FIGURE 1
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Schema of discovery and validation of the genetic G2a and G2b breast
cancer groups
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SWS: Statistically Weighted Syndromes method; PAM: Prediction Analysis for
microarray method; CER: Class Error Rate plot; p.s. probe set:G1: grade 1; G3: grade
2; G3: grade 3; G2a: grade 2a; G2b: grade 2b; GO: gene ontology.
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FIGURE 2
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FIGURE 3
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G1

FIGURE 4




FIGURE 5

D. vascular growth
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FIGURE 6
A' 382 patients stratified by NPI B' 382 patients stratified by ggNPI
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FIGURE 7

histologic G3s: G3-like vs. G1-like
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