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Breast cancer is the most common malignancy among women worldwide. Over the last
four decades, diagnostic and therapeutic procedures have improved substantially, giving
patients with localized disease a better chance of cure, and those with more advanced
cancer, longer periods of disease control and survival. However, understanding and
managing heterogeneity in the clinical response exhibited by patients remains a challenge.
For some treatments, biomarkers are available to inform therapeutic options, assess
pathological response and predict clinical outcomes. Nevertheless, some measurements
are not employed universally and lack sensitivity and specificity, which might be influenced
by tissue-specific alterations associated with aging and lifestyle. The first part of this article
summarizes available and emerging biomarkers for clinical use, such as measurements
that can be made in tumor biopsies or blood samples, including so-called liquid biopsies.
The second part of this article outlines underappreciated factors that could influence the
interpretation of these clinical measurements and affect treatment outcomes. For
example, it has been shown that both adiposity and physical activity can modify the
characteristics of tumors and surrounding tissues. In addition, evidence shows that
inflammaging and immunosenescence interact with treatment and clinical outcomes
and could be considered prognostic and predictive factors independently. In summary,
changes to blood and tissues that reflect aging and patient characteristics, including
lifestyle, are not commonly considered clinically or in research, either for practical
reasons or because the supporting evidence base is developing. Thus, an aim of this
article is to encourage an integrative phenomic approach in oncology research and
clinical management.
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1It should be considered that unless the relationship between a biomarker and
disease is causal, then a change to biomarker concentration might not necessarily
reflect a prognostic (or predictive) change.
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INTRODUCTION

Breast cancer is the most common form of cancer affecting
women worldwide, with around two million new cases each
year (1). Breast cancer is the second most common form of
cancer overall and the fifth most common cause of cancer-
specific death (2). Men diagnosed with breast cancer account
for 1% of all malignancies and represent 1% of all cases
of breast cancer worldwide (3). The risk of developing breast
cancer is influenced by many factors, including age, age at
first birth, parity, breast feeding, menopausal status, physical
activity level, body composition, and hereditary factors (e.g.,
mutations in key genes, such as BRCA1) (4). Treatment
for breast cancer has improved over the last four decades
and can consist of a combination of traditional and more
advanced interventions including surgery, chemotherapy,
radiation therapy, hormone therapy, small molecule therapy,
immunotherapy and other targeted approaches (such as mTOR
inhibitors) (5). Although most treatments are very effective, the
clinical profile and characteristics of each patient are unique and
tumor heterogeneity—even among patients with the same TNM
(T: tumor, N: node, M: metastasis) staging—results in patient-to-
patient variation in clinical outcomes. This patient-to-patient
variation in clinical outcomes might partly be due to genetic
factors, including germline mutations (e.g., BRCA1/2 or P53) or
polymorphisms in genes encoding drug metabolizing enzymes
and transporters (e.g., DPYD, TPMT or UGT1A1, involved in
5-fluorouracil, mercaptopurine or irinotecan metabolism,
respectively) (6–8). Although these factors can be assessed, a
challenge that remains is predicting which patients will
respond optimally to different treatment options, and to
stratify patients to provide the best care (9). Difficulties in
managing heterogeneity in the clinical response exhibited
by patients emphasizes the need to consider other factors
when measuring and interpreting predictive and prognostic
biomarkers in breast cancer.

Biomarkers are molecular, histological, radiographical or
physiological characteristics that can be measured as an
indicator of normal biological processes, pathogenic processes,
or responses to an exposure or intervention, including therapy
(10). From a clinical perspective, a biomarker could be described
as an objective observation of the medical state of a patient,
which can be assessed accurately and reproducibly (11). To be
reliable, biomarkers need to be sensitive and specific. Sensitivity
refers to the ability of the biomarker to correctly identify patients
with a disease from the whole population, and specificity refers to
the ability of the biomarker to correctly identify people without
the disease (12, 13). Molecules linked with the presence of cancer
are often referred to as tumor biomarkers or tumor antigens,
where antigens are molecules containing sites that are recognized
by, and interact with, components of the immune system.
Neoantigens are antigens that are generated by somatic
mutations in the tumor, whereas tumor-associated antigens
can also be found in healthy tissues, usually at lower levels
(14). Many classical tumor biomarkers are proteins, and they can
either be located on the cell surface, in the intracellular space or
secreted into body fluids by cancer cells or other local cells in
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response to the tumor(s) (2, 15). Further, many tumor
biomarkers are shared among different cancers with only a few
biomarkers being disease specific (2).

Tumor biomarkers can be categorized based on their role and
time of assessment, including diagnostic, monitoring, predictive
or prognostic biomarkers (16, 17). Diagnostic biomarkers, for
example, show utility in early phases of disease, as they confirm
the presence of a tumor, whereas biomarkers used for
monitoring disease become more relevant following diagnosis
and during treatment, as their serial measurement gives real-time
information of disease status (16). In this review, our focus is
largely on predictive and prognostic biomarkers, given their
utility in establishing the clinical response to treatment.
Predictive biomarkers assess the response or lack of response
to a specific form of therapy, while prognostic biomarkers can
reflect the natural course of the disease and thus can assess
clinical outcomes in the absence of therapy (18). When
interpreting any type of biomarker, the specific endpoint of
analysis should also be taken into consideration (19). Examples
include calculations of progression-free survival or objective
response rates. The increasing relevance of biomarkers in the
management of cancer has led to the development of a number
of agencies who support and advise on the clinical use of
biomarkers, including the American Society of Clinical
Oncology (ASCO) (20–24), the American National Academy
of Clinical Biochemistry (NACB) (25), the European Group of
tumor markers (EGTM) (5, 26), the European Society of Medical
Oncology (ESMO) (27, 28), the National Institute for Health and
Care Excellence (NICE) and the National Comprehensive
Cancer Network (NCCN). Guidelines have also been produced
with the validation steps needed for biomarkers to reach the
clinics, including evaluation of confounding factors, analytical
and clinical validation, demonstration of clinical utility and
regulatory approval (29). Further, a biomarker registry has
been created to compile data from ongoing, completed but not
yet published, and completed studies, as well as those with
negative results, serving as a useful tool for further analyses or
for the design of new biomarker studies (30).

The search for new cancer biomarkers continues, and once
measurements become established, there is often further
validation and refinement, including the assessment of other
biomarkers simultaneously, to improve the sensitivity or
specificity of tests. An additional step, often not undertaken
either for practical reasons or because the supporting evidence
base is developing, is understanding whether cancer biomarkers
are influenced by broader factors, including the characteristics of
patients and their lifestyle. If it could be established, that factors
such as age, physical activity level, or body composition,
influence the concentration or characteristics of a given
biomarker, then accounting for these inter-individual patient-
centric factors, might improve the clinical utility of that
measurement1. Given that first; some biomarkers indicate the
severity of disease and are secreted or expressed by tumor cells
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 616188
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during active disease (31–34), and that second; factors, such as
exercise, physical activity or body composition, are known to
influence disease progression (35–40), then it is conceivable that
there is interaction. Indeed, the effects of age, exercise, and
adiposity, on the composition and function of cells, tissues and
organs, is well established, and there are a variety of mechanistic
links with disease (41, 42). In turn, the composition and
characteristics of tissues that are both local and distant to
tumor sites, could influence the measurement of cancer
biomarkers and also disease progression directly.

The first part of this article summarizes current and emerging
breast cancer biomarkers that are measured in tumors or in
blood (see Tables 1A, 1B and Table 2). The second part of this
article summarizes the effects that aging, exercise or physical
activity, and adiposity can have, on the cellular composition and
function of a variety of cells and tissues, including tumors. In
places, links between these broader characteristics of patients and
overall cancer risk, disease progression, and treatment outcomes
are highlighted. In summary, the overall aim of this article is to
encourage an integrative phenomic approach in oncology
research and clinical management.
MEASUREMENTS IN TUMORS

Estrogen Receptor (ER)
Estrogen receptors (ERs) are nuclear steroid receptors that
operate as transcriptional regulators of several cell processes,
such as proliferation and differentiation, in response, primarily,
to estrogen (45). There are two forms, ER-alfa and ER-beta, and
the majority of ER-positive tumors express the alfa form (49,
120). ER expression is measured by semiquantitative
immunohistochemistry in formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded
tumor biopsies (46). ER expression has proven importance as a
prognostic and predictive factor by identifying which patients
will respond to hormone therapies (e.g., aromatase inhibitors,
tamoxifen and other ER antagonists) informing treatment
decisions, and providing an estimate of overall survival (2). For
almost 50 years, many studies have confirmed both the
prognostic and the predictive value of ER measurements (31,
43) and ER status is used widely in clinics after diagnosis. For
example, a study analyzed data from 4478 breast cancer patients
across seventeen cancer registries in six European countries, to
determine the influence of hormone receptor status on survival
(121). Comparing ER status and relative survival over 5 years, it
was found that women who had been classified as ER positive
had better outcomes (90% survival, 95% CI: 88–92) compared to
ER-negative counterparts (77% survival; 95% CI: 73–78). Among
ER-positive women, tamoxifen treatment was associated with a
10% decrease in relative excess risk of death compared to women
not treated with tamoxifen. Although the majority of studies
examining ER have focused on the alfa form, some reports have
shown prognostic value of the beta isoform, even in ER-alpha
negative tumors (44, 122). Attention has been directed more
recently to mutations in the gene that encodes the ER—so called
ESR1 mutations—because they have been associated with
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 3
resistance to endocrine therapy, especially in metastatic
settings (62).

Progesterone Receptor (PR)
Progesterone receptors (PRs) are also nuclear steroid receptors
that govern processes such as proliferation and differentiation
in response, primarily, to progesterone. There are two
isoforms, PR-alpha and PR-beta, which regulate different
genes (50). PR expression is measured by semiquantitative
immunohistochemistry in formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded
tumor biopsies. In healthy breast tissue, both isoforms
are expressed equally, but some studies have shown a
dysregulation of this balance in breast cancer (47). A large
literature base supports the use of PR status for predicting
clinical outcomes. For example, a study defined both clinical
utility and cut off points of immunohistochemistry for PR status
measurement in a ‘test’ group of 1235 cases of primary breast
cancer receiving endocrine therapy. This study then confirmed
clinical utility for successful therapeutic outcomes in an extra
‘validation’ group of 423 breast cancer patients who underwent
mastectomy and were randomized to either 5 years of adjuvant
tamoxifen treatment or no adjuvant treatment (123). Analysis of
formalin-fixed samples from the 423 patients showed that PR
was a strong and significant predictive factor of both improved
disease-free and overall survival (HR = 0.546, P = 0.0034; HR =
0.595, P = 0.0040 respectively). The PR-alpha/PR-beta ratio has
also been suggested to influence responsiveness to hormone
therapies, with some studies showing that a high ratio of PR-
alpha to PR-beta expression is linked to tamoxifen resistance
(48). Combined with information from assessing ER-status, it is
known that tumors expressing both ER and PR respond best to
endocrine therapies (49).

Human Epidermal Growth Factor
Receptor 2 (HER2)
Human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2; also known
as c-erbB-2, due to the encoding gene, or HER2/neu, due to its
discovery in neuroblastoma rat models (51)), is an epithelial
growth factor oncoprotein, localized in the cell membrane and
involved in communication among cells for proliferation,
differentiation and survival signalling (2). HER2 is commonly
measured in formalin fixed sections of tumor tissue, by
immunohistochemistry, but also by Fluorescence In Situ
Hybridization (56). HER2 status is most commonly used to
identify patients eligible for treatment with HER2-targetting
therapies such as trastuzumab, also known as herceptin (22,
52). HER2 status has prognostic and predictive value, in part, due
to the effectiveness of HER2-targetting therapies. However,
HER2 positivity and overexpression has been associated with
worse prognosis and reduced disease-free and overall survival in
the absence of HER2-targetting treatments (124). In addition,
HER2 expression has been associated with resistance to
endocrine therapy, especially tamoxifen (53, 57, 125, 126) but
has been linked with the success of other chemotherapy
regimens. For example, a study including 638 patients with ER
and/or PR negative tumors and axillary lymph node
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 616188
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TABLE 1A | Measurements made in tumours: singleplex/duplex/quadruplex assays.

Biomarker
or test

Type Detection technique RTCs, meta-
analyses and
other studies

Reviews,
and consensus
papers

Recommendations Used
clinically

ER Singleplex Semiquantitative IHC, FFPE (31, 43–44) (2, 45, 46) ASCO (20): treatment decisions
EGTM (26): treatment decisions
ESMO (27, 28): treatment decisions
NACB (25): treatment decisions; prognosis
(combined biomarkers)

Yes

PR Singleplex IHC, FFPE (47–48) (49, 50) ASCO (20): treatment decisions
EGTM (26): treatment decisions
ESMO (27, 28): treatment decisions
NACB (25): treatment decisions; prognosis
(combined biomarkers)

Yes

HER2 Singleplex IHC, FISH, sequencing; FFPE (51, 52–53–55) (56, 57) ASCO (20): treatment decisions
EGTM (26): treatment decisions
ESMO (27, 28): treatment decisions
NACB (25): treatment decisions; prognosis if
combined

Yes

UPA
and
PAI-1

Duplex ELISA, fresh/frozen tissue, FFPE (32, 58–59) (60, 61) ASCO (20): prognosis newly diagnosed (node−)
ASCO (62): treatment decisions (adjuvant therapy
ER+HER2−node−)
EGTM (26): prognosis (combined biomarkers);
prediction (adjuvant therapy ER+HER2−node−)
ESMO (27, 28): prognosis (node−/+); treatment
decisions (combined biomarkers; early disease)
NACB (25): prognosis; further evaluation for
treatment decisions

Note (A)

P53 Singleplex IHC, TTGE/sequencing, cDNA
microarrays; FFPE

(63, 64–65) (66, 67) ASCO (20, 22): insufficient data for treatment
decisions
EGTM (5): insufficient data
ESMO (27, 28): not mentioned
NACB (25): prognosis (conflicting results)
2007 3rd international workshop on TP53:
prognosis

No

Ki-67 Singleplex IHC, RT qPCR
fresh/frozen tissue, FFPE

(68–69) (70, 71) ASCO (20): insufficient data for prognosis
ASCO (62): not recommended for treatment
decisions
EGTM (26): prognosis if combined
ESMO (28): prognosis ER+HER2−, treatment
decisions (combined biomarkers; adjuvant
therapy)
NACB (25): not mentioned
International Ki67 BC working group (72):
guidelines on use

Yes

D
cathepsin

Singleplex IHC (FFPE); immunoenzymatic or
radiometric assays (tumour
lysates); Western Blotting

(73–74) (75, 76) ASCO (20): insufficient data for prognosis/
prediction
EGTM (5): insufficient data
ESMO (27, 28): not mentioned
NACB (25): prognostic (node−; conflicting results)

No

PSA Singleplex IHC (FFPE), ELISA (tumour
cytosolic extracts)

117 (77–78) ASCO (20, 22): not mentioned for BC
EGTM (5, 26): Not mentioned for BC
ESMO (27, 28): Not mentioned for BC
NACB (25): not mentioned for BC

No

IHC4 Quadruplex
(ER, PR, HER2
and KI67)

IHC, FFPE (79, 80) ASCO (22): Not recommended for treatment
decisions
EGTM (5, 26): not mentioned
ESMO (27, 28): not mentioned
NACB (25): not mentioned
2018 NICE DG34 guidelines: not recommended
for treatment decisions in early ER+HER2-node-
(uncertain analytical validity)
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TABLE 1B | Measurements made in tumours: multiplex assays.

Biomarker
or test

Type Detection technique RTCs, meta-analyses
and other studies

Reviews, and
consensus
papers

Recommendations Used
clinically

TILs Multiplex Microscopy, ICC, flow
cytometry, gene expression;
blood, fresh/frozen tissue, FFPE

(81–82) ASCO (22): insufficient evidence for treatment
decisions
EGTM (5, 26): not mentioned
ESMO (28): prognosis, not treatment decisions
NACB (25): not mentioned
2014 International TILs working group (83):
guidelines/recommendations
2019 St Gallen Consensus: prognosis

No

Oncotype
DX

Multiplex
(21
genes)

RT PCR, FFPE (84–85) ASCO (20, 22): prognosis/prediction (adjuvant
therapy, tamoxifen)
EGTM (26): prognosis/prediction (adjuvant
therapy, tamoxifen ER+HER2−
ESMO (28): prognosis/prediction (adjuvant
therapy; combined biomarkers)
NACB (25): prognosis/prediction (adjuvant
therapy; combined biomarkers)
2018 NICE DG34 guidelines: treatment decisions
in early ER+HER2-node- (adjuvant chemotherapy)

Yes

Mammaprint Multiplex
(70
genes)

Microarray, fresh/frozen tissue,
FFPE

(86–87) ASCO (23): prognosis/treatment decisions
EGTM (26): prognosis/treatment decisions
(adjuvant therapy; invasive)
ESMO (28): prognosis/prediction adjuvant
therapy; combined biomarkers)
NACB (25): not mentioned
2018 NICE DG34 guidelines: not recommended
for treatment decisions in early ER+HER2-node-
(not cost effective)
FDA approved

Yes

Prosigna Multiplex
(50
genes)

Microarray, FFPE (88–89) ASCO (22): treatment decisions (adjuvant therapy,
combined biomarkers, ER+HER2−node−)
EGTM (26): prognosis/ treatment decisions
(adjuvant therapy, combined biomarkers, ER+
HER2−)
ESMO (28): prognosis/prediction (adjuvant
therapy, combined biomarkers)
NACB (25): not mentioned
2018 NICE DG34 guidelines: treatment decisions
in early ER+HER2-node- (adjuvant chemotherapy)
FDA approved

Yes

Endopredict Multiplex
(8
genes)

RT PCR, FFPE (90–91) ASCO (22): treatment decisions (adjuvant therapy
ER+HER2−node−)
EGTM (26): prognosis/treatment decisions
(adjuvant therapy, combined biomarkers, ER+
HER2−)
ESMO (28): prognosis/prediction (adjuvant
therapy, combined biomarkers)
NACB (25): not mentioned
2018 NICE DG34 guidelines: treatment decisions
in early ER+HER2-node- (adjuvant chemotherapy)
Not FDA approved but approved for use in
Europe

Yes

Rotterdam
signature

Multiplex
(76
genes)

Microarray, fresh/frozen tissue (92–93) ASCO (20): insufficient data
EGTM (26): insufficient data
ESMO (28): not mentioned
NACB (25): not mentioned
Not commercially available

No

ASCO: American Association of Clinical Oncology; BC: Breast Cancer; Chemo: chemotherapy; EGTM: European Group of Tumour Markers; ELISA: Enzyme Linked Immunosorbent
Assay; ER: Estrogen receptor; FDA: Food and Drug Administration; ESMO: European Society of Medical Oncology; FISH: Fluorescence In Situ Hybridization; FFPE: formalin-fixed paraffin-
embedded tissue; HER2: Human Epidermal Growth Factor Receptor 2; ICC: Immunocytochemistry; IHC: Immunohistrochemistry; NACB: American National Academy of Clinical
Biochemistry; NICE: National Institute for Health and Care Excellence; PR: Progesterone receptor; PSA: Prostate Specific Antigen; RT PCR: reverse transcription Polymerase Chain
Reaction; RT qPCR: Quantitative reverse transcription Polymerase Chain Reaction; TILs: Tumour Infiltrating Lymphocytes; TTGE: temporal temperature gradient gel electrophoresis; UPA
and PAI: Urokinase plasminogen activator and Plasminogen Activator Inhibitor 1. Notes: (A) Not widely used as fresh or freshly frozen tissue is required.
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involvement, showed that patients with HER2 overexpression
benefited from chemotherapeutic regimens where anthracycline-
based drugs such as doxorubicin were added, compared to HER2
negative patients. The 10-year disease free survival of HER2
positive patients increased from 26% to 41% when treated
with doxorubicin, whereas survival did not change in the
HER2 negative group (40 vs. 41%) (54). In another study, 442
women with node positive breast cancer were randomized to
three different doses of adjuvant chemotherapy, combining
cyclophosphamide, doxorubicin and fluorouracil. Women with
tumors overexpressing HER2 (≥50% overexpression) benefited
the most from high doses of chemotherapy, compared to those
with little or no expression of HER2 (55).

Urokinase Plasminogen Activator (uPA) and
Plasminogen Activator Inhibitor 1 (PAI-1)
Urokinase plasminogen activator (uPA) is a serine protease that
converts plasminogen into plasmin, which has a key role in
degradation of extracellular matrix-components, leading to
release of growth factors implicated in migration and invasion
(60, 61). The proteolytic activity of uPA is regulated by inhibitors
such as plasminogen activator inhibitor 1 (PAI-1). Given the role
of uPA in metastasis, PAI-1 was once thought to be protective,
but studies have shown that this inhibitor is also associated with
tumorigenesis, likely by preventing apoptosis (58) or enhancing
angiogenesis (32). Simultaneous measurement of both molecules
has been shown to have better prognostic and predictive value
compared to measuring them separately (127). Both uPA and
PAI-1 are commonly measured in parallel with enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assays (ELISA) in extracts of the primary tumor,
and general reference cut off levels are 3 ng/mg and 14 ng/mg
respectively. uPA and PA-1 levels have prognostic value in breast
cancer patients regardless of menopausal status (128) and node
status (129, 130), and high levels of both markers have been
significantly associated with shorter overall and disease-free
survival. A prospective randomized control trial showed that
uPA and PAI-1 levels also had predictive value, identifying
lymph-node negative breast cancers with better responses to
adjuvant chemotherapy consisting of cyclophospamide,
methotrexate and 5-fluorouracil (CMF) (131). In this study,
breast cancer patients were stratified into either a high-risk or
low-risk group, depending on whether they had high or low
levels of uPA and PAI-1, respectively. Among the high-risk
group, patients receiving chemotherapy had a 44% decrease in
the relative risk of disease recurrence compared to those who did
not receive treatment (RR = 0.56, 95% CI: 0.25–1.28). Similar
findings have been reported in other studies (59), and future
studies need to confirm clinical utility with other more
commonly used treatment regimens (132).

Tumor Protein 53 (P53)
Tumor protein P53 is a nuclear protein involved in cell cycle
regulation that also acts as a tumor suppressor, binding to DNA
in the presence of damage and triggering either DNA repair
pathways, checkpoint arrest or apoptosis (66). In tumors, one or
both alleles of P53 are commonly deleted and/or mutated (63),
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 6
and this can result in non-functional P53, which, unable to detect
DNA damage, contributes to tumorigenesis. Overexpression of
mutated versions of P53 can promote tumor formation due to
oncogenic gain-of-function activity (67). Traditionally P53 status
is examined by immunohistochemistry in formalin fixed paraffin
blocks, which is useful for identifying overexpression. However,
given the importance of identifying specific mutations, Temporal
Temperature Gradient Gel Electrophoresis, with sequencing of
aberrant migrating bands to determine the nature of mutations, or
cDNA microarrays are now more common. Overexpression of
P53 protein and some mutations have been linked with poor
prognosis and shorter survival (64, 133–137). For example, there
was a significant reduction in disease free survival over 5 years
among 700 women with node-negative breast cancer exhibiting
tumors that were positive for a mutated version of P53. Disease
free survival probability at 5 years was 80% for P53 negative
tumors, 72% for P53 positive tumors with low expression, and
58% for P53 positive tumors with high expression (P < 0.05) (133).
Some studies have supported the predictive value of P53 for
treatment outcomes, as certain mutations (e.g., stop codons,
point or deletion mutations, in regions like the zinc-binding
domain) have been associated with resistance to some forms of
chemotherapy (e.g., doxorubicin, tamoxifen, 5-fluorouracil and
mitomycin, or cyclophosphamide, methotrexate and 5-florouracil)
or radiotherapy (138–144). Other studies on the other hand, have
shown better responses to certain chemotherapy regimens (e.g.
paclitaxel, or epirubicin and cyclophosphamide) among patients
with mutations in P53, such as deletions, transversions or
transitions in exons 4, 6, 8 or 10 (65, 145).

Ki-67
Ki-67 is a nucleic protein that is a marker of proliferation
expressed at higher levels during mitosis (70). It is commonly
assessed by immunohistochemistry, typically using the MIB-1
antibody (71), although examining gene expression using RT
qPCR provides comparable results (68). High Ki-67 expression
in tumor tissue is associated with poorer outcomes (146–149).
For example, a metanalysis of 12,155 breast cancer patients
showed that, in the overall population, Ki-67 expression was
associated with decreased overall (HR 1.95, 95% CI: 1.70–2.24;
P < 0.001) and disease-free survival (HR 1.93, 95% CI: 1.74–2.14;
P < 0.001) (146). Similar results have been shown by other
studies, examining patients undergoing endocrine therapy (150).
On the other hand, some studies have shown that positive
responses to certain forms of therapy can be predicted with
high Ki-67 scores, such as some chemotherapy combinations
(e.g., docetaxel, fluorouracil and epirubicin) in ER positive
tumors (151) or addition of adjuvant chemotherapy to
endocrine therapy in HER2 negative tumors (152). However,
other studies have not been able to prove predictive value of Ki-
67 (69, 153). The International Ki-67 in Breast cancer working
group reviewed the available evidence base and provided
guidelines for the accurate measurement of this marker (72).

D Cathepsin
D cathepsin is a lysosomal aspartyl protease that breaks down
intracellular and endocytosed proteins in most mammalian cells
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 616188
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(75) and is involved in remodeling processes in mammary tissue
(76). D cathepsin can be assessed by immunohistochemistry in
formalin fixed paraffin embedded tumor samples, or
immunoenzymatic assays and radiometric immunoassays in
breast tumor lysates or by Western Blotting. Some studies have
indicated that D cathepsin has prognostic value in primary breast
cancer. For example, in an analysis of 2810 cytosolic extracts of
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 7
breast tissue by radiometric immunoassay, it was shown that
tumors with high levels of D cathepsin had significantly poorer
relapse-free and overall survival regardless of node or
menopausal status (73). In addition, dividing D cathepsin
levels into four quartiles (Q1: 0–33, Q2: > 33–47, Q3: > 47–70,
and Q4: > 70 pmol/mg protein) an association was shown
between patients in the higher quartiles with early relapse and
TABLE 2 | Measurements made in blood: singleplex and multiplex assays.

Biomarker
or test

Type Detection technique RTCs, meta-analyses
and other studies

Reviews, and
consensus
papers

Recommendations Used clinically

CEA Singleplex ELISA,
plasma/serum

(94–95) (2) ASCO (20, 21): monitor treatment (combined
biomarkers, metastatic)
EGTM (5): prognosis (combined biomarkers,
early recurrence)
ESMO (27, 28): not mentioned
NACB (25): monitor treatment (combined
biomarkers)

Occasionally

CA 15.3
&
CA 27.29

Singleplex
(one or the
other)

ELISA,
plasma/serum

(33, 96–97) ASCO (20, 21): monitor treatment (combined
biomarkers, metastatic)
EGTM (5): prognosis (combined biomarkers,
early recurrence)
ESMO (27, 28): not mentioned
NACB (25): monitor treatment (combined
biomarkers)

Occasionally

MCA Singleplex ELISA,
plasma/serum

(98, 99) ASCO (20, 22): Not mentioned (favor: CA15.3 &
CA 27.29)
EGTM (5): Not mentioned (favor: CA15.3 & CA
27.29)
ESMO (27, 28): not mentioned
NACB (25): not mentioned

No

Circulating
HER2

Singleplex ELISA,
plasma/serum

(100, 101–102) ASCO (20, 22): insufficient evidence prognosis/
treatment
EGTM (5, 26): Not mentioned
ESMO (27, 28): Not mentioned
NACB (25): Potential: prognosis/treatment/
prediction/monitoring (undergoing evaluation)
FDA approved

No

Circulating
PSA

Singleplex Immunoassays,
serum

(103, 104) (105–106,
107)

ASCO (20, 22): not mentioned for BC
EGTM (5, 26): Not mentioned for BC
ESMO (27, 28): Not mentioned for BC
NACB (25): not mentioned for BC

No

ctDNA Multiplex PCR or sequencing
techniques, blood

(108, 109) (107) ASCO/CAP (24): complementary to genomic
tests (metastasis), insufficient evidence (early-
stage/monitoring/recurrence)
EGTM (5, 26): not mentioned
ESMO (27, 28): not mentioned
NACB (25): not mentioned
FDA approved (PIK3CA mutation test) (110)

No

CTCs Multiplex Microscopy, flow
cytometry, RT-PCR, blood

(34, 111–112) (113) ASCO (20, 22): insufficient evidence for
treatment decisions
EGTM (5, 26): not mentioned
ESMO (27, 28): not mentioned
NACB (25): prognosis/monitoring (advanced
disease, undergoing evaluation)
FDA approved (CellSearch assay) (114)

No

Circulating
Immune
cells

Multiplex Flow cytometry, blood (115–117) (118, 119) No No
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death. Relapse-free survival probability at 10 years in the group
with highest D cathepsin levels was 36% compared to 55%
among the group with the lowest levels. In addition, overall
survival probability was 43% in the group with the highest levels
compared to the 63% in the group with the lowest levels.
Although other studies have shown similar results (154–156),
the prognostic value of D cathepsin has not been fully established
and is not used routinely. However, some studies have shown
associations with treatment outcomes, as patients with higher
levels seem to benefit from tamoxifen-based therapies (157, 158)
but other studies show no impact (74, 159).

Prostate-Specific Antigen (PSA)
Prostate-specific antigen (PSA) is a serine protease with
chymotrypsin-like activity which is normally released from
the prostate into seminal fluid to increase sperm motility. PSA
is most commonly considered to be a serum biomarker
for the diagnosis, prognosis and progression of prostate
adenocarcinomas. However, PSA is also produced by other
tissues, including the breast, and PSA has received attention in
breast cancer (103). PSA can be detected by different methods,
such as immunoassays in tumor cytosolic extracts, or
immunohistochemistry and studies have shown prognostic
value in breast cancer (77, 160). For example, a study of 174
breast cancer patients measured PSA in samples of tumor cytosol
and found that PSA positive tumors correlated with early disease
stage, smaller tumors and estrogen receptor positivity (77).
Moreover, patients with PSA-positive tumors showed a
significantly lower risk of relapse and death. However, other
studies have not been able to confirm independent prognostic
value for PSA (161, 162). Studies have also linked PSA to
treatment outcomes. For example, in an analysis of tumor
cytosol from 434 patients with breast cancer that had recurred
who were treated with tamoxifen, a significant association was
shown between high PSA and poor treatment response, as well as
poor progression-free and overall survival (P < 0.001) (78).
Further research is needed to confirm the clinical utility of
PSA in breast cancer.

IHC4
Immuno-HistoChemical-4 score (IHC4) is a four-parameter
immunohistochemistry test that measures the ER, PR, HER2
and Ki-67 in formalin fixed paraffin embedded tumor samples.
In 2011, the ATAC trial (Arimidex, Tamoxifen, Alone or in
Combination) examined the prognostic value of combining
those four immunohistochemistry markers among 1125 ER
positive breast cancer patients in comparison with another
multiparameter test—Oncotype DX, or Genomic Health
Recurrence Score—covered in the next section (79). A
prognostic model and a combined score, the IHC4 score was
computed. Results showed independent prognostic value of each
of the immunohistochemical markers, and a prognostic value for
the IHC4 score that was comparable to that of Oncotype DX
(although IHC4 score was slightly more prognostic for distant
recurrences). In turn, the IHC4 score was subsequently examined
and validated in an additional group of 786 ER positive patients.
High levels of the adjusted IHC4 score were shown to be a strong
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 8
prognostic factor for negative outcome (HR = 4.1, 95% CI: 2.5–
6.8). Other later studies have confirmed the utility of IHC4 to
identify ER positive breast cancer patients that have a low risk of
recurrence (80). However, the IHC4 test needs further validation
and investigation in large randomized trials before it can be used
routinely in clinical practice.

Tumor Infiltrating Lymphocytes (TILs)
Tumor infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) reflect the immune
response to the presence of a tumor (81). Most studies have
focused on the predictive value of T cells, but many other
immune cell subtypes are present within tumors, including
natural killer cells, B cells and, despite the common name
referring to “lymphocytes”, macrophages have also received
attention (163). TILs can be detected by several methods
including immunocytochemistry, flow cytometry, gene
expression and semiquantitative histological evaluation by light
microscopy (164). The frequency of TILs varies among the
different breast cancer subtypes, and TILs are typically most
abundant in the most aggressive forms, such as basal-like (ER−
PR−HER−) and HER2-positive tumors (165). Studies have
shown that infiltration of some lymphocyte sub-types, such as
cytotoxic CD8+ T cells and helper CD4+ T cells, B cells and
dendritic cells, are associated with good prognosis and therefore
longer survival. However, studies have also shown that the
infiltration of other cells, including regulatory T cells,
neutrophils, and tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs) with
an M2-like (alternatively activated) phenotype are associated
with worse prognosis (82, 164, 166–168). Studies have examined
the predictive value of TILs in the context of treatment
outcomes, showing significant associations between high
frequencies of TILs and positive responses to anthracycline-
based chemotherapy (166), or to chemotherapy combined with
trastuzumab (81). TILs have received a lot of attention in
research settings, and studies have interpreted results in a
variety of ways, including examining the presence or absence
of cell subtypes, and also their relative abundance. The
international TILs working group meeting in 2013 produced
guidelines for these assessments, yet further work is required for
routine clinical use (83).

Oncotype DX
Oncotype DX, developed by Genomic Health (California, USA;
now part of Exact Sciences, Wisconsin, USA), is a
multiparameter RT-PCR assay that simultaneously measures
the expression of 21 genes in formalin-fixed paraffin embedded
tumor samples. The panel of genes includes 16 cancer-related
genes, such as HER2 and ER, and others implicated in
proliferation and invasion, and also 5 genes for reference (84).
Based on the relative expression of each gene, a recurrence score
is computed classifying patients into three risk categories: low
(recurrence score lower than 18), intermediate (recurrence score
between 18 and 30), and high (recurrence score above 30). The
assay was designed to predict risk in lymph node negative, ER
positive breast cancer patients treated with tamoxifen. The
prognostic value of the Oncotype DX recurrence score has
been extensively validated. High scores are associated with
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shorter relapse-free and overall survival in both lymph node
positive and lymph node negative patients (84, 85, 169–172). The
predictive value of this test is best demonstrated by identifying
patients with ER positive tumors who would benefit most from
adjuvant chemotherapy, regardless of node involvement (170,
172). A study tested the 21-gene recurrence score assay in tumor
samples from the phase III trial SWOG-8814, which included
lymph node negative ER-positive breast cancer patients treated
with either tamoxifen alone or with chemotherapy consisting of
cyclophosphamide, doxorubicin and fluorouracil prior to
tamoxifen (172). The study confirmed the significant
prognostic value of the assay in the tamoxifen alone group as
shown by previous studies. The study also showed a significant
improvement in survival from the addition of chemotherapy to
tamoxifen in the high-risk score group, but a lack of benefit from
chemotherapy in low-intermediate score groups. In the high risk
group, the 10-year estimates for percentage of disease-free
survival were 55% for chemotherapy and tamoxifen vs. 43%
for tamoxifen alone (P = 0.033), and for overall survival, 68% for
chemotherapy and tamoxifen vs. 51% for tamoxifen alone, (P =
0.027), and for breast-cancer specific survival, 73% for
chemotherapy and tamoxifen vs. 54% for tamoxifen alone (P =
0.033). On this basis, Oncotype DX and similar platforms are
routinely used to help decision-making for the use of adjuvant
chemotherapy in ER-positive breast cancer. Further research is
needed to evaluate the use of Oncotype DX among ER
negative patients.

MammaPrint
Mammaprint, developed by Agendia (Amsterdam, Netherlands),
is a multi-parameter microarray-based technique that
simultaneously measures the expression of 70 genes in either
fresh or frozen tumor tissue or formalin fixed paraffin embedded
samples, which produces a recurrence score. In turn, patients are
classified as either low risk with a good prognosis signature, or
high risk with a bad prognosis signature. Several studies have
confirmed the clinical utility of this test to identify patients with
better or worse outcome (86, 173, 174), and to inform clinical
decisions over whether to treat patients with adjuvant
chemotherapy following surgery (175, 176). One of these is the
MINDACT study (Microarray in Node- Negative Disease may
Avoid ChemoTherapy), a prospective randomized trial, which
was conducted with 6693 patients diagnosed with early breast
cancer. In this study, the recurrence risk calculated by
Mammaprint and referred to as genomic risk was compared
with risk calculated by an online decision-making tool for
clinicians that was available at the time (Adjuvant!Online;
referred to as clinical risk) (87, 176). Patients were assigned as
being low or high risk with both scores. There were 1550 patients
with high clinical risk (determined by the online tool) and low
genomic risk (determined by MammaPrint) (176). After
randomization to receive adjuvant chemotherapy or not
following surgery, the difference in survival was small: 1.5%
lower among patients not receiving chemotherapy. Indeed, the 5-
year survival rate without distant metastasis was 95.9% (95% CI:
94.0–97.2) among those receiving chemotherapy compared to
94.4% (95% CI: 92.3–95.9) among patients who were not treated
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 9
with chemotherapy. Thus, MammaPrint is a useful tool for
informing treatment decisions.

Prosigna
Prosigna (also called PAM50 gene signature) is a 50-gene
microarray-based technique developed by Nanostring
technologies (Seattle, USA) for use with fresh and frozen tissue
or formalin fixed paraffin embedded samples. The test classifies
tumors in one of four subtypes: Luminal A, Luminal B, HER2-
positive or Basal-like (88). The test provides a Risk of Recurrence
score (ROR), where low scores (ROR<40) categorize patients as
being low risk, and high scores (ROR>60) categorize patients as
being high risk. Several studies have validated the prognostic value
of Prosigna in postmenopausal women with ER-positive early
breast cancer. For example, a study of 1478 women from the
ABSCSG-8 trial who were being treated with tamoxifen or
tamoxifen and anastrozole, showed that the ROR score from
Prosigna has significant prognostic value (177). This study
showed that the Luminal A subtype presented a lower ROR
score after 10 years compared with Luminal B, emphasizing the
utility of this multiparameter test for predicting the risk of distant
recurrence. Other studies have analyzed the utility of Prosigna for
therapeutic prediction. For example, a randomized controlled
study—the DBCG89D trial—among patients with early breast
cancer treated with either CMF (cyclophosphamide, methotrexate
and fluorouracil) or CEF (cyclophosphamide, epirubicin and
fluorouracil) undertook Prosigna assays on samples from 686
patients and studied associations with distant recurrence, time to
recurrence and overall survival (89). The results showed that
patients from the HER2 subtype presented a significant benefit
from anthracycline-based (epirubicin) chemotherapy, in
comparison with patients from the luminal subtypes, as the time
to distant recurrence was significantly longer in the HER2 subtype
treated with CEF. Further, the benefit of CEF therapy over CMF
was associated with higher ROR scores.

Endopredict
Endopredict is an 8-gene RT polymerase chain reaction
developed by Sividon Diagnostics (Koln, Germany, now part of
Myriad Genetics). The test is usually used with formalin fixed
paraffin embedded samples, and, combined with tumor size and
nodal status, it can predict the clinical risk of distant recurrence
ten years after diagnosis by assigning a score (either low or high).
Endopredict is normally used as a prognostic test for patients
with early breast cancer, who are ER-positive and HER2-negative
(90, 178) however other studies have demonstrated its utility to
inform treatment decisions. A retrospective comparative analysis
of five large clinical trials (GEICAM/9906, GEI-CAM 2003/02,
ABCSG-6, ABCSG-8 and TransATAC trials) analyzed a total of
3746 women, who were treated with either adjuvant endocrine
therapy alone or endocrine therapy plus chemotherapy, and
determined the ability of Endopredict to estimate the 10-year
distant recurrence free interval rates (91). The results showed
that women who received chemotherapy in addition to
endocrine therapy and those who had higher Endopredict
scores, showed significantly lower distant recurrence after 10
years compared to those who only received endocrine therapy.
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Rotterdam Signature
The Rotterdam signature is a multi-parameter microarray-based
technique that analyses tumor expression, in fresh or frozen
tissue, of 76 genes involved in cell death, cell cycle, proliferation,
immune response, survival, cell to cell signaling, DNA
replication and repair. These genes do not overlap with
Oncotype DX or Mamma-Print. The Rotterdam signature—so
called due to its development at the Erasmus Medical Centre in
Rotterdam—was designed for lymph node negative breast cancer
patients, to predict metastatic disease over a period of five years.
The model was validated in 171 breast cancer patients and
showed a significant difference of 40% between good and poor
prognosis groups for distant-metastasis-free survival at 60
months and a difference of 27% between groups for overall
survival. This test could predict distant tumor recurrence
regardless of age, menopausal status and tumor size, and could
identify patients with a better prognosis who could avoid
adjuvant systemic therapy (92). Later studies validated the
Rotterdam signature in a large cohort of node negative breast
cancer patients, including those from the TRANSBIG trial
(network of TRANSlational research by the Breast
International Group) (93, 179). Further research is needed for
this index to be used regularly in routine practice.

Summary of Genetic Profiling Tests
Despite the value of the genetic profiling platforms described
above (i.e. Oncotype DX, MammaPrint, Prosigna, Endopredict
and Rotterdam Signature) to inform treatment decisions, these
tests fail to predict recurrence in a fraction of patients,
particularly in those with luminal subtypes (180). Thus, new or
improved tools are needed to accurately predict recurrence and
avoid undertreatment and overtreatment.
MEASUREMENTS IN BLOOD

Carcinoembrionic Antigen (CEA)
Carcinoembrionic antigen (CEA) is a cell surface glycoprotein
which is a 641 amino acid polypeptide chain that can be released
into blood by tumor cells. It is the most widely used tumor
biomarker in clinical settings and for several cancers, particularly
carcinomas of the bowel (2). This biomarker, normally assessed
by Enzyme-linked Immunosorbent Assay (ELISA) in plasma or
serum, has also received a lot of attention in breast cancer, as
studies examining its prognostic value have shown that high
levels are associated with poorer outcomes (94, 96, 181). For
example, in a prospective study that measured pre-operative
CEA levels in serum among 2062 breast cancer patients, it was
shown that high levels of CEA (>5 µg/L) in 12.7% of the patients
correlated with nodal involvement and larger tumors (96). In
addition, an elevated CEA level was present in 56.3% of patients
exhibiting cancer recurrence. Furthermore, CEA was found to be
an independent prognostic factor for both disease free and
overall survival regardless of node status. In addition, high
CEA was associated with a high probability of metastasis, as all
patients with >7.5 µg/L had recurrences during the follow up
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time. Other studies have examined the predictive value of CEA
and high levels have been associated with poorer responses
to therapy in patients with advanced disease. For example,
in a study of 232 breast cancer patients with recurrent tumors
following mastectomy, an increase of >2 ng/ml after the second
cycle of the therapy correlated with shorter progression-free
survival compared with those with lower/stable levels: 6.7 vs.
17.7 months, respectively (P < 0.001) (95). Furthermore, high
CEA was associated with bone metastases. Despite these
promising results, further studies are required before CEA is
used widely in clinical practice.

CA 15.3 and CA 27.29
CA 15.3 and CA27.29 are mucin-like glycoproteins that belong
to the MUC1 family. Mucins (MUCs) are heavily glycosylated,
high molecular weight glycoproteins with an aberrant expression
profile in various malignancies. The names 15-3 and 27.29 refer
to the specific monoclonal antibodies used for detection. CA 15.3
is most commonly used although CA 27.29 has been shown to
have comparable utility (182). These biomarkers are normally
measured by ELISAs, but also other commercially available kits,
based on radio-, enzyme- or chemi-luminescence. Studies
examining CA 15.3 have shown that high levels of this protein
are associated with worse outcomes and shorter survival (97, 100,
183). For example, one study in 2004 recruiting 600 newly
diagnosed breast cancer patients showed that increased levels
of CA 15.3 prior to surgery (>30 units/L) were associated with
shorter overall survival [hazard ratio (HR) = 2.16, CI, 1.55–3.03,
P < 0.0001], regardless of the type of adjuvant treatment
administered (183). Another study prospectively measured pre-
operative serum levels of CA 15.3 in 2062 breast cancer patients
(96). It was shown that high levels of CA 15.3 (>30 kU/L) in
19.6% of the patients correlated with nodal involvement and
larger tumors. In addition, CA 15.3 was a significant prognostic
factor for disease free survival in the absence of CEA.
Furthermore, rising CA 15.3 assessed with serial blood samples
also predicts poor outcomes. Studies have also confirmed the
predictive value of these biomarkers with several types of cancer
treatment, including chemotherapy. A retrospective study
examined CA 15.3 for predicting response to treatment in 73
patients with locally advanced breast cancer and found that
elevated levels prior to administering of primary chemotherapy
were significantly associated with poor clinical and pathological
response (33). Furthermore, if the elevated levels of CA 15.3 were
sustained following treatment, this appeared to be an
independent predictor of recurrence (P = 0.007). Another
study with 232 breast cancer patients who had recurrent
tumors following mastectomy, analyzed the associations
between CEA and CA 15.3 and the response to therapy (95).
This study found that increased levels of CA 15.3 (an increase of
>15 U/ml) after the second cycle of therapy correlated with
shorter progression-free survival compared with normal levels:
7.7 vs. 17.3 months, respectively for CA 15.3 (P < 0.0001).
Furthermore, elevated levels also correlated with metastases in
the bones. Current evidence does not justify the use of CA 15.3
and CA27.29 for monitoring responses to therapy.
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Mucin-Like Carcinoma Associated Antigen
(MCA)
Mucin-like carcinoma associated antigen (MCA) is another
measurement of MUC-1. Some studies have measured MCA
with other circulating markers, such as CA 15.3, CEA and Tissue
Polypeptide (TPA) (98). Testing two different cut off values for
MCA (11 U/ml and 15 U/ml), it has been shown that MCA is
more sensitive than CA 15.3, CEA or TPA (68 vs. 32%, 10%, 26%
for cut off 11 U/ml and 53 vs. 32%, 16%, 42% for cut off 15 U/ml)
but, less specific than CEA and CA15.3 (42% for cut off 11U/ml
or 73% for cut off 15 U/ml vs. 96% and 97% respectively).
Changes to MCA levels have been related to tumor response to
therapy in metastatic patients and elevated pre-surgical levels
seem to be associated with lower disease-free survival. For
example, a study recruiting 548 participants consisting of 148
primary breast cancer patients, 150 with metastatic breast cancer,
50 patients with benign disease, and 200 participants with no
clinically evident disease, showed an association between higher
pre-surgical levels of MCA with lower disease-free survival,
which appeared to be most significant in those with no nodal
invasion. Also, in the metastatic breast cancer subgroup,
decreases in MCA levels positively correlated with therapeutic
response in 82% of the patients (99). However, few studies have
evaluated the prognostic and predictive value of MCA
individually, precluding its use clinically.

Circulating HER2
The extracellular domain of human epidermal growth factor
receptor 2, also known as extracellular circular domain or ECD,
can undergo proteolytic cleavage and can be released into blood,
and is commonly measured by ELISA. High levels of circulating
HER2 levels have been associated with worse outcomes and
poorer survival, therefore measurement of this protein is a useful
prognostic marker (100, 101). For example, it has been shown
that higher levels of circulating HER2 were associated with a 50%
reduction in overall survival in metastatic breast cancer patients
compared to lower levels (10.1 months, 95% CI: 5.2–13.6 vs. 20.2
months 95% CI: 15.0–28.6, P < 0.001) (100). Some studies have
also shown utility of this marker to monitor cancer recurrence
(184), and the predictive value has been shown by studies
showing that patients with high circulating ECD levels, which
were sustained through treatment, benefited less from
trastuzumab. For example, in a study of 175 breast cancer
patients from the GeparQuattro trial, a >20% decrease in
circulating HER2 throughout the course of treatment was
associated with a 60% chance of pathologic complete response
compared to patients where this decrease was not achieved
through therapy (185). Almost identical results have also been
shown with the response to lapatinib treatment (102).

Circulating PSA
After being secreted by breast cancer cells, PSA likely
accumulates in the tumor microenvironment and eventually
reaches peripheral blood. PSA has been measured in serum
from breast cancer patients, primarily using immunoassays,
and some studies have shown prognostic utility of this
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biomarker in breast cancer management (103, 105, 186).
However, other studies have not been able to demonstrate
prognostic value, despite promising results when PSA is
measured in tissue samples from the tumor (187, 188). In
general, using circulating PSA as a biomarker for breast cancer
among women remains a challenge, as PSA levels are very low
compared to men, and often undetectable (106). Although more
sensitive assays are being developed (104), further research with
large cohorts of patients is required before this marker is used
routinely in breast cancer management.

Circulating Cell-Free DNA (ctDNA)
Apoptotic and necrotic cells can secrete fragments of DNA into
blood, referred to as cell free DNA or cfDNA. If it can be
confirmed that this DNA has come from cancer cells, then this
measurement is better known as circulating tumor DNA
(ctDNA). ctDNA is present at a very low concentration in
plasma and enables non-invasive serial assessments of tumor
characteristics including, assessing point mutations and DNA
methylation in key genes (107). ctDNA is assessed via next
generation sequencing or PCR-based assays. Recently, a ctDNA
assay measuring 110 alpha catalytic subunit of phosphoinositide
3-kinase (PIK3CA) mutations in HER2-negative breast cancer
patients has recently obtained FDA approval (110). Indeed,
studies have confirmed the utility of ctDNA to monitor
metastatic disease. For example, a prospective study examined
plasma from 30 breast cancer patients to compare ctDNA levels,
circulating tumor cells and CA 15.3 levels (108). Using digital
PCR and targeted deep sequencing, somatic mutations or
structural variants in PIK3CA and TP53 genes were screened
for, identified and quantified at different timepoints. It was
shown that the concentration of PIK3CA and TP53 mutations
in plasma significantly positively correlated with increases in
tumor burden, with high levels reflecting progressive disease in
89% of the cases and being associated with shorter overall
survival (P < 0.001). Furthermore, it was suggested that ctDNA
analysis could be predictive of therapeutic response earlier than
CA 15.3 and circulating tumor cells. Other studies have shown
that measurement of ctDNA can identify mutations linked to
resistance to certain treatments, such as anti-HER2 therapy, and
therefore predict treatment failure (109). However, further
research is needed via more high-quality prospective studies,
and standardized methodology, before it is used routinely in
all clinics.

Circulating Tumor Cells (CTCs)
Circulating tumor cells (CTCs) can be found at very low
frequency in blood and just a few CTCs per 10 ml of blood
can predict an aggressive primary tumor or metastasis (20).
CTCs are a heterogeneous group of cell types, such as epithelial
tumor cells, epithelial-to-mesenchymal cells and cancer stem
cells (29). Given their low frequency, enrichment procedures and
highly sensitive assays are required to measure them, and CTCs
can be quantified via microscopy, flow cytometry or using RT-
PCR (113). One of the widely used techniques is the CellSearch
Assay, which has had FDA approval for prognostic and
predictive use in metastatic breast cancer (114). CellSearch
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identifies circulating epithelial tumor cells, defining the CTC
phenotype as EpCAM+ (Epithelial cell adhesion molecule),
Cytokeratins (8+, 18+, and/or 19+), DAPI+ and CD45−, and
only counts intact cells (intact cell >4 microns). Other methods
are used in research settings, including flow cytometry, RT-PCR,
gene expression arrays, and Fluorescence In Situ Hybridization.
A study recruiting 99 metastatic breast cancer patients,
enumerated CTCs using CellSearch after the second cycle of
chemotherapy and showed that patients with ≥5 CTCs per 7.5 ml
of blood exhibited reduced overall survival (8.7 months vs. 38.5
months, P < 0.001) and reduced progression-free survival (3
months vs. 9.4 months, P = 0.001) compared with patients who
had < 5 cells per 7.5 ml of blood (34). In addition, the clinical
benefit rate was also considerably lower (44 vs. 77%, P = 0.0051).
Similar results were obtained in another prospective study, with
metastatic patients before they started a new line of treatment
(111). Finally, some studies have shown that CTCs can predict
early relapse after neoadjuvant chemotherapy and shorter overall
survival (189) and can predict treatment outcomes (112). Further
validation studies and standardization is required for integration
in clinics.

Immune Profiles
The phenotype and function of immune cells, as well as the T cell
repertoire and diversity in blood, have been examined for
predictive and prognostic utility in the context of breast
cancer. While an individual’s immune profile prior to a cancer
diagnosis might influence clinical outcomes, cancer itself and/or
treatment of the disease might exacerbate immunosenescence,
changing immune profiles, leading to poor outcomes (190). In a
study of 88 breast cancer patients with metastasis treated with
cyclophosphamide or paclitaxel based chemotherapy regimens,
extensive immunophenotyping was conducted in peripheral
blood using flow cytometry (115). It was shown that among
patients treated with paclitaxel, higher frequencies of naïve
CD4+ or CD8+ T cells (CD45RA+CD95−CD27+CD28+) were
associated with worse prognosis, as they correlated with shorter
breast cancer specific survival (CD8+: 28.7 vs. 12.6 months,
HR = 0.32 95% CI: 0.15–0.67, P = 0.0028; CD4+: 29.4 vs. 15.1
months, HR = 0.45 95% CI: 0.22–0.91, P = 0.027). In these
patients, however, higher frequencies of CD11c+ dendritic cells
were linked to better outcomes (13.4 vs. 25.3 months, HR = 4.60
95% CI: 1.23–17.1, P = 0.023). In the cyclophosphamide-treated
group, CD14+ monocytes were also associated with good
prognosis. Another study of 89 women with metastatic breast
cancer showed that a CD8+CD28− cells were significantly
increased compared to age-matched healthy women, and the
frequency of these cells negatively correlated with progression
free survival. The median survival was on average 2 months less
(P < 0.001) among patients with high frequencies of CD8+
CD28− cells (≥24.0% of the CD8+ T cell pool) compared to
patients with a lower frequency (<24.0%) (191).

Some studies have examined whether the capacity of T cells to
recognize tumor-associated antigens is a predictive or prognostic
factor in breast cancer, and in turn, whether other aspects of
immunosenescence influence this response. For example, the
frequency of regulatory T cells and Myeloid derived suppressor
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 12
cells (MDSCs: Lin−CD14+HLA-DR−) and HER2-specific T cells
were examined among 40 patients with breast cancer prior to
treatment (192). Patients exhibiting HER2-reactive T cells with
a lower frequency of MDSCs had a 100% rate of survival after
5 years, compared to 38% of patients without HER2-reactive
T cells with higher frequencies of MDSCs (P = 0.03).
Furthermore, patients without HER2-reactive T cells and with
higher levels of regulatory T cells had a 50% chance of survival
compared to 100% survival of patients who mounted an anti-
HER2 response with lower frequencies of regulatory T cells (P =
0.03). This survival advantage appeared to be independent of
metastases (192). Moreover, T cell receptor diversity and
clonality was studied in a group of 26 breast cancer patients. It
was shown that HER2-positive patients displayed greater highly
expanded clone ratios among the CD8+ T cell repertoire and that
greater heterogeneity during chemotherapy was associated with a
better clinical response (116).

Finally, there is concern that the overall immune profile
of individuals , especial ly those exhibit ing signs of
immunosenescence, could influence the effectiveness of some
immunotherapies (193) such as the monoclonal antibodies
atezolizumab and avelumab for treating breast cancer by
targeting PD-L1 (Programmed death ligand 1). This ligand can
be expressed by tumors and other local cells (e.g., fibroblasts,
endothelial cells, antigen presenting cells, myeloid derived
suppressor cells) and inhibit tumor infiltrating T cells and NK
cells which express PD1. Perhaps counter-intuitively, although
PD-L1 is generally expressed at low levels (around 10%) on
tumor cells, it has been shown that expression level positively
correlates with a higher pathological complete response rate to
neoadjuvant chemotherapy (117). However, PD-L1 expression
appears not to be a good predictor of the response to PD-L1
targeting therapies (118). Taken together, these findings
emphasize the importance of a strong anti-tumor immune
response, hence the development of anti-PD1 therapies which
target T cells and NK cells directly, such as pembrolizumab
(118). Indeed, the capacity to mount a strong anti-tumor
response is likely to be influenced by the characteristics of the
patient such as immunosenescence but also the characteristics
of the tumor given that tumor mutational burden is a strong
predictor of the effectiveness of anti-PD1/PD-L1 treatment
(118, 119).
THE RELEVANCE OF AGING AND
LIFESTYLE FOR CANCER BIOMARKER
PROFILING AND DISEASE PROGRESSION

Aging Influences Tissues and Blood
Aging is a temporal and progressive decline in the integrity of
different physiological systems in an organism, consisting of
tissue-specific changes characterised by processes such as
inflammation and cellular senescence (41). These changes
affect the functional properties of most cells, tissues and
organs. One feature of aging is a gradual accumulation and
redistribution of adipose tissue and a change to its cellular
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composition (194). The accumulation of adipose tissue is
prominent within the abdominal cavity, but ectopic deposition
also occurs around organs and within skeletal muscle (195, 196).
Aging contributes to dysfunction of adipose tissue, characterised
by changes to the tissue microenvironment at structural and
cellular levels, resulting in abnormal secretions derived
predominantly, from adipocytes and resident immune cells
(197). Changes to the tissue include adipocyte hypertrophy,
hypoperfusion, hypoxia, impaired insulin signaling, and
accumulation of macrophages with a pro-inflammatory
phenotype and infiltration of other inflammatory immune
cells, such as sub-populations of T cells. In turn, adipose tissue
dysfunction contributes toward a change in physiology at a local
level (e.g., effects on the surrounding tissues, which could
include, tumors for example) but also at a systemic level (e.g.,
low-grade inflammation and insulin insensitivity). Aging is also
associated with a decline in muscle mass, muscle strength and
changes to the myokinome (198–200). This muscle secretome
consists of many cytokines and other soluble mediators
produced by skeletal muscle in response to contractions during
exercise. These so-called “exercise factors” are released into the
circulation and exert endocrine or paracrine functions in other
cells, tissues or organs, which has relevance for disease risk and
progression (201). Interleukin-6 (IL-6) is the most well-
characterized myokine and its roles when secreted from muscle
are considered to be positive rather than pro-inflammatory, and
include promoting glucose uptake, insulin sensitivity, lipolysis
and fatty acid oxidation. However, in other contexts IL-6 is
considered a mediator of inflammation, and so this cytokine is
sometimes referred to as being pleiotropic; whereby depending
on the context and the site of production, it can be pro- or anti-
inflammatory (202, 203).

Inflammation is a self-limiting process which consists of
a complex network of chemical signals triggered in the
presence of damage for healing purposes, upon infiltration
of pathogens as part of an immune response, or due to
adipose tissue dysfunction (204). Inflammation can directly
affect pathogens, such as by C-Reactive Protein activating
complement (205), interferons limiting viral replication or by
stimulating other immune processes, including attracting
immune cells (206). The term inflammaging refers to the
sustained low-grade inflammation that is characteristic of
aging, and consists of higher levels of cytokines, such as IL-6
and TNF-alpha, increased levels of glucocorticoids and decreased
levels of insulin-like growth factor 1 (207). Inflammaging has
also been associated with deregulation of the complement
pathway and increased activation of coagulation processes
(208). Inflammaging leads to, or is part of, the age-associated
decline and functional deterioration of immune competency,
referred to as immunosenescence (209). The most accepted
hallmarks of immunosenescence are lower numbers of naïve T
cells and higher numbers of memory T cells, particularly within
the CD8+ T cell pool (210). Sustained antigenic stimulation due
to viral infection, especially Cytomegalovirus (CMV), drives these
changes among T cells, but some cells accumulate with age per se
(211), or as a result of other infections or perhaps even
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sub-clinical malignant transformation (212–214). Further,
aging leads to impaired function of neutrophils, dendritic cells
and natural killer cells, and increased frequencies of regulatory T
cells and myeloid-derived suppressor cells (215). Most of these
changes are very evident and well established in blood, but
research characterizing inflammatory and immunological
processes in tissues is limited.

Although it is likely that key mechanistic links between aging,
cancer risk and tumor progression feature within inflammatory
and immunological processes, it is important to emphasise that
aging affects the structure and function of almost all aspects of
physiology (41). In principle, a positive development in cancer
care would be to incorporate measurements of aging into routine
clinical tests and decision making to provide an estimate of
a patient’s biological age. Despite the quest for a single and
easily measured biomarker of aging, a range of blood and
tissue biomarkers would need to be assessed. Aside from
inflammatory and immunological parameters, assessing age-
associated changes to a variety of body systems might be
recommended, including the cardiovascular system (e.g., blood
pressure, homocysteine), metabolic health (e.g., cholesterol,
glucose, leptin), the central nervous system (e.g., amyloid b42,
Tau), the hypothalamic pituitary axis and sympathetic nervous
system (e.g., cortisol, DHEA, IGF-1, adrenaline, noradrenaline)
(216). In addition, a number of genetic markers have been
proposed, such as particular alleles of apolipoprotein E,
polymorphisms in the gene encoding angiotensin-converting
enzyme, mutations in mitochondrial DNA, telomere length,
and many epigenetic changes (216–218). Recent emphasis has
been placed on measuring the accumulation of senescent cells
with aging. For example, by assessing DNA damage pathways
and cyclin-dependent kinase inhibitors (e.g., p16INK4a),
characterizing a senescence-associated secretory phenotype and
apoptosis resistance, or determining morphological changes,
such as lysosome accumulation (e.g via beta-galactosidase
activity) or plasma membrane disturbances (e.g., caveolin-1
upregulation) (219). Finally, it might be recommended that a
panel of aging biomarker measurements are interpreted
alongside integrated whole-body measurements of physical
functioning and frailty (e.g., sit-to-stand tests, walking tests,
muscle function tests) (220).

Aging Influences Tumor Progression
and Cancer Outcomes
Given the constellation of changes that happen over the life
course as time elapses, both chronological and biological aging
are associated with increased cancer risk. Older people are more
likely to get cancer, the majority of cases occur in people over 65
years of age (221). Given that life expectancy has significantly
increased in the last century (222), around 30% to 40% of
patients with breast cancer are over 70 years of age (223), and
yet this population is underrepresented in clinical trials (224).
Older age is associated with faster disease progression, and more
complications, including treatment resistance (225). Indeed,
menopausal status has a very strong influence on breast cancer
risk, tumor characteristics, and disease progression (226).
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Although poor outcomes among older adults might be
influenced by late/delayed diagnosis and undertreatment, a
variety of other age-associated mechanisms likely contribute, of
which some, interact with inflammation.

Deregulation of normal inflammatory processes is
characteristic of aging, including a sustained release of pro-
inflammatory cytokines, which can damage cells, and lead to
an accumulation of damaged cells in tissues, which could
conceivably progress into a malignancy (215, 227). Moreover,
reactive oxygen species released by neutrophils in inflammatory
settings can also damage cells, by oxidizing proteins, lipids and
DNA (228). Once a tumor has developed, the levels of some
cytokines have been associated with worse outcomes among
patients. This is the case of IL-6, for example, as high serum
levels appear to be linked with higher rates of metastasis and
shorter survival in breast cancer patients (229, 230). Indeed,
mechanistic studies have implicated IL-6 treatment resistance.
For example, an in vitro study of drug-sensitive and drug-
insensitive breast cancer cell lines showed that IL-6 was
present at a high concentration in the media of drug-
insensitive cells, but absent in the media of drug-sensitive cells
(231). In addition, pre-treatment of drug-sensitive cells with IL-6
for 10 days caused an 8–10 fold increase in the resistance to the
chemotherapeutic agent doxorubicin, and when drug-sensitive
cells were transfected to constitutively express the IL-6 gene,
drug resistance was shown to be 70-fold higher as compared with
the drug-sensitive cells. Thus, it is conceivable that inflammaging
could be one explanation for the treatment resistance that is
sometimes seen among older people.

While several cytokines have well-established pro-tumor
effects (e.g., IL-1, IL-4, IL-6) and can be produced by tumors
directly in an autocrine manner (232), not all cytokines
contribute toward pro-tumor processes. Indeed, many
cytokines may elicit anti-tumor effects, including IL-2, IL-12,
IL-15, IL-21, IFN-alfa and Granulocyte-Macrophage Colony-
Stimulating Factor GM-CSF (233). Some of these cytokines
have anti-inflammatory roles and can interfere with cancer
progression, either by enhancing anti-tumor immunity—
stimulating certain immune cells—or by exerting direct anti-
proliferative or pro-apoptotic actions on tumor cells directly
(234). These properties have been explored in cytokine-based
immunotherapy trials, either as monotherapy or in combination
with other therapeutic agents (235). IL-2, for example, promotes
survival, expansion and differentiation of activated NK and T
cells, and its use in immunotherapy is approved for the treatment
of metastatic disease in renal cell carcinoma and melanoma
(236). IFN-alfa has been shown to exert anti-proliferative, pro-
apoptotic and anti-tumor activity on cancer cells, and is
approved to treat Hairy cell leukemia, AIDS-related Kaposi’s
Sarcoma, Chronic Myelogenous Leukemia, Malignant
Melanoma and Follicular lymphoma (237). However,
challenges remain with these therapies, including short half-life
of the cytokines, low response rates and frequent adverse events
with high doses (238). However, it is conceivable that in older
adults who might exhibit lower basal levels of IL-2 or IFN-alfa, or
might have an impaired capacity to produce these cytokines
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 14
(239, 240), these individuals might exhibit a greater risk of cancer
and poorer anti-tumor responses. Indeed, the shift to a pro-
inflammatory phenotype is well-known with aging (241) and
some evidence shows this profile is reversed in extremely old
populations, termed ‘anti-inflammaging’ (242, 243).

More broadly, other aspects of an aging immune system
have been linked with unexpected hospitalisations during
chemotherapy and limited effectiveness of some treatments—in
particular immunotherapies—among older people (244–246). It
is thought these effects might be partly attributed to the
reduction of the naïve T cell pool, as this translates into an
impaired ability to recognise and eliminate malignant cells. In
addition, the senescence associated secretory phenotype (SASP)
that some cells in aging tissues adopt, characterized by aberrant
production of a range of cytokines, growth factors, proteases, and
chemokines, could also play a role in tumorigenesis and
progression (247). Finally, studies have shown that other
markers of immunosenescence, including high frequencies of
CD8+CD28− T cells, regulatory T cells, and myeloid-derived
suppressor cells are associated with shorter survival (191).

Aging Influences Cancer
Biomarker Profiles
Evidence shows that the levels and characteristics of some cancer
biomarkers, that are routinely measured in tissues and in blood,
can be influenced by aging, which could affect the interpretation
of clinical measurements and treatment outcomes. For instance,
cross-sectional studies have shown that simple biomarkers
measured in plasma, which are implicated in cancer risk and
disease progression, can be influenced by aging (and also other
factors that change with aging, including physical activity and
body composition). For example, 77 cancer and inflammatory
biomarkers were assessed in plasma from 1005 individuals from
the Northern Sweden Population Health Study, and the influence
of 158 inter-individual factors, was assessed (248). The results
showed that 18 factors including age had a significant influence
on the levels of one or more of 52 of the 77 biomarkers (248). In
another study, plasma IGF-1 and serum IGFBP-3 were assessed
in samples from 364 women with intraepithelial neoplasia or
early invasive breast cancer and compared to 376 unaffected
women (249). Women with early breast cancer had 21% higher
IGF-1 and 19% higher IGFBP-3 than unaffected women,
however IGF-1 levels were negatively associated with age (and
also BMI) across all groups (249). Similar relationships have been
shown with other biomarkers, for example, preoperative serum
levels of CEA were shown to significantly positively correlate
with age at diagnosis and menopausal status (250).

Some of the strongest evidence of aging influencing cancer
biomarkers comes from studies that have considered the
menopause. For example, differences in tumor characteristics
were examined among 428 pre- and post-menopausal women
(251). Compared with post-menopausal women, pre-
menopausal women had significantly larger tumors (21% of
pre-menopausal women had tumors of >5cm of diameter vs.
12% of post-menopausal women, P = 0.047). In addition, pre-
menopausal women were more likely to have lymph node
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metastasis (77% of pre-menopausal women had positive axillary
lymph nodes vs. 56% of post-menopausal women, P < 0.001) and
more likely to have a positive expression of estrogen and
progesterone receptors (ER: 56% of pre-menopausal women
had positive expression vs. 44% of post-menopausal women,
P = 0.002. PR: 52 vs. 41%, respectively, P = 0.014). Finally, pre-
menopausal women had tumors with a greater proliferative
capacity as shown by the higher likelihood of KI-67 positivity
(33% of pre-menopausal women were KI-67 positive vs. 22.8%,
of post-menopausal women, P = 0.017). Post-menopausal
women, on the contrary, had significantly higher likelihood of
expression of HER2 (pre-menopausal women: 2% vs. post-
menopausal women: 19%, P = 0.038). Menopausal status also
influences treatment decisions, and post-menopausal women
were significantly more likely to have breast conserving surgery
(P = 0.004), chemotherapy (P = 0.007), radiotherapy (P = 0.008),
and endocrine therapy (P = 0.025) than pre-menopausal women.
These results highlight important differences in breast tumors
depending on menopausal status, which translate into differences
in treatment and outcomes. However, other studies have
suggested that age itself may be a stronger determinant of
biological and etiological heterogeneity in breast tumors than
menopausal status (252).

Aging in general is associated with particular molecular
subtypes of breast cancer and a differential expression of some
tumor biomarkers. For example, a study evaluated several
makers by immunohistochemistry in different subtypes of
invasive breast cancer among two groups (162 women ≤40
years and 100 women ≥50 years) (253). The results showed
that Triple Negative Breast Cancer and HER2 subtypes were
more common among young women. Furthermore, young
women were more likely to have ER-negative tumors overall
(253). In this work, tumor size and characteristics (ER, PR,
HER2, Ki-67 and p53) were also compared (253). tumors from
younger women were found to be significantly larger than those
from older women; approximately 1.03 cm larger on average (P =
0.01). In addition, there was a significant quantitative differential
expression of the tumor biomarkers on the basis of age. Younger
women presented with lower expression levels of ER and PR
(25% lower for ER, P < 0.01 and 10% lower for PR, P = 0.03), and
higher levels of Ki-67 and P53 overexpression (10% higher for
Ki-67, P = 0.01 and 13% higher for P53, P < 0.01) compared with
women in the older group. Another study evaluated the influence
of both age and menopausal status on several prognostic
biomarkers in 1226 patients with operable primary breast
cancer (254). Patients were divided into four groups: ≤40
years, premenopausal >40 years, postmenopausal <75 years
and ≥75 years. The results showed that youngest patients had a
worse prognosis, which improved with increasing age. Younger
patients had the highest infiltration of TILs (P < 0.001), greatest
p53 and Ki-67 expression (both P = 0.01) and the lowest
expression levels of ER (P < 0.001). Finally, ER was also
influenced by menopausal status, as expression level was
higher in postmenopausal women compared to pre-
menopausal counterparts (P < 0.001). Similar results have been
found in larger studies (255). For example, by assaying 3800
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tumor samples, significant inverse correlations with age and
biomarkers of tumor growth and genetic instability (e.g., Ki-67
and p53 positivity) and growth factor receptor over expression
(e.g., ErbB2+ or EGFR+) were shown (all P = 0.05), and among
ER+ tumors, ER expression was significantly positively
correlated with age (P < 0.0001). Likewise, a potential age-
related association between HER2 and PR was evaluated in a
study that examined 1104 ER positive tumors (divided into two
age groups, 173 women of ≤45 years and 931 women
of >45 years). There was an inverse relationship between HER2
and PR only in the group of women >45 years old (P =
0.001) (256).

There is an increasing interest on how factors such as age can
affect TILs. A study examined TILs in young (35–45 years),
middle-aged (55–65 years) and older (>70 years) patients with
luminal B (ER+PR+HER2−) breast cancer (257). TILs were
phenotyped using CD3, CD4, CD5, CD8, CD20, CD68 and
FOXP3 with immunohistochemistry. The results showed that
increasing age was associated with a decrease in the overall
percentage of stromal TILs in biopsies (P = 0.025). In addition,
age had a significant effect on the composition the tumor/
immune infiltrate, including a lower density of certain immune
cells identified using CD3, CD5, CD8 and CD20, which was
significant in all tumor regions (P < 0.042). The proportions of
CD8+ TILs also decreased significantly with age in all tumor
regions (P < 0.0001). However, the distribution patterns of
TILs across each tumor region did not differ with age.
Likewise, another study quantified the abundance of the
immune cell infiltrate (B cells, CD4+ and CD8+ T cells,
neutrophils, dendritic cells and macrophages) in tumors using
transcriptome datasets. It was shown that there were no
significant differences in the frequency or composition of TILs
between age groups (young group: <40 years, old group: ≥40
years), but high levels of TILs, and in particular, CD8+ T cells,
were associated with better clinical outcomes (P < 0.04) in
women under 40 years of age (258).

Other studies have examined whether the multi-parameter
molecular profiling tests, including IHC4, Oncotype Recurrence
Score (RS) and Prosigna Risk of Recurrence Score, are influenced
by age (259). Data from 940 women in the transATAC trial was
split across three age groups (group 1: ≤59.8 years, group 2: 59.8–
68.2 years and group 3: >68.2 years). The results showed that the
prognostic performance of all molecular scores significantly
differed with age, with the lowest scores among older patients.
For example, for both IHC4 and Oncotype RS, their prognostic
value appeared to be strongest in the lowest age group or group 1
(IHC4: group 1 HR = 3.01, 95% CI: 1.99–4.53, vs. group 2: HR =
1.67, 95% CI: 1.23–2.26 vs. group 3: HR = 1.64, 95% CI: 1.25–
2.15. Oncotype RS: group 1: HR = 2.16, 95% CI: 1.62–2.87 vs.
group 2: HR = 1.39, 95% CI: 1.16–1.66 vs. group 3: HR = 1.38,
95% CI: 1.11–1.73). However, Prosigna had the most prognostic
value in women between 60 and 68 years or group 2 (group 1:
HR = 3.87, 95% CI: 2.21–6.78 vs. group 2:HR = 4.51, 95% CI:
2.87–7.10 vs. group 3: HR = 1.83, 95% CI: 1.28–2.60). The
influence of age on other more recent biomarkers, including
CTCs and ctDNA has also been examined. For example, one
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study has reported a significant positive association between
older age and ctDNA positivity among 31 primary breast cancer
patients scheduled for neoadjuvant chemotherapy (260).

An Active Lifestyle Is Associated With
Better Cancer Outcomes
In addition to the robust evidence linking a physically active
lifestyle with a reduction in breast cancer risk (261), studies are
beginning to show that both exercise and physical activity are
beneficial during cancer treatment and in the years after. The
terms “exercise” and “physical activity” are sometimes used
interchangeably, and there is an important distinction that has
implications for the recommendations made in a cancer setting.
For example, the term ‘‘physical activity’’ includes leisure-time,
occupational, home-based and transport-related activities, some
of which, might be undertaken as normal activities of daily living.
The term “exercise” refers to a component of physical activity
(within the leisure-time domain) and comprises physical
activities that are planned, structured, repetitive and
undertaken for the purpose of improving or maintaining
components of physical fitness and/or sporting performance
(262). In many studies, individuals are referred to as being
‘‘active’’ or ‘‘inactive’’ and these terms infer that individuals
undertake (or fail to undertake) a defined level of physical
activity (e.g., such as the recommendations published by the
World Health Organization). Overall, patients with cancer are
advised to lead a lifestyle that is as active as symptoms allow,
whether this is through structured exercise or being physically
active via activities of daily living, and specific guidelines have
been developed for all stages of disease (263–265). For example,
in general, patients are recommended to undertake around
150 min of moderate-intensity physical activity each week,
which if achieved in a structured way, could be in bouts of
around 30 min on 5 days of the week. Alternatively,
recommendations also promote around 75 min of vigorous
physical activity per week and advise supplementing this
aerobic exercise with strength training on at least two days of a
week. These recommendations are largely based upon those
advocated by the World Health Organization and other bodies
for the general population (266). However, very recently, more
specific recommendations have been developed for patients with
cancer, focusing in particular, on structured exercise training
(267). For example, unique recommendations have been made
for patients with complications (e.g., metastases) and for
targeting particular side-effects and symptoms of disease and
treatment (e.g., anxiety, fatigue, lymphedema, physical function)
(267). For example, to counter fatigue, aerobic exercise training
at moderate intensity for at least 12 weeks, exercising for 30 min
three times a week has been recommended. Whereas for other
complications, such as lymphedema, supervised resistance
exercise training in a progressive manner two or three times
per week is recommended.

Aside from the distinction between structured exercise and
physical activity, many studies have shown that leading a
physically active lifestyle generally brings about benefits, but
studies that have employed structured and supervised exercise
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training provide the strongest evidence. Benefits include limiting
treatment toxicity and alleviating cancer-related symptoms such
as fatigue, anxiety, depression, and improving quality of life
(QoL), mood and self-esteem (268, 269). For example, a
randomized and controlled trial investigated the effects of
exercise training on QoL and cardiorespiratory fitness among
53 postmenopausal breast cancer survivors (270). Women were
either assigned to an inactive control group (n = 28) or were
asked to exercise on cycle ergometers three times per week for 15
weeks (n = 25). Exercise was shown to increase overall QoL by
9.1 points compared to 0.3 points from the control group (mean
difference, 8.8 points; 95% CI: 3.6–14.0; P = 0.001). Further,
exercise also increased peak oxygen consumption by 0.24 L/min,
whereas this decreased by 0.05 L/min in the control group (mean
difference, 0.29 L/min; 95% CI: 0.18–0.40; P < 0.001). Moreover,
a meta-analysis investigated effects of exercise interventions on
QoL, social functioning, and physical functioning of breast
cancer survivors in 18 trials (exercise group = 602 participants;
control group = 603 participants) (271). The pooled effect
confirmed that exercise significantly improved QoL (SMD =
0.35; I2 = 61%; 95% CI: 0.15–0.54; P = 0.0004), social functioning
(SMD = 0.20; I2 = 16%; 95% CI: 0.08 to 0.32; P = 0.001), and
physical functioning (SMD = 0.32; I2 = 32%; 95% CI: 0.20–0.44;
P < 0.00001). Remaining active during cancer treatment has also
been shown to improve clinical outcomes (268) and to enhance
the efficacy of various cancer treatments (272). Other studies
have shown that high levels of physical activity are associated
with improved survival and lower levels of cancer recurrence
(35–37). The mechanisms underlying these observations have
not been proven, however likely explanations include exercise
and physical activity influencing the effectiveness of treatment
and modulating the properties of tumors both indirectly
and directly.

An Active Lifestyle Might Lead to Better
Cancer Outcomes Due to Improved
Chemotherapy Completion Rates
Patients who remain active during the period when they receive
chemotherapy are more likely to tolerate a greater dose and
complete their treatment (273, 274). For example, a study
evaluated the potential benefits of aerobic and resistance
exercise among 243 breast cancer patients undergoing adjuvant
chemotherapy (273). Patients were randomly assigned to either
supervised resistance exercise (n = 82), supervised aerobic
exercise (n = 78) or usual care (n = 82), for a median of 17
weeks. Chemotherapy completion rate was assessed as the
average relative dose intensity (RDI) from the originally
planned regimen, and it is known that patients who receive an
RDI of >85% have better outcomes. It was shown that patients in
the resistance exercise training and the aerobic exercise training
groups had better completion rates when compared to the usual
care group, although this was only statistically significant for the
resistance exercise regimen (RDI =84.1% control group vs. RDI=
89.8% resistance exercise group; mean difference=5.7%; 95% CI:
0.4–11.0; P < 0.033). Another study with a comparable group of
breast cancer patients (n = 230) also compared usual care with
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two exercise regimens: a low intensity home based regimen and a
moderate-high intensity supervised regimen combining aerobic
and resistance exercises during a period of chemotherapy
treatment (274). This study evaluated chemotherapy and
trastuzumab completion rates and found that moderate-high
intensity exercise improved completion rates, as a significantly
lower number of patients in this group required chemotherapy
dose adjustments compared to other groups (12%moderate-high
intensity vs. 34% low-intensity vs. 34% usual care, P < 0.002). In
addition, a smaller percentage of patients in the moderate-high
intensity group required a delay or termination of trastuzumab
therapy compared to the other two groups (6% moderate-high
intensity vs. 24% low-intensity vs. 28% usual care). It is worth
highlighting that the home-based exercise was not supervised
and was of lower intensity, whereas the most effective intervention
employed exercise that was supervised and of moderate intensity.
Generally, supervised exercise, and activities that are more
demanding, elicit more robust effects.

Exercise and Physical Activity Influence
Cancer Biomarker Profiles
There is a need for further research examining whether
exercise and physical activity influence cancer biomarker
profiles. Most evidence in support of this concept shows that
broader factors, which are not necessarily cancer-specific, but
are linked to clinical outcomes, including immune competency,
inflammation, and metabolic health, can change among patients
who modify their lifestyle (190). For example, a systematic
review of 45 articles, including a variety of observational
studies and randomized control trials of different designs,
summarized the effects that physical activity in general can
have among cancer survivors on biomarkers (275). This
analysis included the HEAL (Health, Eating, Activity and
Lifestyle) study, an observational prospective cohort study of
746 breast cancer survivors. It was concluded that regular
physical activity can lead to immunological benefits (e.g.,
natural killer cell cytotoxicity, increased T cell proliferation),
positive changes to proteins involved in insulin-signaling
pathways (e.g., C peptide, insulin-like growth factors) and
decreases in systemic inflammation (e.g., C-Reactive Protein,
serum Amyloid A). Similar conclusions were drawn by a pooled
analysis of three randomized controlled trials examining the
influence of resistance exercise on factors that have been linked
to poor cancer prognosis, including C-reactive protein, IL-6, IL1-
beta, insulin-like growth factor binding proteins, leptin, serum
amyloid A, adiponectin and TNF-alpha (276). Post-menopausal
breast cancer survivors were allocated to either 1 year of
resistance exercise consisting of two 1 hour supervised classes
and one 45-minute home-based session each week (n = 109) or
to a control group who undertook stretching and relaxation
exercises (n = 106). It was shown by each trial that resistance
training reduced systemic inflammation and improved
insulin signaling.

A limited number of studies have examined the effects of
exercise and physical activity on cancer-specific biomarkers. For
example, a study of 15 females with breast cancer investigated the
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influence of 8 weeks of aerobic exercise training on serum levels
of CEA and CA 15.3 (277). Participants exercised three times a
week, at a light-to-moderate intensity. The results showed that
participants exhibited a significant reduction in their BMI, body
fat percentage, and body mass (P = 0.0001) and there was a trend
for a decline in the levels of CA 15.3 (P = 0.091). There was no
significant change in CEA. Another study, examined whether 12
weeks of structured exercise affected CEA among 54 healthy
elderly women (70–77 years), randomized to different groups,
varying on the frequency of exercise undertaken (278). The
results showed that CEA significantly decreased in all groups
with the largest decrease (percentage change: −59 ± 5%) among
women who exercised 2–3 days per week.

Exercise and Physical Activity Affect
Tumors Directly and Indirectly
Exercise and physical activity lead to changes in tumor
characteristics, including angiogenesis and enhanced tumor
blood perfusion (due to an increase in tumor blood vessel
density, function and maturity, which leads to reductions in
intratumoral hypoxia), impaired growth and increased immune
cell infiltration (279–283). These changes are clinically relevant
as they may enhance the efficacy of some therapies, such as
chemotherapy or immunotherapy, by facilitating the delivery of
drugs to the tumor, and increased tumor vascularization and
blood perfusion could facilitate immune-surveillance and
processes such as reactive oxygen species production by some
immune cells and treatments (272).

For example, a study in 50 athymic female mice evaluated the
effects of 6 weeks voluntary wheel running on breast cancer
growth and progression (279). Half of the mice were allocated to
an active group with access to a running wheel and the other half
were a control group with no access to a running wheel. Mice
were implanted with human breast cancer cells on the first day of
the study. During the intervention, tumor growth was
monitored, as well as several markers of tumor blood
perfusion, hypoxia, vascularization and angiogenesis. After 6
weeks, although no statistically significant differences were
found between the groups for tumor growth or survival, access
to a running wheel changed many tumor charactetistics. The
active group exhibited increased intratumoral vascularization
and blood perfusion, but also an increase of hypoxia-inducible
factor 1 (HIF-1). In this study, mice were athymic and therefore
lacking T cells, which may explain why tumor growth and overall
survival was not affected. Indeed, even more encouraging results
have been shown by another study of a very similar design but
with immunocompetent animals. Mice allocated to a voluntary
exercise condition were compared to a control group (n = 11–12
per group) and it was shown that the exercise group had a
significantly lower tumor growth rate (P < 0.012), higher tumor
apoptosis (P = 0.048), greater microvessel density (P = 0.004) and
increased tumor vessel maturity, as determined by colocalization
of CD31 with desmin (281). However, different to the previous
study, intratumoral hypoxia was significantly reduced in the
active group compared to the control group (P = 0.012). Most
importantly, this study examined interaction between exercise
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and treatment. Tumor bearing mice were allocated to either
recieve no treatment, exercise only, cyclophospamide only,
or exercise combined with cyclophosphamide (n = 17 per
group). It was shown that the combination of exercise and
cyclophosphamide had the most striking impact on slowing
tumor growth, providing initial evidence that exercise and
the adaptations that may follow, improve the delivery of
chemotherapy to tumors.

Similar to an improvement in the delivery of drugs to sites
where they are needed, physical activity may also enhance the
ability of immune cells to migrate to tumors. For example, one
study examined a number of cancer models in mice, including
breast cancer. Mice were randomized to four weeks of voluntary
wheel running, or to a non-running control group prior to
tumor cell inoculation. Additional groups were designed to
examine questions related to the timing of exercise relative
to tumor formation (284). Overall, physical activity resulted in
a significant accumulation of tumor infiltrating immune cells,
including natural killer cells, CD3+ T cells and dendritic cells,
which appeared to be mediated, at least among natural killer
cells, by IL-6 and epinephrine. Physical activity was also linked
with an upregulation of pathways associated with inflammation
in the tumor (e.g., increased gene expression for IL-1-beta,
IL-6, TNF-alpha) and immune function (e.g., increased
gene expression of NKp46, NKG2D, CD68, CD209, CD8,
CD74, FoxP3). Other studies have shown that reduction of
hypoxia can also facilitate the infiltration of these immune
cells is tumors in mice (285), and given that exercise has been
shown to reduce tumor hypoxia, this might be another exercise-
induced mechanism that facilitates the homing of immune
cells to tumors. However, although some tumor infiltrating
lymphocytes may have a beneficial role (e.g., CD8+ T cells) in
tumor control (286), other cells, such as myeloid derived
suppressor cells could have the opposite effect promoting
tumorigenesis, tissue-destruction and metastases (287).

There are likely to be many other characteristics of tumors
that could be affected by physical activity or exercise, but the
effects on treatment and clinical outcomes may remain
unknown. For example, one study has indicated that exercise
reduces oxidative stress in breast tumors, as shown by 3-fold
lower levels of 8-oxo-dG—a marker of oxidative damage to DNA
—when examining tumors from a group of mice that had access
to a running wheel compared to controls (288). It has also been
hypothesized that physical activity and exercise may counter the
dysregulated energy metabolism of cancer cells, which is
characterized by high glucose uptake and glycolysis (289).
Studies in rats injected intraperitoneally with the carcinogen 1-
methyl-1-nitrosourea showed that rats with free access to
running wheels exhibited less cancer incidence and a lower
average number of tumors per rat compared to controls (290).
The exercising rats also showed changes in blood levels of
hormones and growth factors involved in glucose metabolism,
as reductions in plasma insulin, insulin-like growth factor 1
(IGF-1) and leptin were shown. In support, breast cancer bearing
mice undergoing 7 weeks of endurance exercise training studied
showed that in addition to a reduction in tumor mass, there was
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also a significant decrease in the levels of tumor lactate compared
to untrained controls (291). Exercise training also resulted in
significant changes in the levels of some enzymes that are
essential for sustaining a glycolytic phenotype of tumor cells.
For example, lactate dehydrogenase isoforms A and B, and
monocarboxylate transporter 1 were decreased in tumors from
trained mice, which, in combination with lower lactate
production, could contribute to slower tumor progression.
Indeed, excess of lactate anaerobic metabolism in cancer cells
has been associated with poorer activation, infiltration and
function of immune cells within the tumor (292). Therefore,
these metabolic findings support the positive impact of exercise
in enhancing anti-cancer immunity that may improve
treatment outcomes.

Despite some very advanced studies with animal models,
mechanistic research with human participants examining the
effects of exercise on tumor characteristics and clinical outcomes
is limited. Indeed, most mechanistic insight in human settings is
limited to review articles, which summarize that better clinical
outcomes among more active patients, are likely to be linked to
mechanisms related to metabolic growth factors, inflammation,
immune function, myokines and adipokines (293). Indeed, some
understanding of how exercise and physical activity can affect
tumors directly comes from studies that have incubated cancer
cell lines with human serum collected before and after exercise.
For example, a study collected serum from breast cancer
survivors before and after a 6-month exercise training
intervention (i.e. to examine chronic effects of exercise) and
before and after a 2 hour bout of exercise (i.e. to examine acute
effects) (294). Breast cancer cell lines were grown in human
serum for 48 hours and the effects on viability was examined.
Serum samples collected before and after the exercise training
intervention provided evidence of a reduction in systemic
inflammation shown by lower IL-6 and TNF-alpha post-
intervention, but these serum samples had no anti-growth
effect on the breast cancer cell lines. However, serum samples
collected immediately after an acute bout of exercise—which, as
expected, exhibited a high concentration of adrenaline,
noradrenaline, lactate and IL-6—reduced the viability of the
breast cancer cell lines by approximately 9% (294). Subsequent
work showed that breast cancer cells grown in this acute-
exercise-conditioned serum were 50% less tumorigenic when
implanted into mice, due to adrenaline and noradrenaline
activating the Hippo signaling pathway, and subsequent
phosphorylation of the YAP protein, reducing the expression
of genes associated with proliferation (295).

Prospective cohort studies with patients are ongoing, such as
the AMBER study, which is examining relationships between
physical activity and health related fitness with treatment
outcomes among 1500 newly diagnosed breast cancer patients
(296). Physical activity is measured objectively using wearable
devices, cardiorespiratory fitness is assessed directly, along with
body composition using dual x-ray absorptiometry, and clinical
measurements such as lymphedema and fatigue are also being
recorded. However, most importantly, molecular measurements
in tumors will be interpreted alongside clinical outcomes,
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with follow up at 1, 3 and 5 years. Among the very few
studies which have investigated the relationship between
exercise and treatment outcomes with cellular and molecular
measurements, is a randomized clinical trial of 20 breast cancer
patients undergoing neoadjuvant chemotherapy (297). One
group underwent a standard period of doxorubicin and
cyclophosphamide treatment, whereas another group received
this chemotherapy with supervised aerobic exercise training.
Exercise reduced systemic inflammation, but increased some
angiogenic factors, including proangiogenic factor placenta
growth factor (PLGF). In addition, circulating endothelial
progenitor cells increased, which might contribute toward
tumor vessel normalization and the reduction of hypoxia,
shown by animal studies. However, this study was unable to
examine whether exercise improved the clinical response to
chemotherapy due to power.

Other human studies provide more indirect evidence of
exercise-induced mechanisms that might benefit patients with
cancer. For example, it is very well established that acute bouts of
exercise cause a transient lymphocytosis and a subsequent
lymphocytopenia in the hours after, whereby lymphocytes with
strong tissue-migrating and effector capabilities, migrate to
peripheral tissues searching for antigens (298). This effect is
particularly marked among T cells and natural killer cells, and is
thought to represent immunosurveillance, that may even
facilitate the detection and elimination of tumors (42, 298–
300). The concept that regular exercise might bolster aspects of
immune function has been shown by a randomized and
controlled trial in breast cancer survivors (301). Participants
were randomized to either aerobic exercise training for 15 weeks
three times per week (n = 25), or an inactive control group (n =
28). The results showed that regular exercise increased cytotoxic
activity of natural killer cells. Other indirect effects of exercise
shown in human studies that might benefit patients with cancer
might be brought about by interaction with age-related
processes, such as immunosenescence and inflammaging. For
example, exercise training or remaining physically active
throughout life might prevent, limit, delay or even reverse
some aspects of immunosenescence (190, 299, 302). A
potential mechanism is limiting the expansion of late-stage
differentiated T cells by exercise mobilizing these cells to
peripheral tissues, where they are exposed to apoptotic signals,
followed by a mobilization of hematopoietic cells and trafficking
to the thymus, stimulating development of naïve T cells (190).
This hypothesis is supported by several observational studies,
including a comparison of 125 regular cyclists (55–79 years), 75
age-matched older adults and 55 young adults who did not
exercise regularly (303). Cyclists exhibited many features of a
less-aged immune system, including lower proportions of late-
stage differentiated T cells, high frequencies of B cells, lower
levels of IL-6, and higher levels of the thymoprotective cytokine
IL-7 (303). In support, another study has shown that higher
levels of directly measured cardiorespiratory fitness are
associated with lower frequencies of late-stage differentiated
T cells and higher frequencies of naïve T cells (304). Finally,
it is well established that regular exercise and physical
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activity can counter inflammation, and perhaps over a lifetime,
this effect limits inflammaging (42, 299, 300). For example,
a study of 3075 participants aged 70–79 years reported lower
levels of inflammatory markers, including IL-6, TNF-alpha
and CRP, among those who performed higher levels of
exercise (305).

Adiposity Is Associated With Poor
Cancer Outcomes
Overweight and obesity are characterised by excess accumulation
of adipose tissue and are commonly been defined using Body
Mass Index (BMI), of between 25–30kg/m2 or more than 30kg/
m2 respectively (306). Being overweight or obese is associated
with an increased risk of developing breast cancer, and these
associations are strongest in postmenopausal women (307, 308).
However, a higher BMI and/or higher percentage body fat are
measurements that have also been associated with worse clinical
outcomes among women diagnosed with breast cancer,
including worse prognosis, higher risk of recurrence, and lower
overall and disease-specific survival (38–40). For example,
a metanalysis showed that there appears to be a linear
relationship between BMI and mortality beginning from 20 kg/
m2 when assessed before diagnosis and up to 12 months after
(40). Moreover, obesity also appears to have an impact on the
effectiveness of some treatments. A pooled study compared data
from 8 prospective trials of breast cancer patients treated with
neoadjuvant chemotherapy and found that high BMI negatively
influenced the response to anthracycline-taxane based treatment,
and was significantly associated with lower rates of pathological
complete response (309). High BMI was also associated with
shorter disease-free survival and overall survival independently
of pathological complete response in luminal-like tumors and in
triple negative breast cancer. In addition, obesity has been linked
to the development of tumor metastases (310) and recurrence
(311). For example, in a study of 1250 HER2 positive breast
cancer patients it was shown that in the ER negative subgroup of
patients, obese individuals were more likely to develop distant
metastases at 5 years (33.4%, 95% CI: 22.1–50.5) than those in
the overweight (17.9%, 95% CI: 12.3–25.9) or under/normal
weight (17.5%, 95% CI: 13.8–22.4) groups (310). However, not
all studies evaluating the influence of overweight and obesity in
cancer settings have reported worse outcomes compared to lean
counterparts: this phenomenon has been named the “obesity
paradox” as some studies reported that people with a high BMI
responded better to therapy than expected or had better survival
rates (312). As an example, a prospective study of 88 metastatic
breast cancer patients on palliative chemotherapy analyzed the
impact of BMI on survival and treatment response over a follow
up period of 40 months (313). It was shown that a greater
proportion of overweight patients were most responsive to
treatment (56%) followed by obese patients (30%) compared to
a smaller proportion in the normal weight group (15%) (313).
Moreover, patients with a BMI ≥25 kg/m2 survived for longer (19
months) in comparison with patients who had a BMI < 25 kg/m2.
However, it is worth considering that this study has a relatively
small sample size and it may not have adequately controlled for
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other potentially influencing factors, such as tumor type,
receptor status, extent of disease, cardiovascular risk, etc.

Adiposity Could Be Associated With Poor
Cancer Outcomes Due to Undertreatment
It has been suggested that in the past, obesity has been linked
with undertreatment, where the dose of some chemotherapies
has been adjusted to the ideal body mass of a patient, or
arbitrarily capped at a body surface area of 2.0 m2. For
example, a retrospective cohort study compared treatment
patterns among overweight, obese, and patients of a normal
weight, in a total of 9672 breast cancer patients treated with
chemotherapy (314). The results showed that, compared to the
9% of people in the healthy weight group, 11% of the overweight
group, 20% of the obese group, and 37% of the severely obese
group, were administered dose reductions during their first
chemotherapy cycle. This reduction in the dose has been
associated with poorer outcomes (315), and could partially
explain why adiposity relates to worse prognosis. The rationale
for dosing chemotherapy based on body surface area, rather than
absolute body mass, is to avoid toxicity, however evidence
shows that this strategy could lead to poor clinical outcomes
and that toxicity is unlikely. For example, a study examined
data from 1,435 stage II breast cancer patients undergoing
adjuvant chemotherapy to determine if dosing based on
actual body mass increased risk of toxicity (316). Analyses
during the first chemotherapy cycle showed that patients
with a BMI ≥ 27.3 kg/m2 who were dosed according to actual
body mass did not exhibit excess toxicity (% of women with
toxicity: 47% of overweight women vs. 51% of lean women,
P = 0.51). Indeed, compared to overweight women who
received a dose reduction due to body surface area dosing,
overweight women who received their dose based on actual
body mass, had an adjusted risk ratio of treatment failure of
0.73 95% CI: 0.53–1.00, indicating that dose reduction can lead
to poor clinical outcomes. However, guidelines now advocate
dosing chemotherapy for obese patients based on absolute body
mass (317, 318). Thus, understanding why obesity is associated
with poor treatment outcomes, requires further investigation.

Adiposity Influences Cancer
Biomarker Profiles
Obesity is associated with particular molecular subtypes of breast
cancer. For example, a study evaluated the link between BMI and
breast cancer subtypes (319). In a retrospective analysis of 848
patients with primary operable breast cancer, groups were
formed on the basis of BMI: normal weight (BMI = 18–24.9
kg/m2), overweight (BMI = 25–29.9 kg/m2) and obese (BMI > 30
kg/m2). The results showed that triple negative breast cancer was
more common among overweight and obese women, whereas
HER2-positive tumors were more frequent among women of
normal weight.

Body composition can also affect the properties of tumors, as
well as the levels and characteristics of some cancer biomarkers.
Evidence in support comes from randomized and controlled
trials implementing behavioral or lifestyle interventions to bring
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 20
about changes to physiology. For example, one study
randomized 32 overweight or obese stage 0-II breast cancer
patients into an intervention and control group as part of a 30
day pre-surgery “weight loss” study (320). The intervention
group received counseling on caloric restriction and aerobic
exercise to promote a change in body mass of 0.68–0.92 kg/
week. The control group received nutritional counseling and
upper body resistance exercise which was assumed to elicit a
smaller energy expenditure than aerobic exercise. Circulating
cytokines and metabolic measurements implicated in cancer
progression but also tumor characteristics were assessed. The
intervention group exhibited a greater change in body mass than
the control group (−3.62 vs. −0.52 kg) and exhibited greater
changes in metabolic measurements, including serum leptin and
fasting insulin, and inflammatory markers such as TNF-alpha.
Most importantly, a greater change to body mass and
accelerometer-measured physical activity was positively
associated with an infiltration of the CD56+dim cytotoxic
sub-population of natural killer cells into tumors. Indeed,
tumors from the intervention group were characterized by
a greater expression of key genes associated with immune
cell recruitment (e.g., CX3CL1, CXCL1, and CXCL12), and
higher TNF-alpha, but there were no differences in Ki-67
between groups.

Other evidence for body composition affecting cancer
biomarkers comes from cross-sectional studies. For example,
one study investigated the association between BMI in 535 post-
menopausal women with operable breast cancer and the
expression of HER2. The results showed that, with increasing
BMI, there was a significant decrease in HER2 overexpression
(321). The circulating form of HER2 has also been shown to be
positively associated with BMI in a healthy population of males
and females aged 45–65 years (322). Other cross-sectional
studies have examined the influence of BMI on results from
molecular profiling tests. For example, 865 postmenopausal
women with breast cancer were divided into groups on the
basis of BMI (<25 kg/m2, 25–30 kg/m2 or ≥30 kg/m2). It was
shown that IHC4 and Oncotype RS had the most prognostic
value for distant recurrences in the group with the lowest BMI
and there was no prognostic value in the group with a BMI ≥30
kg/m2. In the case of Prosigna, the score was most prognostic in
patients with a BMI 25–30 kg/m2. Other cross-sectional studies
have examined TILs in the context of body composition. For
example, functional tumor infiltrating CD8+TILs were assessed
in two groups of breast cancer patients who were classified as
either lean (BMI < 25 kg/m2) or obese (BMI > 32.5 kg/m2). It was
shown that CD8+ TILs from obese patients had a significantly
lower expression of Granzyme B (323). Furthermore, there was a
significantly lower number of these cells in the lymph nodes
draining the tumor in the obese group.

Other studies have examined soluble cancer biomarkers in a
variety of body fluids. For example, a study of 128 women with
breast cancer (89 post-menopausal) and 254 without breast
cancer (125 post-menopausal) measured prostate specific
antigen (PSA) in serum and nipple aspirate fluid (324). Among
women with breast cancer, PSA measured in nipple aspirates
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from pre-menopausal women negatively correlated with BMI
(r = −0.53, P = 0.049), whereas PSA correlated positively with
BMI in samples from post-menopausal women (r = 0.37, P =
0.017). Among women without breast cancer, serum PSA was
negatively correlated with BMI in both pre- (r = −0.56, P = 0.001)
and post-menopausal women (r = −0.37, P = 0.017), but this
association was lost when controlling for plasma volume (324).
Indeed, obesity is associated with an expansion of blood and
plasma volume (325–327) and it is often not considered that the
concentration of cancer biomarkers reported in cross-sectional
studies could be affected. For example, a study investigated the
effect of plasma hemodilution on the concentration of several
tumor markers in 6917 healthy women and found that BMI was
significantly positively associated with a greater plasma volume,
as well as with higher serum concentrations of CEA and a‐
fetoprotein and lower concentrations of CA 125 and CA 19.9
(328). Even in investigations examining changes over time with
serial measurements, results might be affected by shifts in plasma
volume. Bouts of exercise that could have been undertaken by
study participants and patients in the hours before blood
sampling, which is sometimes not controlled for, can decrease
plasma volume by up to about −10%, artificially increasing the
concentration of some measurements (329, 330). Although these
potential inaccuracies in reported values are probably only a
minor consideration, they could shift a measurement above or
below a cut-off or threshold that influences treatment decisions,
or with serial measurements, could give falsely influence
estimates of disease progression.
Adiposity Can Affect Tumors Directly and
Indirectly
The mechanisms underlying links between obesity and breast
cancer treatment have not been determined. Some mechanisms
could be indirect and systemic due to the impact that overweight
and obesity has on metabolic health, inflammation, and immune
competency, whereas other mechanisms could be more direct, or
at least related to the characteristics of local tissue surrounding
breast tumors. Adipose tissue could in principle contribute to
local tumorigenesis, but perhaps counter-intuitively, women
with a high percentage of breast adipose tissue, are at a lower
risk of disease (331). Indeed, high mammographic density,
characterized by radiologically dense breasts consisting of
epithelial or stromal tissue which appears light on a
mammogram, compared to adipose tissue which appears dark,
is a strong predictor of breast cancer risk (332, 333). Although
BMI and physical activity should be considered when
interpreting mammographic density data (334, 335) it is
important to emphasise that the characteristics of breast
adipose tissue, such as the phenotype, and the secretory profile,
are probably the most important factors that could influence
breast tumors.

In vitro and in vivo animal studies have examined whether
interactions between breast cancer cells and different cell types
within surrounding adipose tissue, such as mature and immature
adipocytes, and normal and cancer associated fibroblasts,
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influence tumor progression (336, 337). Using cell co-cultures
and mouse models, it was shown that cancer cells triggered
phenotypical changes in the surrounding adipocytes, such as
increased production of proteases and pro-inflammatory
mediators including IL-6, IL-8, CCL2 and CCL5 (336). Indeed,
this cross-talk between so-called cancer-associated adipocytes,
contributed toward cancer progression and invasion (336).
Cytokine production was enhanced further when cancer cells
interacted with immature adipocytes stimulating mammosphere
formation, resulting in higher invasion and metastatic potential.
Indeed, when the cancer cells were injected into mice after
co-culture with immature adipocytes for 7 days, the number
of tumor initiating cells increased 3-fold, and the volume of
metastases in the lungs increased as did the number of
circulating tumor cells (337). Further experiments showed that
immature adipocytes and the release of cytokines upregulated
embryonic stem cell transcription factors c-MYC, SOX2, and
NANOG, through Src activation, promoting the expansion of
cancer stem cells (337).

Other animal studies have shown that adipocytes from
human and mouse breast tissue recruit and activate
macrophages (338). For example, one study has used a human-
in-mouse breast cancer model whereby human breast adipose
stromal cells, modified to model an inflammatory environment
of obese breast, are injected into the mouse mammary fat. In
this work, mice were randomized to eat either a normal
diet (ND) or to eat a diet with increased calories from fat
(HFD). It was shown that in mammary glands of HFD mice,
total numbers of macrophages were significantly increased
(4.4 x105 ± 0.5 x 105; macrophages/gland) compared with ND
mice (2.5 x105 tumor± 0.5 x105; P = 0.05). It was also shown
that the recruitment and activation of these macrophages
was through the CCL2/IL-1b/CXCL12 signaling pathway.
These findings provide a mechanistic role for adipocytes
leading to adipose tissue dysfunction in breast tissue, which
could precede tumor development (338). A study in mice
evaluating obesity-promoted breast tumor growth showed
that increased oxidation of fatty acids and reduced glycolysis,
both enhanced by the leptin-PD-1-STAT3 axis in CD8+
TILs, promoted obesity-related breast tumorigenesis and
contributed to resistance to immunotherapy (323). Inhibiting
STAT3 or fatty acid oxidation restored CD8+ T cell effector
functions and inhibited tumor development in obese mice.
Other murine studies have provided further evidence that
obesity can impair cancer immune surveillance. For example,
showing that obesity promotes hyperactivation of CD8+ TILs,
and an accumulation of granulocytic myeloid-derived suppressor
cells (G-MDCSs), which induced Fas/FasL mediated apoptosis
of CD8+ T (339).

Research in humans has also examined links between
breast cancer and dysfunctional adipose tissue. For example,
one study compared two groups of individuals without
a breast cancer diagnosis (lean n = 37, obese n = 19) to
patients with breast cancer (n = 12) (340). Using RT-PCR to
examine expression levels of genes in circulating leukocytes, it
was shown that TNF-alpha, IL-6, leptin and ErbB2, were
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significantly higher in obese individuals without a cancer
diagnosis and among breast cancer patients compared to the
lean group. Assuming leukocyte gene expression of ErbB2 is
representative of gene expression in breast tissue, then obesity-
associated over-expression could have important implications
for tumorigenesis and treatment, given its role in metastatic
disease. A possible mechanism underlying interactions between
disease progression and adipose tissue surrounding breast
tumors could be the adoption of an adipose derived secretory
phenotype that attracts different populations of immune cells.
Adipose tissue dysfunction is characterised by changes to the
tissue microenvironment at cellular and structural levels, which
results in abnormal secretions derived from adipocytes and local
immune cells (197). Changes include adipocyte hypertrophy,
hypoperfusion, hypoxia and impaired insulin signaling, leading
to an enlargement of adipose tissue, low-grade systemic
inflammation due to the release of inflammatory cytokines
(341, 342) and possibly exacerbated immunosenescence (343).
These changes lead to immune cell accumulation within adipose
tissue, most prominently consisting of macrophages with a pro-
inflammatory phenotype and effector-memory CD8+ T cells
(195, 197). The implications of attracting highly inflammatory
populations of immune cells to areas surrounding breast tumors
are unknown, but could conceivably have both negative and
positive effects, depending on the cell type recruited, perhaps in
part providing one explanation for the “obesity paradox”. For
example, a study investigated 334 breast tumors from patients
with long-term follow-up and showed that high frequencies of
tumor infiltrating CD8+ T cells were associated with higher
cumulative breast cancer specific survival (344). On the other
hand, a metanalysis of sixteen studies and a total of 4,541 breast
cancer patients showed that overall survival and disease free
survival correlated with high frequencies of tumor associated
macrophages (overall survival: HR = 1.50, 95% CI: 1.20–1.88 vs.
disease free survival: HR 2.23, 95% CI: 1.72–2.90) (345).

Although in obesity, there is often a large accumulation of
abdominal adipose tissue, deposition occurs elsewhere, including
the breast, and a question that remains is whether regional
depots of adipose tissue interact differently with tumors. To
further improve our understanding of this question, a study
isolated breast tissue-derived and abdominal tissue-derived
mesenchymal stem cells (MSCs) from healthy adults
undergoing cosmetic surgery (346). MSCs, with the capacity to
differentiate into adipocytes, were co-cultured with MCF7 or
MDA-MB-231 breast cancer cell lines and compared to co-
culture with human macrophages. MSCs from both regions
stimulated proliferation of the breast cancer cell lines similarly,
and abdominal MSCs had a higher expression of IL-1-beta
compared to breast MSCs. Co-culturing MSCs with
macrophages led to higher levels of VEGF-A, VEGF-C, SER-
PINE1, FGF2, IL-1-beta and IL-6 gene expression in
macrophages. Thus, MSCs, and perhaps adipocytes from both
breast and abdominal depots, interact with macrophages, which
could lead to the development of dysfunctional adipose tissue.

In summary, further studies are required to understand
mechanistic interactions between adipose tissue—including
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adipocytes and adipose-associated immune cells—with breast
cancer cells. Indeed, if the dysfunction of adipose tissue
surrounding breast tumors influences the accumulation of local
immune cells, tumor infiltrating lymphocytes, and other tumor
characteristics, then this process could have an impact on the
expression of tumor biomarkers and cancer progression.
Moreover, systemic adipose tissue dysfunction could lead to
metabolic, inflammatory and immunological profiles that have
been associated with poor clinical outcomes. Encouragingly, if
adipose tissue dysfunction and adipose derived secretions
contribute to tumorigenesis, then lifestyle interventions could
in principle limit disease progression and facilitate treatment. For
example, regular exercise, triggers a reduction in fat mass and
limits the release of adipokines, resulting in anti-inflammatory
adaptations (42, 299, 347).
CONCLUSIONS

Managing heterogeneity in the clinical response exhibited
by patients remains a challenge. The first part of this
article summarized biomarkers that are available to address
this problem, by informing therapeutic options, assessing
pathological response and predicting clinical outcomes. The
second part of this article summarized factors such as aging,
physical activity, and body composition, that might influence
the sensitivity and specificity of these biomarkers, by
modulating the cellular composition and function of tissues.
This article has highlighted that the characteristics of patients,
including their age, physical activity level and adiposity,
could interact with disease progression and influence
treatment effectiveness due to a combination of direct and
indirect mechanisms (Figure 1). Indeed, processes and
profiles associated with lifestyle, including metabolic health,
inflammaging and immunosenescence, are gaining increasing
recognition as being important factors that can influence cancer
and its treatment. The positive outlook is that some of these
processes might be reversible, or at least, their development
might be slowed or limited, by for example, encouraging
patients to lead a physically active lifestyle, at almost any
stage of disease. In summary, the measurement of cancer
biomarkers in blood or in tumors could be influenced by
patient characteristics and their lifestyle, because these factors
affect the composition and function of cells and tissues across
the body and across the life-course. These factors are not
commonly considered clinically or in research, either for
practical reasons or because the supporting evidence base is
developing. Thus, a broader perspective within cancer care is
required which integrates objective measurements of aging,
lifestyle and other patient characteristics, using a combination
of established biomarkers measured in tissues and in blood,
but also broader whole-body measurements of physical
functioning and frailty (216, 219, 220). Given the literature
presented herein, we hope that this article encourages an
interdisciplinary phenomic approach in oncology research
and clinical management.
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FIGURE 1 | Breast cancer prognosis, tumor properties, and clinical outcomes can be influenced by the characteristics of patients, including: age, body composition
and adiposity, or exercise and physical activity. References are considered to be representative examples of robust human studies with breast cancer patients.
(A) Cancer biomarkers can be assessed in tumor tissue or in blood and can provide information about prognosis and the clinical response to different treatments.
(B) Some studies have shown that older age is associated with lower expression of tumor proliferative markers (e.g., Ki-67) and proteins implicated in tumor
progression (e.g., P53), and higher expression of certain hormone receptors (e.g., ER, PR). (C) Higher adiposity has been associated with a lower expression of
HER2, a lower magnitude of tumor immune cell infiltration and lower activation status of tumor-resident CD8+ T cells. (D) Bouts of exercise and physical activity have
been shown to decrease some inflammatory markers (e.g., IL-2) and increase pro-angiogenic factors (e.g., PLGF and EPCs expressing VEGFR-2). Higher tumor
vascularity could facilitate the delivery of drugs to a tumor. (E) The effectiveness of breast cancer treatments can be influenced by tumor properties [shown in panel
A] and the characteristics of patients [shown in (B–D)]. (F) In turn, interaction between tumor properties, the characteristics of patients, and the effectiveness of
breast cancer treatments can influence clinical outcomes. EPCs: Epithelial Progenitor cells, ER: Estrogen Receptor, HER2: Human Epidermal Growth Factor
Receptor-2, IL-2: Interleukin 2, IL-6: Interleukin 6, KI-67: nuclear protein Ki-67, PGLF: Placenta Growth Factor, PR: Progesterone Receptor, P53: tumor protein 53,
TILs: tumor Infiltrating Lymphocytes, VEGFR-2: Vascular Endothelial Growth Factor Receptor-2. Figure created with BioRender.com. Adapted from “tumor
Microenvironment 2” and “Types of Cancer Treatment”, by BioRender.com (2020). Retrieved from https://app.biorender.com/biorender-templates.
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91. Sestak I, Martıń M, Dubsky P, Kronenwett R, Rojo F, Cuzick J, et al.
Prediction of chemotherapy benefit by EndoPredict in patients with breast
cancer who received adjuvant endocrine therapy plus chemotherapy or
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 26
endocrine therapy alone. Breast Cancer Res Treat (2019) 176(2):377–86. doi:
10.1007/s10549-019-05226-8

92. Wang Y, Klijn JG, Zhang Y, Sieuwerts AM, Look MP, Yang F, et al. Gene-
expression profiles to predict distant metastasis of lymph-node-negative
primary breast cancer. Lancet (2005) 365(9460):671–9. doi: 10.1016/S0140-
6736(05)17947-1

93. Desmedt C, Piette F, Loi S, Wang Y, Lallemand F, Haibe-Kains B, et al.
Strong Time Dependence of the 76-Gene Prognostic Signature for Node-
Negative Breast Cancer Patients in the TRANSBIGMulticenter Independent
Validation Series. Clin Cancer Res (2007) 13(11):3207–14. doi: 10.1158/
1078-0432.CCR-06-2765

94. Molina R, Jo J, Filella X, Zanon G, Pahisa J, Muñoz M, et al. c-erbB-2
oncoprotein, CEA, and CA 15.3 in patients with breast cancer: prognostic
value. Breast Cancer Res Treat (1998) 51(2):109–19. doi: 10.1023/
A:1005734429304

95. Yang Y, Zhang H, Zhang M, Meng Q, Cai L, Zhang Q. Elevation of serum
CEA and CA15−3 levels during antitumor therapy predicts poor therapeutic
response in advanced breast cancer patients. Oncol Lett (2017) 14(6):7549–
56. doi: 10.3892/ol.2017.7164

96. Molina R, Auge JM, Farrus B, Zanon G, Pahisa J, Munoz M, et al.
Prospective Evaluation of Carcinoembryonic Antigen (CEA) and
Carbohydrate Antigen 15.3 (CA 15.3) in Patients with Primary
Locoregional Breast Cancer. Clin Chem (2010) 56(7):1148–57. doi:
10.1373/clinchem.2009.135566

97. Gupta SK, Kumar V, Anees A, Goel A. The study of prognostic significance
of CA 15-3 in breast cancer. Int Surg J (2018) 5(2):580. doi: 10.18203/2349-
2902.isj20180356

98. Nicolini A, Tartarelli G, Carpi A, Metelli MR, Ferrari P, Anselmi L, et al.
Intensive post-operative follow-up of breast cancer patients with tumour
markers: CEA, TPA or CA15.3 vs MCA and MCA-CA15.3 vs CEA-TPA-
CA15.3 panel in the early detection of distant metastases. BMC Cancer
(2006) 6(1):269. doi: 10.1186/1471-2407-6-269

99. Molina R, Jo J, Filella X, Zanon G, Grau JJ, Joseph J, et al. Mucin-Like
Carcinoma-Associated Antigen (MCA) in Tissue and Serum of Patients with
Breast Cancer: Clinical Applications in Prognosis and Disease Monitoring.
Int J Biol Markers (1993) 8(2):113–23. doi: 10.1177/172460089300800208

100. Darlix A, Lamy P-J, Lopez-Crapez E, Braccini AL, Firmin N, Romieu G, et al.
Serum HER2 extra-cellular domain, S100ß and CA 15-3 levels are
independent prognostic factors in metastatic breast cancer patients. BMC
Cancer (2016) 16(1):428. doi: 10.1186/s12885-016-2448-1

101. Molina R, jo J, Filella X, Zanon G, Pahisa J, Muñoz M, et al. C-erbB-2
oncoprotein in the sera and tissue of patients with breast cancer. Utility
Progn Anticancer Res (1996) 16:2295–300.

102. Witzel I, Loibl S, Von Minckwitz G, Eidtmann H, Fehm T, Khandan F, et al.
Predictive value of HER2 serum levels in patients treated with lapatinib or
trastuzumab – a translational project in the neoadjuvant GeparQuinto trial.
Br J Cancer (2012) 107(6):956–60. doi: 10.1038/bjc.2012.353

103. Black MH, Diamandis EP. The diagnostic and prognostic utility of prostate-
specific antigen for diseases of the breast. Breast Cancer Res Treat (2000) 59
(1):1–14. doi: 10.1023/A:1006380306781

104. Chang YF, Hung SH, Lee YJ, Chen RC, Su LC, Lai CS, et al. Discrimination of
breast cancer by measuring prostate-specific antigen levels in women’s
serum. Anal Chem (2011) 83(13):5324–8. doi: 10.1021/ac200754x

105. Das S, Paul R, De U, Mukhopadhyay M. The lady with raised prostate
specific antigen: do we need to worry? Asian Pac J Cancer Prevent (2011) 12
(8):2051–3.

106. Dash P. Reconnoitring the Status of Prostate Specific Antigen and its Role in
Women. Indian J Clin Biochem (2015) 30(2):124–33. doi: 10.1007/s12291-
014-0451-3

107. Tzanikou E, Lianidou E. The potential of ctDNA analysis in breast
cancer. Crit Rev Clin Lab Sci (2020) 57(1):54–72. doi: 10.1080/
10408363.2019.1670615

108. Dawson S-J, Tsui DWY, Murtaza M, Biggs H, Rueda OM, Chin S-F, et al.
Analysis of Circulating Tumor DNA to Monitor Metastatic Breast Cancer.
New Engl J Med (2013) 368(13):1199–209. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa1213261

109. Ma F, ZhuW, Guan Y, Yang L, Xia X, Chen S, et al. ctDNA dynamics: a novel
indicator to track resistance in metastatic breast cancer treated with anti-
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 616188

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-6632.1992.tb27472.x
https://doi.org/10.4161/cbt.10.5.12534
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjc.6690142
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2010.31.2835
https://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2015.222
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-15-2338
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ctrv.2018.08.010
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdu450
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa041588
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1510764
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa021967
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa021967
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2001.19.4.980
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12920-015-0129-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12920-015-0129-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41523-020-0148-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mds334
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-019-05226-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(05)17947-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(05)17947-1
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-06-2765
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-06-2765
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005734429304
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005734429304
https://doi.org/10.3892/ol.2017.7164
https://doi.org/10.1373/clinchem.2009.135566
https://doi.org/10.18203/2349-2902.isj20180356
https://doi.org/10.18203/2349-2902.isj20180356
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2407-6-269
https://doi.org/10.1177/172460089300800208
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-016-2448-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2012.353
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006380306781
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac200754x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12291-014-0451-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12291-014-0451-3
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408363.2019.1670615
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408363.2019.1670615
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1213261
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles


Arana Echarri et al. Aging, Lifestyle and Breast Cancer
HER2 therapy. Oncotarget (2016) 7(40):66020–31. doi: 10.18632/
oncotarget.11791

110. FDA. The therascreen PIK3CA RGQ PCR Kit - P190001 and P190004 fda.gov
(2019). Available at: https://www.fda.gov/medical-devices/recently-
approved-devices/therascreen-pik3ca-rgq-pcr-kit-p190001-and-p190004
(Accessed September 16, 2020).

111. Cristofanilli M, Budd GT, Ellis MJ, Stopeck A, Matera J, Miller MC, et al.
Circulating Tumor Cells, Disease Progression, and Survival in Metastatic
Breast Cancer. New Engl J Med (2004) 351(8):781–91. doi: 10.1056/
NEJMoa040766

112. Giuliano M, Giordano A, Jackson S, Hess KR, De Giorgi U, Mego M, et al.
Circulating tumor cells as prognostic and predictive markers in metastatic
breast cancer patients receiving first-line systemic treatment. Breast Cancer
Res (2011) 13(3):R67. doi: 10.1186/bcr2907

113. Castle J, Shaker H, Morris K, Tugwood JD, Kirwan CC. The significance of
circulating tumour cells in breast cancer: A review. Breast (2014) 23(5):552–
60. doi: 10.1016/j.breast.2014.07.002

114. CellSearch. THE GOLD STANDARD: The first and only actionable test for
detecting CTCs in cancer patients with metastatic breast, prostate* or
colorectal cancer . Available at: https://www.cellsearchctc.com/ (Accessed
September 16, 2020).

115. Lafrenie R, Speigl L, Buckner C, Pawelec G, Conlon M, Shipp C. The
frequency of immune cell subtypes in peripheral blood correlates with
outcome for patients with metastatic breast cancer treated with high dose
chemotherapy. Clin Breast Cancer (2019) 19:433–42. doi: 10.1016/
j.clbc.2019.05.002

116. Lin K-R, Pang D-M, Jin Y-B, Hu Q, Pan Y-M, Cui J-H, et al. Circulating
CD8+ T-cell repertoires reveal the biological characteristics of tumors and
clinical responses to chemotherapy in breast cancer patients. Cancer
Immunol Immunother (2018) 67(11):1743–52. doi: 10.1007/s00262-018-
2213-1

117. Sabatier R, Finetti P, Mamessier E, Adelaide J, Chaffanet M, Ali HR, et al.
Prognostic and predictive value of PDL1 expression in breast cancer.
Oncotarget (2015) 6(7):5449–64. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.3216

118. Planes L, Rochigneux P, Bertucci F, Chrétien AS, Viens P, Sabatier R, et al.
PD-1/PD-L1 Targeting in Breast Cancer: The First Clinical Evidences Are
Emerging. A Lit Rev Cancers (2019) 11(7):1033. doi: 10.3390/cancers
11071033

119. Yarchoan M, Hopkins A, Jaffee EM. Tumor Mutational Burden and
Response Rate to PD-1 Inhibition. New Engl J Medicine (2017) 377
(25):2500–1. doi: 10.1056/NEJMc1713444

120. Platet N, Cathiard AM, Gleizes M, Garcia M. Estrogens and their receptors in
breast cancer progression: a dual role in cancer proliferation and invasion.
Crit Rev Oncol/ Hematol (2004) 51(1):55–67. doi: 10.1016/j.critrevonc.
2004.02.001

121. Allemani C, Sant M, Berrino F, Aareleid T, Chaplain G, Coebergh JW, et al.
Prognostic value of morphology and hormone receptor status in breast
cancer – a population-based study. Br J Cancer (2004) 91(7):1263–8. doi:
10.1038/sj.bjc.6602153

122. Honma N, Horii R, Iwase T, Saji S, Younes M, Takubo K, et al. Clinical
Importance of Estrogen Receptor- Evaluation in Breast Cancer Patients
Treated With Adjuvant Tamoxifen Therapy. J Clin Oncol (2008) 26
(22):3727–34. doi: 10.1200/JCO.2007.14.2968

123. Mohsin SK, Weiss H, Havighurst T, Clark GM, Berardo M, Roanh LD, et al.
Progesterone receptor by immunohistochemistry and clinical outcome in
breast cancer: a validation study.Modern Pathol (2004) 17(12):1545–54. doi:
10.1038/modpathol.3800229

124. McCann AH, Dervan PA, O’Regan M, Codd MB, Gullick WJ, Tobin BM,
et al. Prognostic significance of c-erbB-2 and estrogen receptor status in
human breast cancer. Cancer Res (1991) 51(12):3296–303.

125. Wright C, Nicholson S, Angus B, Sainsbury J, Farndon J, Cairns J, et al.
Relationship between c-erbB-2 protein product expression and response to
endocrine therapy in advanced breast cancer. Br J Cancer (1992) 65(1):118–
21. doi: 10.1038/bjc.1992.22

126. Carlomagno C, Perrone F, Gallo C, De Laurentiis M, Lauria R, Morabito A,
et al. c-erb B2 overexpression decreases the benefit of adjuvant tamoxifen in
early-stage breast cancer without axillary lymph node metastases. J Clin
Oncol (1996) 14(10):2702–8. doi: 10.1200/JCO.1996.14.10.2702
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 27
127. Harbeck N, Kates RE, Schmitt M. Clinical Relevance of Invasion Factors
Urokinase-Type Plasminogen Activator and Plasminogen Activator
Inhibitor Type 1 for Individualized Therapy Decisions in Primary Breast
Cancer Is Greatest When Used in Combination. J Clin Oncol (2002) 20
(4):1000–7. doi: 10.1200/JCO.2002.20.4.1000

128. Grøndahl-Hansen J, Christensen IJ, Rosenquist C, Brünner N, Mouridsen
HT, Danø K, et al. High Levels of Urokinase-type Plasminogen Activator and
Its Inhibitor PAI-1 in Cytosolic Extracts of Breast Carcinomas Are
Associated with Poor Prognosis. Cancer Res (1993) 53(11):2513.

129. Jänicke F, Schmitt M, Graeff H. Clinical Relevance of the Urokinase-Type
and Tissue-Type Plasminogen Activators and of Their Type 1 Inhibitor in
Breast Cancer. Semin Thromb Hemostasis (1991) 17(03):303–12. doi:
10.1055/s-2007-1002624

130. Jänicke F, Schmitt M, Pache L, Ulm K, Harbeck N, Höfler H, et al. Urokinase
(uPA) and its inhibitor PAI-1 are strong and independent prognostic factors
in node-negative breast cancer. Breast Cancer Res Treat (1993) 24(3):195–
208. doi: 10.1007/BF01833260

131. Janicke F, Prechtl A, Thomssen C, Harbeck N, Meisner C, Untch M, et al.
Randomized Adjuvant Chemotherapy Trial in High-Risk, Lymph Node-
Negative Breast Cancer Patients Identified by Urokinase-Type Plasminogen
Activator and Plasminogen Activator Inhibitor Type 1. J Natl Cancer Inst
(2001) 93(12):913–20. doi: 10.1093/jnci/93.12.913

132. Shapiro CL. De-escalation yes, but not at the expense of efficacy: in defense of
better treatment. NPJ Breast Cancer (2019) 5(1):25. doi: 10.1038/s41523-019-
0120-z

133. Allred DC, Clark GM, Elledge R, Fuqua SAW, Brown RW, Chamness GC,
et al. Association of p53 Protein Expression With Tumor Cell Proliferation
Rate and Clinical Outcome in Node-Negative Breast Cancer. J Natl Cancer
Inst (1993) 85(3):200–6. doi: 10.1093/jnci/85.3.200

134. Bergh J, Norberg T, Sjögren S, Lindgren A, Holmberg L. Complete
sequencing of the p53 gene provides prognostic information in breast
cancer patients, particularly in relation to adjuvant systemic therapy and
radiotherapy. Nat Medicine (1995) 1(10):1029–34. doi: 10.1038/nm1095-
1029

135. Pharoah PDP, Day NE, Caldas C. Somatic mutations in the p53 gene and
prognosis in breast cancer: a meta-analysis. Br J Cancer (1999) 80(12):1968–
73. doi: 10.1038/sj.bjc.6690628

136. Langerød A, Zhao H, Borgan Ø, Nesland JM, Bukholm IR, Ikdahl T, et al.
TP53mutation status and gene expression profiles are powerful prognostic
markers of breast cancer. Breast Cancer Res (2007) 9(3):R30. doi: 10.1186/
bcr1675

137. Chae BJ, Bae JS, Lee A, Park WC, Seo YJ, Song BJ, et al. p53 as a Specific
Prognostic Factor in Triple-negative Breast Cancer. Japanese J Clin Oncol
(2009) 39(4):217–24. doi: 10.1093/jjco/hyp007

138. Aas T, Børresen A-L, Geisler S, Smith-Sørensen B, Johnsen H, Varhaug JE,
et al. Specific P53 mutations are associated with de novo resistance to
doxorubicin in breast cancer patients. Nat Med (1996) 2(7):811–4. doi:
10.1038/nm0796-811

139. Berns EM, Foekens JA, Vossen R, Look MP, Devilee P, Henzen-Logmans SC,
et al. Complete sequencing of TP53 predicts poor response to systemic
therapy of advanced breast cancer. Cancer Res (2000) 60(8):2155–62.

140. Geisler S, Lønning P, Aas T, Johnsen H, Fluge Ø, Haugen D, et al. Influence
of TP53 Gene Alterations and c-erbB-2 Expression on the Response to
Treatment with Doxorubicin in Locally Advanced Breast Cancer. Cancer Res
(2001) 61:2505–12.

141. Geisler S, Børresen-Dale A-L, Johnsen H, Aas T, Geisler J, Akslen LA, et al.
&lt;strong<&lt;em<TP53&lt;/em<&lt;/strong< Gene Mutations Predict the
Response to Neoadjuvant Treatment with 5-Fluorouracil and Mitomycin in
Locally Advanced Breast Cancer. Clin Cancer Res (2003) 9(15):5582.

142. Andersson J. Worse survival for TP53 (p53)-mutated breast cancer patients
receiving adjuvant CMF. Ann Oncol (2005) 16(5):743–8. doi: 10.1093/
annonc/mdi150

143. Kim HS, Yom CK, Kim HJ, Lee JW, Sohn JH, Kim JH, et al. Overexpression
of p53 is correlated with poor outcome in premenopausal women with breast
cancer treated with tamoxifen after chemotherapy. Breast Cancer Res Treat
(2010) 121(3):777–88. doi: 10.1007/s10549-009-0560-5

144. Fuchs-Young R, Shirley SH, Lambertz I, Colby JKL, Tian J, Johnston D, et al.
P53 genotype as a determinant of ER expression and tamoxifen response in
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 616188

https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.11791
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.11791
https://www.fda.gov/medical-devices/recently-approved-devices/therascreen-pik3ca-rgq-pcr-kit-p190001-and-p190004
https://www.fda.gov/medical-devices/recently-approved-devices/therascreen-pik3ca-rgq-pcr-kit-p190001-and-p190004
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa040766
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa040766
https://doi.org/10.1186/bcr2907
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.breast.2014.07.002
https://www.cellsearchctc.com/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clbc.2019.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clbc.2019.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00262-018-2213-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00262-018-2213-1
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.3216
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers11071033
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers11071033
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMc1713444
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.critrevonc.2004.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.critrevonc.2004.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjc.6602153
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2007.14.2968
https://doi.org/10.1038/modpathol.3800229
https://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.1992.22
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.1996.14.10.2702
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2002.20.4.1000
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2007-1002624
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01833260
https://doi.org/10.1093/jnci/93.12.913
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41523-019-0120-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41523-019-0120-z
https://doi.org/10.1093/jnci/85.3.200
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm1095-1029
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm1095-1029
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjc.6690628
https://doi.org/10.1186/bcr1675
https://doi.org/10.1186/bcr1675
https://doi.org/10.1093/jjco/hyp007
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm0796-811
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdi150
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdi150
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-009-0560-5
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles


Arana Echarri et al. Aging, Lifestyle and Breast Cancer
the MMTV-Wnt-1 model of mammary carcinogenesis. Breast Cancer Res
Treat (2011) 130(2):399–408. doi: 10.1007/s10549-010-1308-y

145. Kandioler-Eckersberger D, Ludwig C, Rudas M, Kappel S, Janschek E,
Wenzel C, et al. TP53 mutation and p53 overexpression for prediction of
response to neoadjuvant treatment in breast cancer patients. Clinical cancer
research : an official journal of the American Association for Cancer
Research. Clin Cancer Res (2000) 6(1):50–6.

146. De Azambuja E, Cardoso F, De Castro G, Colozza M, Mano MS, Durbecq V,
et al. Ki-67 as prognostic marker in early breast cancer: a meta-analysis of
published studies involving 12 155 patients. Br J Cancer (2007) 96(10):1504–
13. doi: 10.1038/sj.bjc.6603756

147. Stuart-Harris R, Caldas C, Pinder SE, Pharoah P. Proliferation markers and
survival in early breast cancer: A systematic review and meta-analysis of 85
studies in 32,825 patients. Breast (2008) 17(4):323–34. doi: 10.1016/
j.breast.2008.02.002

148. Nishimura R, Osako T, Nishiyama Y, Tashima R, Nakano M, Fujisue M,
et al. Prognostic significance of Ki-67 index value at the primary breast
tumor in recurrent breast cancer. Mol Clin Oncol (2014) 2(6):1062–8. doi:
10.3892/mco.2014.400

149. Petrelli F, Viale G, Cabiddu M, Barni S. Prognostic value of different cut-off
levels of Ki-67 in breast cancer: a systematic review and meta-analysis of
64,196 patients. Breast Cancer Res Treat (2015) 153(3):477–91. doi: 10.1007/
s10549-015-3559-0

150. Delpech Y, Wu Y, Hess KR, Hsu L, Ayers M, Natowicz R, et al. Ki67
expression in the primary tumor predicts for clinical benefit and time to
progression on first-line endocrine therapy in estrogen receptor-positive
metastatic breast cancer. Breast Cancer Res Treat (2012) 135(2):619–27. doi:
10.1007/s10549-012-2194-2
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RA, et al. Randomized trial of weight loss in primary breast cancer: Impact
on body composition, circulating biomarkers and tumor characteristics. Int J
Cancer (2020) 146(10):2784–96. doi: 10.1002/ijc.32637

321. VanMieghem T, Leunen K, Pochet N, De Moor B, De Smet F, Amant F, et al.
Body mass index and HER-2 overexpression in breast cancer patients over 50
years of age. Breast Cancer Res Treat (2007) 106(1):127–33. doi: 10.1007/
s10549-006-9474-7

322. Memon AA, Bennet L, Zöller B, Wang X, Palmer K, Sundquist K, et al.
Circulating human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2) is associated
with hyperglycaemia and insulin resistance. J Diabetes (2015) 7(3):369–77.
doi: 10.1111/1753-0407.12184

323. Zhang C, Yue C, Herrmann A, Song J, Egelston C, Wang T, et al. STAT3
Activation-Induced Fatty Acid Oxidation in CD8+ T Effector Cells Is Critical
for Obesity-Promoted Breast Tumor Growth. Cell Metab (2020) 31(1):148–
61.e5. doi: 10.1016/j.cmet.2019.10.013

324. Sauter ER, Scott S, Hewett J, Kliethermes B, Ruhlen RL, Basarakodu K, et al.
Biomarkers associated with breast cancer are associated with obesity. Cancer
Detect Prev (2008) 32(2):149–55. doi: 10.1016/j.cdp.2008.06.002

325. Feldschuh J, Enson Y. Prediction of the normal blood volume. Relation of
blood volume to body habitus. Circulation (1977) 56(4):605–12. doi:
10.1161/01.CIR.56.4.605

326. Pearson TC, Guthrie DL, Simpson J, Chinn S, Barosi G, Ferrant A, et al.
Interpretation of measured red cell mass and plasma volume in adults:
Expert Panel on Radionuclides of the International Council for
Standardization in Haematology. Br J Haematol (1995) 89(4):748–56. doi:
10.1111/j.1365-2141.1995.tb08411.x

327. Cepeda-Lopez AC, ZimmermannMB,Wussler S, Melse-Boonstra A, Naef N,
Mueller SM, et al. Greater blood volume and Hb mass in obese women
quantified by the carbon monoxide-rebreathing method affects
interpretation of iron biomarkers and iron requirements. Int J Obes (2019)
43(5):999–1008. doi: 10.1038/s41366-018-0127-9

328. Park M, Chang IH, Kang H, Han SS. Effect of obesity-related plasma
hemodilution on serum tumor marker concentration in women. J Obstetr
Gynaecol Res (2015) 41(5):784–9. doi: 10.1111/jog.12621

329. Bloomer RJ, Farney TM. Acute Plasma Volume Change With High-Intensity
Sprint Exercise. J Strength Condition Res (2013) 27(10):2874–8. doi: 10.1519/
JSC.0b013e318282d416

330. Gwozdzinski K, Pieniazek A, Brzeszczynska J, Tabaczar S, Jegier A.
Alterations in Red Blood Cells and Plasma Properties after Acute
Single Bout of Exercise. Sci World J (2013) 2013:168376. doi: 10.1155/
2013/168376
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 616188

https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2407-12-525
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2407-12-525
https://doi.org/10.1158/1940-6207.CAPR-12-0416
https://doi.org/10.1158/1940-6207.CAPR-12-0416
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.00648
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.00648
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11357-016-9879-0
https://doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.00566.2004
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41577-019-0177-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41577-019-0177-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/acel.12750
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2011.07.226
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2011.07.226
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2004.52307.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2004.52307.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-012-2339-3
https://doi.org/10.1093/aje/152.6.514
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-015-3287-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2013.07.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2013.07.016
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2009.27.2021
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11912-016-0539-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11912-016-0539-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13104-017-2876-2
https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.165.11.1267
https://doi.org/10.1200/JOP.2012.000606
https://doi.org/10.1200/JOP.2012.000606
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.1996.14.11.3000
https://doi.org/10.1634/theoncologist.2009-0285
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2011.39.9436
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2011.39.9436
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-017-4192-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-017-4192-x
https://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.32637
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-006-9474-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-006-9474-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/1753-0407.12184
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2019.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cdp.2008.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1161/01.CIR.56.4.605
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2141.1995.tb08411.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41366-018-0127-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/jog.12621
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e318282d416
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e318282d416
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/168376
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/168376
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles


Arana Echarri et al. Aging, Lifestyle and Breast Cancer
331. Boyd NF, Guo H, Martin LJ, Sun L, Stone J, Fishell E, et al. Mammographic
Density and the Risk and Detection of Breast Cancer. New Engl J Med (2007)
356(3):227–36. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa062790

332. Boyd NF, Martin LJ, Yaffe MJ, Minkin S. Mammographic density and breast
cancer risk: current understanding and future prospects. Breast Cancer Res
(2011) 13(6):223. doi: 10.1186/bcr2942

333. McCormack VA. Breast Density and Parenchymal Patterns as Markers of
Breast Cancer Risk: A Meta-analysis. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev
(2006) 15(6):1159–69. doi: 10.1158/1055-9965.EPI-06-0034

334. Azam S, Kemp Jacobsen K, Aro AR, Von Euler-Chelpin M, Tjønneland A,
Vejborg I, et al. Regular physical activity and mammographic density: a
cohort study. Cancer Causes Control (2018) 29(11):1015–25. doi: 10.1007/
s10552-018-1075-3

335. Hudson S, Vik Hjerkind K, Vinnicombe S, Allen S, Trewin C, Ursin G, et al.
Adjusting for BMI in analyses of volumetric mammographic density and
breast cancer risk. Breast Cancer Res (2018) 20(1):156. doi: 10.1186/s13058-
018-1078-8

336. Dirat B, Bochet L, Dabek M, Daviaud D, Dauvillier S, Majed B, et al. Cancer-
Associated Adipocytes Exhibit an Activated Phenotype and Contribute to
Breast Cancer Invasion. Cancer Res (2011) 71(7):2455–65. doi: 10.1158/
0008-5472.CAN-10-3323

337. Picon-Ruiz M, Pan C, Drews-Elger K, Jang K, Besser AH, Zhao D, et al.
Interactions between Adipocytes and Breast Cancer Cells Stimulate Cytokine
Production and Drive Src/Sox2/miR-302b-Mediated Malignant Progression.
Cancer Res (2016) 76(2):491–504. doi: 10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-15-0927

338. Arendt LM, McCready J, Keller PJ, Baker DD, Naber SP, Seewaldt V, et al.
Obesity Promotes Breast Cancer by CCL2-Mediated Macrophage
Recruitment and Angiogenesis. Cancer Res (2013) 73(19):6080–93. doi:
10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-13-0926

339. Gibson JT, Orlandella RM, Turbitt WJ, Behring M, Manne U, Sorge RE, et al.
Obesity-Associated Myeloid-Derived Suppressor Cells Promote Apoptosis of
Tumor-Infiltrating CD8 T Cells and Immunotherapy Resistance in Breast
Cancer. Front Immunol (2020) 11:590794. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2020.590794

340. Alokail MS, Al-Daghri NM, Mohammed AK, Vanhoutte P, Alenad A.
Increased TNF a, IL-6 and ErbB2 mRNA expression in peripheral blood
leukocytes from breast cancer patients. Med Oncol (2014) 31(8):38. doi:
10.1007/s12032-014-0038-0
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 33
341. Xu H, Barnes GT, Yang Q, Tan G, Yang D, Chou CJ, et al. Chronic
inflammation in fat plays a crucial role in the development of obesity-
related insulin resistance. J Clin Invest (2003) 112(12):1821–30. doi: 10.1172/
JCI200319451

342. Longo M, Zatterale F, Naderi J, Parrillo L, Formisano P, Raciti GA, et al.
Adipose Tissue Dysfunction as Determinant of Obesity-Associated
Metabolic Complications. Int J Mol Sci (2019) 20(9):2358. doi: 10.3390/
ijms20092358

343. de la Fuente del Moral F, Castro N. Obesity as a Model of Premature
Immunosenescence. Curr Immunol Rev (2012) 8:63–75. doi: 10.2174/
157339512798991290

344. Mahmoud S, Lee A, Ellis I, Green A. CD8(+) T lymphocytes infiltrating
breast cancer: A promising new prognostic marker?Oncoimmunology (2012)
1(3):364–5. doi: 10.4161/onci.18614

345. Zhao X, Qu J, Sun Y, Wang J, Liu X, Wang F, et al. Prognostic significance of
tumor-associated macrophages in breast cancer: a meta-analysis of the
l i terature. Oncotarget (2017) 8(18) :30576–86. doi : 10.18632/
oncotarget.15736

346. Kim J, Escalante LE, Dollar BA, Hanson SE, Hematti P. Comparison of breast
and abdominal adipose tissue mesenchymal stromal/stem cells in support of
proliferation of breast cancer cells. Cancer Investig (2013) 31(8):550–4. doi:
10.3109/07357907.2013.830737

347. Nimmo MA, Leggate M, Viana JL, King JA. The effect of physical activity on
mediators of inflammation. Diabetes Obes Metab (2013) 15(s3):51–60. doi:
10.1111/dom.12156

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2021 Arana Echarri, Beresford, Campbell, Jones, Butler, Gollob, Brum,
Thompson and Turner. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or
reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the
copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is
cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or
reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.
February 2021 | Volume 11 | Article 616188

https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa062790
https://doi.org/10.1186/bcr2942
https://doi.org/10.1158/1055-9965.EPI-06-0034
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10552-018-1075-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10552-018-1075-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13058-018-1078-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13058-018-1078-8
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-10-3323
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-10-3323
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-15-0927
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-13-0926
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2020.590794
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12032-014-0038-0
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI200319451
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI200319451
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20092358
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20092358
https://doi.org/10.2174/157339512798991290
https://doi.org/10.2174/157339512798991290
https://doi.org/10.4161/onci.18614
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.15736
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.15736
https://doi.org/10.3109/07357907.2013.830737
https://doi.org/10.1111/dom.12156
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles

	A Phenomic Perspective on Factors Influencing Breast Cancer Treatment: Integrating Aging and Lifestyle in Blood and Tissue Biomarker Profiling
	Introduction
	Measurements in Tumors
	Estrogen Receptor (ER)
	Progesterone Receptor (PR)
	Human Epidermal Growth Factor Receptor 2 (HER2)
	Urokinase Plasminogen Activator (uPA) and Plasminogen Activator Inhibitor 1 (PAI-1)
	Tumor Protein 53 (P53)
	Ki-67
	D Cathepsin
	Prostate-Specific Antigen (PSA)
	IHC4
	Tumor Infiltrating Lymphocytes (TILs)
	Oncotype DX
	MammaPrint
	Prosigna
	Endopredict
	Rotterdam Signature
	Summary of Genetic Profiling Tests

	Measurements in Blood
	Carcinoembrionic Antigen (CEA)
	CA 15.3 and CA 27.29
	Mucin-Like Carcinoma Associated Antigen (MCA)
	Circulating HER2
	Circulating PSA
	Circulating Cell-Free DNA (ctDNA)
	Circulating Tumor Cells (CTCs)
	Immune Profiles

	The Relevance of Aging and Lifestyle for Cancer Biomarker Profiling and Disease Progression
	Aging Influences Tissues and Blood
	Aging Influences Tumor Progression and Cancer Outcomes
	Aging Influences Cancer Biomarker Profiles
	An Active Lifestyle Is Associated With Better Cancer Outcomes
	An Active Lifestyle Might Lead to Better Cancer Outcomes Due to Improved Chemotherapy Completion Rates
	Exercise and Physical Activity Influence Cancer Biomarker Profiles
	Exercise and Physical Activity Affect Tumors Directly and Indirectly
	Adiposity Is Associated With Poor Cancer Outcomes
	Adiposity Could Be Associated With Poor Cancer Outcomes Due to Undertreatment
	Adiposity Influences Cancer Biomarker Profiles
	Adiposity Can Affect Tumors Directly and Indirectly

	Conclusions
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages false
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 1
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU (T&F settings for black and white printer PDFs 20081208)
  >>
  /ExportLayers /ExportVisibleLayers
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName ([High Resolution])
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


