76 B0 B Ay R Tt A7 E 2L
YER ., 8%, HAE nCRT 3697 BN H B4R it A7 4

iy B 2 25 2019 SR % 25 5% 12



W, Hasan 5 = [l 387 T 5086 4 LARC /&35,
4450 15 MST BAME (=) .636 1] MSI FH T (+), T A
B nCRT MIFARIGIT . 437 B (8.6%) k%
pCR, i3 MSI (=) % K 8.9% ,MSI (+) F J 5.9%
(OR=0.65,P=0.01), Fifi % i 1 B 81, MSI(+) 5 &
H AL pCR W & AH ¢ (OR=0.65,95%Cl1.0.43 ~
0.96) . MSI(+) & & J& AL pCR R 2 5z 10 A, AL
MRUESE T MSI(+) i Xof 8 B Ay 7 e e ok o
AT PO T R TIL/IV B9 45 B b g JR A 72 ), R
i 4% 52 FOLFOX6 5 4k y7, fby7 i MSI & K
19.4% , % 13 B A F2 %E (microsatellite stability , MSS)
A A TR Bh ARSI T AL (P<0.001 ) , Huh 45> /78
—JRHTHEPEOE IS, IR BRI T 209 Il R Ty/T,
F/8 N+LARC 835 I 4% 52 nCRT, R J5 405 B 24 F
i .30 f9 (14.4%) 53] pCR,pCR F13E pCR 4L17]
MLR1 (P=0.829) MSH2 (P=0.224) #l MSH6(P=0.118)
R F IR B TEW W 22 5, 278 540 A 7R nCRT
HI MSH6 &3k /& OS 1y 08 57 # iU H +  (P=0.020),
nCRT J& MSH6 # ik J& RFS #) %l 57 #Wii (A -+ (P=
0.035) ; LAk, 78 nCRT Hf MSH2 1) 5 4% 35 Wil /R &
41 DFS  (FAR &0 87 P=0.014, Z78 543 HT1 P=
0.066), ZWF58#£ M nCRT HjJ5 MMR & 119 £ ik,
50 MSH6 (193¢ 35 Al f8 7] 11l LARC 3 nCRT
(7 HRETS A nCRT H3k 25 Bt = UMM . B A
oW 5% 22 B MSI 5 4657 B Ry RLE A Tl s A7 6 20,
A Z MSI 5 nCRT SUSE KR Y7 J5 i B N 2
6] 56 R B B E PEAL . 7E 1L~ IS A e b, i 2
ARAF MMR 2 0B B iR 7 R A A48 2 8 X
B B ALY X 1 EDIRAS M MMR A R A R BA
S 35 TC A 4516 , 0 T I R AT 8 i — 25 A

2 EBRFTIE

2.1 p53

Bf A pS3 SR TN, HmmmEA
Jo 2 — PR RE A% T 4 R ) s ST, R
VB0 B8 WA E R A o VR L pS3 BRI AR )
t 2 (A A G S S AR S M e A T s, AR A
MoA & T S DNA &5 55 J5 1l 2k A, i &
AN T 5 R RS, Ak R B &
A P pS3 — LS LA 9 SRR W 9 0 RN R b
Yilmaz Rakici %W T 37 6] LARC (1Ifi K Ty/T,)
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B R AT 2 B B IR YT IRIT AT HEAT pS3 RA
M, BRI nCRT J5 A B B N 8 & 19 p53 %8
ARE R A2 5 SR L (P=0.380) , —TiiHf
FEPEH, FE T X nCRT (14955 B R I, p21 2235 He
p53 FIK T INA RUER >, ) — 5% & W] B A= A
p53 AR FR IR 5 42 32 8 il B SR 97 LARC B 1
g B WA OC (R 4F W : RR=1.30,95%ClI=1.14~
1.49,P<0.001; 5¢ 4 )i :RR=1.65,95%CI1=1.19 ~
2.30,P=0.003; % i 2 :RR=0.85,95%CI=0.75~0.96,
P=0.007)"", JL48 FaRF 5 R W, p53 & —Fh
BRI R, (AR I E i B YT O T
FEAEF L, e ST R A i g i — D oY

22 FEEKEFZME(EGFR)

EGFR /& Erb-B KIGEHE MR Z—, XN
Erb-B1 5 HER-1 {4k . EGFR 5 H B A %E & )5 T il
FVR Rk, ] 5HE TK ZARTE 57 07 R4k,
FHEUM N TK X0, 58— RN, 155
LRI N S5 265 1 — ZR 9 A 56 3k R T Ak, 78 i
S g J s AR h B R E B Y, Kundel 55204
47 B Ty A/ N+LARC & #7098, RurHiEsz
nCRT A JFi# i TRG ¥4, CRT BRI, 13 i (27%)
k% TRG 1 (pCR),5 #l (11%) k%] TRG 2,15 f
(32%) ik 5] TRG 3,14 #(30%)i5 %] TRG 4, nCRT
HI EGFR JEH BHYE 31 19 (66% ). TRG 1/TRG 2 5
TRG 3/TRG 4 b ,EGFR BH ¥ 3 5 & 4 5 A
29.17%+7.02% F1 9.48%+2.8% (P<0.005), TRG1 5
TRG 2~4 #H Lt ,EGFR % FH ¥ & 35 2 430l b 4
33.08%+7.87% 1 11.21%+3.2% (P<0.003) , #F 5% it
W] .LARC £ # nCRT R EGFR Y & £ ik ol /£ A
pCR W I 7, 75 —WF58 b Sole % PHIEH] T
EGFR 5 #i5%) LARC H % nCRT J5 ¥ A1 7] G35 5
Jifd B (P=0.04), {H5 OS #l DFS JG3& (P>
0.05), #X1M Richter %57 KB ,EGFR & &1k
) LARC &3 %t nCRT A9 8USAE AR, H OS F1 DFS
WS 4, (H Yu 48 550 WF5E T 31 B R T )
LARC %, Ruir¥y4 CRT, £ &5 &M
EGFR #&ik 5 pCR JoAHGHE (P>0.05) , R4 ik
SRR, X LARC /9 EGFR 23k 19k I wT LA i
M nCRT J7 8 M fi)s, HA B F %% M nCRT 13k
25 14 £ (EARAE 7R i, PR 5 6 DR B 2 R
ARG ST EGFR 5 B Ji 8 il B s Ay 7 Uk v 1
AHOCHE

1027



Journal of Chinese Oncology,2019,Vol.25.No.12

23 mMERNEEKETF(VEGF)

VEGF 7E LA . kLA AR plad A v i 5 FE 22 b
fi ,VEGF % #% W VEGF-A VEGF-B VEGF-C,
VEGF-D \VEGF-E X Jit # 4= K 7 (PIGF) 41 1% .
VEGF-A B3 ATT3 5 BT 48 19 VEGF, & 7l LA S 1L
N R A BT RN AR AS R A 3 R B I A A
B FE AT D R AE K T VEGEF-A JE 7R R
Z R v ik LR, I BRI 4y 19 A
HEJESC R %Y, Buka S MUBUE 28 T 53 Il
R I/ LARC B3, ARG 2Z S50 & 504Gy
JCTT A E 59800 W5 BE AL YT ,nCRT J5 34 1] 8 3
(64% ) 98 ZRAT B 01 s R 5 brAs vh 24 6] 5% (45%)
VEGF &k 7 B8 (13%)VEGF FikEm,
20 il 55 (38% ) ok & A= A8 4k, 2 il R 35 3] pCR T ik
WAL A1k, nCRT 5 VEGF ik B9 F& A A fiE #4
7 BN AR R B (P=0.61), FAITWL%EH] VEGF %
IR nCRT 1922 57 RN, 16 R 2808 Ul g 3] 3k
KRR, A0 Yu S5 T 31 Bl K Toy 1 LARC
B, RuT3E% CRT,CRT Fi i 5 5% 4l 81k 2%
AL VEGF, 31 il #8326 1) VEGF B, ZHE
B1E 43 M7 i 7n VEGE 3k & CR A 5 22 Fl ) (A -1
(P=0.001) , ZHWF 55NN VEGF F£ikFEAR 55221
HAEFAR K, VEGF ik 5 nCRT J7 2 M Bl 1 ¢
Rt — L5,

2.4 HER-2

HER-2 KR 9 it B A7 25 1 it % il 335 7 174 200 A
JEBE R, S 5 X A A K BE oy 2 R R KA
il BohJeg B AR G ARG A el s I el B R AR R A
PEAN AT 2243 % . HER-2 B B 3 5A 161, 7
BN T I ECAR RN SZ AR 25 6, B R R AR A
Al AR TR A S, AT AR AT 4 A & AR R AL B ETiE
WA BT LA HER-2 B 445 & M ECAK {1 HER-2
HHAhZ S A N R RIK R EGF S S
A8, 5 AN F HER-2 () — RAKAH L HAR S 39 ) —
J5 i JHER-2 B 5 — R K flf EGFR 76 41 Jfg i it &
I 0 T A A B A, T MR R RN A K R
Kwon % 5% T 74 ] LARC &, R & 4%
Z BRI EE 45.0~50.4Gy JIT FLEE T 5-90K 5 BE (5-
Fu) AT IR 9T S5 42 B8 (56.8% ) 55 30 i 8 1%
., L THC A1 SISH P74k . HER-2 FHPE# R 17.6%,
223t HER-2 BRI 5 1l PR BE B by s FUS e G, 2
RN R, FIRER R (=61 %) (P=0.028)Fl
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HER-2 BHYE (P=0.035) J2& /i 8 I B 109 1% 2y 37 2 )
T, Park P 5 Z HIF 9258 . Meng 55404
A HER-2 IR 25 JC 36 W nCRT J& fif 8 F 3 (P=
0.210) 1 fi 96 71 18 %5 9% (P=0.085 ) , {H HER-2 PHH4: fib
JEPREXT nCRT A HUME, A HE 220 5 4F DFS (P=
0.015)F1 5 4F 0S(P=0.026), VT4 ,HER-2 7F E %
FEPRER M RAE S — g, HmEE EfR
M EZ RN ARG 2 & R, i HER-2 X L
FEMIWF AR B 3 F KOV LA E— 2 g e
1] HER-2 #H 5 43 1) 245 49 LA ICAS ek g 1 40 il o 2>
Mg K R, e RE AR TR,
HER-2 75 B i i i 38 J 8 X, R 2 E Z o
F A Hh ST ) S R S

3 RUMZPEIZES (miRNA)

miRNA J&—F & 21~23 40 5L 1Y 2045 /N 43
T RNA, BF 58 & L b miRNA B3 B 28 35 FIi Bk
1% miRNA F 5L N 5 S5 300s Fn g 15 mT S 0 ot
miRNA 1335 L8, i iy 1 4% 44 1 il 2 AR it
i o B Bl B T LS 3R 88 miRNA 9 2635 8 Foe
AR, miRNA AT LA3E a8 42 5% 0 45 B4 17 9 i 9 A2 1l
3 {8 B AF DG R 1 2 T 52 W 45 B i B G . miRNA
I T LT o 5 0 240 A1 356 SO I fidk R b R T o A Ak LA
K PI3K-AKT-mTOR H1 TGF-B {553 #% i 1 5 i fif
IR AR ZE A RS . Campayo S5 HF5E T 96 Bl IR Ty,
/5 N+ LARC &% R 42 52 5-Fu i 1 LR
H i 45~50Gy YAk ST ,nCRT 56 BLJ5 6~8 Ji 5 3
FFRARWGIT, B H P 6 52 4 B 6 1
SR R R, R B, BT 8 A4
miRNA 5 CRT & i fi 3¢ :let-7b,let-7e ,miR-21,
miR-99b , miR-183 ,miR-328 ,miR-375 HI miR-483-
5p, Hiff miR-21 (P=0.0127) .miR-99b (P=0.0049) #il
miR-375 (P=0.0039) i ik 7K °F- % ik 5 nCRT J5 & 4f
4975 B2 07 B S A O, R miR-328 ik (OR=4.340,
P=0.004) FI{ let-7e (OR=6.196, P=0.001) % i A] L)
YE2h DFS B0 7 105 bs i 40, 5 b e e 39 o A7 A2
A ¢ M (OR=0.182,P<0.003), & miR-328 (OR=
3.905,P=0.047) K ik Flfik let-7e (OR=3.678,P=
0.044) #3572 OS Ml Sr W K K . Du % SHF5¢ i
7~ ,miR-548c-5p .miR-548d-5p Fl miR663a 7£ EL % ¥
X nCRT 09 K AT BUAE T, Eriksen 85 5A

iy B 2 25 2019 SR % 25 5% 12



4 miRNA 19355 0S 1 DFS JCH &40 54 1, miR-
21 /1 236 5 BCAF By e R I W WA G (P=
0.035) ,miR-145 %3¢ ik 5 847 s 22 7 B S AH G
B3 A7 38 B 48 i1 22 & L (P=0.085) ,miR-125b #il
miR-145 IL 335 & A7 414 DFS, Bk B 2 1 TF
F W] miRNA 76 B %% 19 nCRT il 3 & ZAE .
SR, T pCR 5 cCR A miRNA W57 i K ik
B, R TIF R RN RSN, H 280
FEBIFGERT G <50 1], 7E /N B 38 2 v ) 45 SR A5

PR XS AR B, AT B K I PR A AN 8 0E— 2B A
FEHE
4 N Z

LARC H % #1417 nCRT MIRITEWRC A T4

#, RECKRINFZ20 T YR EYEN nCRT
}iﬁﬂ/ﬂ?ﬁfﬂ" R (HEATTER & AT I 1 PR S 1, 3

REVH R T X F A s B o ik A2 5,
ﬁf’ﬁ RZHM5E RIPAh— ﬁi%ﬁu% NSt
JEH AR W0 22 S R0k HOR BT O BAFAE ] (.
25 AT T & \ﬁQEULu'JE nCRT 5 F R Z [H]
R B, X AT B 206 nCRT F= A AN A 1 s By, I H.
fft ISR TRG R Ge Al AT RS2 W 5 v 00 o8 e it 22

HHTA Lk, X8 RE TR T B T i Ok 22 2wk
FEHOCTE A SO IRy 2> F ik, H5REST
RORW A FAREWAM L, —H 0 Fhr& ¥ nl g
AT AE SR T  HEAR A TN AR R PR AR
A WIAR A W HME LU 7R 2R 8 A W 2 KT R e i Ak ot
T PG, fE3E FORAIDTIE 5 SR AT B ORRE A
IS PR IRINGRERT DR PRI E ¥ DA NI}
B b A e DR 52 B
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