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[HBE] BH RITHEEEN BEREAR(MELF)ZRERMALBERSHEXEZIRE (HPVA) MG KRBT, 7
% BRI 2017 6 A & 2024 £ 12 B BX T ESRBEERBCA R 42 GBI B FURSB A HPVA BE M IRR TR, ARIBR R
R4 A MELF AR (7 61) 13 MELF 48 (35 631) , LEER A B F MR RIESE. &R MELFZ'E 4 Silva C B E IR o] K E M
BIBRIRIL(LVS!), EfrA =R R (FIGO) I/ HA 5 71.4% (5/7) B EEMREE T (LNM) 5 57.1%(4/7) ; 4 BIZRE LNM BE 0, 341
(75.0% ) # 7% 1 A ] I MELF 59>« MELF BiE k&R R12=2.0 cm. B 58 fR5ARE=1/2 2.2 LVSI &2 LNM. Silva C B &
FIGO I/MEAEELHIHBESTIEMELFA, ZRIYFEHITERN (¥ P<0.05), MELF 4 MELF 54> B9 Ki-67 I55E 55 B E 1K
TFFERTRBRERLL, ZRBFRITFREN(P<0.05), &it FMELFREHERANHPVA 2R R MHRERHT, FEE TN E ST
MELF 2 EE RSB MRS, 60 BARLZHEEEN, DURSEE LMN M E R, AlE RS S5 aT AREHE TR RES
e

[ kR ] AALLBRSEXEETIRE; MEM BRKEER KRR ; I RBERE

Clinicopathological features of HPV-associated endocervical adenocarcinoma with microcystic, elongated, and fragmented inva—
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[ Abstract ] Objective To investigate the clinicopathologic features of human papillomavirus —associated endocervical
adenocarcinoma (HPVA) with microcystic, elongated, and fragmented (MELF) invasion pattern. Methods Clinical data of 42
HPVA patients with destructive stromal invasion admitted to Shaoxing Maternity and Child Health Care Hospital from June 2017
to December 2024 were retrospectively collected. Patients were categorized into the MELF group (n=7) and the non- MELF
group (n=35) based on the presence of MELF pattern. Clinicopathological features were compared between the two groups.
Results All cases in the MELF group were classified as Silva pattern C and showed lymphovascular space invasion (LVSI).
Among them, 71.4% (5/7) were International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics (FIGO) stage II/Ill, and 57.1% (4/7) had
pelvic lymph node metastasis (LNM). MELF components were present in 75.0% (3/4) of the LNM foci. Compared with the non-
MELF group, the MELF group showed significantly higher proportions of patients with tumor size =2.0 cm, deep stromal
invasion (=1/2 layers), substantial LVSI, pelvic LNM, Silva pattern C, and FIGO stage II/Il (all P<0.05). In the MELF group,
the Ki- 67 proliferation index was significantly lower in MELF components than in the main tumor lesions (P<0.05).
Conclusion HPVA with MELF invasion pattern shows aggressive pathological features. Pathologists should pay close attention
to this pattern and utilize immunohistochemistry to improve the detection rate of pelvic LNM, providing more reliable
pathological basis for clinical staging and treatment decisions.

[ Key words ] Human papillomavirus—associated endocervical adenocarcinoma; Microcystic, elongated and fragmented
invasion pattern; Clinicopathologic feature
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S 3 NFLIR R AR S S SR (human pap—
illomavirus—associated endocervical adenocarcinoma, HP—
VA) FIEE LK I8 T MO Y 5 S ™, HPVA Jhy d
LA, 24 (5 B U Y 85% , LIS PEAl R ] Silva
Oy RUAR SR R P 1a] BRI 1Y Silva B ALY C YT
JriezE U 2B AN M S IR (micro—
cystic, elongated and fragmented , MELF ) 2 {5558 . 1245
AR 2 W T 5 B ARG 75 AR (endometri-
oid endometrial carcinoma, EEC) , F-#% IIF 55 5 9k B 1 4
[a] AR AR (lymphatic vascular space invasion, LVSI) 7
W25 8% (lymph node metastasis, LNM) | JJLJZ 12 10
JE=1/2 5 1UR AN RN ZAE VIS, HAT, ff MELF ¥
TR HPV A B S AN , [ N SMH DA 54 DL
ABEGE LS T A R 4 MELF 328 822019 HPVA (1
Ik AR BRARRAIE | Ho e 20 K B WUS AR O0 , LUk — 20
PR A IZ BRI R

1 XW&MAE

11 %% [P 2017 4E 6 H 2024 4F 12 A A
DL B OB BEUSR 1Y 42 () AU 8] 53R HPVA
BF TR, 5L TR AWEL AT L, £ MELF =2 1 #5557 1)
(MELF &) , ¥ MELE R4 35 4] (JEMELF4H) . i
LR BE LR gkt i KR WUZ R LV -
SI. 7 LNMUARZS i AR X DA R B2 20 24k 2 il
ITHOLAEGOR . A ABRIUE : (1AL 2020 fiz WHO 24
A TE R G 2R Ll U B A 12 R R M HPVA
HA S8R I AR BE BT R 5 (2) 947 215 + XU 1)
I3+ T R 28 8 38 G R (0) I 3= Bl ok 5% % 2k s ik L 4%
THEAR . HEBRBRAE : (1) RFH A A58 P e s 5 (2) R
HIATHBNAYT o AW EA B B AR PR ZE 51 23 A il
T HEHESCS . 2025 GE)E 0525, BT A s & I W) &

1.2 J5ik

1.2.1 HPVA ZZUR MELF 153 S e s i ) R 1A K6
Mmoo R IRAKE - er (hematoxylin— eosin, HE) 4t {4, Fil
Ty AU g th . FARVIERIY HPVA 412128 4% e
122 AT A HE Y€, B e 41 50 g 28 1 U 38 50 Wb fl B
MEETINHZUE S . ] e H Uk 7 G (4 { (Auto-
stainer 1ink48, F} 2 Dako 2~ &l ) 47 B 95 2H 414k 2% En
Vision Je {8, p16 —Hr (L5 : MX007) W4 [ 4 4 1387 A&
Y AR T A B A, M 324K (estrogen receptor,
ER) (Iit5 : EP1) | 223 % 3 1K (progesterone receptor,
PR) (it : PGR636) Ki-67 (L5 : MIB1)— 414 F
7 Dako 28 A, i 41 g £ 25 11 (cytokeratin—pan,, CK—

pan) (#it*5 : LBP2-CKPAN) .E-45%fi & I] (E-cadherin )
(#it 5 : LBP2-ECAD) . B- & ¥ & [ (B—catenin) (4t
5 : LBP1-CTNNB) ., p53 (#it*5 : LBP1-p53) —$1 311
H N 2 b B 25 BHE ey A BR > 7] . ER (PR (Ki-
67 5 51 7E AN ML , p16 5 057 76 20 i A% A0 (=) 41 B i
CK—pan %€ 37 7£ 41 ifl Ji , E-cadherin . B—catenin & 1\ 7
YRR . A Yo Sk BPE R B 0 R 55 PEPE A el
o BH M R £ Sy ik BH M 5 p53 AR R R A B X
Sk i 98 A0 i A% 5 PH M o8 20 A S0 A B M B A R SR
IR E SCN i IR 20 M A SR 55 AN S P . Ir A P ik
I B L BH A X R, AR 2D SR e i B 45 O vk AT .
122 ZWitsiE  MELF 85 NIE A" : b 40 i vl 2 5%
etk B S R RIAIE RS T R B B,
BN IR AV 5 e 200 B o S W TR | R e SR 2
JHL it ST bR B 2 ABL PN B ) 4 s 7 ] R DL 28 R K B
FELF L] 5T, I o 390 5 2 v Mok B0 R R 240 32 Vi
Silva 73 BUFR MET": AR 405 oI 4= 28 4855 5K A T LVST AT 2%
i LNM %5 5 f5 R 2, 40k TG ) Bl IR 1 A 4 1 Silva A
T R ) S Al SR 2 K A Silva B 8 (SR 4EI29 ) | Silva
CHRY(RIZIZE ) , MELF 12 A5 20 A U0 1 B) Jo e IR
A K ) Silva B RUFTC AL, LVSI A& & Fi52 45 1 1. %
Peters 25 FT AR UE , AT 2 1 5K BRU A ULk A Jea 4
=4 458 UM Tz M LVSI, Jo i A4 al 1~3 A9 4 4 il
FE R 3 B R A LVST; LVSI 5E & 4 3 bR v 2 : 5%
FH 2023 4F 5 N R [ PR 20 72 BB W (International
Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics , FIGO) 43 1] #1
HEN AR SR ) A DL KA R =5 A SR T
12 M LVSL, Jofs i 5 1~4 /9 e 430 g SR BIPE R
JEPE VST, LNM 432 bR 5 8 ke K42 >2.0 mm
J R Rk R KA >0.2~<2.0 mm 1 (5 Jih 5
1 W A 1 > 200 > W IR RS B B b d K2 <0.2 mm
L 28 20 b B R <200 A A ST B JRE 41 Y (isolated tu—
mor cell , ITC) o

1.3 FiZ 29ENE3~41HBEZ 1R BEZNATE
AR BB R A ALk
JRR AT , WA ELIH M CT & MRIKGEE .

1.4 SEitepabsE  (diR SPSS 23.0 884, R
DA s 87, 2] EGSER FH R ST PR AR ¢ K56 5 3T E509 Bt
DI (% ) Ferm , 48] L AR x° Ko 36 5 Fisher ffy )25
%o P<0.05 2R AGH 7R L.

2 #R
2.1 FEMELF B HPVA B35 R BEERE 90
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A 7 B fF MELF 32 ¥ 45 =8 HPVA £ & 19 4F i 34~57
(483 +8.1)% , %% Jy Silva C RSy 2l ss H.24 45 UL LVSI,
FIGO TL/IMA 5 511 (71.4%) , 21 LNM 4 451 (57.1%) , )
A% LVSL 5 6 (71.4% ) 5 B9z kb =R 7 T 5 30,
RIEANA S WL MELF JEAS, WL 1A I 01 24-3) . 4142
JiE LNM 88 £ 35 Th 2 55685 241 (50.0% ) , 556 MR 2853
A HPVA £ MELF 4, ULIE 1B (4 5T 24-3) ; 105 7%
1151(25.0%) ,ITC 1 41(25.0%) , 555 kHA W MELF J8.4%
TEARZ A R AL BRIR T Kz 20 i sl NEAR Vg 1R
e 240 P AN P A 8 ) R R T, TR 3
A TR A E N, WIE 1C-DUfi 11 24-3) .
22 FEMELFEE#ER HPVA B s R A 764
MELF 284520 HPVA 35 1) HPVA 4141 MELF K43
ER PR A M, CK—pan (GLHE 5 LNM AL ) .pl16
AR P58 [, pS3 Y BF A= AY, UL 2A-B (i
U1 24-3), HPVA 24! E—cadherin , B—catenin % A ) h
FEE | Ki-67 5 i B 5 458 %% ; MELF i) E-cadherin . B—
catenin Fe 1R 1155 B, Ki—67 ARG FETE 451, W1 2C-D
(4 71 24-3) . MELF 43 11 Ki-67 34 55 45 20 (14.5 +
10.8) S F KT B #l FAR HPVA kL (77.7 £ 16.0) , 2
FAG IR X (1=26.432,P<0.001) .
2.3  MELF 4 Fl-E MELF 2H 5 3% I R 05 B R AE 1L 48
MELF 20555 %t 5t K AR =2.0 em 2 S0 [1] J5 32 i V% 5 =
172 )12 PE LVSI, %8 LNM . Silva C % &2 FIGO 11/11 3
B W B TAEMELF 4, 2 3 G4 E L
(JP<0.05), W5 1.
24 BEVT #RE 20244F 12 42 I HPV A B35 bt
) 4~88 A~ H , Hp 7 Bifi 7 s 1] 49 A4 H 3 4511 2k 15 .2 Bl &R
% s Horp MELF 21 J % BE T R] 18~70 4 A, rh (3 Bl 7 i
]334 1, BRI K& AN st ).
3 itit

MELF #2852 i Murray 255 T 2003 45 1 IR A
£ W T T B AR AR 2% 5 EEC, BEAE STl GE & AR N
18.0%~21.8% , i H B R IWUZ IR (LVSI, 5 i [H]
JIZ I FE LNM S5 FUS AS B RS (H 25 o 42
R RAAER IO WS Y, BT, XA MELF 2
120 HPVA ) B 58 2 0 A 22 5l BR — BILAG S s i
BT AL 1R 2 DRI SR N A MELF 25 7 g /N |
LVSI, Silva 43 B SEREAE o 5O MELF #1775 b 35 22
5t ABFFAETIUS AS K30 57 fa e P 2

AWFFE B, FE RSB R AR K HPVA H MELF
KRN 16.7% , MELF 4195 ke KAE=2.0 em . T 5 3
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F1  MELF ZHFIHE MELF 20 52 2 1l 905 IR E [

Il AR AR MELF 41 (n=7) JEMELF41(n=35) i)l P{E
() 483 +8.1 50.8+9.2 0.681 0.500
gkt KAR [0 (%)
<2.0cm 0 20(57.1)
- 0.009
=2.0 cm 7(100.0) 15(42.9)
R (%))
<12 0 24(88.3)
- 0.001
=11 7(100.0) 11(11.7)
2B LNM[n (% )]
H 4(57.1) 5(14.3) 6364 0,008
T 3(42.9) 30(85.7)
LVSI[n(%)]
]z 5(71.4) 9(25.7) <486 0.031
B/ ey b ke 2(28.6) 26(74.3)
LVSI™[n(%)]
)z 4(57.1) 6(17.1) S 143 0043
BR/ S 3(42.9) 29(82.9)
Silva 73 [n (%))
Silva B! 0 16(74.0)
- 0.033
Silva C Y 7(100.0) 19(26.0)
2018 FIGO 433[n (%))
I# 2(28.6) 28(80.0) 7560 0.014
/104 5(71.4) 7(20.0)
Bt T [ (%) ]
P Wi SN 7(100.0) 33(94.3) 1000
N3 0 2(5.7) ’

1 HPVA Sy AL Sk 8 5 o AH 56 B0 BT 30 I 98 s MELF A 4 |
P S e 7tk s LNM R bk 45 56 7% 5 FIGO SRy [ B i =BG B
LVSI Ay itk B 1fi 45 e B2 A0 .

B FIR IR E=1/2 ) 12 % LVSI. #5E LNM | Silva C %!
K FIGO 1710 i85 e 5] 3 8 25 %5 T MELF 41 .
MELF 2 5 % 5 4 Silva C 8 H ¥ £F LVSI, Jii & % 5
FIGO 41 A0 LNM B & & FFET- B YIAH O™
J5 BVERBIRE K5 LNM B Gl R, Bk
PN B 5V FIGO S 3HARAE (B E LVSUE A B i 4740
HFFRA B TR RS R R AR . BHT, LVSLE
HEPPAE TR 2023 BT E N B FIGO 43391 1) 2500
PR R bR 22— AHESE DL LVSIE A K g i 4 55 4
15 Ry i A, 25 R38R 2 P LVSLZE MELF 40 5 9k
MELF 48] 22 524 e i1 2 3 X o X R WAE MELF 21
B HPVA 5732 2 LVSI 22 [6] 4 3 S 156 I R 4R
R e ) A R E . RS
i LV ST e Ade 1 B i ol A A HATF 58 45
TAHE) LVSLE S EAR IR RERHE TA 1 S hF .
H AT, MELF 32 18 455 X 50 A TA 9 & s AL il e 1
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JiZ —[8] J§i 5% 4 (epithelial-mesenchymal transition, EMT) ,
AT SR A, MELF 1§43 18 % E-cadherin \ER
PR .EIEE A EFUMEEEE R 3 B-catenin 21K T FFal 5t
2 Ki-67 IRIEFHAE R0, AN A 2R D1 ple K4l f &
F 19 FRIRH ">, 5AHFSE MELF 20 5y R AVAAT
$&/8 MELF 220 R/ R FF 5 1AM EEC, ] &
4 £ o A U= T S W LY A e i E R VNG e I
FAEE , MELF B3 i AR A B e HE 2 1 -p53-p21
F1 1641 W B £ 41 Jitd 7% 25 1 (retinoblastoma, RB) 18 4%
PP 75 S A R R A A A B L R RS
p21 J2& p53 HY T ALHE A, 2 p53 U REIE # (2 2 BF A=
RY) , p21 N7 e 2R LA ) 40 38 5, AT ISEL DT 248 e J] 491
G/S FE 452215 T p16 25 1 1S A 3 5 410 ) 240 i ) 300 2 AR
PRI 4/6 15 1E 3458 RB IIRE , I L [R) 4R 40 i
EFRA . X 5 AW ST B MELF %, 43 E-cadherin , B
catenin %5 25 [ A9 2635 N R H p16 58 FHYE | Ki-67 {345
FEEL . pS3 B AL RIS SARW 5 o SR, IR 4 i 5 2 0F:
AR ALY RS, AT Bl A 570 I R B (senes—
cence—associated secretory phenotype, SASP) , il 1 ¢ il
Z PR B M R AR R, 3 R O
Be, BRI, EMT A1 53 00 20 M 2K 26 B 55 SASP X i R
AP SR RO, , T RE 2 [A) 44 i MELF Ji 73 7E AR
P 5 MR S5 HIGE ) iy AL

{EAS OCTE 2 , ASBIFSE Hh MELF 41 ) i LNM Ukt
B MELF 00, b 2 e R ikt o HPV A JE 2 MU
MELF 47 , 1M1 ITC AR g kAN MELF J857, Je P
FHW G S EL S N EH SRR G M2, L2 T
b B S H B A ARIC YY) CK—pan R4 T4 B 2851
FEAENTSR s , 721 MELF 2320 EEC [ RT T =E
DX Tk M s T L LV SR LA B2 235 i LNMU & (O o2&
ITC) B A2 UL v AEATAF R S DL 20 2L 4t LA 1
fiE, R L 45 b Y ZHL AN LA ITC 5 MELF {2 288X
FLARROCHME . Santoro F™ 58 JRIESE £ MELF
REE ARG EEC BN TE T 5 th Bl AR LNM H
IR LKA AR AL RN BT BE e A= TR 40 s 7E DAl 2
JE LNM RF, MELF B 25 # R R S e L AUk Fn o1
K B HLRE SR L 1] Piedimonte 55242 H LK 25 1)
EEC HICAFE LNM 85 755 K R ATk e A= A7 2 )5 T
S NG I ITC BUMEE AR AR L8, 22 71 T8
GiitFE L. BARARBIR T MELF ZUFE AR50 > (B AE
0 LNM A oR 55 7278 MELF 53 H I JE 1S A B
1], J& 15 E IR % MELF R B A B JF Toom =2 281, (L
R E R B Lt 0 IR RV RS A AR R R AT TS

PEAG I, AT 5 A i 04 A 2 e b R LR 28
0 F, AL FE— 2 6 HE B LNM H AR AE MELF i 43 5
[ At B0 R B 2 B AL ) 22 57 5 R 2 TAE TR e 4
I A -5 5 BERL 1 01 X6} MELF 32 i 55 X B 400 3 ) ity |
PR BB I A 7 ) [R] , DR 2 HL A 40 10 K 0 3
il

25 TR, MELF R IE B 1 HPVA 51228 M0
FRAFAF Ko 40 A 5 A 3 AUAA O, HA% BOpL ) T BBV I
EMT 5 SASP B EIAE T o s B = I T 55, 56 74 MELF
RIEEA P FEMIE A 456 ol Uk 2=l B A
DABR 5 21 LMN B 238, Sl R 43 91 S5 iR 7 e ok 4
HETE ] 52 (R BRAEA i
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