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[Abstract] Objective To investigate the clinical efficacy of breast conserving surgery combined with
neoadjuvant chemotherapy treatment for breast cancer. Methods 90 breast cancer patients from March 2010 to
October 2012 of our hospital were divided into the observation group and the control group. The observation group was
treated with breast—conserving surgery combined with neoadjuvant therapy, while the control group was treated with
traditional radical mastectomy. The chemotherapy postoperative and follow—up were made, and the clinical efficacies
of the two groups were compared comprehensively. Results Various indicators such as surgery operative time,
blood loss, postoperative recovery time, incidence of complications, and postoperative recovery levels in the
observation group were better than the control group, with a statistical difference (P < 0.05) . Conclusion
Compared with modified radical mastectomy, breast conserving surgery combined with neoadjuvant chemotherapy for
breast cancer has obvious advantages in all aspects during operation, rehabilitation and restoring patients'
confidence. It is worth to popularize in the clinical application.
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Tab. 1 Comparison of intraoperative and postoperative indexes among the two groups (x +s)
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Tab. 2 The differences after follow-up between two
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Tab. 3 Comparison of grading between the two groups [n (%) ]
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