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Abstract MM (multiple myeloma) is an incurable hematological malignancy characterized by complex
genetic changes and clonal evolution involved in the disease progression from MGUS (monoclonal gammopathy of
undermined significance), SMM (smoldering myeloma) and eventually to PCL (plasma cell leukemia). In the recent
years extensive studies about MM genomics have shed light on the malignant transformation. This review summa-
rizes the genomic landscape and prognostic significance of MM and reveals targets for scientific research and clini-
cal intervention.
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% KA H B (multiple myeloma, MM)2& DL 41
B T B A R A 18— v 82 e Jo A2 ) LV R G
PERTIRT , R FRAE MR R G g b HE 44 28 — 1
B MMIGIT AR 25 2 tHAN S5, (HZ0m H AT
AT ER. MM —A> 2B BOtt R Eom, LT
AR B2 T MR SR WA o B R R R
IM%E (monoclonal gammopathy of undermined signifi-
cance, MGUS)ZI| & JiH 5 15 #&J% (smoldering myeloma,
SMM) & 2 A R MM IR, &2 2% (3L 2 57
W SRR AR HES S R NS ), 2
MM LG @ i B 2R, 0 8 Tils B

T

1 ZAMEHENEREFERS
11 EEZRENLENFIERTEEX
MM 5 I BARBL S A IR, B AT a7k
B MM R IR T A2 rhon BERL, 500 5 K A
I PA) 8 ) A 2 S S A ) B A 5 B 1) AH
KB LT FIMMEE S #UE A Bk 550, Wi
SR AR GERG R . Jett A $E LEUR 7 (copy number
variables, CNVs). JENRAFGEZ PR . i s
RERIESS TR EMGUSH R AT
B —2 7, AFEE %4 (hyperdiploidy, HRD)FIHE
A% (non-HRD), & % ¥ A & S BREE 1 BB

Driver events of clonal evolution:

« Clonal competition

Normal

cell MGUS

F£ [ (immunoglobulin heavy-chain, IGH) < taAk 547,
W64:14)s (6;14)s 1(11;14). 1(14;16)F11(14:20)49, 4k
RG22 5 F BRI RAR . dk RS A
Yt KCNVstilamp(1q21)~ del(17p)&5, LEMEREAIR I
HEFE R T E BRI B 1) R R
e R E TS B E R R, T RENEAER
WAE, PN R AT AR =, T HEAT M AL
BT ARG I R EARYEISSHIR-ISS 7331
(F ). R-ISSHH ARG del(17p)~ t(4;14) t(14;16)
My fa A I AL 2 S, A0 kR S T A R
FRAH SR AR AR

11 REARENHEFCRERCNYs) UK
Gtk CNVsHE A 2 MMK & 3K sh 4%, H Al
RGN CNVsHHARPL R AE 2. A
B 7068 MM A SMM 8 #5 3E 47 4= 55 [ 4l 7 (whole-
genome sequencing, WGS)F14= 42 5 J¥ (whole-
exome sequencing, WES) & I L 4 f& CNVsFH A 2 &
X AR T A2 AR R A J AN RAR R 1012,
ik CNVsH] 43y HRDFIIE — %4k, HRDZ £ WL
() — P o A B AR B G iR CNVEE AL, 5
b 353 A% 2 e R B BT B I TS O T I A
WEZWEA R, AR B yshk T2 IR ARt R
A bR I P B e AR RN B DR U0, B T A B %
Gt R 1 HH A e, G B /NSRRI R

HCL

* HRD: trisomy of 3, 5, 7,9, 11,
15, 19 or 21; del(13q)

* IGH translocations: t(4;14),
t(11;14), t(14;16), t(14;20),
t(6;14)

Secondary events

Disease progression

* MYC translocations
« CNAs: gain(1q), del(1p), del(17p)

Bl Z&MEIERIERTHEEFEUIIRARESE CH3-4,711220

Fig.1 The genomic events in the progression of multiple myeloma (modified from references [3-4,7])
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1 ZEMEEHEEAIISSAIR-ISS /7 HA

Table 1 International Staging System and Revised International Staging System

gl 1SS73 R-ISS/H

Stage ISS stage R-ISS stage

I Serum albumin=35 g/L ISS stage I and standard-risk CA by FISH and normal LDH
B2-MG<<3.5 mg/L

1I Not ISS stage I or 111 Not R-ISS stage I or I1I

1 B2-MG=5.5mg/L ISS stage 11T and either high-risk CA by FISH or high LDH

High-risk CA: defined by the presence of del (17p), t (4;14), or t (14;16). B2-MG: serum p2-microglobulin; CA: chromosomal abnor-
malities; FISH: fluorescent in situ hybridization; ISS: International Staging System; LDH: lactate dehydrogenase; R-ISS: Revised Inter-

national Staging System.

38 K B BN AR, L G A
SRS 1 qP 1 1pB K [del(1p)]- 13qHR K [del(13q)]
Je17pik K [del(17p)] -

35%~40% I MMEE T IR 1qi 3G, AL AT
A5 1q2 15 22650 i BRI FR 240 S 800 R e e R A R
SEA O, I B SCHEEIE R] CSK 1B — 2 s 4y
OARANEE 58 1 (chromosomal instability, CIN)!''*!, 3/ 1]
I FE R A, 1q219 14 59 25 K il CCON1 A1 CCDN2
DA K, oAt B0 FE Rl (AURKA . AURKBAHI PLK 1)
Fikf o0, E WX MM TR R,
P 57 2 B LR 2% B bk B2 B3 297 R (BAF A
“URERZ YT H0 )20 1 54E B AR IE T H ELK R 51
MM #8525 50, I R 38 % AR
5 AN EEAFAE LN, R RIUE & a7 Ttk 2
J R F A 2 W, JUHR 1q2 1 G L i B
T EH, FREWI T 1210048 DLEHCEAL S i
JaUHE, KILEF EH]IE MM(newly diagnosed MM,
NDMM) & # ik H 2388 47.8%, B RAMEE ) MM
B3 (relapsed/refractory MM, RRMM)H 6 HH %A
66.7%. N T2 5200 & Ve oK BRI BE i R B Al AL ST
77 ZMINDMM, 1q21 9 % B & T R A A R
Wiy, T 8 a7y |5 B EEAE DY, B 1q
P UL = A, 9 St i XURG 38 o201,

del(1p)21 K AAE 30% [ MM &, TpHe ik
BOE RIS HIAL SN 1p12. 1p21. 1p22.1F1 1p32.3,
W ) 3| FAM46C. CDCI14A. MTF2H1 CDKN2CH:
DR, fE 8% (A R B0 AR . 40 A 3 90 A 38 -4 AR 4 it o7
THEg P RBEZEAN, B RENARELEE
X2, del(1p)X MM #H A7 B MMEAER , H
o B del(1p32.3) 1) 835 B0 T2 XU BE I 38 fip 1621,
del(1p12) S 31 FAM46C T i A 412 32 £ 3 5% SR R i
iz T b ZE KA FRITR 247, FAMA46CIHI 2 5SMMYH L £

1 H PI3K/Rac L& B 0E /1 3 (I A LIS R 38 i 0%,
PRl 1 B PI3KCRA Rac 1 H A AT BB £ (1% 28 2 4 Ak
Failral,

45%~50% 1] MM i35 471 del(13q) % 135 YLt ik
B A4 AT SR T SR DR RB IR AR B AR
BRAE (20 B B 3 2R 410, SRR i MMOR ) Fis
FHSR IR AL 22 5 AN, del(13q) E2AR 5 MGUS K &
JIMMAHZE, (5 H F R F82 B 0 MM ok e A
173 (progression-free survival, PFS)F1LE 4173 (overall
survival, OS) ) Jo i35 52, HP s EGR T 5 H AL
TEMI1(4;14) R del(17p)" s SATT BINDER S PRIl RATT
FORIL, 135 Ye ik spdont 35 11 OS B Sl I 41
PESZIA , 117 del(13q)%F OSWIAE TR HEER , 2 w3
B I g Tl 200 P 3 A 2 S IR 2 AN B
del(17p) = BEP Je TP 340 5k IR R R S B AR , AN
HE— B RMCIN. 2del(17p) 5 TP535878 [\ A= Bl
RACRFT I, BEMERZE. SXBAMLL, 5
MIIdel(17p) U 2 Tl 5 A R R =P, #hER 2
J7 HRCAEXRT H [ MMUR 35 1 41 B g A% 27 S5 o A A
R IR, KIE 1 Tpift J:(>50%) 3% s fe 2217
1.12 FEREMEE MMEIGOREEA A
Gifi HRERES . SRREEIN SR, A BRI K
IGHW Gt AR 547 . V(D)J EE HE RN 28 531 4 o 8 4 2
B B A SBERAIE , 2 B 7R EE I =
) B i & B (activation induced cytidine deaminase,
AICDA)/ T 1] DNAXUEE [ Wi 24 FH B 20 | (H %A 28
IE AR I R S S LA SR Rk . IgH B AL
3 3 441 L 390 2K 1 (Cyelin) i % B 492 ml ) 4 b 9
CyclinD1. CyclinD2. CyclinD3, H %52 G,/ST
HEfE MM F=AE I JEMMEE S, £990% ) G
AR S A0 5 Yt 4k 14932.33 L1 IgHAL S A 5%, {F
15— g 5k [K] 52 B Tg HBG o 1 R 4 ) i e 3Rk,



148

L] MR U R -

t(4;14)(MMSET/FGFR3). t(6;14)(CCND3). t(11;14)
(CCNDI). t(14;16)(MAF)Ft(14;20)(MAFB), A1t £
T s DR 7L A A IR - 52 AR G A 240 i S 4994 Jo T
RE 2 Ik B 1k I A1 S 4 A 1 4 e A R TR, AT
B e TG 142

del(17p)~ t(4;14). t(14;16)7ER-ISSF I b iz 1
Nt [ 18 A% 2 i, HAME A% 2 e 1 TS R
SR H AT AR t(11;14)(q13;932) MM
LI AL, S — M S, B L B R

YN ia s B A e, SHALLBIK, @ BfZjaiks
AL MM 2 s i, 5 2 H0n] TG ik D 4k % 1
I A1 B P [ 197 (secondary PCL, sPCL)27, bk B9
LT L B R BT R BR, FEPCLH t(11;14) 4 % B
&= TNDMMHA, Ht(11;14)7EIgD. IgMAN Ak 7 Wb
BIMM A B 3 L, B s 5 5 MM R A
CD20MICD79a%5 41 )i« B A1(11;14) FIMM A # A4
FE 15 FRIKCD20R] 43 NP4, 7RI B Ve K N L RE G
74, CD207R 1A Bk 2% (1) 58 38 A5 A7 3 56 35 4 7
WAk, IgH 5y 67 1 58 35 HR 2998 15% 9 A 8 Ak P JE A,
A B PR B A (4;14), t(14;16)H) HE
ﬁ%[ZS}O

MYCHA NG R M5 AL 22 8, W R AT
30%~50% 1) NDMM & # 11, /£ MGUSHI SMM 1 /b
A HIL, 5 M e DG, & MMAEAEAS R (1 AhT
FER R, AT 035 46 T R AR AR 250, MY C S,
PP B B — LG BRER 14 (Tg) 2k K] J82 A1l g 1k A 3
DAL, A4S MY CHE R 52 23 5 7 )4z il i o B ik, A
1M EDNAGAT « I PEAK T3G04 ) 3 50
FEPR A AR E P i A2,
113 AARE REBHIEHRZZEPZLETRR
B, S RAEARMGM AR, e BLE
b R b B /KT B AEAE, FE A 200 1R Fee T Vi
AR 22 g ik R I AR R B R AR A R e 3, IR HL
o B A B = 1 AR A . BOYLESE POAN
MULLIGANZPUE T WES & 81, RAS/MAPKGH % A1
NF-«kBif /& MM HH i i R A2 SR 118 i, TR &
KRAS. NRASFIBRAFY W] KA FEN5RAL, HorPKRAS
KA 5 TPS3RAHMIt(11;14) T3 %, NRASHRAS N
AT B 5 PR A 2 9 o B B e KR T B U, BRAF
RASN A A7 2t B IR0 . NF-«Bif % 0 45
T RAFE TRAF3. CYLDFILTB, ‘EAMEH T g

AL AAF . FENT DNAMS @ B 1) R AW & TP53.
ATR. ATMM ZFHX455FE R, KA R L) 15%) &
Ff, 1ZIE T4 DNASR A I 4n i il 72 &
HoAh DRE , XL RAM AN R 5 B A A7 WA S Y
T A bR 5 222, i IgH 5 A B AT S8 FGFR3
CCND 45975,

CIN/Z T H MM B A% 27 57 0 1 2, e ik
HE PR ARS8 1 B0 [R) I B 5 5 A W R R R R A%, %
MM TR 245 e AN BRI 72 A 1 BB e U030, gk 2
LT L B RR DL NEK 25E PR R 455 ) CIN ) gt
A H 5 MM IS AR OC BY, Hl 1 0% NF-xB
i A 15 B H PESAT OS] R 4% . NEK2H Filiid
55Xz 2 W USPTH BLES &, 1| B F AR R Gt
NEK2IFEME . A2E H S RE T, 55— CINAHK
FEH AUKRAW B A Fil)5 & 3, AT 1p L i microR-
NA-137i8 i #2E [7] AURKAKEH | 3:SUMMEZH i 2451
= e CINHY R A, X AT REAE 1pBRk R I MM S #
TGA R OCERHLEIP . Ak, KA fi 8 1 (check-
point kinase 1, CHEK1) A @it 75 5 CIN{Z MM 4 il
PR G TR AT 2451, B2 TS A R R R —PY,
1.2 EEZERERNENSGE

H A B MM A 7 7 8 Bk I B R 2
PRz R AT P IRAT 4422 (fluorescent in situ
hybridization, FISH). JEFERE/E 4. AR5
S o XA AN R MMUE S [ TS B — o A
{IENE: IR RE (Wt SR EN I I (Sp Ui ke ol DA RF S
Z—, ABH T AELASRAS W B0 1) U o R4
WAZIERA —EW R BT FISHEA S5+
PEL RO IRR A, H AT A MMIE L 22 (1) F 25
R 75 2, B8 R-ISSM I B ZL A 7 197, 2015
SEIRELR 2T oG B 2 BB AR 1Y (multiplex
ligation-dependent probe amplification, MLPA)$ A
FRr I MM B 1 288 A 5 S 3 R4 B 5 1) 417 O i
37 4242 (interphase fluorescent in situ hybridization, iF-
ISH)for i 20408 LU, UESE 1 7E 2 58 i J6d 20 Jf0 A7 72 I
MLPA [ 3 P S iFISHES R i E— By O T
FUIEMMIB AL 22 7 5 BRI, 20 R X MM BR
ZRAE FISHAS I F 3 FH CD 138 2k 43 1% T K K48 ey a6t
2 ik e, Tk H AT Ry B HcR
(ARSI 792 B SR, & FEALAL FISHPH 1 B 1)
FIEARAEAGE — , ™ E 50 FISHAS I B4 1l PR N H o
WK ELIR 2T rhl BRAT B R R I PR 90 23 i R B Ig H
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Gy N AH SR FIRTAE T84 25 57 8 AN 2 T o 007 1) R JE
PR, L BH I B P 4 5 R DS, B 4k R A% 2
S LA T A e 1 R I B AR, T del(13q)-
del(17p)~ amp(1q2 1) EME 43 382 N 10% 50%-
20%I RETE AP i B B IO UG U7 IR, 1E 2020
M2 RME RS LR, R 0K
T I R 6 A Hh T F H ] AR 3 %) O e R BT, s
35 % H AT S IE S HBH R BE , W8 S RO BE R
TAEH AR —— R DR % DB H 538 E B 20%,
il 2 DAL (B 1 9 10%147

2 RERRMSREET
2.1 RESRMY

FEMRE R R FE v, BEALRAZAS AR Bk 1 =
AN TR BT 5 o, 45 IR ANt e . R L AR 24,
BV B8 P 0 ) o B S S o PN o B S R R
TR R (1) AL, FAAE 19764F , shA I i 4
Hh <R AR IR IR IR T IX —RFAE Y, T MM
IS, 19934 JELINEK 55 ¥206t— 44 PCLIZ 4 H 41 ]
I geg A i A T I X A e AR AR T T, RN T
MM A Ta AR . 20114 CHAPMANZS 1 i)
WGSHIWESKI38 MM E HEAT 74T, KIIMM IS
() KRAS. NRAS. TP53. CCNDI% 103K 3|4k
UUBRARGHf AR (R gem , RRAZZRI BA G L,
UESE MM —Fh e U500 , e S i BesE 12k
fitle 20124F KEATSES M5 2845 MM 35 AT 1 i 4k
I ELE I R A0 2 A8 AT, R T AR, 2 7 %
W42 i R = DUECE A, % R
TMM AR, LIS o G/ b G F v AR A
XAA . [F4FE EGANEE W] B A [ B Bobn A
ITWGS, UESZFEE P 1 1A% AR e g i, I
H 259 mT L R a B A% . 20154F WALKER %% P2
T 0 [ () R A WESHE— 20 0 i 1 % 2 e i 5 Tl
JEFIRE o S BRI 2 (W E 9T SR AR MM oe B2
7 JO R ot o2 A 4 L I FH T I R
22 REERTAENGREEETIER

T T VAR MMIZ Wi A7 7, o BB & R
PR EIREIEZ . MMEZEEVISH . BIRE R
Ja B2 S R 1) SRR R IR], BT RR & RN AE I
Toh i e i A (R PR P B A A L T e R d HRIA R
SCE RIS, CINGE b B S Jo 4 A0 ot g i % e A=
(1R EIRBN R 2, FEAHE_FR AL 2 58 R AL

H AR DT TH, BP YL ARCN Vs G544 585 S R R
A, AR HT R S B R = A s — DI n T R EY)
SO S P

20134F ROCCARO% HiE 52 MM B fifi 25 Jo7 41 i)
A JE A A3 A A A TR A i e 4 L B S 150 A g
3B (tumor microenvironment, TME)tH 2 5MM 7t
B4 . MMZI5 TME 2 (8] 4776 A0 BAZ HEAE AT
—J7 T, M A AT DR IETME B S 2 4 HIEH, 7
— 771, TMER]JE s mieiR s, B o ) BT 4
P T3 A% 2 Sl TR R AR, AR 2 I ) 1 e A S B
JIr g £ B A B4 e B T T B A FH 0 e A
(osteoclasts, OCs) & TMEH [ B EZL41 ffd, I 2
SO E IR T TR AR A A BRSO
OCsH] LA 2 #1i] CD4*THI CD8 T4 M ffy 3 5, A
T PR3 MM 4H A 4 52 45 1 40 PR 253 Tk £ 400 o ) %
5, W FEM IR S B A B, AR T MM 0
K OCsHIJE KB, Tregi il f1 Breg4M fi /£ TME H
FIVEHWAT] 240 . MM B 75 2F Tregs HL 7155 1E
HMEEZ T, HREEEKT K CD38, CD38
FLPLRE W N I Tregs EL 1 FE 401 Tregs X Tecons ) %
PEAMHIE B2 BregH i Ul 38 i 5 MM 4 (1) 40 5.
TERZ 5 T MM G2 300 ) 14 fl R 555 P A g 1 7 13
CINAI TMEEAFAE B[R E HT, 36 A5 20w /& MM
KA. CINAHCHE K NEK 238 i 0% NF-«xBf5 5 i
% 11 heparanase R 1A Fl1 70 i , 11 TMEH 55 3K 1k 1
heparanasefE H T OCHIA, (&3 BAZ B4 i v OC
()73 RS, AT B30 B ) R A R A B

TR 2 A 55 B 25 AR MM 7 77 A
T S ER, B RIS & FEE S-S
F1%) T o i 72 A AN T R, T o U 4 P[]
BN 1T 24 e 4, RT e — o B 2 AR K .
CORRESEM I} 1 AT AH [F] i A J7 2896 97 FIMM
10 R A AT 0, R SE TYRIT R J1IER S S
() S AR, LN 24 R0 52 R ANSORT DA E i HA B ) 5%
5T A, BT H R AR v B R AR T A
1T B R 2T RO B I A MMUE E bR A AT R S
P Bt E IO IR 2 80 B B 1R T 5 T K A
(plasma cells, PCs)H 475 m Az I 21 48 38t 1% 2% 7 7
LR 4 AR VR 9T Ak B s 0T A G T 24 ) b R
PR HY, RYEAS AL 7 e B 1) o K /N i AR
FAE, HE MM v B Ve AR A5 250 A, A [R] v B v
BRI A TS AR B 22 7, 3R VR TT fa vk B
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Stable evolution

Linear evolution

(O deD @@
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Differential evolution

&g — & — &5

Branching evolution

E2 &M% EIHEERMEETRNRESE CHK(13,56,58]1520)
Fig.2 The clonal evolution models of MM (modified from references [13,56,58])

PCs 8 AL A I — € 2 b m] DA A6 2 52 I
() A S FE T B 3 A A . HEoR TR YT A G T
FEE A R A RS R, [FIRWER T 5 a4 i
&5 S B BB R oy I AR TT AR e BT AR, HRR
EE B EH Z T LRI RORAME, SHEAEZ K5
W e o e AR DR ARG S A R il o5 — iRt
FUAE YR B K208 T MIMUE 2 1 52 R adt J B 1Y) e
Ry AR, R T v B R M R MM () L[]
FHE, RZH00 B F AV CAEE3 B4 T v FE,
FEHe 5tk e 1) v B AR R 00 9 DU M, R I T
FoE B S ) S AR AR B RIS AR AR I TR o A B
Sy RN M B R B B . RN e v AR A
FOW AR U I BB sl T MM B K S
T AT A0 35 A% S VAl Y B B T % A
PALE [ s B iR Kl & 1 ik — DIk,
FH 22 B [A 78 &8¢ 6 R AL 24 28 (quantitative multi-gene
fluorescence in situ hybridization, QM-FISH)4& Il 5
ARAE B0 MK TR R B3 5K e ) 1) o [ e 7%
5L G FISHEA i — S B AME, $8H T QM-
FISH/& — 1 m] LA ROt 7t se BE I AR I BOR , R4 7R
T HEA 1921918 ¥ DO RRMM U TS 1) 52
Mg 71,

H AT MM 1) 5e B AR B AT LLE 45 9 BAR 4
T 133038118 2): (O wepfase Y, RIZRE Ktk it
2 e FEARANAR | SRS A B e L,
B IA LSO 2% @ ik, HIfEE 2K
R, ST H T I b B I oM AR A e R, BRAT e P

THSRAFAE ; @ rBudt ey, BifER— R B Rt
BT ve B ORI FS ve b, T AT e P 5% @ 47
Atk R AL, BINZ IR RO 35 o T 2R e iR v,
R, T s f s AR KA, BRI IS b .
2.3 mFERTMIRKEX

T [ AR R BB e 2 R R AR T T
2}, ;EMMME AR i) B 2R R KRS AR AE B0
%% B8 9§ (minimal residual disease, MRD)-5 4~ K 11l J5 #H
K, BN N RMME K IRA R K. PAIVAZERE i
XTMRD ) Y J 5 R 20 3347 70 i i I HRGE 7 MRD
A 2R 1, R IR T 175 5 1) o B T A8 FEMR DY
B O, Hrh BT 251 FIPCs HA R E [ R A
FFIE. Frfa s fE MMM & 7EI6 97 5 #0018 2 58 42
ZRIEOLT, Ja& TS A AT, il — 3
it 78 I 4 HTMRD MR M RE X — LR, brfe
M358 A% 2 S AR AR A TR ) e B SR R, (H & 1
T M58 A% 2 S AR AT B S ORI R AR 1,
FFMRDHWPCSHE 5 RAZ, i A R UG, X $R
FATAALEE T MM AR AL R I8 AL 2 7, BN
12 AN H v BUBHOR T BOE AT MRD R s, AR 4
R v A B AR BIR T T R, R S BURE(10°)
MRD B AR J 38 RI6 T 2 SN A = HESIMMIE 1
() EE LSRR, Ak, S TR B FR Tk )
X e TS AR FR) S )T S AE Ik RV T b 5 RS EE AL

3 FiEE5RE
MM I 18 A% 25 57 5 I o [ 3 AR 6 MM 2
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Wr. AL IRTT K TS P W A H R .
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Ui e
FE MM G B2 0 R &R, 78 B 1 AR 2 MM

B JE ) B WL G AN B 5K, SRASMMA] REAF AE
SEAERRTT I NG BE SA R E 2 AT T, A
MMM 2 (A BA o it, HAEMMIK R B [F R A
AR FE, PRI 22 A N8 1% 2 5, 1 AL
SEREIEARE AL, KEMMALA — NS 254045, %5 EHTH
APRISRA. A A DLURIRIT I, BOE EINA R
MEIRIT T %
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