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Correlation MSI Status and Other Prognostic Factors
in Sporadic Colorectal Cancer

Shi Nae Lee
Department of Pathology, College of Medicine, Ewha Womans University

Objectives : The purpose of this study was to evaluate MSI status in sporadic colorectal cancer

and to correlate it with clinicopathologic variables.

Methods : Total 45 cases of surgically resected colorectal cancers retrospectively were revi-
ewed about clinicopathologic findings and analyzed for microsatellite instability.

Results : The microsatellite instability (MSI) was found in 5 of 45 cases(11.1%). A significant
association was found between MSI+ tumors and location in the right colon(40%), and high
histological grade (100.0%) , and mucinous phenotype (33.3%) . There was no significant differ-
ence for age, sex, growth pattern, lymph node metastases, vessel invasion, or Duke’s stage.

Conclusion : These data indicate that MSI frequently occur in colorectal cancers of the right
side and in tumors with poorly differentiated or mucinous histology.
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Table 1. Corretation between Ml status and clinicopathologic variables

Categorles Mt P-valueP
Growth type Exophytic 1 012.5%) 7 ( 87.5%) 1.0
Endophytic 4 (. 10.8%) 33 ( 89.2%)
Location Right 4 ( 40.0%) 6 ( 60.0%) 0.007
Left 10 29%) 34 ( 97.1%)
Differentiation Well 0( 00% 2 (100.0%) 0.000
Moderate 2( 53%) 36 ( 94.7%)
Poor 2 (100.0%) 0( 0.0%)
Mucinous ¥ ( 33.3%) 2 ( 66.7%)
a : microsatellite instability, b : by Chi-square test
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