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Abstract

Purpose: To study the association between the risk of pterygium and genetic
polymorphism in cytochrome P450 1A1 (CYP1Al) and glutathione S-transferase Mul
(GST M1). Both CYP1A1 and GST M1 have been demonstrated to be involved in the
metabolism of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs). BaP 7,8-diol 9,10-epoxide
(BPDE), an ultimate metabolite of benzo(a)pyrene (BaP), attacks deoxyguanosine to
form a BPDE-N2-dG adduct resulting in pS3 mutations. Our previous report indicated
that BPDE-like DNA adduct levels in pterygium was associated with CYP1Al gene
polymorphisms. Therefore, we hypothesize that the genetic polymorphisms of

CYP1A1 and GST M1 increase the risk for pterygium.

Methods: 205 pterygial specimens and 206 normal controls were collected in this
study. For the analysis of CYP1Al and GST M1 gene polymorphisms, DNA samples
were extracted from pterygium specimens and blood cells of normal controls
respectively and then subjected to polymerase chain reaction and restriction fragment
length polymorphism for the determination of mutation and genotype of the CYP1A1l

and GST M1 genes.

Results: There was a significant difference between the case and control groups in
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the CYP1A1 Mspl genotype (p=0.017) but not in GST M1 (p=0.952). The odds ratio
of the CYP1AL T/C genotype polymorphism was 1.372 (95% CI=0.906-2.079,
p=0.135) and the C/C genotype polymorphism was 2.711 (95% CI=1.331-5.524,
p=0.006), compared to the T/T wild-type genotype. The GST M1 polymorphisms did

not have an increased odds ratio compared with the wild type.

Conclusion: In conclusion, CYP1A1 polymorphism is correlated with pterygium
and might become a marker for the prediction of pterygium susceptibility. According
to this research, we may further infer that the environmental pollution may also play a

role in the pathogenesis of pterygium formation.

Key words: pterygium, CYP1A1l, GST M1, polymorphism, PAH, BaP, BPDE

v



FoRARLAS BV RAEIHATRESFFL L HBN AR JWLAN S
(A Rk B R ST e R B Pl R

g.s{l':“}jr_ ) _:‘ZEH,‘;VK ;‘H’ &J "“JBSL .2t

SECEAN R R D T B (RN &
BTG R A 2R R Y R ARE R B SR v K ot A
TR kenmo o TR AT ”%%u,\ﬁp’##’“"@zﬁv AR ERTER
SRS AR F X & 8 Skt 1Ot SRURRE R B9 et
Sgpie o - BHB - BHIACHF FARF R B0 G manw § A G

HoBG A LA g, BE AAE

/»ﬂ

iR BT TR REF T R

Roo R HHRTEY EEF ok A ar

bl

"f’]‘%"??ﬁi é\ma‘ﬁ%-%;;ﬁma%%%\nv N
FAFFOL AL PR RMEFF O BEAF L E RS
B S RMBA R AE B EA LB E N F o

BV G Wik

CRFEL T TR F LI

¢ENR I E 6D



E o S PP PP PURPRN 1
I T i ST SRR 1
A SRl B B N =, 10

P22 A3 .. f— T — ... N .o 12
R W SRl ol S N SR — U W 12
I PR it (el . ~ WO (R <o 12
P28 MA@l 18

22 P18 NN W QS 19
- 8 HEEATRTP S e N 19
o BRI A I L e 21

B B 2 23
B o B B I 23
A T P 25

BT F BEHEIEIR e, 27

B — B T 27

\\\?{r
<l
e
T
A
)
o0

VI



% P& B =%

- REZIAHBREZPBUERLST 35
22 REZTFHEEZ CYPIAIMSpl £ F 5 A AF . 36
22 BREZDIAHBEZ GSTMLAFIZAIMEAT . 37
Zx CYP1ALMspl 2 GSTML % 342 & A FR 2 R 2 5 38
%237 CYP1Al 2 GSTM1 % AR E A 'k Fl+ 0§ ~ B fEw ET’F“A\ Feeenns 39

vl



CYP1ALPCR 5!+ ¥ 313 #3xc+ cnk 7|2 Mspl " ey ... 41
CYPLALPCR A 4 & A i 42
CYP1A1 Mspl PCR-RFLP % Al enq A BlE R B2 HF ... 43
GSTM1PCR A cn@ AMBIE %2 Z A LRI 44

Vi



g
|
il
2
w

LL1 % & (pterygium) shf s & fic® ik (7 m &

RF IR P A BAR AR AT ¥ R 2 Ik e (R
- ) B 7 ¥ (prevalence)i¥_0.3%7 29%35 5 #7 3 3% £ E[1,2] - ;+ F pterygium &
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bFGF) » = -] & 74 4 & %]+ (platelet derived growth factor, PDGF) » ##& i+ 4 £ 7]
=+ - B (transforming growth factor- 8, TGF- 8 ) 14 2 'm#z j#% (cytokine): *& 73k 7
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46]> BaPnis Bt 2 ¥ & 5 % — # &2 % - # f¥ % (phase | and phase II enzyme) »

THAHPN RN A TR AR Rl S TR SRR R
3 4 > phase [ef% % "ri% i ¥ it (oxidation) ~ i J (reduction) ~ -k f#(hydrolysis) %
BRI AR AERERF FF A A2 {2 T S RF D F 0 phase 1T
F i ® % 4 & F J(conjugation) ¢ phase [If% 2% 15162 & phase | F R#T& 2 e
&4 74 i 2k (polar functional groups)’ #-3R & i* & 4= & % = MK a3 a 2 )
§2 ¢t > phase I % % 4 : cytochrome p450 1A1,2C9 %2 3A4 > phase Il =f%%

ek 5 f¥ %2 (glutathione-S- transferase, GST) [47, 48](*it4x B- ) -

1.1.9 BaP ¥ % = p53 £ Flen R %

BaP 2 B 3¢ APk H ¢ 54 p53 R %2 WKW R BaP ik Y
A 4 2. — BaP 7,8-diol 9,10-epoxide (BPDE)¥_— féi& & /& |+ 13 4~ § » BPDE
¢ 7T ¥ pb3 A F1¢ h 5 4 v&+4 ik A (guanine base) T 7 % DNA + % 4% 4 (DNA
adducts: BPDE-N2-dG adduct) » J& * & £2 %2 ¥iBe(cytosine)d) = 4k A ¥ e g & e ed
(G=C) > i 4F {5 8 = 52 ket (adenosine) fe $H(G” =A) > &7 — = I DNA 4F
wqe o ’Jﬁlvﬁ?vi(thymine)é‘- 22 adenosine Fe¥H(T = A) > #H % p53(G=C) >(T

— A)ehEk 3 $[49, 50]



1.1.10 ¥ - %4 p& % 4| 4 (single nucleotide polymorphism > SNP) f i
B 4 %A F148 (genome):E B2 L G3x10M9 B R A B AP 0 42i99.9% 1
G AR AR 2 Ak [S1]0 FIT Fusat B A% B 43¢ 48 ~ (insertion)
#% > #1'f (deletion) % £ TR EE H - AR RE[52,53]-EHA
X % R b|do @45 £ 48 B 7 (short tandem repeat » STR)% #cp ¥ R 55| € B
% 7| (variable number tandem repeat » VNTR) % [54] ; H — s¢ A % 2 £ A 7487 3
ffi 5 % R 35 58[55,56] % DNAA7IL thg - % Fa(loc) & § & f& 4 12
¥t i A Fl(allele) » & H i3 A% P gt H(T 4B A FPE I (allele frequency)) +
F1%P o ALt APV E 5 Al (polymorphism) » 2t 8 = i ek & 60 5 AAL
= H - ¥4 p& 7 Al M (single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP)[56] > ¥ 12 4F 4 {78 7]

¢ iz i
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=% > # Zexon-intron -~ fx#* < (promoter) % 2L ¥4 ¥ (non-coding region) °

1.1.11 fm®2 ¢ % P450 1A1 # F](cytochrome P450 1A1, CYP1ALl) % 7|
ERCEN SIS )

CYP1AL A Fi= >t A 4% 1544 & 48 15q24.1 eni= ¥ > J5>t phase I ek 3t
HiLpEE > Awie 3 BaP chi L fE % 0 CYPLAL ¢ #-BaP § i* = 553 it
exposide : BaP-7,8-diol-9,10-epoxide (BPDE)) 4™ % phase II conjugation *
Jeoig B R kg gget > e BPDE # - B2 T B4 F 0 5 22 DNA

42254 DNAadduct @ i 2w A FIZREF L H 2% 1L o



#% Landi, M.T %48 2 > CYP1AL A F]* MSP | "4 |ps s o8 cn TDC e %
A & i & CYPLAL fi % it 4c[57] > & BaP § 1 & § 4 |+ BPDE sui# & 5
beodo% T pFphase [IfiE £ 45 & & ik B[ > phase [ 2% F i & - %% &
1 B A% BPDE % ## P 4c & > i DNA } # 1% ¢ 42§ £] BPDE 7} & & i 4
‘& BPDE-like DNA adduct - CYP1AL # %)%+ MSP | *14|ps st =% e TDC 1%

s § @ v IER[58, 5]~ & B~ AR R FR[60, 6118 IRBEFRE -

CYP1A1 Mspl % Al4 (T6235C) =+t 3°=8 7 #& ¥ % (3’untranslated region,

3’UTR) » H* H Hps s Al a2l bnrs 3 v % 4]} (non-coding SNP) » #X

a4

0t Al € B CYPIAL §-v9 ch 3R> ¥ 32— 4 31 58 BPDE-like DNA ¢

o

£?2 337 #:FF% 5 DNA 5 7]# 3% b % (stop codon)F| & 8 4% ¥ 1
(transcription termination) ¥ s DNA & 71> & & % %"Jﬁtﬁ' fi& 1t 2 5% (polyadenylation
signal) » A FIHE Y 52 HFRGSUTREN ¢ 7 AFE RSAIFS > 4
motifs, boxes, response or binding elements % » 3°:8 7 $FF B2 IR L G 1T FF ]
AT ZBAEF S o L gre 53 AFLRDAI > P TR T AT
e {5 iE ﬁi?J (nuclear export) ~ % %{’ijl%“f fi% i* & i (polyadenylation status) ~ subcellular
targeting, ¥ T mRNA &g :§ —‘F*{ & fZi# B (rates of translation and degradation of
mRNA) » x ¥ ¥ £ 2 b F 5 R 9:}1 # & i* =~ % (cytoplasmic polyadenylation

elements) st Eﬁiﬂ fig i“ #= 4] ~ % (adenylation control elements)[62, 63] » 37 3 L 4

BiESmRNA > F §F 550 B BE 0§ § R 2 ol s T b 30



## ¥ % (AU rich element : AURE) > § :2% & # "f THROEFE ¥ T % mRNA
L4 g4k o CYPLAL Mspl =3t 3°:8% #:% % + polyadenylation site & %
264 B4k A 64]0 7 2 F 7 #  CYPIAL Mspl I+ 3] & + % £ A|(C/O)+ A2 3] &
F+ 22 (TT) k-9 FEEH 4ceh o 2 frr mRNA & & B [57] » 4R35
CYP1Al Mspl 15 A7 5 5 d £ 58 37237 #F % ¢ 7 adenylation control
elements 5% iy > @ mRNA & 4 #p4c & > ¢ (F CYPIAL % 39 H 4 2 ME »
- # i PAH ¢ % #His L SRt T 4 [57, 65] A ¥ 7 43 F L ER
CYPIAI1 Mspl % 4] 14(T6235C)22 CYPIAL % 7 exon ® » % 4889 i~ % BI‘]U)-?‘J/%B&@
56 BeA (A4889G)E P AL 5 Al G 2L By @ AH(97% 11 1 )0 @ B 4889
=% ’9:]1\:‘1 PABN LB L rEes ¢ 12 17 CYPLAL ke A 7 0 & HR2 %3 % 462
et d lle 5 3 Val o itm 8550 & dusft  F)t CYPIAL Mspl % 4]+ 4p
B B e CYP1AL F-v B 7 a0 £ 354 & ¢ nonsynonymous SNP mT G

Mgtz m 2bA P E RE R Fe BT R([57,64] -

1.1.12GSTM1 A F % Al Act 30 £ IR

IRmEHEEGST) - ¢ 23F s ¥ n i 8 ad wed £ v ¢ we 08
T3 s end RERES > GSTmu = %3P & § - K= 1pl3.3 £ 100-kb
ek FIR L #5407 [66] ¢ 5'-GSTM4-GSTM2-GSTM1-GSTM5-GSTM3-3'

GSTM1 Z_§*" Phase Il 2. i\ #fiz% > %27 BaP ehis #ff2d B/t > © 4



GST M1 e % 427 X PR ] 5 A2 en2 58 - GSTML ek ] 5 Al & d
FERATSAa g B4 LB H s gt - R FEFE GSTML A Fleh2
Rl &d - & 42kb BT 4p e enB 797 e B GSTML AL Flendk 4 $ B Ei%{ﬂ 2

Ap i en B 2| I & £ %2 (homologous recombination) #7ig = [66](*4x Bl =)
GSTM1 % A4 = 25 4 A|(wild type) 2 7 % ILA|(null type)= f > 7 £ RF]

€ 5 Bd P73 2 R[67,68] » F]p GSTMI e 5% I A F 5 4 eh

S
+

F_L

AR T DAL FE RN T 35%9p: F 1 5 BPDE-like DNA adduct
% g i § 44 B {4 (immunohistochemistry stain positive) > - * DNA adduct
GE 2 P R BHE % & F) CYPIAL h % 4|42 4 BT ¥ Mg » 752 BPDE-like DNA
adduct ehE*g {2 > CYPIAL % 23] (¢ 2R3 £+ %A C/CH2 LA+ %3
A T/C A A2 4 4] T/T 311 9.675 & (p=0.001, 95% Confidence Interval

2.451-38.185)[69] -

PF s A P S B R LR IR R s N R B[S, 6] o o E R
RPN RN L TGRS S RITF Y P RS M R

FARBA SO Shii b e REHAF S LM I B AELER
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KER AR AR AN PREF A F TR AR R B kR LR

BEBEF 3 R 2 F[70] 0 & E\‘%"Wa\fﬂt haeh > B BT LT
FET R e d 3T pS3 v 2 PRI AFIRRAMFEMY PR A g

P53 A FI% Rty i FIB B 05 FE R AR BB E 44 BaP ¢ v g
H5 pS3AFIGCTA HRB[71] B mERpE 2 M4 +F 23 2
W e A IR 33%(34/103) 55 F k48 ¢ 3 BPDE-like DNA adduct 53 #[72] -
@ 2 B k% 2 %] CYPLAL 5% 4]+ 2 BPDE-like DNA adduct 7% § & % B
@[69] > Flutdiplrg 1 AR RH Y PSS BaP 2R YW S B
BPDE » ¥ i B2 Ferif 2 4p B o

AFE R g oA R FESSE T F $RE BaP f#AE S CYPLAL

A GST ML enfh 515 AHsr ) & o B el B8 0 & 2 08 0 b aoh s s @

F AP F BaP» Tt A AR FHF A s F A F g dnidy o
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AT 2 FHET A - FUHRBAL Rk 205 2R FR 7 S L O
R e Tk T 206 2§ fe B F & A se(pinguecula) & F Pk R i Y

BRI T A RS E R G ) RATT TR

e
o

Yo FIHEaRT R

22,1 3 L
2.2.1.1 DNA %3

Sodium dodecyl sulfate(SDS)F& g UniRegion Bio-Tech, Ethylenedinitrilo,
tetra-acetic, disodium salt(EDTA)% sodium chloride (NaCl)pt-p 5424 1 5 12 @
(MDBio, Inc.), sodium hydroxide (NaOH)d B 5. 2> 7 %32 > pp 4t B Merck = &,
sodium acetate(NaOAc) Pt p 46 ® Riedel-deHaen 2t @ » Phenol fp - #fatd o
7', chloroform f#p chemical 2 7, ethanol absolute - p & ¥T 7 Panreac Quimica

2 & » DNA % B~3## Genomarker reagent PLp 5 % E 2 2 2 o
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2212 R & pei & & B (polymerase chain reaction, PCR) 2 *L4[fx £ B & %]
A M4 47 (restriction fragment length polymorphism, RFLP)

dNTP, PCR 10% & J& & 7% %% (10% reaction buffer), Taq DNA polymerase
PLp 2 ® MDBiox @, 313 (primer)fbp S P 2 45 U2 7 (MB

MISSION BIOTECH) » Msp | *U4|f+ptp p ~ TaKaRa-Bio2 & -

222 i<k

AL RAREACE T ARPELF TR LGRS AR P2
Rt E 205 > #5136 B K p ¥ 'f’if)?a,ﬂﬁ””}ﬁ%gl 69 B kp *‘*'f’i}]%,ﬁm
B PR FRML AR B RRLF e g ENCAE TR &
N EdeAE S ATI8S 0 TIoEEETAD A HBE KA 206 =itd kb
3 2 3 i A sa(pinguecula) & 0% Bk Rt KA 126 =9 2% 80 =k o

T E 2 62.0 f(E8A F 55 3] 85 &) o

223 BB it
2.2.3.1 DNA %3

F % e DNAY Zife @@ o7 3 el

e

B ks B DNAJA R4 B
% (DNA lysis buffer)se FI A 7 M F B R B0t P Fenm B L s> 8z

DokfE o fRB RS 7 DNAGE SR P~ 3 1.5mlpc £ 4t~ ¢ (Eppendorf tube)
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BEF 0 4v 25l F-v pFK (proteinase K) (10mg/ml)*>+56°C 18 % 2] pF » 2_ {512 & &t
eriphenol/chloroform fi Fv B oo w4 2500 plibps /& R £ R
(phenol:chloroform = 25:24) e &2 & ¢ -9 %1+ > F] DNAZ ¢33 feet & > ®
froei g v £k 5 5 212,000 rpmAEes 154 4885 0w 5K A& T @ 5 phenol 2
chloroformf » #~_t -k £ 4c » 500ul chloroform / isoamyl alcohol (24:1) =2 7
42 phenol » v 42 £ {512 12,000 rpmdg< 154 48 4 & chloroform » B~_F ki3
% > £ 4~ 50 ul 3M fEf 4 (NaOAC)(PH 5.2) ¥ 4= DNA L hf £ js 2 1 mlsh
100% 7k iFpE » *+-20°C ok 48 18 % 304 48 > %‘%‘J‘l #- DNACHE &) > £ 212,000 rpmt
204 4TS o] s TE /ﬁ'u - 4e ~ 500 pl 70% alcoholie 2 2 F 2. # 4> ] DNA
#3T0%FHE 0 BaE € £ AR 1 F 112,000 rpmas 204 48 15 ] H L FR
F B IR AAGVRA o riE 28 F kS L DNA o #iik d k2. DNA
r2 & Bk (dd Water)7 #8172 % ¢h 30 % 3 th i8] 2. DNA £.260 nmfc280 nm s sk

(R —',E!Azéo/Azg()'?" B Al1.631.82. F - %’LL (10 Ry 1.6R] % 7% }n ;EiEE

=

£ 12 proteinase KAJZ {5 €47 + i FP0h g0 5 £ 5 1814 7 RNAZ

Il
5

® 0 PUBE ™ RNase JZis €45 F i 529 3 - DNAhR & T 5 b 3435
% DNA (ug /ml) =Azgo x50 x4 i e e DNAF P~ & 15 > 3 k& 5 1 pg/ul

B0 80C k% » 1 3 DNAKTF S A2 A5r o
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2232 X & pFi 4 F B (polymerase chain reaction)
FEFF R F BorH e dl & 35 i~ (k48 DNA 1uld #14%, 0.5 mM
dNTP, 5 pul 10x reaction buffer, 2.5 U Taq polymerase %2 0.5mM 3l3 o
B A A4 CaSa s BFAISBHERF BT I
Denaturing: 94 °C 304 » 47 %74k A ¥ ehd 42 4 3 5 H %% DNA
Priming: 60°C45%) > "% 2160°C # 51+ i 434k H % DNA - % ik
3'OH:#EDNAK & fa it B 4 & & DNA
Extension: 72°C 14 45> * 5 TaqDNAR & fsF B 228 R » 4o
DNAR % fix & % DNAiE &

B 18 1072 °C 64 48 Atk {8 — = 17 extensionk B PFRF -

2.2.3.3CYP1AL A 7% A2 & 47

CYP1Al £ %] % A4 2~ 47 4 4] * PCR-RFLP (restriction fragment length
polymorphism) = ;* » #-#7{# 2. PCR A 4~ B~ 12.5 ul > 10x reaction buffer 1.5 pl % *2
HIEEZ 1l 3 37°CF B 40 P > 12 1.5 % agarose "R 48 :E (77 A &~ 47 0 31 F B 7))
E G| FE2 1@ % 4o T 5 A0 [58] ¢
CYP1Al:
S 5'-CAGTGAAGAGGTGTAGCCGCT-3'

AS 5'-TAGGAGTCTTGTCTCATGCCT-3'

15



"L f= - Msp |

BrER R el 3 < CYPLAL S 266 B bk £ 1 % 605 3 4& A& > 5 — £.340bp& e
FEAY oD U EEIMSp | AriER e 7 5 - CCGGenfEi & w £ 48 B 7Y (reverse
palindrome) > Mspl € *» & CCz ¥ > CYP1ALA F] + %4001 4& 7 £.%% 4 7 (wild type)
The A > 2R B AN CheA(e 7 RAEFC/CE R A& 3 T/C)(T6235C) > ¢ i@
# kR ACTGGe R 7| % = CCGGF 71 » ¥ 5 CYP1AL} r&— - FXCCGGFEA 71 » 12
{TMsp 1* 24175 § #-% & AIDNAR 7% £ 26 > — £ £ 206bp » ¥ — £ £ 134bp([#]
Z )

5. CCGG .3
3..GGCG .5

Flot fFpF Msp | 5 Al chig & 2] 4o Aron
Al & & 2 4 3] homozygous wild type(T/T): 340 bp % A F
B 4] £ 3 % 2 4| heterozygous (T/C) : 340 bp, 206 bp, 134 bp & 12 $

Al & + % £ 3] homozygous mutant type (C/C): 206 bp, 134 bp & &

2234GSTML £ 5] % 442 A 4%

GST Mul gene & - % 11kb & s gene’ ¥ L ek F1A| % B £ &L GST M1
AFRL SRR > A2 HIGSTML 2 2 AR FA] > - % Adrawm g
[73](meta-analysis)~ 17 7 30 B & W[F7 7 - HFIRB v & L F % F 53%E 3548 GST

M1 7 £ILAIA T > T A Gt s qpin o st — B8 chp F1E_F1 5 GST
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ML A Fen2 Rl & d - EL& 42kb ST 4p e en B 797 & Fl> GST M1 A& Fleiah &4 %
2 ,Tk{d 2 4B Nk 2 e R £ 2 (homologous recombination) #7ig = [66]( ]

- ) FEFR A ke - 513 FF k2w x GSTML & 7| p — £ 165bp £ %
BT PCRAY G 2% > - M DNA FFZF # A %R > ¥ 2t
IR ® B 165bp o B T 5 A A A F1 A (present type) ; ¥ - f& 4 &t GST M1
DNA F# %4 %R > @513 ¥y A7) > X5 PCRAF » 5 GSTML 7 4

RAAFA - £ PCR > 4r%itf A4 3 & 0 51 @A F 5 PCR 4 pe > L5

=

A A R ERA 2LE 2 enGSTML 7 ARA A A » #i2 3 A4 PCR A 4 9
# 18 DNA £ 4 PCR » @"‘f 7 A GSTML 31+ #h s & e » — % B-actin (ACTB)
51 F 5 rFER P-actin § 4% PCR 22+ > PCR & =% » GSTM1 23 & 4 4 7
A A FIA A2 o

GST M1 PCRF Jgif 2 4eT @

100 ng DNA, 0.5 mM dNTP, 5 ul PCR10xreaction buffer, 2.5U Taq polymerase% 0.5

mM 313 > ¥ %% Groppi, A. & 2_ % 1,%‘[74] o #4718 2. PCRA 4 11 2% agarose*} 1

TANEFTEE LT IF B AAeT AT

S 5’-GAAGGTGGCCTCTCCTTGG-3’
AS 5’-AATTCTGGATTGTAGCAGAT-3’

R 2 K| o T Aron
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1.

# 3] wild type: 165 bp product & 12 1~

7 % 3] null type: & PCR # 4

R &+ = ¥ T (Pearson chi-square test) : * >* 9 % e 22 R e B AL F) A o F
EFF L3 G E-WENRAE I B T R I R R SR
Fisher’s exact test % $t3t o

= it 4 17(Binary logistic regression test) * * it fix & 5 & 3 4p §20 07 2 3]
w4 e § o2 5t (Odds Ratio) ™ 2 95% 1% #f % ¥ (confidence interval) » £_F
FRPFIALR

5 ~ i §F 4 17(Multiple logistic regression test) * »v 3~ & 4 & CYP1AL Mspl *

GSTML & L %] % AR o ot B 5818 025 B+t (Odds Ratio) 14 2 95%13 ¥ %

(confidence interval) °
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3
I
s
At
g s
<ir
*4e

Rl M LR L e U

FoRELEITET 205 =R EFR 7 Bp Lot 27 ¢ 7 1367 {42
69 14 {3 b T e g 74D B (E A T HLS2 T 85 K) B LB 206 32
FEARES ﬁ P% % 57 (pinguecula) g, ﬁ n R E AR e e $E 126 25 4

2 80 (bt TIEE 62.0 K(ERATHSS P TS K) FHREE HB B %

F_L
e

Mol Edbt o G RP I HFDLRA(R-)
3.1.1 CYP1Al A 7% A4 R
3.1.1.1CYP1Al ¢nPCR # %

CYPIAL T6235C(rs4646903).1 %4 = ek 3=t keendh — 2315 ig 7 PCR &
AR ST AL TRERG B - R R PA S PR E SR 0 340bp
£ PCRAY £ AEd NCBI ot 3lF+ 3253 23 H @;I;Jega;t 17 5[58, 64,
751 PCR A4 B & 5 340bp o 2% 205 Bl B A2 200 B4R en Rkt

WP EEE - £ RSPCR A ¥ > £ £ 558 0 340bp £ (F2)

3.1.1.2 CYP1AL Mspl PCR-RFLP % 4| ch2{3f 7 & %

CYP1A1 %]+ T6235Cen % Al > ¢ 1712 Mspl "U4|femt2is A 4 £ &7
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AR F] 8 B Mspl SUFIEF 7R 0k 51 5 CCGG » 8 Il etk ihh 7] ¢ ) CCR #-
DNAE 7|27 %7 > #7100 dedk A FAl 5 B Al & 3 5 4 A|T/TE] > 2 552 CTGG > 7
gy T IRNA S E PCRAY hh & B & w340 bp ;4% JK F13] H_
A&+ RREAC/ICA » HREFIZCCGG» ¢ UFIpe7 2260 T IRFALF &
BFEE R W206bp2 134bp 2P L B E - RAEF % EAT/CA > B340
bp > 206bp% 134 bp 348 & B & B %5 (Rlw) -
AR ERE205B R B A SR E2003 % e R B EFRARF L
7 68 1% & %2 (33.2%) A T/TA ek 3] & + ¥% 2 A (homozygous wild type) > 7 291 &
$8(14.1%) 2 C/CA] ehle 3] & + % £ 3](homozygous mutant type) » 7 108 i # §8
(52.7%) E_T/CA| e 3] £ + % £ 7|(heterozygous mutant type) ; ¥+ /& 21| § 89 &
18(43.2%) L T/TA ok A &£ 5 2 4 3] > 5 143 % 18(6.8%) L C/CA ik 4] & + %
2 7 1037 %% (50.0%)LT/CR| R A £ F KR A o A ol F 5 St F ¥

tE B (pE=0.017)(% =) -

3.1.2GSTM1 enPCR A 4~ 2 5 A\ 4 2|3

GST Mul gene® - B X 11kb% e gene » #73k 3+ 0 kend — 4513 F % Lk
+ GSTMLE 7|} - 165 bp& e B> #11U PCR;}_%’ﬁ 2% 0 - Rk

DNAF 7L 5 4% 4 MR » ¥ 13xx I 7 B 165bp o 2 5 present £ F174] ;

Y- fai k%t GSTMIDNAR# 2 %3 > &3+ ¥ FERE 7] > 13 PCRA

20



P BT LGSTMLZ £ A A F1A(BT) -

AR EE205 BRERMEE HRE206 BEEL AR S FRART R
£ 5 83 B RAH(40.5%)E 7 £ A A FIA] > 5 122 B 58(59.5%) & present
genotype; 16 A1 F 84 B 1 AB(40.8%) L3 £ A A FIA 4 122 B 4 48(59.2%)
%_ present genotype © F ik F R HHB S Behah F TG AP FEFSDLE(D

#=0.952)(% =) °

3.2.1 CYP1AL Msplsafk 7] % A |2 B % § ch 6 g 55
soif CYPIALMsplix% A% 5 Alfena # AR B2 YR w2 T HF
PR A - B2 R L BATINEF LR T RGN G # Y

Chi-square testz* & % CYP1A1 Mspl % 123k %14 4p ¥4+ CYP1AL Mspl T/T 4|

44

r =
\'—"_*

A A F) A€ 7 P2 § 2% B b (Odds ratio) » % % 3 3 » CYP1A1 Mspl T/C

]

LA £ 3 A F14) 0 odds ratioF_1.372 (95% 1% # % A confidence interval
=0.906-2.079, p=0.135) ; CYP1A1 Mspl C/CF 4| & + 2L F]3] 1 odds ratio€2.711

(95% confidence interval = 1.331- 5.524, p=0.005) (% =) -

322GSTM1eniL 7] % A7 2% B onlg ¥ 5 'k 7|3
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% * Chi-square test3* % GST M17% £ 35.73) & ]3] 4p 3% GST M1 present
type®s 4 A & F1 4] £ (7 p2 § 2% 5 1 (Odds ratio) » 2% 3 I > GSTM17 £ A &
F14] #h odds ratio£_1.012 (95% confidence interval =0.683 — 1.500, p = 0.950) /X 3
B P EEF LR o

- 45 1 * multiple logistic regression4" 733 & 2 “,/TT GST M1 % 4 144
CYPIALMspl= 5 = F g% Fl+ B 5 #RBDE LR R A FI(e 45
homozygous mutant type C/C%] 2 heterozygous mutant type T/C3|) & _#¥ 4 2k F]7|

T/TA] 71.533 % (95% % #F % B : 1.027-2.29, p=0.037) (% I )
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it

1
=
il

-8 2%iHH

AT R AT R E S T $ R & PAH @iz % CYP1AL Mspl 2
GST M1 gk ] % 2|4+ » % % 3 3 CYPLAL Mspl A ] 5 Al v § 4 4 § & ¥ o
B35 w2 k8 e 2 R % - B4 47 CYPIAL Mspl 2 GSTM1 A& %] 5 3 &
BUSRMBEGFEYT 0 AP i w8 7 F R E 3 BPDE-like DNA
adduct[72] > @ ® B %Az % A F] CYP1AL Mspl <53 % 4] {3 £ #74 3. BPDE-like
DNA adduct 7 & 47 B8 [69] > Flut 4w ip|%f 7 55 haeh > P i A T R
Tt RE AR F AR T

z.m 5 B 7 &or DNAadductinng £ 2 CYP1Al¥: GST M1 5 Al1: 5 B

N

[76,77] > #m 29k EF 20T FIPFILRE e F‘« ¢  BPDE-like DNA adduct:
£ 5% CYPIALMsplch? 4|44 A in M » @ 2 GSTMLiz 3 & ¥4p M [72] > &

AL FRApFE CCYPIALMspIA T Al E R Feg 4 5 BE 4l > GST
MLR|ix 5 4p B o

GSTE+iy *pgeh- Bl iy MR- AciR VML E sy v
(reactive oxygen species, ROS)esc #[78, 79] » GST M17 £ 33| AL F] 3|4k 3R £ &7
Ak sk 4 MBS0, 8110 #rr GSTMLA & TLAI & FIA 7 it 22 % & v

(limbus) ™ £ a0 § B > A& &9 % % 87 § fr B GST M1 § e 4 5%



\-1

# B 42m T a0 R F]- GSTMI pE4 B2 7 3% > 4 PAH(BaP): ik i
FRE L WRERTEF L A ARA GSTMlnulltype % 3425 - FE GST
MIAFlerdd £ > g s v 72 2R g B EEE A% - 2- Hin

%¥ i R F-  GSTMIEE R = aed 3 7% » » £4ri5 22 BPDE-like DNA

adduct® 2 P F# 4 &M © ¥ it 7 # # phasell enzyme %= BPDE i #{82] >
2 H s LT A i solvolysisi®* =0 tetraols[83, 84] &5 NADPH:R & =
triols[85] - & —‘F‘i‘ = : BPDE-DNA adduct# # 7 4242 7 > DNA adducts=& F F
< DNAW A& Flehf 3o & 18 GSTMIG@ RIS o - 3 A7 v e 4
BiEEHRet #i k4" 2k p BPDE-DNA adduct# aar o R
OB MO R 2 [86,87] 0+ ¢ 5 F A E B IL DNA AR A Flah Al ¢ 5
DNA 4 3-¢ chi3 4R 4 [88-90] &~ B % 2 w77 7 % I DNAB 4 AL Feh
A EpFagd 4 5 B91] 0 Ft4ak 7T it DNAZ4R A e 5 4422 BPDE
DNA adducting # & 5 B o 48357 av o Flz o GSTM17 £ A 2L F1 A & & 3 |
PEFH 2 PR FEAN A% T2V FIR GSTMLZ £ AR 7
A 60k 1w 4 P B OB o 2a (A TR FAEM[92] ) d A Y
e g T o BT IR W TAD R (F A F52FI85K) 0 AT SR B 4 e
Bt ATl # GSTMLS A& § & 4 e B2 2 50 e 7 2 5% 4p
fFofa s GSTMIAF N A r S FPEHREy M oy R E gl

E'J’ﬁl\ BTy o
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BaPE p i g 2 A w3 cnf > 450 £ 2 — > BaPe & ¢ $5Kpb3

AFIGC-TA PR Z[71] > » ARHFERPROLE R[4 295% 3

z_w 87 7 » 4 I BPDE-like DNA adductsh& #px § & ik ¢ B CYPLALA Flen
A M69) £ 2 ¥ o i F Y pS3h R ¥ Mmaniie (AL i
FehR &)[72] 0 AF 7 - 3 CYPLAL Mspl mutant type s £ 3|(¢ 7z C/C&

T/C)% 4 B § ch s 4 1+ 807 4 4| (T/T)=h1.533% » Fpt #34 CYPLAL Mspl & 7 4

417 i 5% BPDE DNAadductzn i # £33 % = $Rm F g4 o

¥ 8 F7
RFEG A R e o F $P8  PAH % 4 CYP1AL Mspl *
GSTM1 eh %] % A4 B2 A3 1.7 CYPIALMspl £ %1% A2 4 2 ;. §ehjs %
F]F o R i P2 K 0 5 FLE- B ] EFEH
B SR (o8 0 PR YR F 0 4 82 BaP & BPDE-like DNA adduct % B

AL PR AT R IREOTE AR RFL DT HER AR L

M

33%(34/103)p2% B ‘E‘_‘%‘« % BPDE-like DNA adduct ¢ % % ¢ 544> ¥ ® BPDE-like
DNA adduct &% 2% ¢ 15125 2 CYPIAL Mspl % A4+ 5 B ¥ 4p B > 7 32 7 ¥R

. BPDE-like DNA adduct #. % % ¢ B S kv s » A7 & HI | E
2 "‘Ff ‘E‘_‘%‘«j LR E B "F—f ¥R 2 CYPLALMspl 2 GSTML % Al eng u] » 7] 2 %

PRt LBl s B B RPRFe D ¥ 29 e % BPDE-like

—i
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DNA adduct £ &% 4] o

< F A K > BaP ehit 3y BPDE eh4 4 ¥ 7 2 H ¥ 5 d CYPs/GSTs iz
B At o By B e R HEEY %S BP-7,8-diol eiE i 0 deig ¥
it = (lipooxygenase) ~ *s f 8 % i* & 4 (lipid peroxidation products) ~ & ¥ * fis
peroxidase-dependent pathways[93, 94] ~ COX-1 2 COX-2[95]% > @ gk H s s

R R BB F FR- HawT g o

=
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AP % F 2w ewT ] F I § 7 BPDE-like DNA adduct[72] > & ® # X #f%
% CYP1AL Msplh% 3] 27 #74 3. BPDE-like DNA adduct=1# #p B i [69] & 7=
% RliE- H M CYPIALMspl hAA F] A Fengf 2 5 B F M > 5B 3
T IEA PR KRR F S DTG A F PR IR EL TR S e

KOASG et BB AE AT RA TR AESRE DR

o8 Ek

AL AN RO RE e B PAHS 24 CYPLAL Mspl 2
GSTM1 i % 5 A4 » %37 CYPLAL Mspl A% 5 A [ 84 2 ;% § et % 7
0 XA FwmhE B0 G T AR AT ¥ SR e
BPDE-like DNA adduct® ¢hZ £ » £ {1 % #ehs2 %> N2 AR F2 2§ Bt 4
e %23 BaPAJL 0 A 453 BPDE-like DNA adduct® 74 8 » 4 45p53% % 2.

ERVAAIER AV I

“3\\-

4w CYPIAImRNAZE 2 §-v0 F& -~ Eleh
B EE &7 H CYPIALMSPIAF] % A fe e §2) % @ enp 41§ e % o

f& o
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REZIFHREZL CYPIALMspl £ 7] 5% AL #

Pterygium Control

Genotype (n=205) (n=206) p-value
T/T 68 (33.2%) 89 (43.2%)
T/C 108 (52.7%) 103 (50.0%)
C/C 29 (14.1%) 14 (6.8%) 0.017

Pearson's chi-square test
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%=
RBEZIFHREZ GSTMLAF S R *

Pterygium Control

Genotype (n=205) (n=206) p-value
Present 83(40.5%) 84(40.8%)
Null 122(59.5%)  122(59.2%) 0.952

Pearson's chi-square test
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CYP1Al1 Mspl 2 GST M1 % A1+ & A F17]

2 PRFFLE
OR 95%CI p-value
CYP1A1

T/T 1.000 - -
T/C 1.372 0.906-2.079 0.135
Cc/C 2.711 1.331-5.524 0.006

GST M1

Present 1.000 - -

Null 1.012 0.683-1.500 0.952

Binominal logistic regression test
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3 CYPIAL % GSTML % 3%t 8
f & F1E ih 5 A RiR A 4

Adjusted

OR 95%CI p-value
CYP1A1l
Polymorphism/wild type 1.533 1.027-2.290 0.037
GST M1
Null / present type 0.990 0.666-1.471 0.959

Multiple logistic regression test
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241 tgtagggagy aagaagagga ggtagcaglg aagaggtgta gecgetgeac ttaagcagtic
301 tgtttgaggg acaagactct attttttgag acagggtccc caggtcatcc aggetggagt

361 gecactggtac catttigttt cactgtaacc tCC&CCtCEI gggctcacac gattctcccal
Idspl

421 cctcagccte tgagtagtlg gggccgecag acgecaccac agettttttt ttttrtrttt
481 tttttttttg tagagatggg gtttcaccat gttgcccagg ctggtctcaa actcctgage

541 tcaagtgatc cacctgcctc agcctcccaa agtgctggga ttacaggcat gagacaagac

-
+

601 tcctaatcac tgtgctgtct tagcgecectc tctaacttat cacaaattga
+—8

Fl= CYPIALPCR 313 #1313 #3g 4k thf 5] 2 Mspl " ey &
CYP1AL JL ¥]3% 2 A 74 » PCR A 1 £ Ao NCBI st + 5392 24 i 2 g2
el S gt aa ] 3 Mk 4 CYPIAL % 266 ik 2 % 605 B dk - 5 — £ 340bp
LR R A @ rURIEE  Msp | HFERanA T 5 - CCGG ShEEnF o £ 47 B 7
(reverse palindrome) » Mspl € *» & CC 2 & > CYP1AL A F1 F % 400 B 4k A& & 7%
4 4)(wildtype) = Tag » =R 2305 Che(s 2 RAEF C/ICE LA EF
T/C)(T6235C) » ¢ i (7 h & CTGG 1k 7| % = CCGG & 7] » ® % CYP1AL I ri
- - BELCCGG R 7] > i 17 Msp | *U41ps ¢ B 2 A DNA R 7|7 & 2 L > - K&

£ 206bp > ¥ - FLE 134bp -
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340bp . T T 2 1A 1 B0 yy

Fl= CYPIALPCR A 4 3 A& %

PCR A% £ & d NCBI#sh1 315 B3 % $4 A u 2 e fi @y £ L 5 340
bp > 4% 205 BB HAE 206 BHBeL 2k T EEL - £ R HPCR A

PR gL X AFEH N340 bp £ ¢
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340 bp
206 bp
134 bp

TIT C/C T/C

Bz CYP1Al Mspl PCR-RFLP 3 Al{ eng A % B4 % & 23
CYPIAL # %]+ T6235C ¢ % Ao 717 Mspl "LHIFFSR 5 2 4 £ 27 b ehih
F] 4 £ Mspl *Ups R A 7] 5 CCGG @ 18 3] ik A 71 § 7. CC [ % DNA
Bz #rridek AFA G A E W2 A T/TE - B R 55 CTGG» 7 ¢ 4%
Fp|fEtr 870 T IRePA S £ PCR A4 ek ¥ L 7 340 B bp 5 4% A 713 £k
&3 HEAC/CA > 2 ANE CCGG > 4 THIFE> 2+ 26 > & Rehi

BN EE R T206bp 2 134bp2 R EEARCELREANEFIHEATCA

R 340 bp > 206bp % 134bp3 f&* K& R8T °
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Bl GSTMIPCR A$H HhT AMBEFZ 5 A4 BIH

GST Mul gene & - % 11kb & sagene » #73k 3+ ) R end - (4513 £ % L=

GSTML B 7| p — B 165bp & 7 B #7d PCR A4+ 3 2 f8.% % — H#1 DNA
RIVAF # 4 B%E > 7 st IR B 165bp > 2 5 present A F1F] 5 ¥
- 52 GSTMIDNA G4 4 B %3 > &5 3 78R 5235 PCRAY >

pt % GST M1 null type ©
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Mixed Glu!_amin_m Gln:_uronidl Mixed Macromolecular
Function Conjugation Conjugates. Function Adducts
@ ey Epoxide 1 Oxidase 1 [+]
==y Hydrolase (P45 0y 04
[ — it
BP-7,B-8poxide s—————g BP-7,8-dihydrodiol g BP-7 6-diol 9,10-epoxide g
C: Reductase ‘ l ] / \ el
Benzola] Tetrol Glutathions  °
ke 7 OH BP Suttate ;
(B {NIH Shift Estors Triol
P450 ‘
Phenols
Quinones
Epoxides

¥ - BaP £ BPDE(BP-7,8-diol 9,10-epoxide)z. t 3t

AF3Ep[82] :

Amos, C.I., N.E. Caporaso, and A. Weston, Host factors in lung cancer risk: a review
of interdisciplinary studies. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev, 1992. 1(6): p.

505-13.
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GSTM4 GSTM2 GSTM1 GSTMS GSTM3
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s \ ~
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Wild-type allele r’_( _ a:“‘-
I""-w_‘ e - "_4'
- - -
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-
e

A“h - - -

Mull allele ““:F' -

Bl= GSTMI1 ATt 4 83 R 7F

GSTML ek %] % A4 3 & d 0 R A T4 4 A & 2 7 4 R(null allele) » & = o
- RBPRFLF L GSTMLAFh2 pl 2 d — BE 42kb &7 4pfp chif 7)1 &
Bl > GSTM1 A Flead £ R fI&—ELd g 2 4p 2 05 7 e R E %2 (homologous
recombination) #Tig = °

(http://www1.elsevier.com/homepage/sab/oncoserve/cl_mr/parl.htm)
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