A novel approach to triple-negative breast
cancer molecular classification reveals a
luminal immune-positive subgroup with good
prognoses
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Sup. File 2 hierarchical clustering (HCL) analysis assessing functional node activity and

relationships between.



Survival proportions: Survival of Cellular classification
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Sup. File 3 Kaplan-Meier survival curves represent the survival rate of Cellular subgroups
tumors in the whole cohort.
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Sup file 4. The activity of the main functional nodes was assessed in each cellular group by

boxplot analysis.




