RIEAREYTE SR EFT NS PR
ﬁ\“ Atz HE

KX HF, A H A, X G RER
(ZHA M ERE, R ER R =R ERE, ~# BB 650118)

ZEH B BT (neoadjuvant chemotherapy , NAC)fE b 7L IR i ¥R 97 ik 22—, B H AT n] i
Jik 98 B 400, AR v FR B I F AR S AR & R FLR VRN 25 LS, ik i £
R T Je S e ) LR R R (H R TR A S M NAC AN T A R R, AR —
FE B AEUE R [N, A B R BB S T NACrxﬁlE’]ﬁE%ﬁ S D B A 15 A 4
P2 B X NAC (W SURRR B, B FORE ARy B I AN B50ER A 8 35 IR0 ke, X6 30 35 43 £8 5 B s o
B B HIRYT T, (HBUE TR T B A R R A0 R i g AR S W i R LUHE B B
ﬁﬁﬁ??ﬁfﬂw\{ﬁﬂﬁﬁi%ﬁ PR IR A SR A I 5 1 A i A L g Bl B AT b i
R A — 2538, B NI A2 IF IR IV E 2 2 %

K . ?Lﬂz?ﬁ?,%ﬁﬁﬁiﬂtf RAMAR Y I B 5E 4 R TR

B E 5% S R737.9 X#kARIZES A X EHS:1004-0242(2022)09-0745-08
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Research Progress in Application of Inflammatory Mark-

ers in Neoadjuvant Chemotherapy for Breast Cancer

ZHANG Wen-tao, LIU Li-hua, LIU Qiao, NIE Jian-yun
(Yunnan Cancer Hospital, the Third Affiliated Hospital of Kunming Medical University, Kunming
650118, China)

Abstract: Neoadjuvant chemotherapy(NAC), as one of the therapeutic modalities, has been wide-
ly used in patients with locally advanced breast cancer. NAC has advantages of downstaging the
tumor, increasing the chance of surgery for inoperable patients, improving the breast conserving
rate, and evaluating the efficacy of drug therapy. However, due to the heterogeneity of tumors,
NAC does not benefit all patients and there is a certain disease progression rate. Therefore, it is
necessary to find effective biomarkers for predicting the efficacy of NAC, which will help clini-
cians to adjust or replace treatment plans in time. This article reviews the research progress of the
application of peripheral blood inflammatory markers in NAC of breast cancer, to provide refer-
ence for the comprehensive diagnosis and treatment of breast cancer.

Key words: breast cancer; neoadjuvant chemotherapy; inflammatory marker; pathological com-
plete response; prognosis

L M 95 7 48 Bl A JT (neoadjuvant chemotherapy,
NAC) 248 X5 TR b A b e 7 1) W6 FLI e S8
TEHEAT T ARG ST AT B R 8i6 J7 B AT A9
B RGN, NAC KEA {F e B3 s
W PEARBENT AR e IR PP 2585
e, I wc ok sk 2 iy %7 P T R S 40 L M R
FLIE B TE NAC RT3 58 42 22 i (pathological
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complete response,pCR) # A A f& i AR TR I7 2 i
{ELE: i P 1 5 M NAC AN RE i r 7 2R 5 3k
#5, P AE  NAC J5 K pCR AN 25% , HAFTF
—JE MBI HE A XS T NAC 2 72 b Y 3
JERIBF M &, TCRRIAIT AL T 3R HAl A 20k
I7 P BORYSEN, 2 R AN R R 0 A B R0 B R
PR, g B ST M 7 Al 5 0 A 5 X NAC 7Y
NLX T 48§ 5 0T AR AR YT BOCE I
IR b — B T MRIB | o BEZE R X 4 79 NAC



IPRCIEATIEAS B B3R5 A 4% A B R IR, K
Z R FTIN N E TN NAC 7 %07 11, MRT B AT 55
A HERR M H MR K A i B f A 2% H m, B
e BRI LR B, SR BRI T AR R LAY
FHYE IR, B A A JCHR S (HX T e ikt 2
RAVE, WIETETFAL NAC JE kb eF 4 b i i o, B
PR ARRE =, TR PR, T BRI Al AR AR 2
I NAC J7 R0 e b (5 il T HAs TR S i LR
R BR A SO A S A I NAC B9y7 RS, BRIt
4R BE A8 UE B VT AL AN BN NAC 7 R B 74 )
PR PR IE— BRI

SAEAE IR AR | R RN TIU h y v  E E
. 1863 4F W5 e BN 2 20 1 9 L2 440 g
TG, 1 U 2AE 5 IR AT 1, Hanahan 55
ARG HIEH A0 LA A S R AN ) 22 B Bk R i
FIRAG AR5 | s A I A 7 RPN A
T JCBR A 5 a0 A N SRR RS I RE ) N
SAE SR A IRAS FiRRE I EH R —,
BEJ5 H A R AR DGR 9 A B, i 4 M A AN A AT
PAZ: 550 B — A T e A= A 8 e 8 R R (-
mor microenvironment, TME), & #F i 983 1) A= <& |
Ji& 30 T LA A5 P e A 2 el T A AE 5 R AH DG
VB AR AR 3 o3 T B W2 T B B, —SE A0 ] o % P
FEAR, PR 48 i — bk 2 40 A L (neutrophil-to-
lymphocyte ratio,NLR), il /]x #z — itk £ 28 Ffd Lt {E
(platelet-to-lymphocyte ratio , PLR) 55 8 #r #% {iE 52 5
Sk SUHR b g Tl L g A 2 RO R R AR
B R T AT 5 o 55 HAUL MR — 4, RAE AR S5 7R LR
FERIALST BB K U AR 4 2 O H B AR A
PR, IR IR 9 55 1 B9 R M A i W ] g4 O T
FLIIE NAC 78 e fiq fR 2k

1 RESETEMEBRX R

1.1 By 48 55 F 1% B 40 B (tumor-associated neu-
trophils, TANs)

ORI 2 I F TR R BT, R R4 A 2 R e
SR — &R 43, Fe 0], AN ATTIR by rh vk 4 g 5 A e i
JeE AN MO IGBE A SR, JUAR IS (8 A B SE il T A
SR 25 A | i P 4 B e b e e v BT R R
S I Ao 1 DR 20 2T iR O A v iy T AR

VR A M A X — i AR R R B O E SRR K
FEIE Y5 T DNA #5405 2 2 10048 A 0 S s 4 il
JURRHLA A HE g 1) K A2 A Re LU v kL AN i
PV R (SR I N € 81

TEF ARG OLT L A I 2 S R A6
O s B AR OE T B N T 52 4R 2 (CXC
chemokine receptor 2,CXCR2) Flitafk K T 32 & 4
(CXC chemokine receptor 4, CXCR4) 1) 45 17 Hirpr |
CXCR2 7 CXCL2 Uk 20 i £ 7% il 3 5 -+ (granulo-
cyte colony-stimulating factor, G-CSF ) [ 3t [7] 33 T,
I PR A0 AN DB R TR A1 R A 2 . CXCR4 &
546 5 CXCR2 AHFSEHTRIME T, B 58 v 1 s 20 i 1Y
VAEL AH T TANs B4 5. M7EFLARIE Y TME
JEHR = AR LI, R AR AA A TL-17 A] L
CXCR2 FC A B 3, (il v o 240 J 52 3R X ik 783 )
LR 5 R S A 5 2 R R A v MR 2
JE B TANs , HA7 3R B 1 D) 8 1Y) = B2 AT 881 AT 43 2R
PO AL N1 R AURL o B “N2” R A, Horpr  TME 7]
A T8 A OB 2 AR P MR AR I, DA S 2 TA) A B
20, TME /& —> i B 55 o0 i BR I8, B e 240 JH A
Er A1, A2 240 R 5 Jo 400 i B L7 AR RS TRN 22
WS H5HM,

Zi L iR  TME i ef P 67 20 il 22 (8] 47 76 AH B4R
P, PR ] 3 0 B8 3 A AR ELAE R PR
% TME W, W B TME i 3 2 2 5 1)
I PR A0 R SR S I RER fk . TANSs 7 i
Jed 2E B AN [R] [ B R B HS AN TR] B9 D RE , 78 TME [195%
i) I~ 23 38 T D\ FE B g AR T A2 S AR I VR JH o 55 A
7L M s 240 O P S0 AR 5 e g 4 T v e 24 B
SHERRE IAFAEOCTR, A TR 22 M = iy = B ML
i PR A2 R B (HR+) ZLIR I8 A #2019 TANs,
1.2 MEREKREME (tumor-infiltrating lym-
phocyte, TIL)

TME B Ak A AT 48 25 40 J il vk B4 4 A
22 iy P AT, A e RS e S TR e i R B T AR T B g
g2 R N 11 R W DR @ E DO /5 A T 5=
& TIL 7HE0H> o TIL B 2 80E W 5 = B P 3L I
B NAC J5 = 1) pCR 38 M 3 I i il Js A7 oG 2750
e Ah, 75 HER2 PR LR g2 2 1 Al [ 8
P51 Denkert 5 M N4 7R TIL 7] LU T
) i A7 246 78 7L B 26 A X NAC 19 SR, B TIL Py
o L PR AS T RHE AR A, HZE I pn A it /D HOF

¥ @AM 2022 % % 31 A% 9M  China Cancer,2022,Vol.31,No.9



fIFAREAUER TIL YAl 5 55 50 TIL B R4S A7
T — & R BE A [ AT 2R 22 | DIk AT Il R - 47
SR, HRTAIAT TSR W BAT K P TIL B9 FLAR
P R R R Y pCR AR L AR IR
(b XE LR AT TIL A3 F &, 1048 5 345 19 S0 J i
R L AN R i 5 TIL AF7E AR DG, S0 i) AR
TIL ¥4t NAC #5730
1.3 MM (platelet, PLT)

19 22 60 44X, v 1 B A ik 1 7E b L0
Jeg S e g B AT A S A 75 5 AR TR B, AR T B
TR RO Y RFAIE 2 — P80 il /N AR R 22 )R] A A
R R AT T e ) 5 RS e R i R B
PR A it/ 20 s e R I N ARG A T R
Jif 7 (adenosine diphosphate , ADP)™ & i B % ji% 55
1 B1 (high mobility group box 1 protein, HMGB1 )"
B3R T S BUBE I A R0 25 28 21 2 TN 1 A A 4
SNBSS A TR AR Y N Al S A R T i 22 R
IR i el OB O RANY T A o 22 5 N S
I/ P8 A K I F (platelet derived growth factor,
PDGF)* 4k 4= K KB (transforming growth factor-
B, TGF-R)™" A5 I L I e s A0 ML RO 15 3 . =228
¥ BeAh /IR AT e A LA A R R AT
R I N B2 A K R (vascular endothelial growth
factor, VEGF ) 38 5i i &g i 45 18 A= m , DT 0 K i Jgg
TEAR PN A2 A B /N R S 2 4 i 5, R LA Rt B
TEI A0 E I PR, 8 B s 200 0 e 5 s HR
G RIR7 R AU E 7 VTR U o) N | AN TS T D )
CXCLS/7 i1k A7 46 v P07 0 6 532 4 8 T £ s 4
A, JE R 57— IR e R O SR B, S o i
ANBT B e A T 25 PR AF AR A SCHE, S
ANBT B AT LA i 0 A7 B R, i
T /N 5T 8 ek e X AT 2 W e i 52 1R BT
A I A1) R /0N BRORE R H 0 o ot 0 R VT
(glycoprotein VI,GPVI) 93y fig -t a] LAX in ] 25 2= il
SRR AT 25 W AE R N BT EE B 53 Ak BT
S BRI/ 4 22 9 5 T Rg S8R B R TS A OGP
BN ML/ ATE S 98 40 k453 B EAE AT O
SEFLME KA RS T 25 B G HE
1.4 Bh7EEtaXE MELA

JHJEE AR OC EL A (umorassociated macrophage,
TAM)J& TME H & =F & 19 5 0% 20 B, 9% 00 0 02 S0E
AR BIE Bl PR 2R A T2 20 P R A Joi S 7 5 b oRg kA
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R Z A AT AR 8 S A AR
ST SRR SR B 2 5 e AN B B (R 28
FERE R TAM 76 M G328 SR 358 vp ml i Ak ol M1
PR A TUF M2 L T B g4 i 7 T8 &R y(IFNYy)
F1lig Z ¥ (lipopolysaccharide , LPS) ) 4\ 3 F | [a] M1
FARVELAL  HET 4 PR R A TL-12 TFNy
TNFo ,— UL A T P AU S A 2R R - R g 0, BR il i
J A MR A TL-4 1L-13 IL-10 \ TGF-B 45 i ] 3%
T, B REGN A AT ) M2 B Ak PR AR B g B R
Jif e B & R L AN TAM 54097 J7 Rt BB A 56 |
Litviakov % 58 i 68 54532 NAC (1 FL 68 R &%
R T RAE X BARAIT 259 0 RS M2 Y
TAM 6 R, 45 Rk B NAC J b8 2% 5 33 3k M2
BTAM 4 %, M OEHF5E 6 W, TAM W] 3 i B 2
FRFCIAAT R RS AT 255 2 0 FLIR R
0L T AT 22 5y B B RR ST TR] RS Bl A7 4 R 4
LUATHE S T AT i 32

TAM == 2202 iy 9 4 SURE 0 [ 7 DA A ) 55 4
ik, Bk ZMuEdE M, Bl T 2 RHZ kK
(CCL2/CCR2) %Xt F sh 52 /1 J&] S 40 il 25 G %2,
oA, iR 20 A R At 35 T A0 B 4 W CCL2 S 7R
WA - RB L T2k CCR2 456 K%
FHSF A2 A0 L A A P T R Bk A 2 1 5] TAM
) el 2 — | P S T e 0 i R 22 o e R A DG 5
2 175 S 3R 1R KT 1Y SR A L S AR OGS TR,
CCL2 .CCL5 .CXCL12 .CSF-1 fil VEGF™“'_ ik 4h , —T5i
WF 5% K BACTT 51 K L 1% 96 20 Ji 6 550 1 40 B A 4 7
(extracellular vesicle ,EV )i Sl Y 12 H1 # NF-kB &
I R Ak R T 2 0 L i PP A 5 A Ok i 0 i
MW S, Wills 58S RFRABIESE T NAC 55
Ji e A0 AT AR B /N AN AP B2 (small extracellular
vesicle , sEV)7EFL IR h A EEE X A
F5E 20, TAM = %2 2 AN E SE4E T ok, Xt BRbE 3%
PR H v A N, HGOE R S R R R Y 1L-4 1L~
10 FT TL-13 45 G52 400 1) 248 Bl R 5 A 11 M2 FE A Ak
REMK, S E5MIE L BRSNS E

2 SMEIMAERREYFEFLIRIE NAC H
HI Rz A

2.1 NLR
NLR T} & o] 18 8 42 5 R AGE M TME 1938 B 400



G2 E 4 UE 52, NLR T 2 FLAR I8 B W5 AN R
K2 EAR A BFSE S E NLR AT 2L MR8 5 4 B 1k
SEIF AR T, Bae 55 T NAC A 19 H£4 NLR
TEFL 8 NAC B A By 48 T NLR 7] DL il 422 52
NAC 1) HER2 [P 2L AR A 167 RO, eAh,
Cullinane 48 PMLE2 2 A H NLR 5 %5 19 pCR %
PG, #EBOK NLR 1E 8 ZLARE B pCR i 30 &
T R HLER = T NLR AR 2L 8 5 NAC 7 30
P AT 474k, SR, Tokumaru 25530 A Pk 20 i
[5E X CD66L(CEACAMS) 3 K 3 35 7K - 15 ik 5
Yif [ 5 LA CD8(CD8A ) Y Fk PR 3k /K T4 HLAEL P
Jii g st A% % NLR, 43 #f T 2k B GSE21094,
GSE22358 GSE25088 .GSE32646 .GSE26035 % 5 1~ H
B AR T Z S A G 2 994 fil 3, WLEE 3%
(BT A R T = B 2L i A AR A S A i AR A
L 983 P 388 4% P NLR 5 2R 98 NAC J5 1% pCR G
XK., HHETH K ZEW5R &I L NLR 585/ pCR
RN 0 5 A 56, A D RO 98 & B, 5 NLR
HHE A EAFA S, H5 pCR JE%, NLR &7 1l H
THU NAC J7 2% B A7 A4S 2 — B 458 B
JE— G TR B PG AR S K A N3] NAC J7
R PN A R H AR — PR
22 PLR

GG S0 Jeb 3 A A AR AR A /MR 935 £, &5 PLR
HE S LR R E A RIS A X, PLR<133.25 5
“BATEFLBRE B E NAC 5 =AY pCR /R BB %
I R A K2, Cuello-Lopez %8 {332 NAC [T A
FRFL R B T R BT RIS R — TR
& BAE Luminal B % (HER2 Bt ) FLIR e &
NAC #j PLR fE & pCR B9 % il K + P + NLR ™,
Graziano 55 "IN M Ik NLR (<2.42) F1{k PLR (<
104.47) A& 53U B NAC J5 85 1Y pCR %
FK . Asano A PLR ML YT SUREAH 56 1AL
AN /N A e K A AR R RO
Je 0% BN AR A A /IR T B 7 AT T e AT
fieBri =g ekl K BAE I RANY T O W VRS B U &
TG G988 I 1 R 8 M0 bk EL 40 AR 4 LA AR PLR 4%
sEPUAIEVE . LA EARSE UL PLR 23845 1 NAC
JERCHUN R F, 5 NLR B A 37 B 5 g b Sz e L
B9 NAC 97 80 S W), AH H B 0E i ok 70 M i
NAC J7 %0 B e 1 $0I0 DA 7 A 15 B 22 19 i BE 14 AF

FEHRAETE
23 B S % 4% 4 A Ltk & (lymphocyte-to-
monocyte ratio, LMR)

AT LB 3 A 1 e 21K T8 B R R 2 i 9 B Bt
1 192 Bl 52 NAC J& AT T AR 7L e 2 & L 45
7% ,NCT Hi 4k Jil 1 LMR T &5 5 554 % 0 9 A A7
] (disease-free survival , DFS) Fl & 4= 7 ] (overall
survival ,0S)HI5¢, [FIF, & LMR 4150 %5 5% 3545 pCR™,
Goto 4 IRy BF 5E o & B0 T R RIAG 45 R IR B
LMR 6.0 A I 35 1) d5e Al S8, {5 LMR A pCR
Z A ke IR B ARG SR 78 ) — TS v,
Ji GOV R B LMR AN ] DL A s o 2L R O AR
S PG PR ER B KO LMR 38 AT ARG 5 i P 2.
i 98 £ 3 X 53R PR 1 E ) B0 IR LMR 5 LR
P R T 22 I TS 0 A OC & 818 R 2858 vh vk
WESE (H I 5 ZLMRE NAC J7 A0 C R MAATE S,
24 5 REBERIEIEH (systemic immune-inflam-
mation index, SII)

Hu %7 2014 - FF & T —Fh i/ (P)x
K7 1A (N )/ B 40 A (L) 31 590 45 21 B9 42387 19 ST 45
b, BLARY 1 A AT 20 g v A U5 (e, 45 2% o
e 7K SIT R s A8 38 U A B A5 K Fil 46 4% . H
T SIT & £ w1k B 55 060 400 i i 98 160 B 2% v g 14
B AR Z A MR ) TS A OG, ARSI AEFL R
S TP R B S B TS £ AE 52 NAC O FL IR
B R SIT R ARG B K Ay DFS Fi1 0S'%), 53 4k,
AW R SIL T NAC J5 ZL IR 835 1S /A
{EHET NLR A1 PLR', H i S 7EFLIRAE NAC iy
I FH DA L B i R8s B 000 3, A T
S WE A K, HXF pCR M Hm sk >, 5
NLR .PLR \LMR A 11, Hi 3 F 2 A0 i 40 g o1 40153
#3200y SIT AT B8 W] DL T 47 1 sz 1 3 A8RE Al A e 4R
AP, HA Bk 50 LR R R TS 1 n) &
fEbR, 8 FIRIT IR
2.5 £ 5K KM (systemic inflammation re-
sponse index,SIRI)

SIRI J2& 2016 4R IF & i1 — T KL T 41l iff v
vl T 71 T N 11 R 0101 0 e S
R PEFR bR AT E fE 452 NAC 1 FLAIR
i B L SIRT 1Y et S 34T 0 B I, SR
SIRI(<0.85x10%/L) 414 Lt , % SIRI(=0.85x10%L) 41
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[ 3 4F 5 4F 10 4F DFS 1 OS B 2%, /8 SIRI & 4%
22 NAC 2L B8 1A UG H8 45, A A Sk
TRE FLIE IR T UK A bR B, Dong 55 Y
ST UER] T NAC J5 pCR 5 SIRI 35 M ¢, 1 H.
ZHNZE o rdg i, FLIRE B SIRL & pCR Y70 37
T 2, SIRI<0.72x10%/L 21 i /2 % 4K 45 pCR B9 HL
23t SIRI=0.72x10%/L 41 /9 J 3 & il 5 4% ,SIRT
) ROC #h £ miFURF NLR 91 L, SIRT Lt NLR
FEELAR A, il PR S B ] g B AT B R A AR ML
NAC HI i SIRT 9 FLARIE B & pCR R &, HisH
U A7 15 B IE) B Kk B R SIRT AT A Ay 0 7L e 8
FBE NAC IR S UG WV A8 A, R 2 FL e FLIR IR
PSRN L, A SRR Ff B O AR Y
L0

3 ?Lﬂir NAC ﬁhnmy{'&hlu\%m
% BX

SN E AT BUR S A AR, B 5 24T 2
Yrsgmm, DR A JE i BSORE 6 R ] 2 A1 T I 98 P s
Wy S I LRI NAC [0 K Wi i sz —, B
T Y ORE I ) 5 A NAC JT AR 1 70 2 J8 2
B TPREAE T NAC WIE] NLR A9 sh A28 1k
R pCR MR, H M IR F AR AR 35 BT 75 Ry
2 IR 1 Uk, EARIE ) R R — A AT TR AR A 1
JEI . T340, 2 ASINE I R P AR 34 1 I B (cut-off
{E) Wik b THRERB B, BR PLR /9 cut-off {H#E7E
150 &b 55730 0 HLA A E I 5% bR A A 3 i ROC
iy £ 43 A1 LA i 70 A S I EURE B[]
TG —hrifE, B, BEICAY i 40 M RO T iR
NAC Hiffeilf — R AR M FEA ¥/hF 1A A

4 N

A JE LS A 2 252 NAC YR Y7 09 5L 58 35 10
%“%Mﬁ%?,ﬁﬁﬁ%d\ Wbt 25 gy Oy i A 0 o 4
05, /4 NLR .PLR .LMR . SII . SIRI 7 FLJI#J# NAC
ﬁa&fﬁ{mlﬁm@fﬁﬁﬁm,ﬁz&m@m, HRZHEI
ZUERA iR Te bR 5 FLIRE B E 1 OS Fi DFS % V1A
Ko PG, SE T g2 48 Arox 2L R i AR TS
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NAC R HA EZH MM E, ©A RN
K BB U8 1 PR AN A TN NAC 7 0 HUS 1 AR
Tﬁu%%ﬁ@T?ﬁE’iné AN 1E NAC F2 B i iF 5T

Y S8 RE HE B 0T IR NAC BT 25 AL 1 F0 58 0 AT 45
4’E{ SRS B OCEE AR, YT R R Z /R T
BrpuC Y TR BRI ST, AR AR — 2 A ) 2 il
FH AR AE 8 bRV A 000 14 I R A A 2 15, e mT Sg A7)
8 JE 8 AR () 1T BE PR A 5 LLSRIE
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