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2 MIAEEEEERSFH —WEERFIEMRESIHA T4, #K, F4E
I LR A G, EETREFFRTAA, LETHREAL, FEFPREFS
I FHALBER, LETEFAENSFLER 28 TEER, LT HRE
R K, FEEFHAMBERERSNETFRRRELS L IELERSF
Rig. GRAFZHFHARTL-F LA, FREFRR-F LI A, ERE
FRREZEFL2F, L THBR T —FR1I R, LETEFHBEL-F L1 R,
VA 5 —AF 2 B RAE K R A s B 98 60 4 &, SCT i L 30 4% . P4 44
LiEREE RIS A AR B R E S FH(FE ) AR B RIERES
T HOF MR T S A A A AR LT E P E B RES TS 5 ER Y - E
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Common biomarkers used to predict response to neoadjuvant therapy in pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma
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[ Abstract] Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma( PDAC) has a high degree of malignancy and a poor prognosis,
with its morbidity increasing year by year. The treatment of PDAC depends not only on the disease staging at the time
of diagnosis, but also on the complex anatomical relationships. In recent years, the preferred treatment for technically
resectable lesions has gradually shifted from upfront surgery to neoadjuvant therapy. Choosing appropriate regimens

and evaluating the treatment responses are critical for the best oncology outcome, especially in cases where conven-
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tional imaging methods have been proven to be unreliable. As auxiliary laboratory examination, tumor biomarkers may

play a key role in treatment regimen selection and treatment monitoring. This paper will introduce the current com-

monly used PDAC biomarkers and discuss their potential value of applications in neoadjuvant therapy, and determine

their ability to be used as treatment regimen selection, and the biomarkers to evaluate treatment progress, prognosis or

potential recurrence.
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Ji AR 545 IR 965 ( pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma,
PDAC) J2& H i & AU AR B2 fe v 19 MR 2 —, Bl
e, BK S AEAAE AL 10% L JEAERK, 3K
PDAC Kl 5 BAE I H, TRy [ R g RR
PO R * o LA PDAC B SIS LR
Jry vt R B R M , TE T TR VTR o
W, SRS I 0 DA VR I 7 BB YR E 2 0 EE Y
ARAGH AT E R RIS T B 7 18], e S Al 4
FARTATETIBR ARG MR, BB R E P,
H AT, K2 BB pO AR TE X 28 A4 AT U R 5 Jm) #F F
JR AR B E HEAT R A BT, R AE TC Uk R DL T
VIR . SRT, —J5 T H H A B 6 b ds 0l
BINGYT 7 S 1688 TR YT T B AR SO i 45 5 T
—J5 RS WA 1AL B 72 16 97 Bz I, PDAC JE %,
AR ET HES8 A= W] BRAE 525 2 FI T s BRI 8, 42k
BRI AT 48 B 94 97 BORE A AT DR
P, BREEAG KA TR Z A0, 2 MR LR W s
HEAWTFEARET | R B8 )8y 00 36 o7 B R0 AT ) R
RS LF T H o s A= W bn 5 v] LA AR AR R
SO AR B P AR B, TR AL Im R A R i2
HUS(EE . B OO, 2 WA A ) AR X 45 5
AT, Bris o, 08 n SRR AT AT IR B . Bl
bR SR W RR AS Y2 A E E  TT AR S 3RAT T AR
B B BRI AR W) S R AR, O R LA A
B BRI TR, SO BN AT RN, AR A1
JihJgE 2 R N, Tsai 255 (i F— 41 6 Fh 2 115
A WIRAEN) 3 T 4R R B AT 07 R
S AT IER ) PDAC 55 (154 BTG 7 58 iU 42 i 2
70% , W] VIR AR BING ST 56 AR = 2] 90% X 46
PCEE R T B A S AR T (overall survival, OS)
K 38 ML AP BGR IR RE 4SS N A
SCRe R H Fi PDAC B8 4 BG YT h &R A B TR
IT 5 SRR TNNG ST SN 1 A= P bn 2590, DLk
PDAC B By 7 BB M BUS .

1 BEllEKRERNEDRED
1.1 IR 19-9( carbohydrate antigen 19-9,CA19-9)

Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma( PDAC); Neoadjuvant therapy;

Tumor biomarker;

CA19-9 S5l 1 Bz 4 Az A I AL Lewis 47
J5t, 385 5 PR A SRS LA N B AR DT
B EEAEH . X RV E DL e e dd ik
R 4 i 18 7E PDAC B85 v 5 AE T . CAL9-9
B ¥k 36 [ [ 37 255 9FRE P 4% ( National Comprehensive
Cancer Network ,NCCN) #fi7A\ -~ —Fp ¥ 7E 12 Witk 2R
Pibr& . NCCN 45 p @ STENR YT 19 R — D B BUAT
LIINATAUR o V) TR i1 M= NN B NI 1) M= P i)
LABARITIEREDT T o BOR RTS8, B
CA19-9 PR TfaRERE THE AR LU IE H KPR R A A
SR, AT SRR X 2 S A A TR A BA YT . CA19-9
ATRET/R T PDAC fE 3% i) AT IRk , Maithel 25
HIRFFEIA g CA19-9 <130 U/ml FF8 2 L 25
CA19-9 7KF- 1) S8 35 bR ml DT BR Bl REE SR . 1
BRI, CA19-9 KAl AT AU IS T8 R,
I 0T M A R AR UG (5 o Traty %77 #g3R
NN, A7 CA199 IEF b, IERIFRE(=6 4>
JAIR) | 32 B S N  T50I B A B 9T S sg A al
DIV 01 Jay 78 4 J 30 Mok M s 1 ok S F 00 PR 5, HC v
CA199 TEH A ME—R) M4 Db SR R . F35h,
Rose 45" 438 Bl INAIT AT CA19-9 JKF-FHRHFAE
TR S IR T R R, T OS 47 TERF
ZET BRI T R (38 N vs 20 N vs
16 ™ ,P <0.001) . Fir L 24d4)) CA199 JKF- Tt
4 BB A BR T J5 B N B B R8Ik -, A
Ji& SR FNAEATAS RIS, CA19-9 K-l g ]
DIBRPERVE R H R R ARI#. van Veldhuisen 2" )
WL LA CA19-9 R [ 30% Ry 51 ,9/10 il i35
Al F AR (U Jy 90% |, BHPETRIAE Ky 43% ) ,
3/15 BIASBE VIR (45 5 B2 2 20% , B4 0 {8 Sy
75% ) . Michelakos 2" BB, 5K vp 4525 % BTG 1
DIBRAO B E A LE, nT UIBR i 8 CA199 R iz K
A% (21 U/ml vs 40 U/ml, P =0.03) ,{HINLEIE &
TN (<40 U/ml) , MERAVE A DI BR 1 225 1) 4= 4)
Pri&i¥). NCCN f5 R HEYE, CA19-9 fRIGHEE 2 T K
AT UIRR A AT DI BR o & CA19-9 /KPR =
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b 50% HLIlm PRAEAR 2R (14 Jay ¥ i JR 300 A8 0 T
WA R PR IR I, ol B B E T ARV . (8
PRI R SE , CA19-9 7] RE [A] JIH 38 458 B IH I8 A S 48
FFRE AL T i NI S B RAT, 5— RSS2
K 10% B NHE T =2 55 3 0E L 5 7 il T A 26 8
CA199, JXXFHET CA19-9 HIRTT S HIWT$2 1 T
ek .

1.2 JEitHi)JF (carcinoma embryonic antigen, CEA)
CEA Z—Fh e it 4 i & M R R i 2R 1 . Bl
S ILR B e P A 0, AR A L Y OAK
AR T 20 ng/ml, TESS W B AU A SR Y s (0
$i PDAC) H, CEA JKF-HT fETH . X T PDAC, CEA
JEPA S CA19-9 SERIHE S (85% vs 83% ),
{HHURER T CA19-9(44% vs 73% ) , T H 7
Lk ERE AR . HETET % PDAC B
H,CEA JHE ( >4. 45 ng/ml) 5 RIS K5
I CEA W] BEXTAFATEHA BRI 182 R
A CA19-9 KFTHE M B H AT R o A5
B BIVA YT AR Kato 251 B3R IE , B BA YT
B CEA JE 150 55 FR4E PDAC 5 () 1 B 4845, 24 LA
7.2 ng/ml {H Rl BB, CEA >7.2 ng/ml [ B E
B OS BHEAKT <7.2 ng/ml AU E (8.0 ™~ H vs
24.0f~H,P <0.000 01) . {H CEA fEMZAHFE  HIAR
it S B B A A A bR T e TR Y
I RE B AT , ] e CEA AR T 80K
FrEfTt . i CEA (3 AN 8 0 5 2 ik — 2
WFFIESL

2 lmpk AR i R B AR B A AR AR

2.1 FTRETIIN RSB BIGT T TS A Y hn 59
2.1.1 J&EPLJR 125 (cancer antigen 125, CA-125)
CA-125 SRR TE AN MR T I G 28 MR AR 1, TR b
P S SR ] o b T AR5 FhRE IR T K 4
FEAE AR B 2 R 5 o 7 A S R b R
MRS IERT , CA-125 5j[a) K 40 Ml 2R T 2R A 455, AT g
TERE s R B MM b & FEE A . B4R CA19-9
FE— B N v T AR, {H CA-125 76 Bl R % R
i PDAC A ELAT (b 4 v . Gu 2517
Y B CA-125 5 CA199 CEA Fi1 CA242 HE4&
fd P PDRA2 W 1 B2 N 68 % 2 = 1) 92% o 3 A Ik
PR, CA-125 5 CA19-9 .CEA — A n] Tl fik it s
HIBPEVIBRA S 46 Bl A7 107 %50 O SR BT i B
Aes7 ) CA-125 HYREARS TS ARG . {ELIZ 0 TRt
SRR DA YT SO, i SRS TR IR, S Ak
TENHERERH A BT , PDAC 35 5 WL CA-125 T,
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XA HC P Y A AR BRI

2.1.2 ZEfAEE 19 F B (cytokeratin 19-Fragments,
CYFRA21-1) 20 g £ 2 F1 2 4 A 2R 1) R B AL
ARG E 1 b & A . CYFRA21-1 2 40 i
AR 19 (197 B, FI7E PDAC SB35 1 I8 il &3]
CYFRA21-1 7K-F-5 OS5 B $0 FUONHIG I7 19 S
M2 HRTTEIG R SZ B CYFRA21-1 Wil f: &
SEAR S, AT By s 0 Al B YA I B ) A= Wb
2.1.3 ) RNA (microRNA, miRNA) miRNA &
A5 mRNA 255 FF 4] By /N ELE 4 5 RNA
miRNA 0] 2LFE 2 o 00 1) DX - B0 BE 1A, FL AR
P H AT mRNA, JF7E PDAC ] 285k, ]
RERZ I 25 ) B . Bl miR211 W] LT 3 RRM2
I, 3G JRS 3 V4 At 5 ( gemcitabine, GEM ) 14 /&
PEN . 53—k miRNA, miR-17-5p 38 1410 - 3
Jo e 2L b R TR B AR AR TG SR X GEM Iy A
JRPE PRI miRNA A5 B FA097 7 S e
AN, BRI IR I miR-18a e 3 AL, OF:
WEE i 52 i The  EE = R T CA19-9 Thi, Pl
3BT miRNA X 552 I 5 057 4l B 36 97 1Y 52 0 AT R
AMER .

2.1.4 M%7 DNA(cell-free DNA,cfDNA)  PDAC
ALA efDNA FYFE 20 IR BE F1E T 40 g b B ik DNA
FrBLlk AR R Y5, Cheng %2 (5T £ W], 5%
W TET A AH EL, ofDNA R DL 3 0 i g i) BB 42 %
B FTREA B T WAL AL KL 3R 7 RO o B T A
TEERHY fDNA b, 3% 86 DNA 5 Brak a] DL R A6
M A PDAC GRS, 1K1 3.7 A H 1Yk
Vilf [, A PDAC f855 ofDNA HrkG il 3] KRAS %€
A SRk R LA 90% , T KRAS 287458 B4 20
HA25% (P =0.01)"%", J4h, cfDNA ] fEf B T
I\ e Ko I o9 352 4% 2 1) A8 Ak, TERE RS i R JS ofDNA
R B 78 % (19 AL AE S I IR V1D B ol R RS T 31
XRH], SEGE R AL TR L, of DNA AT 4 1
SRR 1) 9 s B PR 2H R A . AR B A BB T ) N
b ARST RIS M A ofDNA K- 5 A7 45 5 i kst
A5, AT DN JRy P ue S0 2L i g T el B ARy B ) 48
5. PDAC & B AFE AR, i 75 i — 2 BT 58
RS

2.1.5  EERAEE 48 MY ( circulating tumor cells, CTC)
CTC 2 Mg B G P A . m A4S 2 CTC
PR E IR ZE. 5BA CTC [ A L, A& 2]
bR CTC 1 H 5 A AF R K. CTC ik
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AT LASRBEXT R Bia I7 19 SO A5 B, JF BT AT 2 AR
FUERZ AR 2 M AVIBRAREE K. o, NE
£E1Y CTC v IR B 0iE ) RINA A I e ik P 55
KTEOL, 5 T 2T B 25 ) SR o T L AONS L
Xt TN AL ST R A A . Yu S5 B SIE
B, AT SRR e Al 7 it 245 4 B 3 s To b R A A
H (disease-free survival ,DFS) (10.4 ™MH vs 3.6 I~ A,
P<0.01,HR =0.14) % OS(17.2 4~ vs 8.3 4~ H
P <0.05,HR =0.29) a4, Pl Bl BhiG 7,
AIFEARYT i AR H SE ARSI CTC, %o 20 i 145 e ek
B AL R 20 AR A E AT 20 B, AT 307 5 38 3
£ VAT RN

2.1.6 ffFFMEE DNA (circulating tumor DNA , ctDNA)
ctDNA JE J5 K Mg 4 2 R B2 g el d b i) 240
JLAe SR A B JE LA B R SE 1 DNA Jr B, HIE AR
TEARRL T CTC, B BAT B Wi {H. Groot 45
15 49% T AR B H AR F] otDNA | & To i & A
TE (recurrence-free survival, RFS) Fil OS “F F& % 7.
A F o FREEIRRG ctDNA KB R, ctDNA
TEAG RS AE 5 R 2 R FM 22 1) vh i RES A
5K, AT RE HEAE T UG 112 Wi BE R b U5 e 19 52 %
B B 7 A R SR A T A A A L R
RREI i ctDNA AT BEPE B AIK (21% vs 69% , P <
0.001), WFFE4RIE T ctDNA 713 i 1 45 B o
AR BiG Y 7 o I IRe E FREAINR Y 7 RCR LA S HE
SCRITIRAHE S ™ AT BEHIA ) otDNA £ PDAC i
AT Th A — o 1 R HTHT R

2.1.7 AEE3 DPP [6]J5 %) 4 (mothers against decap-
entaplegic homolog 4 ,SMAD4) SMAD4 J& T 51k
AR B ARG T 01, B M3 5 |
SRR TR, K3 oK) SMAD4 54
ZEMBUR F BEAHDC ™ o ZERTISI AR £ SMAD4
ARZS, AT LU BT B DT EAT VAR Y I6 Y7 SR 4%
2.1.8  S-JFEIRE-1 HiiJ5 (s-pancreas-1 antigen,SPAN1)
SPANI J&7E PDAC L3RI 1, Im PR i A R o
Kiriyama 25 Ay SPANI HA LW, 5 CA19-9
WA RN 1 R HURE Ky 849% , 5 CEA TG A i) R £
4 86% o fRi7K V-1 SPANT WA G FIHE Kk
R E G R 2, SR SPANL 78 JIFA8 AL R 2%
SRR B, BRI T R FH e

2.1.9 &R (-1 (fecal elastase-1,FE1)  i#
PR A IR T 43 W 1Y) — b 22 R 2R L 8, W] LA
SRR WG DL . BT PDAC @ # 54 4efb A
K, PR B 38 1B B ZE TR ARG , IR AR ) 13- s 2y

REL A Z B, Lim 251 % 9L 07 FE1 KF
(2200 /) HFH) | 413 4 DFS 54150 66. 2%
#136.6% , 5Z A ARG FE1 K-8 ( <200 pe/g)
4351 29. 9% F1 8. 8% (P <0.001) .

2.1.10 Yk Es X HAPFEH 1 (excision repair
cross-complementing gene-1, ERCC1) ERCCI &#
TRV EZ B2 —&8 0. PDAC & AR
ERCC1 %355 RFS(6 M H vs 10 ~H ,P =0.03) fll
0S [#% (9 A vs 18 A, P =0.019) %",
2.2l REdE PR B BG T O RIEFER A
&Y

2.2.1 BRCA %A% BRCA Fh REAW B EH kA4
PDAC fy KU AN . O Reilly 2572 fy T Wil At
e, BRI 7 [ R 2 B MK & GEM I
ADP #ZAHEE A1 ( poly ADP-ribose polymerase , PARP)
PRV SR Y7 ] X PDAC Fil BRCA %872 i) £ % H.
AP AE N . NCCN $5 55 W £ %) €2 %0 BRCA1/2
8y PALB2 28745 | 15 1% FOLFIRINOX/2{ & FOLFIRINOX
2 GEM + U4 (2 ~6 A JH ) ™

2.2.2  FEHERK N T ZK (epidermal growth factor
receptor, EGFR) EGFR(ErbB1 ,HER1) J&—Fj 5 i
ik Z R 2 A4, TR e FE AR 23 2 DNA &2 il A 4
JRUSEFE o K U2 AR IR TP 58 T A8 2K 0 e
B HNRIGIN, IF G R IR ARG, X T
ZE W A K [ 3214 (membrane epidermal growth factor
receptor,mEGFR) 335 FHVE Y Ifgs (&, 1 4R AR AR 38
N 46% 3 AELELER N 8% |5 AEHEAF R 0% , R
TR JEIEE e EGFR i s BRI 57,
C7E EGFR FHYE MR Y PDAC 8% th kB 11l R 1
FHT 5, 78 Moore 6™ JEAT I — k% GEM #24
UG LIS eI YT e ] PDAC (R ) I B AL
G R, GEM R G JE & & e ihdT | A fr %
(23% vs 17% ,P =0.023) F1 0S(6.2 > H vs 5.9 1~ H,
P =0.038) 74f T GEM H25iAy7 . {HE Hammel 55 ™
(15— GEM 5 GEM B3 JE I8 16T il
W SRR IR , i 22 A7 sk R B A i 5% 1 54 Gy
T BIBERLIES & B, GEM Al GEM B35 JEI% & B ih
JPAERC OS i a) 22 5 o 4e i1 2 L (10.4 A s
13.5 41 H,P=0.09), EGFR 455 T &8 Bhin
IY 0T N E , A Rt — B WFIEIESE

2.2.3 NPT s H 1 (human equilibrative
nucleoside transporter 1, hENT1) hENT1 J&—7#f i
R A B TR A, 2 3F GEM i 41 1
Bk . TR NBER AR AMAZ A hENT1 3354
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B S0 2200, 03 B8 Rk K LT AT L2 AN T
XAPFRBAZE AT BES GEM IGS 7 HL I A K. —
TS 2L T R e 2 55T GEM BN T Y
HORENTL 785 %635 5 0S I DFS [t f 06
PG, B BR Y7 R PEAl hENTL 357K 8, Al GEd
SEIPXSIRY T 7 R ISR

2.2. 4 KEEHERE R (ribonucleotide reductase , RR)
GEM [l DNA G A1, JRnl 1) RR &Z45E/E
RR H NI FEZH A : M1 (RRMIT EE]) A1 M2 (RRM2
) o s EE A RRM LA 2 38 fin = W 1R i SR A%
% ( deoxynucleotide triphosphate , dNTP) [ 3¢ &, fifi
HIEH: 5 GEM 454 ) DNA v, NIRRT HA &L
PEPOT AN RT3 RRMI A3t BE 323K AT GE AN AT
Wi 2553 GEM |, SBUOHLRIE , #f—22 78 GEM
M2, PZIAEYIBR &S] 75 GEM it 245, sk 5 1
RORAER B A BRI I %

2.2.5 A WEIER S ( dihydropyrimidine dehydro-
genase,DPD)  DPD W g 73 fift A Ui i A% v i Bk
Tit , 300 o) 12 A8 G R R R E A A i, AL T S-9
PRIEWE (5-FU) 73 i AR . 5 0 A RE R AR Y
BEAL, 2 EFEEE S Y PDAC K 1) DPD {5 445
X, 5 0S B B, Bl B (S-1) 2 —Fh 3%
15y R 5-FU A M 46 259, H iy £3.4% DPD
AUV 5 SR E £ H A HEAT 19 JASPAC-O1 I R I
BB, i 25 1] T AR I R S5 B BB 9T S 4F 08
FATF GEM HLZi3RYT (44% vs 24% ). H
7 SR BIR YT 1 E BEALAT BRE H ,  UAE )
PRAITE S-1 (A I b S0 A s 0 i AN
2.2.6 A M 4R ( deoxyceytidine kinase ,dCK) FlI
B e E RS H 61 (cysteine-rich protein 61, CYR61/
CCN1)  dCK 4 H il id Bk 5 GEM R TE LB
o CYR61/CCNI {55 N dCK, iR4545 4140
H: KA ( connective tissue growth factor, CTGF) , iX
PRk T2 4EA, I 38 i v O R AL 1S i 1 %) GEM
RRITINZ o A, CYR61/CCNI A5 | jz-[H] 72
Ji%% 4k ( epithelial-mesenchymal transition, EMT) , &
SRR T 00 ) ) B S A HC, 200 ) £ 6 BA, £l
AR L TR I A4 050 5 B R b T B IR, 5 dCK
FIRPAEH] 5 AT GEM S BIEYTSEK OS(HR =
0.40,95% CI 0.20 ~0.80) 1 DFS(HR =0.41,95% CI
0.22 ~0.74) 4% Hitk dCK F ik g8 Al 45 S %t
BT GEM B Bay 7 v i+

2.2.7 MFF LSRG (cytidine deaminase , CDA ) i 48,
ARz ( deoxycytidylate deaminase, DCD)  CDA I
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DCD J22 45 W e #h RS URAE BB, CDA Ry &

B INE GEM 23 i AUt R BOA i 254 X fl

FHEB DG 7 ARSI CDA A1 DCD 2 A 4R 45 19,

AT LS B PN AE GEM YR 7 BOVETE 1 A= A7 30 4 A B

P #5232 GEM JAYT)E CDA /KF-FHE 9 PDAC i

# AL TR R IR B AR, DL S I PR

Xf CDA 4 F IR 5B AR . A7 ¢ CDA F1 DCD

AR T A 0L, 5 B0 — 2P A I RIFFEUE S

2.2.8 ZZ4MitZiFHoEE A (multidrug resistance-associated

proteins, MRP)  MRP 2 ATP %54 & ( ATP-binding

cassette, ABC) ¥%218 H H WA — B2, Al 37 1

Feimid Al . Forb BRI 40 i Ak MRPS ) mRNA

FIB GRS S-FU A BURE .3 A ¢ (r = 0. 738,

P <0.05), HEMW 5-FU 4bFLfE MRPS (14 3% 351 i

2.4 5 IE S W A 25 L . A IR AT

— B HIBEST, LAUER] MRPS 4 22 305 T £ 5 iR X

5-FU YT 251 Z AR R OC &R JF DL R 46 T

5-FU BBl Bhia 7 75 22N

3 &iE

JeE - E AR RS DR B TR A S R Al

BT R ITUGE MR 2 45 . R HETUCA CA199

I CEA ZHON A ESIA I RSE A PERT PDAC A A4

Pibr W) (EARGSAR TR A A= PR 5 YT PT RE

BATIHR BRI OB R TE B, Aokt —2P

FFEA B T RA M 1 X 284 Wb S £ PDAC

B BIVAYT AR T TR R R MR A b A 2R

BT A A R FH A 1, 57 22 50 Ry G 1 52 U Y

AT

% 3k
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