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Abstract. Breast cancer is the second most prevalent cancer in 
women worldwide. Long non‑coding RNAs (lncRNAs) have 
been identified as important regulators of tumorigenesis and 
tumor metastasis. lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 has been previously 
reported as a carcinogenic gene, however its role in breast 
cancer has yet to be investigated. The present study aimed 
to understand the function of lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 in breast 
cancer and examine the underlying molecular mechanisms. 
Sample tissues for downstream gene expression profiling 
were collected from patients with breast cancer (n=23). The 
effect of FGD5‑AS1 overexpression on cell viability, inva‑
sion and migration has been studied in breast cancer cells 
(MDA‑MB‑231). Changes in glycolysis were monitored by 
comparing glucose consumption, lactate production and ATP 
levels. Using StarBase and TargetScan databases a putative 
interaction between FGD5‑AS1, miR‑195‑5p and SNF1‑like 
kinase 2 (NUAK2) was predicted in silico. Expression levels 
of FGD5‑AS1, has‑miR‑195‑5p and NUAK2 were validated 
by reverse transcription‑quantitative PCR and interactions 
were validated using dual‑luciferase reporter assays and 
RNA pull‑down. High expression of lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 was 
detected in breast cancer tissue samples and disease model cell 
lines. Silencing of FGD5‑AS1 led to decreased cell prolifera‑
tion, migration and invasion. It was identified that at a molecular 
level FGD5‑AS1 serves as a sponge of miR‑195‑5p and alters 
the expression of its downstream target gene NUAK2. In breast 
cancer lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 serve a key role in glycolysis and 

tumor progression via the miR‑195‑5p/NUAK2 axis. The find‑
ings of the present study indicated FGD5‑AS1 as a candidate 
target for intervention in patients with breast cancer.

Introduction

Incidence of breast cancer has been risen markedly in the last 
decades and currently it is one of the most frequently occur‑
ring tumors in women (1). Treatment options in breast cancer 
consist of surgical resection, radiation therapy, chemotherapy, 
hormone therapy and other targeted therapies (2). While more 
advanced diagnostic and therapeutic methods have become 
available over the years, breast cancer remains one of the 
leading causes of cancer death among woman (3). Hence, it 
is necessary to identify novel pathomechanisms underlying 
breast cancer progression.

Long non‑coding RNAs ( lncRNAs) a re typi‑
cally  >200 nucleotide‑long RNAs without protein‑coding 
potential (4). Growing evidence suggest that lncRNAs serve an 
important role in the regulation of cell proliferation, survival, 
apoptosis, invasion and migration and therefore serve a key 
role in cancer development (5‑7). An increasing number of 
lncRNAs, including lncRNA MAGI2‑AS3, lncRNA UCA1 and 
lncRNA LINC01355, have been associated with the progres‑
sion of breast cancer (8‑10). lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 has not yet 
been implicated in breast cancer, however previous studies 
identified it as an oncogene that contribute to the progression 
of colorectal cancer (11) and renal cell carcinoma (12).

An emerging concept in terms of mechanism is that 
lncRNAs advance tumor growth by sponging certain 
microRNAs (miRs). For instance, lncRNA HOX transcript 
antisense RNA may confer malignant phenotype in gastric 
cancer cells by sponging miR‑331‑3p/human epidermal 
growth factor receptor  2  (13). Similarly, FGD5‑AS1 is 
found to promote colorectal cancer through upregulation of 
CDCA7 expression via sponging miR‑302e (11). The present 
study aimed to identify whether FGD5‑AS1 in breast cancer 
exerted a similar sponging mechanism and may interact 
with miRs, such as miR‑195‑5p, which has been described 
to be a promising biomarker and therapeutic target for breast 
cancer (14).
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SNF1‑like kinase 2 (NUAK2, also known as SNARK) (15) 
is regulated by liver kinase B1 and NF‑κB (16,17) and its role 
in promoting cancer development and tumor progression 
(including liver cancer, glioblastoma and gastric cancer) 
has been reported (18‑20). However, its role in breast cancer 
remains to be elucidated.

The present study identified differentially expressed 
lncRNAs in breast cancer using microarray and found lncRNA 
FGD5‑AS1 being highly overexpressed. In agreement with 
previous studies showing that lncRNAs can act as miRNA 
molecular sponges to regulate the expression level of miRNA 
genes, the present study demonstrated that lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 
function as a sponge of has‑miR‑195‑5p. The interaction 
between lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 and has‑miR‑195‑5p affected the 
downstream signaling pathway, including NUAK2, and, as a 
consequence, the glycolysis, migration and invasion in breast 
cancer cells.

Materials and methods

Sample collection. Breast cancer tissue samples and adjacent 
non‑cancerous tissue samples (>2 cm from the edge of tumor) 
were collected from 23 patients with breast cancer (females 
aged 30‑65 years) at the First Affiliated Hospital of Harbin 
Medical University between March 2019 and December 2019. 
None of the patients in this study received chemotherapy or 
radiotherapy prior to the surgery. Written informed consent 
was received from all patients. Ethics approval for the study 
was obtained and the study was conducted according to the 
guidelines of the Ethics Committee of First Affiliated Hospital 
of Harbin Medical University (approval no. 201811). All breast 
cancer samples were confirmed as invasive, ductal breast 
cancer by pathologists. Tissue specimens were stored at ‑80˚C, 
until further processing.

Cell culture. Human mammary epithelial cell (MCF‑10A) and 
breast cancer cell lines (MCF‑7, MDA‑MB‑231, MDA‑MB‑468 
and SKBR3) used in this study were obtained from the 
American Type Culture Collection (ATCC). Cells were 
grown according to the ATCC's recommendations. Briefly, 
cells were maintained in RPMI‑1640 medium (Invitrogen; 
Thermo Fisher Scientific, Inc.) supplemented with 10% fetal 
bovine serum (FBS; Gibco; Thermo Fisher Scientific, Inc.) 
and 100 U/ml penicillin/streptomycin in a 37˚C humidified 
incubator containing 5% CO2.

Cell transfection and grouping. For antisense transfection 
experiments, cells were seeded at a density of 2x105 cells/well 
in a 6‑well plate in antibiotic‑free complete medium. Cells were 
transfected with either 2 µg pcDNA3.1/lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 
(FGD5‑AS1) or empty vector NC (vector, gain‑of‑function), or 
short interfering (si)‑FGD5‑AS1 (5'‑CAUUUGUAAUAGUGUU 
CAAUA‑3') or siRNA negative control (si‑NC, loss‑of‑function). 
The synthetic FGD5‑AS1 and si‑FGD5‑AS1 were purchased 
from GenePharma. For miRNA transfection, 500  µM 
has‑miR‑195‑5p mimic (5'‑UAGCAGCACAGAAAUAUU 
GGC‑3'), mimic‑NC, has‑miR‑195‑5p inhibitor (5'‑GCCAAUA 
UUUCUGUGCUGCUA‑3') and inhibitor‑NC were obtained 
from Sangon Biotech Co., Ltd. For gene transfection experi‑
ments, cells (1x105 cells/well) obtained from GenePharma were 

seeded in 6‑well plates and transfected with pcDNA3.1/ 
NUAK2 (pcDNA‑NUAK2) or pcDNA3.1/NC (pcDNA‑NC). 
Lipofectamine® 3000 reagent (Thermo Fisher Scientific, 
Inc.) was used for all transfection, according to the manufac‑
turer's protocol. After 48 h of transfection, the cells were 
harvested for downstream assays.

Reverse transcription‑quantitative (RT‑q) PCR . Total RNA 
samples were obtained from BC tissues and cells (2x105/ml/well) 
using RNA extraction kit (Beijing Bomed Gene Technology 
Co., Ltd.) according to the manufacturer's protocols. Sample 
concentrations were measured using Nanovue spectrophotom‑
eter (Cytiva). RNA was reverse transcribed to complementary 
DNA (cDNA) by First‑Stand cDNA Synthesis Super  Mix 
(TransGen Biotech Co., Ltd.) according to the manufacturer's 
protocols. These were then analyzed by RT‑qPCR (Applied 
Biosystems; Thermo Fisher Scientific, Inc.) using TransStart 
Green qPCR Super Mix (TransGen Biotech Co., Ltd.) 
according to the manufacturer's protocols. GAPDH was used 
as an internal control. Primers for lncRNA FGD5‑AS1, 
hsa‑miR‑195‑5p (U6 snRNA as internal reference), NUAK2, 
GAPDH used in this study were as follows: FGD5‑AS1 
(F:  5'‑AACAGTGCCTATGTGGACGG‑3', R:  5'‑CCCATC 
ACAGAGGTCCACAC‑3'), hsa‑miR‑195‑5p (F: 5'‑TGCGGGT
GCTCGCTTCGCAGC‑3', R:  5'‑CCAGTGCAGGGTCC 
GAGGT‑3'), U6 (F:  5'‑CTCGCTTCGGCAGCACA‑3', 
R: 5'‑AACGCTTCACGAATTTGCGT‑3'), NUAK2 (F: 5'‑TGG 
AGTCGCTGGTTTTCGCG‑3', R: 5'‑CTGTGCTTTACTGCG 
CGCTC‑3'), GAPDH (F: 5'‑ACACCCACTCCTCCACCTTT‑3', 
R:  5'‑TTACTCCTTGGAGGCCATGT‑3'). The following 
conditions were used: initial denaturation at 95˚C for 5 min; 
30 cycles of 94˚C for 45 sec; annealing at 57˚C for 45 sec; and 
a final extension at 72˚C for 30  sec. Measurements were 
performed at least in triplicate. Quantification and relative 
mRNA expression levels were calculated using the 
2‑ΔΔCq method (21).

Western blotting. Total proteins were isolated from breast 
cancer tissues and cells using RIPA lysis buffer (Sigma‑Aldrich; 
Merck KGaA). The protein concentration was measured with 
BCA Protein Assay kit (CoWin Biosciences), and the protein 
(60 µg) was separated on a 10% SDS‑PAGE gel. After transfer‑
ring separated proteins onto polyvinylidene difluoride membrane 
(EMD Millipore), membranes were blocked with 5% non‑fat 
milk for 2 h at 4˚C and then incubated with the following 
primary antibodies: Rabbit anti‑GAPDH (1:1,000; ab8245; 
Abcam), anti‑NUAK2 (1:1,000; ab224079; Abcam), anti‑glucose 
transporter 1 (GLUT1; 1:1,000; ab115730; Abcam), anti‑pyruvate 
kinase muscle isozyme M2 (PKM2; 1:1,000; ab137852; Abcam) 
and anti‑lactate dehydrogenase A (LDHA; 1:1,000; ab101562; 
Abcam). Following overnight incubation at 4˚C, membranes 
were washed three times and incubated with peroxidase‑labeled 
secondary antibody (anti‑rabbit IgG, 1:2,000; ab6721; Abcam) at 
room temperature for 2 h. Protein bands were visualized using 
enhanced chemiluminescence system (ECL; Thermo Fisher 
Scientific, Inc.). Image Lab Software (version 1.8.0; Bio‑Rad 
Laboratories, Inc.) was used for quantification.

CCK‑8 assay. Cell viability was quantified by cell counting 
kit‑8 (CCK‑8; Sigma‑Aldrich; Merck KGaA) according to the 
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manufacturer's recommendations. Briefly, cells were seeded 
onto 96‑well plates at a density of 2x104 cells/well. CCK‑8 
(10 µl) was added to the wells after 0, 24, 48, 72 and 96 h 
and the plate were incubated at room temperature for 1 h. The 
absorbance of light was measured using a microplate reader 
with a 450 nm filter (Bio‑Rad Laboratories, Inc.).

Transwell assays for migration and invasion. Transwell 
assay was performed for the purpose of assessing the migra‑
tory and invasive capacities of MDA‑MB‑231 cells by using 
24‑well (8 µm pore size) Transwell chambers (Corning, Inc.). 
The experimental procedure was carried out as described 
elsewhere (22). Briefly, for the detection of cell migration, 
the upper chamber was uncoated with Matrigel (precoating 
at 37˚C for 15 min). For detection of cell invasion, the upper 
chamber was pre‑coated with Matrigel (BD Bioscience) and 
0.1x106 cells were seeded in the upper chamber in 200 µl 
serum‑free RPMI‑1640 medium. Then, 10%  fetal bovine 
serum medium was added in the lower chamber. Plates were 
incubated at 37˚C and 5% CO2 for 24 h and those on the 
lower surface were fixed with methanol (cat. no. 34860MSDS, 
Sigma‑Aldrich; Merck KGaA) and stained with 1% crystal 
violet (cat. no. C0775MSDS, Sigma‑Aldrich; Merck KGaA) 
at room temperature. Images (magnification,  x200) were 
captured with a brightfield microscope (Olympus CKX41; 
Olympus Corporation). Finally, six  fields were randomly 
chosen to count the migrated or invaded cells.

Measurement of glucose and lactate. Following transfection 
with the indicated constructs, the cells were grown in phenol 
red‑free media for 24 h. Glucose uptake and production of 
lactate were assessed using the Glucose Assay kit and Lactic 
Acid kit (Sigma‑Aldrich; Merck  KGaA) according to the 
manufacturer's instructions.

Enhanced ATP assay. Preparation of samples was conducted 
using Enhanced ATP assay kit (Beyotime Institute of 
Biotechnology) according to the manufacturer's recommenda‑
tions and as previously described (23).

Dual‑luciferase reporter assay. Binding interaction between 
the lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 and has‑miR‑195‑5p and the binding 
site was predicted using the StarBase v2.0 (http://starbase.
sysu.edu.cn/). Control or mutant FGD5‑AS1 binding site in 
the sequence of miR‑195‑5p (ACGACGA) were constructed 
using pmirGLO vectors (Promega Corporation) to generate 
wild‑type luciferase reporter vector FGD5‑AS1‑WT or 
FGD5‑AS1‑MUT. Sequence‑based interaction between the 
NUAK2 and miR‑195‑5p was similarly assessed in silico and 
pmirGLO vectors with control or mutant miR‑195‑5p binding 
site in NUAK2 3'‑UTR were also constructed to test the 
prediction in vitro named as NUAK2‑WT or NUAK2‑MUT. 
The described constructs were co‑transfected with miR‑195‑5p 
vector (mimics: 5'‑UAGCAGCACAGAAAUAUUGGC‑3', or 
mimic NC: 5'‑UCACAACCUCCUAGAAAGAGUAGA‑3', 
50 pmol) into cell lines using Lipofectamine® 3000 (Invitrogen; 
Thermo Fisher Scientific, Inc.). Following 48 h transfection, 
the luciferase activity was quantified to test the activities of 
Renilla luciferase consecutively using a dual‑luciferase kit 
(Promega Corporation).

RNA pull‑down assay. Biotinylated probe‑FGD5‑AS1 or 
probe‑NUAK2 and the corresponding control probes were 
purchased from GenePharma. RNA pull‑down assay was 
performed using a Magnetic RNA‑Protein Pull‑Down Kit 
(Thermo Fisher Scientific, Inc.). Biotinylated probe‑FGD5‑AS1 
or NUAK2 (20  nM) was transfected into the cells in the 
binding buffer for 2 h after which 50 ml of the sample was 
aliquoted for input. Other cell lysates were collected and incu‑
bated with M‑280 streptavidin magnetic beads (Invitrogen; 
Thermo Fisher Scientific, Inc.). After the beads were washed 
three times, RNAs bound to the bead were purified using 
TRIzol® (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Inc.). RT‑qPCR was used 
to detect the miR‑195‑5p expression.

Statistical analysis. GraphPad Prism 7.0 program (GraphPad 
Software, Inc.) and SPSS 22.0 Statistical Software (IBM Corp.) 
were used for all statistical analyses. Results are presented as 
the mean ± standard deviation. The paired Student's t‑test 
was used to compare the difference between tumor tissues 
and adjacent non‑cancerous tissues. The difference among 
multiple groups was compared using one‑way analysis of vari‑
ance with Tukey's post hoc tests. Pearson correlation analysis 
was used to determine the correlation between two variables. 
All experiments were carried out using biological replicates, 
unless otherwise indicated. P<0.05 was considered to indicate 
a statistically significant difference.

Results

lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 expression is elevated in breast cancer. 
Analysis of microarray expression data of tissues from 
patients with breast cancer revealed that lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 
is expressed at an increased level in breast cancer. To begin 
to explore the role of lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 in breast cancer, its 
expression was validated in breast cancer tissues and breast 
cancer cell lines. The lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 was expressed at a 
higher level in breast cancer tissues compared with the control 
tissues (Fig.1A, P<0.001). Expression of lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 
was also increased in breast cancer cell lines (MDA‑MB‑231, 
MCF‑7, SKBR3 and MDA‑MB‑468) compared with non‑breast 
cancer cells (MCF‑10A; Fig. 1B; P<0.01, P<0.001). These 
findings suggested that lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 was an lncRNA 
upregulated in breast cancer.

lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 promotes the malignant progression 
and glycolysis of breast cancer cell lines. To investigate the 
function of lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 in the development of breast 
cancer cells, gain‑ and‑loss‑of‑function studies were performed 
by transfecting MDA‑MB‑231 cell line with si‑FGD5‑AS1 
or pcDNA3.1/FGD5‑AS1 (FGD5‑AS1) and the appropriate 
control vectors. The RT‑qPCR result presented in Fig. 2A 
shows that FGD5‑AS1 expression was increased in FGD5‑AS1 
transfected cells, compared with the vector transfected cells 
(P<0.001). By contrast, transfection of si‑FGD5‑AS1 in 
MDA‑MB‑231 cells lead to a marked decrease in FGD5‑AS1 
expression, compared with the si‑NC transfected control cells 
(P<0.001). CCK‑8 assay illustrated that within the 48 h of trans‑
fection, FGD5‑AS1 enhanced the viability of MDA‑MB‑231 
cells (P<0.001), while the cell viability of MDA‑MB‑231 
cells was decreased upon si‑FGD5‑AS1 transfection (Fig. 2B; 
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Figure 1. lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 is upregulated in breast cancer tissues and cells. (A) RT‑qPCR expression analysis of lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 in breast cancer tissue 
and normal tissue; n=23. (B) RT‑qPCR expression analysis of lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 in human mammary epithelial cell line (MCF‑10A) and breast cancer cells 
(MDA‑MB‑231, MCF‑7, SKBR3 and MDA‑MB‑468); **P<0.01, ***P<0.001. lncRNA, long non‑coding RNA; RT‑qPCR, reverse transcription‑quantitative 
PCR.

Figure 2. lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 promotes the malignant progression and glycolysis of breast cancer cells. (A) The transfection efficiency measurement of 
lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 in the MDA‑MB‑231 cells by RT‑qPCR. (B) CCK8 results of the cell viability of transfected cells at the indicated time points (0, 24, 48, 
72 and 96 h). Transwell assay demonstrated the (C) invasive and (D) migration activity in MDA‑MB‑231 cells (scale bar = 50 µm). (E) RT‑qPCR expression 
analysis of GLUT1, PKM2 and LDHA in breast cancer cells (MDA‑MB‑231). (F) Western blot analysis of GLUT1, PKM2 and LDHA protein expression 
in breast cancer cells (MDA‑MB‑231). The levels of (G) glucose uptake, (H) lactate production and (I) ATP following FGD5‑AS1 upregulation. **P<0.01, 
***P<0.001. lncRNA, long non‑coding RNA; RT‑qPCR, reverse transcription‑quantitative PCR; GLUT1, anti‑glucose transporter 1; PKM2, pyruvate kinase 
muscle isozyme M2; LDHA, lactate dehydrogenase A.
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P<0.001). In agreement with these results, it was found that 
FGD5‑AS1 transfection enhanced the cell invasiveness and its 
migration abilities (Fig. 2C and D). Notably, this was suppressed 
upon transfection with si‑FGD5‑AS1 (Fig. 2C and D; P<0.01, 
P<0.001). The mRNA and protein expression level of GLUT1, 
PKM2 and LDHA in MDA‑MB‑231 cells were determined 
by using RT‑qPCR and western blotting, respectively. The 
results demonstrated that GLUT1, PKM2 and LDHA expres‑
sion was increased in FGD5‑AS1‑transfected group, but their 
expression was decreased following si‑FGD5‑AS1 transfection 
(P<0.001, Fig. 2E and F). It also found that treatment with 
FGD5‑AS1 induced increase in glucose consumption, lactate 
production and ATP in MDA‑MB‑231 cells. Again, silencing 
of FGD5‑AS1 greatly weakened these events (P<0.01, P<0.001; 
Fig. 2G‑I).

lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 upregulates NUAK2 expression by 
sponging miR‑195‑5p. Considering the emerging evidence 
of how lncRNAs can act as miRNA sponges to modu‑
late miRNA‑mediated gene expression, the present study 
next explored putative miRNAs that could interact with 
FGD5‑AS1. Using StarBase based on complementary 
sequences, it was predicted that FGD5‑AS1 may interact 
with the hsa‑miR‑195‑5p seed region (Fig.  3A). Fig.  S1A 
demonstrated that the transfection of miR‑195‑5p mimic and 
miR‑195‑5p inhibitor were successful (P<0.01). In order to 
confirm these putative interactions, luciferase reporter assays 
were used. Markedly, FGD5‑AS1‑WT decreased luciferase 
activity of the reporter plasmid with miR‑195‑5p (P<0.01; 
Fig. 3B). RNA pull‑down was used to confirm the enrichment 
of miR‑195‑5p by the FGD5‑AS1 biotin probe. The result 

Figure 3. lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 upregulates NUAK2 expression by sponging miR‑195‑5p in breast cancer cells. (A) The putative sequences of miR‑195‑5p and 
lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 with binding sites were shown. (B) Luciferase reporter assays validated the binding of miR‑195‑5p with FGD5‑AS1. (C) RNA pull‑down 
confirmed that the binding of miR‑195‑5p and lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 by the miR‑195‑5p biotin probe. (D) RT‑qPCR expression analysis of miR‑195‑5p in 
MDA‑MB‑231 cells with FGD5‑AS1 or si‑FGD5‑AS1 transfection. (E) RT‑qPCR expression analysis of miR‑195‑5p in breast cancer tissue and normal 
tissue; n=23. (F) Negative correlation between miR‑195‑5p and FGD5‑AS1. (G) The putative sequences of miR‑195‑5p and NUAK2 with binding sites. 
(H) Luciferase reporter assays validated the binding of miR‑195‑5p with NUAK2. (I) RNA pull‑down confirmed the binding of miR‑195‑5p and NUAK2 
by NUAK2 biotin probe. (J) RT‑qPCR expression analysis of NUAK2 in breast cancer cells (MDA‑MB‑231). (K) Western blot analysis of NUAK2 protein 
expression in breast cancer cells (MDA‑MB‑231). (L) RT‑qPCR expression analysis of NUAK2 in breast cancer tissue and normal tissue; n=23. (M) Western 
blot analysis of NUAK2 protein in breast cancer tissue and normal tissue; n=5. (N) Negative correlation between miR‑195‑5p and NUAK2. mRNA and 
protein expression of NUAK2 in si‑FGD5‑AS1 transfected cells with co‑transfection of (O) pcDNA‑NUAK2 or (P) miR‑195‑5p inhibitor. *P<0.05, **P<0.01, 
***P<0.001. lncRNA, long non‑coding RNA; NUAK2, SNF1‑like kinase 2; miR, microRNA; RT‑qPCR, reverse transcription‑quantitative PCR; si, short 
interfering; BC, breast cancer.RETRACTED
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demonstrated that miR‑195‑5p enrichment by the FGD5‑AS1 
biotin probe was notably increase compared with the nega‑
tive control probe (Fig. 3C; P<0.01). miR‑195‑5p expression 
also demonstrated decreased level when tested by RT‑qPCR 
in MDA‑MB‑231 cells transfected with FGD5‑AS1 (Fig. 3D; 
P<0.001). miR‑195‑5p was less expressed in breast cancer 
tissues compared with normal tissues (Fig. 3E; P<0.001) and 
analysis revealed that FGD5‑AS1 expression was negatively 
correlated with the level of miR‑195‑5p (r=‑0.5511; P=0.0064; 
Fig. 3F). These results indicated that FGD5‑AS1 served a role 
in tumor progression by targeting miR‑195‑5p to interact with 
miR‑195‑5p negatively.

Next, StarBase was used to find putative target gene(s) 
that could bind with miR‑195‑5p. As shown on Fig. 3G, a 
potential binding site was found between miR‑195‑5p and 
NUAK2. Dual‑luciferase assay and RNA pull‑down assay 
results proved this interaction (Fig. 3H and I; P<0.001). How 
miR‑195‑5p affected NUAK2 at mRNA and protein levels was 
also examined using RT‑qPCR and western blotting, respec‑
tively. The expression of NUAK2 in MDA‑MB‑231 cells was 

decreased by the miR‑195‑5p mimic, while NUAK2 expression 
was elevated in miR‑195‑5p inhibitor group (Fig. 3J and K; 
P<0.001). NUAK2 was significantly upregulated in breast 
cancer tissues (Fig. 3L; P<0.001). A total of five samples from 
23 breast cancer tissues were also randomly selected to detect 
the NUAK2 protein level by western blotting and the result 
demonstrated that NUAK2 protein level was significantly 
upregulated in breast cancer tissues (Fig. 3M; P<0.01, P<0.001). 
Further analysis demonstrated that NUAK2 expression was 
negatively correlated with miR‑195‑5p (r=‑0.6353, P=0.0011; 
Fig. 3N). These findings indicated that NUAK2 was targeted 
by miR‑195‑5p negatively. Fig. S1B and C demonstrated that 
the transfection of pcDNA‑NUAK2 (NUAK2) was successful 
(P<0.05). Furthermore, co‑transfection of the miR‑203 
inhibitor or pcDNA‑NUAK2 could rescue the NUAK2 
expression reduced by si‑FGD5‑AS1 in MDA‑MB‑231 cells 
(Fig. 3O and P; P<0.001). Overall, these results indicated that 
FGD5‑AS1 functioned as competing endogenous RNA in 
regulating the expression of NUAK2 by sponging miR‑195‑5p 
in breast cancer cells.

Figure 4. lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 promotes tumor progression and glycolysis via upregulation of NUAK2 expression by miR‑195‑5p. (A) CCK‑8 was used to 
evaluate cell viability of transfected cells., Transwell assay demonstrated the (B) invasive and (C) migration activity in MDA‑MB‑231 cells co‑transfected 
with si‑FGD5‑AS1 and miR‑195‑5p inhibitor or NUAK2 (scale bar = 50 µm). (D) RT‑qPCR and (H) western blot analysis of GLUT1, PKM2 and LDHA in 
co‑transfected cells. The levels of (E) glucose uptake, (F) lactate secretion and (G) ATP were measured in MDA‑MB‑231 cells transfected with si‑FGD5‑AS1 
and miR‑195‑5p inhibitor or NUAK2. *P<0.05, **P<0.01, ***P<0.001. lncRNA, long non‑coding RNA; NUAK2, SNF1‑like kinase 2; miR, microRNA; si, short 
interfering; miR, microRNA; RT‑qPCR, reverse transcription‑quantitative PCR; GLUT1, anti‑glucose transporter 1; PKM2, pyruvate kinase muscle iso‑
zyme M2; LDHA, lactate dehydrogenase A.
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lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 promotes tumor progression and 
glycolysis via the upregulation of NUAK2 expression through 
miR‑195‑5p. To further study how FGD5‑AS1 affected breast 
cancer cell development via targeting miR‑195‑5p/NUAK2, 
rescue experiments were designed. As expected, the cell 
growth was significantly decreased after silencing FGD5‑AS1. 
Notably, co‑transfection with miR‑195‑5p inhibitor or NUAK2 
upregulation could rescue the phenotype (Fig. 4A; P<0.001). 
Reduced invasion and migration was also detected after 
silencing FGD5‑AS1 by Transwell assay, but a noticeable 
increase was found following miR‑195‑5p inhibitor or NUAK2 
transfection (Fig. 4B and C; P<0.05, P<0.01, P<0.001). In addi‑
tion, treatment with si‑FGD5‑AS1 induced clear decrease of 
the expression of GLUT1, PKM2 and LDHA, the glucose 
uptake, lactate secretion and ATP in MDA‑MB‑231 cells, 
while miR‑195‑5p inhibitor or NUAK2 transfection greatly 
rescued these events (Fig. 4D‑H; P<0.01, P<0.001). Together, 
FGD5‑AS1 mediated breast cancer malignant biological 
activities and glycolysis by upregulating NUAK2 by sponging 
miR‑195‑5p.

Discussion

In recent  years, lncRNAs have been extensively studied 
and described in multiple cancers  (24). To the best of the 
authors' knowledge, this is the first study identifying lncRNA 
FGD5‑AS1 in breast cancer. The present study demon‑
strated that FGD5‑AS1 is highly expressed in breast cancer. 
Gain‑of‑function studies clearly demonstrated that lncRNA 
FGD5‑AS1 could enhance the proliferation, glycolysis, 
migration and invasion of breast cancer cells, while depletion 
of FGD5‑AS1 showed an opposite effect. The present study 
also demonstrated that FGD5‑AS1 served a key role in breast 
cancer by regulating the miR‑195‑5p/NUAK2 axis.

lncRNAs have been identified and assessed in breast 
cancer. For example, lncRNA ATXN8OS promotes tumor 
growth by sequestering miR‑204 in breast cancer  (25). 
Notch‑1 increases cell proliferation in breast cancer by 
regulating another lncRNA, lncRNA GAS5 (26). lncRNA 
BCRT1 also promotes breast cancer growth by modifying 
the miR‑1303/PTBP3 axis  (27). In addition, FGD5‑AS1 
can competitively interact with miR‑5590‑3p and regulate 
downstream ERK/AKT signaling to facilitate the prolifera‑
tion, migration, EMT and invasion of renal cancer cells (12). 
FGD5‑AS1 is also described in colorectal cancer cell prolif‑
eration, migration and invasion and triggers upregulation 
of CDCA7 via sponging miR‑302e (11). The present study 
identified that FGD5‑AS1 was highly expressed in breast 
cancer tissue and cell lines. As functional evidence, the 
present study identified that silencing FGD5‑AS1 could stop 
cell proliferation, invasion and migration in breast cancer 
cell lines.

There are an increasing number of lncRNAs that can 
sponge certain microRNAs (28). In the present study, using 
StarBase, it was found that FGD5‑AS1 can interact with 
miR‑195‑5p. Previously miR‑195‑5p has been reported to be 
suppressive to breast cancer (14). In fact, the rescue experi‑
ments of the present study demonstrated that FGD5‑AS1 can 
promote proliferation and boost migration and invasion of 
breast cancer cells via negatively regulating miR‑195‑5p.

NUAK2 was one of the targets of miR‑195‑5p predicted 
in the in silico analysis. NUAK2 has been previously reported 
as an oncogene in a various cancer types. For instance, 
inhibition of NUAK2 reduces YAP‑driven liver cancer (18). 
Degradation of NUAK2 in glioblastoma by miR‑143 decreases 
its oncogenic traits (19). NUAK2 has also been described in 
gastric cancer (20). The present study found that NUAK2 was 
overexpressed in breast cancer tissue and cells. The rescue 
experiments confirmed that FGD5‑AS1 contributed, at least 
in part, to breast cancer progression through upregulating 
NUAK2 via sponging miR‑195‑5p. lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 has 
been found to promote colorectal cancer progression through 
sponging miR‑302e and upregulating CDCA7 (11). Due to the 
limitations of laboratory conditions and time, the present study 
could not verify whether this molecular mechanism serves a 
role in breast cancer, but it will be tested and verified in further 
studies.

Glycolysis has long been appreciated as a hallmark in 
cancer (22). Glycolysis refers to the glucose‑lactate transfor‑
mation in cancer cells under aerobic conditions (29). Glucose 
metabolism is essential for the enhanced production of 
proteins, nucleotides and lipids that are required to accelerate 
the proliferation rate of cancer cells (23,30). Previous studies 
have shown the critical role of glycolysis in tumor progression 
in lung cancer (23,31). Depletion of circDENND4C inhibits 
glycolysis by upregulating miR‑200b/c in breast cancer under 
hypoxia (22). miR‑195‑5p is sponged by circular RNA MYLK 
to regulate the proliferation and glycolysis of non‑small 
cell lung cancer cells (32). In agreement, the present study 
also identified that the increased expression of FGD5‑AS1 
could promote glycolysis of breast cancer cell via sponging 
miR‑195‑5p and increasing NUAK2 expression.

The present study identified that lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 is 
elevated in breast cancer tissue cell models. It also demon‑
strated that depletion of FGD5‑AS1 served an anti‑tumor role 
by suppressing glycolysis, invasion and migration in breast 
cancer cell via sponging miR‑195‑5p. Overall, the present 
study suggested a novel regulatory mechanism for the function 
of lncRNA FGD5‑AS1 in breast cancer.
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