
HAL Id: hal-02953932
https://hal.sorbonne-universite.fr/hal-02953932v1

Submitted on 30 Sep 2020

HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access
archive for the deposit and dissemination of sci-
entific research documents, whether they are pub-
lished or not. The documents may come from
teaching and research institutions in France or
abroad, or from public or private research centers.

L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est
destinée au dépôt et à la diffusion de documents
scientifiques de niveau recherche, publiés ou non,
émanant des établissements d’enseignement et de
recherche français ou étrangers, des laboratoires
publics ou privés.

Prognostic Impact of Stromal Immune Infiltration
before and after Neoadjuvant Chemotherapy (NAC) in
Triple Negative Inflammatory Breast Cancers (TNIBC)

Treated with Dose-Dense Dose-Intense NAC
Luca Campedel, Paul Blanc-Durand, Asker Bin Asker, Jacqueline

Lehmann-Che, Caroline Cuvier, Cedric de Bazelaire, Luis Teixeira, Stephanie
Becourt, Florence Ledoux, Hamid Hocini, et al.

To cite this version:
Luca Campedel, Paul Blanc-Durand, Asker Bin Asker, Jacqueline Lehmann-Che, Caroline Cuvier, et
al.. Prognostic Impact of Stromal Immune Infiltration before and after Neoadjuvant Chemotherapy
(NAC) in Triple Negative Inflammatory Breast Cancers (TNIBC) Treated with Dose-Dense Dose-
Intense NAC. Cancers, 2020, 12 (9), pp.2657. �10.3390/cancers12092657�. �hal-02953932�

https://hal.sorbonne-universite.fr/hal-02953932v1
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr


cancers

Article

Prognostic Impact of Stromal Immune Infiltration
before and after Neoadjuvant Chemotherapy (NAC)
in Triple Negative Inflammatory Breast Cancers
(TNIBC) Treated with Dose-Dense Dose-Intense NAC

Luca Campedel 1,2,* , Paul Blanc-Durand 3,4 , Asker Bin Asker 5, Jacqueline Lehmann-Che 6,7,
Caroline Cuvier 1, Cedric De Bazelaire 8, Luis Teixeira 1,7, Stephanie Becourt 1, Florence Ledoux 1,
Hamid Hocini 1, Edwige Bourstyn 1, Catherine Miquel 5, Sophie Guillerm 9, Patrick Charveriat 1,
Marc Espié 1,7 , Anne De Roquancourt 5, Anne-Sophie Hamy 10,11 and Sylvie Giacchetti 1

1 Breast Diseases Unit, Saint-Louis Hospital/AP-HP, F-75010 Paris, France; caroline.cuvier@aphp.fr (C.C.);
luis.teixeira@aphp.fr (L.T.); stephbecourt@gmail.com (S.B.); florence.ledoux@aphp.fr (F.L.);
hamid.hocini@aphp.fr (H.H.); edwige.bourstyn@aphp.fr (E.B.); patrick.charveriat@aphp.fr (P.C.);
marc.espie@aphp.fr (M.E.); sylvie.giacchetti@aphp.fr (S.G.)

2 Sorbonne Université, Université Pierre-et-Marie-Curie/Paris 06, F-75005 Paris, France
3 INSERM IMRB, Team 8, Université Paris-Est Créteil (U-PEC), F-94000 Créteil, France;

paul.blancdurand@gmail.com
4 Department of Nuclear Medicine, Henri Mondor Hospital/AP-HP, F-94010 Créteil, France
5 Department of Anatomopatholgy, Saint-Louis Hospital/AP-HP, F-75010 Paris, France;

askor999@gmail.com (A.B.A.); catherine.miquel@aphp.fr (C.M.); anne.deroquancourt@aphp.fr (A.D.R.)
6 Molecular Oncology Unit, Saint-Louis Hospital/AP-HP, F-75010 Paris, France;

jacqueline.lehmann-che@aphp.fr
7 HIPI INSERM U976, Université de Paris, F-75010 Paris, France
8 Department of Radiology, Saint-Louis Hospital/AP-HP, F-75010 Paris, France; cedric.de-bazelaire@aphp.fr
9 Department of Radiotherapy, Saint-Louis Hospital/AP-HP, F-75010 Paris, France; sophie.guillerm@aphp.fr
10 Department of Medical Oncology, Institut Curie, F-92210 Saint-Cloud, France; hamyannesophie@gmail.com
11 Residual Tumor & Response to Treatment Laboratory (RT2Lab), Translational Research Department, U932,

Immunity and Cancer, Institute Curie, PSL Research University, 75005 Paris, France
* Correspondence: luca.campedel@aphp.fr; Tel.: +331-42-49-42-62

Received: 14 July 2020; Accepted: 8 September 2020; Published: 17 September 2020
����������
�������

Simple Summary: Inflammatory breast cancers (IBC) are very aggressive especially the triple negative
ones, highlighting the importance of prognostic and predictive factors determination. The evaluation
of tumor infiltrating lymphocytes (TIL) is advised in breast cancers but little is known in inflammatory
breast cancers, especially the TIL variation, before and after neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NAC).
We reported a series of 31 triple negative IBC treated with dose-dense dose-intense NAC and
investigated post NAC TIL and TILs variation. We showed that pre-NAC immune infiltration was
lower than in the non-inflammatory breast cancer and that TIL increase after NAC is associated with
a decrease in EFS. These results suggest that patients whose tumors have TIL enrichment after NAC
are at high risk of relapse and could be candidates for adjuvant treatment after NAC.

Abstract: Inflammatory breast cancers are very aggressive, and among them, triple negative breast
cancer (TNBC) has the worst prognosis. While many studies have investigated the association
between tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TIL) before neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NAC) and outcome
in TNBC, the impact of post-NAC TIL and TIL variation in triple negative inflammatory breast cancer
(TNIBC) outcome is unknown. Between January 2010 to December 2018, all patients with TNIBC
seen at the breast disease unit (Saint-Louis Hospital) were treated with dose-dense dose-intense
NAC. The main objective of the study was to determine factors associated with event-free survival
(EFS), particularly pathological complete response (pCR), pre- and post-NAC TIL, delta TIL and
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post-NAC lymphovascular invasion (LVI). After univariate analysis, post-NAC LVI (HR 2.06; CI
1.13–3.74; p = 0.02), high post-NAC TIL (HR 1.81; CI 1.07–3.06; p = 0.03) and positive delta TIL (HR
2.20; CI 1.36–3.52; p = 0.001) were significantly associated with impaired EFS. After multivariate
analysis, only a positive TIL variation remained negatively associated with EFS (HR 1.88; CI 1.05–3.35;
p = 0.01). TNIBC patients treated with intensive NAC who present TIL enrichment after NAC have a
high risk of relapse, which could be used as a prognostic marker in TNIBC and could help to choose
adjuvant post-NAC treatment.

Keywords: triple negative breast cancer; inflammatory breast cancer; tumor-infliltrating lymphocytes;
TIL; neoadjuvant chemotherapy; immune response; lymphovascular invasion

1. Introduction

Inflammatory breast cancer (IBC) accounts for approximately 2–4% of breast cancer (BC) cases in
the United States and causes 7–10% of breast cancer-related deaths [1–3]. Despite improvements in
survival, IBC prognosis remains poor with 10-year survival ranging from 37 to 55% [4]. IBC presents
specific molecular or microenvironmental differences [3,5]. Several molecular signatures have been
described more or less sensitively and specifically [6–8]. IBC’s distribution is different from the
non-inflammatory breast cancers, with more HER2-positive (38–40%) and triple negative IBC (TNBC)
(30%) and fewer patients with ER + tumors (45–50%) [9–11]. Triple negative IBC has the worst
prognosis [10,12]. Only two series have reported the outcome of triple negative IBC (TNIBC) [10,12].
Masuda et al. [10] a very poor outcome in 139 patients with TNIBC with a pathological complete
response (pCR) of 12.4%, five-year disease-free survival (DFS) and overall survival (OS) of 17.5% and
24.3%, respectively. Boudin et al. [12] reported a pCR of 28% and a five-year DFS and OS of 58%
and 57%, respectively, in a small cohort of 20 TNIBC patients treated with high-dose neoadjuvant
chemotherapy (NAC) with autologous hematopoietic stem cell transplantation (HDC-AHSCT). So far,
it is recommended that one use the same neoadjuvant chemotherapy regimen in inflammatory breast
cancers as in non-inflammatory disease, i.e., a three-week regimen of an anthracyclin–cyclophophamide
combination followed by taxanes [13].

We previously compared the efficacy of two different neoadjuvant regimens: either a dose-dense
and dose-intense cyclophosphamide-anthracycline (AC) regimen or a conventional sequential NAC
regimen with cyclophosphamide and anthracycline, followed by taxanes (EC-T) in a cohort of
267 patients [14]. We showed that triple negative breast cancers benefitted the most from the intensified
EC regimen with 76% EFS in the intensified EC vs. 57% at seven years in the standard arm [14].

Several studies have reported an association between high levels of stromal tumor-infiltrating
lymphocytes (TIL) at diagnosis and better response to neoadjuvant chemotherapy in non-inflammatory
TNBC [15–19]. The clinical significance of post-NAC TIL levels has been less extensively studied,
and its prognostic value remains controversial [18,20–25]. To our knowledge, no study has investigated
the value of pre- and post-paired stromal TIL in TNIBCs so far. Post-NAC lymphovascular invasion
(LVI) has been identified as a strong independent factor predictive of poor survival in BC patients
treated with NAC [26,27]. However, neither of these two cohorts included patients with inflammatory
BCs, and the prognostic significance of this pattern remains unknown.

Here, we report a series of TNIBC from a single institution treated with dose-dense dose-intense
NAC and evaluate the classical prognostic factors plus pCR, pre- and post-NAC TIL, delta TIL and
post-NAC LVI associated with EFS.
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2. Results

2.1. Patients and Tumor Characteristics

Overall, 31 patients with TNIBC were included in this study. Median follow-up was 43 months
(8–103). Patients and tumor characteristics are described in Table 1. Briefly, 68% of the tumors were
grade 3 and 87% had clinical lymph nodes (N1), histologically proven in 61% of them. In 20 patients,
p53 mutation was determined in frozen biopsies, and was mutated in 85% of them (17/20). The PI3KCA
mutation was also studied and found in 3 patients out of 20 (15%, two H1047R and one E545K).
Median TIL infiltration at diagnosis was 10% (0–60) (Figure 1).

Table 1. Patients characteristics and tumor features.

Parameters Number of Cases = 31 (100%)

Age at diagnosis, years 53 (28–78)
Median (range)

Contraception, years 4 (0–30)
Menopause, yes 18 (58)

Menopausal substitutive treatment, yes 1 (6)
Body mass index, kg/m2 26.7 (18.4–41.1)

-<25 8 (29)
25–30 9 (32)
>30 11 (39)

Breast cancer familial history, yes 14 (45)
First degree, yes 8 (26)
BRCA, mutation

Whole population 5 (16)
Tested population 5/11 (45)

Grade
−1 0
−2 10 (32)
−3 21 (68)

N1/2/3 27 (87)
histologically proven 19 (61)

P53, mutation 17/20 (85)
PI3KCA, mutation 3/20 (15)
AR, surexpression 5/20 (25)
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2.2. NAC Completion and Toxicities

Of the patients, 20 out of 31 (67%) received the SIM1 protocol and the other 10 the SIM2
protocol. In the SIM1, five patients (25%) were unable to receive all of the treatment because of
toxicity, while all the patients in the SIM2 regimen received the entire treatment. Severe adverse
events (grade 3/4) were observed in 47% of the cases (14/30), mostly hematologic (79%; 11/14 patients).
Granulocyte colony-stimulating factors were used in primary or secondary prevention in 57% of
the patients. No toxic deaths were reported. Two patients (7%) were not operated on because of
progression during NAC. All other patients underwent mastectomy and axillary dissection.

2.3. Post-NAC Tumor Characteristics

Pathological response was assessed in all patients who underwent surgery (29/31). Out of
29 patients, 9 patients achieved pCR (31%). Out of the 22 patients who did not achieve pCR, 19 patients
had lymph node involvement (86%). TIL levels decreased in 17 patients (61%), did not change in
4 patients (14%) and increased in 6 patients (21%) (Figure 2A).
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Figure 2. (A) Variation of TIL levels. Lines represent pre- and post-NAC paired TIL level values of
a given patient and are colored according to TIL variation category (TIL level decrease: yellow/no
change: orange/increase: red). (B) * Bar plots of post-NAC TIL levels according to pCR status; p = 0.02.
(C) Waterfall plot representing the variation of TIL levels according to pCR status. We removed the
samples with no variation from the graph.

Median delta TIL was −9% (−50% up to +40%) and median TIL post-NAC was lower than before
NAC (1.5% vs. 10%) (Figure 2A). Median post-NAC TIL levels differed significantly between tumors
with and without pCR (no pCR: 2% vs. 0% in pCR, p = 0.02) (Figure 2B,C).

LVI was found in 13 out of 29 surgical specimens (45%), all of which failed to reach pCR.

2.4. Event-Free Survival

With a median follow-up of 49 months, 16 patients had metastatic recurrences (52%) and 3 of
them had cerebral metastases (19%). Median EFS and OS were not reached. The three-year EFS and
OS were 54% and 68%, respectively.
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Positive delta TIL, presence of LVI and absence of pCR after chemotherapy were significantly
associated with a decrease of EFS in the whole population (Figure 3).
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Figure 3. (A) EFS according to pCR. pCR was significantly associated with a better EFS (not reached vs.
38 months; p = 0.02). (B) EFS according to the presence of lymphovascular invasion after CNA for the
entire population. Presence of LVI after chemotherapy was significantly associated with a decrease of
EFS in the whole population (21 months vs. not reached; p = 0.009). (C) EFS according to ∆TILS for the
entire population. TILs increase after NAC (positive delta TILS) was associated with a decrease of EFS
(21 months vs. 101 months; p = 0.0002).

2.5. Univariate and Multivariate Analysis for EFS

After univariate analysis, post-NAC LVI (HR 2.06; CI 1.13–3.74; p = 0.02), high post-NAC TIL (HR
1.81; CI 1.07–3.06; p = 0.03) and positive delta TIL (HR 2.20; CI 1.36–3.52; p = 0.001) were significantly
associated with impaired EFS (Table 2). After multivariate analysis, only a positive TIL variation
remained negatively associated with EFS (HR 1.88; CI 1.05–3.35; p = 0.01).



Cancers 2020, 12, 2657 6 of 12

Table 2. Univariate and multivariate analysis of EFS in the whole population.

Variable
Univariate Analysis Multivariate Analysis

HR (95% CI) p HR (95% CI) p

Age (continuous) 1.02 (0.60–1.75) 0.94
Menopause,

No 1
Yes 0.80 (0.45–1.42) 0.45

BMI (continuous) 1.51 (0.82–2.77) 0.18
Grade

2 1
3 1.10 (0.63–1.91) 0.73

N1–3
No 1
Yes 1.57 (0.71–3.46) 0.26

pCR
No 1
Yes 0.39 (0.15–1.01) 0.05 0.40 (0.13–1.25) 0.11
LVI
No 1
Yes 2.06 (1.13–3.74) 0.02 1.06 (0.50–2.27) 0.88

Pre-NAC TIL
<median 1
>median 0.86 (0.46–1.60) 0.64

Post-NAC TIL (continuous) 1.81 (1.07–3.06) 0.03 1.38 (0.80–2.37) 0.25
∆TIL

Negative 1
Positive 2.20 (1.36–3.52) 0.001 1.88 (1.05–3.35) 0.03

3. Discussion

In this unique cohort of 31 TNIBC cases treated with dose-dense dose-intense chemotherapy,
we show that the increase of stromal immune infiltration between baseline tumor and post-NAC is
independently associated with an impaired prognosis.

In our study, the rate of pCR was 29%. Masuda et al. [10], in a monocentric cohort of 139 patients
with TNIBC, reported a pCR of 12%. In the studies using HDC-AHSCT for IBC, the pCR rate was not
higher—21% in the Dazzi et al. [28] study and 28% in the Boudin et al. [12] study—but the treatment
was more toxic and expensive [29]. In our study, the pCR group had a significantly higher median
EFS than the non-pCR group. These results confirm that pCR is a major prognostic factor and a good
surrogate of EFS, as reported in non-inflammatory triple negative breast cancer in larger series and
meta-analyses [10,30,31].

The number of post-NAC LVI cases was higher than in a large cohort of 330 patients with
non-inflammatory TNBC (19.4% vs. 45% in our series) [26]. This difference could be explained by the
population (inflammatory vs. non inflammatory) and by the fact that the slides were prospectively
reviewed. The pejorative prognosis associated with the presence of LVI after chemotherapy described
by Hamy et al. [26] was found in our cohort of TNIBC, but was no longer significant after multivariate
analysis; this could be due to the small number of patients.

The prognostic impact of TIL before neoadjuvant treatment (pre-NAC TIL) has been extensively
reported, particularly in TNBC [15,16,18,19], but was not confirmed in our study in terms of association
with EFS. Notably, the pre-NAC TIL rate in our study was low. In the pooled analysis of 3771 patients
treated with NAC, the authors reported that in the 906 TNBC patients, 30% had pre-NAC TIL > 60%
and 31% low TIL ≤ 10% [19]. In this series 183 patients had IBC (not only TNIBC) and 50% of them
had low pre-NAC TIL (< or = to 10%), and only 15% > 60%, suggesting that patients with IBC have a
lower TIL rate [19].
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In our study, the major prognostic factors were the TIL variation before and after NAC and the
post-NAC TIL, which represent the immune reaction to chemotherapy. The TIL evaluation was also
done in patients with a pCR. A TIL level increase was the only factor associated with impaired EFS in
the entire population. There are more and more publications studying the TIL variation before and after
NAC with different results, sometimes even opposite results [18,21,22,24,26,32] (Table 3). Dieci et al. [21]
reported for the first time the impact of post-NAC TIL in 278 patients with TNBC. The authors found
that high post-NAC TIL with a cut off of 60% was associated with a better OS [21]. Pelekanou et al. [22]
showed, with a cohort of 58 patients whose15.5% with TNBC (9 patients), that TIL increase after NAC
was associated with improved recurrence-free survival [22]. Four other studies reviewed the impact of
post-NAC TIL but only two in TNBC exclusively [18,19,24,25]. Hamy et al. [25], in a series of 716 breast
cancers treated with NAC, showed that high post-NAC TIL levels were associated with aggressive
tumor characteristics and with impaired EFS in HER2-positive breast cancers but not in luminal tumors
or TNBC. The authors suggest that a strong inverse correlation exists between pre-NAC TIL levels
and the variation of TIL levels [25]. Castaneda et al. [18] did not find any association in 98 patients
with TNBC between post-NAC TIL and outcome. Luen et al. [24], in a large series of 375 TNBC cases,
analyzed the prognostic value of TIL on residual cancer burden (RCB). They showed that the median
RCB TIL level was 20% and that TIL levels were significantly lower with increasing post-NAC residual
tumors and nodal stages [24]. Higher RCB TILs were significantly associated with improved recurrence
free outcomes, (HR 0.86; CI (95%) 0.79–0.92; p < 0.001) and OS (HR 0.87; CI (95%) 0.80–0.94; p < 0.001)
and remained significant predictors in multivariate analysis. This large series showed opposite results
to ours [24]. A small number of publications showed that patients with residual tumors after NAC and
post-NAC high lymphocyte infiltration had worse outcomes [32].

Table 3. Main studies evaluating the impact of post-NAC TIL on DFS/recurrence-free survival (RFS)
and OS in TNBC.

Authors Year Number of
Patients Design Subtype

Evaluated

Correlation between
Post-NAC TIL and

DFS/RFS

Correlation between
Post-NAC TIL and OS

Dieci et al. [21] 2014 278 Retrospective TNBC Positive (HR: 0.86; 95% CI
0.79–0.92; p < 0.001)

Positive (HR 0.86, 95%
CI 0.77–0.97, p = 0.01)

Hamy et al. [26] 2018 330 Retrospective TNBC None Not evaluated
Castaneda et al. [18] 2016 98 Retrospective TNBC None None

Pelekanou et al. [22] 2017 58 Retrospective
All subtypes

(15.5%
TNBC)

Positive (HR = 3.9, 95% CI
= 1.179–15.39; p = 0.02) Not evaluated

Luen et al. [24] 2019 375 Retrospetive TNBC Positive (HR: 0.86; 95% CI
0.79–0.92; p < 0.001)

Positive (HR: 0.87; 95%
CI 0.80–0.94; p < 0.001)

Garcia-Martinez et al. [32] 2014 26 Retrospective TNBC None None

Here we found that increased TIL after NAC is associated with a pejorative outcome. It is
important to note that the median TIL is low compared to non-inflammatory TNBC (median pre-NAC
TIL: 10%; median post-NAC: 1.5%) whereas in the series from Curie, median pre-NAC TIL is 28% and
median post-NAC TIL is 15.4% in the TNBC [25].

The monocentric nature of the study and the rarity of the disease limited the number of patients
studied, and the study was unequipped to address most of the additional analyses. In addition,
the results were limited by the lack of a control arm. As such, a multi-center study with a larger
number of patients and a control arm with non-triple negative IBC patients was necessary to confirm
our results.

4. Patients and Methods

4.1. Patient Selection

In this prospective cohort we included all consecutive female patients over the age of 18 with a
clinically inflammatory (stage T4d), histologically proven, non-metastatic primary invasive BC with a
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triple negative phenotype treated with NAC from January 2010 to December 2018 at the breast disease
unit at Saint-Louis Hospital, France. Ethics and Patient Consent. This study was approved by the
breast disease scientific board, Senopôle, Hôpital Saint Louis. Informed consent of patients was waived
by this board.

4.2. Diagnosis

Breast cancer was diagnosed on 14G core-needle biopsies (Postolet Achieve, Merit Medical,
Maastricht, The Netherlands). A lymph node biopsy was also performed if axillary lymph nodes
were palpable or found at axillary ultrasound. Estrogen and progesterone status was determined
by immunohistochemistry (IHC) and positivity cutoff was 10% staining [33]. HER2 determination
was systematically performed by IHC with control by fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH) or
Silver-enhanced in situ hybridization (SISH) for ambiguous cases.

4.3. Treatment

From January 2010 to December 2018, all the patients received six cycles of a dose-dense
dose-intense neoadjuvant cyclophosphamide (1200 mg/m2 d1) and epirubicin (75 mg/m2 d1) every
two weeks (SIM (Sein Inflammatoire ou Métastatique) regimen [34]). Between 2010 and 2015,
patients received three cycles of docetaxel (100 mg/m2) and cyclophosphamide (600 g/m2) every three
weeks after surgery (SIM1). From 2016 onwards, taxanes were added sequentially after dose-dense
regimen, either with four cycles of docetaxel (100 mg/m2) every three weeks or weekly paclitaxel
(80 mg/m2) for 12 cycles (SIM2). No further chemotherapy was administered after surgery. In the
absence of tumor progression during chemotherapy, all patients should have a mastectomy and axillary
dissection. All patients received radiotherapy after surgery in the breast and lymph nodes.

4.4. Pathological Response

Pathological complete response (pCR) was defined as the absence of infiltrative carcinoma in the
breast and in the lymph nodes; persistent lesions of carcinoma in situ of the breast was considered as a
complete response [35].

4.5. TIL and Lymphovascular Invasion (LVI)

Pretreatment core needle biopsies and post-NAC surgical specimens were reviewed for the
purpose of the study, and were evaluated independently by two anatomopathologists dedicated to
breast cancer for the presence of a mononuclear cells infiltrate (including lymphocytes and plasma
cells, excluding polymorphonuclear leukocytes) following the recommendations of the international
TIL Working Group [36]. The TILs were studied in all the patients including patients in pCR [37].
They were evaluated in the stroma, within the border of the tumor scar, after excluding tumor zones
with necrosis and artefacts, and were scored continuously as the average percentage of stromal
area occupied by mononuclear cells. Delta TIL was defined as the absolute difference between
post-chemotherapy and pre-chemotherapy TIL. LVI was defined as the presence of carcinoma cells
within a finite endothelial-lined space (a lymphatic or blood vessel).

4.6. PI3KCA and AR

The mutation status of the gene PIK3CA (p100 catalytic unit) for hotspots p.E542K, p.E545K and
p.H1047R was determined by allelic discrimination on a Lightcycler 450 (Roche diagnostics, Meylan,
France) by using a set of primers and probes specific to each mutation according to Santarpia et al. [38].
The expression of AR was quantified by quantitative reverse transcription PCR (RTqPCR) on a
Taqman 7500 (Applied Biosystems, Les Ulis, France) using the developed test AR (TaqMan Assays ID
Hs00171172_m1, ThermoFisher Scientific, Les Ulis, France).
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4.7. Survival Endpoints

Event-free survival (EFS) was counted from the date of biopsy to the date of distant metastases,
death or the last follow-up alive with absence of metastases ascertained, whichever occurred first.
The OS was defined as the time from biopsy to death.

4.8. Statistical Methods

Results are reported with frequency and percent for categorical data, and median and range
for quantitative data. Survival curves were estimated by the Kaplan-Meier product limit estimator
and compared using partial likelihood ratio tests in Cox proportional hazards models. Hazard ratios
(HRs) and their associated 95% confidence intervals (CIs) were calculated using the Cox proportional
hazard model. Age, menopausal status, body mass index (BMI), clinical nodal status, SBR grade,
lymphovascular invasion, TIL percentage on biopsy and mastectomy and delta TIL, were included
in the univariate analysis. Variables with a p-value for the likelihood ratio test lower than 0.15 in
univariate analysis were included in the multivariate model. Backward selection was used to establish
the final multivariate model. The significance threshold was 5%. Survival probabilities were estimated
by the Kaplan Meier method, and survival curves were compared with log-rank tests. Analyses were
performed with R software, version 3.1.2. python 3.6.

5. Conclusions

To the best of our knowledge this is the first time that the impact of post-NAC TIL and TIL
variation have been analyzed in TNIBC. We showed that the pre-biopsy immune infiltration seemed
lower than in non-inflammatory tumors as this was already reported by Denkert et al. [19]. We also
showed that TIL increase after NAC is associated with a decrease in EFS.

In the patients who achieved a pCR, the immune infiltration around the scar was very low,
suggesting that when the immune cells have eradicated the tumor, they move into other areas where
their action is required. This finding also corroborates the fact that persistently high TIL levels after
chemotherapy could be the sign of an inefficient immune response.

Altogether, our results suggest that patients whose tumors have TIL enrichment after neoadjuvant
chemotherapy are at a high risk of relapse.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, L.C. and S.G. (Sylvie Giacchetti); methodology, L.C., P.B.-D., A.-S.H.
and S.G. (Sylvie Giacchetti); software, L.C., P.B.-D. and A.-S.H.; formal analysis, L.C., P.B.-D., A.B.A., J.L.-C.,
C.C., C.D.B., L.T., S.B., F.L., H.H., E.B., C.M., S.G. (Sophie Guillerm), P.C., M.E., A.D.R., A.-S.H. and S.G. (Sylvie
Giacchetti); investigation, L.C., A.B.A., A.D.R., and S.G. (Sylvie Giacchetti); data curation, L.C., P.B.-D., A.B.A.,
J.L.-C., C.C., C.D.B., L.T., S.B., F.L., H.H., E.B., C.M., S.G. (Sophie Guillerm), P.C., M.E., A.D.R., A.-S.H., and S.G.
(Sylvie Giacchetti); writing—original draft preparation, L.C. and S.G. (Sylvie Giacchetti); writing—review and
editing, L.C. P.B.-D., A.B.A., J.L.-C., C.C., C.D.B., L.T., S.B., F.L., H.H., E.B., C.M., S.G. (Sophie Guillerm), P.C., M.E.,
A.D.R., A.-S.H., and S.G. (Sylvie Giacchetti); supervision, S.G. (Sylvie Giacchetti). All authors have read and
agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Hance, K.W.; Anderson, W.F.; Devesa, S.S.; Young, H.A.; Levine, P.H. Trends in inflammatory breast carcinoma
incidence and survival: The surveillance, epidemiology, and end results program at the National Cancer
Institute. J. Natl. Cancer Inst. 2005, 97, 966–975. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Chang, S.; Parker, S.L.; Pham, T.; Buzdar, A.U.; Hursting, S.D. Inflammatory breast carcinoma incidence
and survival: The surveillance, epidemiology, and end results program of the National Cancer Institute,
1975–1992. Cancer 1998, 82, 2366–2372. [CrossRef]

3. Woodward, W.A. Inflammatory breast cancer: Unique biological and therapeutic considerations. Lancet Oncol.
2015, 16, e568–e576. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/dji172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15998949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0142(19980615)82:12&lt;2366::AID-CNCR10&gt;3.0.CO;2-N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1470-2045(15)00146-1


Cancers 2020, 12, 2657 10 of 12

4. Rueth, N.M.; Lin, H.Y.; Bedrosian, I.; Shaitelman, S.F.; Ueno, N.T.; Shen, Y.; Babiera, G. Underuse of trimodality
treatment affects survival for patients with inflammatory breast cancer: An analysis of treatment and survival
trends from the National Cancer Database. J. Clin. Oncol. Off. J. Am. Soc. Clin. Oncol. 2014, 32, 2018–2024.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Ross, J.S.; Ali, S.M.; Wang, K.; Khaira, D.; Palma, N.A.; Chmielecki, J.; Palmer, G.A.; Morosini, D.; Elvin, J.A.;
Fernandez, S.V.; et al. Comprehensive genomic profiling of inflammatory breast cancer cases reveals a high
frequency of clinically relevant genomic alterations. Breast Cancer Res. Treat. 2015, 154, 155–162. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

6. Van Laere, S.J.; Ueno, N.T.; Finetti, P.; Vermeulen, P.; Lucci, A.; Robertson, F.M.; Marsan, M.; Iwamoto, T.;
Krishnamurthy, S.; Masuda, H.; et al. Uncovering the molecular secrets of inflammatory breast cancer
biology: An integrated analysis of three distinct affymetrix gene expression datasets. Clin. Cancer Res. Off. J.
Am. Assoc. Cancer Res. 2013, 19, 4685–4696. [CrossRef]

7. Woodward, W.A.; Krishnamurthy, S.; Yamauchi, H.; El-Zein, R.; Ogura, D.; Kitadai, E.; Niwa, S.-I.;
Cristofanilli, M.; Vermeulen, P.; Dirix, L.; et al. Genomic and expression analysis of microdissected
inflammatory breast cancer. Breast Cancer Res. Treat. 2013, 138, 761–772. [CrossRef]

8. Bekhouche, I.; Finetti, P.; Adelaïde, J.; Ferrari, A.; Tarpin, C.; Charafe-Jauffret, E.; Charpin, C.;
Houvenaeghel, G.; Jacquemier, J.; Bidaut, G.; et al. High-resolution comparative genomic hybridization of
inflammatory breast cancer and identification of candidate genes. PLoS ONE 2011, 6, e16950. [CrossRef]

9. Li, J.; Gonzalez-Angulo, A.M.; Allen, P.K.; Yu, T.K.; Woodward, W.A.; Ueno, N.T.; Lucci, A.; Krishnamurthy, S.;
Gong, Y.; Bondy, M.L.; et al. Triple-negative subtype predicts poor overall survival and high locoregional
relapse in inflammatory breast cancer. Oncologist 2011, 16, 1675–1683. [CrossRef]

10. Masuda, H.; Brewer, T.M.; Liu, D.D.; Iwamoto, T.; Shen, Y.; Hsu, L.; Willey, J.S.; Gonzalez-Angulo, A.M.;
Chavez-MacGregor, M.; Fouad, T.M.; et al. Long-term treatment efficacy in primary inflammatory breast
cancer by hormonal receptor- and HER2-defined subtypes. Ann. Oncol. Off. J. Eur. Soc. Med. Oncol. 2014,
25, 384–391. [CrossRef]

11. Schairer, C.; Li, Y.; Frawley, P.; Graubard, B.I.; Wellman, R.D.; Buist, D.S.M.; Kerlikowske, K.; Onega, T.L.;
Anderson, W.F.; Miglioretti, D.L. Risk factors for inflammatory breast cancer and other invasive breast
cancers. J. Natl. Cancer Inst. 2013, 105, 1373–1384. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Boudin, L.; Gonçalves, A.; Sfumato, P.; Sabatier, R.; Bertucci, F.; Tarpin, C.; Provansal, M.; Houvenaeghel, G.;
Lambaudie, E.; Tallet, A.; et al. Prognostic impact of hormone receptor- and HER2-defined subtypes in
inflammatory breast cancer treated with high-dose chemotherapy: A retrospective study. J. Cancer 2016,
7, 2077–2084. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Dawood, S.; Merajver, S.D.; Viens, P.; Vermeulen, P.B.; Swain, S.M.; Buchholz, T.A.; Dirix, L.Y.; Levine, P.H.;
Lucci, A.; Krishnamurthy, S.; et al. International expert panel on inflammatory breast cancer: Consensus
statement for standardized diagnosis and treatment. Ann. Oncol. Off. J. Eur. Soc. Med. Oncol. 2011,
22, 515–523. [CrossRef]

14. Giacchetti, S.; Porcher, R.; Lehmann-Che, J.; Hamy, A.-S.; de Roquancourt, A.; Cuvier, C.; Cottu, P.-H.;
Bertheau, P.; Albiter, M.; Bouhidel, F.; et al. Long-term survival of advanced triple-negative breast cancers
with a dose-intense cyclophosphamide/anthracycline neoadjuvant regimen. Br. J. Cancer 2014, 110, 1413–1419.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Denkert, C.; von Minckwitz, G.; Brase, J.C.; Sinn, B.V.; Gade, S.; Kronenwett, R.; Pfitzner, B.M.; Salat, C.;
Loi, S.; Schmitt, W.D.; et al. Tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes and response to neoadjuvant chemotherapy with
or without carboplatin in human epidermal growth factor receptor 2-positive and triple-negative primary
breast cancers. J. Clin. Oncol. Off. J. Am. Soc. Clin. Oncol. 2015, 33, 983–991. [CrossRef]

16. Dieci, M.V.; Mathieu, M.C.; Guarneri, V.; Conte, P.; Delaloge, S.; Andre, F.; Goubar, A. Prognostic and
predictive value of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes in two phase III randomized adjuvant breast cancer trials.
Ann. Oncol. Off. J. Eur. Soc. Med. Oncol. 2015, 26, 1698–1704. [CrossRef]

17. Adams, S.; Gray, R.J.; Demaria, S.; Goldstein, L.; Perez, E.A.; Shulman, L.N.; Martino, S.; Wang, M.; Jones, V.E.;
Saphner, T.J.; et al. Prognostic value of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes in triple-negative breast cancers from
two phase III randomized adjuvant breast cancer trials: ECOG 2197 and ECOG 1199. J. Clin. Oncol. Off. J.
Am. Soc. Clin. Oncol. 2014, 32, 2959–2966. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2014.55.1978
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24888808
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10549-015-3592-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26458824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-12-2549
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10549-013-2501-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0016950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1634/theoncologist.2011-0196
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdt525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djt206
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24046390
http://dx.doi.org/10.7150/jca.15797
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27877223
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdq345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2014.81
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24569467
http://dx.doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2014.58.1967
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdv239
http://dx.doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2013.55.0491


Cancers 2020, 12, 2657 11 of 12

18. Castaneda, C.A.; Mittendorf, E.; Casavilca, S.; Wu, Y.; Castillo, M.; Arboleda, P.; Nunez, T.; Guerra, H.;
Barrionuevo, C.; Dolores-Cerna, K.; et al. Tumor infiltrating lymphocytes in triple negative breast cancer
receiving neoadjuvant chemotherapy. World J. Clin. Oncol. 2016, 7, 387–394. [CrossRef]

19. Denkert, C.; von Minckwitz, G.; Darb-Esfahani, S.; Lederer, B.; Heppner, B.I.; Weber, K.E.; Budczies, J.;
Huober, J.; Klauschen, F.; Furlanetto, J.; et al. Tumour-infiltrating lymphocytes and prognosis in different
subtypes of breast cancer: A pooled analysis of 3771 patients treated with neoadjuvant therapy. Lancet Oncol.
2018, 19, 40–50. [CrossRef]

20. Hamy, A.-S.; Pierga, J.-Y.; Sabaila, A.; Laas, E.; Bonsang-Kitzis, H.; Laurent, C.; Vincent-Salomon, A.; Cottu, P.;
Lerebours, F.; Rouzier, R.; et al. Stromal lymphocyte infiltration after neoadjuvant chemotherapy is associated
with aggressive residual disease and lower disease-free survival in HER2-positive breast cancer. Ann. Oncol.
Off. J. Eur. Soc. Med. Oncol. 2017, 28, 2233–2240. [CrossRef]

21. Dieci, M.V.; Criscitiello, C.; Goubar, A.; Viale, G.; Conte, P.; Guarneri, V.; Ficarra, G.; Mathieu, M.C.;
Delaloge, S.; Curigliano, G.; et al. Prognostic value of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes on residual disease
after primary chemotherapy for triple-negative breast cancer: A retrospective multicenter study. Ann. Oncol.
Off. J. Eur. Soc. Med. Oncol. 2014, 25, 611–618. [CrossRef]

22. Pelekanou, V.; Carvajal-Hausdorf, D.E.; Altan, M.; Wasserman, B.; Carvajal-Hausdorf, C.; Wimberly, H.;
Brown, J.; Lannin, D.; Pusztai, L.; Rimm, D.L. Effect of neoadjuvant chemotherapy on tumor-infiltrating
lymphocytes and PD-L1 expression in breast cancer and its clinical significance. Breast Cancer Res. 2017,
19, 91. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Hwang, H.W.; Jung, H.; Hyeon, J.; Park, Y.H.; Ahn, J.S.; Im, Y.-H.; Nam, S.J.; Kim, S.W.; Lee, J.E.; Yu, J.-H.; et al.
A nomogram to predict pathologic complete response (pCR) and the value of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes
(TILs) for prediction of response to neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NAC) in breast cancer patients. Breast Cancer
Res. Treat. 2019, 173, 255–266. [CrossRef]

24. Luen, S.J.; Salgado, R.; Dieci, M.V.; Vingiani, A.; Curigliano, G.; Gould, R.E.; Castaneda, C.; D’Alfonso, T.;
Sanchez, J.; Cheng, E.; et al. Prognostic implications of residual disease tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes and
residual cancer burden in triple-negative breast cancer patients after neoadjuvant chemotherapy. Ann. Oncol.
Off. J. Eur. Soc. Med. Oncol. 2019, 30, 236–242. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Hamy, A.-S.; Bonsang-Kitzis, H.; Croze, D.D.; Laas, E.; Darrigues, L.; Topciu, L.; Menet, E.;
Vincent-Salomon, A.; Lerebours, F.; Pierga, J.-Y.; et al. Interaction between Molecular Subtypes and
Stromal Immune Infiltration before and after Treatment in Breast Cancer Patients Treated with Neoadjuvant
Chemotherapy. Clin. Cancer Res. 2019. [CrossRef]

26. Hamy, A.-S.; Lam, G.-T.; Laas, E.; Darrigues, L.; Balezeau, T.; Guerin, J.; Livartowski, A.; Sadacca, B.;
Pierga, J.-Y.; Vincent-Salomon, A.; et al. Lymphovascular invasion after neoadjuvant chemotherapy is
strongly associated with poor prognosis in breast carcinoma. Breast Cancer Res. Treat. 2018, 169, 295–304.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Liu, Y.L.; Saraf, A.; Lee, S.M.; Zhong, X.; Hibshoosh, H.; Kalinsky, K.M.; Connolly, E.P. Lymphovascular
Invasion is an Independent Predictor of Survival in Breast Cancer after Neoadjuvant Chemotherapy. Breast
Cancer Res. Treat. 2016, 157, 555–564. [CrossRef]

28. Dazzi, C.; Cariello, A.; Rosti, G.; Tienghi, A.; Molino, A.; Sabbatini, R.; Aieta, M.; Frassineti, G.L.; Vertogen, B.;
Giovanis, P.; et al. Neoadjuvant high dose chemotherapy plus peripheral blood progenitor cells in
inflammatory breast cancer: A multicenter phase II pilot study. Haematologica 2001, 86, 523–529.

29. Slamon, D.J.; Leyland-Jones, B.; Shak, S.; Fuchs, H.; Paton, V.; Bajamonde, A.; Fleming, T.; Eiermann, W.;
Wolter, J.; Pegram, M.; et al. Use of chemotherapy plus a monoclonal antibody against HER2 for metastatic
breast cancer that overexpresses HER2. N. Engl. J. Med. 2001, 344, 783–792. [CrossRef]

30. Liedtke, C.; Mazouni, C.; Hess, K.R.; André, F.; Tordai, A.; Mejia, J.A.; Symmans, W.F.; Gonzalez-Angulo, A.M.;
Hennessy, B.; Green, M.; et al. Response to neoadjuvant therapy and long-term survival in patients with
triple-negative breast cancer. J. Clin. Oncol. Off. J. Am. Soc. Clin. Oncol. 2008, 26, 1275–1281. [CrossRef]

31. Cortazar, P.; Zhang, L.; Untch, M.; Mehta, K.; Costantino, J.P.; Wolmark, N.; Bonnefoi, H.; Cameron, D.;
Gianni, L.; Valagussa, P.; et al. Pathological complete response and long-term clinical benefit in breast cancer:
The CTNeoBC pooled analysis. Lancet Lond. Engl. 2014, 384, 164–172. [CrossRef]

32. García-Martínez, E.; Gil, G.L.; Benito, A.C.; González-Billalabeitia, E.; Conesa, M.A.V.; García, T.G.;
García-Garre, E.; Vicente, V.; de la Peña, F.A. Tumor-infiltrating immune cell profiles and their change after

http://dx.doi.org/10.5306/wjco.v7.i5.387
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1470-2045(17)30904-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdx309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdt556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13058-017-0884-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28784153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10549-018-4981-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdy547
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30590484
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-18-3017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10549-017-4610-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29374852
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10549-016-3837-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJM200103153441101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2007.14.4147
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(13)62422-8


Cancers 2020, 12, 2657 12 of 12

neoadjuvant chemotherapy predict response and prognosis of breast cancer. Breast Cancer Res. BCR 2014, 16.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Coates, A.S.; Winer, E.P.; Goldhirsch, A.; Gelber, R.D.; Gnant, M.; Piccart-Gebhart, M.; Thürlimann, B.;
Senn, H.-J. Tailoring therapies—Improving the management of early breast cancer: St Gallen International
Expert Consensus on the Primary Therapy of Early Breast Cancer 2015. Ann. Oncol. 2015, 26, 1533–1546.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Cottu, P.H.; Zelek, L.; Extra, J.M.; Espie, M.; Mignot, L.; Morvan, F.; Marty, M. High-dose epirubicin and
cyclophosphamide every two weeks as first-line chemotherapy for relapsing metastatic breast cancer patients.
Ann. Oncol. Off. J. Eur. Soc. Med. Oncol. 1999, 10, 795–801. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Von Minckwitz, G.; Untch, M.; Blohmer, J.-U.; Costa, S.D.; Eidtmann, H.; Fasching, P.A.; Gerber, B.;
Eiermann, W.; Hilfrich, J.; Huober, J.; et al. Definition and impact of pathologic complete response on
prognosis after neoadjuvant chemotherapy in various intrinsic breast cancer subtypes. J. Clin. Oncol. Off. J.
Am. Soc. Clin. Oncol. 2012, 30, 1796–1804. [CrossRef]

36. Salgado, R.; Denkert, C.; Demaria, S.; Sirtaine, N.; Klauschen, F.; Pruneri, G.; Wienert, S.; Van den Eynden, G.;
Baehner, F.L.; Penault-Llorca, F.; et al. The evaluation of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) in breast
cancer: Recommendations by an International TILs Working Group 2014. Ann. Oncol. Off. J. Eur. Soc.
Med. Oncol. 2015, 26, 259–271. [CrossRef]

37. Dieci, M.V.; Radosevic-Robin, N.; Fineberg, S.; van den Eynden, G.; Ternes, N.; Penault-Llorca, F.; Pruneri, G.;
D’Alfonso, T.M.; Demaria, S.; Castaneda, C.; et al. Update on tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) in breast
cancer, including recommendations to assess TILs in residual disease after neoadjuvant therapy and in
carcinoma in situ: A report of the International Immuno-Oncology Biomarker Working Group on Breast
Cancer. Semin. Cancer Biol. 2018, 52, 16–25. [CrossRef]

38. Santarpia, M.; Altavilla, G.; Margeli, M.; Cirauqui, B.; Mesiti, M.; Cavallari, V.; Ramirez, J.L.;
Sanchez-Ronco, M.; Santarpia, L.; Taron, M.; et al. PIK3CA mutations and BRCA1 expression in breast cancer:
Potential biomarkers for chemoresistance. Cancer Invest. 2008, 26, 1044–1051. [CrossRef]

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13058-014-0488-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25432519
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdv221
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25939896
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1008353904351
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10470426
http://dx.doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2011.38.8595
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdu450
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.semcancer.2017.10.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07357900802112701
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Patients and Tumor Characteristics 
	NAC Completion and Toxicities 
	Post-NAC Tumor Characteristics 
	Event-Free Survival 
	Univariate and Multivariate Analysis for EFS 

	Discussion 
	Patients and Methods 
	Patient Selection 
	Diagnosis 
	Treatment 
	Pathological Response 
	TIL and Lymphovascular Invasion (LVI) 
	PI3KCA and AR 
	Survival Endpoints 
	Statistical Methods 

	Conclusions 
	References

