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Detection methods of minimal residual disease and their prognostic value
in patients with malignant hematological diseases
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FHMgE, ) > /88, 581 E HilE 7 & o3 A fE 5 o
FHIZB VT, MUNERAFHZ (minimal residual disease:
MRD) #& i O FEEAE L LLAT 2> S 59 S LT\ 7228, 4f
O Fr B EEH B 78 R 1 MU N A2 i Bl O AR I K o T
MRD 238 T 72 72 ZAEGISEEIN L, FHRAAERIC
WELTETNDL, Zo720, L) EFKEOMRDHIE
LOREPHIFEEI N TS (K1), KFETIX, MRD#IE
e LT, YV FNRTA=F—Ta—H A4 F A —,
PCR, &y =7 2% =122, LR TOWERK
RLEED T T 5.

MRD I7E i
(1) WILFINTA—=2—=TO—H% A bX ) — (multiparameter
flow cytometry: MFC) /&

—MIIZ4 H 7 — D Lo HEOLEFE TR L 22k
T, JESFFREDN 2 ZMHE % [ L TMRD % #
TLFETHSH. MFCIZL ZMRD#EIEIL, OSSR
R CIESAIII R R 2 R B Sy — 2l L, @
70 —T v THAETHZE L MO LML %/~ 3 1l
FaEM AT 5, EWVWIHI2AFT v I TiroTwnl, %
BRI S NP SR VIZRBIZ L > TR R > T
%. MFCIZ & % MRD O EREE (210" (10 #1218 oo i
B EfR) BB L Wb TB Y, KTHITLPCR
% & HRT10-100 FF IR EE DY B & STV B 7%, MFC

MRDAIENEE: CROH-HES

[E% #Ra%
1 x 1012 LR
1 x 108 LB (CR)
- —-<—— StringentCR
Z0—H kAN —[ZLSHCR (CR)
1 x 108 -- - —<——— PCRIZ&dmolecular (nCR)
e - ---- RS —H T —
1xt0ol - Y___ (NGS)IZ& HMRDEEHE

1. #NEA-%Z (minimal residual disease: MRD) i &
I 5%

oo

(3 Al 2> 2 HIZMRD 2 BT & 2 720, FEEROERR
B TIIIRFICEA R L E R 6N S, i, W%
DTS & X 7% B2 R/ N Y — ST L L Tiskatt &
7 B HEED D ), MFC % E O RS & Bl 7 — 4
FENTICE PR T A2 AR D BLEII R 5.

(i) BIMHR TOBRKNES

Inaba 5 1%, /MR - BT E S E (AML)203
FEFIZDWT T 48— 7 v T ERBAEDOMRD # MFC %
FAWTEHi L7z & 2 A, MFC TMRD B PHRES (>=0.1%)
TIIAHEIZAR B Zeventfree survival & W ITFEER 278 L
72 (P<0.001)". F72, Araki 5%, RS ML %
0¥ 7:AML 359 A O AiHi 5 # OMRD # MFC T&F
fliL7z& 22, EREFIWEMIREE TMRD ik, SEEMIR
fE&, MRD EPEAERI D3 FEELF= (0S) 1, 26%, 23%,
73% L HEEET D> TMRDEMIEFH OOSHEIFTH
) (P<0.001), MRD#AEDEEM:Z IR L 722, S 512,
Sanchez-Garcia & (& [FAR S MEIIZ AN % 520 720N -
ANBEEY v PEE IR (ALL) 10245 6112 DO v TR Al
MRD % MFC C&Hili L 72 & &%, MRD &1 (<0.01%, 72 4
1), MRD &M (0.01-0.1%, 124£51), MRD =1l (>0.1%, 18
FER]) TIE340S25, 52.3%, 28.6%, 0% L IEHlb s
b ERRLIEY.

(i) ZRMESHEETORKRNESE

International Myeloma Working Group (IMWG) ®
criteria Tl3, stringent complete response (sCR) |2/l 2. T
MFC CTMRD 738 & 172 W54 % immunophenotypic
CR (iCR) & %3 L T\ 4. Rawstron 5 1%, MRC Myeloma
X288k L 72 BRI HAT 4E 51397 B O F2 i %100 H B
OFHEMRD Z#MFC TEHlli L 72, MRD B&4E 5113 B 14
JEB & TR B BT 7 T AE A (PFS) (Y fil
28.6 7 H vs 1557 H, P<0.001) 0S (" 4-fiti: 80.6 » H
vs 59.0 # H, P=0.0183) T& - 72.

(2) Polymerase chain reaction (PCR) i&

PCREIZER DNAW & BER RUS I & o THFFHIC
BT MRS 2 HiETh b, ThETicd, i
JE95 ODMRD DR IA C BRRICH S Tw b, ZOJE
PEAGH L7286t & L TR BRI X > TmRNAD S
cDNAZ{EHLL, TN A HRDNAL L CTHMRE L CTHEEM
mRNA % #i i3 5 RT-PCR (reverse transcriptase -PCR)



END L. AMEMENOENDNAL L TEEY
m RNA $#8% 3 = 3%\ 7o, RT-PCREDIRARK
FE1X10° (10° M VB o fE Bl & Attt ) % cT &, &
B OMRDM IS T RE L 72 5 72%. $ 72, Bt L7z
PCRETIHEM:, FEBEOFEM L ATE L0725, 1)
TN A LERPCRYHHT 5 2 & TMRD OE &)
ek eo/z. EHITHIEIE, VT VE A LPCRCHEM S
NHEMMO LI W7 Y % )V PCR S MRD #5128 H
ENTWE, ZOMETIE, Vo 7 V%24 OREY T
WIZHEILTCPCREBI 2\, ¥ —4 v MNifzF2 &t
7 TOVIZPCRIIFIZ X o THEy v & LT, #—7 v
NEETEET RV VIZEEY IV E LT Y Vb
T&5%. TU¥NVPCRIZMMEY =)V (IPEILE) 25
I TAEDT, V77 LYALLLIZAY VY — R
TN QR A LTEE U, EHER 2 #0588 % 1 he
ETDRHDPENTWS,

() ¥ *Z8EFEFERHVIAE

SVERTE BEERE F 9% (APL) TlZPML-RARo. % A J i&
fEF I X > CTMRD %= &#+illi L T\ 4. Santamaria 5
1, 145 A®OAPLHE#E OMRD % PML-RARo. % * 5 {5
FHOWTY 7 VE 4 LPCRCER L7z, MEFRRER T
BT, 102 ¥ — %82 5PML-RARo. ¥ A 7 i&{=HHu
ENFHAETEN (=7) PEE LI, 1aE—F
T OER (n=62) TI1E—BF M FANTFIE L 2 2o 729,
$72, AMLOWTHEEDE { THREM & ST bcore
binding factor (CBF) HIlJE (£(8; 21) B &£ N inv (16)) D
MRD % V) 7V % A4 A RT-PCR TGS L - 8E T,
MRD & EE26 AD ) B2 AD AN L 72D L
C, MRDGHEZEILAD ) H10 NidF5RE & 72 L7270
E 512, BCRABLLIZH T A5 0L v ¥ —LHEED
BISSIZ LD, BRWEMSERTE L L)% - 218 MF
BEVEFIMH (CML) I22WTh, )7V A LPCRIZL 5
MRD B O EZHD G SN TW5D. &L, Etienne 5 i
Complete Cytogenetic Response (CCyR) iZRif % X 512
B’V TBIZFNEREROAFEICL Y, OMajor
Molecular Response (MMR) :Z i # (CCyR+MMR-), @
MMRE B /MR" oK 32 1 # (CCyR+MMR+MR™-), &
MMR 35 /MR Z . (CCyR+MMR+MR*+) 12551 ) C
event-free survival (EFS) Z &M L 7245 5%, MMRE R
A576) D 7% T L, MR¥ZER L 728 6561) T,
EFSHPEBICIEE T2 2R LY. 2B, MR¥ &k
International Scale (IS)-PCR: (2 C E 1ML 9w Al i £ 28
0.0032% F THATHZ EHRLTVD.

(i) WT1 Bz F 2RV A%

Wilm’s tumor gene (WT1) 1380% D\_EDAML T 5
HLTwb720, it LzF AT #EETE2EENE L7
PCRi%EIZ X ZMRD M OREENT 2 D 155 & 3y
ENTWD, /NEAMILGIEBNZ DWW TEHEWT-1 85T
OBFIFBL RN L 72k 2 A, IR A W16
PEIZAT L 72 F38 (P=0.002) K USBETE Y A 7 (P=0.02) T,
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54E OSIIWT-1 B PETld74%, BEMETIZ0% TH 727, %
72, WMAAMLIZ DWW T & ERE AR L a i WT-1 5
B TIZOS EEFS DEL#ED A S, & O (RN S i/-44
BID ) BEWT-1L )V D LRI S 721661 T ld i Jefl
38 H CHIFIZH DD 52 2ok ) ICWT-1i%
WO ARG STV BAS, R G ICEE LS
NIWTTER L3 > TB LT, ZOEEIESEZL
B 5.

(iiNeEs/O7Y o /THRSEMETFEERZRAV

3hE

RETIE, BEETEBRICL > TEHEEOALN L%
a7 v (lg) RTHIEZ A (TCR) \EFIRRN 7
FAR—%RET L, TOT I A4 <—% N 72PCRIFAIZ
£oT, MRD Z#iiti 3 % (¥2). Z O#iFikiTOMRD
B R 1310410° & Wb v T 5. BHIFBEE S 0 K5
SZlg B fE T OB, THINPERE S o A5 & B
Ko PERES O —ERICTCR OB 2SFRD H s, 2k~
JSPEEE (ALL) (2B L CTIEAREEZ X 5% < OWME YT
HILTW5. Bassan 5I1INILG-ALL 09/00 71 ~ 22— v
2Bk S 7 AN ALL 1124E 61 05 # MRD o & 4 %
Hh ] o FE T IR ICEFAG L 72, MIRD B&VESS E B & B4
BI54 FEBI D5 4E OS 1 Z -2 175%, 33% (P=0.001) TH -
7z, A D) 27 BWF-OFTMRD AAEISIZHT 5 5% D
HER)AZNTTH -7z,

—J7, TEWEREN DS EE T D > 72 25 BE (MM)
TRAFEICLDHEADEDFE VIO T hhoz. L
L, SOEOFHSEHZ A CEMEAS:, HRFMIM
AR, HEOFRE, HERERE 1T o T REE
TH 7% ) OFEFI Tmolecular CR (mCR) ASERK S 4L, %
? & 9 ZmCRIEF TIZEME OAEFOT AR ST
W5, Ladetto 51, HEEAEZICCRS L < IZVGPRAYE
SN MM SUVERNIZx L CRIVT Y I 7, 1) K< A
R, %% 25V O3 OME O 240 — X
ol 2, MEOHEERIZIZMCRALIH] (3% TH -
ToD7s, HREOFRERIIZ66] (19%) & 7% 1), mCRAER
SNHEICIIPES 25100% (BRESHIM P ULfiE42 ~ ) T

Vi Dy Jy
variable region

DJ,, recombination
1234 5:- D J

pro B-coi—{HIHIHHE il
et
<> VDJy, recombination
Pre Bcell‘é‘.

N D, N .J, Taqman JH Probe

High sensitvity vV,
6 FR1 primers 7 primers primers primer
b

Vy Tagman JH Probe
N> >>>>> >

7 DH primers JH consensus primer
—_—

Pt-specific 5' primer
X2, JEBIAFFLAY (allele-specific oligonucleotide-polymerase
chain reaction (ASO) ) & PCR |2 & 2 B/N&A%% (MRD)
MHD7z0DT 54 ~— k70— 70k
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HolzliE Ll Ll TOBROT A U—T v 7T —
5P E SN 72DS, ZDHRIImCR & #E K L 72 1ER]
% & OmCRERTIEG D ) 615 L % 2> o 72 EBNE3 i
BB XS, BRBHEEOBEOELOATIZENMO
T ERROMEFES R EETH B 2 & AR S 7z,

Tk, OMMIERF OF FEEHEA R G R MR )
S L7-DNAZH A Z L2 XY, SEGIERE AR 2
IgHPCRAID 75 4 ~—05ikat T & % 2 & GOERID64%
THHR) &, @FDT T A ~—%F\272MRD O &
HL010°THEZ EZWLNIC L. ZDT T < —
VT2 ES O AR HOMRD 2 M L7 & 2
%, MRD B HE % v 728 & Hels L ¢, MRD F&
MR R % 7214 EB CIRPFS VB B BIFCH - 72
(P=0.012). & 512, BAHAIZmCR % #7246 Tl
{20 R Fh 9L fi3.9 4E TOPFS A¥100% T v, EI o
MR LR TE LI L2 WS NIZ LY, $72,
BiEL L7257 Y % WPCRIZ & AIgH-based MRD ®5%E & D
WEY LD, SHROSHPHES NS,

(3) kLS — 7 T > —i% (next-generation sequencing:
NGS)

BilE, NGS #PCRi: L MlAGbE 5 Z & T, MRD # #
W9 2 oREEs RSN BEWIZIE, BEr»
S L 7-DNA OE B 45 5 581k (IgH-V] /D] %88, IgK
BY®ar bty AT5 4~ —%HW/2PCRTHIEL,
WIZPCREWIZ Y ZEHIZASINL, HIZy 7 EY % ik
T57I9A4<v—%PTH ) —~EPCRTHIET .. 20
PCREY) DIFIERCH 2 kY — 7 = o — 2 W T
FZ1PEM LY =7 T AT L& T, bEhl
GENL 7O —F VRN ERE T 5HERTHL (X
3, CHKP L & AT ). Z OMAEE T, ERIFER
BPCRT7 7 A ¥ — DDA E 72912, MRD % ZXAil
HORHIZI0° LN F TR TE B L SN T,
Ladetto & (33 f# 40 OB M A RES; O MR % H W C,
MRD 2B LTNGS & V) 7V ¥ 1 458 PCR % ILighat
L7:. ALL 154EBI D 7 + 10— 7 v 726K % AT L 72
& A, 208k (77%) THHIE RO —F x ATz, FFEEMK
ECTOREBRA—FIE, VT INVE A L5%ERPCRTHRIIAR
e 7z clonal evolution |2 X o TH: U Tw/27%5, NGSTIE#
DER 7O -y ERIBTETWAEY, $72 Martinez-
Lopez 5 (%, CREH MM 62 E 5 054 MRD % NGS %
WCRNT L72& 2%, MRD 126 55113 MRD B 1436 i
B & LERTHEIZ BIF Ztime to progression (TTP) 2%%
& T w7z (9131 vs 35 months; P=0.0009). % 72,
NGS 2 & 2MRD IZMFC % ASO-PCR & F < B L 7275,
NGS TMRD 1% (MRDY () #E611E, MFC TMRD 214
T& % HNGS TIEMRD FitkE (MRDMC () MRDN (+)) JiE
Bl & IERTRIFZTTP 272 L (HFJ-fHnot reached vs 50
months; P=0.05), & & |ZMRD™(+)MRDNS() D5 5EH 7
5OFEIIVEMICT X eh o7, b2 S, MFCE b
~NTNGSIZ X AMRD ML & ) EfEICTH %2 THRITE

0) (ii) (iii)
PCR AMPLICONS SEQUENCING LIBRARY SEQUENCE DATA
777 .
- ot -
— - - o -
-~ ~
z
J PRIMER J D v TAG PRIMER TAG
5 —> —>
s e
PS5 t T 1t T 1 P7
115bp READ 95bp READ V PRIMER

3. kAT — 2 2 —F MO MNERZ (MRD) &2
() Wtk S L 72DNA o4 Bl 2451 (1gH-V] /D] fEis,
[gK#) # 3> oY 27 F 4 <~ —%HW/:PCRTHIEL,
(i) RICPCREMIC & ZEFZ ML, FIZy ZEA % ik
25794 <—%WTh ) —EPCRTHIET 5. (i) T D
PCREEM OYEIEFH) & WAt Y — 7 = 0 — % v CEfiic
10°FLEY =2 Ty AT 22 LI2E5T, bTIFMICEEN
%7 a—F )RS % it L CMRD & 2R 5.

1
10° . A: <10T(n=11)

B: 107 to 106 (n=14)

0.811
107 (MRD level >10%) 204 D: 104< (n=9)
® ecmmmee oo

=0.1 C: 105 to 104 (n=11)
Neg [82888 ol P 01002 .

Percent PFS

Neg | 107 10 105 104 109 102 0 20 40 60 8 100
NGSIZEBMRDL AL Months after ASCT

ASO neg/NGS neg (n=7)

A: <107(n=11)

et B: 107 to 105 (n=14)
80+
80

C: 105 to 104 (n=11)

Percent PFS

40

Percent OS

ASO neg/NGS pos (n=12)

20+
D: 104< (n=9)

p=0.006 p=0087
o

T T T T T T
100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Months after ASCT

20 40 6 8
Months after ASCT

MRD negative (n=26) ASO neg/NGS neg (n=12)

MROD positive (n=27)

Percent PFS
Percent PFS

ASO neg/NGS pos (n=5)

p<0.001 o= 0028
o

0 40 6 8 100 0 20 40 60 8 100
Months after ASCT Months after ASCT

4. Z5VERBIERESNIZ B 2 B/NEFARZ (MRD) MEDE
ZEME 1 (A) allele-specific oligonucleotide-polymerase chain
reaction (ASO)-PCRZE & ki — 27 = 24— (NGS) IZ &
ZMRD O, (B) NGSIZ L 5 HEBHF MRD L~ )b
& progression-free survival (PFS), 3 & UF(C) overall survival
(0S). (D) NGS & & FASO-PCRIZ & % HE &M H MRD &
£ (MRDN () MRDA% () #EH1 (n=7) ENGS I & % H &4
A MRD [ 7% 2> ©ASO-PCRIZ & % MRD F& 7 (MRDN®S (+)
MRD* () fi£%1 (n=12) TOPFS . (E)YNGSIZ X 2 HE#
Tt H MRD LX)V & PFS. (F) NGS 3 X FASO-PCRIZ &
%5 MRD &1 (MRDN()MRD*°(9)) 4 1 (n=12) & NGS 1=
& 25 BEMRD I 4 5> 2 ASO-PCRIC £ 5 MRDF&: (MRDN (+)
MRD*° () S (n=5) TOPFS iz,



LI EHRIBENSLY. HL, ZoBRFTR TS RED
DNADE SN 57272 CMRDD 7 v b F 7EH
10° L RIEETH Y, NGSTHIITE 210°L X)L To
MRD FHlli % TE o2 B EEZ SN 5.

Falx, BRBAL T LSS (PR) DL OG#EY)
RO SN-MM 1195EHI O AR BRMF /5§22 T
FREMEO 7 aF) 714 2B L72E 25, NGSTIiE
119EBIH 111 AER] (93%), ASO-PCR TI109 551 H179 %
Bl (72%) Tr v F) T4 B s I, AHRBRAIZD
W, NGSTIXISHEBIH70ER] (71%) TMRD 4T H -
7275, ASO-PCR TI369 E 51128 fEF] (41%) TMRD Myl
29 E o7z, F72, MRD#IICE LT, 10°LET
ZASO-PCR{%E & NGS#: & @ R IE LBy i I BE A8
N7, T mODNADA S 7286 12 IINGS %
DOMRD # R EE 1310° DL E PCREED10° & 1) & & &
Tdh -7 (M4A).

H R\ HIE D - HEFRRRE A HAT S L7k 225 7245
SEF O KM MRD L X)L TPFS (H4B) £0S (K
4C) ZIRHT L7-L 2 A, MR BHILS T TH S Z &
MHhholz, 512, NGSB L UASO-PCRIZ L 5 HE
4 A MRD & (MRDN (-)MRD*° (9)) 7 £ (group 1)
&, NGSIZ & 5 BZEAHFA MRD 2> >ASO-PCRIZ &
%MRD [ (MRDY®S (+) MRD*5° (<)) 12 iE#1 (group 2) &
ZPFSICB L Tk L7z & 2%, group 1idgroup 2121t
RTCREIFZRPFSOMAITH ) (P=0.087), ASO-PCRIEM:T
& o THNGSHEEDOREG TIE RIS A SNz (K
4D). 7z, BRBHEEOEHMRD 2 fF#iTL7-L 25,
NGS TR & 72 5 7226 SEB11E, 100% DPFS % 3K L T
7270, HRBABZIEHMRD 2SR & 7 > 72 5ER T
&, RUTHOMEAEL QRIE) PHIfFT&2LE 26N
5 (K4E). 512, BREBHZIINGS B & FASO-PCR
12 & % B BMRD [& P (MRDNSS (-) MRD*%° (-) ) 12 4 51
(group 3) &, NGSIZ & %5 #i MRD F514:2>2>ASO-PCR |2
X % MRD R (MRDN® (+) MRD”° (2)) 54 41l (group 4) %
W L7282 5, group 3ldgroup 4 & R THEE %

95

b o TRIFZPFS T - 72 (I44F). LIEA 5, ASO-PCR
TOMRDBHIEARF55TH Y, NGSIZ L DD TR
L~V TOMRD FHAfli A3 R I 0 SIS A AT (B ) & T
WS 27DIZEETH L Z LAVRS N,

B, NGSIZ X % B 2 MRD M RE ) % v g,
KR MR M OMRDEH B WTHETH 5 Z EAVREN
T\Ww5. Roschewski 5136 7 AL LE@IRLN- 0 F
ATERAB T BRI 1) > 23 [E101E B o I = MRD %
NGSZHWwWTE=%1) » 2 L7 54 EFSIZMRD &
TED IR AN CTHBICRIF &R L 2o 72 (45.9% vs
83.0%, P<0.0001)%”.

MRD #&HED L8 (FR1)

MFC T, MAEDTBER BB OEE2790% LI F &5
<, B - REMED HTPCRIFL VENRTWDLA, 47
7 — UL EOMFC T3t DA L 2SW 7 72012, BRS
NMRETL AT TE Y, SOICHFRBIE L X8
LRMEHE N5 — AL L CTBEEMEE 2 2T REME D 18
ENTWSG, F/2, MFC#: & [L# L CPCRIEIE & IS
TH 5%, CORUIEE DY — o223 27, T4 <—
DRENIATHEA, Wl & B SERBER S0 5. &
SIZINFTTOHETIE, 754 ~—kitol=g
30-80%EFE L ST b. —, IEBAgs Sz kbt
V=T =it miRE L7z & O HPCREEDE N %
FTRTEMRL, HDEEETH L7720, 5HOMRD K
TIEFERICARD L) ICEDNLD, BEELYERT 72
DIZIE TR EODNADLETH L. 72, IFICEHIE
WZOWTIEEROIRENAE — 5T 5728, —N
DOERZERTIIBEEIC R L VIO ERH L. 207
B, BHRAEETHHT 5551 IEIMRD ML RS
52 L% L, PET, CT, MRIZ & OW{gEZH b fif &
THIITL T LED B 5.

s b W

Atk ISR O CRIAEH & MRD R IZ X - T
BIEL TV S ERTFRFMOIOIZLHERDNS.

F1. L3V BEIE T Oy NERAFRZ (MRD) 5%
MFC
(z4-color) ASO-PCR NGS
EHATTREEE (%) ~ 100% ~ 80% 90% ~
R 104 ~ 10° 104 ~ 10 106 ~
M A A A
AR PP S BETHLPLHATIERY VI W
MRD #fk il L. DNA fiflf, DNA
SEBIE A ASE O LB i il fiig
Clonal evolution :¢> MRD # Dl AT HE Dl
— . >5 H[# (follow-up), 3-4 3 1]
R -3 I L >
TRA IR ] 2-3 (ASO-PCR 75 £ ~— 7t >7H [
AT RE it % PR PR sd TR
el $E17H (EuroFlow/IMF) 4 (EuroMRD) K
e
a2 b oy o HUIERBELEN, S0

fililZ 7 2 WD U

MFC, multiparameter flow cytometry; ASO-PCR, allele-specific oligonucleotide-polymerase chain reaction; NGS, Next-generation
sequencing; MRD, minimal residual disease; IMF, International Myeloma Foundation
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&S, B E R MR R 2 FE A B B T
JERE 7 R TMRD 28 B EAL L 72855812108, #EFRRR I
ik L CHEE - HIEMIIR 5T 5728, MRD
R B C R IR EUBR b BRIRIEZE & L T b
T Elbhs.

il &t

AT S T2 E F L2I%RIE, LSI A 7 1 = ¥ A&
/NN FERESEE, KIE Adaptive Biotechnologies ¥t Malek Faham f#i+: & |
FHOET B GIRKF B SE R T = R e R 2 (IR - s
PEF) HRECEE S ORFEREOBE TS, £, HEOHEE S 2
TLEZSVE LSRR ETRESSEEREZBROA MM —20Z % 5
CIZBRD A % \E AL L RIF £ 9.

£ X ®
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