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Abstract

Background: Pathogenic variants in cancer susceptibility genes can now be tested efficiently

and economically with the wide availability of multi-gene panel testing. This has resulted in an

unprecedented rate of identifying individuals carrying pathogenic variants. These carriers need

to be counselled about their future cancer risk conferred by the specific gene mutation. An im-

portant cancer susceptibility gene is PALB2. Several studies reported risk estimates for breast

cancer (BC) associated with pathogenic variants in PALB2. Because of the variety of modalities

(age specific risk, odds ratio, relative risk, and standardized incidence ratio) and effect sizes of

these risk estimates, a meta-analysis of all of these estimates of BC risk is necessary to provide

accurate counselling of patients with pathogenic variants in PALB2. The challenge, though, in

combining these estimates is the heterogeneity of studies in terms of study design and risk mea-

sure.

Methods: We utilized a recently proposed novel Bayesian random-effects meta-analysis method

that can synthesize and combine information from such heterogeneous studies. We applied

this method to combine estimates from twelve different studies on BC risk for carriers of patho-

genic PALB2 mutations, out of which two report age-specific penetrance, one reports relative

risk, and nine report odds ratios.

Results: The estimated overall (meta-analysis based) risk of BC is 12.80% by age 50 (6.11%−
22.59%) and 48.47% by age 80 (36.05%−61.74%).

Conclusion: Pathogenic mutations in PALB2 makes women more susceptible to BC. Our risk

estimates can help clinically manage patients carrying pathogenic variants in PALB2.
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1 Introduction

Multi-gene panel testing has made it possible to test many cancer-susceptible genes afford-

ably and efficiently (Plichta et al., 2016). This has enabled identification of an increasingly large

number of patients carrying pathogenic variants in various cancer genes. This includes both

well-studied high-risk genes such as BRCA1 and BRCA2 and relatively less-studied moderate-

risk genes. PALB2 is one such moderate-risk gene whose mutations are considered to be a pre-

disposing factor for breast cancer (BC) (Rahman et al., 2007; Wesoła and Jeleń, 2017; Poumpouri-

dou and Kroupis, 2012) as well as other cancers (Jones et al., 2009). PALB2 mutations have been

identified in approximately 0.6–2% of familial BC (Hofstatter et al., 2011; Bogdanova et al., 2011;

Dansonka-Mieszkowska et al., 2010).

Several studies have examined the impact of pathogenic variants in PALB2 on BC risk. Anto-

niou et al. (2014)conducted a family-based study of 364 female PALB2 carriers from 154 families

to estimate the age-specific BC risk (penetrance) for PALB2 carriers. They found that the risk of

BC for these carriers compared to a general population was higher by eight to nine times among

those younger than 40 years of age, six to eight times among those 40 to 60 years of age, and five

times among those older than 60 years of age. Further, they estimated that the cumulative risk

of BC for female PALB2 carriers was 14% (CI; 9 - 20) by 50 years of age and 35% (CI; 26 - 46)

by 70 years of age. Another study (Casadei et al., 2011) reported that the risk of BC for women

with PALB2 mutations is 2.3-fold (95% CI: 1.5 – 4.2) by age 55 and 3.4-fold (95% CI: 2.4 – 5.9) by

age 85 compared to their female relatives without the mutation. Aloraifi et al. (2015) conducted

a meta-analysis of several case-control studies with cases being women diagnosed with early

onset BC (less than 50 years) and reported a pooled odds ratio of 21.4. There are several other

studies reporting BC risk conferred by PALB2 mutations (Zheng et al., 2018; Rahman et al., 2007;

Erkko et al., 2008; Kurian et al., 2017; Díaz-Zabala et al., 2022; Dorling et al., 2021). Overall, there

is a substantial variability in reported estimates.

For clinical purposes, it is necessary to combine risk information available in this vast liter-
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ature to determine the age-specific risk of BC, that is, penetrance of BC due to pathogenic vari-

ants in PALB2. This would greatly benefit individuals carrying such variants. However, there

is a wide variability among the published studies in terms of study design (e.g., family-based,

case-control) and type of reported result (e.g., age-specific penetrance, odds ratio (OR), relative

risk (RR), standardized incidence ratio (SIR)). Standard random-effects meta-analysis methods

cannot be applied due to the differences in the type of reported summary results across stud-

ies. Thus, a key challenge in this task is synthesising all available information on risk while

accounting for heterogeneity in study design across studies.

We have recently developed a novel meta-analysis approach based on a Bayesian hierar-

chical random-effects model to obtain penetrance estimates (Ruberu et al., 2024). It integrates

results from studies reporting different types of risk measures while accounting for uncertain-

ties associated with such synthesis. We have also used it to estimate the age-specific penetrance

of female BC among carriers of pathogenic variants in the ATM gene. In particular, the method

can combine studies reporting age-specific penetrance, OR, RR, and SIR. To the best of our

knowledge, this is the only method currently available in the literature to combine different

types of risk measures while maintaining satisfactory statistical properties, in particular, low

mean square error and coverage probabilities of interval estimates being close to the nominal

(expected) confidence level. The only other method equipped to combine different types of risk

measures is a fixed-effects approach (Marabelli et al., 2016), however, its interval estimates can

suffer from under-coverage (Ruberu et al., 2024) and it does not address uncertainty quantifi-

cation as completely as in Ruberu et al. (2024). In this article, we applied this novel Bayesian

hierarchical random-effects model to conduct the first meta-analysis of penetrance of BC for

pathogenic variants in the PALB2 gene.
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2 Methods

2.1 Selection of Studies

First, we identified potential studies to include in the meta-analysis using a semi-automated

natural language processing–based procedure for abstract screening (Deng et al., 2019). We

also included additional studies using a Pubmed search of the following keywords in the ti-

tle/abstract of the articles: "((((mutation) OR (variant)) AND (PALB2)) AND (breast cancer))

AND (germline)” up to 10 May 2023. Our inclusion and exclusion criteria were the same as

described in Ruberu et al. (2024). Specifically, we included (1) family-based segregation analy-

ses or epidemiological studies reporting cancer risk information in terms of age-specific pen-

etrance, RR, or SIR and (2) case-control studies comparing BC patients with healthy subjects

and reporting either OR or sufficient data to estimate the OR and its 95% CI. We excluded case-

control studies that ascertained subjects based on family history of BC but did not adjust for

this ascertainment criterion in their estimation procedure as that can introduce bias in esti-

mates (Kraft and Thomas, 2000). Moreover, we adjusted reported OR for a study to include

only those mutations that are pathogenic as per ClinVar (Landrum et al., 2018), whenever that

information was available. This resulted in inclusion of 12 studies in our meta-analysis, as sum-

marized in Table 1. More details about these studies can be found in Supplementary Materials

(Table S1).

2.2 Statistical Methods

To perform the meta-analysis, we employed a novel approach based on a Bayesian hierarchical

random-effects model as described in Ruberu et al. (2024). Briefly, we combine estimates from

S studies reporting point estimates as well as standard errors in one of four modalities: pene-

trance estimates/curve in an age range (e.g. 35−85) or at few years such as 40,50, . . . ,80, RR, SIR

or OR. We assume that for all studies, the underlying cumulative risk Fs(t |κs ,λs) at age t is given
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by a Weibull distribution with study-specific parameters κs and λs . Each type of risk measure is

assumed to follow a normal distribution whose mean is a function of penetrance (i.e., Weibull

parameters κs and λs) and variance reported by the study.

The prior distributions used in our model were chosen to produce a wide and realistic range

of age-specific risks, so to be applicable to most gene-cancer applications. Specifically, we used

the following hierarchical priors: κs ∼ Gamma(a,b), λs ∼ Gamma(c,d), where a and c are

shape parameters, b and d are scale parameters, and a ∼ U(7.5,27.5), b ∼ U(0.15,0.25), c ∼
U(43,63), and d ∼ U(1.32,2.02). The posterior distributions were estimated by a Markov chain

Monte Carlo algorithm, and used to estimate the consensus age-specific penetrance curve and

its 95% credible interval. Additional details about the method are provided in the Supplemen-

tary Materials. We carried out all analyses in the statistical software system R (R Core Team,

2020). The method is implemented in the R package BayesMetaPenetrance, available at https:

//personal.utdallas.edu/~sxb125731/ and https://github.com/LakshikaRuberu.

3 Results

The penetrance estimate of BC for carriers of PALB2 pathogenic variants obtained by Bayesian

meta-analysis is shown in Figure 1. The risk of BC is 12.80% by age 50 (6.11%− 22.59%) and

48.47% by age 80 (36.05%−61.74%). For comparison, the figure also shows the age-specific risk

estimates for non-carriers obtained using SEER (Surveillance, Epidemiology, and End Results)

data. We also compared the meta-analysis curve with the estimates provided by each of the

twelve individual studies in Figure 2, wherein for each study, we plot a Weibull penetrance

curve that approximates the risk estimate provided by each study listed in Table 1. Note that

the meta-analysis penetrance curve lies towards the center of the twelve curves. Notably, the

contribution of each study to the final meta-analysis curve depends not only on the reported

risk estimates but also on their standard errors (or confidence intervals) and sample sizes.
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Among our 12 selected studies, two that reported OR included a subset of early-onset BC

cases (Cybulski et al., 2015; Dorling et al., 2021) while one study included controls with ages

greater than 60 (Momozawa et al., 2018). We investigated how sensitive our results are to these

studies by removing them one at a time. The resulting three penetrance curves are very close

to the curve based on all 12 studies in Figure 3(a) showing that our final curve is robust to the

exclusion of these studies. We note that OR for two studies, Ahearn et al. (2022) and Zheng et al.

(2018) are quite high (17.25 and 20.384, respectively). These were the only two studies from

Western Africa, specifically, Ghana and Nigeria. To investigate how sensitive the overall pen-

etrances are to these two studies, we repeated the meta-analysis after removing these studies

one at a time. The resulting penetrance curves are shown in Figure 3(b). We can see that they

are close to the overall penetrance curve.

4 Discussion

Multi-gene panel testing has created an opportunity to identify people carrying mutations in a

wide variety of cancer susceptibility genes (Plichta et al., 2016). PALB2 is one such gene which

is now included in all BC gene-testing panels enabling identification of more people carrying

pathogenic variants in the PALB2 gene (Tung et al., 2015). To counsel these carriers and help

them mitigate their cancer risks, clinicians need estimates of age-specific risk (penetrance) as-

sociated with the pathogenic variants in PALB2. In this paper, we estimated penetrance for fe-

male BC by applying a novel Bayesian hierarchical random-effects meta-analysis method (Ru-

beru et al., 2024). To the best of our knowledge, this is the first meta-analysis to assess the

penetrance of BC among female carriers of pathogenic mutations in PALB2.

Our results are consistent with the age-specific penetrance estimates for PALB2 mutations

reported in the literature. Only two studies report age-specific penetrance estimates, namely

Antoniou et al. (2014) and Erkko et al. (2008); both are included in our meta-analysis. As shown
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in Figure 2, the estimated meta-analytic penetrance curve lies between the two penetrance

curves obtained from these studies.

We excluded studies that did not appropriately adjust for their ascertainment criteria based

on family history in their analysis. Although we did include studies where participants were as-

certained by age, our sensitivity analysis shows that the final estimates are robust to the inclu-

sion of such studies. Also, we note that none of the two studies reporting penetrance provided

results for ages less than 35. Moreover, none of the included OR/RR studies are age-specific.

Therefore, the reported meta-analysis penetrance curve should be interpreted with caution for

ages less than 35 due to the lack of direct empirical information.

A limitation of our meta-analysis is that we had to combine risk estimates from studies with

different ancestries/populations, which may differ in terms of frequency of PALB2 pathogenic

mutations, BC incidence rate, and genetic burden of BC. This was necessitated by the insuffi-

cient number of eligible studies available for each ancestry or population as seen in Table S1.

Moreover, even though some studies included data from multiple ancestries or populations,

they reported only overall risk estimates. As more risk estimates become available for a specific

ancestry, a separate meta-analysis for that ancestry will likely produce more accurate estimates.

In absence of meta-analysis based penetrance estimates of BC for PALB2 mutations, genetic

counselling of PALB2 carriers with a family history of breast cancer is challenging (Wesoła and

Jeleń, 2017). Counsellors would need to navigate the wide variability of estimates implied by the

curves in Figure 2. The consensus estimate reported here is a principled compromise, whose

credible band is far less wide than the variability of the individual risk estimates that were used

to obtain it, owing to the strength of meta-analytic methodology. Thus it can help clinicians

streamline the process of counselling carriers of pathogenic PALB2 mutations to mitigate their

BC risk. Our final age-specific meta-analytic estimates have been incorporated into the Pan-

elPRO R package — a Mendelian risk prediction model which estimates carrier probabilities

and cancer risk for individuals with family history by integrating a large number of gene mu-
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tations and a wide range of potential cancer types based on available allele frequencies and

penetrances (Lee et al., 2021; Ruberu et al., 2024).
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Figure 1: Penetrance estimate of BC for PALB2 mutations.
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Table 1: Summary of studies included in the meta-analysis of BC penetrance for PALB2 muta-
tions.

Index Study Cases Study Design Sample Size
Risk and CI

(Input to
meta-analysis)

1 Antoniou et al. (2014)
One family member

with PALB2
BRCA1/2 negative

Family-based
segregation analysis

311
Penetrance

Curve

2 Erkko et al. (2008)
Family of PALB2 carrier

with BC
Family-based

segregation analysis
213

Penetrance
Curve

3 Rahman et al. (2007)
Familial BC

BRCA1/2 negative
Case-control/family-based

segregation analysis
2007

RR = 2.3
(1.4 - 3.9)

4 Kurian et al. (2017)
Female patients who

underwent panel testing
Case control study 95561

OR = 3.39
(2.79 - 4.12)

5 Momozawa et al. (2018) Unselected BC Case-control study 18292
OR = 9.00
(3.4-29.7)

6 Díaz-Zabala et al. (2022) Unselected BC Case-control study 3286
OR = 3.76

(0.66 - 21.53)

7 Cybulski et al. (2015)
Recruited from hospitals with

a subset of early onset BC
(<50 years)

Case-control study 17231
OR = 4.39

(2.30-8.37)

8 Dorling et al. (2021)
Mainly unselected BC with
a subset of early onset BC

BRCA1/2 negative
Case-control study 97997

OR = 5.02a

(3.73-6.76)

9 Heikkinen et al. (2009) Sporadic BC Case-control study 2353
OR = 3.4d

(0.68-32.95)

10 Ahearn et al. (2022)
Recommended for biopsy or

documented BC
Case-control study 2434

OR = 17.25
(2.15-138.13)

11 Zheng et al. (2018) Unselected BC Case-control study 2133
OR = 20.384b,c

(NA)

12 Felix et al. (2022) Familial BC Case-control study 290
OR = 4.96b,c

(NA)

a Based on 30 studies in breast cancer association consortium (BCAC) unselected for family history.
b No mutations in controls
c OR and CI were calculated using data reported in the paper
d Only sporadic cases were considered
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Figure 2: Approximate penetrance curves (Weibull distributions) for each of the 12 studies: The
number in the legend corresponds to the study index in Table 1.
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Figure 3: Results of sensitivity analysis: (a) Removing studies with early onset cases or controls
restricted to older ages, one at a time. (b) Removing Ahearn et al. (2022) and Zheng et al. (2018)
one at a time.
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