mmmPrimary systemic

of breast cancer

v 1 v
I'Iaﬁmsrm%i\tLmuuihﬂﬁqiﬂﬂivnaumami
Fnaniey (local therapy F9laun N13RFA
LA RN LAY N TN AT HATIINS (system|c
v
therapy) snauhumammﬁm:mmﬂmﬂmm
muhm\tﬂ anfiau mmumum 41 ALEes L
w3 targeted - therapy L°Itu monoclonal anti-
v
HER-2 antibody (trastuzumab) wWuaw aan
sz@nEn1nae systemic therapy 711uns
fnwnanuazifunisinenInsgIuresisn
- 1 v dI v ~
nvifalusvazunsnszanalluaaf lauan a0
1 v v v v
wianitlagninunlalunisdneuzifaaiunly
1 1 1 [} 1 v
svaelsadeluwnsnszany Tdnauuwmdunen
s 7 A A o~ a
NzFumuunNaunalugyursednisqgnainsny
v
RamiaUITaNIaN 9B N LA UT LTI UUNLA I
[ v v Y v 1 1 ] v
AnanunmaeslasnusianawsnEulalasunisg
1 1 1 ¥ 1
ARadudelugnsanfneentannanialy
v v
arunsnpaunnlsala Ananaufa@snwine
RENLALY LT inflammatory breast cancer w7
locally advanced inoperable breast cancer GR
v v v L.
TuTaqiuduualunaesnislaaiuaniiiunin
1% 1 v 1 1
s TUN1eiNEINTIFNATUNZEZ RN TN
C ey dXa
R (operable breast cancer) Tunizanan
Primary systemic therapy (PST) 178 neoadjuvant
therapy YEG preoperative (systemic) therapy
sn\tahu\mmmahmtta uuaﬂammuuauuh
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UNLUNNEY TEYNE LA5TYETTN
NULENLLTANGY NIAITIDIETAVAAT
ATUZUANYANERNT NUANEFenTealuu

mhtaumahhamﬂu PST el neunzi5ed
Lr;ftumamn Pa3¥ mastectomy WHlaLNATILEN
AYAUAINITONT breast conserving surgery
(BCT) %ﬂum\mqtﬂﬁttgqmﬂt} PST flafiafiun
azlalFaunannis e maan i (systemic
adjuvant therapy) ’aﬂ‘vmw‘ﬂi”ma mmmu
- ﬂ’tﬂ‘vt primary systemrc therapy m\‘iLLm
wsnazaasadnlsanziie fianadinisunansyans
vl:ﬂ‘t/l’ﬂu’] PP NNLDEN OIS (Micrometastases)
r;“\tLtﬁtttiﬂLL@‘Vﬂtqaahmim”gumim‘%mmwaﬂ
JCLHE La?\wrsnauwuvra'uj wisani primary
tumor Qnénean iesanninsAnEnuamas
N1SHNFALEY primary tumor aanllaznuan
occult micrometastases t/m%gﬂﬂi::ﬁ;uiu 1A38Y
NS UHNILUANS angiogenesis T 02
- mﬁ‘t; primary systemic therapy
avifudanageuaayliresuzifanennad
ﬁaﬁm‘ft‘it;t?{tﬁamhﬁLta”mmvauﬁmmtgqtth
mﬂfmttamaﬂwmwﬂqrﬂmhauaumhamam
LLihmiuﬂuiahaahmimumam‘lummamth
namennsinEning wla luanedinnslveuds
AsEndn azlufilennafiazuenlaiaganeniln
azlanaiuuiugLagaunanazilsanauidusy
ANNN N ANAY
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Feveln L‘Ll?‘ﬂﬂuquwgm 2 szns
1197 wiazrlunssendinsesyLiosuaznis
aenlsarinsy unfeinsuiTugianasainnis
ﬁ‘ﬂi:r’]mﬂ PST 1@@m’m’1ﬂ‘1¢1 adjuvant therapy
uA nan AnEnad fundelufadngiuen
arfuay lunefitaquiud nnsfnensasuzde

dl =3 = o ' o
N @\‘1@ﬂiﬂﬂﬂ?tﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂ\‘mu'}ﬁlwuﬁﬂﬁ‘ﬂLL@Rﬁﬂ’]?

wasundasraalilsfun ez umaa Nz
Fan19lun1ssneaoe PST winlaniainazle
A994L81T WLlaaNy Ui naIn13inHINIgng
dl =l =l dl dl ¥
Lﬂaﬂul,l,ﬂmm@wulm:‘llﬂimum L 8197 9D
waauzifaduseesy LL@vﬂlﬂS\I@@’lﬂﬂ’]?ﬁﬂH’]
I L L i T Te T AT IOt PR By BH
Setuluaunan

MsANAIUSEUIREU Primary systemic therapy AU

Adjuvant chemotherapy

i = = J - ~ N ' e o ¥
NﬂqiﬂﬂHqV}Lﬂu phase Il N’]ﬂﬂll']ﬁ]‘wLﬂ?ﬂuL‘V]E]‘Uﬂ']ﬁ\sl,ﬁLﬂNUqumﬂ@uﬂqTN’]mﬂﬂUﬂqﬁqﬁ

1 1 1 1 ¥
2NgATALRIUNAINITHNAR TnanisAnunaculuny wanild primary end point Aa overall survival

(0S) way disease free survival (DFS) Aauanalumi3nan 1

as10i 1 : msAnuiUSauviiiau PST U Adjuvant chemotherapy
Study n Chemotherapy | cRR% pCR% DFS benefit | OS benefit
NSABP-B18 1523 | AC 80 13 No No
EORTC 10902 698 FEC 49 4 No No
Gianni et al. ® 1355 | AT->CMF 78 23 No No
Mauriac et al. © 272 EMV/MTV 81 NA No No
Scholl et al. 414 FAC 85 NA No No
Makris et al. @ 309 MM + Tam 84 10 No No
A"9ANHY NSABP B-18% 1lunns@nsnii neoadjuvant therapy zg\mfimzim?{ig adjuvant

[y /]
al

TunngalaFauiaunisluen doxorubicin

o

was cyclophosphamide (AC) 4 cycles

b

w‘lunauﬁﬂm"’am?mﬁm N@ﬂ’]?ﬁﬂﬂ’]‘W‘U')’]
mjuﬁ”l,% neoadjuvant therapy # clinical response
rate (cRR), clinical complete response (cCR),
complete pathogic response (pCR) 80%, 36%
LaY 13% AINEIRU A9uEAsINI9Yn breast
conserving therapy (BCT) ﬂﬂﬂﬁgﬂfmﬂz@‘ﬁli;

28 1

therapy aeNHWad 1Ay (67% Wauiyu 60%,
p=.002) LA Lﬁlﬂﬁmmmm?ﬁﬂmiﬂmu9ﬁﬁ’ﬁq
”Luwummumnmwm DFS uaz OS mmmmﬂ
‘VN 2 ﬂzm LLm local recurrence ﬂJ‘ﬂ\‘mﬂmeﬂﬂ\‘ivLm
ANLNTARIaza NN BCT Vl,mwuzgam'mﬂqa
fignunsovia BCT lasauausnnaulmafitinga
(15% \fiauiy 7%) Addtydanuangiasila
neoadjuvant therapy QUi pCR ﬁwmmnﬁmﬁla

! ! !
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‘ﬁlzgh TAENL9s 5-year DFS (p=0.0005) Wa
OS (p=0.0008) gl aiflaufunanisine
me\mﬂqaﬂ@mu

sAnENwas EORTC 10902 i Renifien
Anslven 5-FU epirubicin uaz cyclophosphamide
(FEC) 4 cycles ‘Luﬂeumem\tmimmmmmi
ﬁm:r’tW‘]_I')’m@ 34‘1/11@ neoadjuvant therapy q
clinical response rate (cRR), clinical complete
response (cCR), complete pathogic response
(PCR) 9%, 7% WaT 4% AINAGU LLZ\IVVLNW‘LI
hfmmtmﬂmwm DFS was OS 284 mﬂqem 2
ﬂmJ mmmmwwumuthmrmmi Ans NSABP
B-18 ﬂ‘ﬂﬂtﬂ')ﬂ%im neoadJuvant therapy AUl
pCR uwmmmiﬁhwmmm Tnal 7149 DFS uaz
0S ‘V]hmwﬂfmmmutt@m’mLha‘%wﬂw
ﬂ@lmﬂlmm Wﬂﬂ‘t}t neoadJuvant therapy XL
BCT mumvl,h WU OS AN mﬂfmwwmemq
mmmmm BCT VLGWNLLL‘]LLTH ﬂeumﬂmhu
111" (hazard ratio 2.53, p=0.04)

N13ANEURY Gianni wazAnse® 1wTew
Weun3ine 3 @t_t’t\‘tr':'at_l 1) adjuvant doxorubicin
mwmr-;fgﬂ CMF, 2) adjuvant doxorubicin Las
paclitaxel mmﬁyqe CMF %38 3) neoadjuvant
doxorubicin ILaZ paclitaxel rft’ts\l;t’m CMF ‘W‘]_Iftlft
ﬂ@:LI‘VlVLm neoadJuvant therapy i pCR 23%
uay Lﬂuh@umvl,hm BCT mmqﬂ@ueu 94 DFS
uay OS metaﬂqumiu LANANSRY

Well afivananisdnmaunaldni la
grsafitiaiuanane fueeniluazlnye
mﬂmﬂmiﬁhmﬁ'm\iﬁmhmﬂt; neoadjuvant

[ 7|

therapy VLNVLWIT’JEILWN 0S “® a1n9181971 meta-
ana|y3|s Vt’)tmfto,‘t)t Lﬂ?ﬂ‘umﬂu neoadjuvant Ay
mﬂ‘w adJuvaht therapy a1n ° #1891UN"9
ﬁﬂHWWUQW pCR NﬁQWNRMﬂMWQﬂuNWﬂImﬂW

nsAnefinuan BCT 4N mﬂunqmim PST
zﬁlfm DFS uay OS m@qgﬂaﬂ%ﬂuuhﬁatm’tzﬁ

VL.d S
HNATTNEANAINNY

MsANNIUSBUINaU neoadjuvant chemotherapy regimens

gaTitinTaRlelunnsfne PST 1aann
ﬂﬂ?temmmma‘ﬁftuﬁ‘t‘hu adjuvant therapy %q
Az anthracycllnes based reg|mens LL@ I?tfa
mmmﬂwﬂuhhm taxanes 111113947903

Anunasla PST Afinsdnmiviniensnlungs
taxanes Nﬂ%%\tttm_l sequential 1138 combination
regimen I eY anthracyclines-based
regimens Fauaaslunnand 2
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m 15107 2 : msAnvInIUSauIfigu neoadjuvant chemotherapy regimens

Study n Chemotherapy pCR% p-value

NSABP B-27"7 2411 ACx4 vs 14 <.001
ACx4->Dx4 26

ECTO © 451 ATx4->CMFx4 23 NA

Aberdeen"” 162 CVAP x 8 vs 15 .06
CVAP x4 ->D x4 31

GEPAR-DUO"™? 913 ACx4 -> D x 4 22 <.001
2WAD x 4 11

ACCOG"™ 632 AC x6 vs 24 61
AD x 6 21

AGO"™ 631 2WE x3 -> 2wT x 3 vs 18 .03
ET x 4 10

MDACC!"® 258 3wT x 4 -> FAC x 4 vs 14 <.01
wT x 12 -> FAC x 4 29

MsAnmn NSABP B-27" iflunnsinund
1Mn&iﬁzgmﬁLlﬁ?EULﬁﬂu neoadjuvant anthracycline
regimen Ay neoadjuvant anthracycline-taxane
regimen taanisdnunil Wiamiiey 3 qms
neoadjuvant regimens AB 1)AC 4 cycles, 2)AC
4 cycles M’mgfm docetaxel 4 cycles WA
3) neoadjuvant AC 4 cycles mm;fmmm'ﬁﬁm
LL'ngm:'JEI adjuvant docetaxel 4 cycles HANNT
Ansanuannguille neoadjuvant docetaxel
slllmaed cRR (91% WAe Uiy 85%, p<0.001),
cCR (64% WeuAy 40%, p<0.001) waz pCR
( 6% WeuAY 14%, p<.001) mnfslﬂmia?ﬂm
mﬂqmn 2 ﬂ@u‘wvl,m neoadjuvant AC us'lam
mqmmnmwmrﬂmﬁm?m BCT mmmﬂqam
3 ﬂqm 1A= lNLANNLANANIT8S OS LAY DFS
@ﬂﬂmﬂﬁ; neoadjuvant docetaxel Wauiunng
Fnnang neoadjuvant AC uazlanuAaLan
ml’]wfm OS uay DFS mnmﬂﬂ; neoadjuvant

v

docetaxel Wauiun1ssn®IAae adjuvant
docetaxel Waiinuangiaeil cPR wasaniile
AC a¥il DFS ﬁm‘%um'wﬁﬁm{ﬁﬁm (hazard ratio
0.71,p=0.007) wnle docetaxel 1anlilaasly
494 neoadjuvant therapy LLZ\IVW‘U’J’]N‘]JQEW]VLQ
neoadjuvant therapy aull pCR Nwmﬂimimwm
fian lunnazlngsenlafianu (hazard ratio 0.33,
p<0.0001)

n13AnE1 Aberdeen Trial"” 1Wlwdnnns
ﬁﬂ‘l&ﬂuﬁdﬁiﬁ; cyclophosphamide, vincristine,
doxorubicin LAY predmsone (CVAP) Vl,ﬂﬂ@u
4 cycles n@umimmmmﬂumummimu
AUB ‘Emwﬂfmw mumummmmﬁﬂquqﬂ
qulUlvnainaemasangAnANEn 4 cycles
vieulaanli v docetaxel 4 cycles Zﬁlquﬂzﬂfmﬁl
lupeuguasnanisinm azilasllinnnsinem
ﬁ{@ﬁ?fm docetaxel 4 cycles N@mﬁ?ﬁﬂ‘tmwuqlﬂ
uisanila cvAP 14 4 cycles § overall

! ! !
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response rate 66% (14% CR, 52% PR) %dﬂiﬂl')ﬂ
finauaussrnguiiilegnaslyiv docetaxel e
4 cycles AxiNanINETANN AEmL response
rate (85% WaUiyU 64%, p=.03), pCR (31%
Weauiu 15%, p=.06), 5-year DFS (90% el
11 72%, p=.04), 5-year OS (97% NeILiL 78%,
p=.04) LAZBRINNINT BCT (67% \NaLiL 48%,
p=.01) Ananslvengmaiisiilu CvAP aeld
an 4 cycles équﬁﬂqaﬁiﬁmmumﬁ@mﬂﬂ;
CVAP 4 cycles LL?ﬂLL@”Lﬂ@ﬂﬂ‘VI docetaxel Wﬂ
4 cycles Wmmmﬂfmwmaumummmﬁﬂm
E"I"JEIEI'WSLMNVLG] 47% (11% CR, 36% PR)

n1sAnE1aNUssinAeasdy (German
Pre-operative Adriamycin and Docetaxel Study
I, GEPARTRIO)!"? Anmnisla neoadjuvant
docetaxel, doxorubicin kag cyclophosphamide
(TAC) linew 2 cycles uaatlszifiunanisney
mummmﬁﬂmmmmim breast ultrasound
Tmﬂﬁlﬁm”ﬂ'qw ARUALBIAT HIUIAN DUAAAS
>50% a1NN19%11 breast ultrasound %Qﬂ@‘ﬂﬂ
IunnssnERenlLLNgAIANEN 4 138 6 cycles
zﬁ'f;uﬂiﬂqamﬁmumumﬁ@ TAC 2 cycles uinay
gnaxllumsinenenaaangas TAC mean
4 cycles viaewlauuluvgasen vinorelbine uaz
capemtabme (NX) an 4 cycles NANTFAN
WL mﬁmumu@wmmﬂfmmmﬁﬂ‘m TAC 2
cycles Winag Lﬂumwmmmiﬂmmimquﬁt::ﬂ'fm
azd pCR AN NE R I ALEN TaENL9A
r:;ﬂfmﬁmumu@w{@mﬁnm TAC 2 cycles 1in
24%
1ummzﬁt§ﬂfmmﬁmwzﬁum&ﬁmﬁnm TAC 2

(early responder) Wl pCR AN A 21%-

cycles Usnil pCR s lo e 5%- 6% lagl
‘W‘LI']’]N‘]J’JEW]Vl‘ﬂ‘].l’&u@ﬂm‘ﬂﬂ’\??ﬂ‘]fr’] TAC 2 cycles
LL?ﬂLL@')ZﬂN1ﬂ1‘MEI%3M? TAC 1A%@n 4 1130 6 cycles
WU pCR PNaAINaLAETUAS 21% LAz 23.5%
ATNANA L mﬁur:iﬂwﬂﬁmamummé TAC 2
cycles usnuazgnaaullnengms TAC men 4 cycles
M’?\@iﬁqmm vinorelbine WAL capecitabine (NX)
an 4 cycles WU pCR Aun~lalnaLAeetis A
5% WAY 6% AINANAL %amgﬂ%wm{mﬁ'mu
zﬁumaLW{LL?ﬂ (early responder) ma*‘lﬁmmm
I (TAC) [ﬂ@‘ﬂﬂ 4 ‘VI?@ 6 cycles llﬁ"lﬂsl@ﬂ’]??ﬂ‘]:f’m
llll[ﬁ]’]\iﬂu@'}]u ﬂ@NV]iNﬁlﬂU@u‘ﬂﬂm‘ﬂﬂqﬁ‘?ﬂ‘]ﬂ"}LL?ﬂ
(early nonresponder) wmﬂmmﬁﬂmimmw
LLElﬂQ"ILL@ ﬂ’]?iﬂﬂ’]??ﬂ‘]ﬂ"’]ﬁl@@’]ﬂﬂq@W?Lﬂll
(TAC ma@n 4 cycles) mmﬂ@auiﬂimﬁmmim
(NX @n 4 cycles) Taeants3nEd lmnafuan
ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂuﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ@ﬂ German Preoperative
Adriamycin and Docetaxel study Il (GEPAR-
DUO) ) Anwanagly neoadjuvant doxorubicin
’;‘Clllﬂi.l docetaxel n 2 zﬁﬂm‘m (dose-dense
AD) 4 cycles LV]?;I‘]Jﬂ‘LImﬂM doxorubicin ﬁ‘lfmﬁ/‘l_l
cyclophosphamlde (AC) N 3 & 4 cycles
A11A28 docetaxel nn 3 &1lanvt 4 cycles
(sequentlal AC->D) Wummﬂml,uu sequential
AC- >D1®N@ﬂ’1??ﬂ‘]ﬁf’ﬁ’lﬂﬂ'ﬂ IE”IEI‘W‘LI'D’W response
rate (85% Ve Uiy 75%, p<.001), pCR (22%
Wauiy 11%, p<.001) WAZEMIIN1991 BCT
(75% Wauiyu 66%, p<.005) fiananslaen
@lm‘ﬁlLﬂu dose-dense AD

NNFAN® Anglo-Celtic Cooperative
Oncology Group (ACCOG)"

neoadjuvant doxorubicin 294 cyclophosphamide

= v
AN®INT U
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(AC) M0 3 &Ua v 6 cycles WguiUN1TY

doxorubicin $9NfiL docetaxel (AD) 90 3 &lpw

6 Cycles WLAWANTI NI 2 zgmﬂmmnﬁwﬁu
R8N response rate (61% Waufiy 70%),
PCR (24% Waufiyu 21%) Laz@nsni13ni BCT
(20% Waufiu 20%)

N19ANEA Arbeitsgemeinschaft Gastro-
enterologische Onkologie (AGO)"™ ﬁﬂmmﬂﬂ;
neoadjuvant dose- dense epirubicin 7NN
> flan 3 cycles A1uA98 dose-dense
paclitaxel ‘Vm 2 mjmu 3 cycles Wiguiy mﬂv]
epirubicin ?')Nﬂ‘]_l pachtaxel (ET) n 3 meWI
4 cycles m@mmnmwmﬁmﬂu sequential
dose- dense eplrublcm mmmﬂ paclitaxel
L‘Wu‘ﬂﬂ']’] Tagl ‘W‘LI"J"] PCR (18% L‘Vlﬁ‘]_lﬂ‘]_l 10%,
p=.03) waramI1 N3 BCT (66% L‘Vlﬁ‘]_lﬂ‘]_l
55%, p=.016) fimnan1s 19U combination

N13ANE189 Green uazAmz® ann

M.D. Anderson Cancer Center An®#1n13W1

neoadjuvant paclitaxel wunan 12 ddann

Tmﬂslﬂ; weekly paclitaxel Wieudy 3-week
paclitaxel mwoﬁ”fm 5-FU, doxorubicin Wag
cyclophospham|de (FAC) N3 &lpnoi 4 cycles
m@m?ﬁﬂmwummﬂu Weekly paclltaxeliml@
ﬂ’\??ﬂ‘]:f’WlL‘Vlu‘ﬂﬂ']’] T@EI‘W‘]_I'J’] PCR (28% L‘VI‘F;I‘]_Iﬂ‘LI
16%, p= 02) WATBRIINIINT BCT (p=.05) ‘1/]@
mwmﬂum paclitaxel 91N 3 'meWI
N@@?ﬂtﬂﬂ?ﬂﬂ@ﬁﬂﬂ’]?ﬁﬂ‘]ﬂﬂ%ﬂ@'ﬂ?ﬂ

(% v

‘mqmuwmﬂ mﬂmmm anthracyclines mmu

32 1

taxanes igmaﬂﬁ?ﬁ%ﬂwﬁﬁaﬂ')‘ﬁmﬂﬂ; anthracycline-
based regimen ‘ﬂf;ll’NLﬁf;lfJLL@:mﬁ‘slﬁﬁ’m‘l'mﬁ’u
WUL sequential regimen atlA AR NI L
combination regimen LAsAnIaaziTLHAan
Bunas safltintnend e aesni sy
sequential regimen zgﬂmlﬂLL@z a‘zﬂmmﬁliﬁmi
$nen1Ag39uALILNINT UL combination
regimen ﬁLﬂuic;

Pathologic complete response (pCR)
WAz clinical complete response (cCR) Sfl/ﬂgﬂslﬁ’ij
ushimlesananmlunnsinenane neoadju-vant
therapy mmiﬁﬂﬂ’nﬁ’]ﬁﬁmwuéﬁ clinical complete
response wilalnelszanns 60% - 90% luanse
i bCR wuloAaum 3% - 30%"7 uATatiunae
T T TSI M FEPETE 0CR lun"sfneni
memlwﬁ"umqmaﬁﬂwﬂ% no residual invasive
cancer lunau primary tumor Tuausitnanig
Anmaziieunsauegulliensiiluny invasive
Cancer‘ﬁl axillary node ;QELLﬂzis\iwu residual
noninvasive cancersluf:‘ﬂu primary tumor%ﬂu
ﬂ@aﬂuﬁﬂuﬁmﬁuﬁmmﬁmu oCR ‘laun
no residual invasive and noninvasive cancer
1u5@u primary tumor Lag axillary node"® LL%ZQIW
pCR azduiussunisnannsailsalnasas Th
faasniananaieenis anf 1y Uenn R
wuangasenfivui pCR MitaTulalndaiug
funsfinsnansendsnesy daulaifinduns
ananell® uazgiaefinuanil pCR uaafid
Wi TsAnF LT Ut Lo 11

! ! !
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Jodan waconisaouauovaomssnusiadasaninduiva

Predictive factor muwuﬁﬂ‘u pCR A¢

AT UA T AN NN TR AL AUBI A ANTTTNHA

1/1mﬁ”tymQﬂfmmi@ﬂmu’mm@u@ﬂLmiuum
e de? o a¥ . J

195NN IMBazAaZL @ an bN135 N AN

1‘Vlﬂslﬂﬂ’1??ﬂ‘1:f’1@~ll pCR ‘Vl@\'ﬂ’l@ﬂ N1 pcR A

o

mwmmn miuma‘wmmmimmﬂmu [MNNIT

b

ﬁﬂ‘]:rwwumwmﬂﬂ@ww ijs! predictive factor

NduRusiy pCR Na1xsatinn laluned Jis

Hormone receptor AUNMSaOUAUODAONSSNVIAd8EIATUIUA:

A3ANEINLAN hormone receptor status
uTadanennsninns meuduadnesAR TR
Lazduus AU Jannadilonanisinenaule pCR
ANNNN F8EN9LTY N1ANENTRY Buzdar WAY
Ande™ ﬁﬁﬂm;@u@g@uuﬁwm r;ﬂfmm"] 1700 918l
VlVLﬂﬁ“]_Iﬂ’]iﬁ?ﬂH’mQElﬁl’]LﬂN‘U’]Uﬂ@ﬁlﬁ‘m%‘i“’l i
WL quwmu 1F9m1UN? ER-negative § pCR

Tneiads 24% %ﬂ@ﬂﬂ’i’]ﬂ;ﬂfmﬁ ER-positive Ainl
pCRVL;Imm@?{mﬁm 8% (p<0.001) Taeladuiv
Qmmﬁl%ﬁaﬁmaﬁnm prospective anunNNe
fiwunsauan pCR 289y aafal hormone

v v o 1
receptor negative Wuim@l\‘imwﬂwﬁﬁ hormone

(20-22)

receptor positive®? Fauanalunnsen 3

Ms100 3: Hormone receptor UMSAQUAUANAAMSSNYIQDUANIATIING —

pCR%
Chemotherapy n
ER-negative | ER-positive
MDACC"?
FAC x3 532 15 1
FAC x 4 78 29 6
T x4 81 7 6
3wT x4 -> FAC x 4 127 31 6
wT x 12 -> FAC x 4 128 55 15
AD x 4 72 16 7
total 1018 21 5
ECTO®: AT -> CMF 451 42 12
NSABP B-27 %
AC x 4 1533 14 6
ACx4->Dx4 722 23 14
Celleoni et al.?” 399 33
Ring et al. *" 435 22
Gianni et al. *
AT x 3 ->wT x 12 89 23 8
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Pathogic characteristics iunisaouauovao

NssSnuadsaeniAbuva:

ﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬂﬂm@m@ﬂ@uﬁ@ﬁ]’ﬂ\‘]N‘ﬂ’JEleLmi‘LI
neoadjuvant therapy ‘W‘Llfmmﬂfgmmu LNeruN

71 invasive lobular carcinoma agwu pCR AN

v v v v
nsfnuasaaadintalauasnangasuzis

v

WWNUNTHA invasive ductal carcinoma (3%
UL 15%, p<0.001) WA ENUTEL8 invasive
lobular carcinoma W‘].Ifalﬁﬁ ER-positive Vlgu’m
mlﬁ invasive ductal carcinoma (92% Weruiu 62%,

p<0.001) WALH8ALATILNIAEAILUNLEN

1fad8129 hormone receptor aanliuaadang
W11 invasive lobular carcinoma iWuiTadenas
WENNSTIBASEAANIINALAUDIA BN NIN
%ﬂﬁﬂv\‘iwuﬁﬂ pathologic characteristics ﬁluj L°]]Iu
poor differentiation, high nuclear grade high
proliferative index mﬂumwmmmqum?
mau@ummamiiﬂwﬂmmﬂ&’mﬂ'mvmm Li‘\‘i‘Vl
well differentiated, low grade WLa< low index of

proliferation®”

Molecular subtypes AumsaouauovaomssnuadaeninbuIdQ:

AMsAnET89 Sorlie UAY Perou® ‘g
'ﬂ"’]LLuﬂNZL?\‘iL;’]uNWm gene expression profile
aenuly 5 silages laun luminal A, luminal B,
basal-like, normal-like way HER-2 positive
subtype Tmﬂwmwﬂqw RULUNAN molecular
subtypes umwmm‘miamm ﬂ??ﬁl’i’]‘]_l’&u‘ﬂﬂﬁl‘ﬂ
msa‘nmmmnmaﬂmm@uImﬂﬂ@wu basal-like
subtype (smmw,ﬂu ER-negative, HER-2 negative)
LLmﬂ@NVI HER-2 positive subtype (‘meJ HER—
2 amplified L8z ER-negative) ) Azt 2 ﬂ@N‘V]N
Wmm‘aﬁmﬁuéﬁqm Tneidl relapse-free survival
uaz overall survival fiduiign Tuaniziings
luminal-type (sﬁlﬂﬂﬂ@mﬂu ER-positive) §
wennsailsARANgY NMsAnmILes Rouzier LAz
AL IaAnEAAs molecular subtype Tﬁmmlw“’]
L‘M@I’]‘ﬂﬁv‘]_l chemotherapy sensitivity 1AaINNIg
AneDg gene expression profile mﬂﬂﬂz‘ﬂlfaﬁl 82 71¢
Alpsunnesnmng neoadjuvant paclitaxel A4
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P28l FAC nannsAnmny pCR lngedm 45% u
ﬂzgluc;ﬂqa‘ﬁ'l,ﬂu basal-like subtype Way HER-2
positive subtype ziquc;ﬂqm?ﬁﬂuum?u;mmﬁ
1w luminal subtype WU pCR A1nN195NH"
fanandlaifies 6% wan1sAnmEgasiuien
r:jﬂfmﬁ'ﬁ ER-negative %qﬁﬂ@kuﬁUﬂéugﬂQE
VILﬂu basal-like WAy HER-2 positive subtype

azlamanissnmmageAT T ANAANIUANS

wannsailsalnasinluszazananduneng
1umﬁﬂmmyﬂlwu%§qLﬁ?ﬂumyw
neoadjuvant therapy LﬂuTﬂmmmimuLu@
ANnnauNE mmﬁﬂmmmﬂﬂaﬂuu,ﬂ@wm
gene expression, biomarker WN"] Q’Wﬂ’]?
wasuudadllennsls uazduiusfunisnew
auasnanisinelaegidls annnsAnmses
LWL N1l A aunilasaas global gene
expression ‘mmmnmﬁﬂm 9 uaedinnsdneni
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nsnsAnE AN Tugasidanuauninne
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v
Tun1edJidle gjvwx

N1sAinu neoadjuvant chemotherapy d@nsu HER-2 positive

breast cancer

tjﬂlfmu%?u;muﬂawmm 15%-25%
‘vm human epldermal growth factor (HER 2)
overexpression smma‘?ﬂmmﬂfmu Sy
EpA D LL‘W?ﬂ?”@’mVIN HER-2 overexpression ;QEI
trastuzumab (humanized receptor antibody
directed against HER-2) squfunTlmiaiite
Iauanisinenfmilanainislaiaiintnesng
Renfuiissesnafeuasdadiuansineniils
adjuvant trastuzumab 3ol fuenafiiTa
iSuEFUNzIS R UL svesR s T unanszane
‘17{5? HER-2 overexpression ﬁiﬁmﬁﬁqmém?
ﬁﬂ‘]:r’]‘ﬁlslg neoadjuvant trastuazumab Tun1s
SNSRI IN Iz AN AT HER-2
overexpression ?ﬁdﬁﬂ’]?ﬁﬂw’] phase llI ‘ﬁla"m\‘i’m
Tntl Buzdar uazAnie®™ fafeenidien neoadjuvant
paclitaxel 1Juiaan 12 Fam muas 5-FU,

epirubicin kas cyclophosphamide (FEC) %N

3 4Um 4 cycles NUNTT I trastuzumab dlanu

axa3y 24 dlamsanliindiningasiasaiu
nM9ANELResgAnaunIMUANaIaINN Kot

nsaunsAnE UUAD 42 Senn AT S
19 164 378 1 ON1TALATI LU AN TANEA LT D971
wuﬁwﬂz{uﬁlicg trastuzumab Auanisineuile
91 Tmawu PCR (65% Wauiu 26%, p=.016)
mmﬂ@mmuﬁmmmmwﬂmﬁm@m BCT 204
¥4 2 ﬂzgu”l,wmnmqnu (57% Wauny 53%) lu
nsAneid lunugdeefiiin congestive heart
failure Mﬂzglwﬁlicg trastuzumab sanTLATLN1TA
wazilyLion 5 :auaz 7 $1uAil ejection fraction
anas > 10% annqui lawpdltinesnaiien
uazngudla trastuzumab saufuLARLTAANN
sy luneildeluanansonannlannnissnm
LU LN A nEn Hazanunsotinanlela
fulunisfneuzifanunszasd galuuns
ﬂ?zmﬂ‘ﬁlﬁ HER-2 overexpression LL@:E‘I’QMQ‘
{@H@fslﬁﬂﬁsﬁ;ﬂﬁﬁ*ﬂwwﬂ”@ﬂ neoadjuvant
trastuzumab @:Vl,c-;maiuma‘?"ﬂmﬁlLuﬁmmlw
ﬂ‘i_m’]ﬂvi ad uvant trastuzumab ‘VISJ“]J@NZW]
MANNALAZULE B Aana
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Preoperative hormonal therapy

nsAnaaulngaes PST dnazilu
ﬂ’]iﬁmﬁﬂ’]ﬁ‘l‘;mﬁﬂ’]ﬁmLL@xﬁﬂﬁxﬁﬁ"]H\‘l’]u@‘ﬂﬂ
LN TAEeAARDITLIINLY LNLmumu ER positive
WAZYiTa PR positive Az peaUauasmalATnTale
L‘l’mfll’]l’:ﬂ’)tm 1547 ER uazyiie PR negative
uwaziilannafiazmauauedaule pCR RN
aealsfinna nsinenyeefigeengvieluuds
usanediazfueniafithiiauazil ER positive uaz
38 PR positive mﬁﬂ‘mgwmﬂﬂ; preoperative
hormonal therapy Aegaziduniaidanuilses
Sﬂqaimﬂ tamoxifen ﬁﬁl%ﬁummuigmﬁﬂm
"lumﬁﬂmmﬂwmmwu locally advanced
disease 3o luIMUNEAANTHAAA

N13ANHVB9BANA GRETA trial®® 1w
miﬁﬂm;ﬂmﬁﬁmﬂmﬂﬂdﬂ 70 1 fRuzise
Lmummmmim‘immulummnmmﬁ primary

tamoxifen ‘Mi‘ﬂiﬁﬂ’]iiﬂiﬂ"]ﬁflilﬂ’]il’,i’]ﬁlﬂm’]ﬂﬁ’)?;l

m‘ﬂﬁ adjuvant tamoxifen HANNTANEINLAN
TUNUAMULANANGT8Y breast cancer survwal
LAY overall survival T99ANTFNHAS 2 WL UAWL
local recurrence Vl,mmﬂm’] Iuﬂqm‘wim primary
tamoxifen [ieaE19L7en
Tuane @ nnsdnunlag Semiglazov

wazanz®® Wun1nlTauiiey neoadjuvant

chemotherapy ;'JEI doxorubicin LA paclitaxel
(AT) 4 cycles Lﬁﬂuﬁvumﬂﬁ; pre-operative
hormonal therapy mﬂ anastrozole ¥38 exemestane
Lmllzjﬂlfmvm ER-positive N@miﬂﬂwﬂ‘wmwa
n195NM ‘VN 2 @mﬂmmnm%‘mu TAaIwL cRR
(76% vs. 79%), mammographic response rate
(62% vs. 67%) WAz pCRrate (7% vs. 5%) Faily
miﬁﬂﬂwﬁl\iﬁmﬁu@uumﬂ% neo-adjuvant
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hormonal therapy LLﬂNﬂfmmJ ER positive

Neoadjuvant Tamoxifen Versus Aromatase Inhibitors

mﬁﬂmmumwuumﬂi mm@u‘wu
N“’Li‘\‘iLﬁ]’]uNi H”LLWTﬂi ¢ ‘W‘l.l’)’]ﬂ’]ﬁ‘e[f]]
aromatase inhibitors (Als) mu@n’m tamoxifen
IﬂF;I‘W‘Lli‘yEI LQ@’]ﬂ@‘ﬂﬂITﬂﬂ’WL?UV}u’]uﬂﬂ]’]LL@v

o

?J\?N‘Il‘ﬂﬁ;l}@ﬂ’]i‘ﬂﬂ‘l&f’]ﬂ’]ﬂﬂ’]ﬂ%l“ﬁ adjuvant Als il
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v

wuwilananisineinag adjuvant tamoxifen

. 5 vy, v
InaaanisnaunTutaaslsalainudu Talnig
ﬂﬂ‘]:r’Wﬂ“]] Als (anastrozole, letrozole, exemestane)
L‘]E‘EJ‘]_JLV]EIUﬂ‘U tamoxifen Iunﬁﬁﬂmmﬂqm@u
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ms1f 4 : Neoadjuvant Tamoxifen Versus Aromatase Inhibitors

Study n Treatment ORR% BCT%

Eiermann et al. ®” 337 Letroxole vs 55 45
Tam 36 35

Smith et al. *” 330 Anastrozole 37 46
Tamoxifen 36 22
Anastrozole + 39 26
tam

Semiglazov et al. 151 Exemestane 76 37
Tamoxifen 40 20

n19AN®1 The Immediate Preoperative
Anastrozole, Tamoxifen, or Combined with
Tamoxifen (IMPACT) study Aisnaanulae Smith

(36) = J - ~ o
LLATATDLS Lﬂuﬂqﬁ‘ﬂﬂ‘lﬂ’qwLﬂﬁ‘ﬁlULVlE]Uﬂ’]?Tﬂ‘lﬂ’f]

iusteizionn 3 iBeuneuUNNTENFRAIE anastrozole
Ve tamoxifen vdalmia 2 agnemasiilunis
iﬂmmﬂfmmumﬂi”mm@uwu ER/PR posmve
HANIANHINLIIN CRR 184717 FNH1K4 3 88114
InALRENTUEEIRNA A LRI 37% anastrozole,
36% tamoxifen Uaz 39% ”Lumg'uﬁiﬂ;ﬁ"\ﬁ 2 881
;qaﬁuumwm'ﬂ;zmﬂﬁr;mﬁﬂ mastectomy nau
AN3¥NEY WLAUFIN151 anastrozole #1NA9D
¥ BCT muanlagenannguiilanisinmens
tamoxifen (46% WeaUfiu 22%, p = .03)
AnsAnEn P24 wlunnsAnendieFey
AennsineiTuseaz10an 4 1A eunaunI s
L;'Jﬂ letrozole %138 tamoxifen 11nN135n1A Bjﬂ':;?;l‘ﬁl
wuplszanFauiidl ER/PR-positive wvl,ummm
¥ BCT HANMSANHANLAN letrozole Wianan

tamoxifen 171'\1 response rate (60% LAgILTL 41%:
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p=.004) LAZARTINNGN1 BCT ANHNN (41% vs. 36%;
b= .036)(37,38)

nsAnuf W3 endien neoadjuvant
exemestane fiu tamoxifen 11941 3 1A ANL
il a3 NEIA2E exemestane & cRR
(76% and 37%) LLm BCT rate ( 0% and 20%)
(p <.05) wmu@ﬂm tamoxifen ©

m@mmﬂmmnmmﬂ?ﬂmmu Als Al
tamoxifen mummLLumﬁ@ﬂfmwummmeum
7l HER-2 29uM8192ARLALRIADNNTFNHIAYE
Als la@nan tamoxifen umiuzayailaann
AnmennatesyLaangueesly nsAneRie
ER-positive uaz HER-2-positive AwuTudou
ﬂ@mméﬂw%\mmiumiﬁﬂm TmEN19ANEA
IMPACT #inanaanuilgiasiiias 34 saann
Wavua 239 318 (14%) 77 HER-2 positive
39U ER positive LAYWL objective responses
mﬂmﬁm&’]ﬁ”w anastrozole VLG;{ 7970 12 918
(58%) U objective responses A1NN1973NHN

M98 tamoxifen WL 2 A1n 9 918 (22%) (p = .18)°
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daunnsAnmn P024 study flgiag 36 318 AN
Wavua 337 Pefid HER-1/2 way ER positive
LL@‘“W‘]_I"JI’W:‘]JI')EI 159181 27N 17 (88%) 1uﬂ@m1m
letrozole Vlﬁl‘ﬂ‘i_lﬁuﬂﬂﬁl‘ﬂﬂ%??ﬂ‘]:f’]LL@VNN‘]J’)EI 4198
AN 19 sef neUAUBIRRNITENEI (21%) 1/11@
tamoxifen Imegfl odds ratio for response 28
(p = .0004)%®

Imﬂmﬂ preoperatlve Als L‘Viu@m’m’]?
U5 tamoxifen Taaif cRR Vlmmﬁmm@ma‘m

BCT muuﬂmmmmq sﬁ\?ﬂ’\??ﬂ‘]ﬂ"liﬂﬂi’lﬂiﬂmﬁﬂ

preoperative hormonal therapy AAUNANNST
FARITILALABINITFILELLIAINTT NN UL
P o X oy v X
as19ues 3 waudnll @anislunis N L
R 4 e Y aaX
naianannule cRR N1491u n93n1A2e35 Y
Tnean1znisla Als asaraiansoun o lunng
a‘ﬂwwﬂqwm endocrine responswe ‘Vlhl NN
Aan13 SNEIAaEATIT AR N Nﬂfmmmﬂ
Aftenta wualunziSamuuiis endocrine
responsive ”mejmmvmmuiimqmuj il

ﬁ"]lﬂ?ﬂ‘l’luﬁl@ﬂ%‘?ﬂ‘]ﬂqm"aﬂﬂﬂLﬁll‘]_l’ﬁ_l ﬂiﬂ

unasu : Jolu:unmsis primary systemic therapy for breast cancer

v

8384 NN N ATl aunn
m;ﬂfﬂﬂlwﬁmmuigql’] primary systemic therapy
mﬁmimﬁl%fﬁ“mq‘ﬂLﬂum@i‘“ﬂmﬁlmmgmmzﬁ
ﬁqm %dﬂﬂﬂ?ﬂ‘@ﬂl% primary systemic therapy
siinlalulaqiiudansendafadanainsainig
AELALEIADNTFNET IAANNATIaT Wil aLite
A799U1 hormone receptor WAy HER-2 1l
dnitynnsl PST ﬁmﬂ%ﬁumn%uﬁl@m fieay
mﬂﬁsﬁﬂwuhmmwmm BCT 1®Nﬁﬂ°ﬂuLL@uﬂﬁ
FARINNSABLALBIABNISS N 1090159 D
mmumumimmﬂmmiuimqumii@mmmm
mﬂfm‘wmiﬂmﬁmﬂu adjuvant therapy ﬂl@m
mnmimnmmﬂ@quummmumuumﬂw\1
anthracyclines LAy taxanes soufulunng $nwn
ungLeialdwitgUnenziSauauaial HER-2
positive n13le Trastuzumab ‘W;’m\liﬂﬂv‘u
anthracycllnes Vlmmm’ﬂufr]@“’vlm pCR szmn
LAREIARINNIAN A LAY LW@mmumuum
ﬂimmmwLmemﬂmmﬂmmqmmuum
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?;NVLNNMN@’J’]HW?SLM neoadjuvant trastuzumab
g m”l,ﬂmﬂmﬂu adjuvant trastuzumab mumi
1‘121 preoperatlve hormonal therapy TmﬂVIfJVL‘]JW‘LI
fJ’]ﬁJ pCR wmmmmmm Lﬂu%%ﬂ@‘ﬂﬂiuﬂ’ﬁ‘

(7

ﬁ?m:r’]l,mmﬂfm‘vm hormone receptor posmve ‘Vl
VLNLMZJ’] E]’ﬂﬂ’]ﬁ‘IﬁLﬁNU’]UﬁLL@QLV]I’]uu AEPA!
mﬂwmm@”ﬂwm”@"ﬂmﬁ”wuﬁa ER/PR/HER-2
negatwe (tmple nega’uve enqwu”l,m'ﬂiymm 10%
mwﬂwmummﬂumuwmmmumu%um
ﬂ@N‘M‘lN mmmﬁiﬂﬂwﬁmmmuﬂu LNLWMN
M1 gene expression profile ‘Wﬂ_lm molecular
subtypes ATy basal-like subtype {nazdl
ANBULIBY phenotype UL ER/PR/HER-2
negatwe (trlple negative) anmﬁﬂmmﬂqwmﬂ
m@@mﬂ’mn@uumq WABN9LANU8 primary
systemic therapy mﬂmﬂmﬂNUﬁumﬂuﬁ@ﬂ
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ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬂHWEQWU'D’]NﬂQHN LNL@W‘L&&I‘V]N gene
expression profile WU basal-like subtype ‘vm
positive staining for basal-cell (myoepithelial)
cytokeratins (CKs) 5/6 way 17 LLZ?'JLL@zﬂﬂ%fJ
ER/PR/HER-2 negative (triple negative)
LLlillﬂ@"‘]_lﬁ p53 protein expression, epithelial
growth factor receptor (EGFR 138 HER- 1)
overexpressmn LL@V c-KIT expression 1@34’mnm
ﬂﬂuﬂuLL@”ﬂ\iWU')’]N DNA repair defects ‘VIW‘LI
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111y BRCA1-related cancers 8nAag 34m1a7
mﬂmnammﬂwmvmmﬂ BRCA1-associated

IONAISODDD

v
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m‘mm@m@ interstrand cross-links L‘ﬂu bifunctional
alkylating agentimm mitomycin-C wag platinum
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fmmmu EGFR-directed antibodies %78 tyrosme
kinase inhibiotors LL@wm?sl‘ﬂLm\l‘m‘le ﬂﬂu
platinums mﬁnwﬂumﬂqwu triple negative
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