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Figure 1 Positive expression of IGF- I R in
breast cancer(x200)
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47.1%(8/17) . 7¢ 23 B IGF- T R BAERY &, 4 19
i & NAC J7 3% i5 5] PR, PR %4 82.6% (19/23).,
P4l PR R 2272 H G243 L (P=0.018) (Table 1),

TEE IR 2540 b IGF- T R BAIME & 19 PR R
3w T IGF- 1 R BB E  (83.3% vs 33.3%, P=
0.013), T7E BRI A SR LK YA P IGF- T R %
KEILE PR R (81.8% vs 80.0%, P=0.931),
WWE PR IGF- T R AR T M PR R, A UL IGF-
I R FH M AL 42 22 B 25497 1 8 % PR R EIK
(33.3%) , HiAy 3 253 PR RAX 5 (Table 1),
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X AT HEBR P2 IGF- T R ik 22573 F 3 PR KRR
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Table 1 The relationship between IGF- I R expression and response of NAC

IGF- T R

G NAC 2 P
ML " LR Negative case(%) Positive case (%) i
Total 40 PR 19/23(82.6) 8/17(47.1)
5.631 0.018
SD 4/23(17.4) 9/17(52.9)
Anthracyclines 24 PR 10/12(83.3) 4/12(33.3) 6171 0013
SD 2/12(16.7) 8/12(66.7)
Anthracyclines combined with taxanes 16 PR 9/11(81.8) 4/5(80.0) 0007  0.931
SD 2/11(18.2) 1/5(20.0)
Table 2 IGF- I R expression in two chemotherapy regemin groups
G IGF-TR 5 P
roups f Negative case Positive case !
Anthracyclines 24 12 12
. . . 1.381 0.240
Anthracyclines combined with taxanes 16 11 5
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