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Abstract

Background
Ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS) accounts for 20–30% of all breast cancer diagnoses. Considered stage
0, DCIS is contained in the ducts by the myoepithelium that surround the luminal cells in the mammary
gland. DCIS can progress to invasive ductal carcinoma (IDC) if the tumor cells break through the
myoepithelium and invade the surrounding breast tissue. While 30–50% of DCIS tumors will progress to
IDC, a majority will remain in a DCIS-like state. The mechanisms that drive this progression are not
completely understood. There is currently no clinically recognized biomarker for predicting risk of DCIS
progression. Therefore, all DCIS tumors are treated with standard of care, resulting in overtreatment. We
have previously identi�ed independent roles for semaphorin-7A (SEMA7A) and collagen in promoting
DCIS progression to IDC.

Methods
To investigate the relationship between SEMA7A and collagen remodeling in the mammary gland, we
utilized patient tissues and mouse models of normal development and DCIS progression as well as a
novel SEMA7A-blocking antibody.

Results
We show that SEMA7A increases in patient samples of DCIS compared to matched normal tissues and
in IDC compared to matched DCIS and normal tissues. This increase was correlated with the presence of
CD68 + macrophages. Using puberty in the mammary gland as a model for normal epithelial invasion
facilitated by macrophages, we show SEMA7A knockout mice exhibit delayed ductal elongation as well
as decreased macrophages. Additionally, our SEMA7A-blocking antibody in a mouse model of DCIS
decreased invasive tumor phenotypes and decreased organized collagen around the tumor. The invasive
tumors had increased collagen and macrophage in�ux in the tumor. Finally, we show that SEMA7A
activates an AKT/GSK3β/β-catenin signaling pathway within macrophages to promote expression of
pro-in�ammatory cytokines and the matrix remodeling enzyme MMP9 to facilitate invasion.

Conclusions
Our results demonstrate that SEMA7A regulates normal and transformed epithelial cell invasion through
regulation of pro-invasive matrix remodeling via macrophages. Our studies also suggest that SEMA7A
expression, macrophage phenotype, and collagen structure may be a predictor of risk for DCIS invasion.
Thus, blocking SEMA7A may be a novel therapeutic strategy for high-risk DCIS patients to slow or
prevent progression of disease.
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Background
Breast cancer is the leading cancer diagnosis in women in the United States (US), making up an
estimated 15.5% of all new cancer cases in 2024 (1). Additionally, the rate of new breast cancer cases is
steadily increasing (2). Thus, it is crucial to evaluate treatment and care for breast cancer patients.
Approximately 20–25% of newly diagnosed breast cancers are ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS)(3), known
as “stage 0” or pre-invasive breast cancer (4, 5), with an estimated 56,500 cases diagnosed in 2024 (1).
Routine screening has resulted in increased detection and diagnosis of DCIS in the US (6, 7). While many
tumors will remain in a DCIS-like state, DCIS can progress to invasive ductal carcinoma (IDC). IDC is the
most common type of breast cancer that is characterized by cancer cells invading outside the ducts and
into the surrounding breast tissue (8). However, only 30–50% of DCIS cases will progress to IDC over a
patient’s lifetime (7, 9–11); yet, DCIS patients are provided the same standards of care as other breast
cancers, including surgery and radiation. suggesting that many patients are overtreated (12, 13). Survival
outcomes are better for patients diagnosed with regions of both IDC and DCIS when compared to IDC
alone (14). DCIS also has an approximate 20% recurrence rate, with half of recurrences diagnosed as
invasive (15). Therefore, providing care that could reduce DCIS progression may also improve prognosis
by reducing the risk of invasive recurrence.

DCIS develops through hyperproliferation of epithelial cells that line the mammary ducts and is
characterized by encapsulation by the myoepithelium (16). The myoepithelium is a specialized cell layer
that surrounds the normal mammary ducts and separates the luminal epithelial cells from the
surrounding stroma (17, 18). It is suggested that gaps in, or loss of, the myoepithelium leads to cancer
cell invasion into the surrounding stroma resulting in IDC. What causes the myoepithelium to break is not
completely understood and there is no clinical biomarker for predicting progression. Published �ndings
suggest that the tissue/tumor microenvironment (TME) of the mammary gland—speci�cally immune
and stromal cells found in the mammary gland—could contribute to progression of DCIS to IDC (19–23).
As such, it is important to understand the relationship between DCIS and the TME.

We have previously shown that DCIS progression to IDC can be in�uenced by normal mammary
remodeling during postpartum mammary gland involution. Postpartum involution is the process where
the milk secreting epithelial cells undergo cell death after pregnancy and/or lactation, which is
accompanied by matrix remodeling, allowing for the mammary gland to return to a pre-pregnant state
poised for subsequent lactation(s). The process of postpartum involution results in a “wound-healing”
environment where increased collagen deposition promotes increased cyclooxygenase-2 (COX-2)
expression and DCIS invasion (22). We identi�ed a signaling molecule, semaphorin-7A (SEMA7A), that is
both increased during mammary gland involution and regulated by COX-2 (24, 25). SEMA7A is a
glycosylphosphatidylinositol (GPI)-anchored signaling molecule that can be shed from the cell surface to
promote autocrine and paracrine signaling (26–28). Our previous results indicate that SEMA7A is both
necessary and su�cient to promote DCIS invasion (24, 27). However, how SEMA7A signaling from DCIS
contributes to regulation of pro-invasive stromal phenotypes has not been explored.
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Macrophages are important regulators of both normal mammary development and the TME, making up
40% of immune cells in breast tumors where they can mediate cell invasion, immune suppression, and
vasculogenesis (29, 30). Macrophages are found increased in DCIS tissues when compared to normal
tissues and remained high in IDC tissues (31). Macrophages in the stroma also predicted for shorter
time to recurrence and invasive recurrence (32, 33). One well characterized function of macrophages
during mammary gland morphogenesis, speci�cally during puberty and postpartum involution, is matrix
remodeling (30, 34–39), and matrix remodeling is known to facilitate tumor cell invasion (40–43). These
parallels between invasion and remodeling in the mammary fat pad during mammary morphogenesis
and IDC have supported that studies of pubertal development of the mammary gland could provide
insight into general mechanisms of epithelial cell invasion that could be hijacked by tumor cells,
speci�cally during DCIS progression (44–46). These include macrophage-mediated matrix remodeling,
collagen organization that provides directional cues for forward ductal invasion, and the coordinated
regulation of cell proliferation and invasion (16, 21, 30, 37, 47–53). During puberty, macrophages
accumulate around the main proliferative and invasive structures, or terminal end buds (TEBs), and along
the elongated ducts (37) to aid in collagen structure organization and are necessary for proper ductal
elongation (38). Once puberty is complete, the epithelial-associated macrophages become resident
mammary macrophages (37). Additionally, collagen alignment is associated with a pathologically poorer
prognosis (54) and is increased in recurrent DCIS (55).

For our studies presented herein, we utilized pubertal development as a model of normal epithelial cell
invasion in the mammary gland to gain insight into the role(s) of SEMA7A in DCIS invasion. To test our
hypothesis that SEMA7A mediates matrix remodeling in the mammary gland and during DCIS
progression via regulation of macrophages, we utilized SEMA7A knockout mice to analyze pubertal
development and a function blocking antibody against SEMA7A in a mouse model of DCIS progression.
Our results identify a SEMA7A-mediated signaling mechanism that promotes protease production and
activity in macrophages to facilitate collagen remodeling and DCIS invasion.

Methods

Cell Culture
MCF10DCIS.com (and SEMA7A overexpression and GFP derivatives) were cultured in 2D and 3D
cultures as previously described (27). RAW264.7 macrophages were obtained from the laboratory of R.
Nemonoff (CU Anschutz Medical Campus, Aurora, CO) and cultures as previously described (35)(O’Brien
2010). THP-1 cells were gifted from J. Richer (CU Anschutz Medical Campus, Aurora, CO). THP-1 cells
were cultured in suspension in T75 �asks in RPMI media with 10% FBS and 1% penicillin-streptomycin.
THP-1 cells were treated with 1ug/mL phorbol 12-myristate-13-acetate (PMA) for 24 hours for
differentiation prior to treatments. Cells were validated and identi�ed as a pure population of respective
cell lines by the DNA sequencing core at the CU Anschutz Medical Campus. Cells were regularly tested
for mycoplasma throughout studies. Overexpression plasmid (p304-V5-Blasticidin and V5-SEMa7A)
were obtained from the Functional Genomics Core at the CU Anschutz Medical Campus and
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overexpression was con�rmed via qPCR and Western blot analysis. GFP derivatives were created by
transduction with a viral vector (pLVX-AcGFP) purchased from Invitrogen and expression was con�rmed
via immuno�uorescence. Puri�ed SEMA7A was isolated in collaboration with the Protein
Puri�cation/MoAB/Tissue culture core at the CU Anschutz Medical Campus from MDA-MB-231 cells
engineered to overexpress SEMA7A via an overexpression plasmid (SEMA7A-Fc) as a gift from from R.
Medzhitov (Yale University, New Haven, CT) with the control plasmid (pcDNA3.1) was obtained from H.
Ford (CU Anschutz Medical Campus, Denver CO).

Data Mining
SEMA7A and CD68 gene expression analysis in insitu carcinomas vs invasive carcinomas from the Early
Stage Breast Tumors (SCAN-B) dataset was performed on http://ualcan.path.uab.edu/index.html sorting
by biopsy type (56).

Tissue Microarray & Analysis
Tissue microarrays containing normal, DCIS, and IDC samples were prepared from biopsy tissue
following placement in preservation media and storage at 4C, as previously described (24, 57). Tissues
were stained for SEMA7A and CD68. Antibody information is in Supplement Table 1. Slides were
scanned into Aperio Digital Pathology Imaging Systems using Aperio ScanScope3 (Leica Biosystems,
Deer Park, IL, USA). SEMA7A and CD68 were analyzed with an optimized color analysis algorithm using
MATLAB software as described below. Change in SEMA7A expression level determined by ± 1%
difference between Normal, DCIS, and IDC % area value. Change in CD68 expression level determined by
any up or down difference between Normal, DCIS, and IDC % area value. All analyzable tissue biopsies
were included as points for expression analysis, but only paired tissues were included in the statistical
analysis and denoted as lines connecting pairs in the graph. For DCIS tissues, Normal, n = 34; DCIS, n = 
29; paired, n = 28. For DCIS + IDC tissues, Normal, n = 86; DCIS, n = 80; IDC, n = 85. Paired MATLAB
Analysis

SVS image �les from Aperio were loaded into the MATLAB 2024b (MathWorks, Natick, MA, USA)
workspace. A custom threshold for SEMA7A and CD68 was established and saved for processing. The
images underwent a series of morphological operations and texture �ltration steps to isolate the
biopsies from the surrounding slide background. To reduce computational load, the tissue was
segmented into blocked regions, which were processed sequentially. Each block was analyzed for
SEMA7A and CD68, with small noise artifacts removed before storing the extracted values in the
corresponding location within the �nal output. The function generated a labelmap for validation and
visualization, along with pixel quantity measurements for SEMA7A and CD68 in each biopsy. Normal to
DCIS, n = 72; paired DCIS to IDC, n = 74; paired Normal to IDC, n = 77.

Rodent breeding for puberty study
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Sema7a tm1Alk/J mice (Jackson Laboratories) and C57Bl/6 mice were housed and bred as previously
described (25, 58). Brie�y, Sema7atm1Alk/J mice were a generous gift from Alex Kolodkin at John’s
Hopkins University. The age-matched wild-type control C57Bl/6 mice were bred at the CU Anschutz
Medical Campus or purchased from Jackson Labs. Mice were sacri�ced for the study based on weekly
(7 day) increments from date of birth, with a one-day window before or after. #4 right and left mammary
glands were harvested from female Sema7atm1Alk/J and age-matched wild type C57Bl/6 female mice.
Mammary glands were prepared for whole mount or formalin-�xed, para�n-embedded for
immunohistochemistry analysis.

Whole mount staining of mouse mammary gland
The fourth mammary gland was harvested from mice and spread out on a regular microscope slide. The
gland was immediately �xed in Carnoy’s �x (60% ethanol, 30% chloroform, 10% glacial acetic acid) for 24
hours at room temperature followed by an optional 70% ethanol short-term storage. Gland was then
rehydrated in EtOH baths at 50, 30, and 10% EtOH twice in order for 10 minutes each; washed in distilled
H2O for 5 minutes; and rinsed with PBS. Gland was stained in carmine alum solution (1g carmine, 2.5g
aluminum potassium sulfate, in 500mL diH2O; boiled for 20 minutes and �ltered) overnight at room
temperature. The following day, gland was dehydrated in 70, 95, and 100% EtOH baths twice in order for
15 minutes each. Glands were then cleared in 100% xylene for at least one hour, or until noticeable
change. Cleared gland were imaged by light microscopy and stored long-term in methyl salicylate.

Whole mount analysis
Ductal elongation past LN was measured by imaging glands alongside a ruler in millimeters. Branch end
counts and widths were quanti�ed via ImageJ (National Institutes of Health and Laboratory for Optical
and Computational Instrumentation, University of Wisconsin, Bethesda, MD, USA). TEBs were determined
by a width cut-off of 2.5 pixels as being a larger than average standard width.

Immunohistochemistry and immuno�uorescence
Mammary glands with and without tumor were prepared as previously described (22). Antibody
information is provided in Supplement Table 1. 5µm tissue sections were stained and imaged at 10X
magni�cation using Olympus microscope (Olympus Scienti�c Solutions, Evident Scienti�c, Walthan, MA,
USA). Analysis of staining was performed using CellSens Imaging and Analysis software (Olympus
Scienti�c Solutions). Brie�y, areas of stroma, tumor border, and tumor were annotated using CellSens
and quanti�cation of Ki67, trichrome, F4/80, and αSMA. Percent positive was calculated as area with
positive stain (positive pixels) divided by total area (total pixels) and multiplied by 100. For
immuno�uorescence imaging of β-catenin, 500,000 RAW264.7 macrophages were seeded on collagen-
coated glass cover slips and treated with 40µg/mL SEMA7A for 48 hours. Cells were then �xed in 4%
PFA and probed with active β-catenin antibody. 5 representative area per treatment were imaged using
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63X magni�cation on Zeiss microscope (Carl Zeiss Microscopy, White Plains, NY, USA) as z-stack
images. Images were processed and analyzed with ImageJ. Each z-stack was processed as a max
projection with background subtracted with 10 pixel radius to eliminate background signal. 30 nuclei per
image were analyzed for percent positive area, object count (foci), mean intensity, and integrated density,
and averaged for each image.

Animal tumor model
The MCF10DCIS tumor model was utilized as previously described (27). Brie�y, 6–8 week old female
SCID Hairless Outbred (SHO) mice from Charles River were injected with 250,000 MCF10DCIS-GFP cells
in 50uL PBS into the right and left #4 mammary fat pads. Tumors were measured 2–3 times weekly via
GFP signal using Illumatool Tunable Lighting System technology (Lightools Research). Mice were
administered 250µg/50µL SmAbH1 or control immunoglobulin antibody IgG1 by IP injection every third
day. Weights were taken every treatment day and mice were monitored for weight loss and
health/behavior changes by University OLAR and lab staff. Mice were sacri�ced at 4 weeks post-initial
injection. All animal studies were approved by the IACUC of University of Colorado, Anschutz Medical
Campus.

Histological tumor analysis
Tissue for tumor invasion analysis were prepared for hematoxylin and eosin and blinded for analysis as
previously described (27). Brie�y, evaluations of in situ were determined based on morphologic
phenotype. Well-contained lesions with a clear basement membrane were scored as 0; less de�ned
borders with minimum basement membrane and micro-invasions were scored as 1; increased invasive
components including no basement membrane, immune cell in�ltration, and increased vasculature in the
lesion with a de�ned border were scored as 2; lesions that were mixed with stromal components with no
de�ned border were scored as 3.

Second harmonic generation microscopy
5µm unstained tissues were imaged at the UC Anschutz Advanced Light Microscopy Core Facility using
a Zeiss LSM 780 Confocal Microscope (Carl Zeiss Microscopy, White Plains, NY, USA). 3 representative
mammary glands with tumors were imaged from each treatment and matched by invasion score. 2–5
representative images were taken of the tumor border and surrounding stroma for analysis. SHG images
were analyzed for intensity over distance using ImageJ with averaged 3 measurements of 100um away
from the tumor border. SHG images were analyzed for orientation and alignment using CurveAlign for
Fibrillar Collagen Quanti�cation (Laboratory for Optical and Computational Instrumentation, University of
Wisconsin-Madison, Madison, WI, USA)(59). For CurveAlign, boxes were drawn around the stroma region
next to the tumor and analyzed with Curvelets method and 0.06 fractions of coefs.

In situ zymography (Dye-quenched (DQ) collagen assay)
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In situ zymography (DQ gelatin) assays were adapted from a previously described protocol (60, 61).
Mammary gland tissues containing tumor were �xed with 70% EtOH for 48 hours before processing
tissue sections as previously described (22). After sectioning, tissues were processed with xylene twice
for 10 minutes and rehydrated in 100, 95, and 70% EtOH twice in order for 5 minutes each. Tissues were
then incubated with DQ gelatin from Pig Skin, Fluorescein Conjugate (Invitrogen, Cat #D12054). DQ
gelatin was dissolved at 1mg/mL. Tissues were incubated with 1:50 DQ-gelatin for 4 hours before
washing twice with PBS for 5 minutes and mounted with media containing DAPI (Vectashield, #H-1200-
10). Tissues were then imaged at 10X magni�cation on Olympus microscope (Olympus Scienti�c
Solutions) using FITC and DAPI �lter. For analysis using CellSens software, a100um x 200um ROI was �t
over a region on the tumor border and analyzed for percent positive area and mean intensity; object
counting was performed manually.

3D Organoid Invasion Assay
3D organoid invasion assay was adapted previously described protocol (Lyons 2011). Brie�y, 5,000
MCF10DCIS.com were cultured in 100uL 4mg/mL Matrigel (Corning, Kennebunk, ME, USA) with or
without 10% 4mg/mL rat tail collagen type I (Corning), and containing 0 or 40ug/mL SEMA7A and/or 500
RAW264.7 macrophages. Conditions were made in triplicate. Images were taken on Olympus
microscope (Olympus Scienti�c Solutions, Evident Scienti�c, Walthan, MA, USA) at 4 days post-seeding.
Z-stack images were taken of each replicate and each organoid was analyzed for invasion as invasive or
non-invasive. Invasive organoids were then taken as a percentage of total organoids in the z-stack
images.

Cytokine Array
Cytokine secretion in conditioned media was measured via the commercially available kit for human
cytokines (Bio-techne, R&D Systems, ARY022B) according to manufacturer instructions. Arrays were
imaged on a LI-COR Odyssey CLx imager (LI-COR Biosciences, Lincoln, NE, USA).

Western Blot
Western blots were performed as previously described (24). Protein was harvested from fresh cell
lysates and concentration was determined by Bradford or Qubit Protein Broad Range Assay. Equal
amounts of protein were loaded into each lane. Antibody information is available in Supplement Table 1.
Blots were imaged and quantitated on a LICOR Odyssey ClX Imager (LiCOR).

qPCR
RNA was isolated, processed as cDNA, and qPCR of cDNA was performed as previously described (24).
RNA and cDNA concentration was determined by Nanodrop. QPCR was performed using Bio-Rad iTaq
Universal SYBR Green Supermix (Bio-Rad #1725121). GAPDH was used as reference gene. All primers
except Human COX2 were obtained from IDT Technologies (Coralville, IA, USA) with the following
sequences: COX2 (Mouse, F:GCATTCTTTGCCCAGCACTTCACT, R:TTTAAGTCCACTCCATGGCCCAGT;
TNFα (Mouse, F:GGTGCCTATGTCTCAGCCTCTT, R:GCCATAGAACTGATGAGAGGGAG; Human,
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F:CTCTTCTGCCTGCTGCACTTTG, R:ATGGGCTACAGGCTTGTCACTC), c-MYC (Mouse, F:
TCGCTGCTGTCCTCCGAGTCC, R: GGTTTGCCTCTTCTCCACAGAC; Human,
F:CCTGGTGCTCCATGAGGAGAC, R:CAGACTCTGACCTTTTGCCAGG), IL1b (Mouse,
F:TGGACCTTCCAGGATGAGGACA, R:GTTCATCTCGGAGCCTGTAGTG; Human, F:
CCACAGACCTTCCAGGAGAATG, R: GTGCAGTTCAGTGATCGTACAGG); IL4 (Mouse,
F:ATCATCGGCATTTTGAACGAGGTC, R:ACCTTGGAAGCCCTACAGACGA; Human,
F:CCGTAACAGACATCTTTGCTGCC, R:GAGTGTCCTTCTCATGGTGGCT), IL6 (Mouse,
F:TACCACTTCACAAGTCGGAGGC, R:CTGCAAGTGCATCATCGTTGTTC; Human,
F:AGACAGCCACTCACCTCTTCAG, R:TTCTGCCAGTGCCTCTTTGCTG), GAPDH: (Mouse,
F:AAGGTCATCCCAGAGCTGAA, R:CTGCTTCACCACCTTCTTGA; Human, F:CACCTCATTCTCCTGGCTATC,
R:CTGGCATCTGACTGTGTAGAA). Human COX2 primers were ordered from Bio-Rad (Unique Assay ID:
qHsaCED0042341).

Zymography Gel Assay
Zymography gel assay was performed as previously described (35). Brie�y, a 7.5% SDS-PAGE gel
containing 3mg/mL porcine gelatin was made fresh with equal amounts of 48-hour conditioned media
loaded into each lane. After substrate buffer incubation, proteinase activity was visualized by Coomassie
Blue R250 stain with activity appearing as white bands on a dark background. Images were taken by light
microscopy and quantitated in ImageJ.

Statistical Analysis
Unpaired, paired, two-tailed, and one-tailed t-tests and two-way ANOVA were performed with GraphPad
Prism 10. Error bars indicate mean ± standard error of mean. A p-values < 0.05 were considered
signi�cant. All in vitro studies were performed in technical triplicate and/or biological triplicates with
pooled data is shown. All in vivo studies had number of mice/group/time-point based on power
calculations from previous and pilot studies to achieve at least 80% power (β) with α = 0.05. Animal
tumor studies were replicated twice with representative or pooled data shown. Outliers were removed if
signi�cant by the ROUT (Q = 1%) test.

Results

SEMA7A increases with DCIS progression in patient
samples and positively correlates with macrophage
presence
To test our hypothesis that SEMA7A plays a role in progression of DCIS in patients, we examined
SEMA7A expression in Early Stage Breast Tumors (SCAN-B) for breast cancers by biopsy type and found
that SEMA7A mRNA is upregulated in invasive carcinomas compared to in situ carcinomas (Supp Fig.
1A). To expand our analysis to SEMA7A protein in patient tissues, we examined SEMA7A expression in
tissue microarrays (TMA) from patient biopsies that contain DCIS only (TMA1) or IDC with histologically
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distinct DCIS remnants (TMA2) and compared to matched NAT (Fig. 1A-B). These two patient groups,
DCIS only (TMA1) and DCIS + IDC (TMA2), were analyzed independently based on their differential
diagnoses. We observed that SEMA7A increased in 85.7% of DCIS compared to NAT in TMA1 (Fig. 1A,
Supp Fig. 1C); in TMA2, we observed increased SEMA7A in 86.1% of DCIS compared to NAT and
increased SEMA7A in 66.7% of IDC compared to DCIS (Fig. 1D, Supp Fig. 1C). In TMA2, we also observed
that 50.7% exhibited SEMA7A expression in their tissues that progressively increased from NAT to DCIS
to IDC where SEMA7A had the highest expression (Supp Fig. 1C). In TMA2, 1.5% had no change in
SEMA7A expression as between DCIS and IDC. The remaining 47.8% had other varying changes in
SEMA7A expression across DCIS + IDC progression; for example, some tissues had increased
expression between NAT and DCIS with no change between DCIS and IDC, or a decrease in SEMA7A
expression from between NAT and DCIS with a larger increase between DCIS and IDC. Overall, 0% of
patient tissues had a decrease in SEMA7A expression in IDC when compared to DCIS.

We also observed that CD68, a human macrophage marker, increased in invasive carcinomas compared
to in situ carcinomas in the SCAN-B dataset (Supp Fig. 1B). To test the hypothesis that SEMA7A
expression is associated with macrophage presence in DCIS, we analyzed CD68 positive cells in TMA1
and TMA2. We found a signi�cant increase in 89.3% of DCIS lesions compared to NAT in TMA1 (Fig. 1A,
1E, Supp Fig. 1C) and CD68 positive cells increased in 75% of DCIS compared to NAT and 79.8% of IDC
compared to DCIS in TMA2 (Fig. 1B, 1F, Supp Table 1). Moreover, in TMA2, 53.03% of DCIS + IDC tissues
showed an increase in CD68 positive cells between NAT, DCIS and IDC (Supp Fig. 1C). 6.06% had
decreased CD68 expression in IDC compared to DCIS. 40.91% had other varying changes to CD68
expression. We observed a positive correlation between SEMA7A and CD68 positivity in both TMAs
suggesting that SEMA7A may cooperate with macrophages to mediate invasion (Fig. 1G-H).

Loss of SEMA7A results in delayed ductal elongation during
pubertal development
To test our hypothesis that SEMA7A cell invasion in the normal mammary gland, we characterized
pubertal development in Sema7a knock out (KO) mice (Sema7atm1Alk/J ). We measured ductal
elongation past the lymph node in mammary gland whole mounts compared to wild-type (WT)
throughout the pubertal window (Fig. 2A), starting at 5 weeks when puberty �rst begins (62), and at 6, 8,
and 10 weeks when puberty is considered complete. We observed normal ductal elongation from 5
weeks to 10 weeks in WT mice (Fig. 2B) and a signi�cant reduction in ductal elongation starting at 6
weeks of age in the KO mice (Fig. 2B; Supp Fig. 2A). The greatest difference was observed at 8 weeks of
age (Fig. 2A-B). Because this difference remained signi�cant at 10 weeks, we collected 12-13-week time
points where we observed that both the WT and KO mice had fully formed ductal trees (Fig. 2A-B). In the
whole mounts, we observed enlargement of TEBs and abnormal branching (Fig. 2E).To further
investigate changes in ductal tree structure and invasion in the KO that could explain differences in
phenotype, we counted total branch ends and TEBs (Supp Fig. 2B). We observed a decrease in the
number of branches in the KO compared to the WT from 6–10 weeks, which was resolved at 12 weeks of
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age (Fig. 2C). This decrease from 6–10 weeks in the KO was also observed with the TEBs (Fig. 2D). We
next examined overall size of mammary glands between WT and KO in H&E stained sections (Supp Fig.
2C) by counting the number of ducts and acini in the mammary glands. We observed decreased ducts
and acini at 5 weeks in the KO mammary glands compared to WT (Fig. 2F-G), which was resolved in the
KO ducts by 8 (Fig. 2F) and 12 weeks of age (Fig. 2G). Of note, there were no observable differences in
overall size of the ducts and acini between the WT and KO (Supp Fig. 2D-E). To test the hypothesis that
the TEB enlargement and abnormal branching was due to alterations in proliferation in the KO, we
counted TEBs and proliferative epithelial structures. We de�ned TEB in histological sections as fully-
closed, or occluded, acini with increased proliferation using nuclear Ki67 expression (Ki67high) as a
marker (Fig. 2J). Our results identify that the number of TEBs peaks in the WT at 5 weeks, which is
followed by a decrease over the remaining 2–3 weeks of the pubertal window (Fig. 2H). However, in the
KO, the number of TEBs in the KOdid not peak until 8 weeks and did not decrease until 12–13 weeks
(Fig. 2H). We then de�ned proliferative epithelial structures in histological sections as any duct or acini
with increased proliferation via Ki67high expression (Fig. 2J, Supp Fig. 2F). We observed highest epithelial
proliferation at 5 weeks in the WT and at 8 weeks in the KO (Fig. 2I). We did not observe a signi�cant
difference between strains (WT and KO) in any proliferative structures by two-way ANOVA analysis, (Fig.
2H, pstrain=0.8658; Fig. 2I, pstrain=0.2843). However, two-way ANOVA analysis found a signi�cant
difference between timepoints (Fig. 2H, ptimepoint=0.0042; Fig. 2I, ptimepoint=0.0034).

Delayed macrophage localization contributes to impeded
ductal elongation
To characterize stromal changes in the Sema7a KO mouse during puberty, we analyzed cell proliferation,
collagen volume and intensity, as well as macrophage localization by IHC. Since we found no changes in
overall proliferation in the mammary gland during puberty between WT and Sema7a KO mice (Fig. 2H-I),
we strati�ed proliferation by stroma, duct, and acini. We also observed no change in stromal proliferation
by Ki67 expression between WT and KO mice throughout puberty (Fig. 3A, Supp Fig. 3A). However, we
observed a decrease in proliferative ducts in KO compared to the WT at 5 weeks that was resolved at 8
and 12 weeks (Supp Fig. 3B). We also observed a decrease in proliferative acini in KO compared to WT at
5 weeks, an increase with proliferative acini in KO compared to WT at 8 weeks, and no change between
WT and KO at 12 weeks (Fig. 3D).

Since collagen facilitates forward ductal elongation (47, 48, 63), we analyzed collagen via trichrome
stain. We observed increased stromal collagen with the WT compared to KO at 12 weeks. (Fig. 3B, E)
with no difference in epithelium-associated collagen or mean collagen intensity between WT and KO at
any timepoint (Fig. 3B, Supp Fig. 3D-E). To investigate whether �broblasts were contributing to the
difference in stromal collagen, we analyzed αSMA in the stroma and observed a decrease in stromal
αSMA at 8 weeks in the KO compared to WT which was also resolved by 12 weeks (Supp Fig. 3E).

We next identi�ed localization of macrophages via F4/80 IHC and observed increased stromal
macrophages in WT compared to KO at 5 and 8 weeks that was then decreased at 12 weeks (Fig. 3C, F).
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Furthermore, we observed increased epithelium-associated macrophages in the WT at 5 weeks, which
was delayed until 8 weeks in the KO (Fig. 3C, G). For both stromal and epithelium-associated
macrophages, the macrophage number in the KO did not reach the number of macrophages as the WT
(Fig. 3F-G).

SEMA7A blockade decreases DCIS invasion and blocks pro-
invasive collagen phenotypes and protease activity
To test our hypothesis that a function blocking anti-SEMA7A antibody could decrease DCIS invasion via
changes to macrophage localization and collagen structure, we treated mice with established
MCF10DCIS tumors using our novel mouse monoclonal antibody that targets SEMA7A (SmAbH1) or an
IgG control and measured tumor invasiveness at 4 weeks when MCF10DCIS tumors begin to progress to
IDC (22). Using H&E sections of tumors with adjacent mammary gland tissue we utilized our previously
established histologic invasion scoring system of DCIS and IDC (Supp Fig. 4A)(27). While tumor volume
did not change with treatment (Supp Fig. 4B), we observed SmAbH1-treated tumors were less invasive
than IgG-treated tumors. Speci�cally, only 10.5% of SmAb-treated tumors progressed to IDC (score 3),
while 45% of IgG-treated tumors progressed to IDC (score 3)(Fig. 4A). 5% IgG-treated tumors scored as
DCIS (score 0) compared to 15.5% of SmAbH1-treated tumors. We then analyzed collagen using a
trichrome stain and observed no change in overall collagen in the tumor or the mammary fat pad (MFP)
(Supp Fig. 4C). However, when tumors were strati�ed by invasion score, we observed increased collagen
in the invasive tumors (score 3)(Fig. 4C). To quantify collagen surrounding the tumor, we analyzed
collagen intensity and structure via second harmonic generation (SHG) in the tumor, tumor border, and
stroma (Supp Fig. 4E). We found a decrease in collagen intensity in the tumor border with SmAbH1
treatment compared to IgG (Fig. 4C). We also quanti�ed collagen alignment and orientation to measure
parallel �bers and angled �bers, respectively. We observed a decrease in stromal collagen alignment
with ShAbH1-treated tumors compared to IgG, suggesting SmAbH1-treated stromal collagen �bers are
less parallel to each other (Fig. 4D). IgG-and SmAbH1-treated tumors had a 90-degree �ber orientation
from a horizontal axis. SmAbH1-treated tumors had an increased range of stromal collagen orientation
compared to IgG-treated tumors with an F-test variance p = 0.0514; therefore, a subset of SmAbH1-
treated tumors had more angled �bers which did not appear in IgG-treated tumors (Fig. 2D). We did not
observe a change in intratumoral macrophages between IgG and SmAbH1 (Fig. 4E). However,
macrophages increased in the mammary gland stroma with SmAbH1-treated tumors compared to IgG
(Fig. 4E). We then examined macrophage presence by invasion score and found macrophage presence
in the stroma was also not signi�cantly different with invasion (Fig. 4F). However, we did observe an
increase in intratumoral macrophages with the most invasive tumors (score 3)(Fig. 2F). We also did not
observe differences in macrophage localization at the tumor border with treatment (Supp Fig).
Therefore, we hypothesized that macrophages at the tumor border may have decreased protease activity
after treatment with SmAbH1. Thus, we measured protease activity at the tumor border using in situ
zymography to show that SmAbH1 decreased protease activity at the tumor border (Fig. 4G), which also
increased with invasion score (Fig. 4G). These areas with protease activity colocalized with high
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presence of F4/80 + macrophages, suggesting macrophages are expressing the proteases. Having
previously shown that collagen increases DCIS organoid invasion in a 3D culture model (22), we then co-
cultured RAW264.7 macrophages and MCF10DCIS organoids to test our hypothesis that macrophages
promote DCIS invasion via SEMA7A-mediated protease activity. We observed that macrophages and
SEMA7A separately did not signi�cantly increase DCIS organoid invasion (Fig. 4H). However,
macrophages and SEMA7A together increased DCIS invasion.

SEMA7A promotes in�ammatory cytokine expression in
macrophages via a non-canonical beta-catenin signaling
pathway
To test our hypothesis that SEMA7A regulates macrophage function in the TME, we differentiated
human THP-1 monocytes into macrophages with PMA and performed cytokine arrays on conditioned
media from SEMA7A-treated THP-1 macrophages (Supp Fig. 5A-F). We identi�ed an increase in signal
from various cytokines that contribute to macrophage recruitment (GM-CSF, M-CSF)(Supp Fig. 5C) and
macrophage-speci�c matrix remodeling (MCP-2/CCL2, MCP-3/CCL7)(Supp Fig. 5E). Additionally, many
of these increased cytokines were pro-in�ammatory, such as IL4 and IL6 (Supp Fig. 5D). We have
previously established a relationship between SEMA7A signaling through proteinase kinase B (AKT) in
cancer cells (64). Since AKT can regulate glycogen synthase kinase-3 beta (GSK3β) to non-canonically
mediate in�ammatory transcription factor β-catenin (65–67), we hypothesized that SEMA7A regulates
non-canonical AKT/GSK3β/β-catenin signaling in macrophages (Fig. 5A). To test this, we treated mouse
RAW264.7 cell line with exogenous SEMA7A or PBS control and evaluated phosphorylation of AKT and
GSK3β, active β-catenin, and mRNA expression of downstream β-catenin targets. We observed
expression of phosphorylated AKT (Ser473)(pAKT) and phosphorylated GSK3β (Ser9)(pGSK3β) in
macrophages by immunoblot after treatment with SEMA7A (Fig. 5B) and we replicated this in THP-1
macrophages (Supp Fig. 6A). We also quanti�ed active nuclear β-catenin (non-phosphorylated at
Ser33/Ser37/Thr41) by immuno�uorescence and found increased nuclear β-catenin after treatment with
SEMA7A (Fig. 5C). Finally, we analyzed mRNA expression of Ptgs2, Tnfa, Myc, Il1b, Il4, and Il6 to show
that they were all increased in RAW264.7 and THP-1 mRNA after treatment with SEMA7A (Fig. 5D, Supp
Fig. 6B). β-catenin is also upstream of matrix remodeling enzyme matrix metalloproteinase-9 (MMP9);
thus, we measured MMP9 secretion in macrophages by MMP zymography to show that MMP9 is
increased after treatment with SEMA7A (Fig. 5E, Supp Fig. 6C).

Discussion
Approximately 50–80% of DCIS cases will not progress to IDC (10, 12, 13). This leads to overtreatment of
patients diagnosed with DCIS and increased anxiety surrounding a DCIS diagnosis (4, 9, 68, 69).
Currently, there is no de�nitively established biomarker for clinically predicting DCIS progression.
However, the TME has been suggested as a major contributor to DCIS progression and therefore could
offer predictive biomarkers (19, 21). We suggest that macrophages contribute to pro-invasive
remodeling of collagen and may facilitate DCIS progression. Our results demonstrate that SEMA7A from
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epithelial cells and/or DCIS recruits macrophages and polarizes them towards having pro-in�ammatory
and matrix remodeling functions.

SEMA7A is positively correlated with CD68 + macrophages in DCIS and IDC patient tissues (Fig. 1) and
loss of SEMA7A in our Sema7a KO mouse model has decreased macrophage in�ltration during pubertal
development (Fig. 3). These results are consistent with what we have previously shown in Sema7a KO
mice where we observed decreased macrophage in�ux into the mammary gland during postpartum
involution (34); together, these results support our overall hypothesis that SEMA7A regulation of
macrophages is a normal mechanism of mammary morphogenesis that can be co-opted by tumor cells.
Whether SEMA7A recruits peripheral macrophages or induces proliferation of resident macrophages
remains unanswered by our current studies. However, we do reveal that loss of Sema7a delays pubertal
development through slowed epithelial invasion that can be attributed to, in part, the decreased number
of macrophages present. In support of this, the delay in elongation and altered TEB phenotype is similar
to what is observed in a colony-stimulating factor-1 (CSF-1) knockout model of macrophages during
pubertal development (38). Additionally, TEBs contain both macrophages and mammary stem cells (38,
70–72). Mammary stem cells are thought to give rise to epithelial cell populations during mammary
morphogenesis, which could give rise to tumor cell populations (73). One molecule known to regulate
mammary stem cell activity and organoid branching is TNFα (74), which we reveal is trending toward
upregulated expression in SEMA7A-treated macrophages (Fig. 5D, Supp Fig. 6B) and has increased
secretion in the cytokine array (Supp Fig. 5A, D). Therefore, SEMA7A-mediated TNFα expression by
macrophages could also be promoting mammary stem cell outgrowth at the TEB. The cell line that we
used for our model, MCF10DCIS, has also been shown to have a population of mammary stem cells (75);
as such, blocking SEMA7A could decrease TNFα expression in macrophages and decrease mammary
stem cell invasion in our DCIS model.

We also observe that macrophages are increased in patient samples of DCIS and IDC (Fig. 1) and are
found increased in invasive tumors in mice (Fig. 4). Macrophages can contribute to breast tumor
invasion by the remodeling of collagen in the mammary gland (35, 76–78). Studies have shown that
bundled, organized collagen promotes breast cancer invasion (41, 54, 59, 79). Invasive tumor cells are
thought to travel along organized collagen (80) and movement of epithelial cells along collagen
stabilizes collagen �brils (81). Furthermore, stabilized collagen promotes epithelial branching (81) and
collagen orientation directs epithelial branching (48). Therefore, less organized collagen around
SmAbH1-treated tumors makes cell invasion less attainable. This is likely due to SEMA7A regulating
macrophage-mediated collagen remodeling such as promoting protease activity at the tumor border
which was decreased with SmAbH1 treatment. Furthermore, previous studies from our lab have
suggested that collagen �bers in this DCIS model, and in organoid models, can serve to upregulate COX-
2, which can then facilitate mechanisms of cellular invasion (22). COX-2 can also drive expression of
SEMA7A, which then feeds back to stimulate collagen production by �broblasts (22, 24, 27). Our results
now support a role for macrophages in this feedback mechanism by showing that the collagen in the
TME is altered in a SEMA7A-dependent manner and that the macrophages respond by increasing Ptgs2
mRNA—the gene that encodes for COX-2 protein. This is further supported by previous studies that show
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that COX-2 inhibition with NSAIDs can alter monocyte/macrophage differentiation (82) and block tumor
cell invasion.

COX-2 is also a marker of alternatively-activated, or M2-like, macrophages (83, 84) along with MMP9
(85). Moreover, collagen stabilization through crosslinking polarized macrophages toward an M2-like
phenotype (86). While M2-like macrophages are typically known for having anti-in�ammatory signaling,
our results demonstrate that SEMA7A promotes a pro-in�ammatory phenotype in mammary
macrophages. The pro-in�ammatory cytokines that are increased after treatment with SEMA7A can lead
to matrix remodeling in the TME, which can further support the invasion of the tumor cells (87–90) to
promote breast cancer progression (91–97). Furthermore, some of these cytokines can activate β-
catenin, suggesting a potential positive feedback loop after SEMA7A stimulation (98–101). Therefore,
SEMA7A could be polarizing macrophages toward a regulatory macrophage phenotype, which is a
subset of M2-like macrophages known as M2b. Regulatory M2b macrophages express pro-in�ammatory
cytokines such as IL6 and TNFα and have been found to be a subset of tumor-associated macrophages
(TAMs) that promote growth, invasion, and recurrence of tumors (102). More studies focused on M2b
macrophages in the mammary gland and polarization of macrophages by SEMA7A would provide insight
into the role of SEMA7A-programmed pro-in�ammatory macrophages in breast cancer.

Semaphorins have been implicated in canonical Wnt/β-catenin signaling in epithelial cells and
�broblasts through plexin receptor signaling (103). SEMA7A has been shown to activate β-catenin
signaling in vascular smooth muscle cells and promotes expression of targets c-myc, cyclin D1, and
MMP7, although this was found to be through intracellular SEMA7A signaling and not through receptor
binding (104). Our studies are the �rst to link SEMA7A receptor signaling and β-catenin signaling to
epithelial cell invasion in the mammary gland. Wnt/β-catenin signaling, which plays a major role in
embryonic mammary epithelium development (105, 106), is also crucial for organoid branching of
mammary epithelium (107–109). This mammary epithelial expansion is largely regulated by Wnt-
mediated actin/cytoskeleton reorganization (107, 108). Additionally, cytoskeletal dynamics are regulated
during TEB elongation and epithelial cell invasion (110, 111) and Wnt/β-catenin signaling from
�broblasts has been shown to regulate epithelial branching (107), suggesting that paracrine signaling
from stromal cells can promote epithelial invasion. Furthermore, Wnt/β-catenin signaling promotes
activation of mammary stem cells in both normal development and tumor models (105, 112–115),
including DCIS (116). In DCIS, β-catenin expression is increased and conserved with IDC where Wnt/β-
catenin is highly activated (117) and GSK3b protein expression is decreased in IDC tissues, suggesting
accumulation of β-catenin (118). Finally, activation of Wnt/β-catenin is thought to activate an epithelial-
to-mesenchymal transition (EMT)(117, 119, 120), which is a suggested mechanism for DCIS transition to
IDC (121–123). While further studies are required to establish a role for Wnt/β-catenin signaling in
regulating intrinsic DCIS cell invasion, SEMA7A-mediated β-catenin signaling in macrophages could be
regulating migration through increased cytoskeletal dynamics, as well as matrix remodeling and cell
invasion through EMT activation.

Conclusion
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We demonstrate that macrophage-mediated matrix remodeling is facilitated in part by a collagen, COX-2,
SEMA7A signaling axis initiated from epithelial and tumor cells in the mammary gland. These SEMA7A-
programmed matrix remodeling macrophages have increased protease activity and cytokine secretion
which can restructure collagen toward a pro-invasive phenotype. Our �ndings help further understand
SEMA7A in the mammary gland, both during normal development and with DCIS progression,
speci�cally focusing on changes to the TME, and are the �rst to recognize a regulating role for SEMA7A
during pubertal development. We reveal that SEMA7A regulates normal pubertal development in part by
increasing the type of macrophages that are likely promote epithelial and tumor cell invasion. During
DCIS progression, SEMA7A may stimulate macrophage-mediated collagen remodeling around tumors.
Our results support further investigation into increased mammary gland expression of SEMA7A with
organized peri-tumoral collagen as potential biomarkers for DCIS cases at high risk for invasion.
Targeting SEMA7A, such as with our inhibitor SmAbH1, may also be a mechanism for slowing or
reversing pro-invasive mammary gland changes in patients that are at high risk. We did not observe any
evidence of toxicity with SmAbH1. Furthermore, blocking SEMA7A has potential for reversing pro-
in�ammatory signaling in tumors. This, along our previous analysis of the contribution of COX-2 to this
signaling mechanism and evidence that NSAIDs can also alter collagen in the mammary gland and the
TME, suggest that co-targeting of SEMA7A and COX-2 could also be explored (22). By identifying
patients at high risk for invasion, DCIS patients with low risk could forego more invasive treatments and
have decreased psychological distress upon diagnoses. Through identifying and targeting potential
biomarkers that regulate the TME, such as SEMA7A, collagen, and COX-2, we can further our
understanding of contributing factors to DCIS invasion and begin to address overtreatment and anxiety
in DCIS patients with safer, less toxic, interventions.

Abbreviations
AKT Protein kinase B

COX-2 Cyclooxygenase-2

CSF-1 Colony-stimulating factor-1

DCIS Ductal carcinoma in situ

EMT Epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition

GSK3β Glycogen synthase kinase-3 beta

IDC Invasive ductal carcinoma

IL Interleukin

KO Knock out



Page 17/33

MFP Mammary fat pad

MMP Matrix metalloproteinase

SEMA7A Semaphorin 7a

TAM Tumor associated macrophage

TEB Terminal end bud

TMA Tumor microarray

TME Tumor microenvironment

TNFα Tumor necrosis factor alpha

US United States

WT Wild type

Declarations
Ethics approval and consent to participate: Prior to resection, patients provided written informed consent
under an IRB-approved protocol according to the guidelines of their respective institutions and
conducted in compliance with HIPPA regulations. All animal studies were approved by the IACUC of the
CU Anschutz Medical Campus, protocol number B106017(06)1E.

Consent for publications: Not applicable.

Availability of data and materials: Dataset from TCGA from the Early Stage Breast Tumor cohort is
available at the University of Alabama at Birmingham MammOnc-DB at
http://resource.path.uab.edu/MammOnc-Home.html. All author-generated datasets used and analyzed
are available from the corresponding author on reasonable request. 

Competing interests: TRL holds patent for SmAbH1. Other authors declare that they have no competing
interests. 

Clinical trial number: Not applicable.

Funding: This work was supported by National Cancer Institute R01CA211696-01A1 (TRL),
R01HD108335-01A1 (TRL), and R21CA185226-01 (TRL), National Institute of General Medical Sciences
R01GM122768 (RP), and American Cancer Society RSG-16-171-010CSM (TRL). 

Author’s contributions: PAD performed, analyzed and interpreted all in vitro and in vivo experiments and
prepared the manuscript. BH developed MATLAB algorithm and produced data for DCIS TMA analysis



Page 18/33

and contributed to manuscript preparation. PAD analyzed and interpreted DCIS TMA data. FB contributed
DCIS TMA samples. RP assisted in experimental design, data interpretation, and manuscript preparation.
TRL was involved in all experimental design, overseeing experiments, all analyses and interpretations
and provided novel reagents available only in the Lyons lab. All authors read and approved the �nal
manuscript.

Acknowledgements: The authors would like to acknowledge Veronica Wessels for her contribution to
preparation of IHC. The authors also acknowledge the CU Anschutz Cancer Center Protein
Production/MoAB/Tissue Culture Shared Resource, the Biorepository Core Facility, and the University of
Colorado Cancer Center Support Grant (P30CA046934) for SEMA7A protein production, the Advanced
Light Microscopy Core Facility, and Aperio and CellSens Software use. Contents are the authors’ sole
responsibility and do not necessarily represent o�cial NIH views. The authors would also like to thank
the following persons for their help in technical support and production of this manuscript: Alan Elder,
Alexander Stoller, Heather Fairchild.

References
1. Siegel RL, Giaquinto AN, Jemal A. Cancer statistics, 2024. CA: a cancer journal for clinicians.

2024;74(1):12-49.

2. Giaquinto AN, Sung H, Miller KD, Kramer JL, Newman LA, Minihan A, et al. Breast cancer statistics,
2022. CA: a cancer journal for clinicians. 2022;72(6):524-41.

3. Kerlikowske K. Epidemiology of ductal carcinoma in situ. Journal of the National Cancer Institute
Monographs. 2010;2010(41):139-41.

4. van Seijen M, Lips EH, Thompson AM, Nik-Zainal S, Futreal A, Hwang ES, et al. Ductal carcinoma in
situ: to treat or not to treat, that is the question. British journal of cancer. 2019;121(4):285-92.

5. Wang J, Li B, Luo M, Huang J, Zhang K, Zheng S, et al. Progression from ductal carcinoma in situ to
invasive breast cancer: molecular features and clinical signi�cance. Signal transduction and
targeted therapy. 2024;9(1):83.

�. Ryser MD, Hendrix LH, Worni M, Liu Y, Hyslop T, Hwang ES. Incidence of ductal carcinoma in situ in
the United States, 2000–2014. Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers & Prevention. 2019;28(8):1316-23.

7. Ryan R, Taw�k O, Jensen RA, Anant S. Current approaches to diagnosis and treatment of ductal
carcinoma in situ and future directions. Progress in molecular biology and translational science.
2017;151:33-80.

�. Corben AD. Pathology of invasive breast disease. Surgical Clinics. 2013;93(2):363-92.

9. Sanders ME, Schuyler PA, Dupont WD, Page DL. The natural history of low‐grade ductal carcinoma in
situ of the breast in women treated by biopsy only revealed over 30 years of long‐term follow‐up.
Cancer. 2005;103(12):2481-4.

10. Grimm LJ, Rahbar H, Abdelmalak M, Hall AH, Ryser MD. Ductal carcinoma in situ: state-of-the-art
review. Radiology. 2022;302(2):246-55.



Page 19/33

11. Poli EC, Dong W, Shaitelman SF, Tamirisa N, Shen Y, Bedrosian I. Survival outcomes after omission
of surgery for ductal carcinoma in situ. NPJ Breast Cancer. 2024;10(1):82.

12. de Koning HJ, Draisma G, Fracheboud J, de Bruijn A. Overdiagnosis and overtreatment of breast
cancer: microsimulation modelling estimates based on observed screen and clinical data. Breast
Cancer Research. 2005;8:1-5.

13. Benson JR, Jatoi I, Toi M. Treatment of low-risk ductal carcinoma in situ: is nothing better than
something? The Lancet Oncology. 2016;17(10):e442-e51.

14. Kole AJ, Park HS, Johnson SB, Kelly JR, Moran MS, Patel AA. Overall survival is improved when DCIS
accompanies invasive breast cancer. Scienti�c reports. 2019;9(1):9934.

15. Van Bockstal MR, Agahozo MC, Koppert LB, van Deurzen CH. A retrospective alternative for active
surveillance trials for ductal carcinoma in situ of the breast. International journal of cancer.
2020;146(5):1189-97.

1�. Rakha EA, Miligy IM, Gorringe KL, Toss MS, Green AR, Fox SB, et al. Invasion in breast lesions: the
role of the epithelial–stroma barrier. Histopathology. 2018;72(7):1075-83.

17. Adriance MC, Inman JL, Petersen OW, Bissell MJ. Myoepithelial cells: good fences make good
neighbors. Breast Cancer Research. 2005;7:1-8.

1�. Gudjonsson T, Rønnov-Jessen L, Villadsen R, Rank F, Bissell MJ, Petersen OW. Normal and tumor-
derived myoepithelial cells differ in their ability to interact with luminal breast epithelial cells for
polarity and basement membrane deposition. Journal of cell science. 2002;115(1):39-50.

19. Ma X-J, Dahiya S, Richardson E, Erlander M, Sgroi DC. Gene expression pro�ling of the tumor
microenvironment during breast cancer progression. Breast cancer research. 2009;11:1-18.

20. Lesurf R, Aure MR, Mørk HH, Vitelli V, Sauer T, Geisler J, et al. Molecular features of subtype-speci�c
progression from ductal carcinoma in situ to invasive breast cancer. Cell reports. 2016;16(4):1166-
79.

21. Gibson SV, Roozitalab RM, Allen MD, Jones JL, Carter EP, Grose RP. Everybody needs good
neighbours: the progressive DCIS microenvironment. Trends in cancer. 2023;9(4):326-38.

22. Lyons TR, O'brien J, Borges VF, Conklin MW, Keely PJ, Eliceiri KW, et al. Postpartum mammary gland
involution drives progression of ductal carcinoma in situ through collagen and COX-2. Nature
medicine. 2011;17(9):1109-15.

23. Barker HE, Chang J, Cox TR, Lang G, Bird D, Nicolau M, et al. LOXL2-mediated matrix remodeling in
metastasis and mammary gland involution. Cancer research. 2011;71(5):1561-72.

24. Black S, Nelson AC, Gurule N, Futscher BW, Lyons TR. Semaphorin 7a exerts pleiotropic effects to
promote breast tumor progression. Oncogene. 2016;35(39):5170-8.

25. Rutherford TR, Elder AM, Lyons TR. Anoikis resistance in mammary epithelial cells is mediated by
semaphorin 7a. Cell Death & Disease. 2021;12(10):872.

2�. Xie J, Wang H. Semaphorin 7A as a potential immune regulator and promising therapeutic target in
rheumatoid arthritis. Arthritis research & therapy. 2017;19:1-12.



Page 20/33

27. Tarullo SE, Hill RC, Hansen KC, Behbod F, Borges VF, Nelson AC, et al. Postpartum breast cancer
progression is driven by semaphorin 7a-mediated invasion and survival. Oncogene.
2020;39(13):2772-85.

2�. Franco M, Reihani N, Dupuis L, Collec E, Billette de Villemeur T, de Person M, et al. Semaphorin 7A: A
novel marker of disease activity in Gaucher disease. American journal of hematology.
2020;95(5):483-91.

29. Williams CB, Yeh ES, Soloff AC. Tumor-associated macrophages: unwitting accomplices in breast
cancer malignancy. NPJ breast cancer. 2016;2:15025.

30. Condeelis J, Pollard JW. Macrophages: obligate partners for tumor cell migration, invasion, and
metastasis. Cell. 2006;124(2):263-6.

31. Hussein M, Hassan H. Analysis of the mononuclear in�ammatory cell in�ltrate in the normal breast,
benign proliferative breast disease, in situ and in�ltrating ductal breast carcinomas: preliminary
observations. Journal of clinical pathology. 2006;59(9):972-7.

32. Darvishian F, Wu Y, Ozerdem U, Chun J, Adams S, Guth A, et al. Macrophage density is an adverse
prognosticator for ipsilateral recurrence in ductal carcinoma in situ. The Breast. 2022;64:35-40.

33. Chen H, Bai F, Wang M, Zhang M, Zhang P, Wu K. The prognostic signi�cance of co-existence ductal
carcinoma in situ in invasive ductal breast cancer: a large population-based study and a matched
case-control analysis. Annals of translational medicine. 2019;7(18):484.

34. Elder AM, Tamburini BA, Crump LS, Black SA, Wessells VM, Schedin PJ, et al. Semaphorin 7A
promotes macrophage-mediated lymphatic remodeling during postpartum mammary gland
involution and in breast cancer. Cancer research. 2018;78(22):6473-85.

35. O'Brien J, Lyons T, Monks J, Lucia MS, Wilson RS, Hines L, et al. Alternatively activated macrophages
and collagen remodeling characterize the postpartum involuting mammary gland across species.
The American journal of pathology. 2010;176(3):1241-55.

3�. O'Brien J, Martinson H, Durand-Rougely C, Schedin P. Macrophages are crucial for epithelial cell
death and adipocyte repopulation during mammary gland involution. Development.
2012;139(2):269-75.

37. Stewart TA, Hughes K, Hume DA, Davis FM. Developmental stage-speci�c distribution of
macrophages in mouse mammary gland. Frontiers in Cell and Developmental Biology. 2019;7:250.

3�. Gouon-Evans V, Rothenberg ME, Pollard JW. Postnatal mammary gland development requires
macrophages and eosinophils. Development. 2000;127(11):2269-82.

39. Ingman WV, Wyckoff J, Gouon‐Evans V, Condeelis J, Pollard JW. Macrophages promote collagen
�brillogenesis around terminal end buds of the developing mammary gland. Developmental
dynamics: an o�cial publication of the American Association of Anatomists. 2006;235(12):3222-9.

40. Jena MK, Janjanam J. Role of extracellular matrix in breast cancer development: a brief update.
F1000Research. 2018;7:274.

41. Koorman T, Jansen KA, Khalil A, Haughton PD, Visser D, Rätze MA, et al. Spatial collagen stiffening
promotes collective breast cancer cell invasion by reinforcing extracellular matrix alignment.



Page 21/33

Oncogene. 2022;41(17):2458-69.

42. Winkler J, Abisoye-Ogunniyan A, Metcalf KJ, Werb Z. Concepts of extracellular matrix remodelling in
tumour progression and metastasis. Nature communications. 2020;11(1):5120.

43. Berger AJ, Renner CM, Hale I, Yang X, Ponik SM, Weisman PS, et al. Scaffold stiffness in�uences
breast cancer cell invasion via EGFR-linked Mena upregulation and matrix remodeling. Matrix
Biology. 2020;85:80-93.

44. Paine IS, Lewis MT. The terminal end bud: the little engine that could. Journal of mammary gland
biology and neoplasia. 2017;22:93-108.

45. Sternlicht MD. Key stages in mammary gland development: the cues that regulate ductal branching
morphogenesis. Breast Cancer Research. 2005;8:1-11.

4�. Lee K, Gjorevski N, Boghaert E, Radisky DC, Nelson CM. Snail1, Snail2, and E47 promote mammary
epithelial branching morphogenesis. The EMBO journal. 2011;30(13):2662-74.

47. NGUYEN‐NGOC KV, Ewald A. Mammary ductal elongation and myoepithelial migration are regulated
by the composition of the extracellular matrix. Journal of microscopy. 2013;251(3):212-23.

4�. Brown�eld DG, Venugopalan G, Lo A, Mori H, Tanner K, Fletcher DA, et al. Patterned collagen �bers
orient branching mammary epithelium through distinct signaling modules. Current biology.
2013;23(8):703-9.

49. Khokha R, Werb Z. Mammary gland reprogramming: metalloproteinases couple form with function.
Cold Spring Harbor perspectives in biology. 2011;3(4):a004333.

50. Hayward M-K, Allen MD, Gomm JJ, Goulding I, Thompson CL, Knight MM, et al. Mechanostimulation
of breast myoepithelial cells induces functional changes associated with DCIS progression to
invasion. NPJ Breast Cancer. 2022;8(1):109.

51. Allen MD, Thomas GJ, Clark S, Dawoud MM, Vallath S, Payne SJ, et al. Altered microenvironment
promotes progression of preinvasive breast cancer: myoepithelial expression of αvβ6 integrin in
DCIS identi�es high-risk patients and predicts recurrence. Clinical Cancer Research. 2014;20(2):344-
57.

52. Friedl P, Locker J, Sahai E, Segall JE. Classifying collective cancer cell invasion. Nature cell biology.
2012;14(8):777-83.

53. Ryser MD, Greenwald MA, Sorribes IC, King LM, Hall A, Geradts J, et al. Growth Dynamics of Ductal
Carcinoma in Situ Recapitulate Normal Breast Development. bioRxiv. 2023.

54. Conklin MW, Gangnon RE, Sprague BL, Van Gemert L, Hampton JM, Eliceiri KW, et al. Collagen
alignment as a predictor of recurrence after ductal carcinoma in situ. Cancer Epidemiology,
Biomarkers & Prevention. 2018;27(2):138-45.

55. Sprague BL, Trentham-Dietz A. Prevalence of breast carcinoma in situ in the United States. JAMA:
the journal of the American Medical Association. 2009;302(8):846.

5�. Varambally S, Karthikeyan SK, Chandrashekar D, Sahai S, Shrestha S, Aneja R, et al. MammOnc-DB,
an integrative breast cancer data analysis platform for target discovery. Res Sq. 2024.



Page 22/33

57. Valdez KE, Fan F, Smith W, Allred DC, Medina D, Behbod F. Human primary ductal carcinoma in situ
(DCIS) subtype-speci�c pathology is preserved in a mouse intraductal (MIND) xenograft model. J
Pathol. 2011;225(4):565-73.

5�. Lyons TR, Borges VF, Betts CB, Guo Q, Kapoor P, Martinson HA, et al. Cyclooxygenase-2–dependent
lymphangiogenesis promotes nodal metastasis of postpartum breast cancer. The Journal of clinical
investigation. 2014;124(9):3901-12.

59. Bredfeldt JS, Liu Y, Conklin MW, Keely PJ, Mackie TR, Eliceiri KW. Automated quanti�cation of
aligned collagen for human breast carcinoma prognosis. J Pathol Inform. 2014;5(1):28.

�0. George SJ, Johnson JL. In situ zymography. Methods Mol Biol. 2010;622:271-7.

�1. Hadler-Olsen E, Kanapathippillai P, Berg E, Svineng G, Winberg J-O, Uhlin-Hansen L. Gelatin in situ
zymography on �xed, para�n-embedded tissue: zinc and ethanol �xation preserve enzyme activity.
Journal of Histochemistry & Cytochemistry. 2010;58(1):29-39.

�2. Macias H, Hinck L. Mammary gland development. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Developmental
Biology. 2012;1(4):533-57.

�3. Nerger BA, Jaslove JM, Elashal HE, Mao S, Košmrlj A, Link AJ, et al. Local accumulation of
extracellular matrix regulates global morphogenetic patterning in the developing mammary gland.
Current Biology. 2021;31(9):1903-17. e6.

�4. Crump LS, Wyatt GL, Rutherford TR, Richer JK, Porter WW, Lyons TR. Hormonal regulation of
Semaphorin 7a in ER+ breast cancer drives therapeutic resistance. Cancer research.
2021;81(1):187-98.

�5. Hermida MA, Kumar JD, Leslie NR. GSK3 and its interactions with the PI3K/AKT/mTOR signalling
network. Advances in biological regulation. 2017;65:5-15.

��. Patel S, Werstuck G. Characterizing the Role of Glycogen Synthase Kinase-3α/β in Macrophage
Polarization and the Regulation of Pro-Atherogenic Pathways in Cultured Ldlr-/-Macrophages.
Frontiers in Immunology. 2021;12:676752.

�7. Cortés-Vieyra R, Silva-García O, Gómez-García A, Gutiérrez-Castellanos S, Álvarez-Aguilar C,
Baizabal-Aguirre VM. Glycogen synthase kinase 3β modulates the in�ammatory response activated
by bacteria, viruses, and parasites. Frontiers in Immunology. 2021;12:675751.

��. Rakovitch E, Nofech-Mozes S, Hanna W, Baehner FL, Saskin R, Butler SM, et al. A population-based
validation study of the DCIS Score predicting recurrence risk in individuals treated by breast-
conserving surgery alone. Breast cancer research and treatment. 2015;152:389-98.

�9. Liu Y, Pérez M, Schootman M, Aft RL, Gillanders WE, Jeffe DB. Correlates of fear of cancer
recurrence in women with ductal carcinoma in situ and early invasive breast cancer. Breast cancer
research and treatment. 2011;130:165-73.

70. Lloyd-Lewis B, Harris OB, Watson CJ, Davis FM. Mammary stem cells: premise, properties, and
perspectives. Trends in cell biology. 2017;27(8):556-67.

71. Gouon-Evans V, Lin EY, Pollard JW. Requirement of macrophages and eosinophils and their
cytokines/chemokines for mammary gland development. Breast Cancer Research. 2002;4:1-10.



Page 23/33

72. Aupperlee MD, Zhao Y, Tan YS, Leipprandt JR, Bennett J, Haslam SZ, et al. Epidermal growth factor
receptor (EGFR) signaling is a key mediator of hormone-induced leukocyte in�ltration in the pubertal
female mammary gland. Endocrinology. 2014;155(6):2301-13.

73. Visvader JE, Stingl J. Mammary stem cells and the differentiation hierarchy: current status and
perspectives. Genes & development. 2014;28(11):1143-58.

74. Zhou Y, Ye Z, Wei W, Zhang M, Huang F, Li J, et al. Macrophages maintain mammary stem cell
activity and mammary homeostasis via TNF-α-PI3K-Cdk1/Cyclin B1 axis. NPJ Regenerative
Medicine. 2023;8(1):23.

75. Li Q, Eades G, Yao Y, Zhang Y, Zhou Q. Characterization of a stem-like subpopulation in basal-like
ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS) lesions. Journal of Biological Chemistry. 2014;289(3):1303-12.

7�. Deligne C, Midwood KS. Macrophages and extracellular matrix in breast cancer: partners in crime or
protective allies? Frontiers in Oncology. 2021;11:620773.

77. Madsen DH, Jürgensen HJ, Siersbæk MS, Kuczek DE, Cloud LG, Liu S, et al. Tumor-associated
macrophages derived from circulating in�ammatory monocytes degrade collagen through cellular
uptake. Cell reports. 2017;21(13):3662-71.

7�. A�k R, Zigmond E, Vugman M, Klep�sh M, Shimshoni E, Pasmanik-Chor M, et al. Tumor
macrophages are pivotal constructors of tumor collagenous matrix. Journal of Experimental
Medicine. 2016;213(11):2315-31.

79. Acerbi I, Cassereau L, Dean I, Shi Q, Au A, Park C, et al. Human breast cancer invasion and
aggression correlates with ECM stiffening and immune cell in�ltration. Integrative Biology.
2015;7(10):1120-34.

�0. Condeelis J, Segall JE. Intravital imaging of cell movement in tumours. Nature Reviews Cancer.
2003;3(12):921-30.

�1. Buchmann B, Engelbrecht LK, Fernández P, Hutterer F, Raich M, Scheel C, et al. Mechanical plasticity
of collagen directs branch elongation in human mammary gland organoids. Nature
Communications. 2021;12(1):2759.

�2. Pennock ND, Martinson HA, Guo Q, Betts CB, Jindal S, Tsujikawa T, et al. Ibuprofen supports
macrophage differentiation, T cell recruitment, and tumor suppression in a model of postpartum
breast cancer. Journal for immunotherapy of cancer. 2018;6:1-23.

�3. Li H, Yang B, Huang J, Lin Y, Xiang T, Wan J, et al. Cyclooxygenase-2 in tumor-associated
macrophages promotes breast cancer cell survival by triggering a positive-feedback loop between
macrophages and cancer cells. Oncotarget. 2015;6(30):29637.

�4. Na Y-R, Yoon Y-N, Son D-I, Seok S-H. Cyclooxygenase-2 inhibition blocks M2 macrophage
differentiation and suppresses metastasis in murine breast cancer model. PloS one.
2013;8(5):e63451.

�5. Pelekanou V, Villarroel-Espindola F, Schalper KA, Pusztai L, Rimm DL. CD68, CD163, and matrix
metalloproteinase 9 (MMP-9) co-localization in breast tumor microenvironment predicts survival
differently in ER-positive and-negative cancers. Breast Cancer Research. 2018;20:1-10.



Page 24/33

��. Xing X, Wang Y, Zhang X, Gao X, Li M, Wu S, et al. Matrix stiffness‐mediated effects on macrophages
polarization and their LOXL2 expression. The FEBS journal. 2021;288(11):3465-77.

�7. Marozzi M, Parnigoni A, Negri A, Viola M, Vigetti D, Passi A, et al. In�ammation, extracellular matrix
remodeling, and proteostasis in tumor microenvironment. International journal of molecular
sciences. 2021;22(15):8102.

��. McDaniel SM, Rumer KK, Biroc SL, Metz RP, Singh M, Porter W, et al. Remodeling of the mammary
microenvironment after lactation promotes breast tumor cell metastasis. The American journal of
pathology. 2006;168(2):608-20.

�9. Sun X, Glynn DJ, Hodson LJ, Huo C, Britt K, Thompson EW, et al. CCL2-driven in�ammation
increases mammary gland stromal density and cancer susceptibility in a transgenic mouse model.
Breast Cancer Research. 2017;19:1-15.

90. Brady NJ, Chuntova P, Schwertfeger KL. Macrophages: regulators of the in�ammatory
microenvironment during mammary gland development and breast cancer. Mediators of
in�ammation. 2016;2016(1):4549676.

91. Rodriguez-Tirado C, Entenberg D, Li J, Qian B-Z, Condeelis JS, Pollard JW. Interleukin 4 controls the
pro-tumoral role of macrophages in mammary cancer pulmonary metastasis in mice. Cancers.
2022;14(17):4336.

92. Radharani N, Yadav AS, Nimma R, Kumar TS, Bulbule A, Chanukuppa V, et al. Tumor-associated
macrophage derived IL-6 enriches cancer stem cell population and promotes breast tumor
progression via Stat-3 pathway. Cancer cell international. 2022;22(1):122.

93. Cruceriu D, Baldasici O, Balacescu O, Berindan-Neagoe I. The dual role of tumor necrosis factor-
alpha (TNF-α) in breast cancer: molecular insights and therapeutic approaches. Cellular Oncology.
2020;43:1-18.

94. Mercogliano MF, Bruni S, Elizalde PV, Schillaci R. Tumor necrosis factor α blockade: an opportunity
to tackle breast cancer. Frontiers in oncology. 2020;10:584.

95. Tian J, Hachim MY, Hachim IY, Dai M, Lo C, Raffa FA, et al. Cyclooxygenase-2 regulates TGFβ-
induced cancer stemness in triple-negative breast cancer. Scienti�c reports. 2017;7(1):40258.

9�. Chew ZH, Cui J, Sachaphibulkij K, Tan I, Kar S, Koh KK, et al. Macrophage IL-1β contributes to
tumorigenesis through paracrine AIM2 in�ammasome activation in the tumor microenvironment.
Frontiers in Immunology. 2023;14:1211730.

97. Kramer ED, Tzetzo SL, Colligan SH, Hensen ML, Brackett CM, Clausen BE, et al. β-Catenin signaling in
alveolar macrophages enhances lung metastasis through a TNF-dependent mechanism. JCI insight.
2023;8(8):e160978.

9�. Perez-Yepez EA, Ayala-Sumuano J-T, Lezama R, Meza I. A novel β-catenin signaling pathway
activated by IL-1β leads to the onset of epithelial–mesenchymal transition in breast cancer cells.
Cancer letters. 2014;354(1):164-71.

99. Kaler P, Augenlicht L, Klampfer L. Macrophage-derived IL-1β stimulates Wnt signaling and growth of
colon cancer cells: a crosstalk interrupted by vitamin D3. Oncogene. 2009;28(44):3892-902.



Page 25/33

100. Edara VV, Nooka S, Proulx J, Stacy S, Ghorpade A, Borgmann K. β-Catenin regulates wound healing
and IL-6 expression in activated human astrocytes. Biomedicines. 2020;8(11):479.

101. Wu C, Zhang H-F, Gupta N, Alshareef A, Wang Q, Huang Y-H, et al. A positive feedback loop involving
the Wnt/β-catenin/MYC/Sox2 axis de�nes a highly tumorigenic cell subpopulation in ALK-positive
anaplastic large cell lymphoma. Journal of hematology & oncology. 2016;9:1-14.

102. Wang L-x, Zhang S-x, Wu H-j, Rong X-l, Guo J. M2b macrophage polarization and its roles in
diseases. Journal of leukocyte biology. 2019;106(2):345-58.

103. Hoard TM, Liu K, Cadigan KM, Giger RJ, Allen BL. Semaphorin Receptors Antagonize Wnt Signaling
Through Beta-Catenin Degradation. bioRxiv. 2024.

104. Song X, Gao F, LI H, QIN W, Chai C, Shi G, et al. Semaphorin 7A promotes human vascular smooth
muscle cell proliferation and migration through the ß-catenin signaling pathway. Biocell. 2023;47(4).

105. Alexander CM, Goel S, Fakhraldeen SA, Kim S. Wnt signaling in mammary glands: plastic cell fates
and combinatorial signaling. Cold Spring Harbor perspectives in biology. 2012;4(10):a008037.

10�. Boras-Granic K, Wysolmerski JJ. Wnt signaling in breast organogenesis. Organogenesis.
2008;4(2):116-22.

107. Wang J, Song W, Yang R, Li C, Wu T, Dong XB, et al. Endothelial Wnts control mammary epithelial
patterning via �broblast signaling. Cell reports. 2021;34(13).

10�. Roarty K, Shore AN, Creighton CJ, Rosen JM. Ror2 regulates branching, differentiation, and actin-
cytoskeletal dynamics within the mammary epithelium. Journal of Cell Biology. 2015;208(3):351-66.

109. Lindvall C, Evans NC, Zylstra CR, Li Y, Alexander CM, Williams BO. The Wnt signaling receptor Lrp5 is
required for mammary ductal stem cell activity and Wnt1-induced tumorigenesis. Journal of
Biological Chemistry. 2006;281(46):35081-7.

110. Pfannenstein A, Macara IG. A junction-dependent mechanism drives murine mammary cell
intercalation for ductal elongation. Developmental cell. 2023;58(13):1126-38. e4.

111. Shamir ER, Ewald AJ. Adhesion in mammary development: novel roles for E-cadherin in individual
and collective cell migration. Current topics in developmental biology. 2015;112:353-82.

112. Nekritz EA, Rodriguez‐Barrueco R, Yan KK, Davis ML, Werner RL, Devis‐Jauregui L, et al. miR‐
424/503 modulates Wnt/β‐catenin signaling in the mammary epithelium by targeting LRP6. EMBO
reports. 2021;22(12):e53201.

113. Rajaram RD, Buric D, Caikovski M, Ayyanan A, Rougemont J, Shan J, et al. Progesterone and W nt4
control mammary stem cells via myoepithelial crosstalk. The EMBO journal. 2015;34(5):641-52.

114. Wend P, Holland JD, Ziebold U, Birchmeier W, editors. Wnt signaling in stem and cancer stem cells.
Seminars in cell & developmental biology; 2010: Elsevier.

115. Incassati A, Chandramouli A, Eelkema R, Cowin P. Key signaling nodes in mammary gland
development and cancer: β-catenin. Breast Cancer Research. 2010;12:1-14.

11�. Williams KE, Bundred NJ, Landberg G, Clarke RB, Farnie G. Focal adhesion kinase and Wnt signaling
regulate human ductal carcinoma in situ stem cell activity and response to radiotherapy. Stem cells.



Page 26/33

2015;33(2):327-41.

117. Xu X, Zhang M, Xu F, Jiang S. Wnt signaling in breast cancer: biological mechanisms, challenges and
opportunities. Molecular cancer. 2020;19(1):165.

11�. Prasad CP, Rath G, Mathur S, Bhatnagar D, Parshad R, Ralhan R. Expression analysis of E-cadherin,
Slug and GSK3β in invasive ductal carcinoma of breast. BMC cancer. 2009;9:1-10.

119. Pohl S-G, Brook N, Agostino M, Arfuso F, Kumar AP, Dharmarajan A. Wnt signaling in triple-negative
breast cancer. Oncogenesis. 2017;6(4):e310-e.

120. Shan S, Lv Q, Zhao Y, Liu C, Sun Y, Xi K, et al. Wnt/β-catenin pathway is required for epithelial to
mesenchymal transition in CXCL12 over expressed breast cancer cells. International journal of
clinical and experimental pathology. 2015;8(10):12357.

121. Chen W, Wang G, Zhang G. Insights into the transition of ductal carcinoma in situ to invasive ductal
carcinoma: morphology, molecular portraits, and the tumor microenvironment. Cancer Biology &
Medicine. 2022;19(10):1487.

122. Lo P-K, Zhang Y, Yao Y, Wolfson B, Yu J, Han S-Y, et al. Tumor-associated myoepithelial cells promote
the invasive progression of ductal carcinoma in situ through activation of TGFβ signaling. Journal of
Biological Chemistry. 2017;292(27):11466-84.

123. Knudsen ES, Ertel A, Davicioni E, Kline J, Schwartz GF, Witkiewicz AK. Progression of ductal
carcinoma in situ to invasive breast cancer is associated with gene expression programs of EMT
and myoepithelia. Breast cancer research and treatment. 2012;133:1009-24.

Figures



Page 27/33

Figure 1

SEMA7A is positively correlated with CD68 in DCIS and IDC tissues. (A-B) (top) Representative images of
NAT, DCIS, and IDC from DCIS and DCIS+IDC tissues showing SEMA7A expression (brown), CD68
expression (pink) and CD68+ cells (black arrows). (bottom) Corresponding images showing mask for
SEMA7A expression (yellow), CD68 expression (cyan), and negative expression (black). (C-D) Percent
positive pixels for SEMA7A and (E-F) CD68 by quantitative IHC in tumor microarrays for NAT, DCIS and
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IDC tissues, in patients with DCIS (TMA1) (C, D) or DCIS+IDC (TMA2)(E, F). (G-H) Correlation analysis of
SEMA7A and CD68 expression evaluated in all tissues from the DCIS (TMA1) and DCIS+IDC (TMA2)
patient tumor microarrays. P values determined by paired two-tailed t-test (C-F). p<000.1 by two-tailed
Pearson correlation analysis (G-H).

Figure 2
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Loss of SEMA7A delays ductal elongation during pubertal development in the mammary gland.
Representative whole mount images of WT (top) and KO (bottom) mice at 8 weeks (left) and 12 weeks
(right). (B) Quanti�cation of ductal elongation as a percent of tissue invasion past the LN during pubertal
development timepoints. (C) Quanti�cation of branch end points past the LN via mammary gland whole
mount analysis. (D) Quanti�cation of TEBs past the LN via mammary gland whole mount analysis. (E)
Representative close-up whole mount images of TEBs at 5 weeks of age. (F) Quanti�cation of ducts per
MFP as the number of ducts by MFP area. Two-way ANOVA, ptimepoint=0.0006; pstrain=0.2793,
pinteraction=0.04963. (G) Quanti�cation of acini per MFP as the number of acini by MFP area. Two-way
ANOVA, ptimepoint=0.0006; pstrain=0.0225, pinteraction=0.0915. (H) Quanti�cation of TEBs in the MFP as a

percent of total epithelial structures (ducts+acini). TEBs de�ned as occluded acini with increased
proliferation via increased Ki67 expression. Two-way ANOVA, ptimepoint=0.0042; pstrain=0.8658,
pinteraction=0.0371. (I) Quanti�cation of proliferative epithelial structures in the MFP via Ki67 expression
as a percent of total epithelial structures (ducts+acini). Two-way ANOVA, ptimepoint=0.0034;
pstrain=0.2843, pinteraction=0.0106. (I) Representative image of proliferative TEB, duct, and acini in 5 week
WT mammary gland. (B-C) WT, n=4-9; KO, n=5-6. (E-H) WT: 5wk, n=6; 8wk, n=2; 12wk, n=5. KO: 5wk, n=3;
8wk, n=5; 12wk, n=4. p values determined by paired two-tailed t-test (B-C, E-H).
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Figure 3

Knocking out SEMA7A decreases macrophages in the mammary gland during pubertal development. (A-
C) Representative images from WT or Sema7a KO (Sema7atm1Alk/J) mouse during pubertal
development, at 5 weeks, 8 weeks, and 12 weeks of age; Ki67 (A), trichrome stain (B), and F4/80 (C).
Black arrows denote observed changes in staining. (D) Quanti�cation of Ki67 IHC in acini as a percent
area of acini. Two-way ANOVA, ptimepoint=0.0126, pstrain=0.8256, pinteraction=0.0095. (E) Quanti�cation of

stromal collagen as a percent area of the stroma. Two-way ANOVA, ptimepoint=0.7432, pstrain=0.0177,
pinteraction=0.0356. (F) Quanti�cation of stromal F4/80 IHC as a percent area of the stroma. Two-way
ANOVA, ptimepoint=0.4382, pstrain=0.0021, pinteraction=0.0496. (G) Quanti�cation of epithelium-associated
F4/80 IHC as a percent area of epithelial structures. Two-way ANOVA, ptimepoint=0.1192, pstrain=0.3220,
pinteraction=0.0498. (D-G) p values determined by two-tailed t-test.
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Figure 4

Treatment of DCIS tumors in mice with SmAbH1 decreases invasion of DCIS via stromal changes. (A)
Quanti�cation of tumor invasion scores per treatment group. IgG, n=20; SmAbH1, n=19. Signi�cance by
chi-square test. (B) Collagen expression in DCIS tumors. (left) Representative images of trichrome stain
in DCIS tumors. (right) Quanti�cation of collagen expression (blue stain) as a percent area in the tumor
by invasion score. (C) Collagen intensity analysis by SHG. (left) Representative images of SHG of the
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tumor border and surrounding stroma. (right) Collagen intensity over distance from tumor border by
treatment group. IgG, SmAbH1, n=3. (D) Quanti�cation of stromal collagen alignment and orientation
from SHG images of the stromal region outside the tumor border. IgG, n=12; SmAbH1, n=10. For
orientation (right), F-test comparison of variance, p=0.0514. (F) F4/80 positive macrophage analysis by
treatment group. (left) Representative images of F4/80 positive macrophages in the stroma outside the
tumors. (right) Quanti�cation of F4/80 positive macrophages as a percent area of tumor and stroma by
treatment group. (F) Quanti�cation of F4/80 positive macrophages as a percent area of the stroma (left)
and intra-tumor (right) by invasion score. (G) In situ zymography (DQ-gelatin assay). (left) Representative
images of tumor border with positive protease activity signals from left to right: �uorescent images, gray
scale of DQ-gelatin �uorescent signal, histogram of high to low �uorescent signal, F4/80 IHC. Black
arrows indicate colocalization of �uorescent signal with F4/80. (right) Quanti�cation of protease activity
at the tumor border by treatment. (H) DCIS organoid invasion assay co-cultured with RAW264.7
macrophages and/or 40ug/mL SEMA7A or 10% collagen. (top) Representative images of non-invasive
and invasive organoids with organoid edge outlined. (bottom) Quanti�cation of percent invasive
MCF10DCIS.com organoids. (B, D, F) P values determined by two-tailed t-test. (E-G) P values determined
by one-tailed t-test.
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Figure 5

SEMA7A promotes protease and cytokine expression in RAW264.7 macrophages through a β1-
integrin/AKT/GSK3β/β-catenin signaling pathway. (A) SEMA7A signaling cascade in macrophages. (B)
Western blot of cell lysates from RAW264.7 macrophages treated with PBS or 40µg/mL SEMA7A.
Phosphorylated protein signal values were normalized to GAPDH and total protein then fold change to
average PBS. (C) Active β-catenin signal in RAW264.7 macrophages after treatment with PBS or
SEMA7A. (left) Representative IF images of active β-catenin nuclear localization. (right) Quanti�cation of
nuclear active β-catenin signal. (D) qPCR analysis of β-catenin target genes in RAW264.7 macrophages
as relative mRNA expression fold-change to PBS: Ptgs2, Tnfa, Myc, Il1b, Il4, and Il6. (E) (left) MMP
zymography of conditioned media from RAW264.7 macrophages treated with PBS or SEMA7A, including
MMP9 (black arrow, 82kDa). (right) Quanti�cation of MMP9 signal intensity as fold change to average
PBS. P values determined by one-tailed (C-D) or two-tailed (E) t-test.
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