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Abstract : Objective To analyses the prevalence the clinical characteristics and survival time of Hui and Han
patients with basal-like breast cancer in our hospital. Methods One hundred seventy one female breast
cancer patients, were collected into this retrospective study. Basal-like breast cancer was defined by Niesls-
en’s method. Clinical characteristics, recurrence and metastatic time, and overall survival time were com-
pared between basal-like and non- basal-like groups. Results basal-like breast cancer patients accounted for
15.3%(26/171). Compared with non- basal-like group, basal-like breast cancer had higher histologic tumor
grade(69. 23% wvs. 30. 34% , P<<0. 001) , less metastatic lymph nodes(34. 62% wvs. 58. 62% ,P=0.023),
lower lymph nodes metastatic ratio(41. 38 % wvs. 65. 38% , P = 0. 038). Basal-like breast cancer had a pro-
pensity for lung metastases. The five-year overall survival(OS) rates of basal-like and non- basal-like group
were 70. 3% and 87. 9% , respectively. The five-year disease free survival(DFS) rates of two groups were
59.5% and 80. 3% ,respectively. Conclusion The prevalence of basal-like breast cancer was not markdedly
different between Hui and Hanrace. Basal-like breast cancer had special clinical characteristics and poor sur-
vival.
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Table 1 The comparison of clinical characteristics between
basal-like and non-basal liked breast cancer(cases)

Clinical Basallike  Non-Basal- ]
characteristics (%) like( %) X P
Mean age 51.6511.41 47.57£10.24 ~ 1610 0.110

(¢ value)

Age(years)

<40 5(19.23) 36(24.83)

>40~50 5(19.23) 49(33.79)

>50~65 12(46. 15) 53(36.55)  6.123  0.106

=65 4(15.39) 7(4.83)
Races

Han 23(88.46)  119(82.07)

Hui 3(11.54) 26(17.93)  0.640  0.424

Menopausal status
Premenopausal 13(50. 00) 90(62.07)
Postmenopausal ~ 13(50. 00) 55(37.93)  1.341  0.247

Histological grade

Ductal 26(100. 00) 124(85.52)
Lobular 0 14(9. 66) 4,293 0.117
Other 0 7(4.82)

Histological grade

I~ 8(30.77)  101(69. 66)

Il 18(69. 23) 44(30.34) 14,425 0.000
Tumor size(cm)

<2 8(30.77) 35(24.14)

2~5 15(57.69) 95(65.52)  0.625 0,732

>5 3(11.54) 15(10. 34)

Lymph node status

Positive 9(34. 62) 85(58. 62)
Negative 17(65. 38) 60(41.38) 5.133  0.023
Lymph node metastasis ratio
0 17(65. 38) 60(41.38)
0~25% 6(23.08) 37(25.52)  6.547  0.038
>25% 3(11.54)  48(33.10)
TNM stage
I 4(15.38)  20(13.79)
Il 17(65. 38) 73(50. 34)
Il 4(15.38) 48(33.10)  3.543  0.315
v 1(3. 86) 3(2.77)
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Table 2 The comparison of local recurrence and metastasis
between basal-like and non-basal liked breast cancer(cases)

Basal-like ~ Non-Basal-

Locations %) like(%) % P
Local recurrence 2(7.69) 4(2.76)  1.585 0.208
Distant metastasis

Brain 2(7.69) 2(1.38)  0.778 0. 378
Lung 4(15.38) 5(3.45)  6.300 0.012
Liver 2(7.69) 6(4.14)  0.625 0. 429
Bone 0 5(3.45) 0.734 0. 391
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Figure 1 Overall survival curve of basal-like

and non-basal-liked breast cancer
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Figure 2 Disease free survival curve of basal-like

and non-basal-liked breast cancer
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