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Simple Summary: Previous research on the miR-30 family and breast cancer patient survival and on
miR-30-related chemosensitivity prompted us to design a comprehensive study on the role of the miR-
30 family in general and on miR-30d in particular in breast cancer. We present a study consisting of a
tumor microarray analysis of 1238 breast cancer patients, a survival analysis, a drug-sensitivity screen
with six breast cancer cell lines, and an in-silico pathway analysis. In our analysis, high miR-30d
expression was associated with improved survival in breast cancer patients with aggressive tumor
phenotypes. In the drug-sensitivity analysis, ectopic expression of miR-30 family members sensitized
the cell lines to the treatment. The pathway analysis based on miRNA and mRNA expression in
the METABRIC data suggested that the miR-30 family may have an inhibitory role in pathways
contributing to EMT and metastasis. Our results suggest prognostic and predictive potential for the
miR-30 family for further investigation.

Abstract: Deregulated miRNA expression has been suggested in several stages of breast cancer
pathogenesis. We have studied the miR-30 family, in particular miR-30d, in relation to breast
cancer patient survival and treatment outcomes. With tumor specimens from 1238 breast cancer
patients, we analyzed the association of miR-30d expression with tumor characteristics with the
5-year occurrence of breast cancer-specific death or distant metastasis (BDDM), and with 10-year
breast cancer survival (BCS). We conducted a two-stage drug-screen to investigate the impact of
miR-30 family members (miR-30a-30e) on sensitivity to doxorubicin and lapatinib in six breast
cancer cell lines HCC1937, HCC1954, MDA-MB-361, MCF7, MDA-MB-436 and CAL-120, using
drug sensitivity scores (DSS) to compare the miR-30 family mimics to their specific inhibitors.
The study was complemented with Ingenuity Pathway Analysis (IPA) with the METABRIC data.
We found that while high miR-30d expression is typical for aggressive tumors, it predicts bet-
ter metastasis-free (pBDDM = 0.035, HR = 0.63, 95% CI = 0.4–0.9) and breast cancer-specific sur-
vival (pBCS = 0.018, HR = 0.61, 95% CI = 0.4–0.9), especially in HER2-positive (pBDDM = 0.0009), ER-
negative (pBDDM = 0.003), p53-positive (pBDDM = 0.011), and highly proliferating (pBDDM = 0.0004)
subgroups, and after adjuvant chemotherapy (pBDDM = 0.035). MiR-30d predicted survival inde-
pendently of standard prognostic markers (pBDDM = 0.0004). In the drug-screening test, the miR-30
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family sensitized the HER2-positive HCC1954 cell line to lapatinib (p < 10−2) and HCC1937, MDA-
MB-361, MDA-MB-436 and CAL120 to doxorubicin (p < 10−4) with an opposite impact on MCF7.
According to the pathway analysis, the miR-30 family has a suppressive effect on cell motility and
metastasis in breast cancer. Our results suggest prognostic and predictive potential for the miR-30
family, which warrants further investigation.

Keywords: breast cancer; metastasis; survival; miR-30; HER-2; p53; chemotherapy; doxorubicin;
anthracycline; lapatinib

1. Introduction

Despite advances in early detection and treatment, breast cancer remains the leading
cause of cancer death among women worldwide [1]. Therefore, it is crucial to identify
robust predictive markers of survival and treatment outcome. Given that miRNAs (microR-
NAs) are often located at genomic regions involved in tumorigenesis [2], their expression
analysis presents an attractive approach to identifying novel prognostic and drug response
predictors [3,4]. A single miRNA can repress the expression of several gene products,
albeit only to a modest degree [5,6], and thus, might be involved in a variety of cellular
pathways. The deregulation of miRNAs disturbs gene expression and potentially promotes
carcinogenesis [7]. Altered miRNA expression may contribute to the initiation, progression,
and metastasis of breast cancer [8,9]. Several miRNAs have been associated with the
pathogenesis of breast cancer, and based on the mechanism of their action, they can be
classified as oncomiRs [10,11], tumor-suppressors [12], metastamiRs (pro-metastatic) [13],
or metastasis-suppressors [14].

A miRNA array profiling study of breast (n = 73) and ovarian (n = 109) tumors by Li
et al. identified 55 and 166 miRNAs, respectively, with DNA copy number amplification
in more than 15% of the cases [11]. Of the 41 miRNAs amplified in both breast and
ovarian tumors, they selected miR-30d (located at 8q21) as a candidate miRNA which
was advantageous for cell growth in a long-term culture of an ovarian cancer cell line.
Their clinical study suggested that higher expression of miR-30d predicts poor clinical
outcomes in ovarian cancer patients [11]. Based on miRBase [15], the miR-30 family
includes miR-30a-30e with extremely high sequence homology and 100% conservation
in the seed region. Therefore, the rest of the family members, too, might be interesting
candidates for prognostic and drug response studies.

We first applied in situ hybridization to assess miR-30d expression in a series of
unselected and familial invasive breast cancer tumors to study its association with the
clinical and pathological characteristics of the tumors and patient survival. We used drug
sensitivity screening to explore the effect of the miR-30 family members on drug response in
breast cancer cell lines in vitro, and a pathway enrichment analysis to identify the potential
underlying molecular mechanisms.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Patients

MiR-30d expression was analyzed in tumors from 884 unselected breast cancer pa-
tients and 542 additional familial cases. The unselected cases were ascertained at the
Department of Oncology, Helsinki University Hospital, during the years 1997–1998 and
2000 as previously described [16,17]. The additional familial breast cancer cases were
collected by a systematic screening at the Department of Oncology, Helsinki University
Hospital or were ascertained through genetic counseling at the Department of Clinical
Genetics. The study cohort included 1238 invasive breast carcinomas available for TMA
as previously described [18]. BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutations had been excluded from
the familial patient series as described [19–21]. Clinical and pathological information
on tumor characteristics, size, nodal status, and distant metastasis, as well as estrogen
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and progesterone receptor status were collected from the pathology reports. A breast
cancer pathologist (P.H.) re-reviewed all tumors for histological diagnosis and grade using
the Scarff–Bloom–Richardson method, as modified by Elston and Ellis [22]. HER2 status
was obtained from TMAs using Chromogenic In Situ Hybridization (CISH) (0–1 = neg,
2–3 = pos); if CISH results were not available, immunohistochemistry (IHC) was used
(0–1 = neg, 3 = pos; 2 = not used) [23]. The breast cancer tissue microarray sections were
immunohistochemically stained for p53 expression using a mouse monoclonal anti-human
p53-antibody (DO-7, DAKO) as described [18]. Samples were considered positive when
>20% of the cancer cells were stained. The expression of Ki-67 was evaluated using a Ki-67
antibody [24]; samples were considered negative and positive when <20% and >20% of
the cancer cells were stained, respectively. Information on adjuvant treatment and distant
metastases during the follow-up was collected from the patient records. The information on
death due to breast cancer or other reasons was obtained from the Finnish Cancer Registry.
A total number of 659 tumors were of incident cases (entering the study less than 6 months
from the date of diagnosis), which were included in the survival analysis.

2.2. miRNA In Situ Hybridization

In situ detection of miRNA expression was done on formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded
tissue microarray sections as previously described [11] using the double digoxigenin
labeled mir-30d locked nucleic acid probe (5′-CTTCCAGTCGGGGATGTTTACA-3′, 2.5 µM;
Exiqon) in hybridization solution. The evaluation of the results was performed without
knowledge of the clinico-pathological information. No staining, weak, moderate and strong
cytoplasmic signals were recorded accordingly. These four categories were combined into
two analysis groups (“low expression” = absent and low signal; “high expression” =
intermediate and high signal), because there was no difference in the clinico-pathological
associations or in the survival rates between tumors with absent or low signal, nor between
tumors with intermediate or high signal.

2.3. Gene Expression and Pathway Enrichment Analyses

We utilized the processed METABRIC dataset (n = 1142) available as EGAS00000000122
in the European Genome-phenome archive [25]. The mRNA expression data (Illumina
HT-12 v3 platform) was normalized using quantile normalization against single target dis-
tribution, as described [26]. The co-expression of the miR-30 family miRNAs and all curated
mRNA-probes were analyzed using Spearman’s rank correlation, so that mRNA-probes
with absolute correlation coefficient >0.25 were included in the functional enrichment
analyses using the IPA (Ingenuity Pathway Analysis QIAGEN Inc., Aarhus, Denmark). We
performed two parallel analyses: First, we focused on the genes negatively correlated with
the miR-30 family members in the METABRIC data (Spearman rank correlation < −0.25).
With the IPA microRNA Target Filter, we filtered the gene list to include only the algorith-
mically predicted or experimentally validated targets of each miR-30 family member and
performed a functional enrichment analysis. Second, we identified all mRNAs co-expressed
with the miR-30 family miRNAs (absolute value of Spearman rank correlation > 0.25) in
the METABRIC data. The correlated genes were fed into the IPA core analysis for func-
tional enrichment, using the Spearman correlation coefficients as surrogates for expression
log ratio.

2.4. Sensitization Screening and Drug Response

The cell lines were confirmed for identity by the Genomics Unit of Technology Centre,
Institute for Molecular Medicine Finland (FIMM), Helsinki, Finland, with the Promega
StemEliteTM ID System (Promega Corp., Madison, Wi, USA) and further tested for the
mycoplasma-free status. Assay-ready cells from MCF-7, MDA-MB-361, CAL-120, MDA-
MB-436, HCC1937, and HCC1954 were prepared. Other potential cell lines, e.g., T47D, ZR-
75-1, and BT474, were not successfully transfected during the preliminary transfectability-
test. The cell line preparation was performed by culturing the cells in a large batch and
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aliquoting them into ampules kept in liquid nitrogen in solution containing 90% FBS and
10% DMSO. Immediately prior to transfection, the cells were thawed and washed with
culture medium, and the cell number was counted using a hemocytometer. The cells
were dissolved in medium into the required density for transfection. We performed a
miRNA mimic versus-inhibitor-based drug response analysis in breast cancer cell lines.
MiRNA mimics are double-stranded oligonucleotides, which mimic the corresponding
miRNA. MiRNA inhibitors are single-stranded oligonucleotides that bind and inactivate
their target miRNA, irreversibly. A custom human miRNA library was acquired from
Ambion (mirVana™ miRNA mimic/inhibitor) (Table S1), and screened with 6 replicates in
the first round and 11 replicates in the second round using 384-well plates. The intra-plate
controls used in the screens were from Qiagen and Ambion, namely, pre-miR negative
control#2 (32 replicates), and All-Stars-Death positive control (12 replicates), per 384-well
plate. The final concentration of miRNA in assay plates was 10 nM. Doxorucibin (Sigma-
Aldrich Solutions, Merck, Darmstadt, Germany) was added to transfected cells 24 h after
transfection. The doxorubicin concentrations were 1, 10, 100, 500, 1000, and 10,000 nM
and lapatinib was used at 0.83, 10, 100, 1000, 5000, and 10,000 nM concentration. Based on
cell viability at increasing drug concentrations, drug response curves were calculated and
converted into drug sensitivity score (DSS) statistics [27,28], which were pooled, and the
miRNAs mimics’ and inhibitors’ results were compared using Student’s t-test.

2.5. Analysis of Tumor Phenotype and Patient Survival

Statistical analyses were conducted in R version 3.6.1 (R core team, Vienna, Austria).
The significance limit was set at 0.05 (two-sided test). p-Values for evaluation of propor-
tional differences in miR-30d expression by tumor characteristics were calculated using
Pearson’s chi-squared test, or using Fisher´s exact test when n < 5 in any category of cross-
tabulated tumor histology and miR-30d expression. Log-rank tests were used to assess the
statistical significance of differences between Kaplan–Meier curves for survival analyses
among patients. The patient survival was monitored until a breast cancer-associated death
(BD-), or the occurrence of a distant metastasis (-DM). Patients lost from follow-up or
alive 5 years after the diagnosis were right-censored, resulting in a measurement of 5-year
BDDM. In the 5-year BDDM, 26 patients who had metastasis at the time of diagnosis
were not included in the analyses. For 10-year breast cancer survival (BCS), the follow-up
time was measured between the date of diagnosis and the date of death due to breast
cancer and right-censored at 10 years. Univariate Cox regression analysis was used to
estimate survival hazard ratios (HR) overall and in subgroups. Multivariate Cox regression
was used to evaluate the independence of miR-30d in relation to common prognostic
factors. Multivariate model covariates included grade (1,2,3—linear), tumor size, nodal
status (negative/positive—dichotomous), M status (metastasis at diagnosis), estrogen
receptor (negative/positive—dichotomous), progesterone receptor (negative/positive—
dichotomous), and Ki-67 status (negative/positive—dichotomous). For 5-year BDDM, we
did not include the M status in the multivariate model.

3. Results

Altogether, 1238 invasive breast carcinomas were available for tissue microarray
(TMA) and in situ hybridization as described [18]. MiR-30d in situ hybridization results
were obtained for 1193 (96.3%) tumors. 361 (30.3%) tumors showed no or low-intensity
and 832 (69.7%) tumors showed high-intensity cytoplasmic staining (Figure S1). The
remaining 45 (3.7%) of tumors were not scored due to loss of cores in the process or cores
not containing enough tumor material. Figure S2 illustrates the flow chart of samples
through the analyses.

3.1. High miR-30d Expression Is Associated with Aggressive Clinical and Pathological Features of
the Tumors

High miR-30d expression was associated with tumors of ductal histopathological type
(p = 0.003), high grade (p = 0.0002), positive nodal status (p = 0.007) and high proliferation
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rate as estimated by Ki-67 (p = 0.014) compared to tumors with low miR-30d expression.
In hormone receptor-positive tumors (ER+ and/or PgR+), high miR-30d expression was
associated with HER2 positive status (HER2+) (p = 0.032) (Table 1).

Table 1. Association of miR-30d expression with the clinical and pathological features of the tumors.

Category
miR-30d n (%)

p
Total Low 1 High 1

Tumor histology
Ductal 838 (70.2%) 233 (64.5%) 605 (72.7%) 0.003 2

Lobular 222 (18.6%) 90 (24.9%) 132 (15.9%)
Medullary 15 (1.3%) 3 (0.8%) 12 (1.4%)

Other 118 (9.9%) 35 (9.7%) 83 (10.0%)

Grade
1 281 (23.9%) 96 (27.0%) 185 (22.5%) 0.0002
2 547 (46.5%) 183 (51.5%) 364 (44.3%)
3 349 (29.7%) 76 (21.4%) 273 (33.2%)

Tumor size
1 694 (58.9%) 213 (60.2%) 481 (58.3%) 0.417
2 410 (34.8%) 115 (32.5%) 295 (35.8%)
3 40 (3.4%) 16 (4.5%) 24 (2.9%)
4 35 (3.0%) 10 (2.8%) 25 (3.0%)

Nodal status 3

Negative 645 (54.9%) 214 (61.0%) 431 (52.4%) 0.007
positive 529 (45.1%) 137 (39.0%) 392 (47.6%)

M 4

Negative 1147 (97.0%) 347 (96.9%) 800 (97.0%) 1.000
Positive 36 (3.0%) 11 (3.1%) 25 (3.0%)

ER status
Negative 234 (20.6%) 70 (21.0%) 164 (20.5%) 0.872
Positive 900 (79.4%) 263 (79.0%) 637 (79.5%)

PR status
Negative 379 (33.5%) 124 (37.0%) 255 (32.0%) 0.113
Positive 753 (66.5%) 211 (63.0%) 542 (68.0%)

p53 tumor status
Negative 899 (80.1%) 264 (82.8%) 635 (79.0%) 0.160
Positive 224 (19.9%) 55 (17.2%) 169 (21.0%)

HER2 status
Negative 984 (87.1%) 298 (90.0%) 686 (85.9%) 0.064
Positive 146 (12.9%) 33 (10.0%) 113 (14.1%)

Ki-67 (proliferation
marker)
Negative 786 (67.2%) 250 (72.5%) 536 (65.0%) 0.014
Positive 383 (32.8%) 95 (27.5%) 288 (35.0%)

ER/PR/HER2 status 5

ER/PR+ and HER2− 778 (72.6%) 232 (76.1%) 546 (71.2%) 0.032
ER/PR+ and HER2+ 91 (8.5%) 14 (4.6%) 77 (10.0%)
ER/PR− and HER2+ 52 (4.9%) 17 (5.6%) 35 (4.6%)

ER− and PR− and
HER2− 151 (14.1%) 42 (13.8%) 109 (14.2%)

1. Low: None or weak cytoplasmic staining, High: moderate or high cytoplasmic staining. 2. Fisher’s exact test. 3. Nodal status: development
of nodal metastasis at diagnosis. 4. Metastasis at diagnosis. 5. The + denotes positive status and the − denotes negative status.

3.2. High miR-30d Expression Is an Independent Predictor of Improved Survival in Breast Cancer
Patients and among Subgroups

Only the incident breast cancer cases were included in the survival analyses, to
avoid the over-representation of long-term survivors. Of the 659 cases, 205 (31.1%) were
categorized into the low expression group and 454 (68.9%) into the high expression group.
Table S2 shows the clinico-pathological features of the tumors of incident cases and their
association with miR-30d expression. High miR-30d expression was associated with better
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5-year metastasis-free survival (BDDM) (HR 0.63, 95% CI 0.41 to 0.97, pBDDM = 0.035) and
improved 10-year breast cancer survival (BCS) (HR 0.61, 95% CI 0.41 to 0.92, pBCS = 0.018).
High miR-30d expression was also associated with better survival among subgroups of
patients with ER-negative tumors (pBDDM = 0.003, pBCS = 0.015), HER2-positive tumors
(pBDDM = 0.0009, pBCS = 0.0006), highly proliferating tumors indicated by high expression
of Ki-67 (pBDDM = 0.0004, pBCS = 0.002), p53-positive tumors (pBDDM = 0.011, pBCS = 0.043),
and chemotherapy-treated patients (pBDDM = 0.035, pBCS = 0.045) (Figures 1 and 2, Table S3).
In multivariate Cox regression models adjusted for established prognostic markers (grade,
tumor size, nodal status, and ER) as well as for factors significant in univariate analyses
(HER2, Ki-67, and p53), the miR-30d expression remained an independent prognostic factor
for 5-year BDDM and 10-year BCS (HR 0.46, 95% CI 0.30 to 0.70, pBDDM = 0.0002; BCS, HR
0.54, 95% CI 0.35 to 0.84, pBCS = 0.001)(Table 2).
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Figure 1. Forest plots depicting the hazard ratio and corresponding confidence intervals for (a) 5-year
BDDM and (b) 10-year BCS by high expression of miR-30d.

Table 2. High expression of miR-30d emerged as independent prognostic factor in the multivariate Cox regression model
for 5-year BDDM, and 10-year BCS analyses.

Covariate
5-Year BDDM 10-Year BCS

p HR 95%CI p HR 95%CI

Grade 0.0001 2.28 1.45–3.49 0.0004 2.06 1.37–3.09
T 1.7 × 10−6 1.58 1.24–2.01 0.001 1.50 1.17–1.93
N 1.1 × 10−6 2.95 1.77–4.91 1.9 × 10−5 3.11 1.84–5.23
M - - - 5.8 × 10−8 6.31 3.24–12.2
ER 0.60 1.16 0.66–2.045 0.50 0.82 0.46–1.45

Ki67 0.97 0.97 0.57–1.71 0.70 0.90 0.55–1.48
HER2 0.38 1.62 0.95–2.78 0.17 1.48 0.85–2.57

p53 0.44 1.32 0.77–2.25 0.23 1.37 0.81–2.32
miR-30d 0.0004 0.44 0.28–0.69 0.006 0.54 0.35–0.84
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Figure 2. Kaplan–Meier curves illustrating the 5-year BDDM survival analyses by high and low
expression of miR-30d for all patients and among the subgroups of: ER-negative, ER-positive, HER2-
negative, HER2-positive, Ki67-negative, Ki67-positive, p53-negative, p53-positive, no chemotherapy,
and chemotherapy-treated.

3.3. miR-30 Family Members Sensitized Breast Cancer Cell Lines to Doxorubicin and Lapatinib

We investigated the effect of miR-30 family members on response to doxorubicin, an
anthracycline-based chemotherapy, in multiple human breast cancer cell lines: HCC1937,
MDA-MB-361, MCF7, and on response to lapatinib, a dual inhibitor of HER2, in HER2-
positive HCC1954. Figure 3 illustrates the workflow of the drug sensitization in the primary
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screen (6 replicates for each miR-30 member) and replication round (11 replicates each),
which included two additional cell lines, MDA-MB-436 and CAL-120, and all the above-
mentioned cell lines. Transfection for drug sensitivity screening experiments with miR-30
family member mimics (i.e., miR-30a–e_mimics), and their specific inhibitors (i.e., miR-30a–
e_anti) were carried out in all of the studied cell lines. To quantify the response to drugs,
we calculated a drug sensitivity score (DSS) [27–29] based on miR-30-exposed cell viability
at increasing drug concentrations.
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The HER2-positive HCC1954 cell line was strongly sensitized to HER2-targeting
lapatinib when transfected with miR-30 family member mimics, compared to the inhibitors
(largest p = 0.001) (Figure 4a, Table S4). The association was reproduced in the replication
round with the largest p = 0.012. Table S4 and Figure S3A illustrate the comparison of drug
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sensitivity scores for cells transfected with miR-30 member mimics and their corresponding
inhibitors in the replication round.
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Figure 4. First round of drug screening test: compared to their inhibitors (red/left bars), miR-30
family member-specific mimics (blue/right bars) sensitized breast cancer cell line (a) HCC1954 to
lapatinib, and (b) HCC1937, (c) MDA-MB-361, and (d) MCF7 to doxorubicin. Higher DSS (drug
sensitivity score) indicates higher sensitivity to the drug. Lap: Lapatinib, Dox: Doxorubicin.
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In the doxorubicin-response analysis, all miR-30 mimics strongly sensitized the cells
to doxorubicin (higher DSS) in the triple-negative HCC1937, compared to miR-30 family
member inhibitors, with the largest p < 10−4 (Figure 4b, Table S4). The effect was repro-
duced in the replication round (largest p < 10−6) (Table S4, Figure S3B). A similar effect
was seen in the Luminal-like, HER2-positive MDA-MB-361 cells for all miR-30 members in
the primary (largest p < 10−4) (Figure 4c, Table S4) and replication (largest p < 10−6) round
(Table S4, Figure S3C).

In the primary screen of the Luminal-like, HER2-negative MCF7 cell line, we observed
an opposite association between the miR-30 members and doxorubicin sensitivity. The
miR-30-mimics appeared to increase the drug resistance (lower DSS), whereas the miR-
30-anti showed elevated drug sensitivity with p-values varying between 0.971 and 0.001
(Figure 4d, Table S4). In the replication screen with a higher number of replicates, this
trend was emphasized, with p-values varying between 0.11 and 10−5 for miR-30a, miR-30b,
miR-30c, and miR-30d (Table S4, Figure S3D).

To validate our findings, we added the Basal-like MDA-MB-436 and CAL-120 cell lines
to the replication round of drug sensitivity screening. All miR-30 member mimics increased
doxorubicin sensitivity in MDA-MB-436 (largest p < 10−14) and CAL-120 (largest p < 10−5)
cells, compared to the corresponding inhibitors (Table S4, Figure S3E,F, respectively).

3.4. The Putative Targets of the miR-30 Family Members in Breast Cancers Are Associated with
Cellular Growth, Proliferation, and Motility

To identify the cellular functions and pathways which are affected by elevated mir-30
family expression in breast tumors, we used the METABRIC data for mRNA and miRNA
expression in 1302 breast tumors [25] and IPA with two parallel approaches: the microRNA
Target Filter analysis and the Core analysis. For the former, we included only the negatively
correlated genes, since the miRNA function is assumed to be repressive of mRNA-level. In
the Core analysis, we included all correlated genes, attempting to characterize which cellular
pathways are active in tumors where the miR-30 family miRNAs have high expression. For
this purpose, we used the Spearman correlation coefficients as proxies for log–fold change.

The top pathways, which emerged as significantly associated with all the miR-30
family members in both the miRNA Target Filter and the Core analyses, involved cell
migration, motility, and cytoplasmic development (Table S5).

4. Discussion

We applied miRNA in situ hybridization to study the expression of miR-30d in human
breast cancer tumors, and its association to tumor clinico-pathological characteristics and
patient survival. We further explored the effects of miR-30 family members on drug
response (doxorubicin and lapatinib) in vitro. We found that while high expression of
miR-30d as such was a marker of aggressive tumor phenotype, i.e., higher grade, high
proliferation rate, and positive nodal status, it was associated with improved patient
survival. This favorable survival effect was enhanced in a multivariate survival analysis
adjusted for the conventional prognostic factors, indicating that high expression of miR-30d
is an independent predictor of better survival.

The miR-30d association with patient survival was especially pronounced in the sub-
group of patients with HER2-positive tumors (Figure 2). Given that TOP2A amplification
almost exclusively occurs in HER2-amplified breast cancers and that TOP2A is the primary
target of doxorubicin [30,31], we speculate as to the existence of a miR-30/HER2/TOP2A
connection, which may result in increased sensitivity to doxorubicin treatment and sub-
sequently to better survival. Consistently, in the subgroup of patients who received
chemotherapy, high miR-30d expression was associated with improved survival. The
effect may, however, also be mediated by the high proliferation per se. The miR-30 family
members also strongly sensitized the HER2-positive HCC1954 cell line to lapatinib, which
targets HER2.

Virtually all miR-30 family member mimics sensitized the cells to doxorubicin when
compared to their inhibitors. Earlier studies have demonstrated that miR-30 family mem-
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bers decrease chemo resistance in multiple cancers, including breast [32,33] and ovarian [34].
Here, the drug sensitization pattern was consistent in all our cell lines except for MCF7,
in which miR-30 family mimics decreased doxorubicin sensitivity in comparison to their
inhibitors. We postulate that the observed opposite effect in MCF7 might be associated
with p53 status, as MCF7 was the only p53-proficient cell line in the panel. In the five
other cell lines, which were p53-deficient, luminal and basal-like, high miR-30 sensitized
the cells to doxorubicin. Consistently, in our survival analysis, higher miR-30d was asso-
ciated with better survival among patients with p53-positive (mutated) tumors, and in
chemotherapy-treated patients. Neither the TP53 mRNA-expression, nor p53 IHC values
were available in the METABRIC data to analyze any causal relationship between high
miR-30 miRNA expression and p53 activity in these breast tumors. Previously, Guo et al.
reported that forced expression of miR-30a repressed cancer cell motility and invasion in
in vitro cell line constructs with TP53 gain-of-function mutation R273H [35]. Furthermore,
Di Gennaro et al. [36,37] showed that high endogenous miR-30a expression was associated
with improved survival of triple-negative breast cancer patients, and validated miR-30a as
a direct target of p53 transcriptional activity. They showed that p53 inhibits the expression
of ZEB2, a transcription factor involved in EMT, through miR-30a to control tumor cell
invasion and spreading. Our pathway enrichment analyses suggested an association for
miR-30 family members and cell mobility, which may suggest a more general mechanism
behind the observed effects. It can be postulated that the miR-30 family might function as
an anti-metastatic factor in highly proliferating tumors: as long as the cells are proliferating,
they remain immotile and do not invade. Other independent studies have also indicated
the contribution of the miR-30 family to the regulation of cell proliferation, cell invasion,
and EMT [38,39], particularly through their interaction with SNAI1/2 [40,41], metadherin
(MTDH) [42], Slug, or TWIF1 [33,39]. The EMT process has been suggested to be associated
with breast cancer chemo resistance [33,43,44]. However, the exact underlying mechanism
remains to be further elucidated.

In contrary to the study by Li et al. [11], which suggested an inverse association
between miR-30d expression and ovarian cancer patient survival, our clinical findings in
breast cancer patients suggest that high miR-30d associates with improved survival. This
is in line with reports of an independent survival study in the Genomic Data Common
data portal miRNA-Seq dataset and The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) with 1052 samples
which reported that mir-30 family members, and particularly miR-30a, have significantly
lower expression in breast cancers, and its high expression associates with better overall
survival [45]. It seems that the direction in which miR-30 family members contribute
to cancer aggressiveness, prognosis, and metastasis might be context-dependent and
cancer-specific, as observed in other candidate miRNA studies [45,46]. For instance, while
miR-30 family members appear to be anti-metastatic in breast cancer and non-small cell
lung cancer [40], in melanoma cells and in hepatocellular carcinomas (HCC) the miR-30
family was pro-metastatic [47,48]. Similar to the tumor-suppressor miR-34a [46], the high
expression of miR-30d was more often observed among the highly proliferating tumors.
Whether miR-30d exerts its speculated anti-metastatic role particularly in proliferative
tumors, and what the underlying mechanism is, warrant further investigation. In addition
to their apparent cancer-specific roles, the different, and sometimes opposite, impacts of
members of the miR-30 family on tumorigenesis and metastasis might be attributable to
their diverse compensatory sequence, in spite of their sharing the same seed region.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first extensive in vitro drug screening study
for the miR-30 family in breast cancer. However, our study is limited by the magnitude
of miRNAs’ potency in general, meaning that unlike in siRNA knockdown experiments,
the miRNAs’ modest impact on target mRNA and protein level presents an experimental
challenge when investigating their effects [49]. Nevertheless, the postulated connection
between miR-30’s effects on drug sensitivity through HER2/TOP2A axis or p53 and cell
migration connections can be viewed as hypothesis generating.
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5. Conclusions

Taken together, our results suggest that miR-30d expression may provide a prognostic
and predictive factor for breast cancer patients. Whether the observed association of high
miR-30d expression and better clinical outcomes is due to its plausible connection with
the doxorubicin, TOP2A, and p53 signaling pathways, or to its postulated anti-metastatic
function, remains to be further studied.
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features of tumors of incident cases, Table S3: Univariate Cox’s regression analysis by miR-30d,
Table S4: Applying drug sensitivity score (DSS) to compare miR-30 family member mimics with
their inhibitors using Student’s t-test, Table S5: Results of the Ingenuity Pathway Analysis of genes
correlated with the expression of the miR-30 family miRNAs.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.J., C.B. and H.N.; methodology, M.J., R.F., T.A.M., S.K.
(Sippy Kaur), S.K. (Sofia Khan), E.N., S.P., J.-P.M., B.Y., J.I.K., J.S., R.B. and P.H.; software S.P., J.-P.M.
and B.Y.; formal analysis, M.J., R.F., S.P. and T.A.M.; data curation, P.H.; resources, J.S., K.A., C.B. and
H.N.; writing—original draft preparation, M.J.; writing—review and editing, all authors; supervision,
H.N. and C.B.; funding acquisition, H.N. All authors have read and agreed to the published version
of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by The Helsinki University Hospital Research Fund, The Sigrid
Juselius Foundation, The Finnish Cultural Foundation, and The Finnish Cancer Society. Open access
funding provided by University of Helsinki.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of
the Declaration of Helsinki, and approved by the Helsinki University Hospital Ethical Committee
(Dnro207/E9/07 and Dnro272/13/03/03/2012).

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study.

Data Availability Statement: The drug sensitivity score and relevant statistical data required for
study replication of the drug-sensitivity analyses are available in Table S4. The samples’ survival
datasets used and/or analyzed during the current study are available from the corresponding author
on reasonable request. Code availability: The analyses were conducted in R, thus, all of the statistical
packages used here are publicly available. The codes are available from the corresponding author
upon request.

Acknowledgments: We thank Karl von Smitten, Kirsimari Aaltonen and Nurses Hanna Jäntti,
Irja Erkkilä for their help in collecting the patient samples/data and the FIMM High Throughput
Biomedicine unit (HTB) for their collaboration. HTB unit is financially supported by the University of
Helsinki (HiLife) and Biocenter Finland. We thank Olli Kallioniemi (FIMM) for HCC1954, HCC1937,
MDA-MB-436, and MCF7 cells, John W.M. Martens (Erasmus University) The Netherlands for
MDA-MB-361 cells, and Krister Wennerberg (FIMM) for CAL120 cells. The Finnish Cancer Registry
is gratefully acknowledged for the cancer diagnostic and follow-up data. We sincerely thank all
study participants, clinicians, researchers and technicians for their contributions and commitment to
this study.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Bray, F.; Ferlay, J.; Soerjomataram, I.; Siegel, R.L.; Torre, L.A.; Jemal, A. Global cancer statistics 2018: GLOBOCAN estimates of

incidence and mortality worldwide for 36 cancers in 185 countries. CA Cancer J. Clin. 2018, 68, 394–424. [CrossRef]
2. Calin, G.A.; Sevignani, C.; Dumitru, C.D.; Hyslop, T.; Noch, E.; Yendamuri, S.; Shimizu, M.; Rattan, S.; Bullrich, F.; Negrini, M.;

et al. Human microRNA genes are frequently located at fragile sites and genomic regions involved in cancers. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. USA 2004, 101, 2999–3004. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cancers13122907/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cancers13122907/s1
http://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21492
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0307323101
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14973191


Cancers 2021, 13, 2907 14 of 15

3. Quesne, J.L.; Jones, J.; Warren, J.; Dawson, S.J.; Ali, H.R.; Bardwell, H.; Blows, F.; Pharoah, P.; Caldas, C. Biological and prognostic
associations of miR-205 and let-7b in breast cancer revealed by in situ hybridization analysis of micro-RNA expression in arrays
of archival tumour tissue. J. Pathol. 2012, 227, 306–314. [CrossRef]

4. Jonas, S.; Izaurralde, E. Towards a molecular understanding of microRNA-mediated gene silencing. Nat. Rev. Genet. 2015, 16,
421–433. [CrossRef]

5. Ameres, S.L.; Zamore, P.D. Diversifying microRNA sequence and function. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2013, 14, 475–488. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

6. Baek, D.; Villen, J.; Shin, C.; Camargo, F.D.; Gygi, S.P.; Bartel, D.P. The impact of microRNAs on protein output. Nature 2008, 455,
64–71. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Tan, W.; Liu, B.; Qu, S.; Liang, G.; Luo, W.; Gong, C. MicroRNAs and cancer: Key paradigms in molecular therapy. Oncol. Lett.
2018, 15, 2735–2742. [CrossRef]

8. Kurozumi, S.; Yamaguchi, Y.; Kurosumi, M.; Ohira, M.; Matsumoto, H.; Horiguchi, J. Recent trends in microRNA research into
breast cancer with particular focus on the associations between microRNAs and intrinsic subtypes. J. Hum. Genet. 2017, 62, 15–24.
[CrossRef]

9. Mertens-Talcott, S.U.; Chintharlapalli, S.; Li, X.; Safe, S. The oncogenic microRNA-27a targets genes that regulate specificity protein
transcription factors and the G2-M checkpoint in MDA-MB-231 breast cancer cells. Cancer Res. 2007, 67, 11001–11011. [CrossRef]

10. Jiang, S.; Zhang, H.W.; Lu, M.H.; He, X.H.; Li, Y.; Gu, H.; Liu, M.F.; Wang, E.D. MicroRNA-155 functions as an OncomiR in breast
cancer by targeting the suppressor of cytokine signaling 1 gene. Cancer Res. 2010, 70, 3119–3127. [CrossRef]

11. Li, N.; Kaur, S.; Greshock, J.; Lassus, H.; Zhong, X.; Wang, Y.; Leminen, A.; Shao, Z.; Hu, X.; Liang, S.; et al. A combined
array-based comparative genomic hybridization and functional library screening approach identifies mir-30d as an oncomir in
cancer. Cancer Res. 2012, 72, 154–164. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Feliciano, A.; Castellvi, J.; Artero-Castro, A.; Leal, J.A.; Romagosa, C.; Hernandez-Losa, J.; Peg, V.; Fabra, A.; Vidal, F.; Kondoh, H.;
et al. miR-125b acts as a tumor suppressor in breast tumorigenesis via its novel direct targets ENPEP, CK2-alpha, CCNJ, and
MEGF9. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e76247. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Fong, M.Y.; Zhou, W.; Liu, L.; Alontaga, A.Y.; Chandra, M.; Ashby, J.; Chow, A.; O’Connor, S.T.; Li, S.; Chin, A.R.; et al. Breast-
cancer-secreted miR-122 reprograms glucose metabolism in premetastatic niche to promote metastasis. Nat. Cell Biol. 2015, 17,
183–194. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Tavazoie, S.F.; Alarcon, C.; Oskarsson, T.; Padua, D.; Wang, Q.; Bos, P.D.; Gerald, W.L.; Massague, J. Endogenous human
microRNAs that suppress breast cancer metastasis. Nature 2008, 451, 147–152. [CrossRef]

15. Kozomara, A.; Griffiths-Jones, S. miRBase: Annotating high confidence microRNAs using deep sequencing data. Nucleic Acids
Res. 2014, 42, D68–D73. [CrossRef]

16. Syrjakoski, K.; Vahteristo, P.; Eerola, H.; Tamminen, A.; Kivinummi, K.; Sarantaus, L.; Holli, K.; Blomqvist, C.; Kallioniemi, O.P.;
Kainu, T.; et al. Population-based study of BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutations in 1035 unselected Finnish breast cancer patients. J.
Natl. Cancer Inst. 2000, 92, 1529–1531. [CrossRef]

17. Kilpivaara, O.; Bartkova, J.; Eerola, H.; Syrjakoski, K.; Vahteristo, P.; Lukas, J.; Blomqvist, C.; Holli, K.; Heikkila, P.; Sauter, G.; et al.
Correlation of CHEK2 protein expression and c.1100delC mutation status with tumor characteristics among unselected breast
cancer patients. Int. J. Cancer 2005, 113, 575–580. [CrossRef]

18. Tommiska, J.; Eerola, H.; Heinonen, M.; Salonen, L.; Kaare, M.; Tallila, J.; Ristimaki, A.; von Smitten, K.; Aittomaki, K.; Heikkila, P.;
et al. Breast cancer patients with p53 Pro72 homozygous genotype have a poorer survival. Clin. Cancer Res. 2005, 11, 5098–5103.
[CrossRef]

19. Vehmanen, P.; Friedman, L.S.; Eerola, H.; McClure, M.; Ward, B.; Sarantaus, L.; Kainu, T.; Syrjakoski, K.; Pyrhonen, S.;
Kallioniemi, O.P.; et al. Low proportion of BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutations in Finnish breast cancer families: Evidence for
additional susceptibility genes. Hum. Mol. Genet. 1997, 6, 2309–2315. [CrossRef]

20. Vahteristo, P.; Eerola, H.; Tamminen, A.; Blomqvist, C.; Nevanlinna, H. A probability model for predicting BRCA1 and BRCA2
mutations in breast and breast-ovarian cancer families. Br. J. Cancer 2001, 84, 704–708. [CrossRef]

21. Vahteristo, P.; Bartkova, J.; Eerola, H.; Syrjakoski, K.; Ojala, S.; Kilpivaara, O.; Tamminen, A.; Kononen, J.; Aittomaki, K.; Heikkila,
P.; et al. A CHEK2 genetic variant contributing to a substantial fraction of familial breast cancer. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 2002, 71,
432–438. [CrossRef]

22. Elston, C.W.; Ellis, I.O. Pathological prognostic factors in breast cancer. I. The value of histological grade in breast cancer:
Experience from a large study with long-term follow-up. Histopathology 1991, 19, 403–410. [CrossRef]

23. Tanner, M.; Gancberg, D.; Di Leo, A.; Larsimont, D.; Rouas, G.; Piccart, M.J.; Isola, J. Chromogenic in situ hybridization: A
practical alternative for fluorescence in situ hybridization to detect HER-2/neu oncogene amplification in archival breast cancer
samples. Am. J. Pathol. 2000, 157, 1467–1472. [CrossRef]

24. Ahlin, C.; Aaltonen, K.; Amini, R.M.; Nevanlinna, H.; Fjallskog, M.L.; Blomqvist, C. Ki67 and cyclin A as prognostic factors in
early breast cancer. What are the optimal cut-off values? Histopathology 2007, 51, 491–498. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Dvinge, H.; Git, A.; Graf, S.; Salmon-Divon, M.; Curtis, C.; Sottoriva, A.; Zhao, Y.; Hirst, M.; Armisen, J.; Miska, E.A.; et al. The
shaping and functional consequences of the microRNA landscape in breast cancer. Nature 2013, 497, 378–382. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Curtis, C.; Shah, S.P.; Chin, S.F.; Turashvili, G.; Rueda, O.M.; Dunning, M.J.; Speed, D.; Lynch, A.G.; Samarajiwa, S.; Yuan, Y.; et al. The
genomic and transcriptomic architecture of 2,000 breast tumours reveals novel subgroups. Nature 2012, 486, 346–352. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1002/path.3983
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrg3965
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrm3611
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23800994
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature07242
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18668037
http://doi.org/10.3892/ol.2017.7638
http://doi.org/10.1038/jhg.2016.89
http://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-07-2416
http://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-09-4250
http://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-11-2484
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22058146
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0076247
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24098452
http://doi.org/10.1038/ncb3094
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25621950
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature06487
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkt1181
http://doi.org/10.1093/jnci/92.18.1529
http://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.20638
http://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-05-0173
http://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/6.13.2309
http://doi.org/10.1054/bjoc.2000.1626
http://doi.org/10.1086/341943
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2559.1991.tb00229.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0002-9440(10)64785-2
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2559.2007.02798.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17711446
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature12108
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23644459
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature10983


Cancers 2021, 13, 2907 15 of 15

27. Yadav, B.; Pemovska, T.; Szwajda, A.; Kulesskiy, E.; Kontro, M.; Karjalainen, R.; Majumder, M.M.; Malani, D.; Murumagi, A.;
Knowles, J.; et al. Quantitative scoring of differential drug sensitivity for individually optimized anticancer therapies. Sci. Rep.
2014, 4, 5193. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Potdar, S.; Ianevski, A.; Mpindi, J.P.; Bychkov, D.; Fiere, C.; Ianevski, P.; Yadav, B.; Wennerberg, K.; Aittokallio, T.; Kallioniemi, O.;
et al. Breeze: An integrated quality control and data analysis application for high-throughput drug screening. Bioinformatics 2020,
36, 3602–3604. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Fagerholm, R.; Khan, S.; Schmidt, M.K.; Garcia-Closas, M.; Heikkila, P.; Saarela, J.; Beesley, J.; Jamshidi, M.; Aittomaki, K.; Liu,
J.; et al. TP53-based interaction analysis identifies cis-eQTL variants for TP53BP2, FBXO28, and FAM53A that associate with
survival and treatment outcome in breast cancer. Oncotarget 2017, 8, 18381–18398. [CrossRef]

30. Konecny, G.E.; Pauletti, G.; Untch, M.; Wang, H.J.; Mobus, V.; Kuhn, W.; Thomssen, C.; Harbeck, N.; Wang, L.; Apple, S.; et al.
Association between HER2, TOP2A, and response to anthracycline-based preoperative chemotherapy in high-risk primary breast
cancer. Breast Cancer Res. Treat. 2010, 120, 481–489. [CrossRef]

31. Jarvinen, T.A.; Tanner, M.; Barlund, M.; Borg, A.; Isola, J. Characterization of topoisomerase II alpha gene amplification and
deletion in breast cancer. Genes Chromosomes Cancer 1999, 26, 142–150. [CrossRef]

32. Fang, Y.; Shen, H.; Cao, Y.; Li, H.; Qin, R.; Chen, Q.; Long, L.; Zhu, X.L.; Xie, C.J.; Xu, W.L. Involvement of miR-30c in resistance to
doxorubicin by regulating YWHAZ in breast cancer cells. Braz. J. Med. Biol. Res. 2014, 47, 60–69. [CrossRef]

33. Bockhorn, J.; Dalton, R.; Nwachukwu, C.; Huang, S.; Prat, A.; Yee, K.; Chang, Y.F.; Huo, D.; Wen, Y.; Swanson, K.E.; et al. MicroRNA-
30c inhibits human breast tumour chemotherapy resistance by regulating TWF1 and IL-11. Nat. Commun. 2013, 4, 1393. [CrossRef]

34. Sestito, R.; Cianfrocca, R.; Rosano, L.; Tocci, P.; Semprucci, E.; Di Castro, V.; Caprara, V.; Ferrandina, G.; Sacconi, A.; Blandino, G.;
et al. miR-30a inhibits endothelin A receptor and chemoresistance in ovarian carcinoma. Oncotarget 2016, 7, 4009–4023. [CrossRef]

35. Guo, F.; Chen, H.; Chang, J.; Zhang, L. Mutation R273H confers p53 a stimulating effect on the IGF-1R-AKT pathway via miR-30a
suppression in breast cancer. Biomed. Pharmacother. 2016, 78, 335–341. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. di Gennaro, A.; Damiano, V.; Brisotto, G.; Armellin, M.; Perin, T.; Zucchetto, A.; Guardascione, M.; Spaink, H.P.; Doglioni, C.;
Snaar-Jagalska, B.E.; et al. A p53/miR-30a/ZEB2 axis controls triple negative breast cancer aggressiveness. Cell Death Differ. 2018,
25, 2165–2180. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. di Gennaro, A.; Damiano, V.; Brisotto, G.; Armellin, M.; Perin, T.; Zucchetto, A.; Guardascione, M.; Spaink, H.P.; Doglioni, C.;
Snaar-Jagalska, B.E.; et al. Correction to: A p53/miR-30a/ZEB2 axis controls triple negative breast cancer aggressiveness. Cell
Death Differ. 2019, 26, 2493. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Cheng, C.W.; Wang, H.W.; Chang, C.W.; Chu, H.W.; Chen, C.Y.; Yu, J.C.; Chao, J.I.; Liu, H.F.; Ding, S.L.; Shen, C.Y. MicroRNA-30a
inhibits cell migration and invasion by downregulating vimentin expression and is a potential prognostic marker in breast cancer.
Breast Cancer Res. Treat. 2012, 134, 1081–1093. [CrossRef]

39. Chang, C.W.; Yu, J.C.; Hsieh, Y.H.; Yao, C.C.; Chao, J.I.; Chen, P.M.; Hsieh, H.Y.; Hsiung, C.N.; Chu, H.W.; Shen, C.Y.; et al.
MicroRNA-30a increases tight junction protein expression to suppress the epithelial-mesenchymal transition and metastasis by
targeting Slug in breast cancer. Oncotarget 2016, 7, 16462–16478. [CrossRef]

40. Kumarswamy, R.; Mudduluru, G.; Ceppi, P.; Muppala, S.; Kozlowski, M.; Niklinski, J.; Papotti, M.; Allgayer, H. MicroRNA-30a
inhibits epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition by targeting Snai1 and is downregulated in non-small cell lung cancer. Int. J. Cancer
2012, 130, 2044–2053. [CrossRef]

41. Zhou, Q.; Yang, M.; Lan, H.; Yu, X. miR-30a negatively regulates TGF-beta1-induced epithelial-mesenchymal transition and
peritoneal fibrosis by targeting Snai1. Am. J. Pathol. 2013, 183, 808–819. [CrossRef]

42. Zhang, N.; Wang, X.; Huo, Q.; Sun, M.; Cai, C.; Liu, Z.; Hu, G.; Yang, Q. MicroRNA-30a suppresses breast tumor growth and
metastasis by targeting metadherin. Oncogene 2014, 33, 3119–3128. [CrossRef]

43. Singh, A.; Settleman, J. EMT, cancer stem cells and drug resistance: An emerging axis of evil in the war on cancer. Oncogene 2010,
29, 4741–4751. [CrossRef]

44. van Staalduinen, J.; Baker, D.; Ten Dijke, P.; van Dam, H. Epithelial-mesenchymal-transition-inducing transcription factors: New
targets for tackling chemoresistance in cancer? Oncogene 2018, 37, 6195–6211. [CrossRef]

45. Kawaguchi, T.; Yan, L.; Qi, Q.; Peng, X.; Gabriel, E.M.; Young, J.; Liu, S.; Takabe, K. Overexpression of suppressive microRNAs,
miR-30a and miR-200c are associated with improved survival of breast cancer patients. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 15945. [CrossRef]

46. Peurala, H.; Greco, D.; Heikkinen, T.; Kaur, S.; Bartkova, J.; Jamshidi, M.; Aittomaki, K.; Heikkila, P.; Bartek, J.; Blomqvist, C.; et al.
MiR-34a expression has an effect for lower risk of metastasis and associates with expression patterns predicting clinical outcome
in breast cancer. PLoS ONE 2011, 6, e26122. [CrossRef]

47. Gaziel-Sovran, A.; Segura, M.F.; Di Micco, R.; Collins, M.K.; Hanniford, D.; Vega-Saenz de Miera, E.; Rakus, J.F.; Dankert, J.F.;
Shang, S.; Kerbel, R.S.; et al. miR-30b/30d regulation of GalNAc transferases enhances invasion and immunosuppression during
metastasis. Cancer Cell 2011, 20, 104–118. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Yao, J.; Liang, L.; Huang, S.; Ding, J.; Tan, N.; Zhao, Y.; Yan, M.; Ge, C.; Zhang, Z.; Chen, T.; et al. MicroRNA-30d promotes tumor
invasion and metastasis by targeting Galphai2 in hepatocellular carcinoma. Hepatology 2010, 51, 846–856. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Mayya, V.K.; Duchaine, T.F. On the availability of microRNA-induced silencing complexes, saturation of microRNA-binding sites
and stoichiometry. Nucleic Acids Res. 2015, 43, 7556–7565. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1038/srep05193
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24898935
http://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btaa138
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32119072
http://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.15110
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-010-0744-z
http://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1098-2264(199910)26:2&lt;142::AID-GCC6&gt;3.0.CO;2-B
http://doi.org/10.1590/1414-431X20133324
http://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2393
http://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.6546
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopha.2016.01.031
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26898459
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41418-018-0103-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29666469
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41418-018-0249-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30728458
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-012-2034-4
http://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.7656
http://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.26218
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajpath.2013.05.019
http://doi.org/10.1038/onc.2013.286
http://doi.org/10.1038/onc.2010.215
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41388-018-0378-x
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-16112-y
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0026122
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2011.05.027
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21741600
http://doi.org/10.1002/hep.23443
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20054866
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv720
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26227970

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Patients 
	miRNA In Situ Hybridization 
	Gene Expression and Pathway Enrichment Analyses 
	Sensitization Screening and Drug Response 
	Analysis of Tumor Phenotype and Patient Survival 

	Results 
	High miR-30d Expression Is Associated with Aggressive Clinical and Pathological Features of the Tumors 
	High miR-30d Expression Is an Independent Predictor of Improved Survival in Breast Cancer Patients and among Subgroups 
	miR-30 Family Members Sensitized Breast Cancer Cell Lines to Doxorubicin and Lapatinib 
	The Putative Targets of the miR-30 Family Members in Breast Cancers Are Associated with Cellular Growth, Proliferation, and Motility 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

