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Abstract

Background: Postmastectomy radiotherapy (PMRT) impairs the outcome of immediate breast
reconstruction (IBR) in patients with breast cancer, and the sentinel lymph node (SLN) status
is crucial in evaluating the need for PMRT. This study aimed to develop models to

preoperatively predict the risk for SLN metastasis indicating the need for PMRT.

Methods: Women diagnosed with clinically node-negative (CNO) T1-T2 breast cancer from
January 2014 to December 2017 were identified within the Swedish National Quality Register
for Breast Cancer. Nomograms for nodal prediction based on preoperatively accessible patient
and tumor characteristics were developed using adaptive LASSO logistic regression. The
prediction of >1 and >2 SLN macrometastases (macro-SLNMs) adheres to the current
guidelines on use of PMRT and reflects the exclusion criteria in ongoing clinical trials aiming
to de-escalate locoregional radiotherapy in patients with 1-2 macro-SLNMs, respectively.
Predictive performance was evaluated using area under the receiver operating characteristic

curve (AUC) and calibration plots.

Results: Overall, 18 185 women were grouped into training (n =13 656) and validation (n =
4529) cohorts. The well-calibrated nomograms predicting >1 and >2 macro-SLNMs displayed
AUCs of 0.708 and 0.740, respectively, upon validation. By using the nomogram for >1 macro-
SLNMs, the risk could be updated from the pre-test population prevalence 13% to the post-test

range 2%-75%.

Conclusion: Nomograms based on routine patient and tumor characteristics could be used for
prediction of SLN status that would indicate PMRT need and assist the decision-making on

IBR for patients with cNO breast cancer.
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Introduction

Breast reconstructive surgery improves the quality of life of patients with breast cancer
undergoing mastectomy! 2. According to international guidelines, all patients undergoing
mastectomy should be counseled about reconstructive options. To evaluate the optimal timing
and type of breast reconstruction, risk factors for postoperative complications must be
considered, such as smoking®, obesity*, and diabetes®. Specifically, postmastectomy
radiotherapy (PMRT) is recognized to impact outcomes in those receiving immediate breast
reconstruction (IBR)%°, Common complications involve capsular contracture and loss of
implant following immediate implant-based reconstructions® 7, while tissue necrosis is a
common complication associated with immediate autologous reconstructions and PMRT™L,
Therefore, evaluation of the need for PMRT is essential to support patients with breast cancer
and health-care providers in making informed decisions on breast reconstructive surgery and
IBR in particular.

The decision on PMRT is based on axillary lymph node metastasis, tumor size of >50
mm or involved resection margins'?4. Sentinel lymph node biopsy (SLNB) is the gold standard
for axillary nodal staging in patients with clinically node-negative (cNO) invasive breast cancer,
and all patients with >1 SLN macrometastases (macro-SLNMs) (>2.0 mm) receive PMRT,
according to current guidelines!?4. Ongoing randomized clinical trials are examining the
possibility of omitting locoregional radiotherapy in patients with 1-2 macro-SLNMs!>Y7,
However, for those with a heavy nodal disease burden, PMRT remains advisable.
Consequently, the identification of patients with >2 macro-SLNMs is crucial. A non-invasive
tool for predicting SLN status could be beneficial in preoperatively identifying patients at risk
of postoperative complications associated with the requirement for PMRT following IBR.
Although there are several nomograms for predicting axillary node status!®2°, most of them

include variables that are not routinely available in a preoperative setting. Moreover, predictive
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80 tools to identify patients with cNO breast cancer at high risk of macro-SLNM indicating the
81  need for PMRT, are still lacking.

82 This study aims to develop and validate nomograms for risk stratification of SLN
83  metastasis indicating the need for PMRT in patients with cNO breast cancer using only routine
84  clinical patient and tumor characteristics. The primary endpoint is the prediction of >1 macro-
85  SLNMs, according to current guidelines on the use of PMRT. The secondary endpoint is the
86  prediction of >2 macro-SLNMs that adhere to the exclusion criteria of ongoing randomized
87  controlled trials aiming to de-escalate the use of locoregional radiotherapy in patients with low
88  nodal metastatic burden. Adaptive LASSO logistic regression is used to minimize the risk of
89  overfitting the models. To our knowledge, this is the first study to present nomograms that

90 stratify the risk for SLNM, indicating the need for PMRT in patients with cNO breast cancer.

91  Methods
92  Study population

93 This retrospective study was conducted using data from the Swedish National Quality
94  Register for Breast Cancer (NKBC), a prospectively maintained, population-based register with
95  almost 100% completeness when cross-linked to the Swedish Cancer Register?. All women
96 diagnosed with invasive breast cancer in Sweden from January 2014 to December 2017,
97  primarily treated with surgery, were identified. The exclusion criteria were: bilateral breast
98  cancer, neoadjuvant chemotherapy, ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS), tumor size >50 mm or
99 unknown tumor size, stage IV breast cancer, palpable axillary lymphadenopathy, absent or
100  incongruent data on axillary nodal status and omission of SLNB. The dataset was split into a
101  training cohort and a validation cohort. The training cohort comprised patients diagnosed in

102 2014-2016, while the remaining patients constituted the temporal validation cohort.
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103 For all included patients, SLNB was the primary axillary staging procedure for evaluation
104  of axillary nodal status, and nodal metastases were categorized into macrometastases if a
105  metastatic deposit >2.0 mm was displayed?2. For the prediction of >2 macro-SLNMSs, patients
106  with macrometastases in at least two sentinel nodes and with any additional lymph node
107  metastasis identified by SLNB or by completion axillary lymph node dissection, were included.
108 This research was performed in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki and followed
109 the STROBE and TRIPOD guidelines for reporting observational studies?® 24, The study was
110  approved by the Swedish Ethical Review Authority (2019-02139). Written informed consent
111 for participation was not required for this register-based study in accordance with the national
112  legislation and institutional requirements. The study was registered in the ISRCTN database

113 (ISRCTN 14341750).

114  Clinicopathological predictors

115 Based on previous studies on variables associated with SLN status® 2°, the following
116  candidate predictors were evaluated: age at diagnosis, tumor size, Nottingham histological
117  grade, histological type, estrogen receptor (ER) status, progesterone receptor (PR) status,
118  amplification of human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2), and multifocality. Patient
119  age has been reported to have a non-linear association with nodal status, with the lowest
120  prevalence of lymphatic involvement for those around 70 years?’. Therefore, patients were
121 categorized into the following age groups: <65, 66—75 and >75 years. Multifocality was defined
122 as the presence of >2 foci of invasive breast cancer within the same breast separated by benign
123 tissue on the histological examination of the excised section?®, and tumor size was defined as
124  the greatest dimension of the largest invasive focus. For ER and PR status, >1% stained nuclei
125 by immunohistochemistry (IHC) were considered positive according to the definitions of the
126  European Society for Medical Oncology (ESMO)*2. To evaluate HER2 status, IHC and in situ

127  hybridization (ISH) were performed, and tumors with IHC 3+ scoring and/or positive ISH-test
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128  were regarded as HER2-positive. The histological type was categorized into three groups:
129  invasive carcinoma of no special type (NST), invasive lobular carcinoma (ILC), and other

130 invasive carcinoma. Mixed types were excluded from the analyzes.

131  Statistical analysis

132 Univariable logistic regression analysis was used to explore the unadjusted associations
133 between each candidate predictor and the two endpoints in the training cohort. Adaptive
134 LASSO logistic regression?® was then applied to select the most important predictors. LASSO
135  regression is a commonly used machine learning technique for variable selection and model
136  development, minimizing the risk of overfitting by forcing the absolute sizes of the regression
137  coefficients of the standardized predictors to be bounded by a penalty factor, . The adaptive
138 form of LASSO leads to even more parsimonious models than the standard LASSO%’3!, To
139  determine the optimal value of A, we used 10-fold cross-validation in the training cohort. Cases
140  with missing values for >1 candidate predictors were removed from the analyses. Two
141 nomograms for predicting >1 and >2 macro-SLNMs, respectively, were developed based on
142 the results from the adaptive LASSO regression analyses.

143 To evaluate each nomogram’s discriminatory ability, the area under the receiver operating
144  characteristic (ROC) curve (AUC) was calculated in the development and validation cohorts.
145  Model accuracy was assessed in the validation cohort using calibration plots (graphical) and
146  calibration slope and intercept (numerical). For comparison purposes, corresponding prediction
147  models based on backward stepwise regression with uniform bootstrap-based shrinkage® were
148  developed and are provided in the supplementary section (Supplemental Methods). All analyses
149  were performed using STATA (StataCorp. 2021. Stata Statistical Software: Release 17.

150  College Station, TX: StataCorp LLC).
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151  Results

152  Patient and tumor characteristics

153 From January 2014 to December 2017, 23 256 breast cancer tumors, primarily treated

154  with surgery, were registered in NKBC (Fig. S1). The final study cohort consisted of 18 185
155  patients with breast cancer who met the eligibility criteria. Of these, 13 656 were diagnosed
156  between 2014 and 2016, constituting the training cohort, and 4529 were diagnosed in 2017,
157  constituting the temporal validation cohort. Patient and tumor characteristics of the training and
158  validation cohorts were comparable (Table 1). Overall, 2409 patients (13%) displayed >1
159  macro-SLNMs, and 278 (2%) displayed >2 macro-SLNMs. The overall median age at diagnosis
160  was 64 years, and the median tumor size was 15 mm. Most patients displayed unifocal, hormone

161  receptor-positive, HER2-negative, grade Il carcinoma of NST.
162  Variable selection and prediction model development using adaptive logistic LASSO regression

163 The results from the univariable logistic regression analyses are presented in Table S1.
164  Only patients with complete information on all candidate predictors were included in the
165 adaptive LASSO logistic regression analyses (n = 12 168, 89%). Patient and tumor
166  characteristics of those included in the analyses and those removed due to any missing value of
167  the candidate predictors are presented in Table S2. For prediction of >1 macro-SLNMs, the
168  adaptive LASSO regression-based prediction model identified patient age, tumor size,
169  multifocality, histological type, histological grade, ER, PR, and HER2 status as predictors.
170  Tumor size emerged as the most important predictor, followed by multifocality (Fig. S2a and
171 S2b).

172 For the prediction of >2 macro-SLNMs, adaptive LASSO regression identified the

173 following predictors: tumor size, histological grade, multifocality, patient age (>65 years vs.
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174 <65 years), and histological type (ILC vs. NST or others) (Fig. S2c and S2d). Tumor size was
175  also the strongest predictor in this model.

176 The regression coefficients from the two adaptive LASSO regression analyses are
177  presented in Table 2. Penalization of the coefficients was applied to minimize the risk of
178  overfitting. Along with the estimated intercept, these coefficients constitute the function used
179  for outcome prediction. A positive coefficient indicates that the variable increases the predicted
180  probability, and a negative coefficient indicates that the variable decreases the predicted
181  probability. The retained predictors and their corresponding regression coefficients in the two
182  supplementary prediction models based on backward stepwise regression with bootstrap

183  uniform shrinkage are presented in Supplemental Results and Table S3.
184  Nomogram development

185 The results from the adaptive LASSO logistic regression analyses were used to develop
186  Nomograms | and II, predicting >1 and >2 macro-SLNMs, respectively (Fig. 1). The penalized
187  regression coefficients were transformed into specific scores on scales ranging from 0 to 10.
188 By summarizing all scores in one nomogram, the patient’s total score can be applied to a

189  separate scale to predict the presence of >1 macro-SLNMs and >2 macro-SLNMs, respectively.
190  Prediction model performance

191 The ROC curves and calibration plots illustrating the discriminatory ability and the
192  accuracy of the two prediction models in the validation cohort are presented in Fig. 2. For
193  Nomogram I, the AUC value was 0.720 (95% confidence interval CI, 0.707-0.733) in the
194  training cohort and 0.708 (0.684-0.731) in the validation cohort, respectively. As illustrated by
195 the calibration plot, the nomogram displayed good agreement between the predicted and
196  observed prevalence of macro-SLNM in the validation cohort. The calibration slope and

197  intercept were estimated to be 1.030 and -0.108, respectively. These estimates are close to the
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198  optimal values, which are 1.000 and 0.000, respectively. When applying the nomogram to the
199  overall study cohort, the individually predicted probability of >1 macro-SLNMs ranged from
200 2% for some low-risk patients up to 75% for some high-risk patients (Fig. 3).

201 For Nomogram Il, the AUC values in the training and validation cohorts were 0.775
202 (0.743-0.807) and 0.740 (0.682—0.799), respectively (Fig. 2b). Similarly, this nomogram was
203  well-calibrated with close approximation between the observed prevalence and predicted
204  probability in the validation cohort (Fig. 2d), with a calibration slope and intercept of 0.984 and
205  0.200, respectively. The individually predicted probability of >2 macro-SLNMs ranged from
206 <1% to 21% in the overall study cohort, with a mean of 2%. AUC values and model calibration
207  for the two supplementary models based on logistic regression are presented in Supplemental

208  results and Fig. S3.

209 Discussion

210 This study presents nomograms based on routine clinical patient and tumor characteristics
211 for preoperative risk stratification of macro-SLNM indicating the need for PMRT. The chosen
212 endpoints are according to the current guidelines on the use of PMRT and reflect ongoing
213 clinical trials aiming to de-escalate locoregional irradiation in patients with low nodal
214  metastatic burden. The nomograms displayed good discriminative ability, were well-calibrated,
215 and could be used to increase or decrease the preoperative likelihood of macro-SLNM. For
216  some high-risk patients, the estimated risk of >1 macro-SLNMs increased from the study
217  population prevalence of 13% to 75% when using Nomogram I, while for others, the estimated
218  risk decreased to 2%. This way, the nomograms can assist patients with breast cancer and
219  health-care providers in making informed decisions regarding reconstructive surgery.

220 To evaluate nodal status indicating the need for PMRT before a decision on IBR,
221  intraoperative SLN staging was previously performed using imprint cytology or frozen

222 sections®. However, besides being time-consuming, intraoperative evaluation of the SLN status


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.21.24303165
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.21.24303165; this version posted February 23, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

10

223 inevitably leaves the patient with some degree of preoperative uncertainty regarding the nodal
224  status and suitability of IBR. Additionally, it complicates surgical planning, impacting the
225  required time in the operating theatre and the necessary intraoperative resources. Several studies
226  suggested a staged SLNB procedure prior to mastectomy when IBR is planned3+%. While
227  enabling a complete pathological evaluation of the SLN status before breast surgery, this
228  strategy comes with the drawback of a two-step surgical procedure, including increased risk for
229  infections, delay in definitive surgery, and increased arm morbidity and hospital costs®” %,
230  Moreover, the prevalence of lymphatic metastasis at the time of diagnosis is declining®, and
231 the number of patients benefitting from an altered treatment plan due to surgically verified
232 macro-SLNM and the need for PMRT is limited*’. Therefore, a complementary, non-invasive
233 prediction tool would be beneficial to preoperatively identify patients for whom IBR is
234  associated with a high risk of postoperative complications due to nodal macrometastasis and
235 PMRT. Ultimately, evaluating the risk factors impairing the outcome of IBR, including the
236 need for PMRT, is essential to support breast cancer patients and healthcare providers to make
237  informed decisions on breast reconstructive options.

238 In this study, we present two nomograms for preoperative prediction of SLN status
239 indicating the need for PMRT based on routinely accessible clinicopathological characteristics.
240  The nomograms were well-calibrated and displayed AUC values of 0.708 and 0.740 in the
241  temporal validation cohort. For the prediction of axillary nodal status in cNO breast cancer, the
242 Memorial Sloan Kettering Cancer Center (MSKCC) nomogram? is one of the most frequently
243 used, with an AUC of 0.754. However, this nomogram includes lymphovascular invasion,
244 which is difficult to obtain in a preoperative setting*!. Similar to most other nomograms for the
245  prediction of axillary nodal status, it does not consider the size of the metastatic deposit.
246  Previous trials have failed to prove any benefit of PMRT for patients with only micrometastatic

247  deposit (<2.0 mm)*** and micrometastatic disease is not included in the current guidelines
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248  concerning recommendations for PMRT!?%4 Therefore, the presented Nomogram | was
249  developed to predict >1 macro-SLNMs specifically. The endpoint of the second nomogram was
250  chosen to adhere to the protocols of ongoing randomized clinical trials questioning the benefit
251  of locoregional radiotherapy for patients with low nodal metastatic burden and verified 1-2
252 macro-SLNMs. In the POSNOC trial'®, women with T1-T2 tumors and 1-2 macro-SLNMs are
253  randomized to no further axillary treatment vs. regional radiotherapy/axillary dissection.
254  Similarly, the MA.39% and the T-REX'® trials investigate the need for regional lymph node
255  radiotherapy in patients with 1-2 macro-SLNMs; however, these trials are limited to patients
256  with ER-positive, HER2-negative breast cancer. Since radiotherapy is associated with an
257  increased risk of arm lymphedema®*, postmastectomy pain syndrome®, and cardiopulmonary
258  disease*®*’, a de-escalation of locoregional radiotherapy would not only improve the outcomes
259  of IBR but also reduce morbidity and non-breast cancer mortality for these patients. Clinical
260  guidelines concerning recommendations for PMRT will need to be revised if the omission of
261  locoregional radiotherapy proves to be non-inferior in these patients, and the importance of
262  identifying metastasis limited to 1-2 macro-SLNMs will be diminished. To our knowledge, the
263  presented Nomogram Il is the first nomogram to predict >2 macro-SLNMs in patients with
264  breast cancer for whom PMRT will remain recommended.

265 Adaptive LASSO regression was used to develop the nomograms. Although the LASSO
266  algorithm has proved to be advantageous in the development of prediction models*® 4, the
267  adaptive LASSO regression-based nomograms presented in this study did not outperform the
268  prediction models based on backward stepwise regression with bootstrap uniform shrinkage
269  presented in Supplementary material. Moreover, the different algorithms showed only small
270  differences in variable selection. This observation is most likely due to the restricted number of
271  candidate variables recognized as key predictors, and thus, the advantages offered by the

272 adaptive LASSO algorithm were limited.
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273 This study has some limitations. Besides its retrospective nature, all data were obtained
274  from a quality register with incomplete data for some clinicopathological characteristics.
275  However, NKBC is a national, population-based register with high completeness when cross-
276  linked to the Swedish Cancer Register?, and good concordance when validated by re-extraction
277 from medical records®®. Moreover, although many patients were removed from the modeling
278  due to missing data on one or more of the candidate variables, the study still included a large
279  number of observations (n = 18 185). Furthermore, this study is limited by the imbalanced
280  distribution of macro-SLNM and >2 macro-SLNMs in the overall study cohort. Nevertheless,
281  this is an important observation, highlighting the small number of patients benefitting from an
282  altered treatment planning due to pathologically verified macro-SLNM and the need for PMRT.
283 A strength of this study is the temporal validation of the nomograms regarding both
284  discriminatory ability and model calibration. Although only variables that could be obtained in
285 a preoperative setting were included as predictors for nodal disease, the included tumor
286  characteristics were based on the definitive pathology result. Core needle biopsy has been
287  shown to accurately evaluate the histological type and grade, hormone receptor status, and
288  HER2 receptor status*'; however, the differences between pre-and postoperative values are to
289  be expected. Additionally, mammography may over- or underestimate the pathological tumor
290 size®! and the presence of multifocality®. The results should, therefore, be interpreted with
291  caution. To enable the clinical application of these nomograms, a prospective validation study
292  is necessary. Moreover, it must be noted that the nomogram does not consider other risk factors
293  for postoperative complications of breast reconstructive surgery, such as obesity, smoking, and
294  diabetes.

295 In conclusion, this study presents nomograms based on routine clinical patient and tumor
296  characteristics for preoperative risk stratification of SLN status indicating the need for PMRT,

297  addressing both current guidelines on the use of PMRT and ongoing clinical trials aiming to
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298  de-escalate irradiation. The nomograms could be valuable in preoperatively evaluating the risks
299  and benefits of IBR regarding the need for PMRT, thus supporting individualized decision-

300 making on breast reconstructive surgery.
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301 Figure Legends

302  Figure 1. Nomograms predicting sentinel lymph node (SLN) status indicating the need for
303  postmastectomy radiotherapy (PMRT): (a) probability of >1 SLN macrometastases (macro-
304  SLNMSs) according to current guidelines on use of PMRT; and (b) probability of >2 macro-
305 SLNMs according to endpoints of ongoing clinical trials aiming to de-escalate the use of

306 irradiation.

307 HER2, human epidermal growth factor receptor 2; PR, progesterone receptor; ER, estrogen

308  receptor; ILC, invasive lobular carcinoma; NST, ductal carcinoma of no special type.

309 Figure 2. Performance of the nomograms in the temporal validation cohort. Receiver
310  operating characteristic (ROC) curves representing the discriminatory ability for (a) Nomogram
311 |, predicting >1 sentinel lymph node macrometastases (macro-SLNMSs), and (b) Nomogram II,
312 predicting >2 macro-SLNMs. The Calibration plots illustrating the agreement between the
313  observed prevalence and the predicted probability of (¢) >1 macro-SLNMs and (d) >2 macro-

314  SLNMs, respectively, show good calibration, i.e., the predictions are not systematically biased.

315  AUC, area under the curve.

316  Figure 3. Individual predictions of >1 and >2 sentinel lymph node macrometastases
317  (macro-SLNMs) when applying the nomograms to the overall study cohort. (a) For
318  Nomogram I, the predicted probability of >1 macro-SLNMs ranged from 2% for some low-risk
319  patients up to 75% for some high-risk patients. (b) Likewise, the predicted probability of >2
320 macro-SLNMs ranged from <1% to 21% when applying Nomogram Il to each patient in the

321  overall study cohort.
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322 TABLES

323  Table 1. Patient and tumor characteristics of the training and validation cohorts

Variable All Training cohort Validation cohort
n =18 185 n =13 656 n = 4529
Age (years), median (range) 64 (22-95) 64 (23-95) 65 (22-95)
Missing 0 0 0
Patient age, categories
<65 years 9686 (53) 7320 (53) 2366 (52)
66-75 years 6220 (34) 4626 (34) 1594 (35)
>75 years 2279 (13) 1710 (13) 569 (13)
Missing 0 0 0
Tumor size (mm), median (range) 15 (1-50) 15 (1-50) 15 (1-50)
Missing 0 0 0
Histological type
NST 13979 (79) 10511 (79) 3468 (80)
ILC 2320 (13) 1779 (13) 541 (12)
Others 1315 (7) 977 (7) 338 (8)
Missing 571 389 182
Nottingham histological grade
| 4068 (23) 3081 (23) 987 (22)
1 9447 (53) 7118 (53) 2329 (52)
i 4467 (25) 3298 (24) 1169 (26)
Missing 203 159 44
Multifocality
Yes 2924 (16) 2167 (16) 757 (17)
No 15229 (84) 11 463 (84) 3766 (83)
Missing 32 26 6
ER status
Positive 16 068 (92) 12 032 (92) 1036 (91)
Negative 1432 (8) 1028 (8) 404 (9)
Missing 685 596 89
PR status
Positive 14 637 (85) 10 988 (86) 3649 (83)
Negative 2596 (15) 1844 (14) 752 (17)
Missing 952 824 128
HER2 status
Positive 2009 (11) 1497 (11) 512 (11)
Negative 15917 (89) 11939 (89) 3978 (89)
Missing 259 220 39
Ki67 (%), median (range) 20 (0-100) 20 (0-100) 20 (1-100)
Missing 131 98 33
>1 macro-SLNMs
Yes 2409 (13) 1852 (14) 557 (12)
No 15776 (87) 11 804 (86) 3972 (88)
Missing 0 0 0
>2 macro-SLNMs
Yes 278 (2) 203 (1) 75 (2)
No 17 907 (98) 13 453 (99) 4454 (98)
Missing 0 0 0

324  Values in parentheses are valid percentages of each column if not otherwise explained. The

325  percentage values are rounded, and the total percentage may therefore not be 100.
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326 NST, no special type; ILC, invasive lobular carcinoma; ER, estrogen receptor; PR,
327  progesterone receptor; HER2, human epidermal growth factor receptor 2; macro-SLNMs,

328  sentinel lymph node macrometastases.
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329  Table 2. Penalized regression coefficients for prediction of >1 and >2 sentinel lymph

330 node macrometastases (macro-SLNMSs) identified by adaptive LASSO regression (n =12

331 168)
Variable Prediction of >1 macro-SLNMs Prediction of >2 macro-SLNMs
Penalized coefficients Penalized coefficients
Age (years)
<65 0 (reference)
66-75 -0.276
>75 -0.128
Age (years) (>65 vs. <65) -0.171
Tumor size (mm) 0.068 0.076
Histological type
NST 0 (reference)
ILC -0.270
Others -0.658
Histological type (ILC vs. NST or others) 0.070
Histological grade
| 0 (reference) 0 (reference)
I 0.359 0.743
1 0.489 0.813
Multifocality (multifocal vs. unifocal) 0.643 0.489
ER status (pos vs. neg) 0.225
PR status (pos vs. neg) 0.122
HER?2 status (pos vs. neg) -0.078
Constant -3.669 -6.451

332 Binary coding was used for categorical variables with two levels and two binary so-called

333  dummy variables for categorical variables with three levels.

334  NST, ductal carcinoma of no special type; ILC, invasive lobular carcinoma; ER, estrogen

335  receptor; PR, progesterone receptor; HER2, human epidermal growth factor receptor 2.
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