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Abstract
Objective: Uterine carcinosarcoma is a rare, aggressive sub-
type of endometrial cancer. Treatment consists of hysterec-
tomy, bilateral salpingo-oophorectomy, and lymphadenec-
tomy (LND). The survival benefit of LND in relation to adju-
vant radio- and/or chemotherapy is unclear. We evaluated 
the impact of LND on survival in relation to adjuvant therapy 
in uterine carcinosarcoma. Methods: Retrospective data on 
1,140 cases were combined from the Netherlands Cancer 
Registry (NCR) and the nationwide network and registry of 
histo- and cytopathology in the Netherlands (PALGA). LND 
was defined as the removal of any nodes. Additionally, cases 
where 10 nodes or less (LND ≤10) or more than 10 nodes 
(LND > 10) were removed were analyzed separately. Adju-
vant therapy was evaluated as radiotherapy, chemotherapy, 
or radiochemotherapy. Associations were analyzed by χ2 
test, log-rank test, and Cox regression analysis. Results: 
Overall survival (OS) had improved after total abdominal 
hysterectomy with bilateral salpingo-oophorectomy with 

LND > 10 (HR 0.62, 95% CI 0.47–0.83). Adjuvant therapy was 
related to OS with an HR of 0.64 (95% CI 0.54–0.75) for radio-
therapy, an HR of 0.65 (95% CI 0.48–0.88) for chemotherapy, 
and an HR of 0.25 (95% CI 0.13–0.46) for radiochemotherapy. 
Additionally, adjuvant treatment was related to OS when 
lymph nodes were positive (HR 0.22, 95% CI 0.11–0.42), but 
not when they were negative. Conclusion: LND is related to 
improved survival when more than 10 nodes are removed. 
Adjuvant therapy improves survival when LND is omitted, or 
when nodes are positive. © 2018 S. Karger AG, Basel

Introduction

Uterine carcinosarcoma (UCS) is a rare and aggressive 
histological subtype of endometrial cancer. The incidence 
is approximately 5 cases per 1,000,000 person-years, and 
5-year survival is between 32 and 39% [1–4]. Primary 
treatment consists of a total abdominal hysterectomy 
with bilateral salpingo-oophorectomy (TAH-BSO) and 
lymphadenectomy (LND).

LND as a treatment tool is still under debate [4–6]. 
Some relatively small studies describe no benefit of LND 
[7, 8]. Several larger retrospective cohort studies describe 
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an improved survival of patients on whom LND was per-
formed [2, 9, 10]. This is in accordance with studies on 
other aggressive subtypes of endometrial cancer like 
high-grade endometrial and serous endometrial cancer. 
Two of these studies evaluated the number of nodes that 
were removed in relation to survival, as it seems plausible 
that there may not be an optimal treatment effect when 
only a few nodes are removed. Nemani et al. [2] found no 
significant difference between removal of more than 12 
and less than 12 nodes. Conversely, Temkin et al. [9] 
found survival to be improved when more than 11 nodes 
are removed.

A limitation of the studies mentioned above is that 
their findings were not corrected for adjuvant radio- and/
or chemotherapy (CT) [2, 9, 10]. This may have influ-
enced the findings, as adjuvant radiotherapy (RT), CT, 
and combined radiochemotherapy (RCT) may improve 
the survival of UCS patients [11–14]. It is therefore un-
known how LND, RT, and CT together are related to sur-
vival with UCS.

The aim of this study was to evaluate the role of LND 
with or without RT and/or CT in a large retrospective co-
hort of 1,140 patients diagnosed with UCS undergoing 
primary surgery with a curative intent.

Subjects and Methods

Data Collection and Study Population
Retrospective data were obtained from the Netherlands Cancer 

Registry (NCR) and the nationwide network and registry of histo- 
and cytopathology in the Netherlands (PALGA) [15]. The NCR 
contains data on all newly diagnosed cancers, including patient, 
tumor, and treatment characteristics. Data from the NCR were 
combined with data from PALGA by a coding system connecting 
the two databases. The data were delivered in password-protected 
sets not traceable to individual persons. According to Dutch law, 
no further ethical approval is required. Patients with UCS were 
included between January 1, 1993, and December 31, 2012. Fol-
low-up was completed on December 31, 2013. Included were pa-
tients diagnosed with uterine carcinoma as identified by corre-
sponding ICD-O-3 codes (C54; C55 combined with morphologi-
cal code 8950, 8951, or 8980). In total, 1,310 patients were identified 
to be diagnosed with UCS according to the NCR. However, 170 
patients did not undergo primary surgery defined as TAH-BSO 
with or without LND, leaving 1,140 patients available for further 
analysis.

Data Processing
Both sources, the NCR and PALGA, were combined into one 

database. Inconsistencies between PALGA and the NCR were re-
solved using PALGA as the reference, since this data set most ac-
curately reflects the pathology report. An exception was made for 
disease stage, as the pathology review lacked information on lymph 

node status when LND was omitted. Therefore, disease stage was 
classified according to the FIGO 2009 classification and based on 
the NCR. Distant metastasis was defined as distant metastasis in-
cluding intra-abdominal metastasis, to be described at the time of 
UCS-related surgery. Recurrence of disease after surgery needed 
to be confirmed by histology. LND was defined as the removal of 
any number of nodes. To further evaluate the relevance of the 
number of nodes removed, a distinction was made between re-
moval of 10 lymph nodes or less (LND ≤10) and removal of 11 
nodes or more (LND > 10). Adjuvant treatment was documented 
as RT, CT, or RCT. There was no information as to the timing of 
adjuvant treatment with respect to other treatment. Age at diagno-
sis was divided into 70 years and below and 71 years and above, in 
line with previous publications [1–4].

Table 1. Clinicopathological characteristics of the 1,140 patients 
with uterine carcinosarcoma stratified by type of surgery

TAH-BSO
(n = 893)

TAH-BSO 
and LND
(n = 247)

p value

Age <0.001
≤70 years
>70 years

418 (46.8)
475 (53.2)

148 (59.9)
99 (40.1)

FIGO stage <0.001
I
II
III
IV
Unknown

539 (63.5)
47 (5.5)

138 (16.3)
125 (14.7)

44

131 (54.1)
7 (2.9)

82 (33.9)
22 (9.1)

5
Myometrial invasion 0.355

Less than half
More than half
Unknown

417 (53.1)
369 (46.9)
107

111 (49.6)
113 (50.4)

23
Lymph nodes –

Negative
Positive

–
–

172 (69.2)
75 (30.4)

Distant metastasis 0.070
No
Yes
Unknown

748 (88.1)
101 (11.9)

44

225 (92.2)
19 (7.8)

3
LVSI 0.064

No
Yes
Unknown

92 (26.4)
257 (73.6)
544

50 (34.7)
94 (65.3)
57 

Adjuvant therapy <0.001
None
Radiotherapy
Chemotherapy
Chemoradiation

443 (49.6)
358 (40.1)

73 (8.2)
19 (2.1)

75 (30.4)
126 (51.0)

31 (12.6)
15 (6.1)

Values are presented as n (%). Percentages were calculated 
without missing values. TAH-BSO, total abdominal hysterectomy 
with bilateral salpingo-oophorectomy; LND, lymphadenectomy 
with removal of any number of nodes; LVSI, lymphovascular space 
involvement.
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Statistical Analysis
For descriptive statistics, the median and interquartile range 

(IQR) are given where appropriate. Overall survival (OS) was de-
fined as the time until death, with a maximum of 5 years. Disease-
free survival (DFS) was defined as the time until recurrence or 
death, with a maximum of 5 years. The chronological order of 
events for the patients started with surgery, followed by a pathol-
ogy review and possibly adjuvant treatment. Therefore, we first 
analyzed the value of LND, followed by an analysis of all three types 
of adjuvant treatment (RT, CT, and RCT). Finally, we evaluated 
the value of adjuvant treatment in relation to lymph node status 
for cases where LND was performed. FIGO stage, presence of me-
tastasis, myometrial invasion, and age were included in a multi-
variable analysis. To minimize the chance of bias, clinicopatho-
logical variables with more than 10% missing values, such as lym-
phovascular space invasion, were excluded from the survival 
analysis. The statistical analysis was performed with SPSS 22 (IBM, 
Chicago, IL, USA). Relations between variables were tested by χ2 
testing; the log-rank test and Cox regression analysis were used for 
survival analysis and the calculation of HRs. p values of 0.05 or less 
were considered significant.

Results

Patient Characteristics
The median age at diagnosis was 70 years (IQR 62–77). 

The clinicopathological characteristics are shown in Ta-
ble 1. The majority (64%) of the patients was diagnosed 
with early-stage disease (FIGO stage 1–2). In 247 patients 
(21.7%), lymph nodes were removed in addition to a 
TAH-BSO. The median number of nodes removed was 
12 (IQR 3–18; data not shown). LND was related to high-
er FIGO stage and age below 70 years (p < 0.001). In 75 of 
the 247 cases, the nodes were positive. When comparing 
LND ≤10 with LND > 10, the percentage of positive nodes 
was not significantly higher when fewer nodes were re-
moved (35 vs. 25%, p = 0.106). Patients from whom lymph 
nodes were removed more often received adjuvant treat-
ment (p < 0.001).

Table 2. Clinicopathological characteristics of the 1,140 patients with uterine carcinosarcoma stratified by adju-
vant treatment

No adjuvant 
treatment
(n = 518)

Adjuvant RT
(n = 484)

Adjuvant CT
(n = 104)

Adjuvant RCT
(n = 34)

p value

Age <0.001
≤70 years
>70 years

205 (39.6)
313 (60.4)

291 (60.1)
193 (35.9)

74 (71.2)
30 (28.8)

28 (82.4)
6 (17.6)

FIGO stage <0.001
I
II
III
IV
Unknown

317 (64.7)
20 (4.1)
81 (16.7)
72 (14.7)
28

334 (71.5)
31 (6.6)
84 (18.0)
18 (3.9)
17

8 (8.0)
2 (2.0)

37 (37.0)
53 (53.0)

4

11 (33.3)
1 (3.0)

17 (51.5)
4 (12.1)
1

Myometrial invasion 0.034
Less than half
More than half
Unknown

256 (56.8)
195 (43.2)

67

223 (50.2)
221 (49.8)

40

36 (42.9)
48 (57.1)
20

13 (41.9)
18 (58.1)

3
Lymph nodes <0.001

Negative
Positive
Not sampled

53 (70.7)
22 (29.3)

443

103 (81.7)
23 (18.3)

358

9 (29.0)
22 (71.0)
73

7 (46.7)
8 (53.3)

19
Distant metastasis <0.001

No
Yes
Unknown

421 (81.3)
97 (18.3)

0

424 (87.6)
60 (12.4)

0

26 (25.0)
78 (75.0)

0

22 (64.7)
12 (35.3)

0
LVSI <0.001

No
Yes
Unknown

70 (35.9)
125 (64.1)
323

62 (27.3)
165 (72.7)
257

5 (9.4)
48 (90.6)
51

5 (27.8)
13 (72.2)
16

Values are presented as n (%). Percentages were calculated without missing values. RT, radiotherapy; CT, 
chemotherapy; RCT, radiochemotherapy; LVSI, lymphovascular space involvement.
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Table 2 shows the clinicopathological characteristics 
stratified by adjuvant treatment. Of 622 patients that re-
ceived adjuvant treatment, 77.8% received RT, 16.7% re-
ceived CT, and 5.5% received RCT. RT consisted of exter-
nal beam RT in 90.1% of the cases. Adjuvant treatment 
was related to age above 70 years, increased FIGO stage, 
myometrial invasion, lymph node status, metastasis, and 
lymphovascular space involvement.

Survival Analysis
In the complete cohort of 1,140 patients, median OS 

was 2.03 years (95% CI 1.76–2.30) and median DFS was 
1.53 years (95% CI 1.32–1.76). Histologically proven re-
currence was present in 302 cases (26.5%). Distant recur-
rence was more common than pelvic or local recurrence 
(55.6 vs. 10.9 and 32.1%, respectively, p < 0.01; data not 
shown). Frequency and location of recurrence were not 
related to FIGO stage or age (p > 0.05).

Figure 1 provides a general overview of the distribu-
tion of the various treatment modalities next to median 
OS per subgroup. As expected, median OS was better in 
cases where lymph nodes were removed and turned out 
negative. In this group, there was no difference in median 
OS between patients who did and those who did not re-
ceive adjuvant treatment (4.15 years [95% CI 2.83–6.20] 
and 5.00 years [95% CI 4.49–5.51], respectively). When 
nodes were positive, median OS was much shorter, with 
0.60 years (95% CI 0.09–1.10) for patients who did not 

receive adjuvant treatment and 2.37 years (95% CI 1.52–
3.12) for patients who did receive adjuvant treatment. 
Median OS for patients with surgery limited to TAH-BSO 
was also shorter, with 1.36 years (95% CI 1.04–1.68) for 
patients without adjuvant treatment and 2.01 years (95% 
CI 1.74–2.46) for patients with adjuvant treatment. On-
line supplementary Figure 1 (for all online suppl. mate-
rial, see www.karger.com/doi/10.1159/000488531) shows 
similar results for median DFS, with a significant effect of 
adjuvant treatment in cases where no nodes were re-
moved or the nodes turned out to be positive.

Univariate Survival Analysis
Figure 2 shows Kaplan-Meier curves for OS according 

to the extent of surgery and adjuvant treatment. LND was 
related to improved OS (log-rank p < 0.001; Fig. 2a). Fig-
ure 2b shows survival according to the extent of surgery 
with a distinction between LND ≤10 and LND > 10. Sur-
vival with TAH-BSO and LND ≤10 was similar to sur-
vival with TAH-BSO without LND. LND > 10 was related 
to improved survival. Since a cutoff of 10 nodes is arbi-
trary, we also analyzed OS for different cutoff values (re-
moval of 8 or 12 nodes) and found similar results (data 
not shown).

Figure 2c zooms in on 893 cases where surgery was 
limited to TAH-BSO and illustrates an advantage of ad-
juvant treatment in this subgroup (p < 0.001). In univari-
ate Cox regression analysis, RT and RCT but not CT were 

UCS (n = 1,140)

TAH-BSO and removal
of any nodes (n = 247)

Nodes positive
(n = 75)

Adjuvant treatment
(n = 53) 

Median OS: 2.37
(1.52–3.12) 

No adjuvant
treatment (n = 22)
Median OS: 0.60

(0.09–1.10) 

Nodes negative
(n = 172)

Adjuvant treatment
(n = 119) 

Median OS: 5.00
(4.49–5.51) 

No adjuvant
treatment (n = 53)
Median OS: 4.15

(2.83–6.20) 

TAH-BSO (n = 893)

Adjuvant treatment
(n = 450) 

Median OS: 2.01
(1.74–2.46) 

No adjuvant
treatment (n = 443)

Median OS: 1.36
(1.04–1.24) 

Fig. 1. Median overall survival (OS) (95% CI) in years for the 1,140 patients with uterine carcinosarcoma (UCS) 
according to treatment. TAH-BSO, total abdominal hysterectomy with bilateral salpingo-oophorectomy.
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Fig. 2. Kaplan-Meier curves for overall survival (OS) according to 
treatment. a OS and extent of surgery (total abdominal hysterec-
tomy with bilateral salpingo-oophorectomy [TAH-BSO] vs. TAH-
BSO with lymph node dissection [LND]) (n = 1,140). b OS and 
extent of surgery (TAH-BSO vs. TAH-BSO and removal of 10 
nodes or less [LND ≤10] or removal of more than 10 nodes [LND 
> 10]) (n = 1,140). c OS and adjuvant treatment for surgery limited 
to TAH-BSO (n = 893). d OS and adjuvant therapy for patients 
with LND, nodes positive (n = 75). e OS and adjuvant treatment 
for patients with LND, nodes negative (n = 172).
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related to improved OS (HR 0.64 [95% CI 0.55–0.75], HR 
0.32 [95% CI 0.18–0.57], and HR 1.20 [95% CI 0.95–1.52], 
respectively, p < 0.001). On the other hand, when LND 
was performed and the nodes were positive, adjuvant 
treatment was also related to improved survival (log-rank 
p < 0.001; Fig. 2d). In the cases where the nodes were neg-
ative, there was no relation between adjuvant treatment 
and survival.

Of the clinicopathological variables with less than 10% 
missing values, lower FIGO stage (HR 1.47, 95% CI 1.39–
1.57), less myometrial invasion (HR 1.86, 95% CI 1.69–
2.16), no distant metastasis (HR 2.69, 95% CI 2.19–3.31), 
and age below 70 years (HR 2.16, 95% CI 1.59–2.11) were 
related to improved OS.

Multivariable Analysis
Table 3 shows the results of the multivariable analysis 

of OS for the 1,140 patients who received TAH-BSO with 

or without LND. Corrected for adjuvant therapy, FIGO 
stage, age below/above 70 years, myometrial invasion, 
and distant metastasis, LND > 10 was an independent pre-
dictor of OS (HR 0.65, 95% CI 0.48–0.87). LND ≤10 was 
not related to OS (HR 0.83, 95% CI 0.65–1.05). Adjuvant 
therapy was also related to improved OS. RT and CT had 
similar HRs of 0.64 (95% CI 0.54–0.75) and 0.65 (95% CI 
0.48–0.88), respectively. RCT had an HR of 0.25 (95% CI 
0.13–0.46). The results were similar for DFS, with LND > 

10 and adjuvant treatment related to improved DFS (data 
not shown).

Table 4 shows the subgroup analyses stratified  
by lymph node status. In accordance with the findings 
from the univariate analysis, adjuvant treatment was 
not related to OS when the nodes were negative.  
However, when the nodes were positive, adjuvant treat-
ment was related to improved OS, with an HR of 0.17 
(95% CI 0.07–0.39) for RT, an HR of 0.40 (95% CI 0.19–
0.84) for CT, and an HR of 0.04 (95% CI 0.03–0.18) for 
RCT.

Discussion

In this large cohort study, LND was related to im-
proved survival specifically in those cases where more 
than 10 nodes were removed. Adjuvant therapy improves 
survival when LND is omitted, with a similar effect for RT 
and CT. Possibly, the combination of RCT had a cumula-
tive effect. When LND was performed, adjuvant treat-
ment was related to improved survival when the nodes 
were positive but not when they were negative.

The finding that removal of lymph nodes improves 
survival is in accordance with previous publications [2, 5, 
6, 10]. In the largest study, Nemani et al. [2] evaluated the 
role of lymph node dissection in 1,855 patients with stage 
I–III UCS using data from the Surveillance, Epidemiol-
ogy, and End Results (SEER) program in the USA. In the 
57% of cases where lymph nodes were removed, OS was 
improved. However, there was no relation between the 
number of nodes removed and survival when a cutoff of 
12 nodes was used. This is different from our findings, 
since we describe different outcomes for LND ≤10 and 
LND > 10. This may be due to case selection, as lymph 
nodes were removed in fewer cases (22%) in our cohort. 
In our cohort, the nodes were positive in 30% of the cases, 
whereas they were positive in only 14% in the SEER co-
hort. Temkin et al. [9] described 47 cases of UCS where 
at least 1 node was removed, and they also found im-
proved survival in cases where more than 11 nodes were 

Table 3. Multivariable Cox regression analysis of overall survival 
according to extent of surgery, adjuvant therapy, and clinicopath-
ological variables (n = 1,140)

HR (95% CI) p value

Extent of surgery
TAH-BSO
TAH-BSO and LND ≤10
TAH-BSO and LND >10

reference
0.83 (0.65–1.05)
0.67 (0.50–0.89)

0.124
0.006

Adjuvant therapy
None
Radiotherapy
Chemotherapy
Chemoradiation

reference
0.65 (0.55–0.77)
0.66 (0.49–0.89)
0.25 (0.14–0.47)

<0.001
0.006

<0.001
Age

<70 years
≥70 years

reference
1.58 (1.35–1.84) <0.001

FIGO stage
I
II
III
IV

reference
1.60 (1.13–2.29)
2.17 (1.76–2.68)
2.48 (1.69–3.65)

0.009
<0.001
<0.001

Myometrial invasion
Less than half
More than half

reference
1.61 (1.36–1.90) <0.001

Distant metastasis
No
Yes

reference
1.47 (0.99–2.18) 0.054

TAH-BSO, total abdominal hysterectomy with bilateral salpin-
go-oophorectomy; LND ≤10, lymph node dissection of 10 nodes 
or less; LND >10, lymph node dissection of more than 10 nodes.
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removed. The improved survival in the LND > 10 sub-
group could be explained by a higher probability of re-
moval of all metastatic nodes when more than 10 nodes 
are removed. Another explanation could be that these pa-
tients are cared for by more specialized surgeons or can-
cer centers.

When LND is performed, adjuvant treatment may im-
prove survival when the nodes are positive but not when 
the nodes are negative. Apparently, cases with positive 
nodes are at an increased risk of recurrence despite LND. 
This finding corresponds to the recent findings of the 
PORTEC-3 trial, which investigated the benefit of adju-
vant treatment for other histologic types of high-risk en-
dometrial cancer [16]. A clinical consequence could be to 
omit adjuvant treatment when nodes are negative. Prefer-
ably, these findings should be confirmed in a randomized 
trial of adjuvant treatment for UCS. Nonetheless, it is an 
argument in favor of LND for staging purposes at this 
point. As to the type of adjuvant treatment, Wright et al. 
[12] evaluated adjuvant RT in 1,819 patients with early-
stage UCS also from the SEER database. In accordance 

with our findings, adjuvant RT improved OS, but only in 
cases where LND had been omitted. In another study in-
cluding 2,461 cases from the SEER database, adjuvant 
treatment was related to improved survival for patients 
with advanced disease [11]. This may be because of lymph 
node metastasis in advanced disease, since we found im-
proved survival among patients with positive nodes. The 
relation remained significant in a multivariate analysis 
including FIGO stage.

A few small studies have described a possible survival 
advantage with adjuvant CT similar to that with RT. In a 
small retrospective study on 111 patients with early-stage 
UCS, CT was related to improved survival [13]. Survival 
was similar with CT and RT and further improved with 
RCT. In an even smaller sample of 49 cases, RCT had a 
positive effect on survival, similar to that of RT alone [17]. 
In our large retrospective cohort, we also found a surviv-
al advantage for CT when LND was omitted or the nodes 
were positive. The HRs for CT and RT are within a simi-
lar range, in accordance with a randomized study com-
paring adjuvant RT with CT [18]. That study randomized 

Table 4. Multivariable Cox regression analysis of overall survival after TAH-BSO plus LND stratified by lymph 
node status (n = 273)

TAH-BSO + LND, nodes negative
(n = 129)

TAH-BSO + LND, nodes positive
(n = 75)

HR (95% CI) p value HR (95% CI) p value

Adjuvant therapy
None
Radiotherapy
Chemotherapy
Radiochemotherapy

reference
0.65 (0.39–1.09)
1.47 (0.42–5.10)
0.68 (0.20–2.34)

0.100
0.544
0.545

reference
0.17 (0.07–0.39)
0.40 (0.19–0.84)
0.04 (0.03–0.18)

<0.001
0.015

<0.001
Age

<70 years
≥70 years

reference
1.72 (1.09–2.72) 0.021

reference
2.02 (1.06–3.85) 0.032

FIGO stage
I
II
III
IV

reference
1.59 (0.56–4.48)
1.70 (0.83–3.46)
1.30 (0.17–10.02)

0.383
0.145
0.798

–
–
reference
1.22 (0.41–3.64) 0.722

Myometrial invasion
Less than half
More than half

reference
0.99 (0.61–1.59) 0.955

reference
1.37 (0.64–2.95) 0.417

Metastasis
No
Yes

reference
1.18 (0.06–21.94) 0.914

reference
1.55 (0.50–4.80) 0.446

TAH-BSO, total abdominal hysterectomy with bilateral salpingo-oophorectomy; LND, lymphadenectomy 
with removal of any number of nodes.
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232 patients with stage I–IV UCS and found no signifi-
cant difference in survival.

As with other retrospective studies, our study has lim-
itations related to the study design. For example, 25.1% of 
the patients who received LND had FIGO stage IIIc can-
cer compared to 1.1% of the patients without LND (p < 
0.001). Likely, this is because of upstaging of patients who 
received LND, which complicates the comparison of 
these two groups. Additionally, the relationship between 
adjuvant treatment and survival in this cohort is similar 
for RT and CT. However, the patient characteristics of 
these two groups are different. For example, the type of 
adjuvant therapy was related to FIGO stage (Table 2). Pa-
tients presenting with early-stage disease more often re-
ceived RT, whereas CT was more common for patients 
presenting with advanced-stage disease. Another issue is 
the cutoff value of 10 nodes to differentiate between 
lymph node sampling and debulking. Assuming that 
LND improves outcome, it is likely that this effect is re-
lated to the number of nodes removed. We set the cutoff 
at 10 nodes, but we are aware that this is arbitrary. As 
mentioned above, we found a similar relation to survival 
when using a cutoff of 8 or 12 nodes.

A strength of this study is the use of a large cohort of 
patients, including information on both RT and CT. In 

addition, the use of two national registries as a source of 
our data improves the reliability of these data.

In conclusion, we describe a survival advantage for 
LND in patients with UCS. In our cohort, the survival 
benefit was limited to cases where more than 10 nodes 
were removed (LND > 10). Adjuvant therapy improved 
survival when surgery was limited to TAH-BSO. When 
LND was performed, the effect of adjuvant treatment was 
limited, although adjuvant treatment was related to im-
proved survival when the nodes were positive. Consider-
ing the type of adjuvant therapy, survival with RT and CT 
was similar, whereas RCT may have further improved 
survival. Our findings can be used in counseling of pa-
tients with newly diagnosed UCS, for whom LND can 
improve survival, especially when more than 10 nodes are 
removed. It remains unclear whether adjuvant treatment 
improves survival when the lymph nodes are negative. 
When the nodes are positive, adjuvant treatment is likely 
to further improve survival.

Disclosure Statement

The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

References

 1 Boll D, Verhoeven RH, van der Aa MA, Pau-
wels P, Karim-Kos HE, Coebergh JW, van 
Doorn HC: Incidence and survival trends of 
uncommon corpus uteri malignancies in the 
Netherlands, 1989–2008. Int J Gynecol Can-
cer 2012; 22: 599–606.

 2 Nemani D, Mitra N, Guo M, Lin L: Assessing 
the effects of lymphadenectomy and radiation 
therapy in patients with uterine carcinosar-
coma: a SEER analysis. Gynecol Oncol 2008; 

111: 82–88.
 3 Amant F, Cadron I, Fuso L, Berteloot P, de 

Jonge E, Jacomen G, Van Robaeys J, Neven P, 
Moerman P, Vergote I: Endometrial carcino-
sarcomas have a different prognosis and pat-
tern of spread compared to high-risk epithe-
lial endometrial cancer. Gynecol Oncol 2005; 

98: 274–280.
 4 Cantrell LA, Blank SV, Duska LR: Uterine 

carcinosarcoma: a review of the literature. 
Gynecol Oncol 2015; 137: 581–588.

 5 Vorgias G, Fotiou S: The role of lymphade-
nectomy in uterine carcinosarcomas (malig-
nant mixed mullerian tumours): a critical lit-
erature review. Arch Gynecol Obstet 2010; 

282: 659–664.

 6 Menczer J: Review of recommended treat-
ment of uterine carcinosarcoma. Curr Treat 
Options Oncol 2015; 16: 53.

 7 Kokawa K, Nishiyama K, Ikeuchi M, Ihara Y, 
Akamatsu N, Enomoto T, Ishiko O, Motoya-
ma S, Fujii S, Umesaki N: Clinical outcomes 
of uterine sarcomas: results from 14 years 
worth of experience in the Kinki district in 
Japan (1990–2003). Int J Gynecol Cancer 
2006; 16: 1358–1363.

 8 Sagae S, Yamashita K, Ishioka S, Nishioka Y, 
Terasawa K, Mori M, Yamashiro K, Kanemo-
to T, Kudo R: Preoperative diagnosis and 
treatment results in 106 patients with uterine 
sarcoma in Hokkaido, Japan. Oncology 2004; 

67: 33–39.
 9 Temkin SM, Hellmann M, Lee YC, Abulafia 

O: Early-stage carcinosarcoma of the uterus: 
the significance of lymph node count. Int J 
Gynecol Cancer 2007; 17: 215–219.

10 Harano K, Hirakawa A, Yunokawa M, Naka-
mura T, Satoh T, Nishikawa T, Aoki D, Ito K, 
Ito K, Nakanishi T, Susumu N, Takehara K, 
Watanabe Y, Watari H, Saito T: Prognostic 
factors in patients with uterine carcinosarco-
ma: a multi-institutional retrospective study 
from the Japanese Gynecologic Oncology 
Group. Int J Clin Oncol 2016; 21: 168–176.

11 Clayton Smith D, Kenneth Macdonald O, 
Gaffney DK: The impact of adjuvant radia-
tion therapy on survival in women with uter-
ine carcinosarcoma. Radiother Oncol 2008; 

88: 227–232.
12 Wright JD, Seshan VE, Shah M, Schiff PB, 

Burke WM, Cohen CJ, Herzog TJ: The role of 
radiation in improving survival for early-
stage carcinosarcoma and leiomyosarcoma. 
Am J Obstet Gynecol 2008; 199: 536.e1–e8.

13 Cantrell LA, Havrilesky L, Moore DT, 
O’Malley D, Liotta M, Secord AA, Nagel CI, 
Cohn DE, Fader AN, Wallace AH, Rose P, 
Gehrig PA: A multi-institutional cohort study 
of adjuvant therapy in stage I–II uterine car-
cinosarcoma. Gynecol Oncol 2012; 127: 22–
26.

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
: 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f G
ro

ni
ng

en
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

12
9.

12
5.

16
6.

16
5 

- 
11

/2
8/

20
18

 2
:4

4:
33

 P
M

http://dx.doi.org/10.1159%2F000488531


Lymphadenectomy and Adjuvant 
Therapy Improve Survival with UCS

9Oncology
DOI: 10.1159/000488531

14 Galaal K, van der Heijden E, Godfrey K, Naik 
R, Kucukmetin A, Bryant A, Das N, Lopes 
AD: Adjuvant radiotherapy and/or chemo-
therapy after surgery for uterine carcinosar-
coma. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013; 

2:CD006812.
15 Casparie M, Tiebosch AT, Burger G, Blauw-

geers H, van de Pol A, van Krieken JH, Meijer 
GA: Pathology databanking and biobanking 
in the Netherlands, a central role for PALGA, 
the nationwide histopathology and cytopa-
thology data network and archive. Cell Oncol 
2007; 29: 19–24.

16 de Boer SM, Powell ME, Mileshkin L, Katsa-
ros D, Bessette P, Haie-Meder C, Ottevanger 
PB, Ledermann JA, Khaw P, Colombo A, 
Fyles A, Baron MH, Jürgenliemk-Schulz IM, 
Kitchener HC, Nijman HW, Wilson G, 
Brooks S, Carinelli S, Provencher D, Hanzen 
C, Lutgens LCHW, Smit VTHBM, Singh N, 
Do V, D’Amico R, Nout RA, Feeney A, Ver-
hoeven-Adema KW, Putter H, Creutzberg 
CL; PORTEC Study Group: Adjuvant chemo-
radiotherapy versus radiotherapy alone for 
women with high-risk endometrial cancer 
(PORTEC-3): final results of an international, 
open-label, multicentre, randomised, phase 3 
trial. Lancet Oncol 2018; 19: 295–309.

17 Menczer J, Levy T, Piura B, Chetrit A, Altaras 
M, Meirovitz M, Glezerman M, Fishman A: A 
comparison between different postoperative 
treatment modalities of uterine carcinosarco-
ma. Gynecol Oncol 2005; 97: 166–170.

18 Wolfson AH, Brady MF, Rocereto T, Mannel 
RS, Lee YC, Futoran RJ, Cohn DE, Ioffe OB: 
A gynecologic oncology group randomized 
phase III trial of whole abdominal irradiation 
(WAI) vs cisplatin-ifosfamide and mesna 
(CIM) as post-surgical therapy in stage I–IV 
carcinosarcoma (CS) of the uterus. Gynecol 
Oncol 2007; 107: 177–185.

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
: 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f G
ro

ni
ng

en
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

12
9.

12
5.

16
6.

16
5 

- 
11

/2
8/

20
18

 2
:4

4:
33

 P
M

http://dx.doi.org/10.1159%2F000488531

	TabellenTitel
	TabellenFussnote
	StartZeile
	Zwischenlinie

	CitRef_1: 
	CitRef_2: 
	CitRef_3: 
	CitRef_4: 
	CitRef_5: 
	CitRef_6: 
	CitRef_7: 
	CitRef_8: 
	CitRef_9: 
	CitRef_10: 
	CitRef_11: 
	CitRef_12: 
	CitRef_13: 
	CitRef_14: 
	CitRef_15: 
	CitRef_16: 
	CitRef_17: 
	CitRef_18: 


