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B, ZEOBEKRMEZART L OBEELFTRS. X6ICKi-67EBEL ¥y F 307 vk
BEDBEBEIZOWTERET L 7. MEHEMITIE Mann - Whitney U BE, & 1 2 B/RE, B &
CuP 274 v 2ERETRICEZZBEREBTEV, 42 Ki-67EREOHN v b4 7R
ROC (Receiver Operating Characteristic curve) f##7 & F\ 7z, MEHEBHEIIP< 00548
HEL

HEF 117 HD S 5 226 (188 %) 2y F AL VSEEER AR LV F 3 Vi3
R MG T I A RICEREEA K E < (P <0.0001), 7=, T2-T3MEH T’ TLRERIZHLL
FRICEBBEOHASEL 72 (P=0.0086). 262k FH Y v/ \HERIIREFE
(U SERE - BIRER) CERLBELHED N (P=00125), RENEDRLE Y SR
RFH, Her2 B, subtype HHHE OBEIIRD o hAh o7 Ki-67EHREZ Ly F20Y
VSEHERREIS MR I3 R NI L LA SIS TH - 7 (P = 0.0331). ROC i ¢3kp
Fedro AT TS %EBOEER, Ki-67 ZHESENCRKERCHLERI LY F20
v SHIEERESOBIA B Dk r 57 (P =0.0197). T-F, RS2, b LUKi-67 ==
IZDWTEERBBHN 2T ER, EVF30) v SEEROY A2, TRFTIRT2-313
TLIZX Ly — FH3.580 (P =0.021, 95 %fSHEMX R 1.208-10.611), IREEEE (LVD) Tiiik
BRED D PREREL LISH LAY~ FH 4976 (P = 0.041, 95 %S HEX 4 1.069 - 23.159)
THof. k72, Ki-67 fEalkzE T EEN S EESHF I LA — FH4.051 (P=0.016, 95%
fEHX 8 1.302-12.602) Td o7 PEDZ 25, THF, REFE LU Ki-67 EE%E
D3I DOEFiIFE L F AN VI SHERROMT U2 TFHIRFETH S Z LRS-

FIBE Y F2 00 VS FERIZE O T, EEEPIREREIL v F 30 v EERRO Gk
MEFRTIRFTHSH, Ki-67T ERBBELMI L2y F 3N V3EEBTPHIRT L 20
5.

F—— R I rF R v osEEER, PHIET, Ki-67 ik

#

il

VE4E, BEMEIIEIC O T4 L8 LR
YRR TFAPHRTREIET & LTAKE WS
> TETVEH, WEY v/ WO a % -
B R L & L TR TR IR
FTH2 V-3, FBOFMHETIRRE, WE
U YoSEIEBE O (NO) G TIEREY o8
#iFFh7E (Axillar lymph node dissection: ALND) %
BT B-0121T5, BV F 20 VoSt R
(sentinel node biopsy: SNB) ME¥EFH L & - T
W34 —#%ic, SNBIZATEEM TR
T1-T2, »2OEEEKN NO DEF A W5 & U TheT
TV 59, EFFIZiE SNB iE{TFHOR 30 % T
WERZEIIC Y VRS B3 2 L RlE X
NTn3B 9 LT, ThETY v/ 3Eilnig

PN EEMATCTRT 2208 TEEE
RREERR T AREEhTE2 9, FEY vo8
MOMBIZ L BFHE D10, @EE?- B,y
PG E 2SRRI O 10B) ) EARE kL E
VREROEE 191 EE O 2y Yo
HBPRRT & LTHEZhTETW A,
FBIREE, FLT UV ZEEREL Her2/neu
ZERRBR & E %A A D72 molecular sub -
type HFAIZ X DA% < 4 DD subtype (luminal A
type, luminal B type, Her2 type, basal - like type)
A 6N T3, luminal A4t E0 3
%1k (estrogen receptor: ER) P&k, £/ 7w
FAT v YREE (porgesterone receptor: PgR)
B, D Her2 3251k (Her2/neu receptor: HER2)
pd, EWREEOBIRP FRERICIBHIATH
% %%, molecular subtype & M U >/ SEi#EE Tl
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—7, Ki-67 i3Il ORIc B L k5854
Y8 ThH D, Ki- 67 BRI iz R &
L T HitERae DA i & X h, FURICIRS
4 SEROBUEE CTRET, 50 dinED
BPHRERTE L TR BOSER TS B -2
& 12 35> T molecular subtype 2 JEHDEE, Hu
T UB%EME (ERE L < id PgR) B A D Her2
ZHREEM T, » - Tid luminal A A X HT
Wzg D% EHIZKi-67 ElE=Z U % ThHIUT
luminal BIZZ®H B LSk ->TE T3 6 |
PLESS, Ki-67 E#EE Y F 20 VS
SR EOEEII YW TIZZhETIZH NS A
TR,

SEBA 1L, 2 F T RERFHEPORT, K
U Ki-67 R L £V F 30 VSRR OR
Bl OBEIZOWTHEN, FEICBITSrF 1
W) VSEERETHT A DIEHTH 2052
FRRETL 72

MRETE

1. xR
2010 -~ 2012 FOHBIC Y B TFM & T - 7=
BEMILERESO S b, Fi, BEREE &
HAE, RERBOFE, FL TV RERRBHE,
Her2 SEGRR, & & OBREKREEOE - IZM
Z, Ki- 67 EERFERBE LR THT T 35
ERFOMR L L.

2. BFEREFMETFOKRE

R E VMM ERB LU
PgR BB AR, &£I12O0WT 10 %Y EOFIE
MPE THELAD 5hi g D% ERIGM, PeRIB
Pk &HE U 72, HER2 FHLik ASCO (7 2 ) HEg
R & % £ : American Society of Clinical
Oncology) Ik B~ —H—H4 FI4 220
2 - TREMBFENICHAR, REEMED
30 % EIcy—hmE THIRERGEHPED
514 % HER2 (3+), ¥~ 05 kil
HEDBYES @A & BHEMRA 10 %2 L, 721

BOTE LM OB E S b 5 e h
10 % & 0 £33 30 %A T OHA % HER2 (2 +),
¥ MiREmE O R & R 5 EMaE A 10 %
BlE, & % i3Eliao Mg o & 288 fyic
BXhTWBEA&%4 HER2 (1+4), MBIz
Yetae U, &5V IHIREEOBRERE 520 5958
MiRaR A 10 %KiEDHEE HER2 0 & L 7.
HER2 (2+) OBAITENE insitu N 7Y £ 4
¥ — 3 g ~ (Fluorescence in situ hybridization:
FISH) iz & 0 &K+ o> HER2 #{x 108D
AMEAHEN, fSHBFRICHER2 B3 +), &
7-i% FISH i & % HER2 :#{2FF3M % HER2 f5
P& U 7. Ki- 67 BB &[RRI ARk
BFEEITV, Ki-67 MM E4 % Ki- 67 i
BELLUORLAZ Y, JRERE (lymphovascular
involvement: LVI) O %, BRI~~~ M+
Ju-TA Y A TICEHE U CHIE L 2. A
& {2 Scarff- Bloom - Rchardson 5 @ 7€ H 4 % F
W, BEME ] ~Mo3BBIcHELZ®. Zh
5 DYIE I FR KPR F R B 1T THBE L
WREBEIZ X D fTbhiz v F R v Sl
BOBRIZFE/BU & o b iRz
I DHE E NS, EEHHBDINT T 4 VTR
RO AREZM CEER SN, Theo
WRHEIZN), & 5V X REMEMRFOEE IIERT
SR B I TR U R RIZ K DT D
hi.

ER %8, PeR¥H, ¥ LU HERZ BEOFHR
» 5, X% H 0 molecular subtype 8% 17 - 7.
SHEORE Tid Ki- 67 K22 % molecular su -
btype Zr¥Ei1Z i3 V¢, luminal A type © ER BB
% 7-1% PgR I, # > HERZ f&¥, luminal B
type : ERBM: % 72 ik PgRIGME, 4> HER2FS
£, HER2 type : ERE2¥E A D PgREEYE, A
HER2 [&M, basal - like type : EREEM: A2 PgR
fatt, 2> BER2 &L L 7=,

3. HRETERVERR

&4 OBREKRBEZONE T &M FE AT
Mann - Whitney U 8%, # 4 2 kg, LU0
DAT 4y ZENFEF NI L B EEERT AR
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F1 LrFIL @i e BRREZNRT (0=117)

T FRAY L SEEE
SAEHIE BN ) EBEM® P&
il (R 0. 3025
< 50 45 34 (75.6) 11 (24.4)
> 50 72 61 (84.7) 11 (15.3)
TEF 0. 0086
T1 91 79 (86.8) 12 {13.2)
T2-T3 26 16 (61.5) 10 (38.5)
R 0.7114
I 76 61 (80.3) 15 (19.7)
I 23 20 (87.0) 3 (23.0)
I11 18 14 (77.8) 4 (22.2)
R 2 0.0125
2L 108 91 (84.3) 17 (15.7)
by 9 4 (44.4) 5 (55.6)
ER ¥ 721X PR 3B 0. 9206
(=33 14 12 (85.7) 2 (14.3)
BE 103 83 (80.6) 20 (19.4)
HER2 %53, 0. 1312
(=363 77 59 (76.6) 18 (23.4)
FE e 40 36 (90.0) 4 (10.0)
Molecular subtype 0. 3249
Luminal A 63 52 (76.5) 16 (23.5)
Luminal B 35 31 (88.6) 4 (11.4)
HER2 5 5 (100) 0 (0
Basal-like 9 7 (77.8) 2 (22.2)
7. E-Ki-67E#EO S v b A 7{EIX ROC #® 2

{(Receiver Operating Characteristic curve) ###7 %
iy, ROC Bh#R O ¥ 1213 AUC (Area Under 1. BERFEFNEFE L F R N EES

the ROC Curve) % FH\ 272, $EtFHEIZ P < AR O S HiE 117 #, 2Ll Ry a
0.0 #FF & LT KL 556 (FUESTRE) THD, 2055 22

Bl (188%) 12k v F RN ¥/ SHiEEHEED
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JRH R v R0 o SETERERE & B B

140 . o
] P < 0.0001 O [
<
- 120 = ‘ : ' o
£ . @) .
E 100 - !
% J |
= 80 - -
MK . ') i
£ 60 - 0O .
i ) A |
& 40 - -
% | i
20 = f | ™
0 - a
[y 4l [Ty =il
E1 30 o SElnkE & S r e
FUEO SRR RIEO T 187 + 188mm Th D, €2 F 3L Y v/ SEilEAE
51 C I B RBP4 e U AT RS IR 2 % o 7 (28.3 % 23.7mm vs 16.5 =+
169mm ; P =0.001).
100 . .
90 - P=0.0331 0O s
. 80 -~ o) s
(-]
S 70 - i
*é; 60 - 0 :
BE 50 - -
[
o 40 - - -
2 30 - .
20 - -
10 - -
0 o -

\ ¥4
2 wYFRNY voFiERE S K- 67 B
Y F RO Y SEERRE R TCIL Ki - 67 BRI LRI TS o
(14.4 + 11.6 % vs 22.2 = 185 % ; P = 0.0031).
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1.0+
0.8-
0.6 BRE . 86.3
jiid HEE: 364
5 D2ATIF:>15
0.4+
0.2-
AUC: 0.646 (95%CI: 0.515-0.778)
P=0.033
0.0 ] T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1-45E2E

3 Ki- 67 fE3kE 0 ROC T

Ki-67 {Z3kOMEL & v b4 7EARET 5 72012 ROC #8717 - 72, ROC ihig
DH oy bFTEIZTS% (BRE863%, FRE364%) TH0, M THE (AUC)
13.0.646 TH - 7=

F2 LUFRLY VMRS E Ki-67Z%ES Y P A 7 (n=117)

o F RN L oNEERE

Rt R P&
(B bAT71E 14%)
Ki-67 i 53 8 0. 1003
Ki-67 (&1 42 14
(B b2 71E 17.5%)
Ki-67 & 82 14 0. 0197
Ki-67 {E4E 13 8
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£3 LY FINY YAHEROMT TRART =17)

T NP RH (95%58E X ) P 1E
T K+ T1 1. 000

T2-T3 3.580 (1.208-10.611) 0.021
IREgEL - 2L 1. 000

HY 4.976 (1.069-23.159) 0. 041
Ki-67 {EikR < 7.5% 4.051 (1.302-12.602) 0.016

> 7.5% 1. 000

7=,

fEE R GRS RREE) OFi3 18.7 =
188mm TH Y, ¥ F FN Y v SEEEREG R
TRERBRUHFICLLARIIEEESAEL
(28.3 & 23.7mm vs 16.5 £ 16.9mm ; P = 0.001)
(1), 27, TERFICHWTE T2-T3EHTIE
TLEEBIZH LEBIZ LY F 300 v SHiERE
HDHEPED 72 (P=0.0086). £ FFLY
VAETEBOABIRERE () VERE - #
RZHE) AR ARD D (P=00125),
BEAE LR E R EERREH, Her2 33, sub-
type HE: OBHEIIBED S hih -7 (FD.

2. Ki-67EZBELE L F XN O INEHES
Y F RN o SEHEREBR R T Ki- 67 15
BENEEPICLERBICRETH -2 (144 =
11.6 % vs 22.2 & 185 %; P = 0.0031) (& 2). 2011
£OSt Gallen IV vV H A I —-F 4 VIT
lumimal A & luminal B& DA v F A T7EE LT
Ki-67 fE#E 4 %EHOTWE I L2 b, K
T2 TEHy bA THITK-67 BT 14 %
#HWTRET U2, Ki- 67 FEERhEe sl iy & 4l
TR Y F 3N VSEEBOEEDITICE

BELZADEI 1. 2ZTKi-67EHEOHE
EhHy VA TEERET S -0 ROC BT %
TH7-fE%, ROCHIBO A v P A 7T 75%
(&g 863 %, FiEE 364%) THY, HhE Tl
& (AUC) 120646 TH 72 (H3). Lizdto
T, Ki-67T 1R 75%% v A 7L LT
Bt U 72855, Ki- 67 fEa = il T I RAERF i b
LERIZE Y F 300 v fiEgs e 234 &
hrofz (P=0.0197) (K 2).

3. ErFRILU L IEHEEOMILFAREF
HERBHTEY F RN VSHEBOFEE
AREEEEZED L T-HT, RERSE, KLU
Ki-67 iRz oW\, uP A5 4 v 7HEEes
Nk DBEERMET o7 (RY). F3x0
) VSEEERO ) 223, TRF TR T2-313T1
L — FEE3.580 (P =0.021, 95 %8 X
f 1.208-10.611), AREIRE (LVD) TRARERE
HOPMERBEL Uiz LAY — FHE4.976
(P =0.041, 95 %EFEX M 1.069-23.159) TH -
7=, —7, Ki- 67 EFhE CIMEMAERTE A SR
Ly — F i 4.051 (P= 0016, 95 %{EHEM
1.302 - 12.602) T& ~7=
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BEoZE&»s, THRF, RERE, LT
Ki-67 1 EREO I DORTFREEYF I LY IS
HEBOMS L PRIRFTHB I L HREH
7=.

% &

FUETMI-BNT, vy FER0) YS#iERIE
BUE, A1 CERARA NO SEFC i 2 A
WP Ek-TWa, LaL, fliiic ) v 3@
DHEZEHZTHTAZ - 3RETH L =0
HEIZE Y F 30 2 SEERIETHIOR 30 %
THRERZZEYIZ ) SEERREAMEIE T 5 & & A3l
ENTWBED, Y F I VI SEIZERBEMET
b o BB ITIIMRB Y OWRE ) v @S AT
RSN % R R 1 | PN IVA: il v 41
BT E TOIT TR 2 v F 20 Vo3
AROIAN2EBETESZ LIk D, KIFET
DFA DX v F I v SHEERE ML 188 %
LD E LD EETED TH 5. FilfhFm =
EVFFN) VSHERD-DIZBERENS TR
FEEETSE, SRS 2y F LY VL
BAETS 2-0ICRMENCE Y F 200 v sSEiEgR
DEEOBWHEE 2E LXER I EpEE L. 7
D7z, THETY v/ SHHEHAMEN T & A
TR %7201 & & & F BEERRHEENRT 2 EE
ERhTE/-O, ‘._hi’C URVAY: T v il |r S
LUC BERTY D, RERED W jpEM
%, +»%/§ﬁwwﬁmmm>¢ﬁ@mm X5
12 4% 30 T molecular subtype #3281F 6T % T
VW3 01— 2) KFEIZE VLT $ Zh b DR
WHEEMRT & v F 300 Vo SHilRg & R
Lo A

MEROME TIREEE, 5V IHREIER
HTAHRTE Y F 20 VGERICBRNE
NEXhTWaBH, SEORET TIRERMIZL 52
BRDENP ST IRETOREITITEKL» 5
ZENTOE Y, FUEREFR WOk TIXEARE %,
BBV 60 ELEICHENRREODIIHNL, HA
TIEPARERT, BT RS HILIY—2r 8%
5, Lo AR EWLD, SR04 OKRE

TRV F RN Y SEEE RIS E AR
BhoZ LIZHB L TWAHREXS D LEZ
5.

ZEAE & molecular subtype i22WT &,
FAOBET Tz Y F ALY v HEROTHRIE
T &k % 5 &b - 2. molecular subtype [ZB L
T, BOR T FH O basal - like type 25 20 ~
30 %% HHB3DIZHL, BRABETIZ 8 BETHRE &
RT3 30, e DSEDIFEMT & basal - like
type iZ 117 Hls 95 (7.7%) Th-7-. ke
T E T I IS & BRI AT 2 A8
molecular subtype {28 B TIE F 5728, WK T
molecular subtype A& ¥ F 2L Y ¥ SHiERE O
FHIRTE L TREREDISH L, RFRTIET
HWEFELO RS 5. FER
BLPREMEETAZEIRENTED, molec-
ular subtype D734 & L BHET 5 728, RRRIZEK
R TIIROROWME & B 2R HF 6 W - TR
MDD,

FNUEVRBEEREOFEIZDNWTS, molecular
subtype 0 5 H TR E FHRBIFL €13 luminal A
type ARKK DO Tt 50 %HTHEE G 5 DIzxt
U, BAEEITIRENEDE 9-16 BEVHHETH
HIERTENRTHE N, SHIZHEIZENT
% luminal A type 13 117 ffilvh 68 5] (58 %) % 5
BTz, ek & 32 4k % molecular subtype 4%
HHRSHEORY THLE v SEEOFES Y F
A UEHER E OMICHER SEEE D &
SEBERO—2:FEL6hS. —F, THT, IR
EBREIHERRN, RUSERBFTTCEYF 3
WY VSFERO PR T TH 5 Z & A5 EIOH
RTHRENZ THT, RERBIZOVWTIA
FIZ K BER3ME LR THE ST, RIEIEEKD
WMELRREBERELSHBREEZ GRS,

Ki- 67 E#BIIFEOTPHRETFLE L TCLEHA
THHZ ENE, B TIE lumimal A & luminal
BERXMT3FICe VOB LSIIh-»TET
VWA 20IIEDSLGallen 2y ¥ PRI —F 4
VTR KI-6TE#RE » v PATHEELT
14 % % VTV 393, 2009 4£0 St. Gallen 2 v &
YHRAI-—F 4 VITIR, Ki-67 BRRE KRR
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DHy bAZHEELT3%BFEHER T,
Lo TREBVWLR TS Sy M A 7E
14 % IR E 2O TEEL, SHERE I T
WL AR RV, AR THy A TIE 14 %
WL Z 5 Ki- 67 SR aEEf & KR T
vy F RN HERORREOSHAICERE
B LS. LEALROCENATH I LT
b F RN VoAFEERE TR 5 OIHEIE S S
v bATEERD BT ENTE Ki- 67 HEEE
BHHT3EMIC K-> GEES Y v b4 T ESR
GoTWaagELrSBEEZONE, £/, 2
NETK-67EHREL v F 30U ViR
OBFEIZRERE TRV, KFEIZLD
Ki- 67 E#HEN vy F 20U v 3HBRoaH
ETHRTTHB I LERTIENTEREDL
Z25. SEIOHERH» S, Ki-67 EEEH 1 {EVH
N VF R VISFEROBRIPBENI & 23R
ENz, TOT L5 B ERERE L IR O
FThD, £$-FACAMERLTOSHITTIEE
WZEEBIRLTWS, Thbb, HAEEIED
RESEAY ) v/ SHiERE AR Z LR T LD Tk A Wi
BEMEDH D, SHOBEA L7V —BIRIZEE
I NEFREEZ SN

& E ]

FEE Y F I v REERIZEWT, SE
DIREREIT L Y F AT VS EHEROfERREE
FHITHETFTH B, Ki- 67 EikE L L
BUF RN YOFERTHRT EEDES.

E

FEfEABICH:0, HEELHD  LHBAEA
FRLREER AR - —BARESE &H
B #dR, AN TRRESE  RRE—-E0F, B0
FIRRERRFRAORORE M sRESIRICE
E IRV AR S-S0
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