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T « Adding 25% LEC CM to IBC3 cells

Increases colony formation compared
to control, consistent with our
hypothesis.

Background Methods
« Inflammatory breast cancer (IBC) is Colony Assay 1: IBC3 Cells +/- LEC CM
rare representing 2-4% of breast
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 |BC cases involve dermal-lymphatic
invasion (DLI) which is related to
rapid metastasis?
+ It is unknown if lymphatic endothelial Colony Assay 2: IBC3 Control and shLCN2 Cells +/- LEC CM +/- RT
cells (LECs) induce DLI
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media (CM) from LECs will increase
IBC cell growth in a lipocalin-2
(LCN2) dependent manner
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* Analyze the LEC CM for LCN2

* Run experiment with IBC3 LCN
knockout cells with 3 control wells and 3
experimental wells with 25% LEC CM

« Directly test effect of LCN2 on IBC3
cells

® Control 25% LEC CM ® Control 25% LEC CM

Fig. 3LEC CM increases IBC3 Colonies. 3A) Average number of colonies in control wells versus experimental wells using
both Method 1 and Method 2 on Photo 1. 3B) Average number of colonies in control wells versus experimental wells using
both Method 1 and Method 2 on Photo 2. Differences in Photo 2 are significant using Method 1 and trend towards

significance using Method 2.




