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Research progresses in MRI for evaluating microsatellite

instability of endometrial cancer
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[ Abstract |

Microsatellite instability ( MSI) of endometrial cancer (EC) is closely associated with responses to

immunotherapy and prognosis, having significant clinical value for formulating precise treatment strategies. MRI holds

potential for non-invasive preoperative predicting MSI. The research progresses of conventional MRI, functional MRI and

the integration of radiomics and artificial intelligence for evaluating MSI of EC were reviewed in this article.
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TR NFa 8 P (microsatellite instability, MSI)
PR F 451 18 &2 (mismatch repair, MMR) £ 4t ) i
B4 DNA S B T e 91 450 28 ) B4 A Bk 2 5|
B PR R B IR 9K 2 g & AT . MIST J2 7 B N IR
J% (endometrial cancer, EC) BE 4y 4 &l 2 —, 0] I,
T 209 ~30% EC, 5 it f& % i £ bk ar £8 B 4R, LA K
EC 627236 97 85U | fo 25 410 1 50 97 280 e s 45 %% 1)
M B A 2023 4 [ bR a7 RHEE B EC 43
R GE LA RO AT AR 1 KBS PP AG S S TR T T
KL RO G U 2 (R AR e B LA |
R G WHE S S AR PR A5 AL GE BRI MST
BEE 2 AN A R & . MRI BA & A 2000 B &
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1 MSI #ik
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(D2S123.D58346.D17S250) K 2 A ¥k 1F iR & & )
I (BAT26 .BAT25) :5 M i e M EHA M T AR
E M (microsatellite stability, MSS) , B 1 M7 EAN
FasE MK EE MSI(MSI-low, MSI-L),2 4K LA F A
NS F e BE MSICMSI-high, MSI-HDMY L fH 35 B K6
DA 52 2% A% B 5 L I R I8 MR AR, e 4L AR RS
T2 06 PR P 0 A T B, 3 2 PE A MMIR 26 2 A 1
FIRARE VAT INEES B . 4 FhEE A FE K MMR )
fiE IE % (proficient MMR, pMMR) 8¢ MSS I ; (£ — %K
F Bk 2k B 25 MMR 3 fig 6t fA (deficient MMR,
dMMR) & MSI #
2 MRI il EC MSI
2.1 HH MRI %8 MRI BEIH 0745 b 00 5 %
A R AR 45 K . MINAMIGUCHI 25 [l Bt 14 43
Br 118 fii] EC MRI ##1F , & ¥ AH It pMMR/MSS #1,
dMMR/MSI & s R 247 FF 5 F B (P=0.0366),
A AEJE PR 7E T 15 BN R A K [ o floU 45 4 5
AEAIAFAE 2 5 E 5 B MMR B, WANG 257
B FH M MRI iR EC JE S FREEAL MSI AR, & 3
MSI 5 MSS Jif 6 T2 25 GIE I 55 A 50 000 ) 1 4f o0 258 35 £
TEI 25 (P<<0.05), IZ g7 L 52 Wi th <6 F
M FH Carea under the curve, AUC) 43 5l S 0.627.
0.662, ~F AWK AUC BF-ZF 0.727, LI % M
MRI fIf 7 88 JE 25 4 AE A B T34 MSTIRZS .
2.2 YIEE MRI
2.2.1  BROHCIM AL BE R OBLAR WK OB AL 1R
(diffusion-weighted imaging, DWI) J B 2H 28 N 7K 43
T B iz sh, o] AR Rl o & 3R 9K B &R B Capparent
diffusion coefficient, ADC), [BIEiPE#F55 & 3 MSI
41 ADC fH i K T MSS 41. LA ADC {H il EC MSI
ARZ M AUC K 0. 69810 F 224 %1 Kk B 2 41 EC [1]
ADCHH T E SR 2R LG E X (P>0.05),
AN TR B 5 25 A AE 22 5 0 R RE R R ZE T ADC A 2
i 96 20 I R K Gy 1 B R BCRAE S T 92 B B K 4 TR
eSS e

R EK & LR (diffusion tensor imaging, DTI) JiZ ik
KAyF A B Ry AR, H g S 3L DT
EBS R EC, & 38 MSI 4 - 34 5% 5 & 0 (average
diffusion coefficient, DCavg) /N F MSS 41 , ifij H: 4% [n] =
43 % (fractional anisotropy, FA) ., & FH kb 4% n] 7 14 43
¥ (volume ratio anisotropy. VRA) Ml % il $8 4K
(exponential attenuation, Exat) ] K F MSS 4 (P<<
0. 05) s 4[] 4% [a] [ ¥ A1 T2 INBGE LR AE 22 38 TG 1124

B X (P ¥)>0.05); DCavg.FA, VRA } Exat #J AUC
350K 0. 720,0. 783.0. 743 J% 0. 725,914 % B DTI 4%
FE S EOT T EC MSLIRES .

YREIE 14 (diffusion kurtosis imaging, DKD &
T2 S B IPAG ZK 537 E w8 307 43 A SR B O 25 L
il TEHG v b S Bt e 97 20 R bR 1 A 4 A8 fk . WANG
SEHNON AT 81 ) EC DKI 2405 MSIARZS B HI 56 1E , %&
SRR R (mean diffusivity, MD) M 330 FBF (mean
kurtosis, MK)J>4 MSI A7 57 700 (A 7, H: AUC 4353
9 0.838,0.752, & Bk & 1Y AUC ik 0.860, SONG
L0458 , MST 20 EC 19 DKI 2280 MK . %1 [ 16 ¥ (axial
kurtosis, AK) & T MSS 4,1 MD K42 WP HK (radial
diffusivity, RD)& T MSS 4 ( P<C0.05), H: AUC 43 %1
4 0.763.,0.729.,0. 731 K 0. 748, % W L) DKI £ & &
SR EC MSI AR BA il 151,

KZE N R M T 18 31 Cintravoxel incoherent
motion, TVIM) &3k & #4343 9% BOM A AR AL, 7]
S S b TR 2 R R R L T R S O M S AL
BHOSALE %12 DL/ ALEF TVIM #il [ # EC MSI
R K MSS 21 FL VR LR £ (D) 1 3 & T MSI
24 (0. 955X 107° mm?®/s wvs. 0.759 X 10 mm®/s).
TGRS A5 5, 2 TR RIBLRLY TVIM 52 8 S 50
AT T4 EC MSI R, b o {EH 12 W 4% B8 i &
AUC H 0.777, 1 ADC.D.f K4y A3 P # 2 5 (86 1Y
AUC 4354 0. 764.,0. 760.,0. 668 F 0. 753,

2.2.2 Wk B BT % % N AL Camide proton transfer-
weighted, APTw) 1% APTw % & 3 Tk 22 55 e
TR R ML 037 2% 00 F R B R . APTw [55 51
J3E 55 40 L 3 2 AR G, T AR Ry R A R A A AT
M EBEAR R AMERE R LT T APTw ElR
4 B AMMR/MSI 5 pMMR/MSS EC, %5 % I 7R
dMMR/MSI 0 APTw {8 [(3.24+0.3) % 1% T pMMR/
MSS 41 [(2.8 £0.5)%, P=0.019], H & & F K
88. 9% HEFHE N 69. 2% . AUC K 0. 778; 7] fig AMMR/
MSLIRAS T EC (=284 57 5, 20 g 44 78 A 0 44 i 5 300
Wk i S5 1 %% #% (amide proton transfer, APT){EI &, A
2 HUI I APTw 5 DKI ] T4 EC MSI 524 BE .
ZER B R APT.MK M MD {H /Y AUC 43 3 & 0. 729,
0.731 } 0.722, MA ZU B A APTw 5 IVIM PE 44
EC MSL. &8 MSI 41 APT Flfhsk # & 50D H H¥ 1
WL ADC.D K f {A 8 LT MSS 41, APT.D" |
ADC.D K& [ A AUC 43 5l i 0. 894, 0. 920, 0. 746,
0.716 & 0.756; & APT Fil D* {8 ] BH & $2 %5 12 Wi st
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RE . i AUC ik 0. 973, R BIEEE AR 2 80T A ITAl EC
MSARZ BB AE T H
2.2.3 EmAE T2 mapping 38 a0 21 Ay K
438 ] sty T s [ 7T 2 A 7K ORI It 2 2 2 18 B 6
% (mDixon-Quant) F| F 2 8] i [a] R £ A AE — U il
o [ i3 2 BRI 5 K AR ol a5 AR A R D 4 A
(fat fraction, FF) e S E AN R2H., HK%
LB 3 T T2 mapping 5 mDixon-Quant & % 3k 15
T2.T2" Je R2" {HH T ARFTEAGT MSI AR, H AUC
SRR 0.780.0. 761 K 0. 7731l = FH B A 1 AUC 2
% 0.939,% M T2 mapping 5 mDixon-Quant & & i
B REA PG MSTARZS , LB 0 H] B S AR T
BURE . YR AL T2 14 1R (enhanced T2 star
weighted angiography, ESWAN) &5 & Il 28 7K - 4K 4
L BRI LA S s AN [ 20 2RI Ak 32 i 25 7. H A
g S5 LA ESWAN 91 R BE AR R2° K& T2 fH
M EC MSI#fg, K3 R2" M T2" {2 R4 G it
X (P<<0.05), LA R2" {H I MST (% BUREE 7
J¥ K AUC 4350k 84.6% .63. 6% &% 0.797,T2" fH 4
BIh 84.6%0.68. 2% K 0. 787, F W] Lh i B AR AAE
B EC MST AR &4 78 T H HAT T REME
2.3 MRI 1B H 25 N T8 g (artificial intelligence,
AD AR 2 N 2 R vh 4 IBUE B RRAE W] 92 4 0
TE PR A W25 R DR 2045 5 O 55 BURT HE 2 I 5 A
IR R LR E AR R . B SE I T DWI R
2 2R AE R 38 #5101 0T (logistic regression, LR A [
i EC MSLIRZS . & B DWT S5 20 24555 B 3 1 b T
ARETH MSLARZ . LIN 42V 5341 296 61 EC I A
PRS2 FEAE LA B MSTIRZS & I PR s 2 A
R AR 2= B R e PR-5E AR 2 4 k5 B AU AE I 2R B
(i) AUC 43518 0. 600.,0. 752 & 0. 733, 7E 5 UEHE 5354
0.615,0. 723 }% 0. 740, ZH.OBF5E R IR 14
4 27 Rl PR-FEARBAH] T B0 EC MST 2L Re Bty HAE
YIZEE R AUC K 0.728.,0. 833 K 0. 889, 7€ 56 IE 5 Ay
0.595.,0. 790 K& 0.848, MRI #1441 % F T JG A 1
EC MSI HAT R 415 5 5 456 i RO BRI v] i — 20 4
T 15 AL RE o

HL#% %2 >) (machine learning, ML) Bk &3 14 41 2%
PR B L o0 A% B8 B2 27 R RS e BE 2 1 Kk
JRRALEY 1. JIA %543 #T 357 6 EC 19 MRI 4%
FRAE, M # LR, K 4B iF ¥ (K-nearest neighbor.
KNN)  #pZ U1 i # (naive Bayes, NB) . 3 43 1] 1 AL
(support vector machine, SVM) & Bfi #l # #k (random

forest, RE)IL 5 b ML # A1 DL EC MSI AR 2, H:
HEINZRER AUC 4351 0. 650,0.683,0. 764,0. 821
J0.905, 7 N 56 iE 4 43 ) A 0. 672.,0.672,0. 712,
0.812 J 0. 875, 7£ #h ¥ 5 UE4E 43 51 24 0. 603, 0. 624 .
0.770,0. 808 % 0.862, MA %Y EES MRI %1% 4
A LRORF ., 35K (decision tree, DT) KNN ;¢
DURF 336 5 Fp ML A AY, DL RF #5810 MST 24RE 5
1o L FE I 2 AR 0 BRSO L R R L AUC 4 il e
56.0%.90.2% K 0. 844, 78 K ilF % 40 9l & 66.7% .
100% & 0. 897,

R JE 2 3 (deep learning, DIIFMET £ Z &R
P2 25 S5 40 A B 3R BOIR S A B e AR E . ARk
AR IR LB DWI DL R 1E 515 38 5245 41 2 4%
RS0 AE A, K B DL B A 15000 1)1 5k 45 A0 5 IE 4 EC
MSIARZSH AUC 43514 0. 905 F1 0. 897 M T14 5 5%
20 2RI 0. 844 F1 0. 829, F B DL #514E ] T I A1
T EC MST AR 248 H A T w5 o 6 M A R 5 H v 7 .
WANG 2555 F 2 28 MRI AR 424 4 1E 5 DL 4%
AIEAL) S 0 K 5 A5 A8 0 )1 R 5 RN B iR 4E EC MIST RS
) AUC 35 0. 973 F1 0. 945, {1 T1E G5 G 4 2B AL 1Y
0. 966 1 0. 753, WANG 457 43 il 3 F DWI DL 4%
TE AR 2 FRAE L ADC (B K2 I R 5 A A4 2 450 50 T 30
EC MSI, HAE I 2k £ 19 AUC 43514 0.873,0. 671,
0.833 J 0. 814, 7E M4 43512 0. 783.0. 685.0. 708
B 0. 7135 30F— 2 A6 #E 1 A 455 28 7 1] 25 4 0 ik 4
1) AUC 43 91135 0. 989 1 0. 885, % WA fl A DL 4 1E 4
Z A TR AT AN B EC MSIAREE LS % M
S
3 NEERE

MSIRAE & EC 19 EZ 4> FArEY . 50 iR)T
J N B T Js 4 V) AH 56, Xof il 2 K TR T SR w B A E
G PRAN . MRI A2 AR §i 641 B0 EC MST k24 2
HER BT AY 25 W M MRIL 21 i MRI. MRI 5 1%
Hep RIS ATREA H TH EC MSIIRES B A E K
W1, HETHESE £ g /ANEEAS B rpG | TE] B A3 T
MR i 750 5 50 58— AR 4 “F 5k 2 b i Ak
TR, AR N IR £l (R A R IE MRS B4
5 7 Fe It il 8 bR UE AL AR AL 2E AR L i MRT B I Bl
ARATICAIHM EC MSIAR A 45 T A,

F B F R AKEEFALA ZF R,

ERTR - HEFHESA IR BERERALT;; H
FTEELR AR S TR LE RS T
ARG RXE 2% LHF,
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