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[HE] BE U FUIRIE & A2 N i (primary neuroendocrine carcinoma of the breast, NEBC)
AR (AREER®Y)  Cinvasive carcinoma of no special type, NST) FIlf S 2 2 5 DL K itk
BB mE R, SR WARENER. BEER, A% 0%, HRKEEHE K&
TNM M TG 222 5, WA B B KFE— 8. 50 I K 1t LI AN 22 Py 43 hses v A Ak 12
CERRS IR 150, MESRER AR RN 96%, B ZIRRIMERIER N 84%, HER-2 [HE
RIEFN 8.5%, MR ABHMERIZFN 58%, FKANKIHAMRIEFN 97.9%. MMk E L5 A
REFESHH, T AMAENIRA NST B A RENZR (P=0.006) , TEFTHMEA BEZE
S (P=0.872) , WIFRAIMELEHBRS T 5l HLUE G s AR bR 4 A K B RA 1A 1) 25 57
P (P>0.05) &5 7EJRRVEFLIRANE P9 o b i, MEBER 2R B R AR R R R,
HER-2 BHMERIAZAE, FAMEKHMERIEREERE A m. BINTME NEBC TS bRk A 41,
B AER 75 B A A A IR G e A A FE b S itk EL SR

[oc8iA Y] FUARARE N0 ibde s ME R 24 R ik, ANBERRAEKRRN P24 2; g
A BME; HMELEHER
[FE4KE] R-1; R394  [CERbREE] A

Clinicopathological features and lymph node metastasis-related factors of primary
neuroendocrine breast cancer and invasive breast cancer of no special type: A case-control
study
[ ABSTRACT ] Objective To approach clinicopathological differences between primary
neuroendocrine(NEBC) and invasive breast cancer(NST) and the related factors of lymph node metastasis.
Results There were no significant differences in age, tumor diameter, histological grade, number of lymph
nodes dissected and TNM stage between the two groups. The baseline level of the two groups was
similar.15 out of 50 NEBC patients had lymph node metastasis. Expressions of ER, PR and HER-2 status
were 96%, 84% and 8.5% respectively, while expressions of CgA and Syn were 58% and 97.9%. In the
analysis of related factors affecting lymph node metastasis, there existed significant differences in T stage
in the control group (P=0.006) while no difference found in the study group (P=0.872). There was no

significant difference between lymph node metastasis rate and T stage, histological grade and


mailto:sunqiangpumc@sina.com�

immunohistochemical index in the study group. Conclusions NECB is often positive for hormone
receptors, whereas is almost negative for HER-2. The positive expression rate of Syn is higher than CgA.
Although interfering factors on prognosis of NEBC are still controversial, more attention should be paid to

joint detection of the above immunohistochemical indicators and lymph node status.

Key words: Neuroendocrine breast cancer; Estrogen receptor; Progesterone receptor; Human

epidermal growth factor receptor 2; Chromogranin A; Synaptophysin; Lymph node metastasis.

LR L8 P 43 WASEE TR 5 /1N o 446 P 43 0 90 095 B L A 8L, M ORAD SR R LT 1963 4R,
(ERRZ8 N 43 WA 28 A AT SR 8 L FL IR R B 2R B 22—, TR — SRRk A ) AT RO T R e
R FLIRE D A MR AN R (2 I B oy bR, FLIRARZE P 2000 |5 SLIRE S 50 1% % 5%, 1977
4 Cubilla % Woodruff“s LIRRIZ P4 20 WAEHEAT T 214055035, I 2855 UL 1 SL I S8 8 35
BN, 2003 4 WHO 45 bR HECT LRI Py /0l 7 58 S, B T 50%LA E 140 L E G
P LA G i T RIE PG N S0 WAL E IS W FUIR A 22 P9 40 WA g (R M — 0 5 T . 2012 428 4 il
WHO 73 KR HED HRARTE 2T, W B M2 A 20 WA A I FLARIRE 20 N =2 s My 43
W, AR AP N o i g BN AR R, AR R o i o A R IR M . H RN TR K
PEFLIRARZE N 2 Wb B TS B FEAS 22, AR 90 T8 I IR R P LR 28 N 4 Wi S8 38 15 7L IR 1
PEJE CAERPIRAL) B S e ARG PRI 238 bk D A5 4 R0 2, IR0 H AW 2R, IR TT Rl
JE VP SR ALK .

X RATTEE
FHR EIAL PP AIERE 2004 25 2016 FEUSIE I 50 451 S & 14 LR A 25 P4 2 e 55 35 I VR N 9
M, BENUERFEMHFARMOIISZE GERRAED B4 200 BIVEAXT IR, NEBC 44 FHERk
56.4 % (31-80 %) , NST 4LLFH VIR 54.9 % (28-82%) o FHNLIVE: EHUFEFEM I NST 3,
F2 BRI PR 40 WA AT BE LK S PRk B X f 3 o N4 B3 BESRAE At U AN B 04T T R 160397 R 3L e
BF HAERRB R ST A BT &, X T AR JORI B T LU .

FavE WSRO TR HRAE R AR OO B . e A VRS B DL ROR GBE VI 45 R . B i B
REAMEY) L, 12WibsiES %t 5T A A SRR IR > JEER VU RR, i 2520 5 44 9 R} 22 7T )
Bro X EE I RSB R . IR RSN RIS LB 0T RBEVT 45 AT/ L
B, FHREAERE Z AR

GitHEAb TR R SPSS 22.0 Giit B at P4 R A I AR A B itk B4 A R B K K AT 7 H6
68y, Fisher WML 2R A0, AHCVER A Pearson M50 HT. P<<0.05 AZERA S it Lo
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MR, Gt SRR 2 MERGR A LA R R VERIA A, HER-2 FHPERIARAL; 3.0
BER A MRMERED—ADRIEMNE, HEDERT 50%4NEHRIENHYE. AW S
1 RU R AR N IR R 18 ) (36%) 2 BUIRAMEAR R P 4 Wb BN R R 3 4

B IAHE &, AIMASRMIE, SERENPEIREHIx150; B.REHENSEE ER, MBMMSIEMAM*150; C.%
ZENEE PR, MBS EAMEX150; D.&EHKSEE HER-2, MEMMIBEE®x150; EfZALLEIE
$&E A, MIEMAsTERAMEX150; FRZBNLERME, MEMARREMRMEX150;

AT T AL A EERE 2004 4E 11 H & 2016 4 10 H WA 9442 {51 FL IR 235 AR 5%
PR R, b JRUR P SR 9 40 WA FRE 3L 50 61 (0.5%) o WFFt4L 50 il Ji A M LA A
SrUER R, PR 56.4 5 (3180 &) , FHIMRIRKEA A 2.16em (0.2-10cm) . XTHE
2 200 G IREE I CIERRARALD B, PR 549 % (28-82 %) , “FHMRRKEAEN
1.98cm (0.3-7cm) . BT H A 30 4] NEBC &35 (30/50, 60%) #2252 1 FLIRR i RARIAA, 6 5] &
HHZ T IR Y) R+ AT R SRR AR, 5 B TR TR (LA Ry KU BR+Hi g
AR B E R EAERAR o AF 9 pIEEREmR (KT 70 2) (UTARMYREYT KV
B AREAT I A 2, 2 Bl 2 4 BT A s o ARV AR . b 41 188 HA 280
PEAMT, B CL LA 0y A, o O RS 14 (2.4%) , 1 14491 (34.1%) , 111118
Bl (43.9%) , 113 6 6 (14.6%) , IV 3 241 (49%) . XA NST g, 1] 68 i (41.2.
1%) , 113 65 %1 (39.4%) , 11 1] 32 {7 (19.4%) . WLl & IR WA S TR bn S35 iR BLA%
HEME A, MR BRE LRI S ER.

# 1 NEBC 5 NST Il PREFE L4

AL NEBC He 1 NST bl g2 P

s 56.44+13.76 54.89+12.85 0.453




Je A B K42 em

T<2 29 0.59 137 0.69 0.141
2<T<5 18 0.37 60 0.30
T>5 2 0.04 2 0.01
W0 8.719  0.013
| 14 0.35 27 0.15
I 17 0.43 95 0.53
11 9 0.23 58 0.32
WMELEERSHE  18.6149.66 16.71+9.36 0.249
MR H
0 26 0.63 106 0.65 0.869
143 34 8 0.20 27 0.17
443 94 4 0.10 21 0.13
10 ek 3 0.07 9 0.06
TNM 431
| 14 0.35 68 0.41 0.077
I 18 0.45 65 0.39
i 6 0.15 32 0.19
\Y 2 0.05 0 0.00

# 13 NEBC 5 NST IGRRHIELLEL, 7T LAE UGB F I BB, A%, 4
FREEH & TNM MBS 72 5, PSS B /K P — 3
% F 50 ] NEBC £+ ER PHMERIEF N 96 % (48/50) , PR BHMERIER N 84% (42/50) ,
HER-2 FHE (A2l 4UbFYeth 3+++3K Fish 7EPHME) RIEFH N 8.5% (5/48) , Horb 2 fil i HER
-2 B AL Gt 2++HRIEAT Fish K, RAPINGiTE. FiA NEBC & CgA PHIERIEH ) 58%
(29/50) , Syn BHPERIEZR 97.9% (47/48) . 48 il NEBC &% 52 % Ki-67 FeEU& I, Hrh Ki-67
BH<14%M 83 2249, Ki-67 16%0=14%[1 535 26 ], XFHEAL NST &35 ER FHMERIAZ 785 %
(157/200) , PRBHMHFRIER 78% (156/200) , HER-2 PHIHFRIE R A 14.5% (29/200) . 190 ] NS
T B e Ki-67 Fe 5 I, Horb Ki-67 $850<14%I1) B35 52 9], Ki-67 $5%0=14%[1) 53 138 f.
Forpr 37 5] NEBC fi#5 1 154 4] NST (3% e AR Y8 BEBORFBEAT 70 70 84, b NEBC 38 Hh iy
Her-2 i RiA R,
NEBC &3 AR5 # ik iby7 #4 48% (24/50) , JRSHGITH K 34% (17/50) , WA ILIRITH A
94% (47/50) . NST BEAJGHEIKILITH N 62% (124/200) , JRFHAIT N 40% (80/200) , W
IIULVRIT N 81% (162/200) .

% 2 NEBC kB Rum K &R

K& kA MELEEBE RO BR 2 8F P
T




T1 18 6 0.333 0.872
T2 19 8 0.421
T3 2 1 0.500
T4 0

HLE
| 14 2 0.143 0.229
I 17 7 0.412
i 9 2 0.222

ER £i&
ER [H % 39 14 0.359 1
ER {1 2 1 0.500

PR %&i&
PR FHME 33 11 0.333 0.22 0.639
PR A 8 4 0.500

Her-2 &1k
Her-2 BH % 9 4 0.444 0.026 0.871
Her-2 [ 32 11 0.344

Ki-67 5%
<14% 17 6 0.353 0.753
>14% 22 9 0.409

PaR it
Luminal A% 13 4 0.308 0.865
Luminal B% 22 9 0.409
TNBC 2 1 0.500

oMM R AR R AT, T S A7EXTIRZH NST BE AR E N ZER (P=0.006) ,
MR A BEFEER (P=0.872) . fRIBHA %, MBEZA, M E 2. HER-2 1
MR, Ki-67 $880. 0 7o MitAT 0 Z 0, WBRERIA T %ER (P>0.05) .

R 3INST ML RN R

BES 1%k MO ESRBER 2 AF P
T 73 1]
T1 90 23 0.256 0.006
T2 68 32 0471
T3 3 2 0.667
T4 0 0
ERAC
| 27 4 0.148 4.64 0.098
I 95 29 0.305
Il 58 22 0.379
ER Rk

ER FH% 124 48 0.387 2.879 0.09



ER [ % 38 9 0.237

PR £ix
PR FH 123 41 0.333 0.768 0.381
PR [ 39 16 0.410

Her-2 ik
Her-2 [H 4% 24 9 0.375 0.157 0.692
Her-2 [t 132 44 0.333

Ki67 ¥5%1
<14% 41 13 0.317 0.208 0.648
>14% 115 41 0.357

Panm it
Luminal A% 39 12 0.308 0.908
Luminal B &Y 89 33 0.371
HER-2 X %1k 6 2 0.333
TNBC 20 6 0.300

WHFC 4L NEBC -1 2 REVIN 18]y 44.2 N, 2 4 )8 DR FL B i A e e ST (o il i e 7%
MRS ), 1HIEE RO IEEmAET: 5 2 18 MBUmER, 2 f & MBUR R, 141
BEMBLE RS, NEEANMBIE S 4 WBE TR X BAEA GG R E Wi, it Ul
Bro XTRGAL NST PRBE VN 8]0y 45.76 4>, 2 1B E MBSET:, H 161 N2 R WE R AET,
LIRS QIUESESET . 5A 2 Bl BT HR2, 9 pl - Il A, 361 Bl 2, 2
Bl G U e A%, 2 018 DU B AL RS, 1 B BRI R, 10 L IR S A e 75 .
K2 thiE (i 22 NEBC 41, 2L 2t NST 41, fERVEAF ISR AR ticrh, PRALBE IR
[ EER.
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P o g R T SEAR TG A . A b, MR N 43 WA TR A5 e B T B T 350 50 RO A AL B, 400
W EMPAREHES, ANR R P9 & 2 PG R OO, SCRIRIE, MR AN R 2 2k v PR
PEFLRRAPZ P 2330 7 FLIRIE () 195 5%,  AHIF 70 Hh S5 R M FLARAN 26 P 434368 o [R) AL L AR
FREAL) 0.5%, SICERIERE Z R . APFREE PR 56.4 %, RBERIE TS T
e ST AR R Y, L AP i o [ U MEFLIR AR 2R N A0 53.2 % T R AR MIL s T
AWFFEH 60 % DL E 5 38% (19/50) , 70 % DL LR 5 20% (10/50)

fEFTAAMES, ER K PR WIRARRIZRLN 50%, IMFLARINE Py orilbfia i ik iz i 1
fih R P AR 2. AW 50 Bl H ER BITERIAR N 96% (48/50) , PR BHPERIAR A 84%
(42/50) , FIXFWE & T HARK AL I 838 R 94%HI 83 (47/50) H3%2 A 7HilliaYT . PR
BH 556 5 R B i KA 2 AUH DG (P=0.027) , HAT PR Ik 5 s BLAR 156 R AH & SCRRIRE 5
b, RHEAEKE XS0 . RSN iR R 2Rk, R EEEN
GRRRTT T — 5 T R WU A .

HER-2 &K X% HER-2/neu, Ao B4FIE fERA 5 AU R A R BEYIMR, S5 REHRA
Koo G MR A o, Kl BRI R RS A R . ABF 7L+ NEBC &3 HER-2 fH
PERIEZR 8.5% (4/50) , e Li 2 SHRE I o [ R 15.19% M FHPERIARIT, 5 Feki SRIER) 9.
506K B P ik AL, XPHRZL NST #3% HER-2 FHIERIA % 11.5% (23/200) . ABF%H 44 H
ER-2 FHPE B # B2 H1 HER-2 YT, HAhERVIIRE T, 261 KEMELHR, G 1OIRIE
s BTN HER-2 PHYE R FLARAHZE N 4 WA%E TS AN A5 58 20 LRS5BT, E AR 1 5
fi /b W TCVEBAT HE— 25 Gt 43 AT

PO 2R IR EEALEE (NSE) S5 IR N2 bR, 78 B A M AL e vh i ik % 0y
16%31 509%™, FL7E ¥ A g AR T0RE I FLIRR At 63k, Rt NSE MRS B 9 FLIR R 22
P U 2 TR AR . Syn R CgA UK RISIIIZ Py 20 il I AT SEdR AR, AT Syn Al
CoA HIBHPERIER G351 58%M 97.9%, 5 SCRRIRE SR A — IS Y, AHEFu MR R B
TUBRZE A 3 b T IR PRI 2 TR IR e, L FRIA R S 7 B — B AL

RS R L 4R T FUIR e S A B I R TR UG B0 E B4R bR, [ NEBC 25 WA LR
TR, WA A R 1 AT IR E S o ASHF S I L NEBC i NST F3 ik L 4 %
B AG oL R WS VS, B G ah, RIUE T 0. ER. PR, HER-2. Ki-67 #8407 190 455
BEAT 7 E 0, NEBC F1 NST BEHIME A B REAREER. T 2WEMRAF A BEE
S, MXTHRAL NST FRAAfE R &M 2R (P=0.006) . NEBC HI#kELLE# R R IEAME NST —FE5 T 4
AT IR KA S 1, SCIRIRIE, NEBC 5 NST BTG b i AE e 4t 2 18 190 A fi 45 SR v
AES], T HWIFE NEBC HIMEAHR R P & H R NS E 2R, HEl NEBC MELHEE N
5 J5UR IR 406 K /INAT BEAHSRMEAN K, B8 5 RAE R .

FLBRAZ P9 0 WA W] R AR 2 AL I b R, R B B BEAR. RN DAL, A



SCH R IR R (RS B, BTLATR BB ARG K IIRE U . ARV R 44 AN H,
B U7 I ) A AL B AR SR AR SCAR R AL, ORI SO IR & S NE, K BIF 7 855 4k S KA
BT VA R I (6 AL 2 X R SR RO T AT AL [ e R 3 SO, AR ST R R
Rk

HJE R VU EE N 2 Wb A 22 L, AT 77K B 43 BT 508 A R /b, (LT 3G SCRIR
i, EFLARRNG Y I R B PIKSCA UL A P R A K R 7324k 2 (VEGFR2) 58282, a1
Re R AL VETT A DT s Ak HE .

i LRTR, R MEFUIRANZE 9 40 2 W AL R BE R Y, ER K PR BHMERIAH &, HE
R-2 FHVEFRIERAK, H AU 15 5 M AE 4182, NEBC RO 45 R R I A% NST —kEH T 43
WA AR AR G, BEAHEI ER. PR. HER-2. Syn fll CgA %5 G s 2l AL AR R e J5 R M FLIR AR ZE Y
SR UM TR RIS, AT S PRI BEBORLZ R DG 2R, A BT VPl JE R 1k LR A 22 7Y 43 b e 11 A
PIEAT R, S HRTT T Rl BEE NS ENE.
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