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Tab.1 The effect of time interval on the correlation of biological factors between two cancers in BPBC
Biological factor B value P value OR 95%CI
ER -0.007 0.033 0.993 0.986-0.999
PR -0.007 0.037 0.993 0.986-1.000
HER-2 -0.006 0.094 0.994 0.988-1.001
Pathologic types -0,007 0.051 0.993 0.986-1.000
Histological grade -0.003 0.446 0.997 0.990-1.004
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Tab.2 The consistency analysis of ER and PR expressions between two cancers in sSBPBC and mBPBC at different time intervals

Time interval

PR (second)

ER (second) .
_ - 7  Consistent Consistent
t/month Group  ER (first) R rate/% Kappa value PR (first) rate/% Kappa value
n 2 4 n 30 s
SBPBC , ) 740 0376 0.006 o . 720 0278 0044
1
BPBC 2418 530 0059 0588 2 28 470 0042 0688
- 21 20 ) 16 17
+ 29 s 31 s
SBPBC o 717 0347 0010 . 698 0236 0070
6
BPBC 40 538 0073 0514 228 475 0021  0.840
) 20 19 - 1417
+ 31 7 + 2 7
SBPBC 700 0328 0.010 683 0264 0037
b ] TS ; 29
+ +
mBPBC 26 534 0067 0.565 20026 466 0042 0.699
) 19 17 ) 13 14
+ 35 9 + 310
SBPBC 714 0378 0.002 686 0328 0.006
2 ; o5 ; 215
+ 18 13 + 19 23
mBPBC o1 492 0013 0916 SO £29 0149 0212
+
SBPBC * 0 15 639 0255 0012 40 20 60.0 0152 0133
“ ; 20 2 - 19 18
+
mBPBC * 13 Z 528 0025 0877 162 153 472 0056 0717
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