- 30 - A R 2 () 2008 4F 2 J] 452 4% 45 1 i Chin J Breast Dis( Electronic Version) , February 2008, Vol. 2, No. 1

- WG R -

BT TE 5 CEF FRiB7T
L B 92 B i PR 380 R PL 3

M EF KRHE

[E] B&v HESHHIT TECRIZREGEIFIE) K& CEF
(PRI PR R RIS ) 5 SI6 77 FUIR R I 2, A BBV I
HE AL R R TP B 46y % ER (PR HER-2 P53 %3k
WO . Frik WO K H IR B2 Be 2001 4 1 H 2 2006 47 12 H
PR3 I ~ MBI 4T TE B Bk 3 167 i, 17 CEF B itk
7 256 . ARy LA21 d o AR, B BB I SE 3 A Y
VL E AR 7 S5t PRERL R I RASCR B 22 b T . B8R FLIE I
KITIE W) B 22 R (RR) , TE 41k 86% ( 144/167) , CEF 41k 67%
(172/256) , LA A] LB 22 57 GE i B L (P <0.01) o Il PR 56 42 22 i
K (cCR),TE 20k 32% (54/167) ,CEF 2 4 23% (59/256) , W £ ] Et
BEESFAGI X (P <0.05) . g 5¢ 2% A (pCR) , TE 40}
19% (32/167) ,CEF 24k 14% (36/256 ) , 40 8] lb 3 2 T LG 127 =
M(P>0.05), PgH#A 2 BlEE MBSt E(PD) . ERARKR
IO7 ok 40 L e i 1B R, TE 21 B R 8™ B . P AR YT T SR
ER PR \HER-2 P53 kR R0 L. &k ity
TE 5 CEF J5 5% 2L 28 BOm m e g%, B TE 5 =40 F CEF J7
%o MITHIA RN B 7E AT R 52 9 Bl 2 N i TE 2588 38 1 il 4 <5
PO 285 T CEF 21 . 48R Bh /by % ER (PR HER-2 P53 KIkAY5
LEP/F5 g e =

[Reim] Friiighfeyy; TE; CEF

[FEES%ES] R737.9 [ SCEfFRIRAS] A

Comparison of clinical effect of TE versus CEF regimens as neoadjuvant chemotherapy in
the treatment of breast cancer LIU Zhi-yang,ZHANG Jin. Third Department of Breast, Tianjin
Cancer Hospital of Tianjin Medical University , Tianjin 300060 , China

[ Abstract ) Objective To compare the efficacy and side effects of neoadjuvant

YEH A 300060 REE, REEER K 2= B Jm Mo 2= Be FLIR =B
HIRES 5k B, E-mail ; davidz9132002@ yahoo. com



FPAE L 2k (B R 2008 4F 2 F 452 % 5 1 31 Chin J Breast Dis( Electronic Version) , February 2008, Vol. 2, No. 1 « 31 -

chemotherapy with TE and CEF regimens in the treatment of breast cancer and their correlations with
histological and pathological status,and to investigate the effect of the neoadjuvant chemotherapy on
the expressions of ER, PR, HER-2 and P53 in breast cancer. Methods From January 2001 to
December 2006 ,a total of 423 patients with clinical stage II — Il breast cancer were admitted in
Tianjin Cancer Hospital; among them 167 patients received neoadjuvant chemotherapy with TE
regimen in one group,and 256 patients received neoadjuvant chemotherapy with CEF regimen in the
other group. Patients in both groups received neoadjuvant chemotherapy at a interval of 21 days for at
least 3 cycles. Clinical response and side effects were assessed in both groups. Results For primary
breast carcinoma,the overall response rate (RR) was 86% (144/167 ) in TE arm and 67% ( 172/
256) in CEF arm (P <0.01) ,and clinical complete response rate (¢cCR) was 32% (54/167 )in TE
arm and 23% (59/256) in CEF arm (P <0.05),and pathologic complete response rate ( pCR)
was 19% (32/167 )in TE arm and 14% (36/256)in CEF arm (P >0.05). There were two patients
with progressing disease ( PD) in each group. The major toxicities, including leucopenia and
gastroenteric reactions were similar in both groups, but alopecia was more severe in TE arm.
Neoadjuvant chemotherapy could not significantly change the expressions of ER, PR, HER-2 and
P53. Conclusions TE and CEF regimens as neoadjuvant chemotherapy are both effective and safe
for primary breast cancer. TE regimen is superior to CEF regimen in response rate, and side effects
are all tolerable , but more alopecia occurred in TE arm. The effects of neoadjuvant chemotherapy on
the expression of ER,PR,HER-2 ,and P53 are not obvious.
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