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Triple-negative breast carcinoma (TNBC) refers to 
any breast cancer that does not express the genes for 
estrogen receptor (ER), progesterone receptor (PR) and 
Her2/neu. In recent years, preoperative neoadjuvant 
chemotherapy has been widely used in the treatment of 
breast cancer, its role has gradually been confirmed [1, 2]. 
Effect of neoadjuvant chemotherapy before operation 
in TNBC than other types of breast cancer is more obvi-
ous, but the chemotherapy and cycle number selection 
remains controversial. This study compared the efficacy 
and side effects of TNBC with TAC and TP regimens in 
the neoadjuvant chemotherapy, and provided a guidance 
for clinical treatment.

Materials and methods

Patients
From October 2009 to May 2012, 102 patients with pri-

mary TNBC (stage IIB–IIIB) were enrolled in our study. 
Among them, 5 were males, 97 were females, aged 25–71 
years with a median age of 51 years. All patients were 
confirmed by needle biopsy and detected the expression 
of ER, PR and HER-2 by immunohistochemistry before 
neoadjuvant therapy. The PS was 0–2 score. Liver, lung 
CT and radionuclide bone imaging showed no distant 
metastasis in all patients. Fifty-two patients received TAC 
regimen, and 50 cases received TP regimen. The patients 
characteristics were shown in Table 1. 

Therapy methods
Group TAC: Docetaxel 75 mg/m2 or paclitaxel (taxol 

liposome) 135 mg/m2 on d1, pirarubicin 40 mg/m2 or epi-
rubicin 75 mg/m2 on d2, cyclophosphamide 600 mg/m2 
on d1; Group TP: Docetaxel 75 mg/m2 or paclitaxel (taxol 
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Abstract  Objective: This study aimed to compare the efficacy and safety of neoadjuvant chemotherapy with TAC and TP 
regimens of triple negative breast cancer (TNBC). Methods: A total of 102 patients with TNBC were confirmed by histopathol-
ogy. They were divided into TAC group (52 cases) and TP group (50 cases). Group TAC: Docetaxel 75 mg/m2 or paclitaxel 
(taxol liposome) 135 mg/m2 on d1, pirarubicin 40 mg/m2 or epirubicin 75 mg/m2 on d2, cyclophosphamide 600 mg/m2 on d1; 
Group TP: Docetaxel 75 mg/m2 or paclitaxel (taxol liposome) 135 mg/m2 on d1, cisplatin 30 mg/m2 on d2–d4, with 21 days as a 
cycle. All patients underwent operation after 2–4 cycles of chemotherapy. The short-term effects and toxic and adverse effects 
were evaluated. Results: In TAC group, 5 cases (9.6%) had pathological complete release (pCR), 35 cases (67.3%) partial 
release (PR), 9 cases (17.3%) stable disease (SD), and the response rate (RR) was 76.9%. In TP group, 4 cases (8%) had 
pCR, 32 cases (64%) PR, 5 cases (10%) SD, and RR was 72%. In 102 patients, 12 patients with tumor progression after 2 
cycles of chemotherapy, included 3 cases in TAC group, 9 cases in TP group. In TAC group, 2 cases occurred atrial premature 
contraction; while 3 cases developed grade 2 renal injury in TP group. In TAC group, grade 3–4 hematologic toxicity and alo-
pecia was significantly higher than that in TP group, but grade 3–4 gastrointestinal reaction rate in TP group was significantly 
higher than TAC group. Conclusion: TAC and TP regimens all had certain efficacy in the neoadjuvant chemotherapy for 
TNBC, and the toxicity reactions can be tolerated.
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liposome) 135 mg/m2 on d1, cisplatin 30 mg/m2 on d2–d4, 
with 21 days as a cycle. All drugs were treated by intra-
venous drip. Before chemotherapy, patients were exam-
ined blood, ECG, liver and renal function and the score 
of tumor marker examination and general situation. Pa-
tients were treated with 5-HT3 receptor antagonists be-
fore chemotherapy to prevent gastrointestinal reaction, 
dexamethasone to prevent allergic reaction, ECG and 
catheter. The TP group was given proper hyperhydration 
and diuresis. Evaluation the effect of each cycle to decide 
whether to continue the next cycle of chemotherapy. The 
neoadjuvant chemotherapy would terminate if patients 
had tumor progression. Application of drugs to enhance 
blood cells and supporting therapy for patients with my-
elosuppression before the next cycle of chemotherapy, 
until the number of blood cells reached the requirement.

Efficacy evaluation
The short-term efficacy was evaluated according to 

response evaluation criteria in solid tumors (RECIST1.1). 
The size of breast lesions and axillary lymph nodes were 
examined by clinical palpation and breast ultrasonogra-
phy. Efficacy evaluation include complete response (CR), 
partial response (PR), stability disease (SD) and progres-
sive disease (PD). CR also include pathological complete 
response (pCR) and clinical complete response (cCR). The 
response rate (RR) was calculated as pCR + PR.

Toxic and side effects
Toxic and side effects were evaluated according to 

WHO classification standards of antitumor drug adverse 
reaction. Including hematological, gastrointestinal, alo-

pecia, heart, kidney function indicators and were divided 
into 0–4. Each cycle were assessed toxic and side effects.

Statistic analysis
SPSS 13.0 software package was used for statistical 

analysis. χ2 test was used to compare the difference be-
tween the two groups. P < 0.05 was considered to be sta-
tistically different.

Results

Short-term efficacy
All patients were completed 2 to 4 cycles of chemo-

therapy. In TAC group, 5 cases (9.6%) had pathological 
complete release (pCR), 35 cases (67.3%) partial release 
(PR), 9 cases (17.3%) stable disease (SD), and the re-
sponse rate (RR) was 76.9%. In TP group, 4 cases (8%) 
had pCR, 32 cases (64%) PR, 5 cases (10%) SD, and RR 
was 72%. Compared with TP group, pCR in TAC group 
was higher, but the difference had no statistically signifi-
cant (χ2 = 0.083, P = 0.774). The RR in TAC group and 
TP group was 76.9% and 72%, respectively. There was 
no significant difference in RR between two groups (χ2 = 
0.325, P = 0.568). A total of 12 cases occurred tumor pro-
gression after 2 cycles of chemotherapy (3 cases in TAC 
group, 9 cases in TP group), they were treated with op-
eration and terminated neoadjuvant chemotherapy. The 
other patients were treated with operation after 4 cycles 
of therapy.

Toxic and side effects assessment
In TAC group, 2 cases occurred atrial premature con-

traction; while 3 cases developed grade 2 renal injury in 
TP group. In TAC group, grade 3–4 hematologic toxic-
ity and alopecia was significantly higher than that in TP 
group, but grade 3–4 gastrointestinal reaction rate in TP 
group was significantly higher than TAC group, the dif-
ferences were statistically significant (P < 0.05). There 
were no significantly different in thrombocytopenia, di-
arrhea and the incidence of aminotransferase elevations 
between two groups (P > 0.05; Table 2).

Discussion

 TNBC is a research focus in the field of breast cancer 
recently. At present, there is no uniform guidelines. This 
study compared the short-term effects and toxic and side 
effects in different chemotherapy regimens for patients 
with TNBC, and provide reliable theoretical basis for the 
future treatment. Patients with TNBC were hormone 
receptor negative, which resulting in a lack of hormone 
therapy and targeted drugs. Chemotherapy has become 
an important part of the treatment, many studies show 
that TNBC patients are more sensitive to chemotherapy. 

Table  1  Patient characteristics

Characteristic TAC group
(n = 52)

TP group
(n = 50) P

Sex
Male 3 2 0.679Female 49 48

Age (years)
≥ 35 20 18 0.797< 35 32 32

N stage
N0 12 11

0.852N1 15 17
N2 25 22

Pathologic type
Invasive ductal cancer 22 25

0.675Invasive lobular cancer 20 18
Others 10 7

Clinic stage
IIB 15 16

0.933IIA 18 16
IIIB 19 18 
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With neoadjuvant chemotherapy, the pCR of TNBC pa-
tients was significantly higher than that of hormone 
receptor positive breast cancer, and the pCR increasing 
can improve the prognosis. The traditional single-agent 
or combination chemotherapy is an important method 
in the treatment of TNBC, especially the chemotherapy 
with anthracycline and taxane [3, 4]. Liedtke [5] showed 
that the pCR rate in TNBC group and non-TNBC group 
was 22% and 11%, respectively. In our study, 9 cases had 
pCR, 67 cases PR, pCR rate was 8.8%, RR was 74.5%. The 
pCR rate was lower than the previous reports, probably 
because of small number of cases, different chemothera-
py regimens and chemotherapy cycles. Yi [6] conducted 
a randomized controlled study of a paclitaxel efficacy in 
patients with positive nodes of breast cancer patients, 
1500 cases of lymph node positive breast cancer patients 
were randomly divided into two groups, one group re-
ceived 4 cycles of doxorubicin plus cyclophosphamide 
chemotherapy, then received paclitaxel chemotherapy 
for 4 cycles of adjuvant chemotherapy in the other. One 
group was treated with 4 cycles of doxorubicin plus cy-
clophosphamide. Results showed a survival following 
paclitaxel chemotherapy was better than no paclitaxel 
chemotherapy patients (P = 0.002), and chemotherapy 
containing paclitaxel for patients with TNBC sequential 
may bring higher survival benefit. Our study showed that 
two groups of patients with paclitaxel for neoadjuvant 
chemotherapy, RR were 79.6% and 72%, respectively. 
RR rate in anthracycline group was slightly higher than 
that of non-anthracycline group, but no statistically sig-
nificant difference was found (P = 0.568). Therefore, the 
taxol medicaments had efficiency in patients with TNBC, 
when combined chemotherapy with anthracycline, the 
efficiency is more likely to improve. 

Recent studies of TNBC focuses on BRCA1 gene, more 
and more evidences show it has close correlation with 
TNBC. BRCA1 related breast cancer is caused by muta-
tion of BRCA1 gene instability, 80% of the hereditary 
breast cancer with BRCA1 mutation would have a poor 
prognosis [7–9]. Researches showed cisplatin had high effi-
ciency to patients with TNBC [10, 11], especially to patients 

with BRCA1 gene mutations. Yi et al [6] reported that the 
pCR of TNBC patients treated with platinum based che-
motherapy was 23%–90%, which was higher than that 
of the anthracycline and taxane chemotherapy scheme 
(19%–34%). Further study is still needed because of the 
limited cases alloted. In TP group, the pCR rate was 8.0%, 
PR rate and RR was 64% and 72%, respectively. In TAC 
group, the pCR rate was 9.6%, PR rate and RR rate was 
67.3% and 76.9%, respectively. Nine patients had tumor 
progression in TP group, while 3 cases in TAC group. In 
this study, short-term efficacy results were inconsistent 
with some previous reports, the possible cause is BRCA1 
gene mutations in TNBC patients. And the BRCA1 gene 
detection was not performed for all patients, so we did 
not know if the mutation rate was correlated with the 
negative results, and it need further research.

At present, the chemotherapy play an important role 
in the treatment of breast cancer, especially in advanced 
breast cancer. In consideration of the short-term effect 
and long-term survival of patients with chemotherapy, 
toxic and side effects and quality of life also can not be 
ignored [12]. The adverse reactions in this study were eval-
uated from 5 aspects, including hematology, gastrointes-
tinal tract, alopecia, heart, and kidney function. In TAC 
group, 2 cases occurred atrial premature contraction; 
while 3 cases developed grade 2 renal injury in TP group. 
In TAC group, grade 3–4 hematologic toxicity and alo-
pecia was significantly higher than that in TP group, but 
grade 3–4 gastrointestinal reaction rate in TP group was 
significantly higher than TAC group (P < 0.05). Possible 
reason for the TAC group contained the anthracycline. 
The gastrointestinal adverse reactions in TP group were 
significantly higher than those in TAC group (P < 0.05). 
In this study, patients in the TAC group had more serious 
adverse reactions than in TP group, but they could toler-
ate, and this result was consistent with previous reports. 
At present, there is no uniform standard for patients with 
TNBC, combining molecular biological detection with 
individual treatment may be one of the research direc-
tion in the future.

Table  2  Comparison of toxic and side effects between two groups

Toxic and side effects TAC group (n = 52) TP group (n = 50) χ2 P
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

Blood toxicity 8 12 13 19 18 22 8 2 18.158 0.000
Hemoglobin 6 9 9 14 15 19 6 1 15.810 0.000
Leukopenia 8 10 12 9 14 15 4 0 13.730 0.000
Thrombocytopenia 3 5 3 2 5 1 0 0 3.132 0.007
Gastrointestinal 19 23 4 6 7 8 13 22 26.649 0.000
Nausea, vomiting 8 21 2 4 7 8 11 20 17.245 0.000
Diarrhea 5 10 3 2 5 7 8 3 2.386 0.122
High transaminase level 10 12 1 0 6 3 3 0 3.323 0.068
Alopecia 5 10 16 21 17 23 6 4 26.845 0.000



308  http://zdlczl.chmed.net

References

Lin NU, Vanderplas A, Hughes ME, et al. Clinicopathologic features, 
patterns of recurrence, and survival among women with triple-nega-
tive breast cancer in the National Comprehensive Cancer Network. 
Cancer, 2012, 118: 5463–5472.
Shi XB, Wang L. Treatment for triple-negative breast cancer. Chi-
nese-German J Clin Oncol, 2012, 11: 539–543.
Rastogi P, Anderson SJ, Bear HD, et al. Preoperative chemotherapy:
updates of National Surgical Adjuvant Breast and Bowel Project Pro-
tocols B-18 and B-27. J Clin Oncol, 2008, 26: 778–785.
Lobna R Ezz Elarab, Manal El Mahdy, Khaled Abdel Karim, et al. 
BRCA1 and EGFR as prognostic biomarkers in triple negative meta-
static breast cancer patients treated with cisplatin plus docetaxel. 
Chinese-German J Clin Oncol, 2010, 9: 700–707.
Liedtke C, Mazouni C, Hess KR, et al. Response to neoadjuvant-
therapy and long-term survival in patients with triple-negative breast 
cancer. J Clin Oncol, 2008, 26: 1275–1281.
Yi S, Uhm J, Cho E, et al. Clinical outcomes of metastatic breast can-
cer patients with triple-negative phenotype who received platinum-

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

containing chemotherapy. J Clin Oncol (Meeting abstracts), 2008, 26: 
1008–1010.
Noh JM, Choi DH, Baek H, et al. Associations between BRCA muta-
tions in high-risk breast cancer patients and familial cancers other 
than breast or ovary. J Breast Cancer, 2012, 15: 283–287.
Bertucci F, Finetti P, Cervera N, et al. Gene expression profiling shows 
medullary breast cancer is a subgroup of basal breast cancers. Can-
cer Res, 2006, 66: 4636–4644.
Liu P, Wu C, Yang SL, et al. Research progress on the relationship 
between BRCA1 and hereditary breast cancer. Chinese-German J 
Clin Oncol, 2013, 12: 602–606.
von Minckwitz G, Martin M. Neoadjuvant treatments for triple-nega-
tive breast cancer (TNBC). Ann Oncol, 2012, suppl 6: 35–39.
Shien T, Akashi-Tanaka S, Miyakawa K, et al. Clinicopathological fea-
tures of tumors as predictors of the efficacy of primary neoadjuvant 
chemotherapy for operable breast cancer. World J Surg, 2009, 33: 
44–51.
Zhang GJ, Xie WQ, Xu L, et al. Predictors of neoadjuvant chemo-
therapy for triple-negative breast cancer: a meta-analysis with 723 
cases. Chinese-German J Clin Oncol, 2013, 12: 15–19.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

《The Chinese-German Journal of Clinical Oncology》诚聘审稿专家

《The Chinese-German Journal of Clinical Oncology (中德临床肿瘤学杂志)》是教育部主管、华中科技大学同济医
学院主办的全英文国际性学术刊物。主要刊登肿瘤学领域的优秀科研成果和临床诊疗经验及基础理论研究方面的
论文。

本刊已被收录为“中国科技论文统计源期刊”(中国科技核心期刊)，并为EMBASE、Index Copernicus、中国
核心期刊数据库、中国期刊全文数据库、万方数据资源系统数字化期刊群、维普资讯网科技期刊数据库、中国学
术期刊综合评价数据库收录。

随着杂志的不断发展，为了进一步保证文章的学术质量和先进性，本刊特公开招聘优秀的肿瘤学专业及其相
关各专业审稿专家。

如您符合下列条件,您可将您的个人简历（包括姓名、出生年月、职称、职务、审稿范围、工作单位、通
讯地址、Email、移动电话及传真号码等）通过电子邮件发送到本编辑部邮箱或通过本刊官网（http://zdlczl.chmed.
net）进行审稿人注册申请。

审稿专家的基本条件: 1) 热爱审稿工作。2）具有副高及以上职称,或者已获博士学位的中级职称人员。3）
同意并能够接受Email及网上审稿系统审稿。4）能够按时认真审阅稿件。

您的材料经审核同意聘用后，您将会收到我刊向您颁发的审稿专家聘用证书。同时，您将享受以下待遇：
1）每期获赠杂志的电子版本，根据您的要求可获赠杂志印刷本一册；2）您撰写及推荐的论文免收处理费；可只
送一审，以加快处理速度；通过审理将优先刊登。

在此，本刊希望能与广大的读者、作者及专家们保持密切联系、齐心协力，为肿瘤事业的发展而努力。

编辑部电话：+86-27-83662630，电子邮件：dmedizin@tjh.tjmu.edu.cn; dmedizin@sina.com
回执请寄往：430030，武汉市解放大道1095号同济医院《中德临床肿瘤学杂志》编辑部


