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£ % Ve 869 (multiple myeloma, MM ) & — i
S L 3 2 v B S IO 1 o e I 2 R 2 I
SRR R G UL LA Z A A AL
R ) 25 0 T KR HE & T MM IR TT 2%
VR EE IR T AE A . (H il T RER A R R N
TEAE {0V B3 9% (minimal residual disease, MRD) ,
AN % . AR (next-generation sequenc-
ing, NGS) VR #T 0 7 FAE W= HeoR  BAT i it ey
R AL, E O MM 35 MRD 1T
Al W) FERF R Rz — o SR 25 b,
LHRAHIT T 1E MM 2 ] NGS Wil MRD 52
5 ZE R EAL R R B 1 o [ A

b 5L
T HA

1. MRD 5 5 3 : MRD AT 7EAR T G 2527
LI 2RO 9T A TG R R 2 e,
PEAL R S0 19 H AR bR, TR RAR A XA T
IS, 03 T A S VAl R R R B R KU Y TS T

PR T /E4H (International Myeloma Working
Group, IMWG) ¥ 2016 4F 5 1 T MM i 97 b &5 b
e TR A L eI RO AR EZ SME N T MRD ¥F
RObRE , EZALHE AR AR TN NGS WA Wi
J5 3k, 2020 4F R H E MM 1236 35 B 4 72
NGS5 A MM (1) MRD il dnite . [ 40 Sk
AESE NGS K1 MRD R ZS AT 1 R MM (1) 3 227
JERERZ—, & MM BE TR0 () B EARE S,

2. MRD HFn2K : HHETWH NGS Wl MM f&
# MRD, == ZER5 I Y H b5 ik PR 1G 3 PR o e
He, TBL50H0 W12 MM R 3 4B 56 40 i v g
AN NG FEpEMEEHE , 45 IGH Fi (5 IGK B A 5e
Ptk EHER RN 8 T fE R S SR B U bR AR
Hh, LLI2 W s A 0 28] ) e B E HE I S04 b
AT MRD Wi

1 FEASR AR - MM B 2 OR 2 0 6 i B b



B M 2 2021 4F 12 H A5 42 555 121] Chin J Hematol, December 2021, Vol. 42, No. 12 <975-

A AT NGS K AT AN L dn R 2 5
RUAS B R 48 BB B AR A, o vl fiff FIAR AR A, i
1E-80 C R LN RAFIF IS HRIEAS , B 11 DNAFESR
XPTRI2ERE , BRERERL~3mIN . X T4
s BBERE L3 ~5 ml o E, A A4
P ARG, 0 3 >0 9 SR AR B, ol A A 0 T S Rk B
1x10MDA b B BEAR AR 4 45 22 5K EDTA SiH #%
R BN BU e , 25 kA P R P sE . a0 A db iz i b
A HERE T2 W N 4 SCY2 IS 2 T B A AR IV 4 Ui BT
EIRRS,

2. KPR H2 B : DNA it it 72 NGS K I 2 75 i 2y
M OCHER 2R o FEAS AL B AT SR HH 21 41 b 24 At 5 0
DUVE TR A LA . SO A% 4 b A% IR DNA,
DNA $E 87 v AT DU G AT v REBR LA 7
fi RS b Ak 1) DNAh 2350 & o 4 58 i A% 1R
WP L, PR AR ARt 45 DNA VR (4l
SEHEME . RNA R TCHLER 45 Fh 44 ot 1 75 44 J2
DNA [ R fiff T i 35 25 52 i) e 28 A ) 235 51 1) 2R i
BE o PRI, S5 2 R 7 B 1 5 ks DNAREAR (1) 5]
WrbnifE . DNA 583 M PPAG AT FH I A5 0 B e
VK EZEER L 4] DNA ScreenTape 73H7155

3. SCPE A&« SCPE A T TR 75 H AR DX
MR B I A 22 3SR Yy s 1k 5
X 1G EHE R, T N AN R PR 1S 71
#PE T — RN 51, 2 5 PCRY ™ H Y X 5k
FBo X Z AR TR A DU AT DL AN 5] 1) 53
FREE DLIX 53 ZAS AN [ AR AR A o 1T DLt R e o
FE1%) NGS HEHER I ) £

4. SCPRE i« SCPE I AT 0 ) A 2 D
P B o A0 SRR ok v P 3 3 2 v R AR 1Y
PR BT 28000 P 5 A 3 A1 D) AT A SO A
JFEAE /D PR, FEIN T 22 i T R A T SR Y
e, HETH B EA Qubit 28t SE 5
JE i PCRAE  HEFHT HISE 56 E i PCR 75, Al
ff I NGS % 2 PCR A7) & , Wit X lon Torrent
S & nf fdi A Applied Biosystems 2% & 4 lon
Library® TagMan Quantitation Kit, £ X illumina ~f-
& " ffi | KAPA 4 ® 1 KAPA Library
Quantification Kit,

5. FALINY « H A N 9250 % 00 R I NGS
- 64 = K25 llumina, Thermo Fisher MGl
BT B8 A RIS B BB e o 05 A
HRAEI - 15 1 o AF N P ERCHE S850, I ARSI 7

B BE AR AR AS B A5 s A 1 JB s R A R
PRI S R R -GS 1 A, AR IEA RO 7 45
T B A A%, BEAS 7 AT LB BRI T PR BH A X
HEARA

= EYE BT

L. A SAT 6 MLECE R AT o DA 1
R SO R A o LS I A S I A
T B TR PH AR A I 25 SR TN S8, S5
s PGM il 715 it s pn e A 5B i > 50% & &
R >50% | yifEEL > 50% ; Miseq I ¥ F- & i s br i
AL 4% V2 1557 PE250 ] 7 B 22 %) i 1 Q30> 75%
V3 PE300 I ¥ B A4 i it Q30 > 70%

2. B L U8 < T B B S B 1 0o e b
HE  ELEXH F BTARAE 91 A B SE R P A
Tkt i i Tk T5 Y g R AR A Z 8] 58 35 4L 5%
HATREYE S BEXTIG EHERT E A pE L VX 5
X T8 TGk 2H e e 2 s R ) S8

3. FHIHEXT < 1G FHE XA TR T4 B NGS 1
IOPNE<E SGRE = s I ) R i OB PN i ge 2
SHIFH R, WS I NCBI L IMGT U 4 5 52 16
% HEEARE X N AT ST LT, T LA A R
i AR B 1 — sl = BT I AR R

VY o e A

1. H LR S0 v R N7 58 K 1Y SOP U,
FEVR AR AL B LI #AE ARG B2 i
FHRAE T 525 A1 19 SOP S, SRR 7
FAEE B2E Ml e PEBR IS UE sl AN o oAt

AR UL Y2 I NGS Al H A S 56 5 i 2 1] 5 4
HHAH LR

2. MM & MRD A6 f 455 2K

(1) 1837 %] BEFEAS ¢ ] 40 VR AR A% K I 75 ) s o
AHHRL ) s bR A, anzs 00 1R BHPEXT IE SIS
DU B I A T SRR 57 A8 PH A X R B X MM R
B MRD A, 75 2L 2 /D 3T 4 Fp s REAS . D28
X E QOBH X R 5 ()55 BH XS R, 4 207463 1) B2
PIHTHE AR AS ; DN S s

() BEAR B X T W2 MM B E I A%
DNAFEAR ) 5 i 22 /03 31 250 ng, DA P RE 0% ]
SR eI A ) re R S HE . X TR RN MM
B HEENGS KT MRD (44 DNA FRE RS S
/3K 3 000 ng'™’

(3) 00 7 5040 - o R 00 AR A 0 ) 5 i
RS AR E. B, X TR iR A,
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LymphoTrack J5 46l 5 2445 31 (1 A 302 (reads )
Bt AT 10 Kb, /N 10 kb S50 S0, 75 FHTI F
o A . X T MRD A IIBR AR | & reads i 2 /0
IRFFFBEE (1) MRD K SR 1 R

(4) PEREBAIA : A [R5 36 5 1y 4 1 ST 1Y
MRD Fe:I 75 7 1) 52 50 2 B UE AR AL A5 2., X 152
BGHRVE I 2511 247 B 7 AH I 1 SOP S, 5L 5
TR M RE IR B N . B DR HER
RAGPE v E G A BN o] 255 L DL
AHN BRI 7 . NGS K6l MRD 525677 B2 1
RAPE T R AR B AT R S TR e
T o NIRRT ST ) S O vk R GE e T
THHZMRD KB AR IR R B E R, B 13T
LymphoTrack 52535 75 1 (GE 12 11545 1 95% & 5
JEF MRD BHPERRE AL, A5 7 A ) R
T MRD B e e 22 9 B pn vl (R 1) . B A Ak
WFFEHE F HESE , MM 835 9 MRD A6 I R £ 2 %2 /0
TRF) 107, B 10°4> A5 42 4 M rbon] A0 i 14> s b
A==,

3. 28 [B] F R« S 56 28 0 E HH 2 i MRD A6 15
H A %8 (] Jot S AN BRE 7 390 5 4n % MRD Al
I H HET# TGS vk, v a5 H At Al AR R AG
T 22 50 19 52 58 28 3004 7 FU X 9 5 AT 1% MRD A6 562
SRR TRz M . HEXERIS NG fRAR AR A [R] —
SIS AGHI , LAARSIEAG N 25 5 A AT e A — Sk

RN A

X T MRD Wil 4 20, AR 45 G V2 hn Ak

100

R1 ARG T RN A ) R br e

R DNA i At (ng) SN R B (reads)
1x10™ 200 500 000
1x10° 2000 4 400 000
1x10° 20 000 44 400 000

&5 5T MRD W I 25 5 A T EC VR AR O A R
B 7EHRS MRD i it 10 it B 45 B i A
. XFF MRD B, @8 AR TE uMRD CGRAS I
#| MRD) ; %} MRD BH M , #1846 1L n] 42 91 MRD
FR) R R SR

#:#E MRD it 5 #7520 i 45 : ODNA L
FEEA ;@ HFREER ; @MRD Wil 4 v et i i
A HE A s @A YRAGIN 5 32 19 R U s %45
TR R ; ©F 25 PRRY S22 nT 81 H AR MRD
AT 4y s ) o5, 22 AR . MRD 25 L 14 sh 2548 1k
2R e 20 it v e 1k E HE e 8 e B A
9o 210 e s B e Y 91 50 g A4 i o 2 o
HE P51 B0+ 1 4 HE P 5 S0 ™

LAt #5 B AR 7 52 56 4 AR 1) FE AR B R R
0, A0HE LDT H #50 H 20K AW B2 i
Pl FAE B R B A SR S A AT Y HE
AN

(PRE ) ()

BRI TR M AW 55— BE B AT B
R YA ) SR R A
(1 A AEHE ) s 3Ry A RS B O ) s

95% ---=== S
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f
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—— 107200 ng- 1P
— 107°-700 ng-51H &
—— 107-2000 ng-2H
—— 10792000 ng— 18/~ FE &
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BAEZ AP B (< 10°)

BIL IR BRI B 5
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BhA BRI B e (Z2 R BT I ) 5 b3 508 Ao A B2 B (%
) 5 PP L R 2y B e B — B e (A 2RI ) 5 Lt BT % g (RS
1) 5 WL B 25— B2 e (FE L SR AEL) 5 LD AR R 5 B R e (1
BRE)

2 % 3 ok
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