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ABSTRACT

Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC) is severely affecting the health and lives of patients. Clarifying the
composition and regulatory factors of tumor immune microenvironment (TIME) is helpful for the treatment of
PDAC. We analyzed the unique TIMEs and gene expression patterns between PDAC and adjacent normal tissue
(ANT) using Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) to find new immunotherapy targets. The Cancer Genome Atlas
(TCGA) datasets were used to elucidate the possible mechanism of which tumor-associated macrophages
(TAMs) changed in PDAC. We found that the composition of TAMs subtypes, including M0, M1, and M2, was
different between PDAC and ANT, which was validated in recently published single-cell RNA-seq data. Many
immune cells interacted with each other to affect the TIME. There were many DEGs enriched in some pathways
that could potentially change the immune cell composition. KRT6A was found to be a DEG between PDAC and
ANT that overlapped with DEGs between the MO0-high group and the M0-low group in TCGA datasets, and it
might alter and regulate TAMs via a collection of genes including COL5A2, COL1A2, MIR3606, SPARC, and
COL6A3. TAMs, which could be a target of immunotherapy, might be influenced by genes through KRT6A and
indicate an undesirable prognosis in PDAC.
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INTRODUCTION

Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC) is a highly
aggressive cancer with the poorest prognosis among
various cancer types [1, 2]. The mechanism of
developing PDAC involves hereditary factors,
environmental factors, individual differences, and
perhaps even more important, immunological factors,
which have been suggested to affect the proliferative
and metastatic capabilities of tumor cells [3]. There is
growing evidence that the tumor immune
microenvironment (TIME), containing T cells, B cells,
dendritic cells, macrophages, fibroblasts, and other
immunocytes or immune molecules, could be the target
of immunotherapy of tumors [4, 5]. For example,
fibroblasts in PDAC are composed of several
populations functioning to impact the immunologic
tumor microenvironment [6].

Tumor-associated macrophages (TAMSs), an important
component of the TIME, are a kind of tumor-infiltrating
cell derived from circulating peripheral blood [7].
Macrophages in the tumor microenvironment are often
called TAMs and contain three phenotypes: MO, M1, and
M2. It was previously believed that these TAMSs played a
pro-tumoral role [8]. However, recent research found that
M1 macrophages have pro-inflammatory and anti-
tumoral effects and are associated with a good prognosis
in some cancers, whereas M2 macrophages are present in
immunosuppressive states and have a pro-tumoral effect
[9]. MO macrophages are undifferentiated and
nonpolarized subtypes and can potentially be polarized
toward M1 or M2 macrophages, which is crucial for
forming a TAM network in the TIME [10, 11]. A high
density of TAMs was proved to be associated with poor
survival rates in breast cancer [12]. TAMs, which are
infiltrated more in colorectal cancer (CRC) [13], can
stimulate the growth of tumor cells by altering
extracellular matrix remodeling, tumor metabolism,
angiogenesis, and the tumor microenvironment and may
serve as a target for CRC treatment [14]. TAMs exhibit
anti-tumoral properties in Sonic Hedgehog-related
medulloblastoma by impairing tumor growth, in contrast
to the pro-tumoral role played by TAMs in glioblastoma
[15]. PD-1 expression by TAMSs negatively correlates
with phagocytic potency against tumor cells [16]. TAMs
seem to affect the function of various tumor cells.

Moreover, there has been great progress in targeting
TAMs as a form of immunotherapy for cancers. Because
TAM infiltration is associated with poor patient
outcomes, systematic and well-defined criteria for the
evaluation of macrophage populations are required for
practical TAM-targeting diagnostic and therapeutic
strategies [17]. Selective targeting of TAMs via
nanocarriers has proved to be beneficial in the treatment

of cancer because TAMs display many upregulated
surface proteins compared to non-TAMs [18, 19]. The
multilayered relationship between cancer stem cells and
TAMs potentially represents an innovative therapeutic
target [20]. Targeting TAMs via CCL2/CCR2 signaling
has been used as a therapeutic strategy against hepato-
cellular  carcinoma [21]. In PDAC, TAMs
have been exploited to select patients more likely to
respond to the postsurgical adjuvant chemotherapy
cyclophosphamide, which provides the basis for novel
strategies aimed at re-educating macrophages in the
context of cyclophosphamide [22]. This research
suggests that TAMs could be potential therapeutic
targets in PDAC. Therefore, in our article, we illustrate
discrepant TIMEs between PDAC and adjacent normal
tissue (ANT) and identify clusters of genes that facilitate
alteration of TAMs.

RESULTS

Some immune cell types were different in frequency
between normal tissue and pancreatic cancer

To unveil different characteristics between PDAC and
normal tissues, we selected datasets based on three
criteria: containing gene expression profile of both
PDAC and non-tumor tissues; integrated and available
gene expression profile of each dataset; a large
sample size of each dataset as possible. As a result,
GSE15471, GSE16515, GSE28735, GSE62165, and
GSE62452 datasets were filtered and acquired from
Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) and were RMA
normalized. With the help of the immune infiltration
analysis tool CIBERSORT, the ratio of 22 immune cell
types in five GEO datasets, including GSE15471,
GSE16515, GSE28735, GSE62165 and, GSE62452, was
acquired. Each dataset was divided into two groups
according to their original experimental design, ANT
and PDAC.

Some immune cell types were significantly different in
quantity between the two groups (Figure 1). Although
accurate cell numbers could not be estimated directly, it
seemed that the ratios of CD8" T cells, activated NK
cells, memory B cells, Tregs and resting dendritic cells
were significantly different only in one or two datasets,
which suggested the potential function of these cells in
the PDAC TIME. However, the fraction of MO
macrophages was higher in PDAC than in ANT in four
of the five datasets based on gene expression data of
bulk tissues. Similarly, the fraction of M1 macrophages
and M2 macrophages was also increased in PDAC
compared with ANT in almost half of the datasets. These
results suggested a critical role for macrophages in
PDAC. Therefore, we took TAM subtypes as the
research object in our research.
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By integrating all five datasets, identical results were
obtained that several immune cell types were distributed
differently in ANT and PDAC, including MO, M1, and
M2 macrophages (Figure 2A). In addition, we validated
our results using recently published single-cell RNA-
seq data [23], CRA001160, which was publicly
available in the Genome Sequence Archive under
project PRICA001063 in China. The data showed an
increased number and fraction of macrophages in
PDAC compared to the control pancreas in
CRAO001160, which was the same as our result in 5
GEO datasets (Figure 2B).

Taken together, these results suggest a substantial
change in the TIME in PDAC relative to ANT, which
indicates its crucial role in the development of PDAC.
Moreover, M1, M2 and especially MO macrophages
may play an unexpected key role in PDAC, and, we
found that macrophages are indeed involved in the
prognosis of PDAC (Figure 2C). The expression of the
macrophage marker ITGAM seemed positively
correlated with PDAC progression (Figure 2D).
Additionally, multivariate analysis of ITGAM low and
high expression PDAC patients in TCGA (n = 176)
showed ITGAM expression (p = 0.032) and survival
status (p = 0.046) were significantly related with
clinical stage, whereas gender (p = 0.323) and age (p =
0.662) were not significant (Supplementary Table 1).

Many immune cells interact with each other to
comprehensively affect the PDAC TIME

We next evaluated the correlations among different
immune cell types in PDAC + ANT (Figure 3A), ANT
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(Figure 3B), and PDAC (Figure 3C), respectively.
There were completely different correlations among
different immune cell types. Specifically, monocytes
had a positive correlation with CD8* T cells (Figure 3D)
and gamma delta T cells had a positive correlation with
M1 macrophages (Figure 3E) in PDAC+ANT group.
M1 macrophages had a positive correlation with gamma
delta T cells (Figure 3G) but a negative correlation with
CD8" T cells (Figure 3F) in the ANT group. In addition,
monocytes had a positive correlation with CD8* T cells
(Figure 3H) but a negative correlation with M1
macrophages in the PDAC group (Figure 3lI). These
results suggested that immune cells might interact with
particular cell types to comprehensively influence the
TIME in PDAC.

DEGs between ANT and PDAC were identified

The number of overlapping DEGs between ANT and
PDAC was 42 (Figure 4A). A portion of DEGs in every
GEO dataset overlapped with other datasets and fell into
the same ontology term (Figure 4B), which suggested
strong consistency between different studies and
individuals.

Pathway enrichment analysis of DEGs showed that
regulation of insulin-like growth factor (IGF) transport
and uptake by insulin-like growth factor Bi was
enriched in 4 of 5 data sets (Figure 4C), and these
pathways have been proven to affect macrophages [24,
25]. In addition, we found much connection among
pathways (Figure 4D) and identified the PPI network of
MCODE components (Figure 4E), which might work
synergistically to affect the TIME.
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Figure 1. Immune infiltration analysis of ANT and PDAC. The immune infiltration analysis tool CIBERSORT was used to characterize 22
immune cell types in ANT and PDAC in five datasets (GSE15471, GSE16515, GSE28735, GSE62165 and GSE62452). *: p<0.05, **: p<0.01, ***:

p<0.001, ****: p<0.0001.
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The majority of identified DEGs were effective in
evaluating prognosis using the Kaplan-Meier plotter
(Figure 5).

MO macrophages were correlated with multiple
immune cells

By dividing the TCGA PDAC mRNA-seq data into two
groups, the MO-low group and the MO-high group, with
the help of CIBERSORT, we obtained a number of
immune cell types related to MO macrophages in PDAC
(Figure 6A). The numbers of CD8 T cells, resting mast
cells, resting dendritic cells and M1 macrophages were
significantly less in the MO-high group than in the MO-
low group. MO macrophages seemed to correlate with
multiple immune cells.

DEGs between the two groups showed a unique
expression pattern (Figure 6B), which perhaps led to
different numbers of other immune cells. GO and
KEGG pathway enrichment analysis showed that many
T cell-related pathways were enriched (Figure 6C). A
collection of T cell selection- and T helper cell lineage
commitment-related pathways were enriched, which
indicated that adaptive immunity might be involved in
TAM maodification. Identical conclusions were obtained
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using GSEA (Figure 6D). The TCR signal (NES = 2.42,
FDR = 0), CD8 TCR (NES = 2.21, FDR = 0), T cell
differentiation (NES = 2.29, FDR = 0), T cell activation
(NES = 2.17, FDR = 0), T cell proliferation (NES =
1.68, FDR = 0.003) and T cell selection (NES = 2.21,
FDR = 0) pathways were all enriched in the MO0-high
group, demonstrating that TAMs have a critical effect
on adaptive immunity in PDAC.

KRT6A influenced the frequency of TAMs in PDAC

Next, we investigated the mechanism of TAM alteration
in PDAC. We intersected the DEGs between the MO-
low group and the MO0-high group in TCGA and the
DEGs between ANT and PDAC in the above 5 GEO
datasets to find the potential mechanism that increases
the fraction of macrophages in tumor other than normal
tissues. The threshold of DEGs between the MO-low
group and the MO-high group in TCGA is FC > 2 and p
< 0.05. Therefore, we firstly filtered significant DEGs
between PDAC and ANT groups, we then intersected
these DEGs with DEGs between the MO-low group and
the MO-high group to find potential genes regulating
tumor-associated macrophages. Finally, two genes,
IAPP and KRT6A, were obtained by intersecting the
DEGs between the MO-low group and the MO-high
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Figure 2. Immune infiltration analysis of ANT and PDAC by integrating datasets. (A) Immune infiltration analysis of ANT and PDAC
by integrating five datasets including GSE15471, GSE16515, GSE28735, GSE62165, and GSE62452. (B) Cell number (upper) and cell fraction
(lower) of macrophages in PDAC and normal pancreas according to the single-cell sequence dataset CRA001160. (C) Survival analysis of PAAD
patients as influenced by the number of macrophages. (D) Violin plot of ITGAM expression in different stages of PDAC in patients from TCGA.
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group in TCGA and the DEGs between ANT and
PDAC in the above 5 GEO datasets (Figure 7A). IAPP
has been proven to play a role in the activation of
macrophages through IL-1 [26], and inflammatory
cascades are triggered by the uptake of IAPP aggregates
by macrophages [27] in type 2 diabetes. However, the
other gene, KRT6A, had not been reported to influence
the frequency of TAMs. Consequently, our subsequent
investigation focused on the particular mechanism by
which KRT6A affected TAMs in PDAC.

The correlation analysis showed that KRT6A was
highly correlated with macrophage-related genes,
including MMP28, HMMR, TGFB1, IL-18, and NOD2
(Figure 7B). The KRT6A-low group and the KRT6A-
high group showed special macrophage-related gene
expression patterns (Figure 7C). As expected, GO and
KEGG pathway enrichment analysis showed that
several cancer-related pathways were enriched (Figure
7D). However, some of the pathways that were proved
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to potentially affect the polarization or activation of
macrophages, including MAPK signaling [28] and Wnt
signaling [29], were substantially enriched in the
KRT6A-high group, which provided indirect evidence
of modification of TAMs by KRT6A. Interaction
network analysis using the STRING database (Figure
7E) and GeneMANIA (Figure 7F) indicated that
KRT6A might affect TAMs through different kinds of
genes, some of which had been reported to have an
effect on macrophages, such as different S100 proteins
(S100A2, S100A7, and S100A4) [30] and PI3 [31].
Notably, KRT6A expression was clearly related to the
prognosis of PDAC in distinct datasets (Figure 7G).

Using immunofluorescence staining by integrating
KRT6A and ITGAM expression and captured by a
confocal microscope, we found that KRT6A and
ITGAM were highly expressed in PDAC compared
with ANT (Figure 8A). In addition, KRT6A staining
seemed to be more pronounced near TAMs. There was
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Figure 5. Survival analysis of overlapped DEGs between PDAC and ANT in five datasets.
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high correlation between KRT6A expressing cells and
TAMs (Pearson's correlation coefficient = 0.95, p <
0.001) ((Figure 8B). High expression of KRT6A and
ITGAM in PDAC other than ANT was verified using
immunohistochemistry (IHC). These results coordinated
with the hypothesis above that KRT6A may play a role
in regulating TAMs in PDAC.

KRT6A regulated TAMs by a collection of genes

To identify genes the genes KRT6A targets to influence
TAMs, we divided TCGA PAAD mRNA-seq data into
five groups, Grade 0 (G0), Grade 1 (G1), Grade 2 (G2),
Grade 3 (G3), and Grade 4 (G4), by the level of KRT6A
expression, where GO expressed the lowest amount of
KRT6A (average RPKM = 0) and G4 expressed the
highest amount of KRT6A (average RPKM = 193.24).
CEMiTool illustrated those genes that were correlated
with changes in KRT6A expression, which are potential
key factors for regulating TAMs. The expression changes
in one module of genes (Module 1) were perfectly
consistent with KRTBA expression (Figure 9A, 9B).
Major genes in Module 1 included COL5A2, COL1A2,
MIR3606, SPARC, and COL6A3 (Figure 9C).
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Several transcription factors and pathways enriched
in Module 1 may participate in altering TAMSs
(Figure 9D). In addition, Module 1 genes were
involved in a variety of immune-related pathways and
enriched in a variety of cell types, including Kupffer
cells, a kind of macrophage in the liver (Figure 9E),
demonstrating the potential role of Module 1 genes in
macrophages.

Finally, the Short Time-series Expression Miner
(STEM) was used to cluster and visualize genes from
GO to G4 that had the same temporal expression
patterns (Figure 10). Clusters 38 (MAML2, IL-18,
MIR4785, ZFP36L1, LOC100506403, NCK1, KLF7,
SUMO3, ARPC2, etc.) and 41 (ANXA8L1, ANXAS,
KRT7, AHNAK2, MYOF, TLDC1, PTPRU, CDA,
NOD2, TRIM29, etc.) exhibited a significant and
obvious upward gene expression tendency, whereas
cluster 9 (SLAIN1, PGPEP1, FAM189A2, RWDD2A,
MPC2, RAI2, BTNL9, PRPSAP2, MTERF2,
C220RF39, etc.) exhibited a significant downward
trend. Thus, we employed a novel method to identify
the potential processes by which KRT6A affects TAMs
in PDAC.
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DISCUSSION

Our research has investigated the tumor immune
microenvironments (TIMEsS) and gene expression
patterns between pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma
(PDAC) and adjacent normal tissue (ANT) and found
that several immune cell types, including M0, M1, and
M2 macrophages, which include tumor-associated
macrophages (TAMSs), and many genes showed diverse
expression patterns that were significantly correlated
with the prognosis of PDAC. Then, we studied the
underlying mechanism that altered TAMSs and identified
T cell-related pathways that were relevant to TAMs
through pathway enrichment analysis. Subsequently,
KRT6A was identified to affect TAMSs through diverse
proteins and pathways. Finally, using CEMiTool and
STEM, we found that a collection of genes might
participate in modifying TAMs through KRT6A in
PDAC.

TAMs integrate anti-tumor activity (M1 macrophages)
and pro-tumor activity (M2 macrophages) and have a
strong effect on cancer eradication in PDAC [32].
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TAMs have been proven to influence CD8 T cell-
mediated tumor suppression to inhibit tumor cell
invasion, metastasis, and desmoplasia through PI3Ky in
PDAC [33], which presents a novel therapeutic target
for treating PDAC. In addition, M2 macrophage
infiltration into the stroma is an independent prognostic
factor for PDAC patients [34]. Consistent with these
results, we found a completely distinct TIME in PDAC
compared with that in ANT, which consisted of
significantly higher frequency of TAM subtypes,
including M0, M1, and M2 macrophages. Similarly, we
found that TAMs had an effect on patient survival in
PDAC.

Subsequently, we considered the cause of TAM
alteration, focusing on immature macrophages and MO
macrophages in PDAC. Macrophages in cancer have
been reported to activate or inhibit T cells based on
macrophage phenotype, costimulatory molecules, and
cytokine secretion and can significantly alter T cell
activation and effector function [35], findings that are
identical to our results. Apart from T cell activation, our
results show that the TCR signal, CD8 TCR, T cell

Jog2(TGFB1 TPM)
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10g2(NOD2 TPM)

Figure 7. KRT6A may participate in regulating TAMs in PDAC. (A) Venn diagram of common DEGs between PDAC and ANT and
between the MO-high group and the MO-low group. (B) Correlation of gene expression between KRT6A and various TAM-related genes in
PDAC. (C) Heatmap of TAM-related gene expression patterns of the KRT6A-high group and KRT6A-low group in PDAC. (D) KEGG (left) and GO
(right) pathway enrichment analyses of DEGs between the KRT6A-high group and the KRT6A-low group. (E, F) Protein-protein interaction
network related to KRT6A using STRING (E) and GeneMANIA (F). (G) Survival analysis of the KRT6A-high group and the KRT6A-low group in

TCGA PAAD data (left) and GSE57495 (right).
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Figure 8. Immunofluorescence and immunohistochemistry (IHC) staining by integrating KRT6A and ITGAM expression.
(A) Immunofluorescence staining of KRT6A (green) and ITGAM (red) in PDAC and ANT frozen tissue sections (100x). (B) Pearson's correlation
of KRT6A and ITGAM expressing cells in PDAC and ANT. (C—F) IHC staining of KRT6A (c) and ITGAM (e) in PDAC and ANT (200x). Column charts
were shown in (D) for KRT6A and (F) for ITGAM. *p<0.001.
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Figure 9. The molecular mechanism by which KRT6A regulates TAMs. (A) CEMiTool was used to find gene modules affecting TAMs
through KRT6A by dividing TCGA PAAD mRNA-seq data into five groups by the level of KRT6A expression: Grade 0 (G0), Grade 1 (G1), Grade 2
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(G2), Grade 3 (G3), and Grade 4 (G4), 6A expression where GO expressed the lowest amounts of KRT6A (average RPKM = 0) and G4 expressed
the highest amounts of KRT6A (average RPKM = 193.24). (B) Expression of a gene module (Module 1) in each PDAC patient. (C) Major genes
and the number of genes in each module. (D) Transcription factor PPl network and pathway enrichment of genes in Module 1. (E) Cell type

enrichment of genes in Module 1.

differentiation, T cell proliferation, and T cell selection
pathways are all enriched in PDAC patients with high
numbers of MO macrophages. Our work implies that
TAMs may have more contact, directly or indirectly,
with innate immunity and with T cell-mediated
immunity. TAMs may affect tumorigenesis, pro-
liferation, and metastasis by transforming the features of
T cells, resulting in compensatory activity against
tumors.

By overlapping the DEGs between the MO-low group
and the MO-high group in TCGA with the DEGs
between ANT and PDAC, we acquired the potential
regulatory genes of TAMs, IAPP, and KRT6A. KRT6A
is related to cell invasion and metastasis of
nasopharyngeal carcinoma via the B-catenin cascade
[36]. The KRT6A-positive subset of mammary
epithelial cells can be induced to form cancer by ErbB2

[37]. These findings suggest a substantial role of
KRT6A across cancers. Although there is a lack of
direct evidence that correlates with TAMs, KRT6A has
been found to play a role in producing AMPs for innate
immune defense against infection [38], which may
indirectly affect macrophages. Our results show a
positive correlation between KRT6A and TAM
signature genes, as well as proteins and pathways that
participate in regulating TAMs. Taken together, these
results suggest that KRT6A is a novel potential
therapeutic target aimed at TAMs during immuno-
therapy in PDAC.

We conclude that KRT6A alters TAMSs by a collection
of genes that have similar expression patterns to that of
KRT6A. Several previously unreported genes clusters
were identified using CEMiTool and STEM. Our
hypothesis is that genes which regulate KRT6A will
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Figure 10. Genes that were expressed similarly to KRT6A in PDAC were identified using the STEM tool.
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share an expression pattern with KRT6A. The genes
that we identified in Module 1 were substantially
enriched in antigen processing and presentation,
immune system processes, the immune response,
inflammation mediated by chemokine and cytokine
signaling pathways, and especially the activities of
Kupffer cells, a type of macrophage. In addition, some
of the transcription factor that can influence TAMs were
enriched, such as SMAD3 [39, 40], SMAD2 [41],
SMAD4 [42], SP1 [43], BRCAL [44]. This evidence
strongly implies that the genes we identified could play
a collective role in TAM activities through KRT6A.

In addition to the diverse immune cell patterns seen in
PDAC, there are a group of genes whose expression
was distinct in PDAC from that seen in ANT. These
genes are enriched in tumor progression-related
pathways, such as the regulation of cell adhesion,
vasculature development, NABA ECM regulators,
epithelial cell proliferation, and epithelial cell
differentiation. Most of the identified genes are
significantly correlated with the prognosis of PDAC,
implying crucial roles of these genes in the development
of pancreatic tumor cells, and these genes may be
potential therapeutic targets in PDAC.

Our research found a unique TIME in PDAC that
contains more TAMs than are seen in ANT. We
proposed a unique process to identify the mechanisms
by which KRT6A affects TAMs. The main aim of our
study is to predict the potential key components of
TIME in PDAC, which were further checked in PDAC
tissues and ANT by immunofluorescence and IHC
assays. However, the data in this study have not
clarified the actual TIME in PDAC thoroughly, which
needs future extensive experimental investigation.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

TCGA and GEO data acquisition and DEG filtering

The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) pancreatic
adenocarcinoma (PAAD) RNA-sequence data were
acquired from Xena (https://xenabrowser.net/). In order
to unveil differences characteristics between PDAC and
normal tissues, we selected datasets basing on three
criteria: containing gene expression profile of both
PDAC and non-tumor tissues; integrated and available
gene expression profile of each dataset; a large sample
size of each dataset as possible. As a result, GSE15471,
GSE16515, GSE28735, GSE62165, and GSE62452
datasets were filtered and acquired from GEO and were
RMA normalized. Differentially expressed genes
(DEGS) were obtained when fold change (FC) > 1.2 and
p < 0.05. The FC of GSE62165 datasets was set to 1.5
because there were extensive DEGs in that group

(approximately 3,098 genes in total) compared with the
numbers of DEGs seen in other datasets when the FC =
1.2, which disturbed the equilibrium of all the data.

Immune infiltration analysis

Immune infiltration of PDAC and ANT was performed
using R 3.3.2 and the CIBERSORT package with 1,000
permutations. Samples whose CIBERSORT p-values
were higher than 0.05 were excluded. The relative
contents of 22 types of immune cells in PDAC and
ANT were obtained, including B memory cells, naive B
cells, activated dendritic cells, resting dendritic cells,
eosinophils, MO macrophages, M1 macrophages, M2
macrophages, activated mast cells, resting mast cells,
monocytes, neutrophils, activated NK cells, resting NK
cells, plasma cells, activated memory CD4 T cells,
resting memory CD4 T cells CD4, naive CD4 T cells,
CD8 T cells, T follicular helper cells, gamma delta T
cells, and regulatory T cells (Tregs).

Recently published single-cell RNA-seq data,
CRA001160, was downloaded from ftp://download.big.
ac.cn/gsa/CRA001160 in National Genomics Data
Center in China, to calculate the number and fraction of
TAMs in PDAC and control pancreas tissues.

Correlation analysis

Correlation between different immune cell types was
calculated and visualized using the R package corrplot.
Correlation between KRT6A gene expression and other
macrophage-related genes was obtained using GEPIA
(gepia.cancer-pku.cn).

Survival analysis

Kaplan-Meier survival analysis and plotting of genes
were performed on the Kaplan-Meier plotter
(http://kmplot.com/analysis/) using pancreatic ductal
adenocarcinoma mMRNA datasets[45]. The Kaplan-
Meier plotter is a web server for meta-analysis-based
discovery and validation of survival biomarkers. Its
MRNA subsystems include 54k genes from 21 cancer
types. Gene expression data and relapse-free and overall
survival information were downloaded from GEO,
EGA, and TCGA. Additionally, survival analysis of
patients with high macrophage amount and patients
with low macrophage amount was performed via The
Cancer Immunome Atlas (https://tcia.at/home) using the
TCGA PAAD dataset.

Pathway enrichment analysis

Pathway enrichment analysis of the key DEGs in our
research was performed using Gene Ontology (GO) and
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Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG)
databases. The Metascape tool was used to find network
relationships between DEGs (http://metascape.org/gp/
index.html#/main/stepl), while DEGs of GSE15471,
GSE16515, GSE28735, GSE62165, and GSE62452
were uploaded.

Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA)

GSEA was performed using GSEA 3.0 software. The
gene sets mentioned in the article were downloaded
using MSigDB (http://software.broadinstitute.org/
gsea/index.jsp). The number of permutations was set to
1,000.

Protein-protein network

construction

interaction (PPI)

A PPl network of KRT6A was constructed and
visualized using STRING (https://string-db.org/cgi/
input.pl) and GeneMANIA (http://genemania.org/).

CEMiTool and Short Time-series Expression Miner
(STEM)

CEMiTool (https://cemitool.sysbhio.tools) and STEM
software were used to find genes that had similar
expression patterns to KRT6A in PDAC. TCGA PAAD
RNA-seq data were grouped by expression of KRT6A
and uploaded into CEMiTool and STEM software.

Immunofluorescence staining

For immunofluorescence staining, frozen tissue section
samples of PDAC and ANT were incubated with a
mixture of rabbit anti-ITGAM (Proteintech; 1:50) and
mouse anti-KRT6A (Proteintech; 1:50) antibodies
overnight at 4° C after dewaxing, hydrating, antigen
retrieval and blocking, followed by incubation with a
mixture of Alexa Fluor 488 or Alexa Fluor 555
fluorescence-conjugated secondary antibodies (Abcam;
1: 200) for 1 hour and DAPI for 10 minutes. After each
step, the specimens were rinsed three times with PBS
for 5 minutes. The double-stained images were
examined with an Olympus microscope and an
Olympus FV1000 Confocal microscope.

Immunohistochemistry (IHC) staining

Paraffin sections of PDAC tissue and ANT tissue were
used for IHC staining. Sections were stained with
primary antibodies against KRT6A (1:200, Proteintech
Group, Chicago, IL, USA) and ITGAM (1:200,
Proteintech Group, Chicago, IL, USA) according to the
product manual after routine steps. Phosphate-buffered
saline (PBS) was used as a control.

The scoring of positive immunoreactivity was
performed. The intensity was classified as 0, 1+, 2+,
and 3+, denoting no, weak, moderate, and strong
staining, respectively. The distribution of staining was
referred to as the percentage of positive tumor cells (0%
to 100%). The final KRT6A and ITGAM expression
scores were obtained by multiplying the two variables
together.

Abbreviations

PDAC: pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma; GSEA: Gene
set enrichment analysis; TCGA: The Cancer Genome
Atlas; GEO: Gene Expression Omnibus; TIME: tumor
immune microenvironment; TAMSs: tumor-associated
macrophages; ANT: adjacent normal tissue; DEGSs:
differentially expressed genes; GO: Gene Ontology;
KEGG: Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes;
STEM: Short Time-series Expression Miner; PPI:
Protein-protein interaction.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Junfeng Zhang, Hui Sun, Songsong Liu, and Wenjie
Huang worked on literature search, figures, study
design. Jianyou Gu, Zhiping Zhao, Huan Qin, Liwen
Luo, Yongfei Fang, and Jiali Yang focused on data
collection, data analysis, data interpretation. Bing Ni,
Jiayun Ge, and Huaizhi Wang helped writing the
manuscript.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This paper is grateful to the following grants: the
National Key R&D Program of China, the National
Natural Science Foundation of China and the Clinical
Research Foundation of TMMU.

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

All the authors declare no potential conflicts of interest.
FUNDING

This paper is supported by the following grants: the
National Key R&D Program of China (no.
2017YFC1308600), the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (no. 81672382), and the
Clinical Research Foundation of TMMU (no.
SWH20172DCX2004).

REFERENCES

1. Hanahan D, Weinberg RA. Hallmarks of cancer: the
next generation. Cell. 2011; 144:646—74.

WWW.aging-us.com 23228

AGING


http://metascape.org/gp/index.html#/main/step1
http://metascape.org/gp/index.html#/main/step1
http://software.broadinstitute.org/gsea/index.jsp
http://software.broadinstitute.org/gsea/index.jsp
https://string-db.org/cgi/input.pl
https://string-db.org/cgi/input.pl
http://genemania.org/
https://cemitool.sysbio.tools/

10.

11.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.02.013
PMID:21376230

Siegel RL, Miller KD, Jemal A. Cancer statistics, 2019.
CA Cancer J Clin. 2019; 69:7-34.
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21551 PMID:30620402

McGuigan A, Kelly P, Turkington RC, Jones C, Coleman
HG, McCain RS. Pancreatic cancer: a review of clinical
diagnosis, epidemiology, treatment and outcomes.
World J Gastroenterol. 2018; 24:4846—61.
https://doi.org/10.3748/wig.v24.i43.4846
PMID:30487695

Foley K, Kim V, Jaffee E, Zheng L. Current progress in
immunotherapy for pancreatic cancer. Cancer Lett.
2016; 381:244-51.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2015.12.020
PMID:26723878

Xu JW, Wang L, Cheng YG, Zhang GY, Hu SY, Zhou B,
Zhan HX. Immunotherapy for pancreatic cancer: a long
and hopeful journey. Cancer Lett. 2018; 425:143-51.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2018.03.040
PMID:29605510

Dougan SK. The Pancreatic Cancer Microenvironment.
Cancer J. 2017; 23:321-25.
https://doi.org/10.1097/PP0O.0000000000000288
PMID:29189327

Petty AJ, Yang Y. Tumor-associated macrophages:
implications in cancer immunotherapy.
Immunotherapy. 2017; 9:289-302.
https://doi.org/10.2217/imt-2016-0135
PMID:28231720

Noy R, Pollard JW. Tumor-associated macrophages:
from mechanisms to therapy. Immunity. 2014;
41:49-61.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2014.06.010
PMID:25035953

van Dalen FJ, van Stevendaal MH, Fennemann FL,
Verdoes M, llina O. Molecular repolarisation of
tumour-associated macrophages. Molecules. 2018;
24:9.

https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules24010009
PMID:30577495

Gabrusiewicz K, Rodriguez B, Wei J, Hashimoto Y, Healy
LM, Maiti SN, Thomas G, Zhou S, Wang Q, Elakkad A,
Liebelt BD, Yaghi NK, Ezhilarasan R, et al. Glioblastoma-
infiltrated innate immune cells resemble MO
macrophage phenotype. JCl Insight. 2016; 1:e85841.
https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.85841
PMID:26973881

Miao X, Leng X, Zhang Q. The current state of
nanoparticle-induced macrophage polarization and
reprogramming research. Int J Mol Sci. 2017; 18:336.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18020336

PMID:28178185

Zhao X, Qu J, Sun Y, Wang J, Liu X, Wang F, Zhang H,
Wang W, Ma X, Gao X, Zhang S. Prognostic significance
of tumor-associated macrophages in breast cancer: a
meta-analysis of the literature. Oncotarget. 2017;
8:30576—86.
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.15736

PMID:28427165

Ge P, Wang W, Li L, Zhang G, Gao Z, Tang Z, Dang X,
Wu Y. Profiles of immune cell infiltration and immune-
related genes in the tumor microenvironment of
colorectal cancer. Biomed Pharmacother. 2019;
118:109228.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopha.2019.109228

PMID:31351430

Zhong X, Chen B, Yang Z. The role of tumor-associated
macrophages in colorectal carcinoma progression. Cell
Physiol Biochem. 2018; 45:356—65.
https://doi.org/10.1159/000486816

PMID:29402795

Maximov V, Chen Z, Wei Y, Robinson MH, Herting CJ,
Shanmugam NS, Rudneva VA, Goldsmith KC,
MacDonald TJ, Northcott PA, Hambardzumyan D,
Kenney AM. Tumour-associated macrophages exhibit
anti-tumoural  properties in  sonic  hedgehog
medulloblastoma. Nat Commun. 2019; 10:2410.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10458-9

PMID:31160587

Gordon SR, Maute RL, Dulken BW, Hutter G, George
BM, McCracken MN, Gupta R, Tsai JM, Sinha R, Corey
D, Ring AM, Connolly AJ, Weissman IL. PD-1 expression
by tumour-associated macrophages inhibits
phagocytosis and tumour immunity. Nature. 2017;
545:495-99.

https://doi.org/10.1038/nature22396 PMID:28514441

Zheng X, Turkowski K, Mora J, Briine B, Seeger W,
Weigert A, Savai R. Redirecting tumor-associated
macrophages to become tumoricidal effectors as a
novel strategy for cancer therapy. Oncotarget. 2017;
8:48436-52.
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.17061
PMID:28467800

Binnemars-Postma K, Storm G, Prakash J.
Nanomedicine strategies to target tumor-associated
macrophages. Int J Mol Sci. 2017; 18:979.
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18050979
PMID:28471401

Singh Y, Pawar VK, Meher JG, Raval K, Kumar A,
Shrivastava R, Bhadauria S, Chourasia MK. Targeting
tumor  associated  macrophages (TAMs) via
nanocarriers. J Control Release. 2017; 254:92-106.

WWW.aging-us.com

23229

AGING


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.02.013
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21376230
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21551
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30620402
https://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v24.i43.4846
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30487695
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2015.12.020
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26723878
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2018.03.040
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29605510
https://doi.org/10.1097/PPO.0000000000000288
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29189327
https://doi.org/10.2217/imt-2016-0135
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28231720
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2014.06.010
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25035953
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules24010009
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30577495
https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.85841
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26973881
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18020336
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28178185
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.15736
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28427165
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopha.2019.109228
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31351430
https://doi.org/10.1159/000486816
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29402795
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10458-9
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31160587
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature22396
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28514441
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.17061
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28467800
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18050979
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28471401

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2017.03.395
PMID:28377038

Raggi C, Mousa HS, Correnti M, Sica A, Invernizzi P.
Cancer stem cells and tumor-associated macrophages:
a roadmap for multitargeting strategies. Oncogene.
2016; 35:671-82.

https://doi.org/10.1038/0onc.2015.132 PMID:25961921

Li X, Yao W, Yuan Y, Chen P, Li B, Li J, Chu R, Song H, Xie
D, Jiang X, Wang H. Targeting of tumour-infiltrating
macrophages via CCL2/CCR2 signalling as a therapeutic
strategy against hepatocellular carcinoma. Gut. 2017;
66:157-67.
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutinl-2015-310514
PMID:26452628

Di Caro G, Cortese N, Castino GF, Grizzi F, Gavazzi F,
Ridolfi C, Capretti G, Mineri R, Todoric J, Zerbi A,
Allavena P, Mantovani A, Marchesi F. Dual prognostic
significance of tumour-associated macrophages in
human pancreatic adenocarcinoma treated or
untreated with chemotherapy. Gut. 2016; 65:1710-20.
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutinl-2015-309193
PMID:26156960

Peng J, Sun BF, Chen CY, Zhou JY, Chen YS, Chen H, Liu
L, Huang D, Jiang J, Cui GS, Yang Y, Wang W, Guo D, et
al.  Single-cell RNA-seq highlights intra-tumoral
heterogeneity and Malignant progression in pancreatic
ductal adenocarcinoma. Cell Res. 2019; 29:725-38.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41422-019-0195-y
PMID:31273297

DuL, Lin L, Li Q, Liu K, Huang Y, Wang X, Cao K, Chen X,
Cao W, Li F, Shao C, Wang Y, Shi Y. IGF-2 preprograms
maturing  macrophages to acquire oxidative
phosphorylation-dependent anti-inflammatory
properties. Cell Metab. 2019; 29:1363-75.€8.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2019.01.006
PMID:30745181

Tonkin J, Temmerman L, Sampson RD, Gallego-Colon E,
Barberi L, Bilbao D, Schneider MD, Musaro A,
Rosenthal N. Monocyte/macrophage-derived IGF-1
orchestrates murine skeletal muscle regeneration and
modulates autocrine polarization. Mol Ther. 2015;
23:1189-200.

https://doi.org/10.1038/mt.2015.66 PMID:25896247

Mandrup-Poulsen T. IAPP boosts islet macrophage IL-1
in type 2 diabetes. Nat Immunol. 2010; 11:881-83.
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni1010-881 PMID:20856216

Aftabizadeh M, Tatarek-Nossol M, Andreetto E, El
Bounkari O, Kipp M, Beyer C, Latz E, Bernhagen J,
Kapurniotu A. Blocking inflammasome activation
caused by B-amyloid peptide (aB) and islet amyloid
polypeptide (IAPP) through an IAPP mimic. ACS Chem
Neurosci. 2019; 10:3703-17.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

https://doi.org/10.1021/acschemneuro.9b00260
PMID:31295403

Arya SB, Kumar G, Kaur H, Kaur A, Tuli A. ARL11
regulates lipopolysaccharide-stimulated macrophage
activation by promoting mitogen-activated protein
kinase (MAPK) signaling. J Biol Chem. 2018;
293:9892-909.
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.RA117.000727
PMID:29618517

Yang Y, Ye YC, Chen Y, Zhao JL, Gao CC, Han H, Liu WC,
Qin HY. Crosstalk between hepatic tumor cells and
macrophages via Wnt/B-catenin signaling promotes
M2-like macrophage polarization and reinforces tumor
Malignant behaviors. Cell Death Dis. 2018; 9:793.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-018-0818-0
PMID:30022048

Hoyaux D, Decaestecker C, Heizmann CW, Vogl T,
Schafer BW, Salmon [, Kiss R, Pochet R. S100 proteins
in corpora amylacea from normal human brain. Brain
Res. 2000; 867:280-88.
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0006-8993(00)02393-3
PMID:10837826

Haidar M, Whitworth J, Noé G, Liu WQ, Vidal M,
Langsley G. TGF-B2 induces Grb2 to recruit PI3-K to
TGF-RIl  that activates INK/AP-1-signaling and
augments invasiveness of theileria-transformed
macrophages. Sci Rep. 2015; 5:15688.
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep15688 PMID:26511382

Farajzadeh Valilou S, Keshavarz-Fathi M, Silvestris N,
Argentiero A, Rezaei N. The role of inflammatory
cytokines and tumor associated macrophages (TAMs)
in microenvironment of pancreatic cancer. Cytokine
Growth Factor Rev. 2018; 39:46-61.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cytogfr.2018.01.007
PMID:29373197

Kaneda MM, Cappello P, Nguyen AV, Ralainirina N,
Hardamon CR, Foubert P, Schmid MC, Sun P, Mose E,
Bouvet M, Lowy AM, Valasek MA, Sasik R, et al.
Macrophage  PI3Ky drives pancreatic  ductal
adenocarcinoma progression. Cancer Discov. 2016;
6:870-85.
https://doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-15-1346
PMID:27179037

Hu H, Hang JJ, Han T, Zhuo M, lJiao F, Wang LW. The
M2 phenotype of tumor-associated macrophages in
the stroma confers a poor prognosis in pancreatic
cancer. Tumour Biol. 2016; 37:8657—-64.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13277-015-4741-z
PMID:26738860

Guerriero JL. Macrophages: their untold story in T cell
activation and function. Int Rev Cell Mol Biol. 2019;
342:73-93.

WWW.aging-us.com

23230

AGING


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2017.03.395
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28377038
https://doi.org/10.1038/onc.2015.132
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25961921
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2015-310514
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26452628
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2015-309193
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26156960
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41422-019-0195-y
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31273297
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2019.01.006
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30745181
https://doi.org/10.1038/mt.2015.66
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25896247
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni1010-881
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20856216
https://doi.org/10.1021/acschemneuro.9b00260
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31295403
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.RA117.000727
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29618517
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-018-0818-0
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30022048
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0006-8993(00)02393-3
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10837826
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep15688
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26511382
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cytogfr.2018.01.007
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29373197
https://doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-15-1346
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27179037
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13277-015-4741-z
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26738860

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.ircmb.2018.07.001

PMID:30635094

Chen C, Shan H. Keratin 6A gene silencing suppresses
cell invasion and metastasis of nasopharyngeal
carcinoma via the B-catenin cascade. Mol Med Rep.
2019; 19:3477-84.
https://doi.org/10.3892/mmr.2019.10055

PMID:30896882

Holloway KR, Sinha VC, Toneff MJ, Bu W, Hilsenbeck
SG, Li Y. Krtba-positive mammary epithelial progenitors
are not at increased vulnerability to tumorigenesis
initiated by ErbB2. PLoS One. 2015; 10:e0117239.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0117239

PMID:25635772

Chan JK, Yuen D, Too PH, Sun Y, Willard B, Man D, Tam
C. Keratin 6a reorganization for ubiquitin-proteasomal
processing is a direct antimicrobial response. J Cell Biol.
2018;217:731-44.
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201704186
PMID:29191848

Sun H, Miao C, Liu W, Qiao X, Yang W, Li L, Li C. TGF-
B1/TBRII/Smad3 signaling pathway promotes VEGF
expression in oral squamous cell carcinoma tumor-
associated macrophages. Biochem Biophys Res
Commun. 2018; 497:583-90.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2018.02.104
PMID:29462614

Zhang S, Che D, Yang F, Chi C, Meng H, Shen J, Qi L, Liu
F, Lv L, Li Y, Meng Q, Liu J, Shang L, Yu Y. Tumor-
associated macrophages promote tumor metastasis via
the TGF-B/SOX9 axis in non-small cell lung cancer.
Oncotarget. 2017; 8:99801-15.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.21068
PMID:29245941

Gratchev A. TGF-B signalling in tumour associated
macrophages. Immunobiology. 2017; 222:75-81.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.imbio.2015.11.016
PMID:26876591

Cai J, Xia L, Li J, Ni S, Song H, Wu X. Tumor-associated
macrophages derived TGF-B-Induced epithelial to
mesenchymal transition in colorectal cancer cells
through Smad2,3-4/snail signaling pathway. Cancer
Res Treat. 2019; 51:252-66.
https://doi.org/10.4143/crt.2017.613

PMID:29690747

Guo S, Wang H, Luo Y, He J, Ma H, Shen L, Tang J, Fang
Q, Wang H, Qian Z, Song C. Sp-1 negatively regulates
miR-20b expression in macrophages. Ann Clin Lab Sci.
2017;47:706-12.
PMID:29263044

Lim JJ, Yang K, Taylor-Harding B, Wiedemeyer WR,
Buckanovich RJ. VEGFR3 inhibition chemosensitizes
ovarian cancer stemlike cells through down-regulation
of BRCA1 and BRCA2. Neoplasia. 2014; 16:343-53.¢e1.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ne0.2014.04.003
PMID:24862760

Nagy A, Lanczky A, Menyhart O, Gyérffy B. Validation
of miRNA prognostic power in hepatocellular
carcinoma using expression data of independent
datasets. Sci Rep. 2018; 8:9227.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-27521-y
PMID:29907753

WWW.aging-us.com

23231

AGING


https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.ircmb.2018.07.001
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30635094
https://doi.org/10.3892/mmr.2019.10055
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30896882
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0117239
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25635772
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201704186
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29191848
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2018.02.104
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29462614
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.21068
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29245941
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.imbio.2015.11.016
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26876591
https://doi.org/10.4143/crt.2017.613
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29690747
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29263044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neo.2014.04.003
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24862760
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-27521-y
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29907753

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

Supplementary Table

Supplementary Table 1. Multivariate logistic regression analyzing of clinical stage of PDAC patients in TCGA in
relation to ITGAM expression, gender, age and survival status.

Variables OR %95 ClI p-Value?
ITGAM expression (low / high) 2.530 1.084-5.908 0.032
Gender (male / female) 0.661 0.292-1.500 0.323
Age (<55 />55) 1.239 0.473-3.245 0.662
Survival status (alive / dead) 2.334 1.017-5.358 0.046

#Wald test for logistic regression.
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