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Study on Influencing Factors of Drug Resistance in Endocrine Therapy of Breast Cancer. WU Yuesheng, SONG Bin. First Hospital of
Shanxi Medical University ,Shanxi 030001 , China

Abstract Objective To explore the risk factors of drug resistance in endocrine therapy of breast cancer, and further explore the
indicators that influence different types of drug resistance. Methods A total of 164 breast cancer patients who received adjuvant endo-
crine therapy and first — line metastatic endocrine therapy in the First Hospital of Shanxi Medical University or the Shanxi Bethune Hospital
from January 1, 2015 to May 31, 2016 were collected. patients were divided into drug resistance group and non — resistance group, Logis-
tic regression analysis was conducted to explore the risk factors affecting drug resistance. Furthermore, There were 64 drug resistance pa-
tients were divided into the primary resistance group and the secondary resistance group. Exploring indicators affecting the type of drug re-
sistance using tests or Fisher's exact probability method. Results  Univariate analysis showed that tumor size, lymph node grade, BMI,
ER and PR expression levels were all related factors influencing the development of drug resistance to endocrine therapy of breast cancer
regardless of treatment mode (all P <0.05). Multivariate analysis showed that, Among the two different treatment modalities, tumor size,
lymph node grade, ER and PR expression level were independent risk factors affecting drug resistance (all P <0.05). And the tumor size
grade of patients with primary drug resistance was higher than that of patients with secondary drug resistance during the two treatments (all
P <0.05). Conclusion Tumor size, lymph node grade, ER and PR expression level are the risk factors for drug resistance in endocrine
therapy, and tumor size have important significance in indicating the type of drug resistance in endocrine therapy of breast cancer.
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