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[Abstract] Objective To analyze the genetic landscape of multiple fusion genes in patients with
de novo acute myeloid leukemia (AML) and investigate the characteristics of immunophenotypes and
mutations. Methods The results of multiple fusion genes from 4192 patients with de novo AML were
retrospectively analyzed from 2016 to 2020. In addition, the immunophenotypical data and the
mutational results from high-through put method were statistically investigated and correlated as well.
Results (1D Among the 52 targets, 29 different types of fusion genes were detected in 1948 patients
(46.47% ) with AML, which demonstrated an “exponential distribution”. (2 As the age increased, the
number of patients with fusion gene increased first and then decreased gradually. The total incidence rate of
fusion genes and MLL rearrangment in children were significantly higher than those in adults (69.18% vs
44.76% , 15.35% vs 8.36% ). (3 The mutations involving FLT3 and RAS signaling pathway contributed
most in patients with MLL rearrangment. @No specific immunophenotypic characteristics were found in
AML patients with MLL or NUP98 rearrangements. Conclusion Nearly half of AML patients were
accompanied by specific fusion gene expression, the proportions of different fusion genes in pediatric and
adults patients were different by multiple PCR. The gene mutations and immunophenotype of these AML
patients have certain rules.
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EL 20 2 Jifogga o0 S b o b B 9 Hh B RS SR R B 4
£ 3k 112 fp = Hih £ RUNXL- RUNXLTL,
PML-RARa.CBFB-MYH11 (1) 5 3, To 75 J5 ih 40 i
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AML 273 B 2R 2 — . Ak, s S
J= AML B E TS 402 /iR B 9 (MRD) W I il
HEAIEIT I E B TR Y

HHRTESRE NI AR Z T AML LG S Y
WFFE AR R0 5 B PR AR i /M A5 AN [ AT
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FEE ) 52 Pl A P 25 SRR A T R Gk M43 A, DA
T A 4 Al 4 L R FE AML SB35 rh B 43 A 15 e, B
ARl A R R AL E A AR

a5 7%

1. 1% RE : Wie4E 2016 4F- 9 A & 20204F 1 A 1
KDL AR JE B 2 5L g &= R A TRl R i A, HL
W2 AL B %12 #6040 9] . Hob AML B 3%
41924, ALL 835 1777 5], MPAL &£ 71/ . AML
BE,29214)(6.97% ) A LEE , T A4ENE 8 % (1.8
H~14%), 5 44 1.20:1;3900 1] (93.03% ) Jy i
N AERR 55(15~91) %, i : ey 1.22:1, Tk
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52 Fif il & % K 41,45 BCR-ABL p210 . BCR-ABL
p190.PML-RARa S %! PML-RARa V%! PML-RARa
L %! SIL-TAL1.E2A-HLF . TEL-AML1 MLL-AF4,
E2A-PBX1. RUNX1- RUNX1T1, MLL-AF9., MLL-

AF6, MLL- AF10, MLL- ELL, MLL- ENL. PLZF-
RARo,,STAT5b-RARa . NPM-MLF1 . TEL-PDGFRB
FIP1L1- PDGFRA., AML1- MDS1/EVI1, AMLI1-
MTG16. CBFB- MYH11, DEK- CAN. TEL- ABL,
ETV6- PDGFRA. NUP98- HOXA13., NUP98-
HOXC11. NUP98- HOXD13., NUP98- HOXA9.
NUP98-HOXA11 NUP98-PMX1 ,TEL-JAK2 MLL-
AF17, MLL-AF1q. MLL-AFlp, MLL-AFX, MLL-
SEPT6. NPM- RARa. FIP1L1- RARa. PRKAR1A-
RARa . NUMA1-RARa .NPM-ALK SET-CAN . TLS-
ERG.EVI1, HOX11 ,HOX11L2.dup MLL,CALM-
AF10 AML1-EAP,
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COSMIC i #5c4i 1% . Polyphen2 F1 Mutationtaster 3J)
REZSCHR e S 5 30 38 N 8 1 S 0000 P o) 28 S o7 e i
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5. i A B . i ] SPSS 25.0 k{47 483
PO 22 SRR ) K 55 5 Fisher i DI HE A
%,P<0.05 A ERAGIFE L,

g R

— 12 AL BE G FE R RIBE

6040 9112 AL B3, LR B BR824 i =2
{0k 2N U = o1 s e R B 7/ K= 28 Rl S S 2 3 TR S
AML #4192 1] (69.40% ) , ALL H & 1777 {4
(29.42% ) ,MPAL f2 4 7111 (1.18% ) . AL & RY
Rl 35 DR B 2% g 45.88% (2771/6040) , AML ALL
J MPAL f8 35 FHAE R 43 51l Ry 46.47 % (1948/4192) |
45.24% (804/1777) .26.76 % (19/71) .

— AML B35 Rl R S A IR

W3R 1R, 7E 1948 fi il & 55 R BH 1 AML f&
Hrh ARSI 2 29 AR  Fl A R DR mlA SR DR R
REICFESART, MR > 1% a6 L L1
= . PML-RARx (18.96% ) . RUNX1- RUNX1T1
(14.98% ) .CBFB-MYH11(5.46% ) ; BHIE R < 1% 1Y
Fl A JE N 17 89.66% (26/29) . 7 41, K %] 6 151 i A
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R 4192 [0132 2NEREZR U Rl S FE D 23 A s B

AL % P53 (i) AR (%) ) A

(%) 512304 0)) L (188817) 0~14%(292f1)  >14%(39004)) P
PML-RARa 795(18.96) 418 377 70(23.97) 725(18.60) 0.023
RUNXI1-RUNX1T1 628(14.98) 385 243 76(26.03) 552(14.15) <0.001
CBFp-MYH11 229(5.46) 140 89 18(6.16) 211(5.41) 0.584
MLL-AF9 66(1.57) 31 35 11(3.77) 55(1.41) 0.004
MLL-AF6 37(0.88) 16 21 4(1.37) 33(0.85) 0.549
BCR-ABL 19(0.45) 12 7 1(0.34) 18(0.46) 0.873
MLL-ELL 31(0.74) 16 15 1(0.34) 30(0.77) 0.641
DEK-CAN 25(0.60) 12 13 2(0.68) 23(0.59) 0.849
MLL-AF10 30(0.72) 12 18 11(3.77) 19(0.49) <0.001
NUP98-HOXA9 18(0.43) 10 8 0(0) 18(0.46) 1.000
TLS-ERG 18(0.43) 9 9 1(0.34) 17(0.44) 0.819
MLL-ENL 10(0.24) 5 5 1(0.34) 9(0.23) 0.515
SET-CAN 7(0.17) 6 1 2(0.68) 5(0.13) 0.080
MLL-AF1q 5(0.12) 0 5 3(1.03) 2(0.05) 0.003
AML1-MDS1/EVI1 4(0.10) 4 0 0(0) 4(0.10) 1.000
AML1-MTG16 4(0.10) 3 1 1(0.34) 3(0.08) 0.251
STAT5b-RAR« 3(0.07) 2 1 0(0) 3(0.08) 1.000
MLL-AF17 3(0.07) 2 1 0(0) 3(0.08) 1.000
MLL-AF4 2(0.05) 1 1 0(0) 2(0.05) 1.000
NUP98-HOXD13 2(0.05) 2 0 0(0) 2(0.05) 1.000
PLZF-RARa 2(0.05) 1 1 0(0) 2(0.05) 1.000
NUP98-PMX1 1(0.02) 1 0 0(0) 1(0.03) 1.000
NPM-MLF1 1(0.02) 1 0 0(0) 1(0.03) 1.000
NUP98-HOXA13 1(0.02) 0 1 0(0) 1(0.03) 1.000
NUP98-HOXA11 1(0.02) 0 1 0(0) 1(0.03) 1.000
CBFB-MYH11 F1BCR-ABL 3(0.07) 2 1 0(0) 3(0.08) 1.000
PML-RARafI BCR-ABL 1(0.02) 1 0 0(0) 1(0.03) 1.000
DEK-CAN FI SET-CAN 1(0.02) 1 0 0(0) 1(0.03) 1.000
TEL-ABL FIMLL-ELL 1(0.02) 0 1 0(0) 1(0.03) 1.000
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1, Z B 3 KM N M. 2 %1 MLL A&

Al £ (MLL-FG) F11 CBFB-MYH11 1 % %
15, FELN LA B 0 T 1, AT S5 340 B A 4 1
KA T

= AN A R R SR 1 Rk B A A R T e
JE NI R 5 AR FFAE

A0 T = 2R G P % MLL-FG \RARa
AR A K (RARA-FG) & NUP98 A 5 il A 5 K]
(NUP98-FG ) 1) 61k I P £ 35 f 3 e AU 3[R 58
ARHIE

1. MLL-FG (1) 335 J P B )% R BURRE
MLL-FG A i 5 2k11 184 161 (4.39% ) . Horh MLL-
AF9 [ 1 %% % £ (35.87% ) , H ¥k & MLL- AF6
(20.11% ) . MLL- ELL (16.85% ) . MLL- AF10
(16.30% ) F1MLL-ENL(5.43% ) , MLL-AF1q.MLL-
AF17 MLL-AF4 [ BHPE R < 5% , AA I F] MLL-
AF1p .MLL-AFX I MLL-SEPT6.
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FH 4 %4 (31/202, 15.35% ) I 3 /&1 T i N\ i 3 (153/
1746,8.76% ) ; MLL-AF9 7 i\ Fll JL# MLL-FG FH
P B Y B AR R0 5 BN MLL-ELL /Y LE 51 B
Tl B (19.61% % 3.23% ,P=0.026) ; i A\
MLL- AF10 F MLL- AF1q 9 F 19 45 L 2 B 35 1%
(12.42% %} 35.48% ,P = 0.002; 1.31% %} 9.68% , P =
0.034) ; JLEE B H AKGN ] MLL-AF17 S MLL-AF4,

A3 M7 147 ) MLL-FG BHME: 58 35 1Y 90 58 6 R4
i, 85 R WoR , RZBUE H R L ¥R bl (CD33,
CD117, CD13. HLA-DR) J H. #% & ¥ )i (CD64 .
CD4); JL#E AML-AF9 i35 ¥ R 31k CD34, {HI %k
5 HLA-DR, 35 ¥ 4y 3 1l /4H 40 Bt 25 1 b s 5 L
bR REZE S G FE L (R2),
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KFHEH (52.9% , 18134 ) , FHLYR Ay i 22 R A g 32 1A AH
FHE(17.6% ,6/34) . RAS{Z 53l f{AH ¢ FL A 28
s KRAS(60.0% ,15/25) 5828 5 2 . .

2. NUP98-FG 1 £ 3A S BHH: Hi 35 f s e AR 3
58 75 4 AE . NUP98- FG [ 7 B 3% 3t 31 23 i

2311(67.6% )t k2 10 L 5828 |, 3 Ho o)
fEnT R M 625, R WA RSS2 RAS 15 S %A

A - I TN B
80 » HASFL A S = - PML-RAR
= = PIFELE LK A 40 - RUNXI—RI(JXNXITI
= = = DEK-CAN - CBFB-MYHI1
T MILFG MLLFG
;& 60 « CBF B -MYHI1 ;g 30 - NUP98-FG
s = RUNXI-RUNXITI O = DERCCAN
. B . PML-RARG 2
&R 40 - R 20}
o fm
s s
# 20t B 10
~/\\__._..\__\
0 0 T 0
Y % X M 5 v H 1o} VY S X HH P s >
AT B S ISt I I S DA BN S N I e
3)] q/ \(')/ F\,b/ ,\_;O/ b‘b/ 6‘0/ 4/ o\ q/ \;)./ r»b/ ﬂ)(o/ b‘b/ ‘jb/ 4/
AR (%) AR ()

A AT IS A1 TR) A 5 R 9 43 A 5 A1E 5 B: RUNXL-RUNXLTL MLL # 5% it & % ] (MLL-FG) .PML-RARa . CBFB-MYH11,NUP98-FG il
DEK-CAN BH M Z B AT 3 1 1 2k
B 1 ARAFIS 2R 2 1 s R Al A 6 E o A

T2 MLLAHSCRESHE A BRSPS R 1 I 8 S R

i @ Al PR e [1( %) ]
e oo (%) (fl,%B/4) CD33 CD117 CD13 HLA-DR CD34 CD64 CD4 CDllb CDl14 CD56
A

MLL-AF9 42 54 22/20  42(100.0) 29(69.0) 38(90.5) 33(78.6) 11(26.2) 38(90.5) 27(64.3) 23(54.8) 7(16.7) 18(42.9)

MLL-AF6 30 39 14/16  30(100.0) 29(96.7) 27(90.0) 30(100.0) 27(90.0) 27(90.0) 22(73.3) 15(50.0) 9(30.0) 6(20.0)
MLL-ELL 19 53 8/11  19(100.0) 16(84.2) 19(100.0) 14(73.7) 14(73.7) 13(68.4) 4(21.1) 4(21.1) 4(21.1) 0
MLL-AF10 13 47 5/8 13(100.0) 12(92.3) 7(53.8) 12(92.3) 6(46.2) 12(92.3) 11(84.6) 4(30.8) 1(7.7) 7(53.8)
MLL-ENL 9 48 4/5 9(100.0) 7(77.8) 8(88.9) 6(66.7) 2(22.2) 9(100.0) 7(77.8) 4(44.4) 2(22.2) 7(77.8)
MLL-AFlgq 2 50.5 0/2 2(100.0) 1(50.0) 2(100.0) 2(100.0) 0(0) 2(100.0) 2(100.0) 1(50.0) 0(0) 0(0)
MLL-AF17 1 28 0/1 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 0(0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0)
MLL-AF4 1 63 1/0 1(100.0)  0(0) 0(0) 1(100.0)  0(0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 0(0) 0(0)
JLE
MLL-AF9 11 1 6/5 11(100.0) 6(54.5) 5(45.5) 11(100.0) 0(0) 9(81.8) 9(81.8) 7(63.6) 4(36.4) 4(36.4)
MLL-AF6 4 10 0/4 4(100.0) 1(25.0) 4(100.0) 4(100.0) 1(25.0) 4(100.0) 4(100.0) 3(75.0) 1(25.0) 0(0)
MLL-ELL 5 1/0 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 0(0)  1(100.0) 1(100.0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0)
MLL-AF10 11 1 5/6 11(100.0) 7(63.6) 8(72.7) 10(90.0) 5(45.5) 10(90.0) 10(90.0) 7(63.6) 0(0) 6(54.5)
MLL-ENL 5 1/0 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 0(0) 1(100.0)
MLL-AFlq 4 012 2(100.0) 1(50.0) 1(50.0) 2(100.0) 1(50.0) 2(100.0) 1(50.0) 1(50.0) 1(50.0) 1(50.0)
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(0.55% ), Horbr 20 51 A £ £(7;11) (p15;p15) H & (fk
£ 35 P S HOXA9 . HOXALL #1 HOXAL3) , 2 4] Ky
NUP98-HOXD13, 1 i 5 NUP98-PMX1, 7 k6 ilf |
NUP98-HOXC11 PH % .

N 3PN, A AT S R AL 0 9 21 491 5
#4535 CD34,CD33.CD117 1 CD13, 19 f4i] ¥
FIAHLA-DR. [ 3#i1 t(7;11) (p15;pl5) A& 3k
ik CD56, 1 il £ NUP98-HOXD13 i # % & CD19
Ab, T R AR RE

12 15 NUP98-FG FH 4 £8 5 iy 25 Pl 58 A2 i At

N, 1L01(91.2% ) A It R AR T AR RS, f

FIIREIr N UIRESRAT LR AL (1 28578) Ly fig sk

RMERAE (MZREAR) . 7HBENER T REA,
1 11 25987 (DNMT3A) , 3l s 1 2
AT ZEAE, 1 A LIFLT3 X NRAS 2748
F, M2 14 60.0% (6/10) .

3. RARa-FG 1 2 ik K PH 4 F8 35 4 35 3% B Ay
fiF : RARa-FG BH 4 £ % 3531 800 £ (19.08% ) , H:
1 PML-RARa FH £ 795 4] , STAT5b-RAR o FH 1
3 il , PLZF-RARa 1 2 4 ; & . NPM-RARa.
FIP1L1-RARa . PRKAR1A-RAR0F1 NUMAL-RARG
BHME

X} 549 5l RARa-FG BHM: H 5 1Y fe s R 17
3 Hr (£ 4),CD34 HLA-DR £k 55 , MPO 5 %

Eibl]

RAS# B

B R A

24k
ik 2

RNABY#
S
e

MLL-FG 41 25 il A F1 9 1 LFE A S A 2 R . s Rk — il AR — R 2L

AR TR IR AR A

3 344EMLL ARG FEP (MLL-FG ) 2 P86 2 1 1ML £ JE P 5 AR T Il

R3 NUP9B HHC M 3 Kk DRI B S A 25 1 LG A8 S B R AT LR SR AR A5,

A 3y bid} 2R
E:J ARG Li KL o REFAY ‘ *%Fﬁljtﬁ _
5 )l CD34 CD33 CD117 CD13 HLA-DR CD56 CD19 I 255878 2578
1 24 B HOXA9 + + + + + + - N/A N/A
2 65 % HOXA9 + + + + + - - N/A N/A
3 78 L HOXA9 + + + + - - - N/A N/A
4 47 L] HOXA9 + + + dim + - - N/A N/A
5 5 5 HOXA9 + + + + + + - NRAS WT1
6 70 &  HOXA9 + + + + + - - NRAS TP53
7 29 1 HOXA9 + + + + + - - N/A N/A
8 32 Ee HOXA9 + + + + + - - N/A N/A
9 39 & HOXA9 + + + + + - - N/A N/A
10 66 L] HOXA9 + + + + dim - - / DNMT3A
1 32 L HOXA9 + + + + + - - FLT3-ITD /
12 51 E’e HOXA9 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/A FLT3-ITD, NRAS, KRAS /
13 55 L HOXA9 + + + + - - FLT3-TKD /
14 49 u HOXA9 dim + + + - - IDH2, NRAS, KRAS /
15 22 i HOXA9 + + + - - - NRAS WT1
16 46 b’y HOXA9 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/A N/A N/A
17 48 L2 HOXA9 + + + + dim - - N/A N/A
18 37 n HOXA9 + + + dim + - - N/A N/A
19 47 E'q HOXAI11l dim + + + + - FLT3-ITD, NRAS /
20 23 b’y HOXA13 dim + + + dim - / /
21 46 B HOXD13 + + + + + - + N/A N/A
22 44 n HOXD13 + + + + dim - - FLT3-ITD /
23 55 L] PMX1 + + + + dim - - FLT3-ITD /

TE NIA RIEATAEOCAGIN 5 /- RGN FNZ 5L  dim - 55 3k
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i5, fEPML-RARGSHE AML S 51 HA RAR0-FG
PHAE H 2 B S B R AR R 22 RS 273 L,

i

AR ALFER R Fhr B 2 — 78
AL [T i R R i E B A

ATIFE [ 43 B T FRIE 4192 411972 AML i
) 52 Bl R RG22 | il A 3 IR BH SR A
46.47% , ' & T 40 E 2= E 5T (46.47 % Xf
22.82% ,46.47% % 38.80% ,P < 0.001)"® , M 3%
22 & B R IE (41.21% ) . 52 2L, ARH6F5T &
Estey 4% "' iy #% i ¥ 1 75 PML-RARa Fll RUNX1-
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