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Long Noncoding RNA LINC01614 is a Diagnostic and
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Background: The long intergenic non-coding RNA 01614 (LINC01614) is aberrantly expressed in various malignancies, suggest-
ing its role in oncogenesis. However, it has not been well studied in breast cancer.

Methods: The cancer genome atlas databases (TCGA) and public database of breast cancer gene-expression miner (bc-
GenExMiner) were utilized to analyze the prognostic role of LINC01614 in breast cancer. Kaplan—Meier, and Cox regression
analyses were conducted for survival analysis. Nomograms were built to predict survival. We used deconvolution-based methods,
such as TIMER (Tumor Immune Estimation Resource) and CIBERSORT (cell-type identification by estimating relative subsets
of RNA transcripts), to explore the relationship between LINC01614 and immune cell characteristics.

Results: The very abnormal expression of LINC01614 was found in 14 types of malignancy, including breast cancer. The
LINCO01614 was significantly overexpressed in human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2)+, estrogen receptor (ER)+,
progesterone receptor (PR)+, and non-triple negative breast cancer (non-TNBC). According to survival analysis, the higher ex-
pression of LINC01614 was related with poor survival. The co-expressed genes analysis exhibited that LINC01614 was closely
associated with the collagen-associated process and phosphoinositide 3-kinases-protein kinase B (PI3K-Akt) signaling pathway.
Moreover, this study has explored the association among LINC01614 expression, tumor-infiltrating immune cells, and the effi-
cacy of chemotherapeutics.

Conclusions: Our data reveal the expression pattern of LINC01614 in breast carcinoma with different molecular subtypes. The
results also indicated that the LINC01614 could be a novel diagnostic and prognostic marker for breast carcinoma.
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Introduction ports have also shown that IncRNA can serve as promising
diagnostic and prognostic biomarkers in multiple malignan-
cies [7], such as colorectal cancer [8], pancreatic cancer [9],
gastric cancer [10], cervical cancer [11], and so on. Hence,
it is crucial to explore potent IncRNA related with the diag-

nosis as well as prognosis of BC.

Breast cancer (BC) is the most commonly diagnosed
carcinoma in females, accounting for the 2nd leading cause
of cancer-related death (after lung carcinoma), with approx-
imately 43,600 estimated deaths in the USA in 2021 [1].
According to the available epidemiological data, an increas-
ing incidence of breast cancer is observed due to advanced
diagnostic technology and the continuous extension of life
expectancy [2].

LINCO1614, a long intergenic non-protein coding
RNA with 2180 nucleotides, is encoded on chromosome
2q35. It is reported that LINC01614 was abnormally ex-
pressed in several types of carcinomas and was closely as-

Tumor biomarkers have been extensively studied for
their ability to diagnose or predict prognosis with excellent
specificity and sensitivity [3]. Recent evidence shows that
long non-coding RNA (IncRNA) is related closely with the
progression and occurrence of multiple human carcinomas,
including breast cancer [4—6]. Moreover, accumulating re-

sociated with malignant biological behavior and poor clini-
cal outcomes [12—14]. For instance, a previously published
study has shown that LINC01614 promotes pancreatic can-
cer progression through hyperactivating wnt/3-catenin sig-
naling [15]. Also, LINC01614 stimulated the develop-
ment of lung cancer via regulating forkhead box pro-
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Fig. 1. LINCO01614 expression levels in breast tumors and different types of tumors. (A) LINC01614 expression in cancer was

dramatically higher than normal control. (B) The comparison of LINC01614 expression between different kinds of tumors and normal

control. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.

tein P1 (FOXP1) [16]. Nevertheless, the specific role of
LINCO01614 in BC is still not elucidated.

Here, LINC01614 was overexpressed in BC and was
related closely to poor clinical outcomes. We also explored
the association between LINC01614 and tumor-infiltrating
immune cells, as well as the efficacy of chemotherapeutics.
Our findings hint that LINC01614 may serve as a novel di-
agnostic and prognostic marker in breast cancer.

Material and Methods

Data Collection

We extracted the RNA sequencing data as well as as-
sociated clinical characteristics of breast cancer samples
from the cancer genome atlas (TCGA) database (https://po
rtal.gdc.cancer.gov/). We converted the fragment per kilo-
byte per million (FPKM) format of the RNA sequencing
data to transcript per million reads (TPM). Then RNA se-
quencing data was analyzed based on the corresponding
clinical characteristics.

Correlation between LINCO1614 Expression and
Breast Cancer

We compared the expression of LINC01614 in BC and
normal controls. In addition, the LINC01614 expression
level was also investigated in various cancers obtained from
TCGA. The Kaplan—Meier method explored the association
between LINCO01614 expression and survival in the TCGA
and Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) validation datasets.
The be-GenExMiner v4.8 (breast cancer gene-expression
miner v4.8), which included multiple GEO breast cancer
datasets, validated our result. For the overall survival
(OS) analysis, the portal contained 818 patients and was
integrated from five GEO databases, including GSE1456,

GSE20685, GSE42568, GSE43358, and GSE12276.
For the disease free survival (DFS) analysis, the portal
contained 2452 patients and was integrated from five
GEO databases, including GSE1456, GSE4922, GSE6532,
GSE9195, GSE16391, GSE1961, GSE19615, GSE17907,
GSE20711, GSE20685, GSE21653, E MTAB 365,
GSE42568, GSE43358, GSE12276. The log-rank test
detected the significance of the survival difference.
Nomograms were then developed to predict OS as well as
progression-free survival (PFS) using R package “survival”
(version 3.2-10, R Foundation for Statistical Computing,
Vienna, Austria) and “rms” (version 6.2-0, R Foundation
for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria). We estimated
the consistency between the observed outcomes and the
predictions based on the nomogram via the plotting of
calibration curves. R (version 4.2.2, R Foundation for
Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria) was utilized for
statistical analysis.

The Identification of DEGs and Pathway Analysis

Those with Pearson correlation coefficients >0.7 and
p-value < 0.001 were regarded as LINCO01614-associated
differentially expressed genes (DEGs). Then, the Kyoto en-
cyclopedia of genes and genomes (KEGG) and gene ontol-
ogy (GO) enrichment analyses of co-expressed genes were
conducted with the utilization of the R package “cluster Pro-
filer” (version 3.14.3, R Foundation for Statistical Com-
puting, Vienna, Austria). GO analysis consists of three
parts, including molecular function (MF), biological pro-
cesses (BP), and cell composition (CC). The gene set en-
richment analysis (GSEA) was performed by utilizing the
R package “org.Hs.eg.db”.
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Fig. 2. LINC01614 expression levels in different subtypes. Expression of LINC01614 in different subtypes stratified by ER (A), PR
(B), and HER2 (C). (D) The expression of LINC01614 in TNBC and non-TNBC.

Investigation of Tumor-Infiltrating Immune Cells

Expression pattern of LINC01614 related with im-
mune cell characteristics was determined by TIMER (Tu-
mor Immune Estimation Resource) and CIBERSORT
(Cell-type Identification by Estimating Relative Subsets of
RNA Transcripts) methods, which evaluate the immune
infiltration status among breast cancer samples from the
TCGA project. The Spearman correlation analysis explored
association between LINC01614 expression and the im-
mune infiltrated cells. A lollipop diagram illustrates the
correlation coefficients. This analysis was executed by the
R package “ggplot2”.

Association between LINC01614 and Clinical
Treatment

The half inhibitory concentration (IC50) of common
chemotherapeutic drugs in the breast invasive carcinoma
(BRCA) dataset from the TCGA project was calculated.

Difference of IC50 between subgroups stratified by the
LINCO01614 expression was compared with the Wilcoxon
signed-rank test. Results were represented as box drawings
using the R package “ggplot2”.

Results

LINC01614 Expression Profiles in Pan-Cancer
Datasets

TCGA data suggested that LINC01614 expression
was upregulated in breast cancer tissues compared with nor-
mal control (p < 0.001, Fig. 1 A). Moreover, the pan-cancer
analysis also indicated that LINC01614 was overexpressed
in 14 out of 33 cancer types, such as colon adenocarcinoma
(COAD), head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSC)
and bladder urothelial carcinoma (BLCA) (Fig. 1B). Thus,
a significant role may be played by LINC01614 in the de-
velopment of breast cancer.
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Fig. 3. The prognostic value of LINC01614 expression in breast cancer patients. (A) Association between LINC01614 expression
and OS. (B) Association between LINC01614 expression and PFS. (C) Nomograms constructed for OS. (D) Nomograms constructed for
PFS. Variables with an asterisk were proved to be an independent prognostic factors. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.

LINCO01614 Expression Pattern in Distinct Subtypes tor (ER)+, progesterone receptor (PR)+ patients compared
with those with ER— PR—, or HER2—. Moreover, Fig. 2D
The expression of LINC01614 in different molecular ~ showed that LINC01614 was significantly overexpressed
subtypes was analyzed using bc-GenExMiner v4.8, abreast ~ in non-triple negative breast cancer (non-TNBC) patients
cancer-associated web portal based on published transcrip- compared with TNBC.
tomic and clinicopathological data. Fig. 2A—C showed that
LINCO01614 was significantly overexpressed in human epi-
dermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2)+, estrogen recep-
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Fig. 4. Heatmap of the top 61 DEGs significantly correlated with LINC01614 expression in breast cancer. **
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Prognostic Role of LINC01614 in Breast Cancer

The Kaplan—Meier analysis assesses whether
LINCO01614 expression could be used to predict clinical
outcomes of breast cancer. Fig. 3A showed that breast
cancer with upregulated expression of LINC01614 had a
dramatically shorter OS (p = 0.03) than those with low
expression. Regarding PFS analysis, although there is
no statistical difference, patients with a relatively higher
level of LINCO1614 expression had a worse clinical
outcome, especially within the 2—10 years of follow-up
(Fig. 3B). The bc-GenExMiner v4.8 validated our result.
As shown in Supplementary Fig. 1A,B, although there
was no statistical difference, patients with relatively high
LINCO01614 expression had worse OS and PFS, especially
after two years of follow-up, which were similar to our
data. Moreover, after deleting the inconclusive data (equiv-
ocal, indeterminate, or unknown), patients with clinical
data in TCGA were divided into luminal, HER2-positive,
and triple-negative types based on PAM50. As shown in
Supplementary Fig. 2A-C, a survival difference was
seen in each of those subgroups.

Subsequently, prognostic nomograms were designed
by including several variables (ER, PR, HER2, stage, and
LINCO1614 expression). A total point could be calculated
for individual breast cancer patients according to their point
scale in the nomogram. We could forecast the 1-, 3-, and
5-year survival clearly through this approach. For exam-
ple, the clinicopathological features of randomly selected
patients resulted in a total point score of 230, resulting in the
1-, 3-, and 5-year survival of 98.2%, 92.1%, and 82.7%, re-
spectively, for OS (Fig. 3C). Meanwhile, Fig. 3D illustrated
that a total point score of 176 represented the 1-, 3-, and 5-
year survival of 97.6%, 93.6%, and 85.5%, respectively, for
PFS. A higher score was generally related with a poor prog-
nosis. Moreover, a plot of the calibration curves revealed
good consistency between the predicted survival probabil-
ity by the nomogram and the observed survival probability
(Supplementary Fig. 3).

Functional Annotation of LINC01614-Associated
DEGs in Breast Cancer

A Pearson correlation coefficient of >0.7 and p
< 0.001 was set to screen for co-expressed genes of
LINCO1614. As a result, the heatmap of the top 61
DEGs significantly correlated with the LINC01614 expres-
sion pattern (Fig. 4). Subsequently, LINC01614-associated
DEGs in breast cancer were analyzed using GO and KEGG
analysis. GO analysis showed that genes associated with
the BP term were significantly enriched in the collagen
metabolic process, extracellular matrix organization, and
ossification. For the CC term, genes were significantly
enriched in the collagen-containing extracellular matrix.
Moreover, the genes related to collagen binding and extra-
cellular matrix structural constituent were enriched in the
MF term (Fig. 5A). As shown in Fig. 5B, human papillo-

mavirus infection, PI3K-Akt (phosphoinositide 3-kinases-
protein kinase B) signaling pathway, focal adhesion, and
protein digestion and absorption were the top pathways
based on the KEGG analysis. Further, GSEA analysis
showed that LINC01614 was significantly enriched in ECM
receptor interaction, focal adhesion, and steroid hormone
biosynthesis pathway (Supplementary Fig. 4).

Estimation of Tumor-Infiltrating Immune Cells

Since IncRNA may be associated with immune-
related genes, we investigated the association between the
expression pattern of LINC01614 and the tumor immune
microenvironment. As a result, the expression level of
LINCO01614 was positively related to tumor-infiltrating im-
mune cells, such as macrophages, neutrophils, and CD4
memory T cells (Fig. 6A,B). Meanwhile, it was negatively
associated with CD8 T cells, activated natural killer (NK)
cells, T cells regulatory (Tregs), monocytes, and memory
B cells. Based on the Spearman correlation analysis, Fig. 6
displayed a lollipop diagram showing the detailed results.

Analysis of the Correlation between LINC01614 and
Chemotherapeutics

Based on the BRCA (breast invasive carcinoma)
dataset, we attempted to explore the association between
the expression pattern of LINC01614 and the efficacy of
standard chemotherapeutics available in the TCGA project.
Fig. 7 showed that a high expression level of LINC01614
was dramatically related to a high IC50 of chemothera-
peutic agents including cyclophosphamide (p < 0.001), la-
patinib (p < 0.001), palbociclib (p < 0.001), ribociclib
(» < 0.001), and tamoxifen (p < 0.001). These data
hint that LINC01614 could act as a potential predictor for
chemotherapy sensitivity.

Discussion

Even though endocrine therapy and anti-HER2-
targeted therapy have greatly improved breast cancer treat-
ment, the BC patient’s prognosis is still unsatisfactory.
Hence, exploring the underlying molecular mechanisms
and identifying potent prognostic markers and potential
therapeutic targets for breast cancer is noteworthy and clin-
ically relevant.

Researchers have found that IncRNAs are crucial in
cancer pathogenesis and progression [17]. Some pivotal
IncRNAs have been identified as promising diagnostic and
prognostic biomarkers, such as HOTAIR [18], SNHG1
[19], and ANRIL [20]. Moreover, studies have validated
the prognostic value of IncRNAs in breast cancer [21,22].

This study used the TCGA database to analyze the
LINCO01614 expression in 33 cancer types. LINC01614
was found to be abnormally overexpressed in 14 types of
malignancy, especially in breast cancer, which indicated its
oncogenic role in human carcinomas. BC is a heteroge-
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neous disease and can be subdivided into three distinct sub-
types according to three key biomarkers: Luminal group,
HER-2 overexpressing group, and basal-like group, TNBC
[23,24]. Consequently, we further investigated the asso-
ciation between LINC01614 expression and its subtypes.
LINCO01614 was significantly overexpressed in ER, PR, and
HER-2 positive groups.

Further, the TNBC subgroup had a dramatically lower
expression of LINC01614 than non-TNBC subgroups. Sur-
vival analysis showed that patients with relatively high ex-
pression of LINC01614 had poor clinical outcomes, sug-
gesting its prognostic value in breast cancer. The PFS anal-
ysis statistic seems insignificant because of the small sam-
ple size in the TCGA project. Analysis of co-expressed
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genes indicated that LINCO1614 was closely related to the
collagen-associated process. A previous study has shown
that collagen constitutes the major component of the tumor
microenvironment and is included in the process of tumor
fibrosis [25]. Cancer cells could regulate transcription fac-
tors, collagen biosynthesis through mutated genes, and sig-
naling pathways. In turn, collagen can also affect tumor cell
behavior via discoidin domain receptors, integrins, tyro-
sine kinase receptors, and some signaling pathways. More-
over, PI3K-Akt signaling, a cancer-related pathway, was
observed in the KEGG analysis [26].

Recent evidence indicated that tumor-infiltrating im-
mune cells could affect the response to the anti-checkpoint
blockade. For instance, KEYNOTE-001 showed that pa-
tients with more CD8+ T cell infiltration responded bet-
ter to pembrolizumab than those with less infiltration [27].
Moreover, some studies reported that IncRNA could in-
fluence the infiltration level of tumor-infiltrating immune
cells [28,29]. Therefore, a currently acknowledged method,
CIBERSORT, was utilized to evaluate the association be-
tween LINCO01614 expression and tumor-infiltrating im-
mune cells [30]. Our data suggested that LINC01614 was
negatively related with CD8 T cells, activated NK cells,
monocytes, activated memory CD4 T cells, and memory
B cells. This result suggested that high expression of
LINC01614 might be associated with an immunosuppres-
sive state in the tumor microenvironment. Additionally, we
found that LINC01614 expression was associated with sen-
sitivity to chemotherapeutics such as cyclophosphamide,
lapatinib, palbociclib, ribociclib, and tamoxifen, which im-
plied that LINCO01614 could serve as a potential predictor
for sensitivity chemotherapy.

Conclusions

LINCO01614 aberrant expression is an important regu-
lator of biological processes in breast cancer progression.
Our study demonstrated that LINC01614 overexpression
is a reliable diagnostic and prognostic marker, and the
LINCO01614 could be used to predict the sensitivity of some
specific anti-tumor drugs.
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expressed genes; KEGG, Kyoto encyclopedia of genes and
genomes; GO, gene ontology; BP, biological processes;
MF, molecular function, CC, cell composition; GSEA,
gene set enrichment analysis; COAD, colon adenocarci-
noma; BLCA, bladder urothelial carcinoma; HNSC, head
and neck squamous cell carcinoma.

Availability of Data and Materials

The data generated and/or analysed during the current
study are available in the TCGA database (https://portal.g
dc.cancer.gov/).

Author Contributions

WL and YQ—designed the research study; WL, YC,
JC, JY, MS, MY—analyzed the data; WL and YQ—wrote
the manuscript. All authors contributed to editorial changes
in the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final
manuscript.

Ethics Approval and Consent to Participate

Not applicable.

Acknowledgment

Not applicable.

Funding

This work was supported by a grant from the Med-
ical Health Science and Technology Project of Zhejiang
Provincial Health Commission (Grant No. 2022KY641,
and Grant No. 2023KY580). This study was supported by
grant from the Science and Technology Program offered by
the Health Bureau of Zhejiang Province, China (Grant No.
2021KY562).

Conflict of Interest

The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Supplementary Material

Supplementary material associated with this article
can be found, in the online version, at https://doi.org/10.
24976/Discov.Med.202335174.3.

References

[1] Siegel RL, Miller KD, Fuchs HE, Jemal A. Cancer
Statistics, 2021. CA Cancer J Clin. 2021;71(1):7-33. doi:
10.3322/caac.21654

[2] DeSantis CE, Ma J, Goding Sauer A, Newman LA, Jemal
A. Breast cancer statistics, 2017, racial disparity in mortal-
ity by state. CA Cancer J Clin. 2017;67(6):439-448. doi:
10.3322/caac.21412


https://www.discovmed.com/
https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/
https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/
https://doi.org/10.24976/Discov.Med.202335174.3
https://doi.org/10.24976/Discov.Med.202335174.3
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21654
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21412

(3]

(4]

[3]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

Goodall J, Mateo J, Yuan W, et al. Circulating Cell-Free DNA to
Guide Prostate Cancer Treatment with PARP Inhibition. Cancer
Discov.2017;7(9):1006-1017. doi: 10.1158/2159-8290.CD-17-
0261

Bhan A, Soleimani M, Mandal SS. Long Noncoding RNA and
Cancer: A New Paradigm. Cancer Res. 2017;77(15):3965—
3981. doi: 10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-16-2634

Chan JJ, Tay Y. Noncoding RNA:RNA Regulatory Net-
works in Cancer. Int J Mol Sci. 2018;19(5):1310. doi:
10.3390/ijms19051310

Jin H, Du W, Huang W, et al. IncRNA and breast can-
cer: Progress from identifying mechanisms to challenges and
opportunities of clinical treatment. Mol Ther Nucleic Acids.
2021;25:613-637. doi: 10.1016/j.omtn.2021.08.005

Chandra Gupta S, Nandan Tripathi Y. Potential of long non-
coding RNAs in cancer patients: From biomarkers to ther-
apeutic targets. Int J Cancer. 2017;140(9):1955-1967. doi:
10.1002/ijc.30546

Jiang C, Qu S, Liu T, Hao M. Long Noncoding RNA SNHG7 is a
Diagnostic and Prognostic Marker for Colon Adenocarcinoma.
Front Oncol. 2022;12:893591. doi: 10.3389/fonc.2022.893591

Ou ZL, Luo Z, Lu YB. Long non-coding RNA HULC
as a diagnostic and prognostic marker of pancreatic can-
cer. World J Gastroenterol. 2019;25(46):6728-6742. doi:
10.3748/wjg.v25.146.6728

Fattahi S, Kosari-Monfared M, Golpour M, et al. LncRNAs as
potential diagnostic and prognostic biomarkers in gastric can-
cer: A novel approach to personalized medicine. J Cell Physiol.
2020;235(4):3189-3206. doi: 10.1002/jcp.29260

Zhou YH, Cui YH, Wang T, Luo Y. Long non-coding RNA HO-
TAIR in cervical cancer: Molecular marker, mechanistic insight,
and therapeutic target. Adv Clin Chem. 2020;97:117-140. doi:
10.1016/bs.acc.2019.12.004

Chen Y, Cheng WY, Shi H, et al. Classifying gastric cancer us-
ing FLORA reveals clinically relevant molecular subtypes and
highlights LINC01614 as a biomarker for patient prognosis.
Oncogene. 2021;40(16):2898-2909. doi: 10.1038/s41388-021-
01743-3

Wang D, Zhang H, Fang X, Cao D, Liu H. Pan-cancer analy-
sis reveals the role of long non-coding RNA LINC01614 as a
highly cancer-dependent oncogene and biomarker. Oncol Lett.
2020;20(2):1383-1399. doi: 10.3892/01.2020.11648

Wu H, Zhou J, Chen S, Zhu L, Jiang M, Liu A. Survival-Related
IncRNA Landscape Analysis Identifies LINC01614 as an Onco-
genic IncRNA in Gastric Cancer. Front Genet. 2021;12:698947.
doi: 10.3389/fgene.2021.698947

Chen LJ, Wu L, Wang W, ef al. Long non coding RNA 01614
hyperactivates WNT/S catenin signaling to promote pancre-
atic cancer progression by suppressing GSK 3. Int J Oncol.
2022;61(4):116. doi: 10.3892/ij0.2022.5406

Liu AN, Qu HJ, Yu CY, Sun P. Knockdown of LINC01614 in-
hibits lung adenocarcinoma cell progression by up-regulating

[7

—

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23

[l

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29

—

[30]

27

miR-217 and down-regulating FOXP1. J Cell Mol Med.
2018;22(9):4034-4044. doi: 10.1111/jcmm.13483

Schmitt AM, Chang HY. Long Noncoding RNAs in Can-
cer Pathways. Cancer Cell. 2016;29(4):452-463. doi:
10.1016/j.ccell.2016.03.010

Qu X, Alsager S, Zhuo Y, Shan B. HOX transcript antisense
RNA (HOTAIR) in cancer. Cancer Lett. 2019;454:90-97. doi:
10.1016/j.canlet.2019.04.016

Thin KZ, Tu JC, Raveendran S. Long non-coding
SNHGI1 in cancer. Clin Chim Acta. 2019;494:38-47. doi:
10.1016/j.cca.2019.03.002

Lee AM, Ferdjallah A, Moore E, et al. Long Non-Coding
RNA ANRIL as a Potential Biomarker of Chemosensitiv-

ity and Clinical Outcomes in Osteosarcoma. Int J Mol Sci.
2021;22(20):11168. doi: 10.3390/ijms222011168

Zhang W, Guan X, Tang J. The long non-coding RNA landscape
in triple-negative breast cancer. Cell Prolif. 2021;54(2):¢12966.
doi: 10.1111/cpr.12966

Zhang T, Hu H, Yan G, et al. Long Non-Coding
RNA and Breast Cancer. Technol Cancer Res Treat.
2019;18:1533033819843889. doi: 10.1177/1533033819843889
Serlie T, Perou CM, Tibshirani R, et al. Gene expression patterns
of breast carcinomas distinguish tumor subclasses with clinical
implications. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2001;98(19):10869—
10874. doi: 10.1073/pnas.191367098

Onitilo AA, Engel JM, Greenlee RT, Mukesh BN. Breast can-
cer subtypes based on ER/PR and Her2 expression: compari-
son of clinicopathologic features and survival. Clin Med Res.
2009;7(1-2):4-13. doi: 10.3121/cmr.2009.825

Xu S, Xu H, Wang W, et al. The role of collagen in can-
cer: from bench to bedside. J Trans! Med. 2019;17(1):309. doi:
10.1186/512967-019-2058-1

Fresno Vara JA, Casado E, de Castro J, Cejas P, Belda-
Iniesta C, Gonzalez-Baron M. PI3K/Akt signalling path-
way and cancer. Cancer Treat Rev. 2004;30(2):193-204. doi:
10.1016/j.ctrv.2003.07.007

Garon EB, Hellmann MD, Rizvi NA, et al. Five-Year Over-
all Survival for Patients with Advanced Non-Small-Cell Lung
Cancer Treated with Pembrolizumab: Results From the Phase I
KEYNOTE-001 Study. J Clin Oncol. 2019;37(28):2518-2527.
doi: 10.1200/JC0O.19.00934

Wu M, Shang X, Sun Y, Wu J, Liu G. Integrated analysis of
lymphocyte infiltration-associated IncRNA for ovarian cancer
via TCGA, GTEx and GEO datasets. Peer.J. 2020;8:¢8961. doi:
10.7717/peerj.8961

Zhang YY, Li XW, Li XD, et al. Comprehensive analysis of
anoikis-related long non-coding RNA immune infiltration in pa-
tients with bladder cancer and immunotherapy. Front Immunol.
2022;13:1055304. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2022.1055304

Chen B, Khodadoust MS, Liu CL, Newman AM, Alizadeh AA.
Profiling Tumor Infiltrating Immune Cells with CIBERSORT.
Methods Mol Biol. 2018;1711:243-259. doi: 10.1007/978-1-
4939-7493-1 12


https://www.discovmed.com/
https://doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-17-0261
https://doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-17-0261
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-16-2634
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms19051310
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omtn.2021.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.30546
https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2022.893591
https://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v25.i46.6728
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcp.29260
https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.acc.2019.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41388-021-01743-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41388-021-01743-3
https://doi.org/10.3892/ol.2020.11648
https://doi.org/10.3389/fgene.2021.698947
https://doi.org/10.3892/ijo.2022.5406
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcmm.13483
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2016.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2019.04.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cca.2019.03.002
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms222011168
https://doi.org/10.1111/cpr.12966
https://doi.org/10.1177/1533033819843889
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.191367098
https://doi.org/10.3121/cmr.2009.825
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12967-019-2058-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ctrv.2003.07.007
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.19.00934
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8961
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2022.1055304
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-7493-1_12
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-7493-1_12

	Introduction
	Material and Methods
	Data Collection
	Correlation between LINC01614 Expression and Breast Cancer
	The Identification of DEGs and Pathway Analysis
	Investigation of Tumor-Infiltrating Immune Cells
	Association between LINC01614 and Clinical Treatment

	Results
	LINC01614 Expression Profiles in Pan-Cancer Datasets
	LINC01614 Expression Pattern in Distinct Subtypes
	Prognostic Role of LINC01614 in Breast Cancer
	Functional Annotation of LINC01614-Associated DEGs in Breast Cancer
	Estimation of Tumor-Infiltrating Immune Cells
	Analysis of the Correlation between LINC01614 and Chemotherapeutics

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Availability of Data and Materials
	Author Contributions
	Ethics Approval and Consent to Participate
	Acknowledgment
	Funding
	Conflict of Interest
	Supplementary Material

