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Application and significance of next-generation sequencing
in the diagnosis and treatment of thyroid carcinoma

PEI Da'* ,XUE Gang’, WU Jing-fang'
(1. Hebei North University, Zhangjiakou 075000, China; 2. Department of Otolaryngology-Head and Neck Surgery, the
First Affiliated Hospital of Hebei North University, Zhangjiakou 075000, China)

Abstract: The application of next-generation sequencing ( NGS) not only enables high-throughput analysis of
genetic variation in thyroid carcinoma, but also provides a comprehensive understanding of the biological characteristics of
thyroid-associated tumors. NGS provides diagnostic suggestions for fine needle aspiration ( FNA) cytology of thyroid
nodules with indeterminate characteristics. It can also facilitate patient management by providing risk stratification
according to the degree of malignancy. Furthermore, NGS has been applied in cancer research, e. g., molecular tumor
classification, molecular prediction of recurrence and metastasis in papillary thyroid carcinoma. This review covers NGS
analyses on different types of thyroid cancer tissues, including fresh frozen tissue, FNA tissue, and paraffin-embedded
tissue. Additionally, this article expounds the significances of NGS in the treatment and experiment research of thyroid
carcinoma.
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PEAFIRIAE AT o IR, 2T NGS 1 8 2505 55 Al
Il PR 73R 5 DA TR G A Jie o IR BRI 2 PN 43 0l 3R
Geds w WA I, R R IETE B A BT,
30 AEHEK T 3FLIE o HURIRFL LIRS (papilla-
ry thyriod carcinoma, PTC )+ HUR IR 988 B & DL B 3
R R A B R U W R 98 (follicular carcinoma,
FC) ,BEF#: 95 ( medullary carcinoma, MC) , Ik 431k 95
(poorly differentiated carcinoma, PDC ), & 43 4k J&&

(anaplastic carcinoma, AC) . HR IR 98 BG4 48 v
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it 1 2% B0 78, £ 4 803 25 [ ( BRAF, NRAS,
HRAS . KRAS ) F1 4 o {4 % 4 ( RET/PTC1 . RET/
PTC3 \PAX8/PPARG ) 7 P4 fy 2 75 , 15 6 5 25 [K 4]
LU R AR A 225 i NGS Kl 124,
T LA A 1 R 5 A B 25 0 10 T 0 4, DR 28
BRI PEIEIT

1 NGS 7E4 a2 W A8 E B RO BRI R Y R A

IR NGS X FFR s ) it e 5 B 40
AN IR A FEA SR FIZH L5 WAL, FNA 2 PP AL
HORIREE T 1) —Fh s REUZ A S R e m i, AR
1Mif,20% ~30% 1 FNA FEAJ& T 4i i 7 AV il E B
WRNEZETT (indeterminate cytology , IC) 285 | 53X/ FF
ARBREESY SO FNA B AR, 1C 445 3 A
1) 5 R/ 7 SCAR WY 1 U8 0 PR 9 72 (atypia of undee-
termined significance/follicular lesion of undertermined
significance , AUS/FLUS, I11 2% ) , J& y{0 14 55 % 12 20 iy
£ (Hurthle 28 1) b J6d/ AT SE 08 U0 1 = 08 192 400 i 4
( Hurthle ZH}) 88 [ follicular or oncocytic ( Hurthle
cell) neoplasm/suspicious for a follicular or oncocytic
( Hurthle cell) neoplasm, FN/SFN,IV 2% ] L & 7] £
) P 40 B9 ( suspicious for malignant cells,
SUSP) 7% o 330 4 38 51 98 4 OF- 24 KUK 2 - AUS/
FLUS >} 15.9% , FN/SFN >k 26.1% , SUSP i
75.2% '°, Nikiforov %[7] {#i F ThyroSeq v2. 1 Il &
e AL AR BRI 14 S0 TATE R Y s 98 742 i 42 Fb
SEDHRR A LASH TP Al ENA R G 40 M 28 78 8 A
BEPA) X) 465 SAi L2 Wy AUS / FLUS f) FNA
FEARDEAT TRl . 2558 878 ThyroSeq v2. 1 B
UEIEH 728 20/22 BIIEEAE , REUE H90. 9% 5 51
92 1% , FHAE T AE Ky 76. 9% , B A4 L 2y
97.2% , MARUERRZ N 91. 8% . AT, Nikiforov ZE7A
9 NGS 2y AUS / FLUS 2 il 2600 FAR i 2 1 42 43t
e R AN A S M R 7 1, AT LA X
A RIRITRCR . Nikiforov AF 57 2 B 7E Ifi PR 52
1 NGS oI 248 H T AN B 1 IR R 455 1Y) 40 i =7
BT, AT A A E VA I 2 ) R R R A e SRR 12
(ST

2 HRBREHEEZT R NGS

2.1 HURRFL IR

HUPRIR LRI (PTC) J2 B UL By HIR B

7 R B 9 1Y 80% A& A5 . Nikiforov il Leeman-
Neill Z5d Ff NGS 435l 73 #fr T A [ E 74 () PTC, 1fij
Picarsic I Ballester ZE3%E£E%F /N JL PTC i f§ NGS 43
Br AT 155 T4 AR R4S E . Nikiforov 257
{#iF] Ton Torrent PGM il 7 { Fil ThyroSeq NGS il ¢
WA HT 7ok A 27 B2 3 PTC 0 30 {51368 3 784 Bk
FRFL KR (follicular variant papillary thyroid carci-
noma , FVPTC) % £7 i 0 1L 2 21 502 R 4 2 R0 34 4>
PHETFHY 12 AL, 4551 BoR,70% 24 PTC Al
83% 1) FVPTC 4717 AN [R] (1 58 AR L A, e L 1) 433l
. BRAF (59% ) \RAS (73% ), Smallridge %" {ii
FH Mlumina HiSeq 2000 3 & %} 12 /> BRAF V600E
A8 PTC 1 8 /> BRAF By A= AU ) PTC )13 R 41
ZUE 47 RNA I Jy, o 560 4~ K /£ BRAF
V600E 5848 F1 BRAF B} A4 I 1) PTC 2 [B] /7 7E 25 5+
PR, 4567 A 5 R DI RE I B ¢, 51 AN TE
BRAF V600E %75 fiy PTC H {ik % ik, HLAG , CX-
CL14 TIMP1 FI ILIRAP jJ % 35% . 1 BRAF ¥f/F
I PTC Hr, 4 Fp 4 22 U) g 2% 8 (IL1B, CCLI19 |
CCL21 F1 CXCR4) 2 R KRN %, It H BN E
7145 94K B2 40 B 32 30 25 A G . Leeman-Neill 251 4y
Bt 62 i 545 556 PTC F1 151 % PTC /93T
BEA VRIS, KB 14. 5% §6 A5 PTC F 2% HI
%k PTC 773 ETV6-NTRK3 T4, A K ETV6-
NTRK3 5 HF ] i 2 58 55175 5 B0 1F FH 0 LS

Picarsic 25" (i F{52H} PCR F1 Ton Torrent PGM
WIFFAY ThyroSeq v2 4387 T 17 | L PTC fy FNA
BT R URZH SR FFPE [AREAS 1 7 LR R AR 4
Ho RARHT IR : @ThyroSeq v2 NGS i % 4 F 2k
75 ARG 2% 4 2 e T S PCR kX 7 AN FE R 5848
AR 25 R (87% vs 60% ) 5 /N JLH IR R 9
Yt (R F HE L 1 T AR 288 H ] (53% vs 33% ) 5
@18% WIFEAS b %5 72 H ETV6-NTRK3 fil & 5 1% 28
PERY L LUERRAE QB R4, A/ SR/ /INRERE, T
1Z 09 B AR 32 38R0 Bl e i JEE 41 4 £k A & . Ballester
4 2 Ton Torrent PGM X347 1 25 il JL 7%
PTC () FFPE Fl FNA £ 5t 50 A i $4 s 3k R 28
A L. XFF BRAF V600E %48, RET/PTC1/3 filt
A F1 TERT J3 87 =78 B 1 L PTC, fifi F NGS
ARAGHI ) A Y A8

AN, NGS 78 9 0E 35 [ 20 [ 3% (the cancer ge-
nome atlas, TCGA ) H {4 Ji7 F0. Ay FR AR i L Sk DR g 1)
RS WT 1L T ik Hls . TCGA #E NGS & |-id it
SNP 431, DNA I EALFI AR 2R (5[5 45 28 &
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IYMT LR T 496 A~ PTC (1) 5& R L RFAE , -1 F 4
FERIZHM P 7= A T R g . xi =z 2R AR £
() PTC,EIF1AX .PPMID 1 CHEK2 #2875 ] g S5
FOPR AR e 19 %2 A o S5 0b R, TCGA i H %22
2y PTC S5 1% 1) TERT J3 3+ R4 55 Kk
WA G, ST Z 2R AEY o5, A
[F) T Ui (5 3, PTC % 43 1M 41 : BRAF V60OE
ZHFN RAS 41, WHZH Z [ FEHE R 4 2, SR IsE 1% 2 1l
BB PR 2R O HRZE RAS 412
USSR HUR IR FL SR8 (FVPTC)
2.2 uRAeRIE

AR R V& 098 (follicular carcinoma, FC) & —
I3 R FR e, 29 5 BRI 1Y 10% , 2 4k
PTC J& B —Ff s UL A HOR BRI o Delellis 2577 4R
T e S T B A, K L 43 Sk /DN I i 78 0 9
FiI™ 92 15 18 08 9 s Kushehayeva 25 HR 45 41
I L4y SRy 7RI F R WG R 20 i 78 ( Hurthle 47 ffd
B B H A B R 3R A8 T2 1A \] . Nikiforova
SELURR AR 1A 4 TR [ O i 4 TR B 36 A FC
(1) W A T 20 2R i i v VR ZH ZURE {1 Ton Tor-
rent PGM %I [ ThyroSeq V- & #F 57 12 M4
FEDUFN 34 A9 38 7 1A 5o A 38 28 A8 R 1R 43 )
J5:NRAS(9 i), TSHR (4 f5]) , TP53 (4 fi) , KRAS
(2 %) ,HRAS(1 i) F1 PTEN (1 §51)) "™ A5 #0002
2R (18 f5]) ARG PR AN AL (18 4] ) A it T/ i I
FIRAG MR, fEL MR FC r NRAS J& 5200 i
KIWFE A, Hyk & TSHR fil KRAS, i 7£ 2 41 it
FC H TP53 J2 fi 8 UL 28 48 38 [, HLk & HRAS,
KRAS F1 PTEN'" |

Swierniak 25"} f#i ] Ilumina HiSeq 1500 % &
G3H T 22 45 FC,26 51138 16 29 it id A1 34 45 1F 5 HTAR
JRLLLURESR Y 372 AN FEIR . NGS 4551 s D4l
MUAESUE FE K (MDM2 | FLIL ) |, %% 5% X 1 BH 8 4
( MITF, FLI1 | ZNF331), 3 Wi % /% B ( KMT2A |
NSD1 NCOA1 ,NCOA2) FI5& [ 84/ ( JAK3 ,CHEK2 |
ALK) HRAE T B s Qdse LI 58 A8 28 R 2 B AT
FRAS S, )12 B SR AR AR SRR A B & B —Fhr
RIff) DERL/COX6C 5 ir s @3z A G ith [ X e A2
SN R AR, PR A S A R, O FC
PTC SR i HA A e AR 4 i i 22, O A
RIS K BN ) A 4 B i 2%, iy DAL FC O30 0 3%
()35 o o
2.3 RSk FR b

HUAR IR 704k 9 (PDC) FIoR 2398 (AC) 2 2F

DLAG BRI S 1Y, o T A BRI T e 1% ~
2% . PDC I AC TilJ5He22,5 FAEAF 35000 R 51%
FI0% "™ Hy 3 26 24 T 98 R 0 ILIE T e
B PERERYY AT MR 8 B RN AN L
JER, SRy o X BT A %) R A VR VR 205 R R
RIS TR Al T 2 R0 IR T, T e 22 320K 2 1 1)
BIT R GREIRYT R TR 9 R AR S B ARk,
JusRE g . W NGS B IF R, A AT A 1
A o) ) 5 PRI A R RS HETR T i O SOk ek
BHIBITHRE, ik, Nikiforova |, Sykorova #1 Landa
ZE7E PDC Ml AC SIS 145 H 9T o

Nikiforova 2% i FH| Ton Torrent PGM ] FEAY (%)
ThyroSeq F-5& , X3k H 10 5] PDC F1 27 5] AC )3
BER IR SURT FFPE 4387 T 12 AL 11 34 A9 3
F. WS R 30% 1) PDC F1 74% 1) AC 1EAE S
A%, FE PDC A 5848 {4 L K 43 3l J& NRAS (PIK3CA |
GNAS #i1 BRAF, fi7e AC H [y 43 5] 52 TP53 . BRAF .
RAS .PIK3CA .PTEN Fl CTNNBI1, Sykorova %> /3
Mk 8 3 4] PDC 15 5] AC (1) 57 i ¥ VR 4L 20 i
£ Mumina MiSeq U J3> {3 [0] 94 AN A OCHE A
NGS 7R : irf5 PDC F1 AC SR H— DL A3
PRIZEAE | [ 2 i A6t TPS3 JL R %45, 7€ PDC
#i CDHI , FANCD2 ., CHECK2 , ADH1B , GPC3 , TP53
1 PTEN £ A % 4= 245, #£ AC 71 ATM . HNF1A
MET NF1 . TP53 PTEN MSH2 .RB1 NBN NF1 MU-
TYH ,TSC2 . HRAS F1 EGFR 3 [H % A= g A1) sk
1M, I WFFE T AL 94 > T AV e 3 R 41 iR
FE DRl e e A HE Y 28 7%, 0 A A RS 381 1)
PR AR Ak H DX A3 A B A 28728

Landa 21" fifi Ff] MSK-IMPACT i #8342 7
BT Tk A 34 4 PDC F133 4] AC # A 80 4>
AU AL RN 37 AV VR AL SR f 1 341 AL,
NGS 25 7R : OAC A% T PDC, I H7E
TP35 TERT ji&2 #F PI3K/AKT/mTOR 3 &34 v F .
SWI/SNF WA F 20 2 11 HH R A g vh oA B Y
GEARBIAE 5 QPDC 1l AR BEAREAE PR 35 R 2l A2 1 AS
il 7E PDC 1 92% 1) RAS 245 £F 4 Turin 5,
81% ) BRAF %75 £ 4 Memorial Sloan-Kettering J
it L (MSKCC) A, #5417 BRAF 2272 /) PDC i
TR R B A /N I HLEL A AR bk 2 e RS
RAS 2742 1) PDC {7 i 96 1A FRAE R R A 7 8 2
15 s @EIF1AX fil RAS (%8457 PDC fl1 AC HH#E
R AR CHE . FEH, CRIX T BRAF FiI RAS 28748
A EHR IRTIE T, K2 1% [ PTC 348 H T
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EIF1AX 28745 0 SR, 76 11% [ PDC #19% [ AC +h
K EIFIAX €78, H 93% 5 RAS RAF M 56 ; DAE
149% 1) PDC v & B4 €4 14 5 fF (£4 45 RET / PTC,
ALK 1 PAX8-PPARG il &) ,{H7E AC AT

2.4 R

FOR R 56 #£ 988 ( medullary carcinoma, MC) J&—
PRI T C 20 MY i 28 P4 0 A IR L 249 o WO AR s
5% . 75% 19 MTC LLELUR Y UAEAE, T 25% 1Y)
MTC A 35t AL 1] , 5 45 2 th RET Ji f ik [F 58 728 &
(2]

Nikiforov 2" {8 Ff] Ton Torrent PGM | 52 {3 1Y
ThyroSeq “F-& 704 12k A 15 HUL MTC /Y 43 841,
HEEOE 8 VR SRR G I 12 SR 34 >4
o 73% (11 4>) MTC h % 5¢ A7 B PR 98 742,
H147% (7 1) =2 RET 2878 ,20% (3 4~) /& HRAS &
A5 7% (1 4) J& KRAS 28745, Simbolo 252 {d
Ton Torrent PGM ] > 4 /1Y) Ton AmpliSeq Hot Spot
Cancer Panel v2 2387 T 20 ] MTC [ FFPE FEAS 1
50 AMEIEFASCFE A, & B 85% 1 MTC HA DL &
RI2€75 . 13 i) RET %€ 7% (60% ), 3 5] HRAS 5¢ 7%
(15% ) ,1 1] KRAS 2875 (5% ), 1 fi] STK11 &A%
(5% ) F1 3 BIARKG N AL BIFEA (15% ) o [R]IRHEE
FH NGS F1 Sanger PRI T 75 2 3F Al RET (R, NGS
H Sanger Jy ik i 5 = 1) R AU . T H. NGS &
B Sanger BB KL IN B 5340 3 4> RET 28748, R
EAE MTC Hg L T 278N 1 (H M R 4R B 5 i
AT RE AR, PRI 7 20— 25 AT TR A0 1k F AR R
REFEI R TT

3 NGS H#AKERIE

N NGS 2 R e A HR BRPE . 304
O A FH NGS 43 Hr B R 95 i I 52 50 A 2
15 A~ i HL, PR R 73 iif 5% #0602 76 B —WF 52
B ZINVRE AR 2 1) FEODR L8 4 S R R A T 1Y, TS 2
JIT A 2R AL FOPR R AE s QR Sl 2 AR 7843 B 25 A0
B/ DRIETHE T, NGS A5l ) B R R 45 15 ] g 33
FRIRIZE R . TEMIRE A5 25, DNA & /D A
A PR EE 7 35 PR AR AT , A3 AT BB TG I A 21 41K
s R MR, RAS 278 0] 7 FVPTC F9E 1ok
Jigeg sz 21, 75 EEFARVIBR , Rl B A A AN AT 2
FARDIRE R AERRR AR Qi Bl = KA Y
SRk DR A RN 2 R B B R R NGS 25 3R L) Je—
A A FCR g R 1) NGS i35 R 55 @XF 3

RALM 5, NGS X 7 1 [H 1 A7 FR XS ) PR AL A
o L REURE , {ELR =2 T 24 F X TR ] RE S BTG A 2%
BREFR Ol TRARILZHE SF 6 FRER I iR
ZRALLL AR B A R Y AN [R], NGS A7 £ R R
P, A T7 SARREXS LR AR o NI, 7 2™ 6
14 S P AN S M e AR AR E A, LUR R b
SrfrZ [ 22 57 © H AT NGS I C 22 1h ISR Y 45
— L EAUEAE A UG CQOR L) e e, H Al
AR AT S i A X 6 3 457 B A i =X, LA
AR P T 5 AT v e AR e 7 P N TR R
DA i 20 o) R R AR R 3l 132 1 150 ~
400 bp oA REAEFE 155 IR
4 RE

PR A JE 1) NGS £ R Ji e i [N 2 =7 LA K |
IR 2 W P it T 2 5% w5 3 Jr ik . (ONGS ]
FHFAGIAE A b 88 20 sl 0 4 i i 2% DNA L% S5
TS S A (30 IR AR AT A, SRR NGS Bz 6 B
T 71 ;(QNGS AT LUK I fif 968 45 S 1 % PR S0,
TRV W 72 AR RE § , BRAF VEOOE J&
PTC Hp g i DL A e 17 A st A B AT, ml DAAE g —
BT f W T B DR 25 5 R IR AR I88 1 S P L
(=) 2593677 18], NGS JpHr i LLTFU 478 B 5 40
M ICAN LI SE DNA Hh s A i Jeg LA AT BRI 14 € A2
K5 @NGS 73 #r -t AT F A 00 s PR 707 A7 o
HA T 52 A DR A8 1 A 5 ()3T 545 AR e 525 1Y
AR AL PP AR TE TR R, AR5 H— B AT,
AN A SRR SETTH A TE L/ N 58
o BEAL, BT RGBT AN 1 o
FRH AR B R RS R A5 51 AR i A= 90
AN AT RE -

A, B — A PP AR 1) A i g PR AR 8 B 5

I S PEO AEL A T SR T AR T % T
325t PO RN N i i R PR A i 8

S 30k
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