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Prognostic Significance of Pathological Response of Primary Tumor after Neoadjuvant Chemotherapy
for Locally Advanced Breast Carcinoma ! Qgura H''*?, Akiyvama F*!, Kasumi F*?), Sakamoto G*!
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Although the best method of evaluating the therapeutic effect of neoadjuvant chemotherapy is the
prognasis, it requires long-term observation. Therefore,other evaluation methods are needed. We studied
the relation between survival rate and clinical, pathological response in 55 cases of locally advanced
breast cancer treated with neoadjuvant chemotherapy (CAF 2-6kur). We had no clinical CR cases.
Clinical PD cases had significantly poorer prognoses. There was no difference in survival benefit between
clinical PR and NC. There was a significant difference in survival benefit between those showing a high
pathelogical effect (Grade 2 and 3) or slight pathological effect (Grade 0, 1a and 1b). These findings
suggested that the survival benefit of necadjuvant chemotherapy depends more on pathological response

than on clinical response.
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