328 45 hEERIMIRE Vol.32 No.5
202345 H China Journal of General Surgery May 2023

roti[m] doi:10.7659/j.issn.1005-6947.2023.05.019

el hitp://dx.doi.org/10.7659/.issn.1005-6947.2023.05.019
R4S China Journal of General Surgery, 2023, 32(5):788-792.

c BRI

BT RS R E SRR AR B E BB TIIH N E 4

e e Y i PR A E

E S, R4k, A, XM

(BEEEBEaTARER SUR TR, Hd F 2 570208)

o=
=

1]

BER5BEH: FUBRERE W WA oG, AT A5 R (SLNB) 2 T Y5 bk L 45 B 2 2L R 38

fbr A BEALSC, EREHHBIALTT (NAC) Jm Mss ik 2 455 [ 8 2 9 SLNBAFFEAR R, B %
TEFE R o AWESEIR DY NAC 5 W55 ik T 285 5% 99 ) L R 8 2838 SLNB A A 47 P B 52 1 SLNB 1 9] 44 3

lj_ql%%\:o

Fr ik AR 2020 4 7 A —2022 4F 7 7 i TN IR R e R bk 295 BH 1 L R R 28 NAC 5 IR 53 bk L2 245 e 30

o BRI B 45 Bl IR BERE, T A B

LA R I AR, BATER, MERRRAETR AR, JFXS AT

s

{6,947 SLNB B J 47 I 55 bk [ 4555 8% (ALND) , 43 B By 14
) SLNB A4 A R 1 K 47 0047

PNTU=A
HE»

55 . SLNB NI 93.3%, Fo tL Al bk (045 138 ML s HERR 3 90.4%, BRIFITERR 12.5% . I K/ (<5 em,
>5 em) 5 NACHTMR L EDIRA (1H. 280, =340) XF SLNB BRI R | HERGS . R B PE 52 00 0 5
M (35 P>0.05); RIMEMEZSEINEE (14, 280, =380 X SLNB % (P=0.009) SEHIHER (P=
0.002) A W20, A 4 H B 2 HER R . BRI REAR

S50 ¢ WS IR CUAE BH M 28 NAC 5 % 1 A9 H 5 SLNB A9 3hk B 45 550 H =3 A, i =R B A BA v 2R ] LA 2
Il PRF5 %2, SLNB BI85 A B % FR ALND,

X $# 17
HE 4 %S R737.9

FLIR I B AT L PR R W S b, R
o RSP L S A A . A A g R A 3L IR R
R AR S B K, B ™ P M Y
BN, B FL I IR IT 2 LT RS £ LR AR
J7 o FL IR 9 RS 1 W I B 45 7 K (sentinel lymph
node biopsy, SLNB) ff% v i 15 I £ 3 114 JHid 3 bk 2
AR, MR I B A B M B R e TR S Y I
5O 45 % BR (axillary lymph node dissection,
ALND) , DT A 4B 3k #1378 43 £8 35 [ ALND A7
K0 b RSO B Il A2 BE K b B By g R A . SLNB
E B R 0 2L AR g bR v AP BHIG YT o I AT R B B

WimBH:
EEEN:

2023-03-31; f&ITHHA: 2023-04-25,
Tealk, WrAE O ANRERR S(TEI, £%
MR FLIE 7 T T -

BEEE: F41, Email: zhaoliwxl@126.com

© WA )3 of [ FF I F A EPTA

788

FLARIRE 5 MR S Bh ik s TR Ik L 45 5 UK A

ER T N S U< ST ) B S i
chemotherapy, NAC) & J& 2| 4 B N 43 WA iR 97 .
Bl I R 1) 96 T A AREUTE I IR AR B T
NAC A AL B A A0 b e B 3 B PR 3L, AT -
AR AT T AR 2 S AR A 245 52 56 15 5 ) 20
SRALIEIT B9 UL He, B T LU R 4 AR U L 45 B
Wi 300 A e PR B Lk 35 43 S8 3 BE A5 JT SLINB AR 2F
ALND HBifF R R . AW AEE T E A
B = e 45 1) L J 988 1R 3 FH I B0 S8 3 NAC S IR 53 Itk
ELE5 B 5 17 SLNB By IR PR &5 2R, Bk an T .

( neoadjuvant

1 ABSHE
1.1 fwEIERM

W B0 pE U T ON R EE BE 2020 4F 7 H —
2022 4 7 H IR W) Lo v FLIR I HRE 45 ), NAC R

http://www.zpwz.net


mailto:E-mail:zhaoliwxl@126.com

%5

T4, 5 BT B LT 5 RO R 45 P A LB B TR B R A e e R 789

A B EAT DA RS LR E, O
gt 22 A0 T 28 0 A0 B AR A TR S A RS . NAC S
25 R 8 8 A% i A A DT A R R B A Ol B
45 ) FB FTE NAC HT B HEBR 2 B 56 78 . NAC T &N
TAC. TCH J TChbHP, fI7 25 h Z e . £RFE
Fo R . RAA. FREEMmERG, HER-2 JLP P 1S & 0 4
] 25 9030 97 o 78 NAC v & Ji) 19138 3o R i B A% g 3t
I DAk i Eg K/ o

1.2 FEFHE

1.2.1 AP e 44t E RAET 10~15 min i B
0.19% W.H #1322 mL, FHBFNFLEX3, 6. 9. 125
K X fe T, R E . HERT, WIF
Rk . KR SN B R, T R 1 Ty i 2
VIFFRE Wi A S ek 048, W& i etk 0
FERER L, BRI E IR, B2 R
LI R IR . AT BE R 45— IF VI BR bR id )5 2%
K, FATELG VIBR & ALND

1.2.2 W"HHELREAEE FEARERR SIE
RS A AT I AR L 5 A 3, [A) B S00 um 3% 22 1)
R, HE B (005 5 MU BRAG A . Ay bk 0 45 BT
o] 5 A o kb RN Ay J2 AT P AR 0 45 P (R 4 OIS i
TR A L5 AL RV S ) o T IR 0 45 4 i 2R =SLNB A

DGR SR B s A R = (EL B () 8+
BAPE 491 K ) /T W bk 2 5 S ) B K iR B R =
R BT i £ 2 ok A R T % 1) 491
1.3 Srit4bsE

HOHE 43 47 SR I SPSS 22.0 ST ESE L, R
FEH KB M, P<0.05 N2 RA GiTEE L.

2 & R

21 SLNB#ER

45 f5i) £ 35 v R I Ob O A5 BT A s 42 4, kG
RN RY N A I QR 17/ S8 2o N i (1L S 7 N
45, RINFR933% (42/45), IREITE 4400, 5B
F125% (4/32), UEHI%90.4% (38/42) .
2.2 FImZLARE NAC /5 SLNB ERE SRR

HE =S

AT RN (<5S em 555 em) VLKA
NAC B ik 458725 (eN1 45 eN2) Ay SLNB Ji 2 % |
RS ERAM R ITHE 25 (3 P5005). &~
G I bk L 25 R B (LM, 2 O=3 4) Tl
MEFwEMEIAEREES AR T E L (¥ <
0.05) , A& & Bl £ oEwf R e L IR R
it (£1).

®1 IEKREEERES SLNBRHERHXR

SES 1% (n) (%) P W3R (%) P BT (%) P
g I/ (em)
<5 21 95.2(20/21) 90.0(18/20) 13.3(2/15)
0.63 0.72 0.89
>5 24 91.6(22/24) 86.3(19/22) 11.8(2/17)
SLNB %4 H (#20)
1 2 — 50.0(1/2) 50.0(1/2)
2 6 — — 66.6(4/6) 0.009 66.6(2/3) 0.002
>3 34 — 97.0(33/34) 3.7(1/27)
NAC Firik ELE RS
eN1 26 96.1(25/26) 96.0(24/25) 5.5(1/18)
0.38 0.14 0.40
eN2 19 89.4(17/19) 76.4(14/17) 14.3(2/14)
3 it i W TATHY . B A, IR X T NAC B8 i 2

B % 7L AR NAC 259 9 R Wk, NAC ok
BT R TG R . NAC S {E AT LR 30 4 v L A
T AR FL R, BT LU 209%~60% A 5% bk 12 45 BH
P I O B PR T = B A HER-2 36 (K 1
[ 58 5 e 58 4 28 i R R ik 50% LA EPY . B ETX T
NAC Tij i 65 bk B 285 99 1 1 28 35 NAC J5 17 SLNB 8 A

© WA )3 of [ FF I F A EPTA

45 BH M 1) BB 48 NAC 5 53 Ik 2 25 % B 1 6 3
75 HI SLNB #5 A8 ALND W AF7EAR K4 i, F 2 A
16 T 3% ¥ 43 % NAC J5 SLNB F 5K 15 B 1 5 %5
B, A 10%M, T E Py AR S B IA A SLNB i BH
FN<10%, A BN ZEATHESZ . NAC 5] SLNB
18 BH 23 25 g 4 D TR 32 B2 A0 6 NAC Ji5 8% % JE G i
Jel AN 0 58 % 0 R B B A 4 A S G R E I N

http://www.zpwz.net



790 W E AR A

532 4

A5 | M T EL A O B IR RN AT A Ak, R bk
5| 38 1 5 T TR R LS4 AR R RS b 1 4 R
A U] e R R Bk e b AT, B NAC I 155G
B ISR NS (TR R N N8
Jn T SLNB Ay BRI BER . — T A 23 T A £
1 521 5] 8 35 i R F 5% A9 Meta 43 T 7R« NAC J5
SLNB -4 it 13 I B4 &5 4R 245 19 o 1 % Ry 89% . i B
PEF 13% ., AL SLNB #Y 7 3 %8l 90.4% , 1
FIPE K 12.5%, 5% Meta 43 H7 45 R AH VT, 5 H
N 25 5 VWIE 98 45 FEAH I

JUAE I % b O 45 P NAC S % B ) 2 % SLNB
A AR B P R R o 10% , 5 2 22 30 il PR 0T 5%
71N BT AR L 2 0k B R b B e B
REYIM K, BIBE S kB S5 K 1 8 H 8 28R
RRRE . —IA 3T RBESE 1291 i) (B %
) Meta 43 H7® i 7 + SLNB 4 HE B %8 5 90% . 1% [
PEARA 14% , W20 53 B b YT B 1 ASC i g o 28 485 4 19
PR 209% . UIBR 2 KOtk B 45 B RN 12% . V)
B 3 M0 K 3 B LA b bk B 4 B M R ok 4% [ P 2
W ST 45 SR D) R R e 3 MO B 4 1 A
AT DA AR A5 0 R A BB PE R o Bonneau AN K Rif
M 9hk O 25 1) B 250 B R =3 MCA RE 3R A5 AT A9 BB 1k
R AEARMFTE IR 1~2 KR I I B 45 45 9 4 R
B, N 50% . 66.6% , T HI R =3 MR ik e
S5 B R R 3.7% , $ER VI BR 3 MR DL Bk
0 S A R REAR T R, A B T A7 & SLNB
B BAME R <10% AR . — T SLNB A5 %4 PR 25 455 70 ff
FEMRL R 2 B O A R H =3 e, T
Aty B PR 2R BB MR R DRk 22 A I Ok
B 45 2 B I AR B 1 6 0 G B . fh T NAC 5 S itk
LR IR L BH ZE Rk I 5] I A AR 1 el AR T BOET
WYk SR SR, FEARF R, EHEKSRES
JE I T I IR EL 4 A ) 0 B AR AL TR TIX K
FEABESE P BR T VIR i Ye bk e g5 40, WbIBR T 0
T DX KPR b R L BB ) AT B b B A
A IS R EL S A, X E — R E B X 2K
i 90 O 45 25 DT AR AR AR B P 38— 5 )

A W5 R s NAC |G IR £ 7 J2& 52 i) SLNB i
PRI EZ—, MRE>5 cm B <5 cm () SLNB
MR, 25 E .. AR>S em 5
JRE <5 em Ay SLNB 7 E 1 2% AR TR R TC W] W 22 5%
A BE 5 AW IR B D e . Z BRI OR
FE SLNB i FH WU/ (25 7 958 B 7 3 325 AT Bl o I

© WA )3 of [ FF I F A EPTA

BAPE 2, ] DL XU 5 35 78 NAC S5 6 i ) 46 H i i
WL g5 B B AR . AT K Bl IR RS Uk A
7B A B A 45 IR Ik 2 95 A8 S A e A G £
FRic &, ] A 8 B AR SLNB B BB PE R, Horp
HU ) ALND $ A B4 SLNB B 3 — A v 6 ) 07 I %
I L 2 RSO

T Ak $E A A 0 A B T R I SLNB 1Y
(SR ST SN 8 O N I e s i LR
ARG HE, ZMHE B HR (+) /
HER-2 (=), HR (+) /HER-2 (+). HR (-) /
HER-2 (+) S = BAPEZL AR 88 NAC J5 A 0 bk I 45 i
BAPE R 90 N 42.1% . 16.7% . 3.2% &% 10.5%,
78 = B PR R HER-2 & 3% 35 AU 3L I 98 NAC J5 %
luminal % HL A 57 & 19 4 4@ " 53 4 GANEA 2
FEPOME R - 7E NAC Ji5 ST Ik B 5 55 B i R h
HE— B e To ik BV AR AL, MR <5 mm A BB 1B
PEFRH — B INE37%., XATfef B Tt — 2k
PE5 18 19 S8 S FR ALND .

gr LTIk, LRI MRS M I 45 BH M 28 NAC S
5 B Y B3 SLNB B S AR B AR A vy, o Rl 2
I R 5 2, ANBESE 2 HUIC ALND . A Wi bk 00 45 46 113
0 H 5 SLNB B PE Z% DDA OGS i bk I 25
B EH >3 MO A AR B 0 T ST bk AR . AR
it LW 53 4 7 K HE R B DAL AR ST RO BB S
W B WAEE EE ., ZWAFR ) E R NAC I
%3 bk 5 485 % 1) B 3% 19 SLNB 53k B 45 35 99 4 L IE AN
s A AR AE (0 R B ST E GE R >, 2o
ot PEAE ST, DR T R B 45 BH M NAC 5 7% BT
B SLNB B BE 75 B2 4% ALND 3 31 48 4 7k K il
e 1 A B 177 B T RS 1 KRR A 5% i — 2P RS

R R AEDEARELEA BT E,

UE SRR i SR R e RN
B, BESH, BERX; MR EFRATE
fhde F RIBAE; AL, SPAR A TR, #3E,

[1] Bray F, Ferlay J, Soerjomataram I, et al. Global cancer statistics
2018: GLOBOCAN estimates of incidence and mortality
worldwide for 36 cancers in 185 countries[J]. CA Cancer J Clin,
2018, 68(6):394-424. doi: 10.3322/caac.21492.

[2] HEFURER NG T L RAL. T EFURE A BGT L 3t

http://www.zpwz.net


http://dx.doi.org/10.3322/caac.21492

g5 EHEB.F ONHBATEREKESHEERLRE R THAEE ELNERNE 791

(2019 4F Ji@) [J]. [ R AE 4 2, 2019, 29(5): 390-400. doi:
10.19401/j.cnki.1007-3639.2019.05.009.
Chinese Expert Group for Breast Cancer Neoadjuvant Therapy.
Expert consensus on neoadjuvant therapy for breast cancer in China
(2019 edition) [J]. China Oncol, 2019, 29(5): 390-400. doi:
10.19401/j.cnki.1007-3639.2019.05.009.

[3] Sheikh F, Nazir A, Yasmeen S, et al. Pathologic complete response
in HER2-positive breast cancer patients receiving trastuzumab in
neoadjuvant setting[J]. J Coll Physicians Surg Pak, 2019, 29(2):
159-163. doi: 10.29271/jcpsp.2019.02.159.

[4] SRER, D07 . FUMR BT A B AT I TN R O 45 0 R AR B BIF S

HE R[], v bR I AR, 2019, 46(21): 1135-1138. doi: 10.3969/j.
issn.1000-8179.2019.21.133.
Zhang Y, Ma L. Research progress of sentinel lymph node biopsy
after neoadjuvant chemotherapy for patients with breast cancer[J].
Chinese Journal of Clinical Oncology, 2019, 46(21): 1135-1138.
doi:10.3969/j.issn.1000-8179.2019.21.133.

[5] #Buk, #2458, XU . UM B A I A7 54T I bk 2 m A Y

W HEIR )], T4 E 2245, 2022, 34(4):112-116. doi:10.3969/
j.1ssn.2095-140X.2022.04.029.
Jiao C, Cui XY, Liu W. Research advances in sentinel lymph node
biopsy after neoadjuvant chemotherapy for breast cancer[J].
Medical & Pharmaceutical Journal of Chinese People's Liberation
Army, 2022, 34(4):112-116. doi: 10.3969/j.issn.2095-140X.2022.0
4.029.

[6] Shirzadi A, Mahmoodzadeh H, Qorbani M. Assessment of sentinel
lymph node biopsy after neoadjuvant chemotherapy for breast
cancer in two subgroups: initially node negative and node
positive converted to node negative - A systemic review and
meta-analysis[J]. J Res Med Sci, 2019, 24:18. doi: 10.4103/jrms.
JRMS_127_18.

[7] SRMEAS, KRS, AEXL. FLARIHTAE B ALy T 5 IS bk L2 ] 8

F AT SLNB Y Il R & SC[I]. Ho 48 s B v 7% 7, 2021, 28(13):
1014-1018. doi: 10.16073/j.cnki.cjcpt.2021.13.08.
Zhang YJ, Zhang GC, Xiong B. Clinical significance of SLNB in
patients with negative axillary lymph nodes after preoperative
chemotherapy for breast cancer[J]. Chinese Journal of Cancer
Prevention and Treatment, 2021, 28(13):1014-1018. doi: 10.16073/
j.cnki.cjept.2021.13.08.

[8] Tee SR, Devane LA, Evoy D, et al. Meta-analysis of sentinel lymph
node biopsy after neoadjuvant chemotherapy in patients with initial
biopsy-proven node-positive breast cancer[J]. Br J Surg, 2018, 105
(12):1541-1552. doi: 10.1002/bjs.10986.

(9] FAAL, XURE, i, 55 . SRR B A7 o i bk L 45 15 A6 Y
I (LD, 0 B 2 27 0F 5, 2022, 31(3):409-414. doi:10.3969/).
issn.1004-437X.2022.03.007.

Wang JL, Liu Q, Zhang Q, et al. Clinical value of sentinel lymph
node biopsy in breast cancer patients after neoadjuvant

chemotherapy[J]. Henan Medical Research, 2022, 31(3):409-414.

© WA )3 of [ FF I F A EPTA

doi:10.3969/j.issn.1004-437X.2022.03.007.

[10] Bonneau C, Bendifallah S, Reyal F, et al. Association of the
number of sentinel lymph nodes harvested with survival in breast
cancer[J]. Eur J Surg Oncol, 2015, 41(1): 52-58. doi: 10.1016/j.
€j$0.2014.11.004.

[11] Boughey JC, Ballman KV, Hunt KK, et al. Axillary Ultrasound
After Neoadjuvant Chemotherapy and Its Impact on Sentinel
Lymph Node Surgery: Results From the American College of
Surgeons Oncology Group Z1071 Trial (Alliance)[J]. J Clin Oncol,
2015, 33(30):3386-3393. doi: 10.1200/JC0O.2014.57.8401.

[12] Aapro M, Boccia R, Leonard R, et al. Refining the role of
pegfilgrastim (a long-acting G-CSF) for prevention of
chemotherapy-induced febrile neutropenia: consensus guidance
recommendations[J]. Support Care Cancer, 2017, 25(11): 3295-
3304. doi: 10.1007/s00520-017-3842~1.

[13] Jung SY, Han JH, Park SJ, et al. The sentinel lymph node biopsy
using indocyanine green fluorescence plus radioisotope method
compared with the radioisotope-only method for breast cancer
patients after neoadjuvant chemotherapy: a prospective,
randomized, open-label, single-center phase 2 trial[J]. Ann Surg
Oncol, 2019, 26(8): 2409-2416. doi: 10.1245/s10434-019-
07400-0.

[14] Sun X, Wang XE, Zhang ZP, et al. Neoadjuvant therapy and
sentinel lymph node biopsy in HER2-positive breast cancer
patients: results from the PEONY trial[J]. Breast Cancer Res Treat,
2020, 180(2):423-428. doi: 10.1007/s10549-020-05559-9.

[15] Berberoglu K, Erdemir A, Rasa K, et al. Role of gamma probe-
assisted intraoperative sentinel lymph node evaluation in
predicting axillary breast cancer metastasis after neoadjuvant
chemotherapy[J]. Nucl Med Commun, 2020, 41(2): 120-125. doi:
10.1097/MNM.0000000000001111.

[16] B, st . LM T A DALY IS HT U Ik A58 R i Dok

0. I R A Bl 2R 7, 2022, 30(4): 386-389. doi: 10.3969/].
issn.1005-6483.2022.04.024.
Jin CL, Zhang JG. Research progress of sentinel lymph node
biopsy after neoadjuvant chemotherapy for breast cancer[J].
Journal of Clinical Surgery, 2022, 30(4):386-389. doi: 10.3969/j.
issn.1005-6483.2022.04.024.

[17] Kanesalingam K, Sriram N, Heilat G, et al. Targeted axillary
dissection after neoadjuvant systemic therapy in patients with node-
positive breast cancer[J]. ANZ J Surg, 2020, 90(3):332-338. doi:
10.1111/ans.15604.

[18] Kim EY, Byon WS, Lee KH, et al. Feasibility of preoperative
axillary lymph node marking with a clip in breast cancer patients
before neoadjuvant chemotherapy: a preliminary study[J]. World J
Surg, 2018, 42(2):582-589. doi: 10.1007/s00268-017-4171-8.

[19] Enokido K, Watanabe C, Nakamura S, et al. Sentinel lymph node
biopsy after neoadjuvant chemotherapy in patients with an initial

diagnosis of cytology-proven lymph node-positive breast cancer[J].

http://www.zpwz.net


http://dx.doi.org/10.19401/j.cnki.1007-3639.2019.05.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.19401/j.cnki.1007-3639.2019.05.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.19401/j.cnki.1007-3639.2019.05.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.19401/j.cnki.1007-3639.2019.05.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.29271/jcpsp.2019.02.159
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-8179.2019.21.133
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-8179.2019.21.133
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-8179.2019.21.133
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.2095-140X.2022.04.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.2095-140X.2022.04.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.2095-140X.2022.04.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.2095-140X.2022.04.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.4103/jrms.JRMS_127_18
http://dx.doi.org/10.4103/jrms.JRMS_127_18
http://dx.doi.org/10.16073/j.cnki.cjcpt.2021.13.08
http://dx.doi.org/10.16073/j.cnki.cjcpt.2021.13.08
http://dx.doi.org/10.16073/j.cnki.cjcpt.2021.13.08
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bjs.10986
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1004-437X.2022.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1004-437X.2022.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1004-437X.2022.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejso.2014.11.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejso.2014.11.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2014.57.8401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00520-017-3842-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1245/s10434-019-07400-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1245/s10434-019-07400-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10549-020-05559-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/MNM.0000000000001111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/MNM.0000000000001111
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1005-6483.2022.04.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1005-6483.2022.04.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1005-6483.2022.04.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1005-6483.2022.04.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ans.15604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ans.15604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00268-017-4171-8

792 W E AR A

532 4

Clin Breast Cancer, 2016, 16(4): 299-304. doi: 10.1016/.
¢clbc.2016.02.009.

[20] Classe JM, Loaec C, Gimbergues P, et al. Sentinel lymph node
biopsy without axillary lymphadenectomy after neoadjuvant
chemotherapy is accurate and safe for selected patients: the
GANEA 2 study[J]. Breast Cancer Res Treat, 2019, 173(2):343-
352. doi: 10.1007/s10549-018-5004~-7.

[21] Ogawa Y, lkeda K, Watanabe C, et al. Sentinel node biopsy for
axillary management after neoadjuvant therapy for breast cancer: a
single-center retrospective analysis with long follow-up[J]. Surg
Today, 2018, 48(1):87-94. doi: 10.1007/s00595-017-1558~y.

[22] Sanchez AM, Terribile D, Franco A, et al. Sentinel Node Biopsy
after Neoadjuvant Chemotherapy for Breast Cancer: Preliminary

Experience with Clinically Node Negative Patients after Systemic

jpm11030172.

[23] Kahler-Ribeiro-Fontana S, Pagan E, Magnoni F, et al. Long-term
standard sentinel node biopsy after neoadjuvant treatment in breast
cancer: a single institution ten-year follow-up[J]. Eur J Surg Oncol,

2021, 47(4):804-812. doi: 10.1016/j.6j50.2020.10.014.
(ALm# RF)

35| AR A, XBB, TR, 45 Bl B ALY IR S bk L 45
A 1L 88 A TR O L 5 T R I R (L[], o I i AR 2
i, 2023, 32(5):788-792. doi: 10.7659/.issn.1005-6947.2023.05.019

Cite this article as: Wang XL, Deng C, Xu H, et al. Clinical
significance of sentinel lymph node biopsy in breast cancer patients
with axillary lymph node conversion from positive to negative after

neoadjuvant chemotherapy[J]. Chin J Gen Surg, 2023, 32(5):788-792.

Treatment[J]. J Pers Med, 2021, 11(3): 172. doi: 10.3390/ doi: 10.7659/j.issn.1005-6947.2023.05.019

AT A E @ MR 2R

Crp Y p A RF A ) R AN R AT B E R Y TIISSN 1005-6947 (Print) /ISSN 2096-9252 (Online) /CN 43—
1213/R], Tl 7" RNEFIGIR . 22 BHIFRE A A SRk TAEE , DASE M 3, R i i3 5 50 SR 4535k 190 T a0 2
BOWA L BRI UR . SR IE RIE ST R G IR 5, SR AN ERHAUR PI 2 — . RIS B B ARE R,
TEAH B RS SR FANKY, (RdEER R R FEIGIRMTY, RS IR 5L .

AP PR NRIGAIEZE R EE, PRy, hRREMAMEER £, 248 Rl Bkt . PR+, 4
VRS R A A B B AR B R, I e o R 2R B S TR B BE A IR . SREch . TR . B AR . TR . R
SERNE . B BRSSO E NN E A AN ZIUE, g2 DS il E A 4 T A SRR T K R
SHARATEEREA N JFRA HA R SR R B . SRR . IERESY . T B L IEIRHE . SC
Bkeiid . RBTHA ST . FARGE 5405 . EWAMERSZE, WMEMRS . ARC A B NI E 2R R R 5K REL
Pt ST L An « S TR 27 ST (CA) VAR 07 SCH (AD) A 22 (O 5 51 3CE 51 (Scopus ) i - H AR FH AR IR 24 A A1 ()
B4 5 (JSTChina) B2 5 SCECHRE E (CSCD) o rpSCzc I3 R12E B ENE (b seie 1)) b RS 6 30 5 51 SC8ioia 1 (b
ERHE IS SCE TR T)) P EAZ G AR B (RCCSE) i E S AR IR GE AR | o [ 24 AR P 255 374 808 &2 (CAJCED) |
i ] TR 9 4 SCECHE 2R (CNKL) | oy SCREBE I TS0 P2 | rh SCRME B8R H it (B8 245 TR ) | b SCAE U 5 2 309 ) Sk 2840 e
(CMCC) J7 77 B8 - B0 A A IRE b 2 AR )52 0 PS4 i e 1150 ) vl A 4 B2 2 SRS 28 22 46 ( CBM-dise Y REAR
W 265 W) %5 o 3R BE 51 U LB TR R 2R A T 4 B R TR S T AT A o R R B PO O 0T 20 h b 2 kR
B gk 2017 45 10 H 34 4 i b EDRS S RHE T T 2 05 L 2020 4E 12 7 FEROAGE “45 5 EDRS S RHE T A I BT
IS0 S48 5 (WICD R 45) (2019,2020 2021 ,2022 7 ), 2020 4F A 1 b FE R b3 [ 5 5 BHE 30 1) Clfe R 15 2% ) 43 9% H 5%
LUK G TR 2020 4 B e [ w8 4 AR RHR I R <2022 45 3 b FE s A R R 300 P R R T 00 1 AR RN
2021 A AR W A8 22 AL TR A BT B R — W ORI R TR E (RSB T) "BE B, bRk b R
HNBFR AR ) AR KT N s A 5 i g B4 40 T 3R R R 2R —

APIC ECR TR . #h . RamRg, MR, R, YaniTrg . k.

(P EEwEAARE) AP, EERFRUEIFA (A48T, & 140 50, & H 25 H iR, PLCSRATE @ENR, S
MHKTT o M 30.0 T/, 436070, EWNIEEMR T : 42-121; EERRID: M-6436, ZHnT I BRI .

AT AR AL, mRBILOR G . R ITHIATI T RIEE . 528 SLER i =

Gl . WIF A K DTS 875 CMIAEEEBEN)  MREZWA%: 410008

HEE(fG D) : 0731-84327400 W41k : http://www.zpwz.net

Email: pw84327400@vip.126.com

© WA I3 # [ % 8 S B 4 3 BT http://www.zpwz.net


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.clbc.2016.02.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.clbc.2016.02.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10549-018-5004-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00595-017-1558-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/jpm11030172
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/jpm11030172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejso.2020.10.014
https://dx.doi.org/10.7659/j.issn.1005-6947.2023.05.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.7659/j.issn.1005-6947.2023.05.019

	1     资料与方法
	1.1 病例资料
	1.2 主要方法
	1.3 统计学处理

	2     结　果
	2.1 SLNB结果
	2.2 影响乳腺癌NAC后SLNB准确率与假阴性率的因素分析

	3     讨　论

