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Abstract

Neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NAC) has increased the opportunity for surgery and improved the
prognosis of patients with locally advanced breast cancer. However, there are still some patients
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who cannot benefit from the current chemotherapy regimens, leading to disease progression and
losing the opportunity to cure their tumors permanently. Identification of predictors associated
with response to NAC could help distinguish patients who respond differently to treatment so that
individualized treatment can be implemented. So far, it has been confirmed that multiple factors
can be used as predictors of NAC response, including tumor size, histological grade, molecular
subtype, Ki-67, neutrophil-lymphocyte ratio, tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes, etc. Among them,
gene expression profiles and tumor microenvironments are the current research hotspots. How-
ever, as far as the prediction of NAC efficacy is concerned, the studies done are still limited. This
article reviews the latest studies on predictors of efficacy.
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1. 53|

AR tH 5 T AR 20 2 (WHO) il R AT R RE SR v Hcdt 2ok L e A 4 BRE Bl A B R0 2 e v 1)
R (1], AEFRE, PR R R AR B Y, (E R T SR A R R, O itk
T3 2 g e SR VE IR . BRAE, A9 DU O 2 — I e M SR B S N LN, R AR TN
BNz — (2] FLMS R LoV IR AR i e R ™ B g . IR B, AR IR VR T B T,
B E RS HAL LA 16IT F BT . BOUT W IITVE. o FRERT L DL R E T I 45 A (3] T
Bh1ky7 (Neoadjuvant chemotherapy, NAC) & J= 35 B 3 FL AR 10 88 Va7 F B, i ERVR 7 ORI DAk 45 SR mT
NEFLEAR G5 G IT ISR R SR AR HE R S5 (4] 5 B 58 2 2R AR (DCR) $ AR 9 VEAS H14 Bhif 717 (NAC) T 4%
515 P O FE AR 2 —[5]. 18 2 KRBLIGPRAE A5 gt AT TIR AR« W NSABPB-18 [6]5 NSABPB-27
[7IW TR T 38 B, FLIE 576 NAC J5 2B pCR, M 7E To 9 A= 17 1] (disease-free survival, DFS).
A= 47 (overall survival, OS)LA K 5 FFAE A7 25577 T R I HH 35 (1 e (8] 2R, fEFLE &, 2406
10%% 35%X Fl B LS (NAC) IR A, ARV T B R s i mI[9]. BRIk, fERMIFSE, #RE W
A FL SR A OO o AT T S L) B, W TR AT ROR I S MR R, e AMEAGIRTT T %, SRR
(R A5 ), O —BU% O E S

AR, ARG B AL T B AT (NAC) T 4B AR B Fe 2 T AL Mbn s R H o i3k
WHIC E BRI . A5 AR A Vs A LE T P S NAC ST RN, B A E
MG TT 7 BIRMERLAARIE o A SCOR AT 258 NAC 677 S T bR AE o
2. BhER /N

iR R/ INTE FLIREE (YR T 7 SRR BB RO AT, [ B A2 VAl LI TS 1) B bn v . AR, Wi
FUE S I8 /N 2 LM 0 il B A0 ST (NAC) ST 28 1) B 2 Tl R 2% o 7/ K [LOTF 7 [ BA R iy A AR
e RE NAC TERZAR(CRMMALIN R . B IR ARSI K, CR WM E FEEE. P AN Jin
S FLHIBA[LL]A 500 44 Ji A PR L e JB 3 04T TV RAR 9T . TR R4S EoR, AT T1 W, T4 HiE
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R B 5E A AR (PCR) MR 5 PR AIC . B LA i 2R R R, BRATKIUIMR . B Z AR LA
FARTT J7 RN pCR R =AM §0 . 7F Goorts [12] & H:BIBAMIBASIRTF 704, Xt 2366 % & #4717
VRN . WG RER, MR AN AT TNM 23 T 43 128 7R) /2 T B 2 58 4= 2% iR (DCR)
(b . FEARWIFE T, S4E pCR HE 418 21%, T1. T2. T3 F1 T4 20 I pCR X 35N 31%. 22%.
18%AM1 17%. 7EMK T 21, B pCR R EH A B MM N . %W 75 8n 7, AE
% KK 7324k 2 (human epidermal growth factor receptor 2, fiifk HER2)BH T 287 o i1 2% 5% 4 (estrogen
receptor, fAIFR ER)BHME S B PA K 218 & 52 4 (progesterone receptor, fij#R PR)FIM: S M, 2T pCR A
SERSWA DRI ER o AEFLME IR IT A, IR /N A A B A B AT (NAC) RCR I R B 4R A . AHEC TR
e 3, /N IR R T A R R B 2 58 A SRR (PCR) YR YT B AR

3. HAEHLE

LR 1) 7 Bk RAE BT N AR R 2 M RAR, Hrb, 2% 5 9% R 45 (Histological classification
system, HCS)# ) V2 A A B IR 43 2805702 — o 1% R GUAE LI A I A ya 7 i R v iR 31 7 &0
B E[13]. H 2003 45, Nottingham 7325 F et tH i 1A= 41 430 e Shis Ji v LI I b vt 20 |2 2
Pk Z o WHLUE A RE, FLIRE MR R 5 A A EE VIR, XA 754085 DNA
B TR B RS PERR FE B DIAE DG . Rk, 2 AR AR TE VP 8 FLIRAE 1) A /KSR T fE IR o 77 T LA 6 3 )
BE[14]. AL, HEESGT71ES NAC (il Bh k) 7) Ja 9 B AL I A DS ME TR AN 25 B0 o B2 0% [15) Ak 1)
AR 53 47 183 40 28 5 A 12 (1 L B AT 1 BRI Al Bh AT I PR AN B o ARATTELEE T 49T
AT JG IRA G228 | A IR BRRRAE « 45 R R, 53 LALLMV B HEHHILIT G, B 41 %(77.4%)
T3 B LR AR (L HE 307 B e 2B MR), Horh 3 (5. 7%) L SE LA, 12 44(22.6%) R EE TE 58 45 Mo IR
FEW, BAREAGIT I BUR S A SR R AN 4 G R AR O . Rl & IR M 5 B (0 A T R B B
ARRE M S, I BB A 5 R S B R G YR T NG . Tewari SEAF
TR I L5y i = #08 pCR R [16]. Xt 78 Bl & 45T 4 AN AW B 4#H B LST, pCR R M =kS
B EIR 2R, BN AMKE B R # pCR R m[17]. Fit, L4155 2% NAC J b 5 [ il
WFEFF o

4, 3FIEH

FURIEE 0 5 8 7 82 3 T MEBE 2 AR (BER) . 2R 2 AR (PR)FIN 23R e A K Rl F 5244 2 (HER2)
RIS Ol MRHE IR AR SR AW A2 B A R, Al R A YA TR Luminal A &Y, Luminal B
. HER2 i #3A 89 DL K = B % FL A (triple negative breast cancer, TNBC). #E#L @ B, RFEHT
AL A B TT (NAC) I BURFZ FE TS R A B3 2 . EATIE R R HIBANE X 195 &2 %
PRI R 5 A2 AW A il B A T 1 7L Mg S8 AT T RIS PEAE 7E 29 A . Hor Luminal A B 112 451
(57.4%)~ Luminal B %! 36 151/(18.5%). HER2 i %1 %Y 18 11(9.2%) Basal-like %Y 29 41(14.9%), 4R EIx:
Basal-like 7 1 HER2 i % AR pCR &3 =T Luminal A %.(4.5%). Luminal B %(5.6%), 4354 31.0%.
27.8% [18], K, 2 F AR DMAESA TE J5 SR B 77 R il B+ 5 4h, 8% AX 158 &%
T L e R TRl B AT R BB 23 B 7040 L S B A AT JS pCR 21K &, K I HER2 id £k
B4, TNBC. Luminal A B!, Luminal B B! pCR ZAKIKFAR[19]. AHF Foxt 3% [ 5 S0 A £5ah 2 1
13939 44 FLIRJe B4l BhAGTT (NAC) B8 HEAT T IREE VPl 404 WA, 701 A4 P ORI A i B 58
S LR (PCR) R — AN ST (1 TR UE o« ZE X TR 70 5L, Luminal A BRI 1) B 2 1R ETA 3] pCR, 1] HER2
T Rk A FLRE ) pCR R MIAHXS B /. 7E Luminal B 74, HER2 i %k 74 L K = BH 14 LR (TNBC) £
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t1, pCR 5TE MAHCHERIAFIC AR M . BIRTE TNBC Jifilh pCR ¥ SEEUME R AR B i, AHIX 5O/ A
ATRETI A R FIUR 45 R [20] . LUESE, PAMSO FTE S J 3 M0 AL LE S50 BE 27 56 4= 22 i (pCR) J7 Th] . %
BomERATE, BR RS RAN21]. SERRTE DL, FERED HR + FLIRE A E A, AT
PCR HAS i fk, XS ECHAH BT (NAC)FEIX I B v i e LT RO AN R o X ERAE, fERER
JEERIS, 207 MRS AT AR DS T NAC SR — AN mT A FO 4 8

5. Ki-67

Ki-67 J&—FhEIE PR SE B 132 B RO A0 M B BE AR 104, LIk ml DURH T VP4l g = 28 1, ATl
L WAL B KR [22] . Ki-67 7EFR GO HAZ A1 A 4H i A MR B iR 0E, & Ki-67 ik 5 v iR 3 5
FHOR[23]. DAL, Ki-67 BNy oAl LB B4 B A7 SR I B AR S8 AR o I S T T BA X 385 44 4%
SRR AT (N FLIRE B AT T IR L, 45 R BOR M ATIIE B S B B AT AT S 1Y Ki-67 PHMERIATF
R ZE . Bk, Ki-67 AR s 3L 85 TS 1) — /MSL A & [24] . Chen X 55 A%} 53 Tiwf
7t 10,848 4 BH BT R, RIS Ki-67 MKk 5 pCR R INAH5E, NAC Fi & Ki-67 AT DL F,
[ BB R BhR T P PCR BTN A 7 [25]. Chen R 25 A Bt 404 2012 4F 1 A & 2017 4F 7 A#:5%LL
BRI AZ S R B 3Tl Bh A6 7 1) 1010 91 LI AR I PR B k), 94510 705 9 3 3R 1 I PR
ZZfiR(cre), 131 BIFRIFHEL 52 M (PCR). JAITHT Ki-67 551 (>14%) MR i K2 >4 cm. IEpRIHR 4L
BEE: (1 8 IR PR YE YT SRS LT, T ER A1 PR BAE VRIT AT Ki-67 %50 (>14%) M8 5 AR ARG PR bk T2 45
FEE ) SR IR VR YT SO B4R 4 om 1B T A AT BE3R TS pCR [26]. Ricciardi [27] &% FLAIBA A
FEEREIR, FE=FMEFE B A, B8 AR FATERN Ki-67 FHTERIEN B8 5A R TR BE M5,
U fR R [28] B A T A BN ST R BH L Ki-67 (19518 7K BECM 5 M 58 25 J0 0 26 A7 (DFS) FHLE R A 47 (OS) 1) 2%
BT AR R,
6. B G B RERFEE (Tumor Immune Microenvironment, TME)F1BpJEE 557 2 4050

(Tumor-Infiltrating Lymphocyte, TIL)

FUMRIEE F2 — b S BT A ,  HBRRR IR 23 TR AIE DL MR A B2 (TME) ¥ 22 A B 23 FURR i
TME 2 —/Mm R RS, BRiEmk S, BEmgnio. et 4E4ni . o E)m . i 4n
DA B R R ATV 1 7 AL RS [29] o e 240 i S G R [FRL e 98 it oA 5 2 1) 4 28 FR) A B AR FH ke e 7 e kA A
SR 1 A v i 8 41 B Ay 32 [30] o R VR 1 94k B 40 (tumor infiltrating lymphocytes, TILs)/& TME 4% 0
MRSy, FenlEfE HER-2 FHIEAT TNBC H, BEATRIRZE I N E#([31]. Kaewkangsadan [32]5 A% H
TSI B, AR SR B 33 44 A R BN = 0 e B 7L e (LLABCs) HLIE/E#: 52 NAC 1
L R LR R AT S LA S (N L TR BT) VRS, DAVEAS T 4B MR VA A4 DR 1 i Rk, i i A
RER, @AKTFRTIL S 84 NAC FIHAJG I3 pCR (5 ik fk: FLIWE th Jo bk BRI B AH G
/KT ) CDA+F CD8+ T 4 A 71 Jif 8 P (/83 241 i 2 )2 1) 5 7L I NAC Ji5 ‘2 2 1) pCR 2 4H % . Ingold
Heppner %5 A [33])1F44 T #r4# ) GeparQuattro (G4)#1 GeparQuinto (G5)i3 ] 498 > HER2 BH 4 3L iy
FEAF T TIL, b G4 I8 178 &8 #, G5 6 320 L #H . L4 104 F9 14 52~ LPBC
(20.9%; G4: 47 ffl; G5: 57 fil). A 219 i HFH L 2] pCR (44.0%), H G4 & 85 141(47.8%), G5
B 134 1(41.9%) . XIFTEM, TIL /KPR HER2 BH I 3L MR8 8 4 Bh6 I 5 87 6 4 37 5 4 0 v
Mo "EUESE T TIL X e e 7 e SV 2E 37 4 B AT e S P ol s el 7L i e £ 5 42 52 A B 49T (NACT) 1
S7RCEI iR R PR A (TILS) A B EH . da A 5108, AL AEBNIRTT
R
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7. DNA ERE/

DNA FJE{L(DNA methylcytosine, 5-mC)/2& H B 7 i % I B HAE H T2 K41 DNA IR & &1
Z —[34]. Sigin VO & N\[35]# 7L UESE T DNA HEEAAR 6 DAk 2L B i i A B A0y 200 T B s
(TR 7 o EEXF 83 51 Jey e L e S8, BEAE 1R AT (n = B5) 51R9T 5 (n = 75)iE A 4121¢) DNA H
Bl . BE B T RLEME) BB BIATT, ¥ DNA RS EITIT SR AEF R KR, i
NAC (11 AR S (573 22 filg el e s ) M b AR AE A7 BFFUR IR, 5 AEAFI% ¥ (1) DNA HEE(LTE NAC i
I NAC JEAEAEARA, MIESE T B A5 6T e SRR O (1) 3 v ok WL 8 35 28 K [36] . Hsu [37] 5 HLa 5t A BAfd
F MR IR ) DNA #5474 52K ZH DNA FIEAE 4T, RILIATTHT BRD9 [ I ALRZS of BATIGIIA T7 ) I
LYo TEIRYT A AR TC A 2 (F 52 BV T o B AR IR 22 57 . Meyer [38]55 0 Fi 45 LSRR T
DNA H 340 A= Wb A 7E T = 93 4 FLARIE NAC J7 380h 7 oo DRk, BAiTi Ll LA DNA FE (L
A DA L e Bl B AL IR pCR 2

8. P53

B LR P53 2 NPT b iy R AE SRR L R [39] R A S FE 5 P53 ZRAR 5 L 1) Th RE FEAS 25
VIFER[40]. Five i kAR R R I FE S TPS3 S8 51 e it ThRE i 25 UM ¢ . p53 Hr A R BAE NSRRI 7 K
FEAER], T2 AhEER, ngnf A I . DNA MBS, AT BWAISI41], JFokE i fE Sk
FU T ARG ARV, 75 TNBC Ml her2 PHVEREAEH, 5 ATA HABRBIMTATAHEL, HE L IRAR
)T 5 AP A AFA G . 76 TNBC 1, A SR 5 8 v B 1Y) iR 2 i bk B2 4B i (TILs) AH G . p53
i Rk SRR M C(P = 0.019) [42]. Albinsaad [43]4% [HBiERT ST T 2008 4E & 2014 4E[A]#% 5%
NAC 497 1) 594 ] 1~111 3 HR FHM: . HER2 B FL IR 58 . VP4l pb3 ik, £ I e &% 4H ) (1) 2
A 4728 (OS) A LR 7 7 Mk A 77 % (BCSS) » 75 HH G ZHAXAS N 1) p53 1Ry Rk ¢ p53 KK IA 5 OS Al BCSS
BB MIOS, $27 p53 AT AEZ B2 B BIAL) T I HR BHE. HER-2 BV FLIE B 10— AN ok i s

9. EGFR

2 He A KR 732 44 (epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR)J& H1 4 /NFH 5 1) 5 J5 1% 2 % T 1y 52 1R 4 R,
MZK . EGFR FEiEEBUSAMM AR, K. b R B, B3R C% — &R0 HEZ R4 fd
P2, A AN N A R 715 S A R BV E HI[44] . EGFR-IE S B WO et iR A KRt e, 6
FEMEA R 1228 ¥, (ERb NG T, o iz Bk 4240t 1 o ) i BEIR FE Al [45] . Radosevic
[46156 K, 5 “V7 SGuBE TR SEAH DG I 4 i J) A ik DR B 2 3 400k ¥ TNBC, 7R & 4by7 Fidt EGFR Hifk
PRI TT 5 AT Re A AR Z TS - Rk, EGFR TR A 7L e Bl B Ak 7 T 28 Jol (8] -« A 2 I [47]
FILHBAE IR AL Fa . 2 Bl G YT 5, LR B 5 1 EGFR PHPERIAF MR TIT iTE BT R,
XIE7R T EGFR W IR AT A2 H 52 8 4 Bhva o7 1) FU e S8 R T 7= AR )

10. T2 MEFET-34& 1 (Programmed Death 1, PD-1) K Efig{A&(Programmed Cell
Death-Ligand 1, PD-L1)

R A0 A, FUREALA T PD-1 Al PD-L1 ik 58 B AL T i 2508 2 1A 7 1E B 5 R Bk
R, IXATBES O TN T A Bh AT RO AT fA% O bR . RIS AR S S BA ORI Fe B, BBk
TERIH A, e 2L B PD-1 F1 PD-LL [ BH 3Rk 3R B 0 T A R [48]. HAHKHE R KW, 7
B2 Wi BhIR T 1 HER2 B PEFLARE B3, B BhA T AUARAS 8 1) TIL 71401 PD-LL + TIL BLJ
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RELZEHE RS pCR ST T R 7 [49]
11. FAGEE

AT TEA SRR, FAR A 2 A2 TN FL B 8 i Bl A 7 (NAC) B 5301 S b B A I 25 O M 7
TRIFRR[SOT At A 7E I BAXS 110 44 8232384l B ALy 7 9 FLARE =B B 3EAT T IBUPE 2 Hr . AATTEL MR T1WI
T MR I AR ZE 2 NI U i, TRANIRDS T IR SR AR 5 i PRARFAE 45 A I, xd 7L s il B A7 R
TEE ST o WEFURE, LR MR TIWIE 598 R A2 MR R R PR SS &, B3 Rt gl 7L e
W BT IR T RCR -
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