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Changes of the oncoproteins of breast cancer treated

with neoadjuvant chemotherapy
Peng Jianheng',Li Hongyuan®
(1. Department of Health Examination ;2. Department of Endocrine and Breast Surgery,
The First Affiliated Hospital of Chongqing Medical University)

[ Abstract]Objective ; To evaluate the changes of the oncoproteins of breast cancer treated with neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NAC) (Do
cetaxel+Epirubicin/Pirarubicin+Cyclophosphamide ). Methods : From 2012 to 2013, 112 patients treated with NAC were included in
this retrospective study. Data were analyzed using chi-square and i—test. Results . The highest changing rate from positive to negative
was Ki—67(37.5%) ,while the lowest rate was estrogen receptor(ER) and P53 (both 16.1%) respectively. The highest changing rate
from negative to positive was P53(16.1%) ,while the lowest rate was Ki—67(2.7%). Significant changes were observed in ER(P=0.043),

Ki-67(P<0.001) HER2(P=0.035),breast cancer subtype(P<0.001) and proliferative fraction of Ki—67 (P<0.001). Conclusion .NAC

could make oncoproteins change. General information,such as age,obesity,lymph node,etc has a relationship with the changes of on—
coproteins.
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U MR S 3S) 5 Luminal B AL (N2 UATA
JPECE AR ERsR WUR S22 ) 1 FEH =X )
X 2 AN ) Bh AR L EEPEA T A ROE SR TR,
DR 0 Jie 9 2 10 7 0 A 7L e S B v R A R
BERIVE R, e SR BB IR 7 RS
HAFE R IR, i 23 NAC S8R Y7 UG , A0 24355
F14)Je e 4 L P e 2 1 2 R AR U . AR R R
HEAT I L S B 1) 43 B R e AR ST AT 1Y
T Ty T AR A AR E RO, R N REAUAY
R — R P 2H Ak (immunohistochemistry, THC ) K il
2ELER 2R A2 1K (estrogen receptor, ER) P EZ
ﬁi(progesterone receptor, PR) HER2 Ki-67 P53 s
PR Rl AT N0 IR (B0 BB 1A 3R T 7 58, T
JE MR 2 W (T ARUIER A ZL IR e 41 2l 52 % 1) i
TAHZ) PR THC 25 R385 3 R G finyre, i, A
SCHY H Y NAC J7 oK HUS-9 B 56 42 22 fif (patho—
logical complete response, pCR) FR A F4) R BT R
T340 BT, WA 2L 1 s 2 200 b e 2 11 ) S B A2 4k
TR,

| BHETS

1.1 & 74

L2012 4F 51 2013 4R 5 PR B RN 4@ 56 — B2 B A
B4 D P LM g ER A R R BT X 42 4 S5 0 IR (core
needle biopsy, CNB) BHEfJ IS T FIERIE 4 A~ T NAC 7%
(Z VUM BE+ K 22 B /M 22 FL B+ PRI IBE R ) , X NAC R 19
JEELFN THC JEMAHT, AdLBEIL 112 A, 238 it
MR W SALE B AL BIRAEES R TTHE 2L (body mass
index, BMI) A 1800 A=A WL ABO 1LY T 4 212
3 IR AL HRIRZETY ER PR P53 Ki-67 Fl HER2 4§
R TIEGRIAT ., HRE R E 2 RRE 2 BMI=24 1A
JJE T, A F IO T AR S AR, o
PR LA B iR AW BRI E R A MR ER 25
O, IR IR0 . 3~5 23 9 T B (k) ,6~7 20
I (H51k) ,8~95r A ML (fIesr1k) .
1.2 THC &RH =

CNB 1 NAC Ja FARYIBR A FLAR 5k 25 A SR A
W RERI I (B #7530 o ARAE S P 1)
2E % ER (PR P53 Ki-67 Fll Exb-B2 #EATIA4NF1Y . . ER>
10% A N2 P . AR4E 2013 4F ST Gallen H5iH, PR>20%4 Bl
FHEE X 43 Luminal A %15 Luminal B 253 iR 988 A0 vERR M |
ATRBHEIR 20%4E K PR BRI 0 I W 43 B A 2 5L, IR A 3¢

TEWE PR>20% AN S FHIER P53 Feik>10%IA K w22 iAT,
S Ki-67 HIBRIES B AR R KRR FRE L
5 =20%1E 0 Ki-67 @35 RS BE . It A SGA
Ki-67=20% A #6359, HER2 4558405 . 3+IA A& M 1+
IR B s 240N T BE , MIAT 9 CIRN A5k A, 45 AR
AP WA HER2 PR LRI 7 2 14 55 2 b o 2 iR
2013 4F ST Gallen HARHF 75325 (36 1)8,

F1 % 13JF St Gallen EFRZLARE S I AIFLIREIL R 5y 28

Tab.1 the 13th St Gallen international expert consensus on

breast cancer subtype

[GEEpieS IR — RERRAR 42
ERFI PR fHPE, HER2 BT,
Luminal A Luminal A-like
Ki-67<14%
LR FHE, HER2 B
Luminal B-like HEVAHZL T &2 —:
(HER2 Btk ) Ki-67=14%
PR<20%
Luminal B
ER BEM:
Luminal B-like HER2 it kol i1
(HER2 fRtE:) ATAT Ki-67
{EfT PR
HER2F HER2 3 ik 1t
Erb B2 Pk BUE 7 /N
(JE luminal ) ERY5 PR B4
Basal-like =AM ER 5 PR 1
(RN ) (SR HER2 Bk
1.3 %itsk

K1 SPSS 17.0 BT HAIT A0, B FH A |
BMIT R 18 B i 2 1 2R 5O TR OB, SR A4 Bl A
WEEFoR , A2 AR NE A T 43300 s 4 1 1 AR
B SFERR N ROk, 4 NAC )5 ER PR .,P53 Ki-67
(RS- R I TRCFEAS 1 ¢ K86, NAC il A4 iR 2 1
A FL AR 98 W 7Y 19 AR A2 B T BCFE L, 43 51Kk H MeNemar
F1 McNemar—bowker 76 5628 J W HAR L 5 HoAG Giit2r 2 5%
Fifrsga 26 14 AR A S — B DL A SEE TR R O R, K
7K 2=0.05,,

2 #® R
2.1 —fER
W2,

22 NAC #1589 96 B & Rk b oL

XA I 45 SRR T W, I ies 2 (3 BH 4 3 A s R RAIG
43914 Ki-67 Fl HER2(75.9% vs. 42%) , AL e FRE 2 8%
ALY B ER #1 HER2(56.2% vs.32.1%) , ALJ7 )5 Ki-
67 BB IE AR IR ok, Ik 3 34.8% , ALI7 IS (R B R B
41.1%,, P53 PR AIBAH R AT P 5 28 e/ . XS
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S5 0 g 2 1 AR AR DL R AT FE R R O R, A B ER(P=
0.043) Ki-67(P<0.001) #1 HER2 (P=0.035) [l 25 b LA 5831
FEX(ER3),

®2 RBEYMEHELRER

Tab.2 General information of patients/cancer

2 SEIME + bR 2 IE (% )
R (%) 48.6+8.2
BMI (kg/m?) 24.0£2.9

=24 56(50.0)

<24 56(50.0)
HFE A (m?) 1.57£0.12
A

P ik 68(60.7)

%% 44(39.3)
i i

A 41(36.6)

B 19(17.0)

0 41(36.6)

AB 11(9.8)
JEAPE

£’y 45(40.2)

9 43(38.4)

R 24(21.4)
Tk

1 73(65.2)

=2 39(34.8)
HEERE 2

T 112(100.0)
A

Vi 50(44.6)

V&l 62(55.4)
SR

Ah 1 70(62.5)

HARGIR 42(37.5)
T 534

T, 35(31.3)

T, 65(58.0)

T; 7(6.2)

T, 5(4.5)
o

I 6(5.4)

I 95(84.8)

m 11(9.8)
S5

0 41(36.6)

1~3 38(33.9)

=4 33(29.5)

2.3 NAC WG M98 & & 69 T o7

XA T 2 AR AT T R B (3R 4) ,NAC i i
SRR A A T ORI FR EE A s AR At /D R 22 1 43 S
HER2(20.5% ) Fll Ki-67(40.2%) . H1 FEPERE AR J B M & A= %
I PR Ki-67(37.5%) , A8 AR i i /N J& HER2(15.2%)
T 2 A B RG AR A BRPE AR DL BB B AR R , A b A R i 2
P53(13.3%) , fe /02 Ki—67(2.7%) o A3 A4k mi i g
H B Rk R (£ 5),ER P53 MU Rk R TH5 i PR
I Ki-67 BEAIR, i — L orHr K, B Ki-67 734385k %
TE NAC HiJE A S 242557 (28.6% vs. 19.7%,P<0.001),

%3 NAC RIEMEE B FRIEFBA T ST
Tab.3 Positive and negative information of oncoproteins
before and after NAC

FH A

v fFRE S fTEr IEE P1E

ER  74(66.1) 63(562) 38(33.9) 49(43.8) 0.043
PR 53(482) 46(375) 59(51.8) 66(62.5) 0.248
P53 67(59.8) 64(57.1) 45(402) 48(42.9) 0.728
Ki-67 85(75.9) 46(41.1) 27(24.1) 66(589)  <0.001
HER2 47(42.0) 36(32.1) 65(58.0) 76(67.9) 0.035

McNemar test

fiibn

%4 NAC RIEREZEOMRMEMAEELER
Tab.4 Changes of numbers of oncoproteins
before and after NAC

By TR e rra 2 i N 1 N ¢ R 5 R 2 Y N %fojﬁfﬂl
ER 112 56(50.0) 31(27.7) 18(16.1) 7(62) 25(223)

PR 112 32(28.6) 48(42.9) 22(19.6) 10(9.0) 32(28.6)
P53 112 49(43.8) 30(26.8) 18(16.1) 15(13.4) 33(39.5)
Ki—67 112 43(38.4) 24(21.4) 42(375) 3(27) 45(40.2)
HER2 112 30(27.8) 59(52.7) 17(152) 6(53) 23(20.5)

®5 NACHIEMEEDTEHRERNEL (x£5)
Tab.5 Mean proliferative rates of oncoproteins
before and after NAC ( x +s)

EC1zR (ieadi (ergdr ofl PH
ER 39.0+33.7 422373 104 0301
PR 27.0+313 24.1+317 1104 0272
P53 29.6+28.0 314297 0.662  0.509

Ki-67 28.6+19.2 19.7 +18.5 4.402 0.000

2.4 NAC 71/5 SUR R 2 B0 69 547 (& 6)

NAC HijJ5 e 71 19 & Luminal A-like HER2 FH 1 7
A= PRI | AR A9 2 Luminal B BUFLRE  E— 4 oA
J5 &I, Luminal A-like (1 LU 1 ALS T HT Y 16.1% T} w5 B4k
TR 30.4% , AR LA K AYE Luminal B-like(HER2 Bift),
I 26.8%F8AKE] 5.3%., iEidGei T, AT E S FLARE I
RIR AR GiiT 2% 22 5 (*=32.429, P=0.000) .
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*6 ZFLIRETEZE NAC BIRRIEREIES T
Tab.6 Analysis of breast cancer subtype before and after NAC

Ueids
ferri Lominal Aclike et Betike o Luminal Bike HER2HIHE =L i
(HER2 Btk ) (HER2 FHE)
Luminal A-like 14 0 0 1 3 18
Luminal B-like 14 3 7 1 5 30
(HER2 BH#E)
Luminal B-like 6 1 16 4 3 30
(HER2 B )
HER2[[44: 0 0 3 7 5 15
RIS 1 3 13 19
Hit 34 6 27 16 29 112

2.5 NAC 31/ 09I 93 % & TALEG A8 K5

WL IR 2 5 NAC Jo s B 1 AR T AH DGR 2 SRR K
6, 9 S ER (PR (P53 Ki-67 F1 HER2 97284k (FHFERH |
Bl ) 5&IAR R (£ 7). ER(P=0.016) P53 (P=
0.017) 1 Ki-67 (P=0.012) FYZAE L 545 6 R 2, Zead ilf—
o %6F Wl 4 A BE 5 BH L BH 5% PR 4321 B A R & B, P53 Ki-67
FREG A £ A R R T4T 50 2 G T ER BBASEEE (7
) 4 K EAE/INT 50 % e MR (43512 P=0.005) , Tl
X BMI 4347 )5 & BR, i 58 35 (BMI=24) &A= P53 FHFL [
nlReERR, R T S PS3 A A, PS3 FHELE B 4
PR ATE T, IR (P=0.034) , 5 H AR M A 2L C

R7 MEEATUMEXER

Tab.7 Analysis of correlations of TM and general information

FEEQISEN P OR 95%CI R AR
AR
- 0.005 4593 1.511~13.983 (P53, [H—)
0.012 2734 1240-6.012  (Ki-67,FH—F)
<50 0.005 0.89  0.824~0.968  (ER,BH—FH)
BMI
- 0.037 3.081 1.019~9.337 (P53, FH—F)
0.011 4.035 1.556~8.925  (HER2,[H—[H)
<24
T
T 0.034 0.673 0.465~0.896  (P53,FH—)
Tsy
R AE R AL
0 0.016 0313 0.120~0.822 (PR, FH—F)
=1 0.002 2.031 1.056~6.890  (HER2,FH—FH)
i
0.006 11.831 1.372~102.133 (ER,FH—FH)
AB

AR, R SEHE RS (0 50 L A 1 IR T 5 B PR
(P=0.016)F1 HER2(P=0.002) & FHELBHAY AR L . ik B 25 2 5
HRLH ER (P53 1 Ki-67 M8 (IR AL TOAH G Sk — 2k
IR 5 TR L 45 e R 1 B 5 Mg 2 1 1 AR At G S (P
>0.05, KA ) o X MBS BT &I, A B AY 5T ER 45
o 5% BHE BH7AR AL (P=0.016) , 1T HoAs ifn Y 5 g 45 (4 11 748
g S A AL AT HET /b, 5
Jibyed £ A AR I TCAR S
34t i

van de Ven S55fF) Meta 737138 i, 29 8%~33%
MR E TR 2 R 2 H IR . Hirata 558418 ,23%
(R HETE NAC J5 B ER 1 PR ARSI 21K
1 HER2 BHEE 024635050 8.29%F1 6.0% , 1%
FHA33H 7.9%H1 3.5%, TASSCHT,22.3% 10 84 ER
KA T A2, 28.6% W /¥ PR KA T 724k  HER2
PR BA AR SE BH A A8 4035350 Ry 15.2%H01 5.3% , 5
fRAE AR —F, AR ERY, Y NAC BEA Hh 24k
AN (trastuzumab ) VG I7 J5 , HER2 1 BH %% 0 B
M ERE RS 43%, BT RlAs iy LU BIAR i, RS T
T LA TR AT IR TS DOZA FARYIBR 5
HER2 FIVERY 85 (A% O S AR A PR GHEA T S0 4
o Hr, LAkt faist s HER2 FHYER £ HER2 JEA
M4 15 & B R TS 2R HER2 FHYER B EFE S
i NAC Bt A trastuzumab 1897 LU 7] PAARAS I R 2%
fi# (clinical response, CR)E, pCRE-

AR EE FIAE NAC 5 ks | HIRATT 3™
AR ARAT NAC BYRZ O ZF IR A R FAR DI R e
HEU THC 2558 2B —FWe 2 Arnedos!" L35 15
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i, ER PR Fl HER2 AYFF5%53 31K 98.2% 85% 1
98.8%., PR MIANFFG % m , 15%1 PR A —2L
HIIRG  TAS SCHGE Y2 NAC JR BYPR SRR N
28.5% , i i ()2 Ki-67, i85 40.2% , W 5 =5 F ik
ik, Ml TEZNEE ARSI ENZ
i) (22 55 HLAT W 2 OF HL THC 85 RN E 2455 1)
JRH LR RE S5 I5 T RER . (1) Bhe (%) 5 o k4
fiE, i PR R3S g R U EA S e VTR B i)
[vi]— iyl 4 2 B AS RSS2 P 10 2 28 20015
(2) VIBR MR L 2S5 1 R i st Tl ] B AS— 2, ifif 5L
U 2 bR A 1 [ R B A0 1 - AR DI B3R 14 o 928
LA (3) A [ g 2L 1 U Ko s A4 1) S A =5 22 S5
T 5 e A i PR s i P 5 SRR — B

ZertWF I H R B, A IR B F 1 AR AR AT
TE 20% DA 1, 1 FLBHEE BA 695 43 2R 25 8 TR B,
{H 2A ER(P=0.043) .Ki-67(P=0.000) Fl HER2 (P=
0.035) AL HA Ge it 2 3L 2 Ki-67 BYFH
SRS FH O B 5 R A2 R (37.5% vs. 2.7%)
HRYESCHRE 1, i R Z R4 B HER2 2048, B AW
HHAUAE  fE ER PR ZBB A brAc  HER2
HIZER AN A R 8, HER2 fOIATHE 9ARAS |
ER PR Fik R MM IR, 76 NAC B4 trastu—
zumab 556 HP LA H AR ) A0 25 SR04, St S
— WG A HER2 FHPEFLIR S , AT 2% JEHER2
FERHIFE , BRI NAC J5 B9 BEAR 45 2 75 BH
P, BI04 S8t HER2 2990677 . R AL Z0AN
H BIIGYT MALAE YL HER2 254, H 24806 FHil
Ay e it 22 Bk P (G B & H B Hi-HER2
W R e AR BB R RIIETT ) . IR
TR0 25 SR SR 22 BR SR RR TR YT IS RS 1 AR
AN JE AR STl T el

NAC 25590l UP S AN A DI 6E , v Hh K
TREAR, KL R RIS i 2 )5
ST 2RI FRAE Y FE VRN, A ER /Y
SRR AR R, KEZECT T PR A i
JeE (22 1) 1) ER AR HT#AR A2 B (20 41) ,ER T H
BT 10 6, BURE ER BG5S SA kL, A
PN RIS & | e RS U TR E I U/
% AR K FE T, MCF=7 40t B F63K 10
21 R A0l A= 1K K7 (fibroblast growth factor, FGF)
RAEAMAFHERL R LT, 7= ER T U580

ER JKFEEHIR 2B PR A F A0 (5 Bk T PR
AIFEIAFREE | I PR AR EKHET ER A975H:, PR
SR 8 b 240 B P 430 T 1 RO T PR FH
PEMIZEHENY, NAC JE5R B 1 PR 23k BAPE M e 41
U PR SR 9 B8 40 B X 0 W6 9T SR
T 20 FA T AIFRAS PR AT S e 2 AL A 2t
PRAER L EL

TERE R0 2 45 SRS A TE K X) Luminal
UL T X o3 7 AR T i — 2 s, 152
AN Z LR A P B R ZLUBE SR T S5 B
T 26 £ B 2RI T 3R 5L R 43 A b 1 14 4
A K 7 PRI 30 sl i B A ) 2L A e A o 2 v 4
JREBAFEAR A E L BitE . C4A A$EH PR
ol R E R 2 A “Luminal A #9752 LAY
BN AR, Ki-67 B2 IR KPR Ry 4 MG 58 Y br
EHW, HXF“Luminal A 792 RIFEAR FE220 A IE
P 57 PRO5E FHE (520% ) B T2 55 X 43 luminal
A #5 uminal B BUFLRREAOERAERT, BTG T
XA, WG 22502 R luminal A TR G R
BRI | AR 25T 407 0 N e,
ASCH SR PR>20%1E A 43 1 5 2647 2L i S 7Y
4325 NAC 15 FLERE W B ) e fb LA St 2¢ &
X, Luminal A-like M 16.1%38 1% 30.4%, 1] Lumi-
nal B-like(HER2 BHPE) M 26.8% FF5 5.3% , 7853
W] Luminal B-like (HER2 B ) %F Ak I7 SR, 1M
Luminal A-like BYPEEPERT, X H P Ki-67 XMLy
(A R R H A R

HEFE N F Ki-67 M RA BN & B AR H
o HRE LR S 1 TR 200 B B R 2L T 2 0 T in
J& BERE IR DNA 145 B, REAROR 2B M2 4 i) 3
J1, AE NACE N4 AR T E2ml A7 N I
BT Ki-67 BYFIAFERE 2458 7RSS, Bur-
combe FEPHBFE H | Ki—67 23K R 00 AL M ALTT 1
(1) 24.9%7% 4 18.1% 4 5498 —3, T NACH
Ki-67 (14 3R 35 M B A4 T 8 i [a) #5878 2
NAC 503 1 fe GG 0% Mo e 4 ., 340 2 Ve 240 B A
Jo7 X A7 S ) B A = A ) B FR B, A T 34
K Ki-67 3R , WIMAEALS 7 25 W) 5k 7 P53
SEIE SN AN S E R kA IF HRE
AT 2 255 DIAR R, H PS3 [ FRIA H
SPECEFEEAE NAC 5 Bgeit22 = X, MR OC
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PEM BT I & B, BREG ) 48 & AR e T, R
(P=0.034) , 13 B e 83 AR 258 /N ) 4| 2R A2 R P53
B IR I e 4 A ) 3 PR X LA R AT RN AR T
25 U, IR A A 22 AT 25 Ve S ek
AR (R SR AT RE 2 1 B G BRI £ R AT, th T RE
h Tk REALTT 25 R PR RN A P53 A% e i A 3
BRI, TPS3 SR 44 588 AL H  HER2 1 %3k
FLIE IR R 2 A TPS3 BRI 2878
AR, pS3 BT T IL T4 B I IR AR A
B, 3R pS3 1143 BERIF ST e 2 A Ah A 5 o 1
TS I R AT ST s B A= A p53 Ti6PE I 55
e 240 B Xof RSS2 1 S R R, O HL S ER 2
[ A7 AE A AR, 40 ER AT 3046 pS3 A H5 1 20 it 7
TP, BRI, AE— TR R A T 008 4l B 55 v, pS3
FEAR TR IR T 5 L SR AZ 2 7 S ke

MFLBRIE R R S22 M A B2
Nk RS AR R R girh &
A1 22 Re T 20 M T RS2 e e o A8 AR B, AN IR
FUAFEE A, 3PP 4 2 E I e A kLR 1) e A=
R RSO MR R E B4 S kA HER2 (P=
0.011) 1 P53 (P=0.037) M BH: 2] B4 i A8 4k | 3 mf
BRI AT BB ] AL P £ 008 R A 0 A A A O
WREL SR RS AR EE N H R, WA,
NAC J il 5 Ik I &5 75 2 1) R 38 T 8 ) & /1 HER2
(P=0.002) M BHPE S BAPE AR 1L, T 25 Ik L 45
FE I e i /85 A BRI R

a2 1A AS [R]85 DL XA YT 7 S8 I AR
FHUS A AR T AN B2, AR SO NAC Ji S Y
e Ao 2 (A EAT T FEAFAE L A5 T AR A B X
MILEE, ARYE DR HrEs R, B4h NAC R E A
MR A JE R AT BESE: « (1) XM P RUR B R AR B &
BRI T IS AN ) A3 AR B R A 7 AR RS )
JrIEE 20 5 (2) By 20 X A7 25 0 = A 1 A
TR I ;5 (3)AkI7 245 A0 il O 5L 70 A E VA 2R,
B0 I KT T RERREAIRES ) DU fih 2 4 T R ER,
SRR AR AE K T 2

PRI, AN BEAVHR 38 NAG T 09 90 928 20 Ak 4% 45
ERGALIBIT TR, % NAC R e & 1 2k g i
AR IR A, #7002 ER PR (HER2 FIMERY
Jifggg , an AR A P A WA T R AT, AT
BRI AR A SEAT THC 438, LA G ist I 2 5 1 1

7.
2 % X W
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