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after neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NAC) (docetaxel + epirubicin/
pirarubicin + cyclophosphamide ). Methods ; From 1 January
2012 to 31 December 2012,257 patients treated with NAC
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were included in this retrospective study.Data were compared using Chi-square, Fisher’s exact tests, likelyhood ratio or multivariate

analysis of variance,etc. Results:Of the 257 breast cancer patients receiving NAC,42(16.3%) gained pCR. Five factors were associ—

ated with pCR ;tumor grade T1 (P=0.006),estrogen receptor negative (P=0.000), progesterone receptor negative (P=0.013),Ki67

(proliferation scores >30% ,P=0.004) and giving birth to one child(P=0.032). In multivariate analysis,double negative breast cancer
(DNBC) (OR=7.248,95%CI=2.453 10 21.416),Ki67 (proliferation scores >30% ,0R=4.355,95%CI=1.513 to 12.537),giving birth
to one child(OR=3.926,95%CI=1.040 to 14.821)were found to significantly correlate with pCR. Conclusion; DNBC,Ki67 (prolifera—

tion scores >30%) , giving birth to one child are more likely to experience pCR to NAC. Childbearing history is newly identified as an

important predictor.

[Key words ]breast cancer;neoadjuvant chemotherapy ; pathological complete response;tumor grade ; immunohistochemistry ; childbear—

ing history

i B LY T (neoadjuvant chemotherapy, NAC)7E
FLI R BRTETRT Th )z 452, AT Ly i
TR A iR ], A ] AR Al TR 3
BETTORFLT AR BUMESR | 38w ARG I Jie e X Ak 24
Y U | 2% 0 A 1 G B i S50, SR
52, NAC J5 B 5 4 2% f# (pathological complete re—
sponse , pCR) [ £ 3 To I HE A7 K (disease free sur—
vival , DFS) FlLEL A= 472K (overall survival,0S) BH i $i
Ene4 . BT, NAC J5HY pCR 2L ENTE 6%~26%:2 ],
{EX NAC J5ik %] pCR A0 S7 T PR 2R A ) — 2L
EEIE . AWFFEE X B EATT I SR AAH G &
30, EEH PSRBT pCR BAHCH R,
HBE R E M RIRIT TR

1 #RERE

11 EHFH

LB A A BE 2012 4F 1 H & 2012 4E 12 H IR
730 44 J R VR FL R g R A A IE R R b B 2 A
0.27%, PITH% 0558 (core needle biopsy, CNB) B H2
Wi SERUERIE 4 DRI NAC 7 58 (2 P 38+ 3850 LU R
o B+ BRGNS, 4k 257 A (FLoRHT
CNB br A s 41 AL e 5 i s 1 3 147 N, 3k 75 pCR 11
A 32 N) . EUAURBIE L AR 28~69 %, 135 (48.3 =
8.4)% , MZHIHYEA 143 191(55.6%) , 2 W & 114 41
(44.4%) , VI35 %50 (body mass index, BMI) K 23.7 +
2.9, # & (BMI =24) FUIE B (BMI =28) €43 31| 4 43.6%
7.0%, FYRETF (body surface area, BSA)H 1.6 +0.1, Il
A A B.OAB B 43 L 43 i R 34.0% 24.1% 34.4% |
7.5%, FEHLEE T HEMMNSR 5 AR A4 (50
H 42% 37.7%F1 20.3%) s MIEE B EERS N AF 1| %

THMENETH(67.19%F 32.9%) , W T 434, T1 3 (e
KA2<2 em)89 A(34.6%),T2 (2 em</F K2 <5 cm)
149 A (58.0%) , T3 (g3 KA%E>5 em) Fl T4 (FRAL LA B 7 ik
FHLO) 0 2.7% 4.7%., FEEA 249 £ (96.9%) , /1N
M 2 44, HAYELBR SRR 6 24 (R 1),
1.2 NAC 57 - Ar A

NAC JEA7 T ARYIBR 1 56 5 FLR R L 25 20 2LH0 AT 1 13k
BERA  FLIR I B 25 HRoR i P S T8 AT %, 8 UM pCR.,
X NAC Jg HA RS e B o 2 IS T pCR 7,
1.3 Sfgasaess RAE

CNB A4 NAC J5VIBR I ZLAR 5 ik L A5 AR AR 28U
FIRERR2ER B2 BT = (B #4737 . ER .PR>10%1\
IR, PS3 Fik>10%IN R Ead A Ki6T Hi{H%>13%
AR IR BE RS, T ARSCELZ Her—2 Soe 1 AbA5 L, Ik
20 Her=2 Y4701 | EFLIRE 5> 72534 luminal 775
(245 luminal A F1 luminal B) FIl DNBC (445 Her—2/neu %!
F1 Basal-like %), #3455 3 [E ifs PRIYRE 752 (American Society
of Clinical Oncology ) F13 [EJi B Z 2% 23 (College of American
Pathologists ) BUHERE , FRAS H 2 /D AEAE 1% 09 IR AR Y ER |
PR FHPERETT LA ER F1 PR B2 BHEEY . B T4 SCIA K
ER<10%}BAM:, I, 22 L ER 53R 19%~109% ML,
FIRFRAMET 1%H0 ER ek, FETF Fasching FHIEH Ki67 14
FEE 53805 pCR R I IEARDC, i3 Ki67 M35 [ 434K
T 30%~40% 2 1013545 pCR 1) Lb Bl e iy, PR AR SC
Ki67 458 H 4358 3091 s 647 4307, FIWT Ki67 55 pCR
PAHDGHE
1.4 “SitoHr

XIS HCR SPSS 17.0 A T4 F A0 B, XH4F
#% BML,BSA | It 8 A= FAHOL T 438 e A Akbric %2
BORH R TR, A 4 RITKig e P<0.05 128 i T
Z IR E logistic MM, 7R FH )5 i 20 B8R e 0, %
BEREBRIE N 0.1, ISR 5 pCR MAHDENE, SUNKE L,
Ry R8N 2 B [E T U S BT (R R 95 7K 7 0=0.05
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2.1 NAC #57#

17 CNB WIBR S | o8 brdE 4 A JEI NAC 7 %8
(Z Vb FE+ K T2 LML ST B+ IR BERG ) 99 A3t 257
A, Hr3R15 pCR A 42 A, pCR %K 16.3%,

2.2 NAC B #1% pCR #9 Tl B & 09 — A i 0U8 B & o547

SRR BMI BSA I A 5 pCR JoAH &Mk (A SCRHERS |
BMI BSA 47T T 24 Gt e g2 8 1R
1), AZGIEHR MYz g G225, mixt b & it s
R, B L REGHER TG FE L (P=0.054), £ &
I MEFREE S pCR RIEA G, pCR 41 T1 & 54.8%), 1M
no—pCR 2 A 30.7%, A8 HA Geit24 22 5+ (P=0.002) . K5
XFT1 A T2 43 AT ROTR S, KB T15 pCR A
(F1),

23 IHC FeyF A 547

2.3.1 NAC G345 pCR 1Y THC A5 BRI R MR 2) AR
CNB #r A THC i35 myi 13k 147 A, 3745 pCR 1A 32
N, TEFFA B4 THC (9 CNB brAH  ER FHE 90 i, &
61.2%,PR BAYE 70 4, (5 47.6%, DNBC A 52 4, 535.4% , %}
PG 53 T Y () 43 A7 & B, luminal 37 JE DNBC (93 2
5 (64.6% vs. 35.4%) , P53 FAPER 60.5%., 1M Ki67 45 K5
RS IR A 115 A1 78.2%,

32 3345 pCR 1 CNB ¥R 1, ER PR KFB5-0
BHE 205 i 68.8%H11 71.9%, 12 BIFEFH A luminal V.Y 1
DNBC A 20 ], 535 i 37.5%F1 62.5%;Ki67 i FE ik 274,
i 84.4% ;P53 BAYEF 20 #, (5 62.5%, Xt 115 £y no—pCR
CNB R HR A0 HH  ER PR 635 5 pCR WITFAH 2, Kk
I3 HBETE, T3 R 69.6%F1 53% , %431 R3S K,
luminal W78 77 43 R B G 85 T DNBC 5L, 4351 K 73% Fil
27%. T Ki67 F1 P53 BRI DNBC W ASEA 3, 4351
i 76.5%F1 60%.,

XS A S 43 3R ALK R Pearson = 77 K FiT X
Feffiit, &8 ER Bi#E PR Bt \DNBC WA 5 pCR AHC, M
P53 FHPEAN Ki67 BHM:JCH SGH: (A Ki67>30% 5 pCR 2 I1EAH
Ko ER.PRAGFKESA 11 HIF1 16 B, 5 7.5%F1 10.9% 1%
FORYURIERIC AN BUS pCR TG #2257 (R RS, B
XK IR AR = 1% 25301 IG5, HA ER B8R4 5pCR
HAMKNE(P=0.032) (£ 2),

2.32  NACHRHARME pCR M K Z 2 2001 (5 3)

AR RS R M T 4030 4= B 8 ER (PR \Ki67>30%
5 pCR A ARSCHE . XL ERRH#ATZ W R 57, A & H
NAC JEIIE5 5 pCR EHR 1, no—pCR WE R 0, AZE =R T
4341 THC 43 F IR (DNBC 1 luminal ) (Ki67 (A48 30%) |

%1 NAC J5%%5 pCR WHINE ZH— R 1ER BE RS
Tab.1 Univariate analysis of general information of predictors
gained pCR after NAC

pCRAIEL no-pCR i

SSE(%) (%) (%) YE P
FRR (%)
<40 45(17.5) 10(222) 35(77.8)
>40 212(82.5) 32(15.1) 180(84.9) 1379  0.240
<45 91(354) 16(17.6) 75(82.4)
>45 166(64.6) 26(15.7) 140(84.3) 0.158 0.691
<50 154(59.9) 22(14.3) 132(85.7)
=50 103(40.1) 20(19.4) 83(80.6) 1.189 0.276
<55 190(73.9) 29(15.3) 161(84.7)
=55 67(26.1) 13(19.4) 54(80.6) 0.621 0431
BMI
<20 20(7.8)  1(5.0) 19(95.0) 1240 0.265
>20 237(92.2) 41(17.3) 196(82.7)
=24 112(43.6) 18(16.1) 94(83.9) 0.011 0918
<24 145 (56.4) 24(16.6) 121(83.4)
<28 239(93) 38(15.9) 201(84.1) 0.453 0.501
=28 18(7)  4(222) 14(77.8)
BSA
<16 155(60.3) 23(14.8) 132(85.2) 0.646 0.422
=16 102(39.7) 19(18.6) 83(81.4)
<17 232(90.3) 35(15.1) 197(84.9) 2.753  0.097
=17 25(9.7)  7(28)  18(72)
ez T 4341 0.002
T1 89(34.6) 23(25.8) 66(74.2) 7.501  0.006
T2 149(58.0) 19(12.8) 130(87.2)
T3 7(2.7) 0 7(100)
T4 12(4.7) 0 12(100)
1M 7Y 0.705
A 82(34) 13(15.9) 69(84.1)
B 58(24.1) 12(20.7) 46(79.3)
AB 18(7.5)  3(16.7) 15(83.3)
0 83(34.4) 11(133) 72(86.7)
SR ARSI 5.823  0.054
7 78(37.7) 12(15.4) 66(84.6)
Bk 87(42.0) 17(19.5) 70(80.5)
B 42(203)  2(4.8) 40(95.2)
AT
1 139(67.1) 26(18.7) 113(81.3) 4.621  0.032
=2 68(32.9) 5(7.4) 63(92.6)
HEMRE
IEH 143(55.6) 23(16.1) 120(83.9) 0.900
a2z 114(44.4) 19(16.7) 95(83.3)
AT S
S 249(96.9) 41(16.5) 208(83.5)
N9 2(0.8) 0 2(100)
Fif 6(23)  1(16.7)  5(83.3)
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ARG, A E R SULER 3, St ZRENPTRF . 5 7.248,95%C1=2.453~21.416) Fl Ki67>30%( OR=4.355,95%Cl=
Ji At (OR=3.926,95%CI=1.040~14.821) . DNBC W% (OR= 1.513~12.537) /& pCR 7 T R 2%

%2 NAC J5%7%5 pCR MM E Z#J IHC E R R E R
Tab.2 Univariate analysis of IHC information of predictors gained pCR after NAC

BBIE(%)  pCRBIFL(%)  no—pCRBIEL(%) P OR 95%ClI
ER
[0S 57(38.8) 22(38.6) 35(61.4) 0.000 5.029 2.157~11.724
PR 90(61.2) 10(11.1) 80(88.9)
PR
BT 77(52.4) 23(29.9) 54(70.1) 0.013 2.887 1.230 ~ 6.776
PR 70(47.6) 9(129) 61(87.1)
P53
[ 58(39.5) 12(20.7) 46(79.3) 0.798 1111 0.496 ~ 2.490
PR 89(60.5) 20(22.5) 69(77.5)
ki67
A 32(21.8) 5(15.6) 27(84.4) 0.341 1.657 0.581 ~ 4.721
FE 115(78.2) 27(235) 88(76.5)
B2 |1
DNBC 52(35.4) 21(404) 31(59.6) 0.000 5.173 2.338 ~ 11.956
lunimal 95(64.6) 11(11.6) 84(88.4)
ER
ON 46(31.3) 15(32.6) 31(674) 0.032
=1% 101(68.7) 17(16.8) 84(83.2)
PR
ek 61(41.5) 16(26.2) 45(73.8) 0.270
=1% 86(58.5) 16(18.6) 70(81.4)
[HC 43 F A (ER/PR G )
luminal 105(71.4) 19(18.1) 86(81.9) 0.088
DNBC 42(28.6) 13(31.0) 29(69.0)
Ki67
<30% 96(65.3) 14(14.4) 83(85.6)
>30% 51(34.7) 18(34.6) 34(65.4) 0.004 3.140 1.401 ~ 7.020
% 3 NAC 5315 pCR Wl E = E E &A1
Tab.3 Multivariate analysis of predictors gained pCR after NAC
S5 A 75 B E EVEER Wald P1H OR 95% CI
T
T1 1 1.040 3.636 0.057 2.830 0.971 8.245
T2~T4 0
HC 43R5 2
DNBC 1 1.981 12.840 0.000 7.248 2.453 21.416
luminal 0
Ki67
>30% 1 1.471 7.441 0.006 4.355 1513 12.537
<30% 0
A H B
1 1 1.368 4.072 0.044 3.926 1.040 14.821

=2 0
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J T i ASRAS AR IR YT AR MBS |, A
L1 NAC 3t A5 0 B SCHAE T QP A
(R RF 1 s Qi PRI AR )7 % . 7F NSABP (National
Surgical Adjuvant Breast and Bowel Project) ) B-18
T A H R BT 9 4 BUS pCR AR AR
DFS H1 OR 4351 75%F1 85% , W AT no—pCRFY
I N (58% 1 73%) , J5i K ) NSABP B-27 55 5t H
WIS T AR 25 5, R L, AR IRLE R 25 5 pCR
B, BB 10T T SR MK
AIBIT IR AT A AR5 N L,

MR A F T pCR A5, HfE WA S
&, A, LW EFIHERXT NAC FRCRA
UL A WS N C = g i | EE = GEE AN A I N @0
JEARNEA T 1 miget, BREAEE 1 AT 2 pCR
P sEmR R 2R 2R E 2 HUS pCR ik
4 4%, ATLAE AR 14 MR
X NAC PRSP (RS RBCR = & 2 i R 1Y
0S Fl DFS, 5 ZAEJG SE o8 rh b 1 788 15, PRt
Ah, BE AR BMI BSA  H &5 pCR B
AR A SCHRARED, BMI=25 #3255
3 pCR., A 1 75 2 5 22 (1% 8 v A 1 5000 0 — 25 10T
5%, WFFEUESE T1 /& pCR AT U PR 2002 e
/N R S ) BUS: pCR, X 5 5 A S i 4518 A
—3, ZHFRSHT, T ASE pCR BYFNA 2, T3 . T4
1 iebygd P41 R & S pCR ., I R b, X5 T 6 A LA
FE N NAC 19 B AN ZERAS pCR, T2 6/ e
AARFR AR ANTT R R AR | 4 USRI 58 48 D) B i
Je iR R Y DS AT OS,

1F ETOBC (European Cooperative Trial in Oper—
able Breast Cancer)X} NAC 228w M489  ER
PR BIE S pCR ME—AHIC A AR I 3T 25 16t Al
Berry %5 1) — I R AUAFFEA]— 2, 7E Carey 255
52 (n=107) ,DNBC L FE I H B & 19 pCR (5
WK 36% K1 27%) , 1 luminal V.5 A pCR A 43 1
K 7%, B S S FIHEFLIRE R pCR H 7032
luminal BYREZH AT pCR 1Y 12 £519, ASCH  DNBC
1E(ER \PR<10%) B JE25%) NAC J5 19 pCR [ 47
K 40.4% , J2& luminal MEF) pCR A 43 HLAIIT 7.3
£, R W] B2 DNBC HAT# s ae F ok ge s, 1
A O T S n AR PR, X T R AR

et 2S5 5 B R ER 8 PR Rk AR T 10%11)
B RN RELA 5 EFRZE NAC, M4 ER FI(E)PR
PP A2 5 B pCR, AT REJZ HH T luminal P 7Y
o AT = A I A 30 AN BUSS . TOMOFUMI
SERIIE AT R, T A 4 28 )5 A N U pCR B J2:
ER B, X FIrA 4e 2 ai i A, K843 pCR kA
#BAE ER B, fE48 285 R, AL SIS 4
BERILI o ARFITJE N, AT AN A B0, i L
FRAZ BN BEER, X AT AR, 1L
ST B U R D REANHI T R ER PHMEARZE 2 A
A% pCR M EZ R A A 4005 ER (PR
JeAESME, T Tuminal VSRS P40 A96 97 2050 B L
T R BUHT i BN 3 MR T R — N e, AE
2009 4 St.Gallen 2318 b, JEIR/INH B IS FITAT REAG:
ME] ER B9 N S0 N 43R YT . 1114 3C ER (PR Ik
FKik b 7.5%F1 10.9% ,iX#50 Nl figes b 3R 4 .
NOAH(Neoadjuvant Herceptin study )58 ESE , AR
FRUEALIFBE A herceptin AHHHBIA YT I EAU AT
DI R R 1Y pCR E 432 08, I HAEHE S DFS™,
I I, FEANARAR IR TT T %8 b, Bl Bl oA 0 (R 1) )
ST IRTT R R AT LU X NAC AU A
PRHETRTT 7

A Ki67 5 pCR JG I B AH &M | 1 Ki67>
30%5 pCR HA MM &2 HE 0T, Ki67>30 &
pCR A ST TR R 25 2 — , 3X— 1555 Yerushalmi 55
L —8, BE—B gt s 2K b e 1%
tH, DNBC WA Ki67 =ik (B5H A 4348>30%) 1)
pCR Z AR R A 4.2 4%, 3 — 00k PR 1 24
HA 2R TR X,

NAC JEHUS pCR —A R F EEW B AT,
B OS F DFS 7] LAZRASIH 2 Al s% NSABP B-
18 Fil B=27 WF5¥3i HAg S pCR I BE 1) OSHI
DFS B2 & F no—pCR 34, KL, pCR 7] LUIVE A i
B ) — PP AR, 2 0T LE AT NACZY
YRR K s 4 S R DTS TR) T A R R R
Caudle PR RAEIE R MR 445 ) I TXINAC
S I R AT R B, S I R 3 3% , il ST T
DFE PR ALFE  SBAPEZLIRE 5 Ki67 Rk %5049k
JrEE T A3 BRI A | XA 255 5 HUS pCR A 2kST
HFEbR A EE RN R (R PR AN & B
I DFS Fi1 OS Ay FiliFE 45 2, ZEALHE Ki67 12X
R rh ) S R R A FE AR R, 24
TE Harbeck S5 [ o520 A5 21 T UEBH | 1717 i 386 4
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12 pCR A7 0 R 22 84 pCR Rl &2 %
(1) Ki67 45 iy 3 78 DR 1) 3Rk R A5 A7 3 o, 77
BOH D IAESE  Ju P pCR I FLIIE & A
R, MU B 7E 47.2 A X5 FAR AT )7
T NFP TFARATE R LS T = IR 5

1775307, KB 5 AT N2 a5 & i — 1 J3 )
I%E TMX pCR B A5 & 1 0 PR 2875 ZE 08 2 1)
R

Zi FJFidk ,DNBC Ki67>30% EH 1 N 12
pCR A8 N7 T30 PR 26, 85 %o 2L Mo 98 XU Ay T 7 vk
M+ E R R . A IR YT RGE
HUEHREEZEEMN, £F 1 METEHE NAC
i pCR %%?éﬁ%%ﬁ‘ﬂ‘é@ BT EAE LU
KRR SE h AT i — 2P IR

Z % X #
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