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Abstract 36 

A substantial number of cases of ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS) of the breast will 37 

never progress to invasive ductal carcinoma (IDC), indicating they are overtreated 38 

under the current criteria. Although various candidate markers are available, the 39 

relevant markers for delineating the risk categories have not been established. In this 40 

study, we analyzed of the integrated clinical features of 431 cases of DCIS followed 41 

by deep sequence analyses in a 21-case discovery cohort and a 72-case validation 42 

cohort. We identified the five most critical markers of the aggressiveness of DCIS: 43 

age <45 years, HER2 amplification, GATA3 mutation positivity, PIK3CA mutation 44 

negativity, and PgR protein negativity. Spatial transcriptome and single-cell DNA 45 

sequencing further revealed that GATA3 dysfunction, but not PIK3CA mutation, 46 

upregulates EMT, invasion, and angiogenic pathways followed by PgR 47 

downregulation. These results reveal the existence of heterogeneous populations of 48 

DCIS and provide predictive markers for classifying DCIS and optimizing treatment. 49 

 50 
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Introduction 52 

Non-invasive ductal carcinoma of the breast, i.e., ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS), is 53 

an early stage of breast cancer that may potentially develop into invasive ductal 54 

carcinoma (IDC)1,2. Because the breast duct is anatomically free of blood or 55 

lymphatic vessels, the lesions localized in situ theoretically do not undergo metastasis. 56 

The incidence of DCIS has been increasing because of improvements in diagnostic 57 

modalities, permitting preventive surgery based on the assumption that surgical 58 

excision reduces the risk of eventual IDC development3–5. However, it has been noted 59 

that a substantial number of DCIS lesions diagnosed using the current criteria may not 60 

progress to IDC in the absence of treatment6–11. Clinically, DCIS can be divided into 61 

three categories: 1) unlikely to progress to IDC even without surgical treatment (low-62 

risk or false DCIS); 2) truly precancerous lesions of IDC (true DCIS); 3) high 63 

potential for recurrence as IDC even with standard treatment (high-risk DCIS). It is 64 

critical to discriminate low-risk DCIS from true DCIS to avoid unnecessary surgery, 65 

thereby improving patient quality of life and reducing medical costs. Contrarily, 66 

intensive treatment should be provided for patients with high-risk DCIS to improve 67 

their prognosis. Therefore, an accurate classification for directing treatment is an 68 

urgent clinical challenge. Indeed, global clinical trials are underway in several 69 

countries to determine whether non-resection treatment is feasible for low-risk 70 

DCIS12–14. However, the current three-category classification system is not 71 

straightforward. The current classification depends on clinicopathological factors 72 

including age, tumor size, presence of comedo necrosis, nuclear grade, and the 73 

hormone receptor and human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2) status15–19, 74 

and the evaluations vary among pathologists or institutes in the absence of a global 75 

standard20. One critical issue that has not been resolved is the lack of biological 76 
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verification of the risk factors that contribute to the malignant transformation of DCIS 77 

in vivo. The small amounts of tumor specimens available for analysis and the 78 

heterogeneity of tumors have made such studies of DCIS difficult. To address this 79 

issue, we identified objective clinicopathological and genomic risk factors for DCIS 80 

recurrence based on an analysis of the integrated clinical features of 431 patients with 81 

pure DCIS, which lacks any trait of IDC, followed by whole-exome analysis in a 82 

discovery cohort of 21 patients with DCIS and targeted deep sequence analysis in a 83 

validation cohort of 72 patients with DCIS. Then, we examined the contributions of 84 

these to the progression of invasive cancer in vivo using spatial transcriptome 85 

sequencing (STseq) and single-cell DNA sequencing (scDNA-seq). STseq is a novel 86 

technique that provides gene expression information on pathological sections21,22. It 87 

allows gene expression profiling without losing the positional information about the 88 

different cell types that constitute tumors in vivo. In this study, the combined 89 

sequencing techniques allowed us to clarify the significance of risk stratification 90 

factors and their biological consequences in vivo for the first time. 91 

 92 

Results 93 

Clinicopathological risk factor determination 94 

The records of 431 patients with pure DCIS who underwent surgery at the St. 95 

Marianna University School of Medicine from 2007 to 2012 were reviewed to 96 

determine the clinical criteria for stratifying patients with low- or high-risk DCIS. The 97 

median age of patients at diagnosis was 48 years (range, 24–90 years). The median 98 

follow-up period was 6.1 years (range, 0.5–10.9 years). Twenty lesions (4.6%) 99 

progressed to IDC during the follow-up period. Three hundred seventy-five lesions 100 

(87%) were positive for estrogen receptor (ER) expression. Eighty-one lesions 101 
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(18.8%) were positive for HER2 amplification. The detailed clinicopathological data 102 

are presented in SourceData1. Univariate analysis using Cox proportional hazards 103 

regression models was performed to assess the relationship between predictive factors 104 

and relapse-free survival (Table 1). Age (≥45 years vs. <45 years, determined via 105 

receiver operating curve [ROC] curve analysis, area under the curve [AUC] = 0.67, 106 

Supplementary Fig. S1) and HER2 amplification status appeared to be significantly 107 

and independently associated with relapse in multivariate analysis, with hazard ratios 108 

(HRs) of 3.86 (95% confidence interval [CI] = 1.53–9.73, P = 0.00425) and 3.45 109 

(95% CI = 1.34–8.5, P = 0.00717), respectively. Notably, the HR for HER2 positivity 110 

and age <45 years (vs. HER2 negativity and age ≥ 45 years) was 11.03 (95% CI = 111 

3.54–34.4, P < 0.0001). Based on these results, we decided to use age and the HER2 112 

amplification status as the major clinical criteria for discriminating low- and high-risk 113 

patients in the subsequent analyses. The presence/absence of comedo necrosis and 114 

nuclear atypia, which are traditional risk evaluation criteria, were excluded and only 115 

used for reference purposes. 116 

 117 

Selection of genomic risk factors in whole-exome sequencing 118 

To improve the accuracy of the criteria for discriminating low- and high-risk DCIS 119 

based on the clinical evaluation, we attempted to identify genomic factors. As a 120 

discovery cohort, we analyzed 21 patients with pure DCIS who had been randomly 121 

selected with a matched intrinsic type and relatively high recurrence rate. The 122 

clinicopathological characteristics of patients in the discovery cohort are shown in 123 

Supplementary Table. S1. Whole-exome libraries were constructed from tissue 124 

samples obtained via microdissection (Supplementary Fig. S2) and subjected to 125 

sequencing analysis at a sufficient sequencing depth (averaging ×207, SourceData2). 126 
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Matched normal breast tissue was sequenced (average depth, ×109.1) in parallel to 127 

distinguish germline variants from somatic mutations. The obtained mutation graph is 128 

shown in Fig. 1a. 129 

GATA3 and PIK3CA mutations were the most commonly detected mutations in the 130 

cohort, being present in four (19%) and five patients (24%), respectively. Of the four 131 

patients with GATA3 mutation, three experienced recurrence of IDC. The odds ratio 132 

(OR) for relapse for GATA3 mutation positivity versus GATA3 mutation negativity 133 

was 5.5 (95% CI = 0.63–76.7). To further investigate the significance of GATA3 134 

mutation to relapse, samples from patients with recurrent tumors were additionally 135 

analyzed for mutation status in comparison with their paired primary DCIS lesions. 136 

Importantly, two of the four patients harbored the same GATA3 mutation in their 137 

primary and recurrent tumors (Fig. 1b, Supplementary Fig. S3), suggesting that 138 

relapse was caused by a GATA3-mutated clone from the primary lesions. This finding 139 

was supported by the results of computational modeling performed to detect cancer 140 

evolution using the PyClone program23. From these results, we identified GATA3 141 

mutation as a candidate genomic high-risk factor in the discovery cohort. 142 

It was recently reported that GATA3 variants with altered DNA-binding capacity led 143 

to reduced expression of the gene set containing the progesterone receptor (PgR) gene 144 

and increased expression of genes involved in epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition 145 

(EMT), such as cell movement and cell invasion pathways24. We therefore examined 146 

PgR protein expression via immunohistochemical analysis in 16 ER-positive patients 147 

including the four patients who harbored GATA3 mutations. PgR expression was 148 

decreased in all four patients with GATA3-mutated DCIS, whereas only two of the 149 

remaining 12 patients exhibited reduced PgR expression (Fig. 1c and 1d, 150 

Supplementary Fig. S4). We found that GATA3 mutation was associated with reduced 151 
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PgR expression (Supplementary Table S2, P = 0.0192 by Fisher’s exact test). To 152 

investigate the association between prognosis and PgR expression in patients with 153 

ER-positive DCIS, we examined 375 patients with ER-positive DCIS among the 154 

clinical cohort of 431 patients. PgR expression was determined using ROC curve 155 

analysis, revealing an AUC of 0.66 (Supplementary Fig. S5). ER-positive patients 156 

with low PgR expression (≤60%) displayed a significantly high incidence of relapse 157 

than those with high PgR expression (Fig. 1e; p = 0.01, HR = 3.26, 95% CI = 1.25–158 

8.56). Together, low PgR expression, which is routinely measured in clinical practice, 159 

likely represents a high-risk factor that could be a surrogate marker for GATA3 160 

mutation in patients with ER-positive DCIS. 161 

Contrary to the findings for GATA3 mutation, no patient with PIK3CA mutation 162 

experienced recurrence, whereas 9 of 16 patients without PIK3CA mutation (56.2%) 163 

experienced recurrence. Although PIK3CA mutation is a known cancer driver in 164 

many types of cancer25, interestingly, it has been associated with better prognosis in 165 

invasive breast cancer compared with wild-type PIK3CA26. Thus, we identified 166 

PIK3CA mutation as a candidate genomic low-risk factor for DCIS in the discovery 167 

cohort. 168 

 169 

Validation analysis of the risk factors via targeted deep sequencing 170 

To validate the findings revealed using the clinical data set and discovery cohort, we 171 

conducted an analysis using a larger and independent validation cohort of 72 patients. 172 

The clinicopathological characteristics of these patients are shown in Supplementary 173 

Table. S1. To expedite the sequencing, a custom sequencing panel was designed on 174 

the basis of the observed mutation spectrum of the discovery cohort, which included 175 

180 genes (SourceData3). The median follow-up period was 5.5 years (range, 0.5–176 
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9.6 years). Of 72 patients, nine experienced relapse. In this cohort, high clinical risk 177 

as determined using the previously identified criteria (Table 1) tended to be correlated 178 

with poor outcome, albeit without statistical significance (OR = 1.1, 95% CI = 0.25–179 

4.5). 180 

The target sequencing was conducted at a sufficient sequencing depth (averaging 181 

×592.2). The obtained mutation graph is shown in Fig. 2. In total, 40 (56%) and 36 182 

patients (50%) harbored GATA3 and PIK3CA mutations, respectively. In concordance 183 

with the discovery cohort results, GATA3 mutation was positively associated with 184 

relapse (OR = 7.8; 95% CI = 1.17–88.4), whereas PIK3CA mutation was negatively 185 

associated with relapse (OR = 0.45; 95% CI = 0.12–1.7). Of the 180 genes tested, 186 

none was superior to these two factors as a predictive marker. Concerning PgR 187 

protein expression, low PgR expression was again correlated with relapse in the 188 

validation cohort (OR = 25.6; 95% CI = 3.64–142.2). Taking these findings into 189 

consideration, we believe that the results from the discovery cohort reflect the true 190 

nature of DCIS. 191 

 192 

Analyses of DCIS cases for molecular dissection 193 

To dissect the molecular etiology underlying the identified high-risk markers, we 194 

precisely investigated fresh frozen specimens from three additional representative 195 

patients. In particular, according to STseq and scDNA-seq, Case A had DCIS with a 196 

GATA3 mutation (Fig. 2, *1) and a microinvasion, and the lesion was regarded as true 197 

DCIS with progression. Case B had DCIS with low PgR expression (Fig. 2, *2) and a 198 

microinvasion, and the lesion was regarded as true DCIS. Case C had DCIS with a 199 

PIK3CA mutation (Fig. 2, *3) without any microinvasion, and the lesion was regarded 200 
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as possibly false DCIS (low-risk DCIS). The clinicopathological information of each 201 

case is provided in Supplementary Table S3. 202 

 203 

STseq of a DCIS lesion harboring a GATA3 mutation 204 

First, we profiled the spatial gene expression of the specimen from Case A via STseq 205 

using the Visium platform of 10x Genomics (Pleasanton, CA, USA), which is a 206 

recently developed barcoding-based spatial transcriptomics technology. This patient 207 

was diagnosed with DCIS in the preoperative pathological diagnosis but found to 208 

have a site of microinvasion in the postoperative pathological diagnosis. Thus, this 209 

DCIS lesion was identified as a true precursor for IDC. The panel sequencing analysis 210 

at an average depth of ×2391.4 revealed this sample harbored a GATA3 mutation 211 

(exon4:c.865dupG:p.C288fs, variant allele frequency [VAF] = 7%). Interestingly, a 212 

PIK3CA mutation was also detected at a higher VAF (exon5:c.T1035A:p.N345K, 213 

VAF = 26.1%), suggesting that the emerging GATA3 mutation is overwriting the 214 

basal features of DCIS with the PIK3CA mutation. The full mutation list is provided 215 

in SourceData4. 216 

For the Visium analysis, we collected 799,133,428 sequencing reads at a 217 

sequencing saturation of 86.2%. The number of analyzed spots (at 55 µm in diameter) 218 

was 2043, which contained a median of 7469 UMIs or a median of 2928 detected 219 

genes per spot (SourceData5). As shown in the middle panel of Fig. 3a, cancer cell 220 

spots were classified into three groups via un-hierarchical k-means clustering (k = 9), 221 

suggesting the presence of heterogeneity in the DCIS lesion. Additionally, non-cancer 222 

spots, which may represent the microenvironment surrounding the cancer cells, were 223 

classified into four clusters. Among a total of 422 spots representing pathologically 224 

identified cancer cells, GATA3 mutation reads were detected in 46 spots by analyzing 225 
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Visium reads (Fig. 3b, Supplementary Fig. S6). Fortunately, in this case, the GATA3 226 

mutation was located at the 3’-end of the transcript, and thus could be represented by 227 

the Visium reads. 228 

Using TCC R package27, we detected differentially expressed genes (DEGs) between 229 

the spots with and without GATA3 mutations. In total, 1468 DEGs were detected 230 

(false discovery rate [FDR] < 0.05, Fig. 3c, left panel). As identified in Fig. 1d, 231 

decreased PgR expression was observed in the spots with GATA3 mutations (p = 232 

0.02901; t-test; Fig. 3c, right panel). To predict the functional consequence of the 233 

detected DEGs, we conducted pathways analysis using Metascape 234 

(http://metascape.org/)28. In the cancer spots with GATA3 mutations, nine key 235 

pathways, which were associated with 11 cancer hallmarks, were affected compared 236 

with the findings in the mutation-negative spots (Fig. 3d). In particular, the key genes 237 

and pivotal pathways included EMT and angiogenesis. Importantly, the key genes 238 

with expression changes were those identified to occur in response to aberrant GATA3 239 

function, such as VIM and FN1 (Fig. 3e). These results indicate that GATA3 mutation 240 

arises during DCIS progression accompanied by malignant features. Because it has 241 

been reported that increased VIM expression occurs downstream of GATA3 mutation 242 

in luminal cells24, the observed GATA3 mutations in the spots could represent prior 243 

genetic alterations during malignant development. Conversely, in the spots without 244 

GATA3 mutations, the DEGs were mainly enriched in estrogen response, tight 245 

junction, and mTORC1 signaling pathways, suggesting that the cells in those spots 246 

acquired the minimum changes permitting cell transformation. 247 

 248 

STseq of a DCIS lesion with low PgR expression but no GATA3 mutation 249 
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We next investigated Case B as a rather exceptional case with low PgR expression 250 

despite no GATA3 mutation (Fig. 2, *2). From the target sequencing at an average of 251 

depth of ×3030.6, a PIK3CA mutation was detected (exon21:c.A3140T:p.H1047L, 252 

VAF:40%), whereas no GATA3 mutation was detected even at this sufficient 253 

sequencing depth. Therefore, this case was expected to have a good prognosis on a 254 

molecular basis. Nevertheless, postoperative pathological examination revealed a 255 

microinvasion, indicating that this lesion was a true precursor of IDC. 256 

Immunohistochemical analysis illustrated that the lesion was ER-positive and PgR-257 

negative. 258 

The Visium analysis uncovered heterogeneous gene expression depending on the 259 

location of cells for both cancerous and non-cancerous regions (Supplementary Fig. 260 

S7). PgR expression was reduced despite the observed high ER expression (Fig. 4a, 261 

upper panel), consistent with the immunostaining findings (Fig. 4a, lower panel). 262 

Focusing on the gene expression changes in DCIS cells, 188 spots that were 263 

morphologically located in the intraductal regions were manually selected. 264 

Unsupervised hierarchical clustering of these spots identified three apparent clusters 265 

(Fig. 4b, left panel). Spatially, the different clusters corresponded to different regions 266 

(Fig. 4b, middle panel). Importantly, the 48 spots of cluster 1 (colored red) overlapped 267 

with the location of DCIS cells that were about to invade on the basis of their 268 

morphology (indicated by the red arrow head in the right panel of Fig. 4b). 269 

Meanwhile, the 101 spots of cluster 2 (colored green) were located in the center of the 270 

same duct, and they were regarded as cells that were not invading the stroma 271 

anatomically (indicated by the green spots in the middle panel of Fig. 4b). Differential 272 

expression analysis between clusters 1 and 2 identified 2747 DEGs (FDR < 0.05, Fig. 273 

4c, left). Interestingly, GATA3 expression was significantly decreased in cluster 1 (Fig. 274 
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4c, right). It is likely that functional aberration of GATA3 was invoked at the gene 275 

level in this patient despite the absence of a mutation of this gene. Consistently, 276 

GATA3-centered gene expression changes were observed in this patient as judged by 277 

the results of gene enrichment and pathway analysis, as observed for Case A (Fig. 4d, 278 

4e). A total of 21 pathways and 18 cancer hallmarks, including EMT and 279 

angiogenesis pathways, were affected. As observed for Case A, in cluster 2, which 280 

had not invaded the stroma, the DEGs mainly represented estrogen response-related 281 

genes. Taken together, we concluded that, in this case too, GATA3 plays pivotal roles 282 

via its expression changes. Even without the genomic mutations, aberrant expression 283 

of GATA3 may result in an equivalent consequence in some patients. 284 

 285 

Integrated STseq and scDNA-seq analysis of a patient with DCIS and PIK3CA 286 

mutation 287 

Lastly, we analyzed the lesion of Case C in the discovery cohort as a possibly false 288 

DCIS that was unlikely to progress to IDC. This case belonged to the group indicated 289 

as *3 in Fig. 2 in the validation cohort, which was typified by PIK3CA mutation, the 290 

absence of GATA3 mutation or downregulation, no microinvasion, and no relapse 291 

after surgery. The DCIS lesion in this case harbored two mutations in PIK3CA 292 

(exon10:c.G1633A:p.E545K, exon10:c.A1634G:p.E545G, VAF = 25% for both 293 

mutations) as determined via whole-exome sequencing with an average depth of 294 

×134.8. 295 

The Visium analysis revealed a monotonous gene expression pattern, in line 296 

with the morphologically monoclonal structure of this cancer (Fig. 5a, left panel). 297 

Indeed, the spots were roughly separated into two clusters via un-hierarchical 298 

clustering (Fig. 5a, middle and right panels). They almost completely overlapped with 299 
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the morphologically determined cancer and non-cancer cells (stromal cells). Thus, we 300 

compared 347 spots in the cancer cells (blue spots) with 151 spots in the stromal cells 301 

(orange spots) using DEG analysis and identified 508 upregulated DEGs in the cancer 302 

spots (FDR < 0.05). Weighted gene co-expression network analysis (WGCNA) 303 

revealed that only two major nodes (modules) were disturbed in the cancer spots 304 

compared with the non-cancer spots (Fig. 5b, upper panel). We conducted subnetwork 305 

analysis to identify the hub genes (Fig. 5b, middle and lower panels). Pathway 306 

enrichment analysis of the hub genes revealed that the genes involved in estrogen 307 

response and p53 pathways were enriched in module 1 (Fig. 5c), which shares the 308 

characteristics observed for the benign-appearing spots in Cases A and B, indicating 309 

that malignant transition had not occurred in this lesion. 310 

To further examine the genomic clonality of this cancer, we performed single-cell 311 

copy number variation (scCNV) analysis. Cells in the cancer specimen were grouped 312 

into two clusters. Cluster A (542 cells), as shown in Fig. 5d, contained genomic 313 

aberrations at 1q+ and 16q−. These mutations, namely a gain of 1q and loss of 16q, 314 

are frequently observed in sporadic breast cancers29,30, especially histologically low-315 

grade DCIS31,32, supporting the presumption that the lesion in Case C was low-grade 316 

DCIS. Contrarily, cluster NC (64 cells) had no genomic aberrations, and thus, they 317 

were considered non-cancer cells. Note that the proportions of cancer and non-cancer 318 

cells based on the morphological information (approximately 90 and 10%, 319 

respectively) were consistent with those observed via scCNV analysis (cluster A, 320 

89%; cluster NC, 11%). Significantly, no subclone was detected in cluster A, 321 

indicating the absence of additional diversification of the cancer cells. These results 322 

differed from those for a malignant lesion (Case 7, which was also subjected to 323 
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scCNV analysis) harboring HER2 gene amplification and a microinvasion 324 

(Supplementary Fig. S8). 325 

Together, the DCIS lesion of Case C did not harbor any genomic or transcriptomic 326 

alteration leading to the malignant transition, such as EMT and angiogenesis, which 327 

were observed in patients for GATA3 mutation or downregulation, supporting the 328 

presumption that the lesion was possibly false DCIS. From the aforementioned 329 

clinical and molecular analyses, we propose the five most critical markers for the new 330 

classification of DCIS as follows: age less than 45 years, HER2 amplification, GATA3 331 

mutation, or downregulation, PgR protein negativity (for high-risk and true DCIS), 332 

and PIK3CA mutation positivity (for false DCIS). 333 

 334 

Discussion 335 

In this study, we identified the five most critical markers for classifying DCIS, 336 

namely age less than 45 years, HER2 amplification, GATA3 mutation positivity, 337 

PIK3CA mutation negativity, and PgR protein negativity, based on an analysis of the 338 

integrated clinical features of 431 patients with DCIS, whole-exome sequencing of a 339 

discovery cohort of 21 patients with DCIS, and targeted deep sequencing of a 340 

validation cohort of 72 patients with DCIS. We further analyzed the contribution of 341 

the extracted risk factors to the progression of invasive cancer in vivo using STseq 342 

and scDNA-seq. As the molecular bases, we found that aberrant GATA3 function 343 

triggers the upregulation of EMT and angiogenic pathways at an early stage in the 344 

malignant transition of DCIS cells. PgR downregulation is likely a consequence of 345 

aberrant GATA3 function accompanied by the upregulation of EMT-related pathways. 346 

PIK3CA mutation had a monoclonal structure, in which the expression modules were 347 
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required specifically for proliferation pathways but not for EMT or invasive 348 

pathways, suggesting that PIK3CA-mutated DCIS is less likely to progress to IDC. 349 

There have been limited studies investigating GATA3 mutation in DCIS33, and the 350 

prognostic consequence of the mutation remains to be clarified34,35. In the current 351 

study, GATA3 mutation was identified as a key molecular marker for high-risk DCIS. 352 

STseq revealed that aberrant GATA3 function, either through genomic mutations or 353 

transcriptomic downregulation, triggers the pivotal pathways of malignant transition 354 

that are expected to promote the progression of DCIS to IDC. GATA3 promotes the 355 

differentiation of luminal cells and inhibits infiltration and metastasis of breast cancer 356 

cells36–40. Mutation of GATA3, which occurs at a much higher incidence in IDC41, is 357 

believed to abolish this critical function and promote the progression of cells to a 358 

more advanced stage. GATA3 mutation may therefore play critical roles in the 359 

migration and invasion of cancer cells but not in the initial carcinogenesis. In clinical 360 

practice, examination of GATA3 mutation is not always possible. In such cases, our 361 

results suggest that routine measurement of PgR protein expression would generally 362 

predict the functionality of GATA3 in patients with ER-positive DCIS. 363 

Mutation of PIK3CA is crucial for breast carcinogenesis42,43. However, its 364 

mutation is correlated with a favorable prognosis in IDC26. It was also recently 365 

reported that mutation of the PIK3CA kinase domain and the absence of copy number 366 

gains in DCIS protect against progression to invasive cancer44. Our results that DCIS 367 

cells with PIK3CA mutations possess a monoclonal structure in which expression 368 

modules were required specifically for proliferation pathways support previous 369 

findings and indicate that PIK3CA mutation should be included as a marker for 370 

predicting a lower risk of progression to IDC and a reassessment of treatment options. 371 

A logical interpretation is that sequential mutation of GATA3 facilitates the 372 
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acquisition of invasive characteristics following PIK3CA mutation to promote tumor 373 

initiation. However, this is not likely for all lesions because there were several lesions 374 

with GATA3 mutations but not PIK3CA mutations and vice versa. Whether GATA3 375 

and PIK3CA mutations are mutually exclusive initiating events at the single-cell level 376 

remains to be clarified. 377 

We revealed that conventional clinicopathological factors are also critical for 378 

predicting the risk of IDC development, including age (≥45 years vs. <45 years), 379 

HER2 status (negative vs. positive), and the combination of age and HER2. HER2 380 

amplification is a well-known poor prognostic factor in IDC in the absence of HER2-381 

targeting therapy45. However, the frequency of HER2 amplification differs between 382 

DCIS and IDC46–50, and whether HER2 amplification is a risk factor for DCIS 383 

remains controversial51. Our results indicate that HER2 positivity and age <45 years 384 

should be considered the major markers for high-risk DCIS. 385 

In conclusion, we selected age <45 years, HER2 amplification, GATA3 mutation 386 

positivity, PIK3CA mutation negativity, and PgR protein negativity as the most 387 

reliable markers for predicting the risk of progression of DCIS to IDC, but we could 388 

not identify other substantial factors in our exhaustive genetic analyses. One 389 

limitation of this study was that samples from patients with no treatment history to 390 

confirm the outcome of DCIS are hardly available at present. However, clinical 391 

studies of DCIS observing its natural history in the absence of treatment, including 392 

ongoing trials12–14, may provide an accurate algorithm for discriminating high- and 393 

low-risk DCIS using markers including that proposed in this study to avoid 394 

unnecessary treatments. 395 

 396 

 397 
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 398 

 399 

Methods 400 

Ethical approval 401 

This study was approved (approval number: 2297-i103) by the Clinical Ethics 402 

Committee of St. Marianna University, and a waiver of consent was granted for the 403 

use of archival clinical samples from the Department of Pathology. 404 

Clinicopathological data 405 

Clinicopathological data were obtained from 431 consecutive patients with DCIS who 406 

underwent surgery at University Hospital, St. Marianna University School of 407 

Medicine between 2007 and 2012. The detailed clinicopathological data are provided 408 

in SourceData1 and Supplementary Tables S1. 409 

Exome library construction and whole-exome sequencing 410 

For the discovery cohort, we selected formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded (FFPE) 411 

tissue samples from 21 patients with pure DCIS (primary tumor) and four patients 412 

with IDC (relapse tumors). In each case, epithelial areas in DCIS and normal 413 

epithelial tissue were identified via hematoxylin and eosin staining of the 414 

corresponding cryosections. Epithelial areas of interest were confirmed via 415 

histological assessment of each case by two histopathologists. Microdissected tissues 416 

(10 μm thick) using the Roche Automated Tissue Dissection System (Roche) were 417 

used to selectively isolate DCIS and non-tumor cells for whole-exome analysis, 418 

reducing the extent of contamination by stromal cells(Supplementary Fig. S2). DNA 419 

from the microdissected tissues was extracted using QIAamp DNA Mini and Micro 420 

kits (QIAGEN, Crawley, UK). DNA was tested for quality using a Tape Station 421 
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(Agilent Technologies), and the concentration was assessed using a Bioanalyzer 2100 422 

(Agilent Technologies). 423 

Next-generation sequencing DNA libraries were prepared for whole-exome 424 

sequencing using 100–200 ng of DNA. In brief, whole-exome libraries were prepared 425 

using a SureSelect XT HS and XT Low Input Target Enrichment Kit (Agilent, UK) 426 

and OneSeq SS 300kb Backbone + Human All Exon V7 capture library (Agilent 427 

Technology) following the manufacturer’s guidelines. Whole-exome libraries were 428 

sequenced using 100-bp paired-end runs on the Illumina HiSeq 2500/3000 system 429 

(Illumina). 430 

The sequencing data were analyzed using a custom pipeline. In brief, sequencing 431 

reads were aligned to the human genome (hg 19) using the Burrows-Wheeler Aligner 432 

Mem (ver 0.7.17)52. Duplications were marked using Picard Tools V2.18.25 433 

(http://broadinsti tute.github.io/picard). Insertion–deletion realignment and base 434 

recalibration were achieved using GATK v.4.0.12-053. 435 

The somatic variants were detected using an ensemble approach with two variant 436 

callers: MuTect254 and Genomon pipeline55. The variant annotation was performed 437 

using ANNOVAR56. To obtain the final set of mutation calls, we used a two-step 438 

approach: 1) to reduce false-positive calls, the mutant variant frequency must be at 439 

least 4% of total reads; 2) to remove any spurious variant calls arising as a 440 

consequence of sequencing artifacts, we checked bam reads using Integrative 441 

Genomics Viewer (http://www.broadinstitute.org/igv/). Only variants with the 442 

following functional classification were considered in this study: non-synonymous 443 

single nucleotide variants, stop gain mutation, and frameshift mutation. The full list of 444 

non-synonymous variants is provided in SourceData6. 445 
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 446 

Target sequencing library construction and deep targeted sequencing 447 

For the validation study, we conducted deep targeted sequencing. We selected 72 448 

patients with pure DCIS and available FFPE tissue. Because of the limited number of 449 

specimens, only tumor samples were analyzed. To enrich DCIS cells, manually 450 

macrodissected tissues were used. DNA from the macrodissected tissues was 451 

extracted using QIAmp DNA Mini and Micro kits and tested for quality using the 452 

Tape Station (Agilent Technologies), and the concentration was assessed using a 453 

Bioanalyzer 2100. 454 

Next-generation sequencing DNA libraries were prepared for target sequencing using 455 

100–200 ng of DNA. In brief, target sequence libraries were prepared using a 456 

SureSelect XT HS and XT Low Input Target Enrichment Kit and custom sequencing 457 

panel following the manufacturer’s guidelines. A custom sequencing panel containing 458 

180 genes was designed (full list in SourceData3). This panel targeted genes that were 459 

duplicated in the whole-exome sequencing study of the preceding 21 patients 460 

including GATA3, PIK3CA, and breast cancer related genes. The total region size of 461 

the custom panel was 1.5 Mbp. Target sequence libraries were sequenced using 100-462 

bp paired-end runs on the Illumina Novaseq. The sequencing data were analyzed 463 

using a custom pipeline as described in the “Exome library construction and whole-464 

exome sequencing” subsection. The full list of non-synonymous variants is provided 465 

in SourceData7. 466 

 467 

Subclonal analysis 468 
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The number of subclones contributing to each sample was estimated using the 469 

PyClone program version 0.1323. We used the sequenza package to define the CNV 470 

variation from whole-exome sequencing data57. We set the major and minor allele 471 

copy numbers as those obtained from the sequenza program, allowing clustering to 472 

simply group clonal and subclonal mutations. PyClone was operated with 10,000 473 

iterations and default parameters. PyClone results were analyzed using CloneEvol to 474 

infer and visualize clonal evolution as described previously23. 475 

 476 

STseq using Visium 477 

We selected three cases for STseq using Visium. The clinical information of each 478 

patient is provided in Supplementary Table S3. 479 

Each sample was collected immediately after surgical removal and embedded in 480 

optimal cutting temperature (OCT) compound (TissueTek Sakura) in a 10 mm × 10 481 

mm cryomold at −80°C until use. Frozen samples embedded in OCT compound were 482 

sectioned at a thickness of 10 μm (Leica CM3050 S). Libraries for Visium were 483 

prepared according to the Visium Spatial Gene Expression User Guide 484 

(CG000239_VisiumSpatialGeneExpression_UserGuide_Rev_A.pdf). Tissue was 485 

permeabilized for 6 min, which was identified as the optimal time in tissue 486 

optimization time course experiments. 487 

Libraries were sequenced on a NovaSeq 6000 System (Illumina) using a NovaSeq S4 488 

Reagent Kit (200 cycles, 20027466, Illumina) at a sufficient sequencing depth 489 

(approximately 700 million to 1.2 billion reads per sample). 490 

Sequencing was performed using the following read protocol: read 1, 28 cycles; i7 491 

index read, 10 cycles; i5 index read, 10 cycles; read 2, 91 cycles. Raw FASTQ files 492 
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and histology images were processed using Space Ranger software v1.0.0 493 

(https://support.10xgenomics.com/spatial-gene-494 

expression/software/pipelines/latest/installation). To visualize spatial expression using 495 

histological images, the raw Visium files for each sample were read into Loupe 496 

Browser software v4.0.0 (https://support.10xgenomics.com/spatial-gene-497 

expression/software/downloads/latest). 498 

To assign individual spots to tumor cells or cells that comprise the microenvironment, 499 

we compared the clusters morphologically annotated by a pathologist to data-driven 500 

spatial clusters using k-means clustering results provided by 10x Genomics Space 501 

Ranger software (Fig. 3a, Fig. 5a, Supplementary Fig. S7). 502 

We extracted reads with confirmed GATA3 mutation in whole-exome sequencing 503 

from the Visium alignment results, and we identified spots with GATA3 mutations 504 

(Fig. 3b, Supplementary Fig. S6). 505 

 506 

Differential expression analysis and pathway analysis of each Visium case 507 

We performed differential expression analysis and pathway analysis at the spot level 508 

using our Visium data. 509 

In Case A, we compared 46 spots with GATA3 mutations (red color in Fig. 3b) to 376 510 

spots without GATA3 mutations (green color in Fig. 3b). Count data in raw Visium 511 

files were used. DEGs were identified using the TCC package27 and a filtering 512 

threshold of FDR < 0.01. The TCC package was also used to generate a MA plot to 513 

visualize DEGs. Metascape28 (http://metascape.org) was used to perform pathway 514 

enrichment analysis. The top 100 genes according to FDR were subjected to 515 

Metascape, which was performed on two groups of gene sets, namely the MSigDB 516 
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v5.1 Hallmarks gene set collection (HALLMARK)58 and Kyoto Encyclopedia of 517 

Genes and Genomes (KEGG). Pathways were considered statistically significant at P 518 

≤ 0.05. To assess whether differences in mRNA expression between the spots with 519 

and without GATA3 mutations using an unpaired t-test (Fig. 3e), row count data were 520 

normalized as counts per 10,000 by dividing each spatial spot column by the sum of 521 

its counts and multiplying by 10,000. 522 

In Case B, to focus on the gene expression changes in DCIS cells, we manually 523 

selected 188 spots that were morphologically located in the region of the milk ducts. 524 

Unsupervised hierarchical clustering based on Spearman’s distance and Ward’s 525 

linkage was used to build a tree relating the clusters. Hierarchical clustering analysis 526 

of these spots identified three apparent clusters (clusters 1–3). The 48 spots of cluster 527 

1 overlapped with the location of DCIS cells that were about to invade on the basis of 528 

their morphology. Meanwhile, the 101 spots of cluster 2 were located in the proximal 529 

ducts that were anatomically the same region as the spots of cluster 1. We compared 530 

the 48 spots in cluster 1 (red color in Fig. 4b) to the 101 spots in cluster 2 (green color 531 

in Fig. 4b). Count data in raw Visium files were used. DEGs were identified using the 532 

TCC package and a filtering threshold of FDR < 0.01. The TCC package was also 533 

used to generate a MA plot to visualize DEGs. Metascape was used to perform 534 

pathway enrichment analysis using the HALLMARK and KEGG gene sets. Pathways 535 

were considered statistically significant at P ≤ 0.05. To assess differences in mRNA 536 

expression between the spots in clusters 1 and 2 using an unpaired t-test (Fig. 4e), row 537 

count data were normalized as counts per 10,000 by dividing each spatial spot column 538 

by the sum of its counts and multiplying by 10,000. 539 

 540 

Co-expression network analysis of Visium Case C 541 
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Case C exhibited a monotonous gene expression pattern, which was also consistent 542 

with the morphologically monoclonal structure of this cancer (Fig. 5a). The spots 543 

were roughly separated into two clusters via un-hierarchical k-means clustering. They 544 

almost completely overlapped with morphological cancer (347 spots) and non-cancer 545 

cells (151 spots). Thus, we compared the 347 spots with cancer cells (blue color in 546 

Fig. 5a) with the 151 spots with stroma cells (orange color in Fig. 5b). DEG analysis 547 

using the TCC package (as described in the differential expression analysis and 548 

pathway analysis of each Visium case subsection) between the cancer and non-cancer 549 

spots revealed 2364 DEGs (data not shown). 550 

To group related genes into gene modules (clusters) based on their co-expression 551 

patterns, we used WGCNA59. For WGCNA, 508 DEGs that were upregulated in 552 

cancer spots were used to construct a co-expression network. Using the 553 

pickSoftThreshold function with a fit value exceeding RsquaredCut, which was 0.8, 554 

the power (β) parameter was inferred to be 3. WGCNA could not confidently assign 555 

439 genes to any of the modules because they displayed little correlation with any 556 

other gene. These uncorrelated genes were designated as module 0 and excluded from 557 

the rest of the analysis. We conducted subnetwork analysis to identify the hub genes 558 

in each module. Pathway enrichment analysis of these hub genes using Metascape 559 

revealed that genes involved in the estrogen response and p53 pathways were 560 

enriched in module 1. 561 

 562 

scDNA library preparation and scDNA-seq 563 

Tissue biopsies were obtained from surgically resected primary DCIS samples. 564 

Samples were washed in PBS (Wako 045-29795), mechanically dissociated using a 565 

razor blade, and digested in DMEM (Wako 041-29775) containing collagenase Type 566 
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P, 2 mg/mL (Roche 11213857001). Cellular debris and aggregates were filtered using 567 

a 40-μm cell strainer (CosmoBio) prior to scDNA-seq. Single-cell suspensions were 568 

loaded into the Chromium 10x device according to the standard protocol provided 569 

with the Chromium Single-Cell DNA Reagent Kits (10x Genomics). 570 

For droplet-enabled scDNA-seq, we used the 100-bp paired-end Illumina HiSeq3000. 571 

Sequencing data was processed using cellranger-dna-1.1.0 (refdata-GRCh38-1.0.0.), 572 

which automated sample demultiplexing, read alignment by bwa mem with -M 573 

options, correction of GC bias by fitting to the quadratic function that minimizes the 574 

entropy of the read count histogram per 20 kbp, CNV calling with a 20-kb bin size, 575 

and report generation. We excluded noisy cells and cells with ploidy <1.9 or >2.0 576 

(Her2 >8 is an exception) from the cellranger-dna result. 577 

A CNV heatmap was plotted using the pheatmap function in R package, and using the 578 

Manhattan distance, we computed a hierarchical clustering using Ward’s minimum 579 

variance method. To identify subclusters from CNA Data, the optimal ‘k’ (number of 580 

clusters) was determined using the elbow Method and Silhouette Method in R 581 

package ‘factoextra,’ viz_nbclust function (FUN = hcut, k.max =15). The tree was cut 582 

into k clusters to determine the number of clones and optimized manually. 583 

 584 

Immunohistochemistry and measurement of protein expression 585 

Paraffin tissue sections measuring 4 μm on coated slides were deparaffinized using 586 

routine techniques. The expression of ER, PR, and HER2 was determined using 587 

standard immunohistochemical and fluorescent in situ hybridization techniques for 588 

clinical analyses. 589 
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HER2 overexpression was analyzed according to the American Society of Clinical 590 

Oncology and College of American Pathologists (ASCO-CAP) 2013 591 

recommendations, specifically, HER2 staining was considered positive if the 592 

circumferential membrane staining was complete, intense, and present in more than 593 

10% of tumor cells (HER2 score 3+) or if circumferential membrane staining was 594 

incomplete and/or weak/moderate and present in more than 10% of tumor cells 595 

(HER2 score 2+) if HER2 overexpression could be confirmed via fluorescence in situ 596 

hybridization. HER2 staining was considered negative when incomplete membrane 597 

staining was faint/barely visible in >10% of the tumor cells (HER2 score 1+) or when 598 

no staining was observed (HER2 score 0)60. 599 

 600 

Statistical analyses 601 

Statistical analyses were performed using GraphPad Prism v8.0 and R version 3.5.0. 602 

Fisher’s exact was employed for comparisons of unordered categorical variables. 603 

Student’s t-test was utilized to compare continuous variables and ordered categorical 604 

variables. 605 

Relapse-free survival was defined as the time from the date of surgery to that of 606 

recurrence or the last contact. Survival curves were constructed using the Kaplan–607 

Meier method and compared using the log-rank test. Cox proportional hazard 608 

regression models, including unadjusted models and models adjusted for available 609 

prognostic clinical and genomic covariates, were constructed to calculate HRs and 610 

95% CIs. 611 

Statistical significance was accepted at P < 0.05 (two-sided, unless otherwise 612 

indicated). 613 
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 614 

Data availability 615 

All sequencing data and pathological images for STseq have been deposited in the 616 

DNA Data Bank of Japan under the accession number JGAS00000000202. 617 
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Figure Legends 797 

Fig. 1 | Selection of clinicopathological and genomic risk factors for recurrence 798 

1a) Results of whole-exome sequencing of 21 patients with primary pure ductal 799 

carcinoma in situ (DCIS). 800 

Upper: The clinical information included age, the percentages of estrogen receptor 801 

(ER)-, progesterone receptor (PgR)-, and MIB1-positive cells by 802 

immunohistochemistry (IHC), human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2) 803 

expression status, and recurrence status. Patients were subdivided into molecular 804 

phenotypes using IHC surrogates (luminal A [ER−/PR+/HER2−], luminal B 805 

[ER+/PR+/HER2+ or ER+/PR+/HER2−/MIB1 index high], HER2 806 

[ER−/PR−/HER2+], and TN [ER−/PR−/HER2−]). Clinical risk estimated by age and 807 

HER2 expression status basis on the results in Table 1 is shown. 808 

Middle: GATA3 and PIK3CA mutations are shown (red and blue, respectively). Only 809 

the results for non-synonymous mutations are shown. In total, 4 of 21 (19%) patients 810 

carried non-synonymous GATA3 mutations. Non-synonymous PIK3CA mutations 811 

were detected in 5 of 21 (24%) patients. 812 

Lower: The genes that overlapped among patients are shown. Only the results for 813 

non-synonymous mutations are shown. 814 

1b) Comparison of GATA3 mutations between primary and relapse tumors. 815 

Left: Comparison of mutations via whole-exome sequencing of the primary (D9) and 816 

matched relapse lesions (D24) are shown. The same GATA3 mutation (S408fs) was 817 

detected in both lesions. 818 

Right: Results of subclone analysis obtained using PyClone software are shown. The 819 

findings suggest that the subclone carrying the GATA3 mutation also existed in the 820 

relapse lesion. VAF: variant allele frequency. 821 
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1c) Panel shows HE (upper panel), ER (middle panel), and PgR (lower panel) staining 822 

for patient D11 with a GATA3 frameshift mutation (S408fs). Although ER expression 823 

was positive, PgR expression was decreased. Scale bars: 2 mm. HE: hematoxylin and 824 

eosin; VAF: variant allele frequency. 825 

1d) Pie charts depicting PgR expression was assessed via IHC in 16 ER-positive cases 826 

with and without GATA3 mutations. IHC revealed that in patients with ER-positive 827 

DCIS, GATA3 mutation was significantly associated with reduced PgR expression (P 828 

= 0.0192 by Fisher’s exact test). 829 

1e) Kaplan–Meier curve for 375 patients with ER-positive DCIS according to PgR 830 

expression. High PgR expression was indicated by positive immunostaining in ≥70% 831 

of cells, and low expression was indicated by positive staining in ≤60% of cells. The 832 

prognosis of ER-positive patients with low PgR expression was significantly worse 833 

than that of patients with high PgR expression (P = 0.01 by log-rank test, hazard ratio 834 

= 3.26, 95% confidence interval = 1.25–8.56). 835 

 836 

Fig. 2 | Validation of clinicopathological and genomic risk factors via targeted 837 

deep sequencing 838 

Upper: The clinical information included age, percentages of estrogen receptor (ER)-, 839 

progesterone receptor (PgR)-, and MIB1-positive cells according to 840 

immunohistochemistry (IHC), human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2) 841 

expression status, and recurrence status. Patients were subdivided into molecular 842 

phenotypes using IHC surrogates (luminal A [ER−/PR+/HER2−], luminal B 843 

[ER+/PR+/HER2+ or ER+/PR+/HER2−/MIB1 index high], HER2 [in figure, shown 844 

as H; ER−/PR−/HER2+], and TN [ER−/PR−/HER2−]). Clinical risk estimated by age 845 

and HER2 expression status basis is shown. 846 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 25, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.22.20137018doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.22.20137018
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

37 
 

Middle: GATA3 and PIK3CA mutations are shown (red and blue, respectively). Only 847 

the results for non-synonymous mutations are presented. In total, 40 of 72 (56%) 848 

patients carried non-synonymous GATA3 mutations. Non-synonymous PIK3CA 849 

mutations were detected in 36 of 72 (50%) patients. 850 

Lower: The genes that overlapped among patients in the discovery cohort are shown. 851 

*1: GATA3 mutation-positive ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS). 852 

*2: GATA3 mutation-negative, ER-positive DCIS with low PgR expression. 853 

*3: PIK3CA mutation-positive DCIS that does not satisfy *1 or *2. 854 

 855 

Fig. 3 | Spatial transcriptome analysis of a patient with GATA3 mutation-positive 856 

ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS) (Case A) 857 

3a) Visualization of the Visium results of Case A. Hematoxylin and eosin staining 858 

(left). In total, 2043 spots in the tissue are represented. Morphologically, those cells 859 

were classified as cancer cells in situ (405 spots) and non-cancer cells (1638 spots). 860 

Three cancer cell populations as classified via un-hierarchical k-means clustering (k = 861 

9) are shown with different colors (middle panel). Four non-cancer spots are similarly 862 

shown to represent the gene expression reflecting the microenvironments at the 863 

corresponding positions (right panel). 864 

3b) The spots in which GATA3 mutations were detected as transcriptomic tags are 865 

colored red. Of the 422 spots morphologically located with cancer cells, a GATA3 866 

mutation read was found for 46 spots. 867 

3c) MA plot presenting differentially expressed genes (DEGs) between spots with and 868 

without GATA3 mutations. In total, 1468 DEGs were detected at a false discovery rate 869 

of <0.05 (left). The right panel shows a comparison of progesterone receptor (PgR) 870 
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expression at each spot. Decreased PgR expression was more frequently observed in 871 

the spots with GATA3 mutations (P = 0.02901, one-sided t-test). 872 

3d) Results of the enrichment test for the MSigDB v5.1 Hallmarks gene set collection 873 

(HALLMARK) and Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) pathways 874 

are presented. Each band represents one enriched term or pathway. The level of 875 

enrichment is color-coded as the −log 10 p value. As indicated, in the spots with 876 

GATA3 mutations, the DEGs were mainly enriched in epithelial-mesenchymal 877 

transition (“A”) and angiogenesis (“B”). Conversely, in the spots without GATA3 878 

mutations, the DEGs were mainly enriched in tight junctions, estrogen response (“C”), 879 

and MTORC1 signaling. 880 

3e) Violin plots showing the expression of the representative genes corresponding to 881 

the gene groups of A–C. The expression of the indicated gene was compared between 882 

the spots with and without GATA3 mutations in the upper panel. * P < 0.05 (one-883 

sided), n.s.: not significant. The gene expression levels in the tissue are shown in the 884 

bottom panel. 885 

 886 

Fig. 4 | Spatial transcriptome analysis of low progesterone receptor (PgR) 887 

expression in a patient with estrogen receptor (ER)-positive ductal carcinoma in 888 

situ (DCIS) (Case B) 889 

4a) Visualization of the Visium results of Case B. The upper row shows the 890 

expression of genes indicated in the top margin. The lower panels show the results of 891 

hematoxylin and eosin staining and immunostaining for ER and PgR. 892 

4b) Dendrogram generated from the hierarchical clustering performed across 188 893 

spots indicated as colored dots (left panel). The middle panel presents the three 894 

distinct clusters detected via hierarchical clustering. The right panel shows the 895 
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originating positions of the indicated spots in the tissue. The rightmost panels present 896 

the following observations. Namely, the 48 spots of cluster 1 overlapped with the 897 

locations of DCIS cells that were about to invade (red arrow) on the basis of their 898 

morphology. The spots of cluster 2 were located in ducts that were anatomically in the 899 

same position as those of cluster 1, but their locations coincided with those of DCIS 900 

cells that had not invaded. The location of cluster 3 was consistent with that of DCIS 901 

cells that were not invasive (black arrow) on the basis of their morphology. 902 

4c) MA plot showing differentially expressed genes (DEGs) between clusters 1 and 2. 903 

In total, 2747 DEGs was detected (false discovery rate < 0.05, left). The right panel 904 

shows a comparison of GATA3 expression (P < 0.001, one-sided t-test). Decreased 905 

GATA3 expression was observed in cluster 1. 906 

4d) MSigDB v5.1 Hallmarks gene set collection (HALLMARK) and Kyoto 907 

Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) pathway analyses were conducted 908 

using the selected DEGs (top 100 genes were used) and the Metascape tool. Each 909 

band represents one enriched term or pathway colored according to the −log 10 p 910 

value. In spots in cluster 1, the DEGs were mainly enriched in epithelial-911 

mesenchymal transition (“A”) and angiogenesis (“B”). Conversely, in spots in cluster 912 

2, the DEGs were mainly enriched in estrogen response (“C”). 913 

4e) Violin plots showing the expression of each gene in A, B, and C in spots from 914 

clusters 1 and 2 (upper panel). Visualization of the expression of each gene on the 915 

Visium slide (lower panel). 916 

* P < 0.05 (one-sided), n.s.: not significant. 917 

 918 

Fig. 5 | Integrated spatial transcriptome and single-cell DNA sequencing analysis 919 

of a patient with PIK3CA mutation-positive ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS) 920 
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 921 

5a) Visualization of the Visium results of Case C. Hematoxylin and eosin staining 922 

(left). The number of spots in the tissue was 594. Spots were classified into two 923 

clusters via un-hierarchical k-means clustering. They clusters almost completely 924 

overlapped with morphologically identified cancer cells (middle panel) and non-925 

cancer cells (stromal cells, right panel). 926 

5b) Co-expression network analysis of transcriptomes in DCIS spots. Weighted gene 927 

co-expression network analysis was applied to build the co-expression network and 928 

identify gene modules. The nodes and edges indicate genes and significant 929 

correlations between genes, respectively. In the top panel, the two nodes that appeared 930 

to have changed from normal cells are indicated by asterisks. Middle and lower 931 

panels present the subnetworks in modules (*1) and (*2), respectively. Node 932 

centrality, defined as the sum of strength, is represented as the node size and its color. 933 

5c) Pathway analysis was performed for each module using the Metascape tool. Each 934 

band represents one enriched term or pathway colored according to the −log 10 p 935 

value. Pathway enrichment analysis revealed that genes involved in p53 and estrogen 936 

signaling pathways were enriched in module 1, which shares the characteristics 937 

observed for the benign-appearing spots in Cases A and B, indicating that malignant 938 

transition had not occurred in this cancer. 939 

5d) Heatmap shows copy number variation at the single-cell level. The color scale for 940 

the copy number changes is shown at the right margin. The corresponding 941 

chromosomal locations are also shown. A total of 594 cells are represented. The 942 

clustering was performed as described in the Materials and Methods. Single-cell copy 943 

number variation analysis revealed two clusters, namely clusters A and NC (non-944 

cancer). Cluster A features 1q + and 16q- structural variants and represents DCIS 945 
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41 
 

cells. Because cluster NC does not have a structural variant, it was considered to 946 

represent non-cancer cells from Case C. 947 

 948 

 949 
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Supplementary Information 1 

Supplementary Fig. S1 | The receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve for age 2 

The resulting ROC curve, with an area under the curve (AUC) of 0.67, reveals a poor prognosis. 3 

According to the AUC, we selected 45 years as the cutoff (<45 years vs. ≥45 years).   4 

 5 

Supplementary Fig. S2 | Microdissection of 25 pure ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS) 6 

specimens in the discovery cohort  7 

Specimens were subjected to careful microdissection to avoid contamination with cells. The first 8 

panel from the left shows hematoxylin and eosin staining. The second panel shows the 9 

specimens before microdissection. The third panel shows the target region of microdissection. 10 

The rightmost panel shows the remaining specimen after microdissection. D, DCIS; N, normal 11 

 12 

Supplementary Fig. S3 |Comparison of mutations between primary and relapse lesions 13 

S3A: Comparisons of mutations via whole-exome sequencing of primary (D3, D8, and D11) and 14 

matched relapse lesions (D22, D23, and D25) are shown. Well-known genes that cause breast 15 

cancer are colored red. No foundation mutation was shared by Cases D3 (primary lesion) and 16 

D22 (relapse lesion). Therefore, we assumed that recurrence in D3 was indeed a de novo breast 17 

cancer (new primary) rather than a recurrence of the primary ductal carcinoma in situ lesion. 18 

Contrarily, cases D8 and D11 (matched relapse lesions were labeled D23 and D25, respectively) 19 

shared foundation mutations. This suggested that a subclone in the primary lesion also existed in 20 
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the relapse lesion. Therefore, we assumed that the recurrences in D8 and D11 were indeed 21 

relapses of breast cancer (true recurrence). 22 

S3B: The results of subclone analysis performed using PyClone software are shown.  23 

 24 

Supplementary Fig. S4 | Progesterone receptor (PgR) expression in GATA3 mutation-25 

positive ductal carcinoma in situ  26 

The panel presents hematoxylin and eosin, estrogen receptor (ER), and PgR staining for patients 27 

D5, D6, D9, and D11 with GATA3 mutation. Although ER expression was positive, PgR 28 

expression was downregulated in all cases. Reflecting the variant allele frequency of GATA3 29 

mutation, some heterogeneity in PgR expression was observed. Scale bars: 2 mm. 30 

 31 

Supplementary Fig. S5 | Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve for progesterone 32 

receptor (PgR) expression 33 

The resulting ROC curve, which had an area under the curve of 0.66, denoted poor prognosis. 34 

Therefore, we decided that PgR expression in 70% or more of cells represented high expression, 35 

whereas expression in 60% or fewer cells indicated low expression. 36 

 37 

Supplementary Fig. S6 |Selection of reads with GATA3 mutation using the Integrative 38 

Genomics Viewer   39 
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Spatial transcriptome sequencing (STseq) reads on GATA3 are shown. In Case A, the STseq 40 

reads revealed a GATA3 mutation (exon4:c.865dupG:p.C288fs, indicated by a red square), and 41 

the mutation was located relatively near the 3′-end of mRNA. 42 

 43 

Supplementary Fig. S7 | Visualization of the Visium results of Case B 44 

Hematoxylin and eosin staining (left). Cancer spots were classified into three clusters via un-45 

hierarchical k-means clustering (k = 9, middle). Non-cancer spots (microenvironment) were 46 

classified into four clusters (right). 47 

 48 

Supplementary Fig. S8| Single-cell copy number variation analysis of a malignant case 49 

(Case 7) 50 

a) Hematoxylin and eosin staining for Case 7. Case 7 was a 48-year-old woman (estrogen 51 

receptor, 0%; progesterone receptor, 0%; human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 52 

immunohistochemistry score, 3+; Ki-67 index, 50%) who harbored a microinvasion. Therefore, 53 

this case was considered a typical case of malignancy. No mutation was detected in PIK3CA or 54 

GATA3. The scale bar is 1 mm. 55 

b) Heatmap presents the copy number variation at the single-cell level. The color scale for copy 56 

number changes is shown on the right margin. The corresponding chromosomal locations are 57 

also shown. A total of 205 cells are represented. The clustering was performed as described in 58 

the Materials and Methods. The generated clusters were designated as indicated. The non-cancer 59 
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cell cluster was designated NC. The remaining cancer cells were further divided into subclusters 60 

as shown in (c).  61 

c) Magnification of the cancer populations in (b). The cancer cells were further divided into three 62 

major subclusters. The observed three major subclusters were designated clusters 7-a, 7-b, and 7-63 

HER2. Subcluster 7-a (three cells) featured chrX−. Subcluster 7-b (11 cells) harbored 1q+ and 64 

16q−. Subcluster 7-HER2 was further divided into subclones. Note the only subcluster 7-HER2 65 

displayed genomic human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2) amplification. 66 

The pie chart on the right margin represents the composition of the cellular populations 67 

harboring the indicated genomic mutations.   68 

d) Single-cell DNA sequencing reads of the HER2 region are shown using the Integrative 69 

Genomics Viewer. Red squares represent cells with HER2 amplification.  70 

 71 

Supplementary Fig. S9| Single-cell copy number variation analysis in a patient without 72 

relapse (Case 10) 73 

a) Hematoxylin and eosin staining in Case 10. Case 10 was a 47-year-old woman (ER, 99%; PgR, 74 

99%; human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 immunohistochemistry score, 2+ (FISH 1.1); 75 

Ki-67 index, 1-9%) who did not harbor a microinvasion. No mutation was detected in PIK3CA 76 

and GATA3. The scale bar is 1 mm. 77 

b) Heatmap presents the copy number variation at the single-cell level. A total of 161 cells are 78 

represented. The non-cancer cell cluster was denoted by NC. The cancer cells were further 79 

divided into two subclusters, including one major (subcluster 10-a) and one minor subcluster 80 
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(subcluster 10-b). Subcluster 10-a (107 cells) harbored 10q−. Subcluster 10-b (seven cells) 81 

harbored 1q+. Because some clones in subcluster 10-b featured same structural variants as 82 

subcluster 10-a, all of the cancer cells were considered to comprise a single cluster.  83 

The pie chart on the right margin represents the composition of the cellular populations having 84 

the indicated genomic mutations.   85 

 86 

 87 

 88 
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Supplementary Table S1 | Clinicopathologic characteristics of patients in the discovery and validation 
cohorts 

         
         
  Discovery  cohort Validation  cohort Difference  

Characteristic (N = 21) (N = 72) (P)  
Age at diagnosis        
   Median age (range), years 42 (29–76) 49 (34–76) 0.3292  
   ≥45 years, n (%) 9 (42.9) 47 (65.3)    
   <45 years n (%) 12 (57.1) 25 (34.7)    
Management, n (%)        
   BCS 10 (47.6) 49 (68.1) 0.2099  
   Mastectomy 4 (19.0) 10 (13.9)    
   NSM 7 (33.3) 13 (18.0)    
ER status, n (%)        
   Negative 5 (23.8) 20 (27.8) 0.7875  
   Positive 16 (76.2) 52 (72.2)    
PgR status, n (%)        
   Negative 6 (28.6) 23 (31.9) >0.9999  
   Positive 15 (71.4) 49 (68.1)    
HER2 amplification, n (%)        
   No 13 (61.9) 40 (55.6) 0.8027  
   Yes 8 (38.1) 32 (44.4)    
Nuclear atypia, n (%)        
   Low grade 6 (28.6) 14  (19.4) 0.0956  
   Intermediate grade 7 (33.3) 43 (59.7)    
   High grade 8 (38.1) 15 (20.8)    
Comedo necrosis, n (%)        
   No 8 (38.1) 30 (41.7) 0.8066  
   Yes 13(61.9) 42 (58.3)    
Median tumor size(range), cm 3.0 (1.2–13.4) 2.1 (0.1–10.5) 0.04928  

BCS, breast-conserving surgery;  NSM, nipple-sparing mastectomy; ER, estrogen 1 
receptor; PgR, progesterone receptor; HER2, human epidermal growth factor receptor 2   2 
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 4 
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Supplementary Table 2. 8 

 PgR low PgR high  

GATA3 mt(+) 4 0 4 

GATA3 mt(-) 3 9 12 

 7 9 16 
mt, mutation; PgR, progesterone receptor 9 
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 25 

 26 

Supplementary Table S3 | Clinical information of Visium 
cases 
      
      
         

  Case A Case B Case C  
Age at 
diagnosis 41 56 43  

Manageme
nt    Mastectomy    Mastectomy    Mastectomy  

ER status Positive (70%) Positive (90%) Positive (90%)  

PgR status Positive (90%) Negative (0%) Positive (90%)  
HER2 
amplificatio
n (FISH) 

3+ (n.a.) 2+ (1.14) 2+ (1.1)  

Nuclear 
atypia in 
situ) 

   Intermediate    Intermediate Low  

Comedo 
necrosis positive positive negative  

Tumor size 
(cm) 1.2 6.5 2.9  

GATA3 
mutation 
(VAF) 

exon4:c.865dupG:p.C28
8fs(7%) - -  

PIK3CA 
mutation 
(VAF) 

exon5:c.T1035A:p.N345
K (26.1%)

exon21:c.A3140T:p.
H1047L (40%)

exon10:c.G1633A:p.
E545K (25%) 

exon10:c.A1634G:p.
E545G (25%)

 

      
      

    
ER, estrogen receptor, PgR, progesterone receptor; HER2, human epidermal growth 27 
factor receptor 2; FISH, fluorescence in situ hybridization; VAF, variant allele frequency; 28 
n.a., not available 29 
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