ACIBADEM

UNIVERSITESI

SENGQLOJI

ARASTIRMA ENSTITUSO
\ 4

|. Dogan !, A. Azizy %2, I. D. Subasi 3, 1. Yildiz#, S. Yucel>, O. Dulgeroglu® , M.Bozkurt3, C. Uras’
1 Medical Oncology, Acibadem Healthcare Group, Istanbul, TURKEY 2Medical Oncology, Istanbul University Institute of Oncology, Istanbul, TURKEY,, 3Breast Radiology, Acibadem University Atakent Hospital, Istanbul, TURKEY, 4 Medical Oncology, Acibadem University Atakent 5‘“""“““ American Assochaion

SAN ANTONIO
BREAST CANCER

7 SYMPOSIUM®
UTHeath AACGR

MaysCancerCem

Hospital, Istanbul, TURKEY, °Radiation Oncology, Acibadem Research Institute of Senology, Istanbul, TURKEY, ¢ Breast Surgery, Acibadem University Atakent Hospital, Istanbul, TURKEY, ’Breast Surgery, Acibadem Research Institute of Senology, Istanbul, TURKEY

Background “ Table 1. Baseline Characteristics of the Patients 100
De novo metastatic breast cancer (MBC) presents| | A total of 60,590 patients met the study criteria. Of Characteristic n % i
distinct clinical challenges and accounts for a small| | these patients, 713 (1.2%) were male. 56.1% were Gender s OO
. . ) ) ) Male 713 1.2% X i
proportion of all breast cancer cases. While| |ynder 65 years of age. Pathological subtypes were Female 59877 98.8% = |
extensive data exist for female patients, the| | HR+/HER2- (61.2%), HR+/HER2+ (15.9%), HR-/HER2- Age group (years) 2 o0r
. L. . . | ) <65 33999 56.1% = i
characteristics and outcomes of male patients with | |(14.3%), and HR-/HER2+ (8.6%). All patients had de 565 26591 43.9% = |
: : : o o T 40
de novo MBC remain poorly defined. Comparing| |novo metastatic disease. Metastatic sites were bone|  [* White 45626 e 205 2
clinicopathological features and prognoses between | | (64.2%), lung (30%), distant lymph node (27%), liver Asian or Pacific Islander 4780 7.9% 2 |
. . 0 20
male and female patients may help improve| |(24.2%), brain (7.3%), and other (18%). At the time gtlff;'; 9649868 115_'1702’ i
personalized management strategies for this rare| | of diagnosis, statistically significant differences were Marital Status o
: . . . Married 26076 43.0% 1 | | I | | | | | | |
qu_grOUp' In . this study, we compared the| | detected in patient groups in terms of age (p<0.001), Single (never married) 12846 21.2% 0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120
clinicopathological features and prognoses of male| | marital status (p<0.001), origin (p<0.001), race Widowed 10342 17.1% Time (Month)
d f I tient di d ith d . . Divorced 7134 11.8% Number at risk
an eémale patients diagnosed wi € NOVO| |(p<0.001), histologic type (p<0.001), breast cancer Unknown 3105 c 19 60534 39000 28017 20076 14373 10498 7727 5761 4344 3290 2519
metaStatIC breaSt cancer. SUbtype (p<0.001), Ilver metaStaS|S (p<0.001), |Ung Separated 373 1.4% Figure 1. Overall survival of patients diagnosed with de novo metastatic breast cancer
- . . Unmarried or Domestic Partner 214 0.4%
Methods and Materials metastasis (p<0.001) 5-year survival of de novo Histological subtype —y
. . N : : HR+/HER2- 23646 39.0% L
This retrospective study utilized data from the metbaststlc femr?le brezlast cancer patlenc’fs was fougd HR+/HER2+ 6139 10.1% [y
. : : _ _ 0 |y
Surveillance, Epidemiology, and End Results (SEER) to be better than male patients (31.4% vs. 25.6%, :IS//:IE:; gg; g;j R V™
. . . = ) 270 S 4".. ender
database, including male and female patients| |P 0.036) Metastatic Sites = | oy ot
. . . ) = 60 |- 5 . ale
diagnosed with de novo metastatic breast cancer, gfar:ﬁ 237170714 455-153,/" = | i
between 2000 and 2021. Demographic and Conclusion Liver 10372 17.1% Sl o,
ini i ' Male breast cancer s uite rare. The s 2L t | M
clinicopathological variables were collected to al | q | eEri e Nede G2 10,39 i
compare baseline characteristics. Survival outcomes | | clinicopathological features and metastatic spread of Other 4177 6.9% 3 [
. . . : : : : S 76.5% i Nt inm
were assessed using Kaplan-Me|er ana|y5|5, and male and female patients at dlagn05|s differ. Female S . e | L N e
multivariate Cox regression was performed to identify patients were found to have a better survival rate. No 41428 68.4% 0 ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! !
i 0 12 24 36 48 60 12 84 96 108 120
. . . . Radiotherapy
independent prognostic factors. Statistical analyses Yes 18766 31.0% Time (Month)
. . Number at risk
were conducted using SPSS version 30.0. No 951 1.6% Group: Female
Chemotherapy c .15\28]21 38561 27706 19868 14239 10411 7674 5731 4324 3277 2510
o Yes ;2(5)7; 5;;‘? “TH3 a9 a1 208 134 87 s 3 20 13 9
No/Unknown 1 42.9%

Figure 2. Gender specific overall survival of patients diagnosed with de novo metastatic breast cancer
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