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Abstract Breast cancer is one of the most common cancers in women. Current clinical prognostic indicators and practice guide-
lines show that almost 70% of node-negative and 30% of lymph node-positive breast cancer patients can survive 5-10 years without dis-
tant metastasis after surgery. Patients also unnecessarily suffer the side effects of chemotherapy. Assays on multi-gene expression levels
as prognosis prediction indicators have been successfully used to predict the prognosis of breast cancer patients because of the abnor-
mal expression levels of a series of metastasis-related genes in cancer cells with high metastatic potential. In this review, we highlight
the progress of research on predicting breast cancer prognosis based on multi-gene expression levels detected by microarray and
qRT-PCR methods.
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nature) A LLRE L MR i o3 R OF B LR A 9 (nor-
mal-breast-like ) .ER (+ )/ 15 #E (luminal-like ) . 3 JiE
ZH AL DU 2 (basal-like ) A1 Exb-B2+., H. A4 I FEH,
JU A 24 v 22 4 AR 2 1 (cytokeeratin, CK) 8/18 3 5
JECAH L B 7L 9 %63k CK5/6 .CK17 4% B4 (inte-
grin B4) Fl)Z K % & 1 (laminin) ; Erb—B2+ 21 FLJIif
0 Erb-B2 i F ik . Sorlie 5 2 M IMEA B IESE T
34 7L R 1 201 03 B, SR A IR L s i — 2
Gy A ERE AT B RVRT C Y A5 AE A T ER SR KUK
V- fe . H GATA %5 4 4 1 3 (GATA-binding pro-
tein3) . X=box Z55 & 4 1 (X=box binding protein1 ). =
i A 3 (trefoil factor 3) 4 g #% A F 3« (hepato-
cyte nuclear factor 3a) Fl LIV-1 4533k, HlJ5 I F 3k
JE AN MR LR | Erb—B2+FL A A4S I AR LI B
IR CHY, Feng 2 I HEAS 2] —2H 188 3L F 4 A%,
100 L 5 9 5 i 5% E R FLIREH 20 22 S R Gk ik
AT AKX AR A7 () ER BHEE A ER BRG], ER
PR L e SO0 2 88, 56 T van de Vijver 5
Y FRIN TSR UESE ESR FHME [ AU 09 BUS T
ESR P4 1T B85 T ER BT E

112 FLBE D Tr9 HE 7o ot BN FL
Je PO 00 R 26, R 11T 30% ~ 60% I ZLIRIEE#E 7025 R
MLV 9, LG8 i PR 317 15 JC 120 13k #8736
H TG HEATHERRFIKT . Sotiriou 55 iE 1 H £ 21
PG Z 7 1 9L s i) BE DR 3k 1 22 %, T
TEAFF) 97 A H R 2H 1l iy BE R AN AT LAIX 43 2H 217
1 90 Fn2H 2% I 9 L i o 91, i EL3de mT LK 2H 21
W GR B o0 2 h s 6 58 R H AR e 52 A 21, AT
XA N Gtk — 200100 M, IZAETExF 97 A Jk A
1) IR T B AT 255 N Ak, THR R K 3R89
$6% (gene expression grade index, GGI) . F£F 570 i
FUIRIER 28 TR0 10 GGT 4R , GGT 434
3 QB HE R R A G O GOT 1 U E 1 2.83 4%,
IWBRA AN A 2 T Gl , GG 3 95 K AU
GGI 141y 3.61 1%, Ma 25 i 7347 99 il 5L it
FBHI T 650 2 P R IKTE , IFUE S —2H 9 R
2H 8 L PR AT DA v DX o3 L i ) ZH 212 0 2
(HEREE 83% , RABE 85%) .
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HAZ W25 A (5 HL B2 8K 29 309% 1 itk 12 45 9]
PR A TR IR L 5 U R e, T A 2 4 e R B
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L PR 2 R] i e A AR R R Rk 25 S O 2
TR TR %) 28 S B PR 3k T DA FR T bk L &
eRGIREFEAT 3 T2 W, AT 98 S i R AR 2 e A0
ANIGEERIRIT T W E . Huang 557 i E15 2] 340
FE R HE Metagene 130, Metagene146 il Metagene330, It
A IX 3 2H B PR AT LA T30 909% i35 A ik L 45 4R
Ao Nishidate 55" b H bk U 45 BH P 20 Bt es s 2
P18 D & 9 AR L 2 B A 1) B R o i e A 3] 324
LD AT LSS H AN 0 bk 0 45 5% LIRS, S0 v 1
HIR9T% ., Ma 55 UL3d 18 73BT 99 1517 it ds 8 & i 2
IR RS —2H 14 /> Jk PR 24 B i) 55 DR A AT A o
2 80% B KL AR
1.2 BE TR AT Y TS S5
1.2.1 MammaPrint & K F 357 vant Veer & T
2002 4l AL 5 25 000 4~ FE R 4 cDNA {3 51 % 78
{AF W <55 %2 ELRELEE BP0 T1 R T2 30T BICR FLUIRE
SEE W R R ARG HEAT A, AR A 22 S ki
FEPR 5 BE TS B AH G M Herb 78 491 e A 7 W
Z 4t B 25 (supervised hierarchical clustering) 7347, i
TEAG B —ZH A% 70 PR 10 238 1% T LA bk T 45 B
P FL g B8 o s R4 (good prognosis sig-
nature ) 1 “ il J5 AN R 2H " (poor prognosis signature ) o
UG A RS AR AL e XU 0 T RS2 1Y
284 , TR TERH 3 83% . HCHE >4 e FH BRI bm vt
T HI0 78 B LIRIEE T 929 1Y) S8 3 Y BiA T
AJE RS M 3 SRR R A IR b e s
X2 R AT BEAOR MY 3, B i i A2 AT
MEIVEH . ARAE 70 4 K A9 2R 351 (amsterdam sig-
nature ) , {¥ 43% 1) 84 5 LA AR S A BT, Hrp B
A 28% Y & 5 AFE N JCHE AR AF IR AT LA 209% ~
30% 8 Je it Z AL T I RIVERT

B )5 van de Vijver %4 KAE A & B 1iE 70 > A&
PRI 23 i o 7L s R85 T 9 TR B 7, A 295 451
52 LAR MRS FI B PR R T1 1 T2 B ZL I Y
LA IR, 45 2R 4099l 53 R TS RAFE, T 60% B4
S RBUEARA ., FUSA RAFIE B4
10 4F 3 4R 77 R (overall survival, OS) 43 51 & 54.6% +
4.49%0HM194.5%+2.6%; 10 AFJCIL AR 7o A7 (distant
metastasis free survival, DMFS) 4351 & 50.6%+4.5% Fl1
85.2%+4.3% . J1 Cox FC KU A AU 347 T AS K20
TS BAF2H A AR I A B RS AR FE R B2y 5.1 K
3 70 IR B9 3K 1 , T LU 45% ~ 53% F Ik 2 45
BPPE bk f Al 7 A RIE T

H T 70 1k PR 38 i o 7L e R85 T T 114
HERf T &, Glas 45OV 70 A4S B PR R GB35 45 1R/
LS B (MammaPrint o0 5 ), F F20IR 8 8 & i
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PRSP . MammaPrint :ts 51 8 P45 4%, 7T
LRI 54T 8 MEA GRS, BB 1 s R 1900 4
60-mer oligo ¥R 1, 70 A~ F P 4 A~ 25 F J 52 050 HE 3
K, R MammaPrint ,05 7 Kl 1 #1395 3507 5% v 1Y)
162 B FLAR R A 28T , 45 R S HTR I 58 45 1 —
e, AT DL R B PR o Buyse S5 HE— 2R H
MammaPrint ;¢ Rz 302 1] bk B2 245 BH L 2L e £
Y 70 AN FE R ik, UESE MammaPrint ot A 460 7] 2
W B o e SE A ARG 20, o G 2H AR 2k A
FERS 0 XU AR A 2 A 2.32 4%, P (IR 4 10 4R A4
1754 0.88% ~ 0.89% .

MammaPrint .t & 55— S A B FLAR I R A
52 HEE G, © T 2007 43R 36 [F FDA e, I T
61 % LI Itk EL 45 56 B B PR L e S 5 ~ 10 4F I ik
% RV SR , I 48 s R A AR AR BT g iR 7
SR, MammaPrint .t F 77 2R 38 B 20 2R AS , A
T8 T AR R AR ) A S I ZH 2 R A2
Bl PR
1.2.2 Rotterdam Kt A 75 15 3% (totterdam signature )
Wang 25K F Affymetrix Human U133a;0 746l 286
151) bk 0 45 B 1 2L M s 1) 5 PR 3 584, e 75 31— 28
A4 76 1 DR 18 5 DR R 7T DA bk L 5 B AR R A
U RAEFHABUE A R, Hrb a4 60 A AT Lo
T ER FHPE 2 A S, #1116 SHE BT AT LTt ER
FIvER TS . SIS AN R4S N R A b 7% 7%
B XU 2 T B A2 14 5.67 1%, 8 A8U%E R 53 5 43
I 93% 1 48% . MRAE 4 IR Y AR HE , 85% ~ 90%
R L M I A L 5 ) e A T AT R S Bl B AT,
Rotterdam &35 15IESE 24 35% 19 7L iR 9 Ik B 435 B 4 £
B S NARE A A RS 15 B A TR UEAF e
JEIRIT
1.2.3  HABZLIE U TR A5 Loi 51 4L
F GEO B 1% h GSE6532 iy 255 BRI (T ~ 11
B ER FHPEIFAT 52 04 2335 97 A LN s 1) A 25 )
RIREBEAE YN AL (training set) , 14 215 2
181 4> JE PRI 2 B Y 23K 35 7T LA DX 73 8 5 Y DMFS ., 31X
181 ASHEPR H 134> s 44t i JoT 19 G L ) 5526 )2
R R 7 (cluster) 41 A%, LA REAS RFEAE Ny BRAS AR
i, TR A A P 1 387K P R pelust,
K HH Cox WU B THRL 4 A SRR Y TE 2 I R 40 Hr v
B 2B, B S R R 13 1 B AE Y pelust 715 KU TF-53
(risk score) o PEAMELL 70:30 KK & 2H (70% ) Fl =
FEH (30% ) , R 2H B R A e b A 7% 1 KUK A IR S
HEEMW 32655, ZWTEE— DT GEO Budli e
GSE9195 Fl GSE1378 L) K Reid 45" B 5 114 362 {4i]
i, BEPGZFIEYT ) ER FHA:ZL BRI 151 70 5 R e 5 1%

B, UE S XURS: P23 5 R E = 2H 2 3815 H0 8 rh X L
IR B A AL P A DA T 8 XS L 2531 R 4.02
1.78 #11.84,

H i, K2 BE PR Rk 1% I 5 1 1 F0000 ok 12 4%
BFPE S L LR SR B T 1K 24 30969tk L 435 FH
PEFLUBRE B SAENA SR A LA e #% i 2 A
WA BIVE T o Ry 0 B bk 0 285 B Mk s 3 v A IR
TR B, Feng 5518 ik T 45 L Mt J5E 4 s N L2
BRI I BE DR FAR T 22 S 0 e 15 3 79 22 ek
S PRI RT L0000k L8 235 R P 2L o A 3 1 T A A
(disease free survival , DFS) XU H A 4.65 1% .

2 ETFRT-QPCR 777 BT fm Tl
2.1  Oncotype DX & Kl & I8 K ]

Oncotype DX i Paik AT NSABP B-14 [fi J&
IRy 447 Bl S PE SR 2R IR A5 B PE ER
E A L MR S AR K S PR T 7 A A B e 2 2H 4K
A1) RT-QPCR AN M AS o 16 4> i g AH DG R
K ARG 5 AR5 A Y AR, mRNA ik B
Je 5 5 XIS E mRNA BRIEAL , SR 5 2 i oy
{H (recurrence score, RS) o #& T RS{H AT LA Ft il fth 52
VUSSR T IR L 45 B ZL IR 288 1Y 10 4RI AL 56 7%
U : RS<18 MK & 24H (low risk) ; IS<RS<31 /{1 1%
2l (intermediate risk) ; RS=31 A /&5 & 4H (high risk) o
i b R A ZH ER BH PR 2 P 2L R R 1048
TANFERE 2SN 6.8% . 14.3%H130.5% . RSAE N i
SR n] AT ER FHAE I EL 25 M A8 10 4R i
AR AR

W ZWF 58 /N Oncotype DX 3 K] 3¢ 15 46 il 4iE
N T ER FHHEABZE P9 2500 7N IR IT AP A
I7 LA L 5 B/ ik 2 285 PR S5 AN ]9 97 Jr 58 Fibk
CLAEIRAS A ZL IR 88 S 0 . Blohmer 555K
FH Oncotype DX PEH 4 964 {51 4 I 285 B ER FHAEF,
Jida ER A BT, TR S TAT S P 2R AT I R
I A s 8 2 10 4 P A8 T 2L g A4 XU 23 31 S
2.8% .10.7% 1 15.5% ; Mamounas % 1 1iF 52 il 5 7§
SRIRIT AR R s fe ZH b L 25 B ER B ZL
BEI0ENFITE A (locoregional recurrence, LRR)
RPN 4.3% . 7.2%H1 15.8% . SR RS S E X A AT
M BTG ZF IR IR I 235 T 1 197 %) T 000 18 77 25 2
INFLEE AN — 3, Mamounas 3¢ [ BIF 58 W) e AR AT
5L PG 25T Y7 (1 22 SRR 0 BRZH B RS 5 LRR G
KXo Albain %52 Oncotype DX N FH Tk EL 25 56 4 BH
PR L R B TS T A SRR SR, SR T
Oncotype DX il il S8814 IIffi R izt 45: 1 367 141466 28 5
B AR BAE B9k T 25 BA PR 2L A R TS, 45
RS P43 AT LSRG & 5 P 5 FRL24 7 114 bk L0 45 PR
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H TG ; CAF ALy A e ek RS /MR fG 20 2 5 1Y)
DFS, i%F T RS -4 i fa 4L 8 3 CAF 4by7 ml DUAE
B DFS,

Genomic Health 2 F] % Y Oncotype DX HH T
R L A BT ORI 5 AR BEST I S5 LA
IE, JoT FR 22 FDA AT, R I BAR M R 1] FDA $238
HAZ%,HE F 2004 4 ET7 . K4 Genomic Health B 7
Wk, 85 1E 2010 4F- 9 H Oncotype DX 3[R &5 il £
3K F 554 EI 1Y 175 000 461 2 55 45 A1 B 2 0 il
FItE M RAIRTT .

2.2 H/1$5%¢(HOXB13/IL17BR index)

Ma 55 2 % B HOXB13/IL17BR 2 4~ 3£ Al mRNA
Fe ikt LA AT DA A At 578 253a 97 I LR B8 1Y
TG o H/UAR B LA B 3 01 R sl e 7% XU A L
R TR 10,17 4%, T TR0 ) R 2R3k 81% .

H/UFEEO6T ER P LB B 45 BF 1 LI g o T
J B T 8 ) AT 220 5 T UE S T TG 3 Ik
ELZE B R F TR o Goetz 25 > K5I 1 206 1) ER
FRPEAT M S VG 2536 7 B FL IR I8 B A e s 2 21
H/LFE %5, UE S FUAE >—1.849 ) 824 ) RFS . DFS A1 0S
P F I E>-1.849 5 . IFiE—20 401 T H/L4g
B AN [R) 9k T &5 5 R IR A5 FR A (9 LS TLI E 7,
B H/LFE H0T AT bk L 4575 B8 BF 1 1 £ 35 1 RIS
DFSFI0S, Ma %5 >4 KEEAHLRGI 1 286 {4l fth 557G
SY IR TT 1 566 I AT R WA YT B A S a1 21
21 HOXB13 F1IL17BR mRNA ik, I > 3k
M FRIB AT AL G THEE HA a5, 45 FAIESE HY
LHEEON ER FHAEAT 5 7Y 25 B2 3R 97 FIR IR T 1Y
IR EL 25 B PR R T Y B A {8, i — 20 LA HAL
T8RSy i 270 B Al R A T4 B VAT /Y ER FHAE K
E0 258 3 L B 08 B8 25 (n=308) Y 5 4 5 & 48 19 ) A%
R, AN HA T8 50 545 R AR %

H/LFE H0GA 7T DL T At 58 8 2536 97 97 30 il
Jerevall 25 (R AIFSE WIE 52 %6F T H/LA FLAE 9 ER FEH:
BBE A SV SR S AT R TS IS SRR 3
AR TR, T A/ LA AR, SR ARG O5h
JY IR AR B 3R 25 o Jerevall 3 ESE H/LHE
BOn] LTI ER BHE bk 0 45 B B B R A 57
ISR I 0 i ot R KUBS: , X T ER FHME R &
BB 2R IR T IS HALHE $0>0.06 s i i
FIXUBS: A HLFE 8 < 0.06 4 1.95 3%

H/UFE 05 FUMIE 8 TS 9 s ol R 2 =
% 58 Bt R 4 el = 52 (Massachusetts General Hospi-
tal, Harvard Medical School) i1 AviaraDx 2~ &) (Carls-
bad, CA) B & & , 31T 2006 4 i€ Hi Quest Diagnos-
ties 23 ] (Lyndhurst, NJ) % 16 4 Bk A A 0 305510 HAL

(TM) , (HIf AL FDA H 4%

2.3 8KHPES)(8—gene Score)

Navarro 25 2 5% F 52 & RT-QPCR TR 153

Bl R T~ T IIICER S2 AR B P 7L i S8 8 A el 4

ZH 2 83 A (MammaPrint+ , Oncotype+, H/1)3 20

Y mRNA 1A &, UIASHEH 5 DMES B A OCHE SR

B — 528 B IF (1eave—one—out cross—validation) J7

AL RRE , LA AR i i) 356 DA A Ay 2 2L o A

H UG BUASARY, $H5E 8 FE I PEy o PEAME/ N T 2.86

AR a4, PP (A =2.86 i fa g . R G4 5 4R

DMFS 24 97.7% , 1iii & f&.2H 5 4F DMFS {X 60.6% , 5 4F- izt

ARSI HR 49 20.4.

3 RERSIHET=

BEHE XS FLIRIE B ) R e R RS 23 T AL AT

ABIFGE , e T B R DGk PR 3 38 7K 1 i Iy KU 3

it R 7 LR g TR T # e  A A R B A A

)i, B PALES Py 23 HOR H i 58 38 FUBGE, Bk PR 33k

TR L T B i S e PRI T S )

B2 W5 ik B N R R A R (R P25 5%

POAMERT, PR LAV . i RT-QPCR J7 3 LA

HCARTAE PREE FE HLAT LAAS I 0, 0 20 U A v

T A DG 3 PR A 2k AP SR A3 R B L

Jides FR B UG B 7512 W ol Tl PR B A 3R S 2

DR 28 30k i 0 7L M s R TS 2% A R e, D e

FRE I, X B B BUS 2T R AR AR AL, O 52

PR e AL AR A B T S A b T TS | S
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