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[ Abstract ] Neoadjuvant endocrine therapy (NET) instead of neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NCT) is an effective clinical strategy for
estrogen receptor (ER)-positive breast cancer patients, which can reduce tumor stage, achieve breast-conserving surgery for breast
cancer and reduce the need for adjuvant chemotherapy. This article aimed to review the latest research progress in several aeras:
patient selection for NET, comparison of efficacy of NET, duration of NET, comparison and combined use of NET and NCT, NET
combined with targeted therapy, window of opportunity trials, efficacy evaluation indicators and adjuvant therapy decision after
neoadjuvant endocrine therapy.
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( breast-conserving surgery, BCS) B9HLE, #r
HiBh1kyT (neoadjuvant chemotherapy therapy,
NCT) ¥ T ANEEERKK FZA2 (human
epidermal growth factor receptor 2, HER2 ) BHME:
= BAMEFLIR (triple-negative breast cancer,
TNBC) BHEA BEWIH, KB 24
ZZf# ( pathological complete response, pCR)
5 RAFTAARSE P XTI, MR E 2

(‘estrogen receptor, ER ) BHH: e 38 H B A A XF

IR KA P, 10%~20%H9 luminal 1 8 % A
ik FIpCR "> ', HTHEE AR R B A
M EYT (neoadjuvant endocrine therapy, NET )
RENCTRE &R IR AIRT TR, HHAR
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FLIENET IR I EHEA T L5
1 NETHEZEIEEF

MR iR 988 P9 BE2= 2> ( European Society for
Medical Oncology, ESMO ) #§ ZEIXNETI&E
FH T4 28 J ER BH P /HER 2 FF 1 14 7L B i f
H 50 Bl 3D, A P 77 4 22 i AR
FHHATNET V7 202 148 3% -G [ R L £

S—E# . £33 (ORCID: 0000-0001-5165-2314) , #ii+, Email: qy19993668@163.com.
WEVEE : XEE (ORCID: 0000-0002-9747-2121) , {4, FALEIG, #kz. LU0 R0, WA RIEERH#E R P B2 B LIRS M)

F1T, E-mail: fengliul 01 @hotmail.com,



644

% B 5 IRBFHEDADWEISHRHARERENAEE

W T R ET TR A BEAT IE D ARG, DA
YE R B3 i B iR YY (NCTZNET ) —FpiR
. A RZH (98% ) & FKIFEHEMNETH
FREA RGN (B ) R 4R AF s HoA
B BIG T PR AE 1Y 4 28 )5 £ Z AR (hormone
receptor, HR ) FHM:/HER2FAM: LRI &
3 [H Il R 132 ( American Society of Clinical
Oncology, ASCO) #&ii T —FiEETER. 220
E K (progestrone receptor, PR) ik MKi-67
5 HOTE SE RN DY A AL ) 7). (aromatase
inhibitor, Al) JAY72~4J8 J5 8K B BIRAE N
VEPENETHE B 7L, HAGE 20195805 75
(COVID-19) &4k W], 7EIEHE 0T A IR
i FH 7 B 2 R e
2 AENETZIGERTT T L

HHEINETZ5 Y L2 R I . et
ER FIREFI A —RAT, —2bilf BRIt b 1 1t
=2 TR I RS 734
2.1 HEEHI vs FAR g

BRI il B A A 58 AR AT E 4 28 Jr e e e L
R B R TR B AR ENESE Y R
FLMRIE B ORI S T DR A B
IMPACTIX S ' & — T MWIFENL . WE . £
iR E, Fhgh A 3306 ER PH I 48 2 )5 FL IR e
B, B FC 12 A2 BT s | A 5 2 E e
IR RS 128, R BRI LS R % U
¢ f# % (objective response rate, ORR ) 437N
37%. 36%H139%, (HERTGHITEEN, HTE
12 A4} 2 B Al AT BCSHEATITAN J5 R 3, 4%
7 AT TR ot e g £ AT AT BCS H 35 i Tl s 0%
4 (46% vs 22%, P=0.03) ., PROACTiH '’
TEERAI (3 ) PRFFM: M4 28 J5 ] F R 2L R0
BE A T BRI e (n=228) FlflEEESF
(n=223) MIIFRL, BRI H IR AR
ORRE R TG E X, (HEFRIGIR TR, (L
PEZNET (AALFENCT ) B9, i BT iy s
1420 B E AT 61491 (43.0% ) FISEPRFARIEL
A TERE, T A S SR 12041 R A 37
] (30.8% ) PR FARIGHA ok, AiEAh
RIS ot s il 5 5 4 2 P L R R A AL
P, BAB—IREgT Y g A 197HIER FTE AN
(=% ) HER2BAME T FAR 1 4 22w FLIR I

9815l it 5 e 3z BT B R A5 S A g bk, 9941 R
S E VA e E bk, g4, g
Sl R MR (70.4% vs 50.5%, P=0.004) if
FE R (58.2% vs 42.4%, P=0.027) ,
PR HIC g s 2 P e A A B s o7 #6085 I At B
OV eAl, FEES 24 st BT IR fh e B A X 4 T
MRAL (41.8% ) HHERAL LU B4 1 A9 HR 3 L A5
I & TS R A e Btk (27.3% ) o

HRGWFIE s, iR it R4 4 )5 1)
FLARIE L, Bk /EORRANIBCS L #R 24 T
(LA AN
22 fu3EEI5 vs ke S IRE £

PO24ik86 " BFSE T 337 2 BCS
() 48 22 I S8 38 R I 42 52 A i e R At 5 25 T
B, iR EoR, S ORR (55% vs 36%,
P<0.001) SGBH AT SRR (35% vs 25%,
P=0.042) ¥ 8 EM TS EI5AL, Eok dhms
BITAN AR B EBCSE R (45% vs 35%,
P=0.022) . SemiglazovZ ') Szjifi ) —HINETHF
FERT LG T AR PE SEH A S S BUIG R TR, 455
B, RKVGEHA B EIORR (76% vs 40%,
P<0.05) FIBCSH (37% vs 20%,, P <0.05) %
TS SR

IR RN ALS B S e AT DAARAS BT
BB IR R o
2.3 skl ys [T AR Wy v s AR TG £ 38

ACOSOG Z103 118 7 AL T 377401
I ~TMHERBHME ( AllrediF-436~8 ) BY4a 45 Lotk
FUMRIE B, A0 45 T AR T 16~ 18 ] i of ity na |
BaPIR iR s AR P 5S4, 45 IR oK, I RORRAT
H74.8%. 69.1%H162.9%, HTAREEHE KMKi-67H
FEFREUN 22 S BT F 3 X (P=0.45) , Rk
I BRTHIS phh s DA 7 S Y P A5
2.4 .Y B vs [T AR e

FYEF B — PP R M ER N IR, BT
FAE F R T HRBH M 5% B2 2L I 13697 2
Bz IART, (H AT BRI BT A
Quenel-Tueuxs ' JEAF 19— IE LA PE IR B0 0
AT 18I, A 542 52 o A4k vl A sk By 35 ity s
1BRIT6 N H, ORRAFHINS3.8%F158.9%, 25770
it X (P>0.05) . CARMINAO2i%: "
SR, G R AR fh s X HR PH A A (51 )
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HER2 IV 48 28 5 Lo v e 38 A s L 3z vk B
%, ALTERNATERH: ' BT, N, MBI ER
FHE D (5% ) HER2BHPER 28 PE FL 98 ot i
G 4 A BRI e s G A DA kA
RSN, FE RS B e A ORI A R
15 PN MABURR I 1) R AR (122.7% vs 18.6%,
P=0.15) .

3 NET#ZRE

M BRI SI R g AT LUE . NET
Frg GBS ] 3~ H , (H e AERE St [ 754
il ZIRFSE P BoR, K INETSFFR ]
PAZRAS T & (0 IRORR . AlleviZe ' iyF5 1
BT AV AP B R T B2 52 AN R ) ] > il e v
SRR IRIT AL, 5o, sz 124 H R hmk
TRIT 0 L T2 84 A IR T il 3RS
EJORR (95.0% vs 86.8% vs 45.0% ) FIBCSH
(87.5% vs 85.0% vs 80.0% ) . —IHRTHENEIVIY
WrgE 2 B, Sk tmgyA Y (4 S i ) 2 7.5
AH (95% CI: 6.3~8.51H ) , LISEHIBCSHI#x
KR AR . TEAM TTARE 12 85, R
H AR R PG S 0.6 H A1 L T34 H AT LAE— A%
SE4 s K/ (P=0.03) , ERMEAN™E AR
JBE . DixonE W4 X132 5 5 B oF il B AT 9
1825 ER PH 14 1) Jeg 50 6 100 55 3 A 7 [ml s 43
R IFEA A s A7 B ] £ A I PRORRAH L i
J7E3 HARRHE I (83.5% vs 69.8% ) , BCSH
AR R (72% vs 60% )

H Al 1 A7 15 5 B0 B Fe AENETHRSE I
[, s R P Ui ) R A B 3 T 27 A R el 2 e 15
AT IRAEIRYT o BARAES Y 203 FH 24 Bsf 1) 7T LA
Y HB IS ITORR, AR ™ % DA 2 5 14 11 IR iE
&, I KT AR T HUAYT
4 NETSNCTHEXIE REE&E A

T BRI E 3 HLBNC T RINET S
/b, FERERRIET LT I A 1T 1A
Semiglazova; 2 W 2390 2 25 5 LoV R H BEALSY
BCdESZNET (PR e s Py 5630 ) FINCT (£
FHEKEGELE) 31H, ORRYIH64%, (H
NETHIBCSHIE = (33% vs 24%, P=0.06) .
GEICAM/2006-031:86 27 & 55— 1 #3856,
5L T 95 BB AR IR Z AL T SR PG 9530, BR
o 25 Fi L M FTKG-6 7 1G5l 8 B0 (R o 4h, P

Il R R e 22 7 LG 2 X (P=0.075) .
—Timetas¥ 7 77 %, NETHINCTZEIG KR
N (P=0.85) FIBCSH (P=0.07) FXAR
225 . NET H BN ER FH:FL IR 19— Fh 22
S 2N 202 14E VARG [ [E 5454 R W
#% ( National Comprehensive Cancer Network,
NCCN ) 578 0 @ U7E R ALY T RN 20 8367
A HT B i, A RS IS N iRy
BT HEAT . Sato®E V0T BURIFSE o, X T2
WKVESEIRYT 12 G R, B2 Tl
FEFABEMERE T & 24 S IR KORR (P=0.02) .
MatsunumaZs ' %t TNCTEESNETAL S5NET
HRIERITRL, 253 /R, NETHMpCREIFA
PETNCTA (3.0% vs 9.7%, P=0.32) .
5 NETEX&EEEZAYIETT

Bt 20 W S oy 1 LR A RS IR, B I
TRYT EFLMER IR T U BB B A (6
T 8L 1) 25 006 6 N 20 TR T e ™ 2B IR R 4T e
YEM .
5.1 NETEKRA&G@EREHEGRMEEIEL/ 6
( cyclin—dependent kinase 4/6, CDK4/6 ) ) 5

CDK4/6 ) il 771 388 A3 00 1l il 38 32175 530 18
Wi /Leyclin D1-CDK4/6-RB1E 54, B 400
JEI TG, AT g s L B AT A
CDK4/6 I FIB A HE R AL 23K #6977
ERPFATEA (3% ) HER2BAPERIFEASTEFLERE, A
LR TR YT AR R A TR

MaZ Vg T399I R X 56 L A 1 Bl IR iy oo
XA T PG Je 5 BT IS ity nee B 24 95 7 19 56 4 A
JEIBH ( complete cell cycle arrest, CCCA )
CCCAE L HKI-6THGFHAE I <2.7%, ZR D
N, BEAY IR ENEE T CCCARK (87% vs 26%,
P=0.001) . neoMONARCHiRXH "3 % k. 7B I
VU] BRI b e AT 98 245 B4 o) e 4 o 1 3 g 410
HAVEF & BRIE A 4 1A 2 B D1 J 1) A HL A2
B i e 1) B 2 Bk 3% T CCCASR (P<<0.001) .
NeoPALi{E: 1 & —101 I ARG HLFATIE b i
PRIRE, WA T 106BERBHEF (&%) HER2E
P . luminal AB{BAYRE 5 FHPE R 1T ~ T #4528
Ja B, BEAIL TG 3 Of ih me B i Y e 2 B
fRIr 4, 5B, WI4LERE e A1
(HR=1.01, P=0.98 ) FlJCI% &Mk A= 47 1
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(HR=0.83, P=0.71) ZRTI4it¥+E X, Hik
Y7L AN RSO 9 A 23 T LTS ok R I A5 i el
PiJE4L124% . Johnston%§ ¢! (RFST AN A T 307
BIERPHME . i =2.0 emf4e 28 )5 )5 &k PESFL IR
R, & BUATE PG JE B ok i mk 21 55 5k i g
HZIERORRIG I 25 5 (54.3% vs 49.5%,
P=0.20) , {EBFTETE JR ISk i s o g f ol T
Frbgg 2 O34 58 ( 90% vs 59%, P <<0.001) .

5.2 NETIH 4 B g Bt LB 3% B

( phosphoinositide 3—kinase, PI3K ) #7415

FLARIE HPI3K-FE H BB ( protein kinase,
AKT) -WFLah i mnaE R E M ( mammalian
target of rapamycin, mTOR ) il B2 5 & A4 2K
P, T H T PIK3 CASE A W 22 W A= AR ER FH
UM 7). LORELELRH %) @5, AR
HI R e b S TP I3 KA 1 ¥ taselisib A 2k 363 o
i LR 1% ( magnetic resonance image, MRI )
M AJORR (50% vs 39%, P=0.049) , {HHA
RN 2 2 TR e B A B 4L (26% vs
8%) o B33 I WG R ) o, Sk thmeipe
B AE B w2 A I DR e A2 22 i 2 W 3 Tk
k2 (68.1% vs 59.1%, P=0.062) .

6 #Hl&£zZz@ARXE (window of opportunity
trials, WoTs )

WoTs £ B FREW L G . I6)7 PR
(R BTSRRI AT ) AIBTEE H . WoTsif
J7 B [A] — JBERE S22 8 S DA I WoTsh] LA Xt - i
BRI AT A SO 2 RE VAL, RIEERT LR
BRI DU 222 el 7R ik 7/ R Rt | O € i 5 e 3 1
WoTsH?, Ki-6734 5 H8 ZAR Z b 557 R An i
TA%:7/ R

— T T AR RIS T g A T 1250146 22 iy
ERFHM:ZLIR i B, RAT 2 0l 4232 H K B 0%
60 mg/dE {5 H 2510 mg/JH 8% B 546
Ji o RIS IS REAE 4 2 w0 Lo Ve b B A WG
Pk, H34Ki-6 734 G B3840 34250
POWERPIINCIZXH: " 49 A 7520 1 ~11 8, ER
FH 1 P i v LB 2 PR R e 2 R 53 2%
BT, SRR, MR EIRAITT dE, Ki-67H
FEAE R YRR 15 40% ., WoTs ] BE KB /18
B[R, AHZE MR 250t ] S A R ZUR A e
W ITE K,

7 NETH RIS
71 Ve R

HAfIm R b 25 o a2~ R . FL5
FE R X 2R R AR AT NE TR, TTMRIE
ZEWOIE S AE I S NE TS % B8 Igd /Ny T be b ik
DTG Y, BRI . B S
FIIEH T & ST EYUR)IZ 1% (positron emission
tomography and computed tomography, PET/CT )
TEFIWTNETRI 5 W8S bR L 23514 S5 rp 8 o e R
K,
72 JRILFIRAE

FLE A NET AR DAl LIRS pCR, pCR
HN1.5%~17.5% 15203 HH 5857 gk
AP A G, A H pCRIX AN — 4048 18 2 PEAl
NETRCR MEA PR B HrR s Bl 5 0 73 G T
A R B T T SR R AR e E 7140 (residual cancer
burden, RCB) ¥4). RCBIF4MEARIE R AR
JEE /I | R A A L 25 4 S R Ik L 4 SR e A 7
L NeoPALIREY "7 #17.7% 4 5K it e 1he
A IATETE R L A15.7%BNCTL & 52 T pCR
(RCBMH0~141) -
7.3 AMIFEMITAE

T 4 R 3 5 1 A ) . T A3 7
M RTSEAE DR ) . 4 REZEINETIRE 1 5 —1>
25 R I RINAYT I BIKI-6 TH AR BT 4 )
PO2MKIE 0T, HELR Ki-6731 Bl 15 B G 1 T
T2 K HEAERTE] (relapse-free survival, RFS) ,
B3R 7 R BIKi-67H FE 15 B S5 RFS 1 5 H5C
IMPACTit 8 2! FIACOSOG 7103134 7' i
7, Ki-6 T3 FETE e 278 1 o M vh o3 SIAE 2R 28
F2~4JH SRESH VI, STAGEIRE: ',
S B ISR LY, Br S ot e 28 DA B2k 2 55 24
M Ki-6714 5 H8 40T R AR 2 T 51K (P<<0.000
1), HEERWER, BB A ORRIL T
B IY (P=0.004) . EPFRFLIREK-67 TAF
R B VO R TE N A MR Y7 2 A J5 I Ki-6 73
FHAR B LR RET B 7 . Bllis% 1
SFP024 55 T B B T TR N A AR T i
JE+8%% (preoperative endocrine therapy prognosis
index, PEPI) #i%4, JF/EIMPACTIX 155 T
BAlE, ZIEECKIRYT R IIKi-6 7K 5 ERIRZ |
S ERE o R SR ARSE A, H BRI,
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FEE IR NG, DT W7 AR 3 B T L 2 4
BIHAYY

20204F ASCOHE H FH N 43 WA 6 J7 ek &
( endocrine sensitive disease rate, ESDR ) 1T
fENET, 32w X R ik #]pCREY i PEPT
( modified PEPI, mPEPI) 153 053 i 8 Fr 5
({48t . ALTERNATEIRE 200 e, B[ iy e
2H . YRR AR A 4R ESDR 2514 18.6%
22.7%H120.5%, “5H AN, B2 G4k E) e
A BT s A B 2 BATAR il sk, MR B
ERFHVERT (B¢ ) HER2BAVEAE 28 5 Jay & 09 FL A
B WESDR.  H Al i JoHE m sl R B B
TEAENETRCR BT 2%, M Bk nT LA
A FHERIRAS . Ki-67H5H 35 50 % PEPTS K DA%
NETH) R O 9 ZIEse AT IR RME, HE
LAY B IEERR Y.
8 NETEHBIETRR

NETHI AR GG FEAERUE B T HAE 4 = BCS
RIFHEAINE, ENETE W AR R B 7
RAARWE . Staffords 7 2007 1ok [ FE KRE
¥4 % ( National Cancer Database, NCDB ) (14
S8OBIERFHPEFLI I B, 663 /ENET )5 4k
15 TS5 pCR. WeissZ: S WIS BT, TECN, ]
B, NET/HE 2 TRTE IR L4576 K (sentinel
lymph node biopsy, SLNB) MR REMEE & T
NCTH## (85.8% vs 79.9%, P<<0.001) , HAE
cN A FEH, HEZNETHY B 152 e ik 2
JEH (axillary lymph nodes dissection, ALND )
() A BEPEA LENCTHE /N (50.4% vs 64.6%,
P<0.001) . fEACOSOG Z1031 Bik ' v,
JUENET4 (44.1% ) FINCTHL (42.7% ) (ke
ZEFHYESRAL, (ENET4 A FENCT4$52 ALND
FIMEREEAL (33.3% vs 68.6% ) o HETHEBLP
R I R INET /S ST 45 BR BURNCTAH LY
g 0

POETICIKH: ' Wik, 2N IETT S
Ki-6734 5 15 BUh 55 o i He 3 ml g g ZE sk — 2
(14 8 Bl IR Y SR B R B8 R o I R I PN 0
IR A WIK-6 735 45 B0nT A A0 R 5 2 1 3L PR K
M R4 (12~25) FICTALST BN 3545 K&
WS Bt 2L FE202 14855 17 2% 6 [ B
FUBRE AU, LRI TNETE 5% 4

JRASTE B RT3 (bR > 5 cmul s f Pk
gh) | BAR B AY 2R R ol e NE T (8] ke i
SRR, G TR AT
9 mBERZE

AR, NETISRIHORERZAIATT . IR IR
FAREKE , TEERBHYER 4t 2 ) LR B & b
NET/UENCT )2 —Fl & A3 BIRTF 8, SR
— SO S AR B SR I AT RS B o . H AT
KA IR EHENETRAEIRIT I EFEEmT R, HHG
JPIFIE R 3~6 I PR S e rp 75 2 B U 6 FR 2
HEATAMEALIAYY . CDK4/64M B A AT &4t
HEF TR THR MR (5%) HER2FAME:AG IR 7L
Mg B, (HAE R L iR T R et — 2
R, KRR 259 ( CDK4/63 il 77 5k
PISKIPHIF ) oA F L w) B R ol B KA AR 2K
%5, Ki-67H5H 8% S PEPIREA © 2 1 A R4
VAR SN (A= bR i, (HESDRZE Wil (K -+ 78
e AR - 4 7 FH I 5 2 0 22 808 2 35 . NET)E i
w5 IR R >, ENET/R17SLNB %
EHATA R

i R 77 1 Ah . NETHL R 3FA 5 24514 77 4%
He W N IR I 2L . SR TN
bra&W S AIBTER BHMEFN (8 ) HER2BHM:ZL Mg
BE NP TS

MEMRER: A EE S AR 28
.,
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