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Abstract

An RNAI based functional screen of mitotic kinases in Drosophila recently identified a number of
members of the kinome that are required for normal cell division. Depletion of these kinases resulted
in a number of different mitotic abnormalities including spindle malformation, chromosome
missegregation, centrosome amplification and failure of cytokinesis [1]. Since mitotic defects are
commonly observed in cancer cells, these kinases may contribute to tumor development and/or
progression. To investigate whether common genetic variation in the mitotic kinases are associated
with breast cancer risk, we genotyped 386 single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) from 44 mitotic
kinase genes, in 798 breast cancer cases and 843 unaffected controls from a clinic-based study. A
total of 22 SNPs from 13 kinase genes displayed significant associations with breast cancer risk
(Pirend < 0.05), including two SNPs from FYN (rs6914091 and rs1465061) that remained of interest
after accounting for multiple testing (g=0.06). These associations were stronger when evaluating
cases with estrogen and progesterone receptor positive tumors. In addition, haplotype-based tests
identified significant associations with risk for common haplotypes of the MAST2 (P = 0.04) and
MAP2K4 (P = 0.006) genes. Although requiring replication, these findings suggest that genetic
polymorphisms in mitotic kinases that have been implicated in chromosome instability and
aneuploidy may contribute to the development of breast cancer.
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Introduction

Muitotic kinases exert pleiotropic effects to control and regulate all phases of mitosis including
entry, progression and exit. They phosphorylate a plethora of structural and regulatory proteins
involved in centrosome duplication and separation, chromosome condensation, spindle

assembly and fidelity, chromosome segregation and cytokinesis, to ensure successful divisions
of mammalian cells. The activity of these kinases is modulated by transcriptional regulation,
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post-translational modification and proteosomal degradation. Over-expression of a number of
these kinases, such as members of the Aurora, PLK and NEK families, are known to induce
centrosome amplification, chromosome mis-segregation and failure of cytokinesis [2,3]. These
mitotic abnormalities in turn lead to chromosomal instability (CIN), aneuploidy and polyploidy
that are commonly observed in human solid tumors and hematologic malignancies.

CIN and aneuploidy are common features of invasive breast tumors and early stages of breast
oncogenesis, including ductal carcinoma in-situ (DCIS), [4,°]. The AURKA, PLK1, NEK2
and NEK8 oncogenic kinases are frequently over-expressed, both at mMRNA and protein levels,
in a large number of primary DCIS and invasive breast carcinomas, and are known to promote
aberrant cell divisions leading to CIN, aneuploidy and polyploidy [6-8]. Inhibition of both
AURKA and PLK1 kinases has been shown to reverse the oncogenic process [9,19]. In addition,
the TTK, MASTL, BUB1, BUB1B, CDC7, CDC2, AURKB, and PLK4 kinases have been
identified as components of a prognostic signature in luminal A hormone receptor positive
breast tumors [11].

Common genetic variation in mitotic kinase genes has been associated with breast cancer risk.
A meta-analysis of rs2273535 (F311) in the AURKA gene in 15 case-control studies of multiple
types of cancers showed a modest increase in cancer risk associated with this common genetic
variation [12]. Similarly, individual SNPs and haplotypes in BUB1B and TTK have been linked
to a modest increase in risk in a sporadic breast cancer population in Taiwan [13]. In addition,
a genome-wide association study revealed a significant association between a SNP in the
MAP3K1 gene and moderately increased breast cancer risk in the general population [14]. In
this study, we examined the effect of tagging SNPs in 44 mitotic kinase genes on breast cancer
risk. These genes were selected based on a previous study showing that the Drosophila
orthologs caused substantial mitotic disruption when down-regulated by RNAI [1]. The SNPs
were genotyped in a clinic-based breast cancer case-control study of Caucasians from the
Midwestern United States, and our results suggested that inherited genetic polymorphisms of
novel mitotic kinase genes may be associated with breast cancer risk.

Materials and methods

Mayo Clinic Study Population

Details concerning the collection of cases and controls used in the Mayo Clinic Breast Cancer
Case-Control Study have been described previously [14] [15] [16]. Briefly, this population is
a clinic-based series of breast cancer cases and unaffected controls from a 6-state region
(Minnesota, lowa, Wisconsin, North and South Dakota and Illinois) who attended the Mayo
Clinic between 2002 and 2005. All cancer patients included were newly diagnosed with
invasive breast cancer. Controls with no history of cancer were recruited in parallel from
women attending the Department of Internal Medicine at the Mayo Clinic for a prescheduled
annual medical examination. Controls were frequency matched to cases by age and state of
residence. Eligible women provided informed consent and a sample of blood as a source of
DNA and completed a risk factor questionnare. Participation rates were 69% and 71% for cases
and controls, respectively. A total of 1,741 genomic DNA samples (798 cases, 843 controls,
100 blind duplicates) were assayed at Illumina Corporation (San Diego, California) on an
Illumina BeadLab using the Illumina GoldenGate genotyping assay.

GENICA Replication Study Population

Kinome SNPs that displayed strong associations with breast cancer risk in the Mayo Clinic
study were further genotyped in an independent case-control population from an
interdisciplinary study group on Gene Environment Interaction and Breast Cancer in Germany
(GENICA). The GENICA breast cancer case-control study, including 1021 incident cases and
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1015 age-matched, population-based controls from the Greater Bonn Region, Germany, has
been described previously [17,18]. In brief, breast cancer cases were included based on a
histopathologic diagnosis of primary breast cancer. Cases and controls were eligible if they
were of Caucasian ethnicity, currently residing in the study region, and were below age 80
years. The GENICA study was approved by the Ethic's Committee of the University of Bonn.
All study participants gave written informed consent.

SNP Selection

SNPs in the genomic region from 5 kb upstream to 5 kb downstream of each of the genes with
minor allele frequency (MAF) > 0.05 in the Caucasian population were selected from the
Hapmap Consortium stage | and Il release [19]. TagSNPs representing SNPs with pairwise
correlation of r2>0.8 were chosen by LDselect [20] analysis of genotype data from Caucasian
populations. All synonymous and nonsynonymous coding SNPs, 5" and 3' UTR SNPs, and 5’
upstream (promoter region) SNPs within 1000 base pairs from the transcriptional start site with
MAF > 0.05 in the Caucasian population were included as candidate functional SNPs.

Statistical Analysis

The quality of genotyping data was assessed by Pearson's goodness-of-fit 2 test of deviation
from Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium for all SNPs in control subjects. Unconditional logistic
regression analysis was used to estimate odds ratios (OR) and 95% confidence intervals (95%
ClI) for risk of breast cancer associated with the genotypes of each SNP [21]. Primary tests of
association between SNPs and breast cancer risk were performed assuming an ordinal (log-
additive) genotypic relationship, using tests for trend within the logistic regression models.
Risk factors significantly associated with case-control status were accounted for in these
analyses. These covariates included age at enroliment, age at menarche, parity, age at first live
birth, oral contraceptive use, menopausal status, HRT use, and body mass index. Exploratory
analyses were also conducted in subgroups of women defined by menopausal status or
histological subtype of tumors based on ER, PR and HER?2 status, as reported in pathology
records. In order to determine the degree to which the tests for association were prone to false
positive findings False discovery rate (FDR) g-values were calculated [22].

Risk associations between intra-genic haplotypes and invasive breast cancer were also
determined. Haplotype blocks within each gene of interest were defined in control subjects by
HaploView based on the method of Gabriel et al. [23]. Pair-wise LD was estimated between
SNPs by D’ and r? values. Logistic regression analysis was performed for each haplotype to
estimate haplotype frequency and to examine associations between haplotypes within the
identified haplotype blocks and breast cancer status using the HaploStats analysis package
[24].

Gene-gene interactions

SNP by SNP interactions were explored through the assessment of significance of all possible
pair-wise combinations of SNPs [25]. Additional unconditional logistic regression analyses
were performed to further explore the effect on breast cancer risk of SNP pairs selected through
this comprehensive assessment. All statistical tests were two-sided, and all analyses were
carried out using the SAS (SAS Institute, Inc., Cary, NC) and S-Plus (Insightful, Seattle, WA)
software systems.
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SNPs and genes significantly associated with breast cancer risk
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In a recently published study, an RNAI screen of protein kinases in Drosophila identified 80
kinases that caused gross cell cycle defects and mitotic abnormalities when depleted [1]. We
selected all known kinases influencing mitosis and also those implicated in S and Go/M phase
cell cycle regulation that led to subsequent mitotic defects, for a total of 44 genes. A total of
386 tagging and functional SNPs (four 5’ upstream, three 3'UTR and two non-synonymous
SNPs) with MAF > 0.05 were selected from the human orthologs of these kinase genes. These
SNPs were subsequently genotyped in 798 cases and 843 unaffected controls from a Mayo
Clinic breast cancer case-control study. The density of the tagSNPs for each gene and percent
coverage of all variation and of SNP bins (r2 > 0.8) in each gene by the selected SNPs, based
on the HapMap database (NCBI36), are shown in Supplementary Table 1. A total of 381 SNPs
from 44 genes displayed high call rates (> 99%), MAF > 0.05 and did not diverge significantly
from Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium (HWE) and were subjected to subsequent statistical
analysis (Supplementary Table 1).

A total of 22 SNPs from 13 kinase genes displayed significant associations with breast cancer
risk under the ordinal model (Pireng < 0.05) as shown in Table 1. Of those 22 SNPs, 13 were
associated with increased risk and nine were associated with decreased risk. Three SNPs,
rs6914091, rs1465061 and rs12910 in FYN, displayed the most significant associations (OR
per allele = 1.27 t0 1.33, Pyeng < 0.001) (Table 1). These SNPs showed similar associations
(OR =1.311t0 1.41, Pyeng < 0.004) in postmenopausal women, which account for over 70%
of the case-control population (Supplementary Table 2). Interestingly, the statistical
significance of these associations was substantially increased in subgroups of cases with ER
positive tumors (OR = 1.38 t0 1.42, Ptend < 0.0002) and PR positive tumors (OR = 1.40 to
1.45, Pireng < 0.0002) (Table 2). In contrast, the FYN SNPs were not significantly associated
with ER negative breast cancer (data not shown). This finding suggested a hormone-dependent
association between variation in the FYN gene and increased breast cancer risk. Similarly, the
ROCK1 SNP, rs17202375, displaying a significant association with risk (OR = 1.43; Pyeng =
0.005) was associated with ER positive (OR = 1.52, Ptreng = 0.004) and PR positive (OR =
1.61, Ptreng = 0.001) breast cancer and risk of postmenopausal (OR = 1.72, Pyreng = 0.0009)
but not premenopausal disease (Supplementary Table 2). Nine other SNPs from seven kinase
genes (BRD4, CDC42BPA, CIT, EIF2AK4, KIAA0999, PAK6 and RYK) also displayed
associations with increased breast cancer risk, although the effects were only marginally
significant (Table 1). It was also noted that a single SNP from KIAA0999 exhibited an
association with increased risk, whereas two others from the same gene showed protective
effects (Table 1). These two SNPs remained significantly associated with decreased breast
cancer risk in postmenopausal women (Supplementary Table 2). Similarly, two SNPs in both
CDC42BPA and PAK®6 were significantly associated with opposite effects on breast cancer
risk (Table 1).

Six of the 22 SNPs that displayed strong associations with breast cancer risk in the Mayo Clinic
study were further genotyped in the GENICA study of 1021 cases and 1015 controls of German
Caucasian women. These SNPs were selected based on the significance of the associations
with risk in the primary analyses. The number of SNPs in the replication study was limited by
cost. None were significantly associated with breast cancer risk (Table 3). Further stratified
analyses of associations with risk in histological subgroups within the GENICA study were
not performed.
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Haplotypes and haplotype blocks significantly associated with breast cancer risk

To examine the associations of specific haplotypes with breast cancer risk, haplotype blocks
were defined for each gene based on the model reported by Gabriel et al [23]. In each haplotype
block, haplotypes with frequency > 2% were subsequently analyzed by multiple logistic
regression. A total of nine haplotypes in specific blocks displayed significant associations with
breast cancer risk (Table 4 and Supplementary Table 3). In particular, the combined “rare”
haplotypes in haplotype block 1 of MAP2K4 were significantly associated with risk (global
P =0.04), as was the specific haplotype 1211111 (Frequency = 17.8%, Score =2.76, P = 0.006).
Similarly, the specific haplotype 12112122 of MAST2 was associated with a decreased risk of
breast cancer (Frequency = 6.6%, Score = —2.08, P = 0.04). None of the individual SNPs in
these two genes displayed significant associations (Table 1 and 3), indicating that the
associations of these specific combinations of alleles with risk were not due to the effects of
individual SNPs. Haplotypes exhibiting significant associations with risk (P < 0.05) were also
identified in BRD4 (21112), BUB1B (1122), DBF4 (21122), KIAA0999 (11121), ROCK1
(1122), RYK (1221121), and STK4 (1122111122) (Table 3). Each of these specific haplotypes
contained single SNPs displaying significant associations with risk suggesting that these rare
alleles account for the haplotype associations (Table 2 and Table 4)

Pair-wise interactions of SNPs significantly associated with breast cancer risk

Pair-wise SNPs from 44 kinase genes were subjected to linear logistic regression analysis to
identify significant interactions. A total of 19 combinations were found to have highly
significant associations with breast cancer risk (P < 0.0001) (Supplementary Table 4). These
19 interactions, together with an additional 89, produced a common FDR g-value of 0.329,
suggesting that only one-third of these interactions are expected to be false positives. Of the
19 interactions with the smallest p-values, two were composed of SNPs that independently
displayed significant associations with risk (Table 1). For the other 17 combinations, either
one or both SNPs in each pair were not significantly associated with cancer risk. Six in 17 of
these pair-wise interactions included one of the three SNPs in FYN displaying significant
associations with risk. Notably, interactions between FYN and IRAK1 and FYN and MAST2
displayed dose-dependent associations with breast cancer risk (ORy/ copy = 1.6 10 1.7, P <
0.007; OR2/2 copies = 2.6 10 3.7, P <0.03) (Supplementary Table 4). Combinations of rs7928320
in KIAA0999 and SNPs in ROCK1, PAK4 and MAST2 were significantly associated with
increased breast cancer risk when minor alleles were present at each locus (OR2/2 copies = 3-3
to 13.4; P = 0.02 to 0.004; data not shown). Interestingly, none of these SNPs individually
displayed significant associations with breast cancer risk.

Discussion

Our study systematically evaluated associations between genetic polymorphisms in 44 genes
encoding kinases required for normal cell division and breast cancer risk. The common genetic
variation in these genes was represented by tagging and candidate functional SNPs. The
strongest associations observed in our study were individual SNPs in the FYN kinase gene,
especially in women with ER-positive and PR-positive tumors, which represent the majority
of the sporadic breast cancer cases. In addition, we identified two haplotypes in MAP2K4 and
MAST?2 that were significantly associated with breast cancer risk. Interestingly, the individual
SNPs designating these haplotypes showed no significant associations with risk. Furthermore,
we identified marginally significant associations with risk for polymorphisms in 12 other genes
(BRD4, BUB1B, CDC42BPA, CIT, DBF4, EIF2AK4, KIAA0999, PAKGE, PRKACB,
ROCK1, RYK

As noted above, SNPs in FYN displayed the most significant associations with increased breast
cancer risk in our clinic-based case-control series. FYN is a membrane associated non-receptor
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tyrosine kinase member of the src-family, implicated in diverse biological functions such as
neuronal development, T-cell receptor signaling and cell-cell adhesion [26,27]. FYN binds the
p85 subunit of P13-kinase and other FYN-binding proteins via the Src homology domains (SH)
of its cytoplasmic tails and phosphorylates these targets to control cell proliferation and
differentiation. FYN has been proposed as a tumor suppressor due to down-regulation in
prostate cancers and inactivation in neuroblastoma [28,29]. Disease-association studies have
linked common genetic variations of FYN to alcoholism and Alzheimer's disease [30,%1]. In
our study, we showed for the first time that genetic polymorphisms of FYN may also be linked
to increased breast cancer risk, especially in women with expression of ER and PR in their
breast tumors. This is consistent with the finding that FYN is an upstream regulator of the PI3K/
Akt-signaling pathway, a critical cell survival, proliferation and motility pathway in cancer,
that is activated predominantly in ER and PR positive breast tumors [32]. The three SNPs in
FYN that displayed significant associations with breast cancer risk were located in the 5’
upstream region of isoforms b and ¢ (NM_153048 and NM_153047), and the 5’ UTR (rs12910),
and third intron of isoform a (rs1465061 and rs6914091). Further studies are needed to
determine whether these alterations influence promoter activity or mRNA stability of FYN
transcripts. Similarly to FYN, ROCK1 is a multifunctional kinase involved in focal adhesion
formation, cell motility andapoptosis. ROCK1 binds the Rho small GTPase and regulates the
dynamics of actin cytoskeleton and stress fiber formation. In cancer cells, Rho/ROCK signaling
promotes migration and invasion by phosphorylating caveolin-1 at cell protrusions to regulate
focal adhesion dynamics that are both ROCK-dependent and src-dependent [33]. In addition,
ROCK1 can also bind and phosphorylate PTEN, a well-known tumor suppressor, to activate
its function in chemotaxis and potential anti-tumorigenic activities [34]. Significantly increased
expression of ROCK1 has been correlated with higher grade and poor overall survival of
patients with breast cancers, possibly due to increased cell motility and invasiveness [35]. In
keeping with these observations, we found that ROCK1 rs17202375 was associated with a
substantially increased risk of breast cancer in post-menopausal women and women with ER
and PR positive tumors.

Experimental data from studies of breast, ovarian, pancreatic and biliary cancers suggest that
MAP2K4 is a tumor suppressor gene involved in both tumorigenesis and metastasis [36-47].
MAP2K4 has been reported to link MEKK1 to stress-activated protein kinase/JNK1 and p38
mitogen-activated protein kinase. This mitogen-activated protein kinase pathway has been
implicated in the signal transduction of cytokine- and stress-induced apoptosis in a variety of
cell types. None of the SNPs of the MAP2K4 gene were significantly associated with breast
cancer risk in any of the genetic models tested above. However, a combination of seven SNPs
forming haplotype block 1 was significantly associated with increased breast cancer risk. All
seven SNPs are located in the first three introns of the MAP2K4 gene (Figure 1). It will be
interesting to examine whether downregulation of the MAP2K4 promoter is correlated with
this haplotype.

Similarly to MAP2K4, we identified a specific haplotype of nine SNPs in MAST2 that displayed
a significant association with breast cancer risk. MAST2 encodes a microtubule-associated
serine/threonine kinase with largely unknown function. However, MAST2 has been shown
tobind the C-terminus of PTEN through a unique PDZ domain, target the C-terminus of PTEN
for phosphorylation and modulate PTEN activity [41,%2]. Interestingly, the phosphatase
activity of PTEN can also be modulated by ROCK1 and it has recently been shown to control
FYN function in glioma cells regulating migration. These findings suggest that FYN, ROCK1
and MAST2 may function together in the same signaling pathway to regulate the tumor
suppressor function of PTEN [43]. In support of this observation, we identified significant
pairwise interactions between SNPs in FYN and ROCK1 (Supplementary Table 3) and FYN
and MAST2 (Supplementary Table 4).
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The major strength of our association study is the comprehensive assessment of associations
between genetic polymorphisms of mitotic kinase genes and breast cancer risk. The systematic
approach increased the likelihood of identifying significant associations in these candidate
genes that were selected because of their critical functions in breast cancer biology. However,
the large number of statistical tests performed raised the possibility of false positive
observations. FDR based assessment of multiple testing yielded q values of 0.06 for the most
significantly associated FYN SNPs (Table 1). When accounting for the high LD between a
number of the SNPs in the study, this suggests that these FYN SNPs maintain significance even
after accounting for multiple testing. This is further emphasized when assessing the
significance of the associations between these SNPs and risk of ER positive and/or PR positive
breast cancer (Ptrend = 0.00006). However, six SNPs including rs6914091 from FYN, that
were further evaluated in the GENICA case-control series, failed to replicate these significant
associations, although it should be noted that these SNPs were not evaluated for associations
with risk in menopausal or histological subgroups in GENICA. These findings suggest that
additional studies that focus on replication of these results in independent case-control series
and in histological subgroups of tumors are merited.

Supplementary Material

Refer to Web version on PubMed Central for supplementary material.
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Fig. 1.

Haplotype blocks for the MAP2K4 and MAST2 genes. Haplotypes blocks were defined using
the Gabriel model in Haploview. Each haplotype block is shown as a triangle. Shaded regions
indicate strength of linkage disequilibrium (LD) between pairwise combinations of
polymorphism (white: r2=low LD, black: r2=near perfect LD). Numbers in squares indicate
estimate of pairwise D-prime, expressed in percentages. Pairs with unreported values have D-
prime values of 1.0 (100%). MAP2K4 has 2 successive haplotype blocks from 5’ to 3'. Physical
locations of each SNP, exons (dark bars) and introns are also shown for the gene. Exon 1 starts
from the left side for both MAP2K4 and MAST?2

Breast Cancer Res Treat. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2011 January 1.



Page 11

Wang et al.

Bupjows analebio sieak-yoed pue Adelayy Juswade|das sauowloy ‘yuig 1siiy abe ‘asn aandasenuod [elo ‘aydseusw Je abe ‘snyels jesnedousw ‘uoifal [eaiydelfoab ‘abe 1oy paisnipe sisAjeue uoissalfial onsifo]

[eAIBIUI BOUBPILUOID ([ ‘O11E SPPO :HO “I8quiNU UOIRILNUBPI dNS :dIs! :3LON

LU0 500 (00°T-€2°0) 68°0 S8 9 9g €1¢ 6¢ 0zy 9£9€/09s! YILS
LL0 00 (66°0-€2°0) §8°0 98 9 29€¢ €T€e €6€ ozy 8LE0TFL TSI LS
LL0 200 (65°T-70'T) 82'T 6 12 €LT 281 199 65 29ZTETTS! MAY
LU0 20'0 (19°7-60'T) 0£'T 8 12 LT 281 799 65 885£8265! MAY
LL0 100 (85'7-50'T) 62'T vT 9 06T 0T 6€9 895 ¥0TGEBOTS! MAY
€50 G000  (PBTITTENT S L el €51 vTL 8¢9 GLE202LTS! TMO0Y
LL0 v0'0 (86°0-05°0) 02°0 € T 68 €9 05. veL v¥182.2T81 9OVMYd
LL0 v0'0 (66'0-TL°0) ¥8'0 LS er Gee 8¢ 1514 A7 €0869T/8! MIvd
LL0 €00 (S€'T-T0T) LT'T 621 SyT 98¢ 06€ 82¢ €92 Sirreerss Mvd
LL0 v0'0 (66°0-59°0) 18°0 ST LT €12 98T 19 29 TY20ZTLTS! 6660VVIM
LL0 v0'0 (66'0-€9°0) 620 1 L 68T LT Ly9 779 LLTELYTSI 6660VVIM
LL0 00 (87'1-10T) 22’1 €z 1z 802 12z 219 ¥S 65.700TS! 6660VVIX
670 7000  (97'T-0T'T) L2'T SLT 002 T2y Ty vz z81 016218! NA4
900 €0000  (EST-ETT) €T 6 62T 88¢ L€ 09 062 T9059YTs! NAd
900 20000  (PST-YTT) EET TET o1 1254 454 162 122 16071691 NAZ
LL0 20'0 (eLT-v0T) ¥E'T v 6 vel et 1L 99 12976228! vMvedia
LL0 €00 (26'0-55°0) €20 9 € 61T 68 8T, 90 65655965/ y49a
LL0 200 (S02-80'T) 67'T T T [ 201 0LL 769 ¥22967.LTs! 110
LL0 500 (9€°1-00'7) LT'T /8 6 €g¢ 85¢ €0y Sve 098626TS!  VdgzrOdd
100 00 (86°0-19°0) £L°0 6 S 897 veT 999 659 692208¢s!  Yd€zroad
LL0 500 (00°1-99°0) 18°0 67 97 €z 081 065 209 0,028T.8! grang
LL0 €00 (85'T-20'T) L2'T 0T 87 15T 991 9.9 €79 8.280875! yQayg
S|oajuod sase) §|0Jlu0D sase) §|0Jlu0d sase)d
anfen O puss g :ww\_ﬁ_memw_n_o $8106AZ0WOH 33|V J0UllN se106Az04019H $9106Az0WOH 3|3]|V J0le|A qails4 aWweN ausD

G0'0 > PUsy yum sauab aseuny anolw ayy Jo siueliea oiydiowA|od Jo sisAfeue areLieAn|nig

T 3lqel

NIH-PA Author Manuscript NIH-PA Author Manuscript NIH-PA Author Manuscript

Breast Cancer Res Treat. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2011 January 1.



Page 12

2.0 (Tr'1-62°0)90'T 010 (Ov'1-26°0) LT'T 500 (ev'1-00T) 6T'T 8588/ L 80Vidd
€L0 (S2'1-€2'0) G6°0 200 (rr'1-€0T) 12T €00 (T¥'1-20T) 02'T 8€..50Ts! L90Vd
99'0 (¥2'1-22'0) ¥6'0 €00 (ev'T-20T) TC'T €00 (OV'T-T0'T) 6T'T ¥2828.0Ts! ,L20Vdd
180 (82'1-5L'0) 860 €00 (ev'1-20T) 12T 100 (er1-201) 02T £28595Ts! ,80Vud
€70 (S2'1-650) 98°0 ¥0'0 (66'0-29°0) 82'0 500 (00'T-¥9°0) 080 GZ99vG/sl L90Vd
99'0 (T0'2-v9°0) ¥T'T 100 (€0'1-5%°0) 89°'0 6T°0 (€T'1-€50) £2°0 v¥.82.2TS! 20VMYd
000 (9T'2-eTT) 95T 920 (0r'1-16'0) ET'T 920 (6€'1-26'0) ET'T 295LL22sd »ivd
2L0 (0€'1-690) ¥6°0 44} (80'1-22°0) 88°0 vT°0 (S0'1-T2'0) 98°0 €0869T.51 Mvd
010 (59'1-96'0) 92'T 600 (6€'1-86°0) LT'T €00 (ev'1-20'T) 02'T Shyrz6vs] Mvd
€00 (622-v0T) ¥S'T 0g0 (15'1-88°0) ST'T €20 (1S'7-16°0) LT'T §T90002s! L8660V
€00 (06'T-20'T) OV'T 920 (8€'1-26'0) 2T'T 610 (6€'T-¥6'0) ¥T'T 0766615 ,6660VVIX
1000 (ev'zezm) el 500 (95'1-00T) GC'T €00 (85'1-€0'T) 82'T LG291ZTTS! ,6660VVIX
20 (LT'1-05°0) £2°0 010 (¥0'1-29°0) 180 800 (€0'7-€9'0) 180 TYZ0eTLTS! 6660VVIM
010 (80'T-T%°0) 99°0 900 (T0'1-85°0) 92°0 ¥0'0 (86'0-25'0) GL'0 LLTELYTSI 6660VVIM
1000 (9v'e-v2T) GL'T 200 9 T-v0'T) TE'T 100 (¥9'1-90'T) 2€'T 6S7.700TS! 6660VVIM
€20 (95'1-06°0) 6T'T 800000 (69'T-6TT) 2v'T 20000 (€9'7-9T'T) 8E'T 016¢TSs! NAd
910 (99'1-26'0) ¥2'T 20000 (L9T-8TT) OV'T 10000 (L9'T-8TT) OV'T T9059vTs! NAS
20 (85'1-06'0) 6T'T €0000°0 (eLT-22T)SV'T 900000 (89'1-02T) 2¥'T 16071695 NAd
100 (ore-etT) v9'1 590 (¥2'1-0L'0) ¥6°0 860 (1€'7-920) 00T ¥0902LLT84 vedi3
090 (98'1-02°0) ¥T'T €00 (58'T-20'T) 8€'T 110 (0£'1-66'0) "LeT L291622s! yYvedI3
G590 (8v'1-€50) 680 010 (50'1-€5°0) 52'0 L0°0 (€0'1-25°0) €20 GS655965. v44a
€L0 (ST'2-650) ¢T'T €00 (0z'z-€0T) 15T 90'0 (80'2-66°0) ¥¥'T ¥2296v.LTS 110
v0'0 (z8'1-20T) 9€'T 600 (0v'1-86°0) LT'T 200 (L' T-v0T) ¥2'T 09862611 vddger0dD
ST0 (FT'T-€7°0) 0L°0 800 (€0'1-25'0) 220 900 (T0'1-25'0) 92°0 692208zs! vdgzy0dd
9.0 (€€'1-89°0) 560 500 (00'7-59°0) 080 900 (00'7-29°0) 280 E£v865LES) ,g1ang
€10 (60'T-87°0) 220 100 (€6'0-95°0) 220 100 (¥6'0-850) 720 020281281 ardng
010 (80'2-¥6'0) OV'T 280 (91'1-28'0) 86°0 600 (T19'1-26'0) G2'T 8/2808vsl rayd
puatiy 3131V 43d (1D %56) YO pusiig BRIV 43d (1D %56) YO pusiiy 3131V 43d (1D %S6) YO

aniusod z93H aniusod ¥d aniusod ¥3 aiss aWeN aua9)

Wang et al.

slowin] Jo sneis gy 3H pue dd ‘Y3 Aq Jsoueo 1sealq YlIm sausl aseury 911011W Ul SNS JO UOIRID0SSY
Z?3lqel

NIH-PA Author Manuscript NIH-PA Author Manuscript NIH-PA Author Manuscript

Breast Cancer Res Treat. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2011 January 1.



Page 13

Wang et al.

uonejndod Apnis [0J1u02-ase3 819]dWOI 3Y} Ul UOITRID0SSE JUBdIHIUBIS-UON
*
2 9]0eL Ul UMOYS aJe T a|qe Ul paisl] sauab ul SdNS AlUO
s1eafyoed ul Bupjows snateblo pue Adessayy Juswaoe|dal suowioy ‘Yuiq 1si1y abe ‘asn aAndaoeuod [eio ‘aydteusw Je abe ‘sniels [esnedousw ‘uoiBai [eorydesBoab ‘abe 1oy paisnipe sisAjeue uoissaibal 91s1607]

[eAJ31UI 3OUSPIILOD ‘1D ‘O11e SPPO ‘YO ‘z 101dadal J0joe) Lpmoah jewaapids uewny ‘Zy3H ‘1oidaoal auoiaisabold ‘Hd ‘101dadas ushonss ‘Y3 310N

050 (2z'1-29'0) 060 910 (S0'T-220) £8°0 500 (00'1-69°0) €80 9€9€£209s! PILS
050 (22'1-29'0) 06°0 €€0 (S0'T-220) 280 v0'0 (66'0-69'0) €£8'0 8.€0¢y.Ts! LS
700 (0£7€-9T'T) 96T 900 (¥0'2-66'0) 2v'T 100 (66'T-26'0) 6E'T 008/90€Ts! IAY
70 (s€'2-120) 62T 500 (ST'2-T0T) L¥'T 800 (10'2-96'0) 6€'T 86098TCTS! A
500 (Tz'z-007T) 87'T €00 (TL1-€0T) €€'T 200 (0LT-50'T) €€'T 29ZTETTS! MAY
L0°0 (9T'2-L6°0) SV'T 200 (ELT-v0T) ¥ET 200 (e£'1-90T) GE'T 885£826S! MAY
900 (80'2-86'0) EV'T 200 (89'T-¥0'T) €€'T 100 (0L'T-20T) SE'T Y0TGEBOTS! MAY
G50 (S8'1-22°0)ST'T 1000 (ST'2-12T) 19T ¥00°0 (20c-¥TT) 25T G/€202.Ts! TMO0Y
€00 (16'0-€5°0) 220 zL0 (9T'1-18°0) 260 vL0 (9T'1-18°0) £6'0 8281565 L 80Vidd
Pustiyg 331NV 43d (1D 9%656) HO pustiyg 3311V 43d (1D %56) HO Pushiy 331V 43d (1D %56) HO

anisod z4y3H annisod ¥d annisod 43 ailsa aWeN aus9)

NIH-PA Author Manuscript NIH-PA Author Manuscript NIH-PA Author Manuscript

Breast Cancer Res Treat. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2011 January 1.



Page 14

Wang et al.

uawom [esnedouatu-aid ay3 ul [apow [eauab ayy Ul JuedIubIs a1am G0/ 69TSI PUe 05699/ 7SI
(#000°0 = PU3114) Apnis oAe|A ul [apow [esauab ay) ul Juediyubis sem 0ze8z6/S.
Burjows analebio sieak-yoed pue Adelay) Juswade|das suowoy ‘yuig 1siiy abe ‘asn aAndadeiuod [elo ‘aydoseusw e abe ‘snyels jesnedousw ‘uoibal jeaiydelBfoab ‘abe 1oy paisnipe sisAjeue uoissalbal ons1fo]

[BAJB)UI 3OUBPIIUOD :|D ‘011e] SPPO :HO ‘Jaquinu uone

Uap! dNS :dis! ‘310N

9’0 (0£'1-68°0) L0'T T 14 [4%4 (444 68 18L 88GE8C6SI AAY
690 (8T°T-220) 96°0 4 8 18T 08T L08 S08 G.€20CLTSI ™O0Y
¢9'0 (6T°T-06'0) ¥O'T 08 40 44 [0[0)4 4% L6V 8570L69TsI Mvd
8€°0 (¥2'1-26°0) L0°T s 99 vee 443 709 869 ,02€826/8! 6660VVIM
890 (L1'T-06'0) €0'T 0T 19T 08y 88y LEE LTE T607T69S4 NAd
6.0 (91°T-06'0) 20°T 8¢¢ (434 ¢0S 6617 09¢ TLe ,05699.754 110
s]043U0D saseD sjoqu0D saseD sjoqu0D saseD
pus 4 A_wwvn_um\mw_mw_n_o $9106AZ0WOH 33|V J0UllA $9100Az04919H sa106AzowoH 33| Jole|N qais4 aweN ausD

Apnis uoneaijdal wOINTO ul padAlouab SdNS JO SISA[eue ajelieARNIA|
€9lqel

NIH-PA Author Manuscript NIH-PA Author Manuscript NIH-PA Author Manuscript

Breast Cancer Res Treat. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2011 January 1.



1duasnuey Joyiny vVd-HIN 1duasnue Joyiny vd-HIN

1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN

Page 15

Table 4

Association of specific haplotypes with breast cancer risk

Haplotypes and Blocks Haplotype Hap-Frequency Hap-Score P value

BRD4 block 1 21112 0.115 2.04 0.04
BUB1B block 1 1122 0.147 —2.04 0.04
DBF4 block 1 21122 0.068 -2.31 0.02
KIAA0999 block 1 11121 0.110 -2.10 0.04
MAST?2 block 1 12112122 0.066 —2.08 0.04
MAP2K4 block 1 1211111 0.178 2.76 0.006
ROCK1 block 1 1122 0.091 2.70 0.007
RYK block 1 1221121 0.125 2.47 0.01
STK4 block 1 1122111122 0.139 —2.41 0.02

NOTE: 1=major allele, 2=minor allele; Hap-Frequency: frequency of each haplotype in the controls; Hap-Score: statistical
measurement of association of each specific haplotype with breast cancer risk

BRD4 block 1: rs4808272 rs11880801 rs8104223 rs4809130 rs4808278
BUBIB block 1: rs1801376 rs1047130 rs2305653 rs7182070

DBF4 block 1: rs9655955 rs13238458 rs11764107 rs4728713 rs6977687
KIAA0999 block 1: rs687172 rs11216164 rs681524 rs1473177 rs499910

MAP2K4 block 1: rs8067785 rs7216812 rs12603036 rs17614045 rs2322123 rs9907196 rs10432016. The individual SNPs in
this block displayed no significant associations with breast cancer risk (in bold and underlined). *The global P value for this
block is also significant at 0.04

MAST2 block 1: rs4660891 rs12732188 rs4660318 rs12141934 rs10789481 rs12759880 rs2275426 rs1707336. The individual
SNPs in this block displayed no significant associations with breast cancer risk (in bold and underlined)

ROCK1 block 1: rs7227454 rs288989 rs17202375 rs1481280
RYK block 1: rs13067800 rs9283588 rs10935104 rs6795658 rs9859680 rs1131262 rs4339087
STK4 block 1: rs17322289 rs2284271 rs6017460 rs17420378 rs6073604 rs10485454 rs6073627 rs6073629 rs8000 rs607363
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