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Abstract

Background: Previous studies have shown that cigarette smoking contributes to
various harmful effects for pregnancy maternity and neonates, and it remains a
major public health problem. In this study, we examined the relationship among
maternal environmental tobacco smoking, newborn DNA damage and the
associated birth outcomes.

Methods: This study comprised 383 paired samples of pregnancy maternity and
newborns. For the three trimesters, blood and urine specimens were collected and
structured questionnaire were administrated. Further, neonatal serum samples and
their birth outcomes (including height, weight, head circumference etc.) were
collected as well with consent. Genotype analyses of CYP2AG6, CYP1A1, GSTTH1,
GSTM1, and NAT2 were performed by PCR-RFLP. Finally, we utilized the comet
assay to measure the degree of newborn DNA damage.

Results: Among the 383 participants, 175(45.7%) were non-smokers, 184(48.0%)
exposed to ETS and 24(6.3%) were smokers. The ETS-exposed women were
adversely associated with neonates in various birth outcomes, but not significant.
Infants who were born to ETS-exposed women had smaller head circumference
than those to women who were non-smokers. The degree of newborn DNA
damage was not related to metabolic polymorphic genes. Analytical findings
indicated that the levels of newborn DNA damage in smoking and ETS-exposed
groups were higher than that in non-smoking group. The difference was particularly
significant for the ETS vs. non-smoking groups (69.7+42.3 vs. 54.0£33.8, p=0.004).
The increase in DNA damage levels was positively associated with an increased in
infant adverse birth outcome. ETS-exposed women, in particular for those with
serious DNA damage, had significantly lowered birth in weight (-262.2g, p=0.002),
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height (-1.3cm, p=0.006), and head circumference (-0.9cm, p=0.007).

Conclusion: Our results suggest that infant birth outcomes are adversely
correlated with maternal ETS-exposure. In addition, newborn DNA damage is
significantly associated with maternal ETS-exposure. On the other hand,
relationships among newborn metabolic polymorphic genes, newborn DNA

damage and birth outcomes are not explicitly observed.

Keywords: Pregnant women ~ ETS - comet assay » newborn DNA damage - birth

outcome
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Fig. 1. Primary pathways of nicotine metabolism.
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A ARNGFEE S NAT2 -4 53 x4 B A 5y A B R R QR4 5 NAT2 8 3] -
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(3)CYP1AT ~ GSTT1 ~ GSTM1 4 71 % |42 A 47
574 52 CYPIAT~ GSTT1~GSTM1 = i R 5L F1 5 A2 T4 29 %3 L%

A2 Wik E TR IE

b~ £k 3%
£ % % (comet assay)* i w32 % 7 A2 (single cell gel assay) [::- ]

* % 4 p) DNASF G erdie e o B 2“0 AL s 24 38% > £.715 DNA £ 547G » &

95?:

AurH o gd TAa N B2 DNA PR Mg b DA (e RN k

\4

7)) 2§ DNA G A2 BE & = 45 dgeddf o 2 Nikon ¥ % st 400X 4 £LAE 4
%5 100 B kwrz DNA Sdf i A2 & > 2273 N 2 46

(1) B ARBLIR] S i

R TSR R (L) S £(R)Z 1 B ((a) 0 #DNAJE RS ST B

A5

F o

o

# % 4f /2% (no damage) » & 7 = & iz oF gL (BI(b)) -

o

A2 R B £ (lowlevel damage) : £ % & = 4 & £ & E 3T et 2 2 (H(C)) °

c. * &% % (mediumleveldamage): £ 5 & ¥ A £ & Q5 EINE [Ln2 &
(®)(d)) -

d. 8 &% % (highleveldamage): £ % & = 5% £ & <3 2 BEEINE &> & ] *

% (M(e)) -

e. x> % (total damage): =% & = £ R EWEINE [Len3 B 5 ¥ B4

Ji

7 3| £ & Ef IR (HI(F)) -
3+ & DNA 45 % # » (damage score)®”) » # = ;¢ 4o
DNA 35§ # A= [(ALB MY & £ 42 me Gox0+ KALR § T 2 e fex1+9 B §

T2 hnre Box2+F B 2 e fox3+ 2 2 1§ T 2w oxd)/ 4, e %100
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N

(@) Lr e~ FaER(L)Egxe A(R) (b)k<iFmr

N

(d)* &5 3

—~
[¢)
A
A
2
B
NE
kg

UEE 1

) ~ DNA 3f § & &

ZEFEHRM DA 2 e ST DNAJ G Roph o P L F D2 A § LR

o]

Flb o RIpFT ¢ 1 * & Kidd fR(systemic sampling)en 2 o K 222 i 374 2@
421 itk & o B4 1R EE(sampling interval) & 10 - 3% - 2538 2] %7 DNA 3f i}
By Renk § A FR AT REH N A kg AR50 B DNA L G A A

Pearson #4p i 285 0.72(p=0.0002) -
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()8 i 47> 2
® % g ifs 47408 Image-Pro Plus5.0 s<ip| £ £ 5 SR8 jTfck = 5 & £ b o 7~

#-DNAJFGARA 5T BEar: 5 DNAFGAA 7o 4 325 25 g

BT b E b2t

score =(& ¥ - end j3)/{% ehE S
# % f 42 :score & 0~1

“Az & % % score & 1~2

= > i & :score >4
(G- 122 R%d ARHRZAT2ZRiEh R ok T s LiTd Qe 24 2%

2 P ARBLIEIZ B A Rl d X g 2] R

$1 86 miA

BAFBEATE QAR CEFTHR ARG~ TR FRE ARG e B d o
% B #cA 45 (ANOVA) ~ % s fotk 2(Wilcoxon rank-sum test)s + = 4 %t 2 o
* = 4k T 47 S L F) CYP2A6 ~ CYP1AT - GSTT1 » GSTM1 - NAT2 A 7 4]
PaFT hBo e fA T2l & mfed B = Bcdeid 20% 0 + B8] > 5 >

plig * § 2423l & <(Fisher's exact test) o ¥ ¢ » I * sidie fFHca] A 45 2 47 2

e
3
E‘;’L
N
~
%
She
-
[
ul
T

A SR NE R AT RERT) A2 2 DNAGE G &

[
i
,\m
0=
oSN
T,
iy
~=t

Fabz M A A o * SAS 8.2 R HHl o
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FAE S RTBHERE
(1)PCR-RFLP & * &4
1. Agarose(Bio-M Bioscience ; Promega, USA)
2. Ethidium Bromide (Amresco)
3. 2.5mM 2 % 14 = #ip(ANTP) (Yeastern Biotech)
4. 10uM +:p& 31 =+ (Primer) (Mission Biotech)
5. % & p#(Taq) (Protech ; Yeastern Biotech)
6. 10X ¥ & fis % #77% (Protech ; Yeastern Biotech)
7. ACCT restriction enzyme(Takara, Japan)
8. [Eco81 1 restriction enzyme(Takara, Japan)
9. Kpn1 restriction enzyme(Promega, USA)
10. Taq I restriction enzyme(BioLab, New England)
11. BamH I restriction enzyme(BioLab, New England)
12. RE 10X buffer(Takara, Japan ; Promega, USA ; New England)
13. BSA(bovine serum albumin) (Promega, USA ; BioLab, New England)
14. 100bp Ladder(Protech)

15. 1X TBE buffer (Amresco)
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(i * ®RE
1. 4CHF &
2. -20°CkH
3. g kit (FIRSTEK)
4. R EpEFORH
5. k<% 4 (GENEPURE)
6. 47i& DCS260 % ¢t % 4n 4 -

7. WER A AT

o

B2 th 47 %8 Image-Pro Plus5.0 <
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KAy 383 ¥R AFHATA DR G RER L TR H P ¥ 518 306 LAT4 22 R
F W BREFFF - AREY T B S Y ReE? T EER Ak P
EFFAFBAOYE?, 2 Tiga Firp L7 ¢ RIFR? ) ERFEL w50 %
BEHTRBHEL 52 e o w5 Bgre(smoker) 2 dF T s b g S e P oA e
RFAEH R 24452 TR E(ETS)X iEmpr e 1 (597 ¢ B DA ARDRE FL o

fl
+ 184 4 ; 123 223 3f w(non-smoker) - £ 175 « @8

LE L L2 E LA FE AT QA v ERA AT RS T L
W LRIF 2 AT QAT EBE T T BRREES 2N A B R 1Y
2 R4 TR F]--CYP2A6 AL 7] 5 B M- o 7 7 BRAR DM G )2 Fa T
FRE 2374 52 DNA IF 1§ bl 0 > w212 374 524 & DNAJF § A2R $ 014 & % o

SEEF SRR L L8t
Bl v F ek - 0 2T ER L 301 Ko RE S TP E
(body mass index > BMI)% 21.2kg/m? > TIoiR 2 ke s 39.233%F o & 20U b ket
BRI ( N KSR 1 B pd S FEZHE ) RTERNME
EBPHE G 5(69.5%) B < Frrt(24.8%) WP 1T 5.7% 0 = 42—
BAF 2R e e BRI E o a2 BN RIES A2 —o T SRy s
RFE-R e A EYRO R 0 FRRIFY R E R X LW A A F X R A Y G
34% ~87% - FR-EFNUHT REF ), BREFEpeTIDE#E ] 5 28.6
RO BXI IR RBREL 254k AageanToeairh < 5 309K A g
TRy F#ch 387 % > - el 3943 el 3918 = manTinE

SRR ET R AP LHFLR T R R F A FRE KT AR
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AR R et 2w B P FZ LR ARE S G o LR s
L 5 F 5 732% sl iairle, jﬂ’X;}EPﬁ(56.5\57.O%)§%&i‘ﬁ?%‘fiﬁt
'FT R AR NBIEL R R R PTG T61% %P 0 F P 2 L
Mt red UgP 2 Rpfe B2 BRI S LD 623%34.9%; ¥ ko
B i)Y R AR BIRE 5 16.7% - S e Aair e iy

B @iy o R r BRI ERP P HFALL

5

<l

frem

S~ i

S
*m; \-n)_

B TI0RE E R T N B YA Rk B E KT ARR
BT LLEA R RITTAERAYT Y Y BRI € r],—,wf. oo GEREBI L
AN B A o T @ BRI o R B0 EFEE R FE R L  BIAER o

;I»g 42 RS 2 o R uET4 27 4 1k 5535% A A EE] 0 2INFTH
T A e L S EERENEAS B G 31886 25 509 24 335 a4 2
328 wm o MABMBIT RFHFASE O VPGETE QA RAEFT T LR P F L

Bz ABFERE L gHF o

SESFHRRAT RN VT RERLAL DN BF N G
(- ) ~H A FICYP2A6 A F] 7 A2 ~ 45
%2 5 Rr2 52 CYP2AG £ 515 A1 & g A 712 &% > 0 5 44 7]
KBl 2 pr2# 3 fiedt o 2 4 CYP2A6*1A ~ CYP2A6*1B 2 CYP2A6*4C 2 %}y & 7]
4 AW 5 0.36 017 fr 0.47 > F & A4 k5 - CYP2A6*1A/1A ~ 1A/1B ~

1B/1B~1A/AC~1B/4C %2 4C/AC z_ A F1A| ~ F % 2.35%~4.71% ~0.00% - 62.75% ~

W

29.02%% 1.18% > = ¢ CYP2A6 A F]4|4 & A_ * 7 4 rz 3] 2 (Fisher's
exacttest) > 7 i f m it FendbgF 4L 8 o
#7424 52478 A F) CYP2A6*1A~*1B 2 *4C 2. #g F &~ w5 0.27-0.13 2 0.60- &

CYP2A6*1A/M1A~1A/1B~1B/1B~1A/4C~1B/AC 2 4C/AC 2 A F1AME 5 & 5 0.42%~
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0.84% ~ 1.27% ~ 52.32% ~ 21.94%% 23.21% - 54 % THmalte > ™7 & A3t}
2 BELE o

dnAZ 374 2kt ¢ CYP2AG*1A/MA ~ 1A/1B ~ 1B/1B J F14] B e 4 e s
Co Bt ReR Rena BAFIA A S £ E LT 2 AN (1) A G - B
4 4)(CYP2A6*1A)$H 15 A 51412 45 1A1A 82 1A/AC & B 715 3115 ()1 > 4 5

- 23 (CYP2A6™B)¥t i 2 514 CYP2A6*1B/1B ~ 1A/1B 2 1B/4AC ¥ i #f
o H ¥

TR
WA T (3)A EHE A TY S 4 :CYP2A6 4C/4C A& - %
TAMB R A4 1 24§ - BRBEHB AT Ha LFE G ¥ 450 1A/1B
AEFR T TR RANTA AR AR - CYP2AG A FIAIE 474 il - # ek A
A A AL 4 (delidel) ~ 35 F § - B4 A4 A F)(=wild type)fei b F F -
B % B 4% A F)(=variant type) 4 = 5 1.18% ~65.10%Fr 33.73% ; @ #74 24 7]

A % 5L 23.21% ~ 52.74%4c 24.05% - #-A 472 374 QaFET R B WA Bis

AL e MATIA R BT LS (p=0.046) 2RI EMFLE -
ORCE ALATY S22 i A TP 2 R EIS G enth) LF AR o 5 L 2 T
£ B (p=0.0002); @ & % it * vi— & A FA| A 2 50 A

TRF
FAAF g ¥ EHAR UL T AP LA

(=) A8 FICYP2AG A 7] 5 Al er e 7 Bk B 2 M f4

4R L v 7 BERT55 1.89ng/mls £ 11 CYP2A6 £ F13) k A = # 3R
FFB Hiw AFF 07 7 REREF 2 1.90 ng/ml s H = LA G A Hig A
4C/AC A1 &+ A T4l » A5 5 1.60 2 1.40 ng/ml > e iz ing B 3t + 7 L 5F
FhR A  RRATEBHUAAG > 2B ER - LFEZ Y U 4C/AC A7)
AH AR FFMAZMBHBAFST T RIEAR T A3 4C/AC AFF] > 2 = £
FRead 3B Hin AT F 277 REA - AEEF 099 ng/ml > BT FLP
(p=0.080) - = ¥ & & § *1B 1% A FF chird 2> Fpt @i poxgred ¢
AFA T 0 BERS R P A HE AT 0 RIE R AR e K 4.89
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ng/ml> T AF LR -
m AT 22 CYP2A6 7 Ik A B2 % 5 7 7 Rk AN Gkt o g0

@*ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ“’ﬁ%?HTﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%(M§ﬂf%%ﬁ”*H%EE

Wi ds RR G H o BE KT R AL R B MRS ERF AR AT

¥ 3 1B i AT AR 9 (AC/AC) > B T3av 0 kA AL 0.20 & 0.50
ng/m> £ & %3 VEFLAB AEFTRBEHE AR 558 8RL B FRH 4

R A EFL AR D)

B mARR AL BT T RERTEFATRBEN 0 G A B R T

P RERVRRT T RRAH N R LA LR RRT T FkA Y Spearman

o

FoApM R L EE A3 068 EFE PRI AP B o ¥ > 24
2AWE R S T T BEA ST WA L7 - kA Spearman ¥ sip B ik
2w % 0.90 (p<0.01)fr 0.84 (p<0.01) -

R gz s s ss®gn, §- 29 R L7 BERITEQ
MAMEB L L B EPMENE s A LR v 0 BIER 2 BB B A
FoW S RH AR T REAATE DAL L W MM 2L
LS RRT T RERL S MBI ¥ 2T RIRR ST RN LT AT -

CAWLT O REREZ AN B RO BE L Y -

(z)2* BMAFET HEBeFA2374 a4 %2 M %
rlw AR R A AT AT R B DB ATE 20 A g % DRl i i
BLATA A % p & ABMATRBN RBET ERBH T Bk

® 2 A B 5% 8 (dummy variable) » i 2begEe Gk o e fE Ga(B) A R B

S
|

|
v

DT o0 B AR SE B v B FHUA 5 (DI - ] E safta
B A AL R BN E AT DA R Pl 5 (QRCY S AT )
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AREFHBEST T RER (NAMEDEEIFES PRI RV BER
MALEARRGEF W RRT T RERE NAFRBERZFES - P T Bk
B)5(3) Az LR H374 2 CYP2AG A% (4) #dle AL HA r £ F
P RREFLRE L RT AL R R KT RREGINY R 12 i S
BHA 2 ¢ st B F R A& (p<0.05)2 ®IE -
PSS fEARREY - LR R e SRRt T 00 4 R
TR SRR FRRE R G R AP OF LR e 2 SR R

T P A ET TG R ARL R G e R R AREA L TR F AR o

P8 372 QATAL GHEF DNAF ARG IS 852 Wk
(- ) #72 %2 CYP1A1 ~ GSTT1  GSTM1 2 NAT2 4 %13 4 i

23 S AASHATIZ ATAA G oS- B S SR F) CYPIAT I 4 /0 4 5 4
%3 « HB/HB 424 2P HuES A u s 53.05% - 36.62%% 10.33% o #
CYPIAT*Bi 4 [ B ¢ B/ B & 2 15 » CYPIAT* M5 4 /85 4 4o CYPIAT* B 4 [ £ -
RE/BE A F s 74 20 U5 46.81%2 53.19% - L3 k 2 % % 58.65%
2 4135% > wiF it 5 53.33%% 46.67% > 5d + - wz ¢ CYPIA1 & 74|
G H o F A TS b BT E £ B (p=0.249) -

GSTT1 #iim »e| 2 jm »c ) it A B 5 54.46% ~ 45.54% » GSTM1 #-j 27
1 oA HWE 5 & 5 57.28% ~ 42.72% 3 = mEFAT4 %2 GSTT1 & GSTM1 & 7]

Yenht o gl F S RS RAF B FLE -
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NAT2 £ F14] » 5 B3] §2)(79.41%F 20.59%) » t2bwir oo w) b 80.43% ~
19.57% > = e n w5 78.79% ~21.21% » s le s W 5 76.92% ~ 23.08% > @

ZrEd F I kg ¥ £ B (p=0.936) -

()2 FATRBORREFE D28 BRSSO R(LE )

W
\3
Y

MPARF T AL aitd D DNA G A4 B LS 53.96 0 H =
Aol 5853 BT i - L85 6973 AP > R RIS TE
Kruskal-Wallis Test = f& & Z_ KE”;? Fit kg ¥ £ B (p=0.015 §r p=0.030) - &
AR > R - 2 EREeRTE QA DNAF G R A REFR ARG e o

IRE-201 WO e I = L5 kR

‘-\M-
ﬁm

52 DNA ARG ff #» cviE Bod < 3]) i 2R
e mte e s TEE S KA LB 64376204 2 53.80 0 it A
A RAE SR A R BT0E R P g BN Pl Y AR o

F - BRGA IR TN R T e E b i BT A S S NS e

IIE&& a Fﬁd’]’ bl IE’ X Z\ DNA)‘;}F%\E&? ' m EHE_C}LV‘_E'_ i‘ﬁ:"_@_ﬁ\:}&"ﬁ:i—&li_’gpl‘

B % 209-195 2 3.05> & = £ eRr2 52 DNA 4§ v- s ik i > 2ba i
Rt wmreig s BIpH b F 2 B L > kS d %P #ics 72 Kruskal-Wallis Test

I EEAR NI NIEE o

dAT4 02 B sk TDNA GG A | 304 N & L RS Rk
2 FEHATE 0 DNASE AR nR a5 BE 0 @ 2 MR AR RO 2 R
BT B DNAR G A R R4S - R A FERIE S 2B A
(Spearman #p B¢ % #=0.82 > p-value<0.01) o & % S cha {7 - £ * p ALY % 3 2

5 DNAF § 45 4 -

(Z) 27T EBAAR 372 TR BHA F2r DNA I 1§ b 4
Bt fF 4T AR AT R BARR S ATE 2 DNA 3§ fi 4 o 15 (4
) b ESER Y o o 2k Rt d 2 DNAGLG ff 2 BF g 20 A g =
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FFamengtd 3 ABTT 0 SF o A A2 2F 457 R @AY PMERLA -
R % CYP1AT ~GSTT1~GSTM1 2 NAT2 » B A FIHE » = £k & eird

2 DNA 45 i & 4 v 25338 gt 4 52 5 16.91(p=0.015) ; @ =23 = DNA 3 § #% 4

BB EATL 2 R RRERT AT LR L BEER O AFSBHA T
A4 SO DNAE G~ %103 % > 2 B4 r - L3 SR #aT4 50 DNA @ & Bk
£ ff i -

1 B B R I0T R R B RATE 2 DNA R i & 0 4 .fsé%ir‘ﬁéfﬁs’i]!“".i
WL "EFDNAFGHFAARF - HMEF FREE PRS- 2 FHHF A <3050
BELFONAR G AL 2 a T nlf R (S P i -2 P Eas

M2 P ENEE DNAJE G~ M4 @ A 4 ch i g 20 % § o < g 4 3t 50~52 =
Ao AV UFRAFFHA N0 A LEMHH BA S g
NAFEIE G 3 o Bk AT o & F g 2 247 0 2 DNAJR i 4 A 50
2 100 eh 2 s 7 Bk o A T 0 SEF DNAFF G R RARS > N2 5 Raf -
B %W DNAFE G 44 50 28k #-DNA G A 2 A 6 (=50)2 3 R4 §

(>50)% ‘e pF » B RILG och 4 S5 P EE RL

DNA A2k~ WG B R H#T RBERET B > B &7 FHRF)F ek o Flb > 12

& R & 472 (stratified analysis)¥z#]+ 3 %15+ -- T 374 &2 DNA 5§ 2% 0 447

DNA HF A2 2 114 B4R 5 (=50)% B B 4F 5 (>50) ks & (4rd 4 ) ﬁ»ﬁz

Bk e pE TS 2 Fl T e ek h e < 159 D4 0 B st b oen iR

m’¢¥
h\“

1

(p=0.023); A FH v ¥ it cIBLTF|F {5 > S eird QT3 WE 2 FREF



=0.040 > p=0.011) - iﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁﬁ'jt‘ DA A AT BT F (p<0.05)en% I 18 o T35
NAME - TR EBEESH ek REEF DM ES B Rt 4 (p=0.002 >

p=0.040) - * = d 484 4 2 (p=0.002)% % &P » 372 TN A WE LR HH T kB R
e

523 A2 M %oc(dose-response) o M ATA 2 A B E AT 0 2 EHEEBETH
B E B E ]t 2hen 3R AT 4 ;‘r(p =0. 025) » MR el AR I e T4 2T el |

8 2 2 F R BEATL DFROTIBE I 22T 4 52 0.94 28 0 RFF AT

FhEAE e AL R R M o (p=0.003) o 2 ATL 2 A W RlE T o g e
ATA QTN FI A5 R 047 =& » e 3 BRFEL &K o n b3k wird

52T 355 [l B F et ok

%K
‘ -~
She
-5
|
ul
M-
a
N
R
gy
e
4a
=
7
%
=
4a
=
~él
e

KT ZhFY e iR SedtuFeidrd OYRLEAER L &R
BV ELR o A B AR S LS e Ty R 1.27 4 0 isfRen

AR RTHAFOHFLR -
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¢S
by
v
4
-l
"y
10
F

§- & 7 eniE

BIRBATL Y B A v BHIEA T 2R E AP0 g 2001 & LS HEEF LD
BRAO e DS REEE AR T AR R o 2 SR T KT A
G tem iR o @ T AR F §REF T 4@ O T2 At st il x A

A BNtk s o

¥ - 8%~ M3 CYP2A6 & FlZ 4 F v H X By 4

dmre & 4 P4502A6 AFRPR L & B 5 7 KBSV T Beanmied 0 7 %
e CYP2AG #i AFHEF AT A » R 192 b enf L & 7 i+ o § £ 8
Mo p % e 5o CYP2AB #i8 £ %) T3 % | § ~#84r CYP2AG*1A ~ *1B ~ *4 + *7
*9~*10 2 *11 > @ EEEL4: & co3tin A %] CYP2A6*4 ~ ¥ 4 % CYP2A6*4B 2 *4C @
84 e 15z kg 3 S E I CYP2AG s AT~ 558 P F 7 i 4 ehip i
1% - Yoshida % 4 07 3 5 5 CYP2AG*1A ~ *1B ~ *4 ~ *5+ *7 « *8 2 *10 2_ %13 &
FHES tp kA A F 5 42.4% ~27.7% ~20.1% ~ 0% ~ 6.5% ~ 2.2%% 1.1% > %
R A hA L 45.9% -~ 37.1% ~ 11.0% ~ 0.5% ~ 3.6% ~ 1.4%% 0.5% & p & &
i& B #5 & CYP2A6*2 ~ CYP2A6*3 22 CYP2A6*6 %11 7 ¥] - Oscarson %  (1999)%
7 CYP2A6*1A - CYP2A6*1B 22 CYP2AG*4 4} A F#F & t.d 519 4 % 66.5 - 30.0
v 0.5% > @ ¢ B A HWE % A w5 43.2% ~ 40.6%r 15.1%57%9)

BEAR B p A fERSNL A R CYP2AG*2 273 chgt s A 5] > i CYP2A6*2 $1 1%
APHEF AT ~ KN~ 517 ~HRE?PWAYE 1.1%~14% ~3.0% ~ 2.3%*%
0% 5152 ; CYP2A6*3 i A FHE S 4d L9 ~ L ME ® WA Y5 0%~ 1.4%%

0.7% 13 37 52) o s g gy A g in R T B AP 2 > A & 12 CYP2AG*1A -



FFLT A F o T b BT W A S AT FRAAP I > R B ARG AFLFNLE
BAFT Y 24 CYP2AG*1A -~ *1B 2 *4C 2. 4 A FE & A w4 0.36~ 0.17 4r
0.47 » 374 2% £ %] CYP2A6*1A ~*1B 2 *4C 2 #F % » w] 5 0.27~0.13 2 0.60 -
I CYP2A6™4C erg % B3+ 517 A » 3 éjgk_‘rh,%% — R A 32 Fendtiy AL
F)A H B F ehA oo ¥ i £ CYP2A6*3 « CYP2AG*5 ~ CYP2A6*7 ~ CYP2A6*8 =
CYP2A6*10 % i A F1 3] ey i F R 2 o Bk ¥ i - H agfd 542
CYP2A6*3 ~ CYP2A6*5 ~ CYP2A6*7 ~ CYP2A6*8 2 CYP2A6*10 % i 1 ¥ uf
5%: o

Nakajima % « (322001 2454 BHE R + 7 &34 ch1 B &2 CYP2A6 4 7] %
A} ctp B ¢ 5 I CYP2AG*C/AC chip 484 £ 7 7 252 » #] )t CYP2A6*4C £
A LT B 4 R T b AAMB R T e EE 4 Y TAMA o d st daip
CYP2AG %t & Flerit 38y 4 & B % CYP2A6*1B ~ CYP2A6*1A ~ CYP2A6*4C >
BAP Ty S AR A gp e 2 f‘j*ti/%”ri 210 F G - BREIHBAT
( CYP2A6*1B/1B ~ 1A/1B ~ 1B/AC) &4 v ¥ 7 R R F > H 232 4 - B
77 4 A4 A F) (CYP2AG*1A/1A ~ 1A/4C) ¢ i Est % (CYP2A6*4C/ 4C) » fe £ B
PEF TR DRTG A B
MFHB 7 s ¥ n AT 42 Yoshida % + e 5 857 44
CYP2A6*4 ~ CYP2A6*7 2 CYP2A6*10 $ti& A Fll A1 £ F & B 4] £ 3 chB A4S £ b
% & % 2A6 HE 1 o
@R+ LEHiE(26 1m0 ppmy P mipl R kR W ERY
w7 OBRERF @2 E T T BB R 7 kR gt E(cotinine/nicotine ratio) >

M 4 ac 7p i CYP2A6 £ %] 5 Al R v 7 il g 4 -
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EAELY ARG ST R BEATL QNS WEE DRl R F bl
LFEPEG @ WATA T DR FIRAF ) NS s R X A S M R
F T4 2 A Rk o Goel £« Ve 3 a7 B B - LR R 574

521 35 4 R E v b X e 362 2 5. - Lazzaroni ¥ 4 R e R E s

ﬁﬁ*@%&1ﬂ&22&mmﬂwmogipfﬁ’ﬂﬁﬂwl%ﬂiia,Aﬁ
R0 A mtagh it d aliadid fiF e 55.07 25 L £ 041 2
Ao BAERAN D P E S LB BT B RAp0 o

7

Febo R RERI RSB A 2l BRApH R F]

Fr & AHATRB - ATEONHAT -DNAFFE N2 B R OH G

TARRATERF R DT RIS » R E % DNAF G fe e 2 > @

DAREOT AR L S T2 A MRS R R - B R BRI

Fe X LW RFLEY £ RE% AT ATE D DNAI G AR 2 B BT R
E

& 38

Badphild e 2L 5 A1 LA FRPIEATL CDNA G ek > BEFRA R
RN KB L HFE RS 2 DNA F G H A ¢ 8302 B2 i angrd w2
(p=0.030) » r # & | * yrdk 4 & BT e 4 WHBAFF R E 2 N B R AP0 o TR
%_Chica % A ™ pa m 4 W2 P B Fendt 4 2% & 4 ¢ M o ag 5 B en
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Fo- ~AAFBRTA 22 AR T EEE
2ERR 3 e - iFe VR EX i} ANOVA + -2 %%  Zaick
(n=175) (n=184) (n=24) (n=383) p-value p-value p-value
3 ¥
# #(FR) 30.9(4.0) 29.5(4.8) 28.6(5.8) 30.1(4.6) 0.003 0.001
74 = BMI 21.2(3.0) 21.3(2.9) 20.9(3.9) 21.2(3.0) 0.861 0.338
A B () 39.1(1.3) 39.4(1.2) 38.7(1.4) 39.2(1.3) 0.035 0.067
R 0.005
FBED 74(43.0) 48( 26.8) 10(43.5)  132(35.3)
E G 98(57.0) 131(73.2) 13(56.5)  242(64.7)
T AR <.001
YRR 5(2.9) 13(7.1) 4(16.7) 22(5.7)
B¢ 2 Ep 109(62.3) 140(76.1) 17(70.8) 266(69.5)
< F ol 61(34.9) 31(16.9) 3(12.5) 95(24.8)
>R e~ (NT ) 0.056
<=40000 28(16.8) 35(20.0) 9(39.1) 72(19.7)
40001~60000 50(29.9) 66(37.7) 7(30.4) 123(33.7)
60001~80000 41(24.6) 40(22.9) 5(21.7) 86(23.6)
>80000 48(28.4) 34(19.4) 2(8.7) 84(23.0)
S MR 0.969
S 82(47.7) 87(47.3) 12(50.0) 181(47.6)
2 90(52.3) 97(52.7) 12(50.0) 199(52.4)
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Ao S BAFHARTE Q2 AR A FERE)
2L e ZExe e >H8 ANOVA =+ {2 Flhafrlk
(n=175) (n=184) (n=24) (n=383) p-value p-value p-value
GO R 0.001
EAE S 171(98.3) 175(96.69) 20(83.3) 366(96.6)
e poweh 3(1.7) 6(3.3) 4(16.7) 13(3.4)
rhywe g 0.761
£ 2 161(92.0) 166(91.2) 21(87.5) 348(91.3)
¥R EaE X 14(8.0) 16(8.8) 3(12.5) 33(8.7)
¥4 ¥2
{2 e 0.244
7 89(51.5) 106(59.9) 12(50.0) 207(55.4)
= 84(48.5) 71(40.1) 12(50.0) 167(44.7)
A HE(GL) 3206.1(405.0)  3172.4(392.2)  3184.2(635.0) 3188.6(415.9) 0.746 0.409
M2 LR (xk 51.3(2.0) 50.8(2.2) 51.2 (2.5) 50.9(2.1) 0.417 0.652
M2 E(=x ) 33.5(1.6) 33.5(1.6) 33.6 (1.8) 33.5(1.6) 0.917 0.962
M2 E(=x ) 32.8(1.7) 32.9(1.7) 32.9(1.9) 32.8(1.7) 0.938 0.827
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42 ~CYP2A6 A 715 Al itin L Fl2 &2 %

CYP2A6 # 717 LK S iFw G > p-value’
R
ik T 0.811
*1A 0.46 0.49 0.05 0.36
*1B 0.49 0.49 0.02 0.17
*4C 0.48 0.48 0.04 0.47
41 L Fl#k(nx2) 242 246 22 510
A FA A G 0.746%
1A/1A 2(1.7) 4(3.3) 0(0.0) 6(2.4)
1A/1B 5(4.1) 6(4.9) 19.1)  12(4.7) 1.000%
1B/1B 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
1AJ4C 75(62.0) 76(61.8)  9(81.8) 160(62.8)
1B/4C 37(30.6) 36(29.3) 1(9.1)  74(29.0) 0.583%
4C/4C 2(1.7) 1(0.8) 0(0.0) 3(1.2)
A 0.701%
BB 4 2(1.7) 1(0.8)  0(0.00) 3(1.2)
=*1A 77(63.6) 80(65.0) 9(81.82) 166(65.1)
=>*1B 42(34.7) 42(34.2) 2(18.18) 86(33.7)
$74 8
£t 2 5147 5 0.079
1A 0.23 0.30 0.32 0.27
*1B 0.16 0.11 0.00 0.13
*4C 0.60 0.59 0.68 0.60
418 2 Fl#(nx2) 210 236 28 474
#7135 4 0.103"
1A1A 1(1.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(0.4)
1A/1B 0(0.0) 2(1.7) 0(0.0) 2(0.8) 0.4008
1B/1B 2(1.9) 1(0.9) 0(0.0) 3(1.3)
1AJ4C 47(44.8) 68(57.6)  9(64.3) 124(52.3)
1B/4C 30(28.6) 22(18.6) 0(0.0) 52(21.9) 0.043*
4C/4C 25(23.8) 25(21.2)  5(35.7) 55(23.2)
A FA A Gt 0.046°
BBk 4 25(23.8) 25(21.2)  5(35.7) 55(23.2)
=*1A 48(45.7) 68(57.6)  9(64.3) 125(52.7)
=*1B 32(30.5) 25(21.2) 0(0.0) 57(24.1)

S 713 IA1A 1AMB - 1BIB 27 2 & f 572 ~
*4 %14] 1A/4C « 1B/AC {r 4C/AC #2175 % J & F7)2. A % » i¢ * Fisher's Exact Test

"+ pi
E Fisher's Exact Test

ZHAL S - BB LA A ) TAA

=*1B(2 > #7 - B% 23w A7) 1BMB ~1A/1B

#EEak % AC/AC
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= ~ f74 2 CYP2A6 2 F|& 3% o &

TRERZ APM

R A
sEex FE e Z i B e

A 7wt B(SE) p-value B(SE) p-value B(SE) p-value
R Ax A referent - referent -- referent -
="A 0.47(0.6) 0.413 0.69(0.5) 0.143 -4.89(2.2) 0.076
=*1B 0.78(0.6) 0.216 0.99(0.6) 0.080

AT (R A K)
H g BEAT R BAE DEH B TS
B(SE) p-value B(SE) p-value B(SE) p-value

R Ax A referent - referent -- referent -
="A 0.20(0.4) 0.587 0.26(0.4) 0.475 0.27(0.4) 0.496
=*1B 0.50(0.4) 0.256 0.67(0.4) 0.122 0.69(0.4) 0.119

AR EY PR BE KT RV REATRBRR

E>*A(D S 4 - B2 AHE R F): 1AMA ~ 1A/4C
=*B(x 44 - B®EAHE AT 1B1B ~ 1A/1B - 1B/M4C

$E £ 4 ACIAC
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e s AAFA T R EATE 2N BR 2 FA T
I8 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
B(SE) p-value B(SE) p-value B(SE) p-value B(SE) p-value
hAweE
e e referent -- referent -- referent -- referent --
Z Eale -34.24(44.5) 0.442 -26.15(50.3) 0.603 -80.21(73.8) 0.279 -55.07(44.4) 0.215
B -28.39(92.9) 0.760 -12.53(108.8) 0.908 -25.88(154.6) 0.867 57.79(91.6) 0.528
4 Bk
B e referent -- referent -- referent -- referent --
ZEaE -0.25(0.2) 0.282 -0.17(0.3) 0.493 -0.32(0.4) 0.408 -0.41(0.2) 0.081
S e 0.19(0.5) 0.701 0.12(0.5) 0.828 0.05(0.8) 0.951 0.31(0.5) 0.522
24 EEE
Zhe g referent -- referent -- referent -- referent --
S A -0.03(0.2) 0.871 -0.13(0.3) 0.627 -0.66(0.3) 0.010 -0.71(0.3) 0.010
B 0.04(0.4) 0.901 0.11(0.6) 0.857 -0.27(0.5) 0.613 0.16(0.6) 0.789
[:£]) Model 1: ¥ %38 & 47
Model 2:34 #(a) 1 A M E 2475 - P R 2 RIRT T BIER
(b)yh 2 L& F4F% - HRRT T RIER
(C)”‘i& Bl 24wy - P27 BER
Model 3:34 42 4w %2 H 374 ¢ JCYP2A6 AFFABEEEL 205 - BEAAFBAF I F 5 - BRREAUFBATF)
Model 4:34 £ 2 4 & & ~ 02 ke~ B E ~ KT AR ~ 7)Y f ¥ 2 Model 2 ~ 3 st3- 1 L A2 ¥ & & (p<0.05)2 %74
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51w AEHHATS LA

duFe - EIFpe E N > TURT
p-value
CYP1A1 Mspl 0.249
774 [9% 4 44(46.8) 61(58.7) 8(53.3) 113(53.1)
AR ARE/RE 50(53.2) 43 (41.4) 7(46.7) 100(47.0)
GSTM1 0.182
#t @ ) 52(55.3) 58(55.8) 12(80.0) 122(57.3)
& 7 42(44.7) 46(44.2) 3(20.0) 91(42.7)
GSTT1 0.367
P F il 50(53.2) 55(52.9) 11(73.3) 116(54.5)
& > 44(46.8) 49(47.1) 4(26.7) 97(45.5)
NAT2 0.936
-3 74(80.4) 78(78.8) 10(76.9 162(79.4)
i it 18(19.6) 21(21.2) 3(23.1) 42(20.6)
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DNA 4 # i & 2 1+

DNA 3 i # 4~ t 23t g€&  p-value zixFEX p-value AR S
B #ic T o L 5 v F ozt gs PRI
PAREF 2
2ez K e 94 54.0 33.8 48.8 -2.91Y 0.004 -2.61 0.009 N-E
S 104 69.7 42.3 59.8 0.98 0.329 -0.94 0.349 E-S
ES 15 58.5 34.3 52.9 -0.49 0.628 0.63 0.529 S-N
4.27 0.015 7.05 0.030 54 A
IR WA TR
2L 91 53.8 40.5 41.3 -1.65 0.101 -1.64 0.101 N-E
S iFw 103 64.4 47.9 48.4 0.17 0.863 -0.09 0.929 E-S
B 15 62.0 53.8 49.2 -0.70 0.489 0.67 0.502 S-N
1.34 0.265 2.74 0.255 54 A

*N: 2tex 7% 2 (non-smoker) E:=
IR SRS

<3 % B 2(ETS)
B A RSB R

ot Bt AR

S:w 7 ke (smoker)
t B U 2R HH 4pE)
54 At i ANOVA 2. F st 8

Bk ~ v 2 5 Wilcoxon rank sum test z- z
%tk &t fi 5 Kruskal wallis test 2. y

wi g

2,
2t g

U g
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B REHG R BEATL LR RRFIALTHERER N EL R

e irafk BIEEINE 1T t st g p-value Z Bt g A p-value Ui U
FH  ToE 2 5 didic F At gs x %t
L e 91 2.1 3.0 1.6 0.44" 0.662 -1.75 0.080 N-E
RS A 103 2.0 0.6 1.7 -0.93Y 0.369 -0.13 0.897 E-S
287 K 15 3.0 4.5 1.7 -0.78Y 0.447 0.74 0.457 S-N
1.36 0.258 3.14 0.208 5 A

*N: zbex 7 2 (non-smoker) E:= &+ # % E‘é.f@_(ETS) S:=x jx % (smoker)
St Ak Al R ERACRI BRIt R RU S 2R R E)
At i ANOVA 2. F et #
e et TR OB At S Wilcoxon rank sum test 2 z A2t #
< %ot g

%tk &t fi 5 Kruskal Wallis test 22y © 5tz



2N BT kR L A7 2 DNA T A 2 3¢ [F A 44

AL fF B AT e
B(SE) p-value B(SE) p-value

A e referent - referent --
S iFE 15.8(5.4) 0.004 16.9(6.9) 0.015
B 4.6(10.6) 0.667 2.9(13.4) 0.826

@ & CYP1A1 ~ GSTT1 ~ GSTM1 ~ NAT2 z_ &L %] % 4|1+

45



SRR e RN L PR (1472 0 DNAGE 4 50 )
DNA E B B BEHT FF
s B #e B SE  p-value B SE p-value
N2 ML)
ERI G
e e 48  referent - - referent -- -
ZE e 40 2.7 94.0 0.977 52.0 100.7 0.607
"lf? 7 334.1 177.7 0.063 513.6 204 .2 0.014
B4R
?Ulf‘f e 46 referent - -- referent -- --
ZE e 64 -166.8 80.3 0.040 -262.2 82.8 0.002
e 8 -411.8 159.1 0.011 -335.1 160.8 0.040
4 &K (cm)
ERAE G
Eex K e 48 referent - -- referent -- -
Z e 39 -04 0.5 0.366 -0.5 0.5 0.336
B ke 7 1.6 0.9 0.071 1.7 1.0 0.086
BRI
Zhes e 46 referent -- -- referent -- --
ZExE 64 -1.0 0.4 0.025 -1.3 0.4 0.006
G e 7 -1.2 0.9 0.189 -0.9 0.9 0.304
312 g Fl(cm)
ERAR G
Zhes e 47 referent - - referent - --
Z E e 40 0.2 0.4 0.667 0.2 0.4 0.548
B e s 1.6 0.7 0.023 2.0 0.8 0.019
®EIEG
Lex 3K e 46 referent - - referent - -
ZE e 64 -0.9 0.3 0.004 -0.9 0.3 0.007
e 8 -1.6 0.6 0.009 -1.5 0.7 0.028
214 53 Fl(cm)
ERAE G
e e 48  referent - - referent -- -
RS A 40 0.3 0.4 0.352 0.4 0.4 0.352
SR 7 1.2 0.7 0.070 1.4 0.8 0.074
®REEG
s g e 46 referent - -- referent -- --
- e 64 -0.5 0.3 0.151 -0.7 0.4 0.052
e 8 -1.5 0.7 0.022 -1.3 0.7 0.075
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