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Involution liver microenvironment

e Postpartum breast cancer (PPBC) is defined as breast cancer diagnosed within 1. What steps of the metastatic cascade are supported by the _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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* Metastasis seems to be driven by host biology, as poor prognosis Is independent tumor cells? . Elevated TGFp mRNA

of biologic subtype, tumor size, age at diagnosis, and year of diagnosis

Experimental Outline- MetaStatiC Cascade queStiOn My preliminary data identify a new feature of the involution liver environment that may

: _ contribute to metastatic promotion: lipid accumulation
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