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27 Abstract

28 This is the first genetic study of its kind in Brunei Darussalam.  BRCA1 and BRCA2 genes are the most 

29 well-known and well described predictors of hereditary breast cancer due to their clinical importance. 

30 This study aimed to identify the prevalence and mutation spectrum of the BRCA1 and BRCA2 germline 

31 mutations among 120 unselected series of Brunei breast cancer patients.  We screened the entire 

32 coding region of BRCA1 and BRCA2 gene using Sanger sequencing and next-generation sequencing 

33 methods, and identified three pathogenic and one likely pathogenic mutations in the BRCA2 gene.  Of 

34 the 120 patients, 6 (5%) were BRCA2 carriers which confirm that BRCA2 carriers are more common in 

35 the Asian population compared to the Caucasian population.  One BRCA2 mutation observed only in the 

36 Chinese ethnicity of the Brunei breast cancer population contributes to the probability of the mutation 

37 being a founder effect in the Southern Chinese population.  Brunei BRCA2 carriers were more likely to 

38 have a positive family history of breast and/or ovarian cancers and have more than one family members 

39 in the first-degree relatives diagnosed with breast cancer.

40

41 Introduction

42 Breast cancer is the most common cancer affecting women worldwide with varying incidence rates 

43 across the world [1]. Among the breast cancer risk factors, genetic predisposition confers the highest 

44 risk in breast cancer progression [2].  About 5-10% of breast cancers are inherited with approximately 

45 30% of the inherited breast cancers were attributed to germline mutations in high penetrance breast 

46 cancer susceptibility genes, Breast Cancer susceptibility genes type 1 (BRCA1) [3]and Breast Cancer 
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47 susceptibility genes type 2 (BRCA2) [4]. BRCA1 and BRCA2 are tumour suppressor genes (TSGs) that 

48 function by suppressing the growth of tumour cells via multiple DNA damage and repair pathways in the 

49 cells [5-10].  Notably, the BRCA1 protein is multi-functional as it also regulates cell cycle through a 

50 number of mechanisms [5,6,8,10-15].

51 BRCA1 and BRCA2 germline mutation carriers had an increased cumulative risk of 72% and 69%, 

52 respectively to develop breast cancer by 80 years old [16]. BRCA1 and BRCA2 carriers would also have an 

53 increased risk of developing ovarian, prostate, and pancreatic cancers [16].  Breast cancer patients who 

54 inherit germline mutations in these genes, in particular BRCA1 carriers, are commonly associated with 

55 triple negative breast cancer (TNBC), diagnosed at an early age of onset (≤40 years), diagnosed with 

56 bilateral breast cancer, having family history of breast and/or ovarian cancers in the first- and second-

57 degree relatives, and having an ovarian cancer [17-21].  The discovery of these two genes being linked to 

58 breast and ovarian cancers has led to the increased importance of genetic testing where continuous 

59 research and development had ultimately resulted in BRCA1 and BRCA2 genetic tests available at a more 

60 affordable cost and with a higher sensitivity and specificity [22].  Moreover, increased awareness on 

61 available personalised treatment for affected patients such as olaparib, an oral poly ADP ribose 

62 polymerase (PARP) inhibitor, which has been shown to provide a significant benefit over standard 

63 therapy among the BRCA mutation-carrier patients [23-24], has led to the increasing demand for rapid 

64 BRCA testing preferably at the first diagnosis [22]. This rapid increase caused pressure for diagnostic 

65 laboratories to provide a genetic test with a shorter turnaround time [22].  The two most commonly 

66 used platform for DNA sequencing are Sanger sequencing and Next-generation sequencing (NGS).  

67 Although NGS has largely overtaken Sanger sequencing due to its cost-effective ability in screening a 

68 larger set of samples in parallel and simultaneous screening of multiple cancer susceptibility genes in 

69 one sample, Sanger sequencing is still used in laboratories today when the main objective is to screen a 

70 single gene only.
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71 Brunei Darussalam is a small country (5,765 sq km) on the Borneo Island, located in the South-

72 east Asia (SEA) region, bordering the South China Sea and East Malaysia [25].  The population is 

73 estimated over 400,000, comprises 66% Malay, 10% Chinese, 3% other indigenous and 21% other ethnic  

74 groups [25].  Breast cancer was one of the top three leading causes of cancer mortality among women in 

75 Brunei Darussalam with an incidence rate (age-standardized rate [ASR]) of 55.9 per 100,000 women 

76 which is the second highest among countries in the SEA region, but considerably lower compared to the 

77 Western Europe (ASR, 90.7) [1,26].  Notably, the incidence rate of breast cancer in Brunei varies by 

78 ethnicity, with the highest rate observed in Chinese (ASR, 60.4) [27], followed by Malays (ASR, 48.1) [27], 

79 and Others (ASR, 12.3) [28].  There has not been any formal study conducted on finding the contribution 

80 of genetic and non-genetic factors in the rising incidence of breast cancer in Brunei.   Therefore, 

81 studying various aspects of breast cancer in the Brunei patients could help to understand and determine 

82 the probable cause that leads to the rise in the incidence of the disease in the population, and in 

83 planning a better health care for the Brunei population.   The contribution of genetics in breast cancer 

84 specifically in the involvement of susceptibility genes has been continuously researched on in the 

85 Western and developed Asian countries resulting in many reports on the spectrum of variants within the 

86 susceptibility genes from all over the world.   In the SEA region, the mutation spectrum of BRCA1 and 

87 BRCA2 genes in breast cancer has been studied in Singaporean [18,19,29-31], Malaysian [21,32-37], 

88 Filipino [38,39], Vietnamese [40,41], Thai [42,43], and Indonesian [44,45] populations leading to the 

89 discovery of novel pathogenic variants from different ethnicities, suggesting the mutation spectrum of 

90 the BRCA1 and BRCA2 genes are still understudied. Furthermore, a number of the variants identified in 

91 the SEA breast cancer populations has also been found in other populations such as the African, 

92 European and American suggesting that they are not specific to the reported population, implying the 

93 genetic heterogeneity and randomness of the mutations.  Interestingly, most of the variants identified in 

94 the breast cancer population in East Malaysia which is also located on the Borneo Island [33] were not 
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95 identified in the West Malaysia population suggesting a difference in population genetics between East 

96 and West Malaysia.  

97 Some of the variants identified in the Filipino breast cancer population who mostly were a 

98 combination of Malay and other population ancestry have also been proposed to be founder mutations 

99 due to the shared haplotype markers [39].  Currently, there are no genetic mutation data that report on 

100 the frequency of any genes related to breast cancer in Bruneian patients with or without family history. 

101 Thus, genetic contribution in breast cancer and other related cancers in Bruneian population remains 

102 uninvestigated.  In this study, we investigated a population-based unselected series of Brunei breast 

103 cancer patients to determine the prevalence and spectrum of BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutations using Sanger 

104 and next-generation sequencing methods, and assess their association with sociodemographic,  

105 clinicopathological, and family history characteristics of the population.

106

107 Materials and methods

108 Study population

109 The study population includes unselected incident and prevalent breast cancer patients seen from 18th 

110 May 2012 until 30th January 2013, and from 23rd May 2016 until 19th November 2018 at The Brunei 

111 Cancer Centre (TBCC), Pantai Jerudong Specialist Centre (PJSC), the only cancer referral hospital in 

112 Negara Brunei Darussalam. Terminally-ill patients were excluded from the study. Among approximately 

113 567 patients attending clinics during this period of time, a total of 164 patients were approached and 

114 explained about the study.  Patient information sheet was provided and 121 patients consented as the 

115 final study participants. All study participants signed informed consent document.  Peripheral blood 

116 samples and demographic and family history data were collected from the consenting patients. One 

117 patient was later excluded due to insufficient DNA sample to complete the BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutation 
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118 analysis. Finally, 120 patients were included for the final analysis. Retrospective review of the study 

119 participants' medical and histopathology records was conducted at TBCC with authorized permission 

120 from relevant authorities from 1st November 2018 to 9th January 2019.  The records were available in 

121 the form of hard printed copy.  The study was approved by the Brunei Darussalam Ministry of Health’s 

122 Medical and Health Research &Ethics Committee (MHREC).

123

124 BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutational screening

125 S1 Fig shows a flow chart of the strategy used to detect mutations in the BRCA1 and BRCA2 genes in the 

126 study population. The samples from the first 66 study participants (henceforth referred to as Batch 1) 

127 were analysed by Sanger sequencing while the samples from the last 54 study participants (henceforth 

128 referred to as Batch 2) were sequenced by next-generation sequencing (NGS).

129

130 Sanger sequencing

131 Samples sequenced using Sanger sequencing utilised two workflows, PCR amplified with designed 

132 primers, and PCR amplified using EasySeqTM PCR Plates for BRCA1/2 Sequencing (Nimagen, The 

133 Netherlands).

134 In the first workflow, the gDNA extracted using Wizard Genomic DNA purification kit (Promega) 

135 was amplified using AmpliTaq® 360 DNA Polymerase kit (Applied Biosystems) prior to sequencing. The 

136 details of the primers and PCR conditions used in this study have been described elsewhere[46-48]. The 

137 PCR products were resolved onto 1% agarose gel for evaluation of successful amplifications without 

138 contamination. The remaining PCR products were then purified using QIAGEN QIAquick® PCR 

139 Purification Kit.
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140 In the second workflow, the gDNA extracted was amplified using the EasySeqTM PCR Plates for 

141 BRCA1/2 Sequencing (Nimagen, The Netherlands) following the manufacturer’s protocol. The plate was 

142 used for sequencing to screen for mutations in the complete coding region including ±50bp up- and 

143 downstream of each BRCA1 and BRCA2 genes’ coding exon. All of the primers in the columns were tailed 

144 with universal tails – forward primers with -21M13 (5’-TGTAAAACGACGGCCAGT-3’) and reverse primers 

145 with M13Rev (5’-CAGGAAACAGCTATGACC-3’).  PCR products from columns 1-10 were purified via 

146 ethanol/sodium acetate precipitation, and the pellets were resuspended with sterile water.

147 The purified PCR products from both workflows were used as the template for the Sanger 

148 sequencing reactions following the BigDye Terminator® v3.1 Cycle Sequencing Kit protocol (Applied 

149 Biosystems, USA).   The sequencing products were purified using the Axygen AxyPrepTM Mag Dye Clean 

150 Up Kit.  BRCA1 and BRCA2 Sanger sequencing was performed using the ABI 3500 Genetic Analyzer 

151 (Applied Biosystems, USA).  The sequence data collected were processed and analysed using the 3500 

152 Sequencing Analysis Software v5.2.  Purified PCR products from the first workflow were sent for Sanger 

153 sequencing (First BASE Laboratories, Malaysia).

154

155 Next-generation sequencing (NGS)

156 The DNA samples sequenced by NGS were outsourced to Cancer Research Malaysia (CRM) for BRCA1, 

157 BRCA2, TP53, and PALB2 targeted panel sequencing.  The HBOC_4_v2 gene panel used was developed 

158 by CRM and the University of Melbourne and was used to screen for coding exons ±2 bp intronic 

159 sequence of the BRCA1 (NM_007294.3), BRCA2 (NM_000059.3), PALB2 (NM_024675.3), and TP53 

160 (NM_000546.4) genes.  Bioinformatic analysis was performed by CRM and the variant results excluding 

161 neutral polymorphisms were delivered upon completion.

162
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163 Bioinformatic analysis

164 Sanger sequencing data obtained using Sequencing Analysis Software v5.2 and from First BASE 

165 Laboratories were aligned to the reference sequences of the gene obtained from the NCBI GenBank 

166 (BRCA1 NCBI RefSeq = NG_005905.2 and BRCA2 NCBI RefSeq = NG_012772.1) and nucleotide database 

167 (BRCA1NCBI RefSeq = NM_007294.3 and BRCA2 NCBI RefSeq = NM_000059.3) using Variant Reporter 

168 Software v1.0 (Applied Biosystems, USA).   All variants identified were annotated using the same 

169 software.

170 For samples sequenced by NGS, although CRM have analysed and validated the results, the data 

171 were re-analysed as neutral polymorphisms were not included in the provided results. The attainment 

172 of these results ensures the generation of a complete genetic variation profile for the patients. 

173 Integrative Genomics Viewer (IGV) v2.5.2 (Broad Institute) was used to view the binary files provided by 

174 CRM.  The data were analysed using the public server at usegalaxy.eu [49].  Variants were called using 

175 varscan (Galaxy Version 2.4.2) and bcftools call (Galaxy Version 1.9+galaxy 1).   The data generated by 

176 bcftools call were filtered using VCFfilter.   All variants identified from NGS were annotated using the 

177 SNPeff Eff tool (Galaxy Version 4.3+T.galaxy1).

178 All variants identified from Sanger sequencing and NGS were annotated according to the 

179 nomenclature used by the Human Genome Variation Society (HGVS) recommendation guidelines, using 

180 the A of the ATG translation initiation codon as nucleotide +1.  All identified missense variants were 

181 analysed in silico using SIFT, PolyPhen-2, CADD, FATHMM-MKL, and DANN to predict the effect of amino 

182 acid substitution.  Each prediction tool scored the missense variant as damaging or benign/neutral.  All 

183 variants identified in this study were also checked against the NCBI ClinVar, Varsome,  and population 

184 frequency databases (gnomAD and 1000 genome).

185 All variants identified in this study, underwent thorough assessment and review of available 

186 evidence (e.g. database information, and in silico predictions) following the American College of Medical 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 13, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.12.24315375doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.12.24315375
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


9

187 Genetics and Genomics and the Association for Molecular Pathology (ACMG) standards and guidelines 

188 for the interpretation of sequence variants [50] to arrive at a final variant classification of either 

189 pathogenic, likely pathogenic, variant of uncertain significance (VUS), likely benign, and benign.  In this 

190 study, a variant was considered a pathogenic damaging mutation if it was a protein-truncating mutation 

191 caused by deleterious or frameshift mutation, or a missense mutation which has a confirmed association 

192 with the disease, or a missense variant which has been classified as likely pathogenic according to the 

193 ACMG standards and guidelines.   All pathogenic mutations identified using Sanger sequencing were 

194 confirmed by repeating the Sanger sequencing using an independent sample, while pathogenic 

195 mutations identified using NGS were re-sequenced using Sanger sequencing.  We selectively Sanger 

196 sequenced only the pathogenic mutations identified using NGS via our own ABI 3500 Genetic Analyzer.  

197 Notably, CRM had confirmed all variants other than neutral polymorphisms by Sanger sequencing.

198

199 Multiplex ligation-dependent probe amplification (MLPA)

200 Samples from Batch 1 were screened for large genomic rearrangements by MPLA using the SALSA MLPA 

201 P002 BRCA1 and SALSA MLPA P090 BRCA2 probe mix following the manufacturers’ protocol (MRC-

202 Holland, Netherland). The MLPA analyses were performed by DNA Fragment Analysis on the ABI 3500 

203 Genetic Analyzer. Data obtained were comparatively analysed using Coffalyser Net software 

204 v.140721.1958 (MRC-Holland, Netherland).

205

206 Statistical analyses

207 Continuous data were presented as mean ± standard deviation (SD) or median and range where 

208 applicable. Mann-Whitney test was used to compare differences between the medians in two or more 

209 independent groups respectively. Chi-square or Fisher exact test was used to analyse the association 
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210 between two independent variables in the population. The statistical analysis was performed using SPSS 

211 version 17.0 software for Windows. A p value <0.05 was considered statistically significant.

212

213 Results

214 This was the first study of its kind in the Brunei breast cancer patients. Of the 120 recruited breast 

215 cancer patients, 94 (78.3%) were Malays, 19 (15.8%) were Chinese, and 7 (5.8%) were others. The mean 

216 age at diagnosis was 49.1±10.51 years, with peak of breast cancer incidence occurred in the 51-60 years 

217 old age group, and one (0.8%) was a male breast cancer (Table 1).

218

219 Table 1. Demographic characteristics, personal and family history of cancer of study population 

220 (n=120).

Characteristics Mean (SD) Frequency (%)

Age at diagnosis (year) 49.1 (10.51)

Gender

Male

Female

1 (0.8)

119 (99.2)

Ethnicity

Malay

Chinese

Others

94 (78.3)

19 (15.8)

7 (5.8)

Age at first diagnosis (year)

≤30

31-40

2 (1.7)

28 (23.3)
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41-50

51-60

≥61

36 (30.0)

40 (33.3)

14 (11.7)

Cancer history

Personal history of cancer

Bilateral breast cancer

Ovarian cancer

Endometrium cancer

Liver cancer

7 (5.8)

2 (1.7)

1 (0.8)

1 (0.8)

Family history of cancer

Breast and/or ovarian cancer in 1o and 2o relatives

Breast and/or ovarian cancer in 3o and 4o relatives

Other cancer in any degree of relatives

No family history of cancer at all

36 (30.0)

9 (7.5)

28 (23.3)

47 (39.2)

No of 1o relatives with breast cancer

0

1

≥2

100 (83.3)

17 (14.2)

3 (2.5)

No of 2o relatives with breast cancer

0

1

≥2

104 (86.7)

14 (11.7)

2 (1.7)

No of 1o relatives with ovarian cancer
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0

≥1

115 (95.8)

5 (4.2)

No of 2o relatives with ovarian cancer

0

≥1

118 (98.3)

2 (1.7)

221 1o, First-degree; 2o, Second-degree; 3o, Third-degree; 4o, Fourth-degree; SD, Standard Deviation

222

223 Seven (5.8%), two (1.7%), one (0.8%), and one (0.8%) patients had personal history of bilateral breast 

224 cancers, ovarian cancer, endometrium cancer, and liver cancer, respectively. Assessment of family 

225 history of breast and/or ovarian cancers was made based on whether the affected family members of 

226 the patients were their first and/or second-degree relatives. Of the 120 cases, 36 (30.0%) had family 

227 history of breast and/or ovarian cancers in their first and/or second-degree relatives while 47 (39.2%) 

228 had no family history of cancers at all. Of patients with family history of breast cancer, 17 (14.2%) had 

229 one first-degree family member affected with breast cancer, and 3 (2.5%) had two first-degree relatives 

230 affected with breast cancer. For patients with family history of ovarian cancer, 5 (4.2%) and 2 (1.7%) had 

231 only one affected member in the first- and second-degree relatives respectively (Table 1).

232

233 BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutations

234 Of the 95 variants identified in the study population, 29 (30.5%) and 66 (69.5%) were BRCA1 and BRCA2 

235 variants respectively (S1 – S4 Tables). Of the 29BRCA1 and 66BRCA2 variants, 11 (37.9%) and 22 (33.3%) 

236 were novel respectively (S2– S4 Tables). No large rearrangements were detected in this study.

237
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238 Prevalence of pathogenic mutations and VUS

239 Our study identified three frameshift BRCA2 deleterious mutations in 5 patients which led to the 

240 introduction of premature stop codon in the resulting BRCA2 protein (S1 Table, Fig 1 and S2 Fig), and 

241 one likely pathogenic BRCA2 missense mutation in one patient (S2 Table and Fig 1). Therefore, the 

242 overall prevalence of germline BRCA1 and BRCA2 carriers among Brunei breast cancer patients were 0% 

243 and 5%, respectively. All of the identified pathogenic and likely pathogenic mutations have been 

244 reported, and were rare in the general population (<0.05% in gnomAD and 1000 Genome). One of the 

245 BRCA2 deleterious mutations (c.5164_5165delAG) appeared to be a recurrent mutation.

246

247 Fig 1. Schematic presentation of identified BRCA2 pathogenic mutations among Brunei breast cancer 

248 cases.

249

250 Excluding one patient with simultaneous germline pathogenic mutations, our study also identified 

251 9BRCA1 and 32 BRCA2 VUS in 10and 31 patients, respectively (S3 Table). Thus, the prevalence of BRCA1 

252 and BRCA2 VUS carriers among Brunei breast cancer patients were 8.3% and 25.8%, respectively. Four of 

253 the BRCA1 VUS and 14 of the BRCA2 VUS were novel while the others have been reported. Almost all of 

254 the reported VUS have no recorded data in the general population (S3 Table) while those that with data 

255 were found to be rare in the general population (<0.05% in gnomAD and 1000 Genome).

256

257 Characteristics of Brunei’s germline pathogenic BRCA carriers

258 S5 Table shows the characteristics of the Brunei breast cancer patients with deleterious and damaging 

259 missense mutations. Collectively, one (16.7%) of the carriers was male while the rest were female. Two 

260 (33.3%) of the affected were diagnosed with bilateral breast cancer. The molecular subtype of the first 

261 breast cancer diagnosis showed that one (16.7%) patient was TNBC, one (16.7%) was Luminal A, while 
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262 the rest were Luminal B. Two (33.3%) of the carriers had an age at onset of ≤40 years while the others 

263 were ≥40 years, and one (16.7%) of the carriers had no family history of cancers at all. The proportion of 

264 our BRCA1/2 carriers by ethnicity was 3/19 (15.8%) and 3/94 (3.2%) in Chinese and Malay, respectively.

265 There is no significant difference observed between the overall median age of diagnosis among 

266 carriers (48 years) and non-carriers (49 years) (p=0.609, Table 2). Brunei BRCA2 carriers were found to 

267 be more likely to have family history of breast and/or ovarian cancer, and have≥1 affected family 

268 members in the first-degree with breast cancer (p = 0.027 and p = 0.001 respectively, Table 2). There are 

269 no significant association between Brunei BRCA2 carriers and other selected clinical characteristics in 

270 Table 2.

271

272 Table 2. Association analysis of Brunei breast cancer patients with pathogenic mutation with selected 

273 clinical characteristics.

Total (n = 

120)

BRCA2 carriers 

(n = 6)

Non-BRCA2 

carriers (n = 114)

n % n % n %

p-value a b

Age at diagnosis (years) Median (range)

48 (31 – 59)

Median (range)

49 (27 – 71) 0.609

Age range (years)

≤ 40

41 – 50

51 – 60

> 60

30

36

40

14

25.0

30.0

33.3

11.7

2

1

3

0

33.3

16.7

50.0

0

28

35

37

14

24.6

30.7

32.5

12.3

0.741

Ethnicity

Malay 94 78.3 3 50.0 91 79.8 0.089
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Chinese

Others

19

7

15.8

5.8

3

0

50.0

0

16

7

14.0

6.1

Bilateral breast cancer

Yes

No

8

112

6.7

93.3

2

4

33.3

66.7

6

108

5.3

94.7

0.051

Estrogen Receptor (ER)

Positive

Negative

72

48

60.0

40.0

4

2

66.7

33.3

68

46

59.6

40.4

1

Progesterone Receptor (PR)

Positive

Negative

62

58

51.7

48.3

4

2

66.7

33.3

58

56

50.9

49.1

0.681

Her2

Positive

Negative

73

47

60.8

39.2

3

3

50.0

50.0

70

44

61.4

38.6

0.678

Triple negative breast cancer 

(TNBC)

Yes

No

15

105

12.5

87.5

1

5

16.7

83.3

14

100

12.3

87.7

0.559

Family history of cancer c

Yes

No

72

48

60.0

40.0

5

1

83.3

16.7

67

47

58.8

41.2

0.400

Family history of breast and/or 

ovarian cancer
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Yes

No

45

75

37.5

62.5

5

1

83.3

16.7

40

74

35.1

64.9

0.027

Number of affected first-

degree relatives with breast 

cancer

0

1

≥2

100

17

3

83.3

14.2

2.5

2

2

2

33.3

33.3

33.3

98

15

1

86.0

13.2

0.9

0.001

Number of affected second-

degree relatives with breast 

cancer

0

1

≥ 2

104

14

2

86.7

11.7

1.7

5

1

0

83.3

16.7

0

99

13

2

86.8

11.4

1.8

0.585

Number of affected first-

degree relatives with ovarian 

cancer

0

≥ 1

115

5

95.8

4.2

5

1

83.3

16.7

110

4

96.5

3.5

0.230

Number of affected second-

degree relatives with ovarian 

cancer

0

≥ 1

118

2

98.3

1.7

5

1

83.3

16.7

113

1

99.1

0.9

0.098
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Vital status

Alive

Deceased

95

25

79.2

20.8

4

2

66.7

33.3

91

23

79.8

20.2

0.603

274 a Mann-Whitney test or Fisher’s Exact test whichever appropriate

275 bStatistically significant p-values are indicated in bold

276 c inclusive of breast, ovarian and other cancers

277

278 Discussion

279 Prior to introducing cancer genetic test in a community, genetic variation profile of the said community 

280 must first be known to have an overview of the contribution of genetics in the population. Although 

281 cancer incidence and mortality in Brunei Darussalam have been increasing for the past 10 years, there 

282 are still no data available on the proportion of Brunei cancer patients carrying germline or somatic 

283 mutations in their cancer predisposing gene. BRCA1 and BRCA2 gene frequencies in breast and ovarian 

284 cancer patients in other East-Asian populations have been continuously researched on which had led to 

285 the discovery of potential founder mutations [29,39,55,65]. Notably, identifying who should be offered 

286 cancer genetic test in the Asian community remains challenging as the currently available guidelines for 

287 testing have been shown to omit at least 20% of patients carrying BRCA mutations from being tested 

288 [21], suggesting the testing criteria on BRCA1 and BRCA2 germline mutations which have been well 

289 established in the Caucasian population were not readily applicable to the Asian population.

290 Our study, which is the first genetic study of its kind in Brunei, showed that the overall 

291 combined frequency of germline pathogenic BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutation carriers among 120 recruited 

292 Brunei’s breast cancer patients was 5% (n = 6), which is lower than those reported at 12.3% in women of 

293 European descendent [66]. Our data are relatively similar to previously reported prevalence from other 
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294 Asian countries in particular from the South-East Asian region which is 4.7% in Malaysia [21] and 5.1% in 

295 the Philippines [39] except for Singapore [19] and Vietnam [40] which were reported at 17.4% and 0.8%, 

296 respectively. Interestingly, other Asian countries outside of the South-East Asian region had reported a 

297 relatively higher prevalence of BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutations which was almost similar (or higher for 

298 some) to the findings reported in European women with14.0% in Korea [67] and 24.7% in Pakistan [68]. 

299 Japan [69], Hong Kong [54,55] and China [20] however, reported a prevalence of 4.2%, 7.9% to 8.8%, 

300 and 8.3%, respectively. Comparatively, all these countries had reported prevalence of germline 

301 mutations in both BRCA1 and BRCA2 genes while all germline BRCA mutations identified in our study 

302 were attributed to BRCA2 gene only.Our findings were consistent with those from all the 

303 aforementioned Asian countries where most of the germline pathogenic BRCA mutations in the Brunei 

304 breast cancer patients were identified in the BRCA2 gene compared to BRCA1 which was reported to be 

305 more affected in the European women [66].

306 Our study showed that one recurrent deleterious frameshift mutation, BRCA2c.5164_5165delAG 

307 (S1722Yfs*1725), was identified in 3 (2.5%) patients of Chinese ethnicity. In particular two of the 

308 affected patients, 4G-004 and 4G-003, were related to each other (mother and daughter, respectively). 

309 This mutation was suggested to have a founder effect in the Southern China province population. While 

310 it was unknown whether our Chinese index cases ancestry were originally from the Southern China, 

311 there was still a probability that the occurrence of this mutation might be linked to a common ancestral 

312 origin. Moreover, this mutation has also been reported in the Chinese ethnicity in Malaysia [34] and 

313 Singapore [18] which further support the probability of the founder mutation theory. However, it is 

314 acknowledged that the probability could be slightly lowered due to the fact that two out of three of the 

315 carriers of this mutation were relatives where the variant could have been inherited from their maternal 

316 side. Although the other two deleterious frameshiftBRCA2 mutations identified in this study only occur 

317 in one (0.8%) of the study population, the mutations c.3170_3174delAGAAA (K1057Tfs*1064) and 
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318 c.1763_1766delATAAA (N588Sfs*612) had each been reported as a founder mutation in the French-

319 Canadian [52]and Colombian[51] populations respectively. The probability of these two mutations being 

320 linked to the two populations was highly unlikely as the carriers were both of Malay ethnicity, and the 

321 family history from both carriers did not support a common ancestral origin with the aforementioned 

322 populations. Interestingly, in the South-East Asia (SEA) population, the BRCA2 mutation 

323 c.1763_1766delATAA (N588Sfs*612) was only ever reported in a breast cancer patient in Sarawak, 

324 Malaysia who was diagnosed <40 years old with triple negative breast cancer and family history of 

325 breast cancer [33].This observation suggests that all populations have different population genetic 

326 predisposition towards breast cancer. Pathogenic mutations determined as a founder effect in one 

327 population may only be detected in a small frequency in other populations of different ancestral origin. 

328 Moreover, for the two patients identified with these mutations, there is a 50% chance that their family 

329 members carried the same BRCA2 mutation that could result in the development of breast cancer in 

330 these family members. 

331 The three aforementioned frameshift mutations introduced premature stop codon which was 

332 known to be associated with an increased risk of breast cancer. The effect of frameshift mutations 

333 resulting in the stop codon has been shown to destabilise BRCA mRNA leading to a haplo-insufficiency 

334 resulting in allelic imbalance [70]. This in turn caused a significant reduction in the expression ratio 

335 between the mutant and the wild-type alleles [70]. The allelic imbalance resulted in a decreased level of 

336 both BRCA transcripts and proteins contributing to the increased risk of breast cancer [70].The resulting 

337 BRCA2 truncated protein from the three identified pathogenic variants in our study showed a loss of 

338 important domains, including: (1) the BRC repeats domain (all for c.1763_1766delATAAA, BRC-2 to BRC-

339 8 for c.3170_3174delAGAAA, BRC-6 to BRC-8 for c.5164_5165delAG); (2) the DNA binding domain 

340 (DBD); and (3) the two nuclear localisation signals (NLS) in the C-terminus region (S2 Fig).The highly 

341 conserved eight BRC repeat domains and the DNA binding domains in the BRCA2 protein mediate the 
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342 interaction of ssDNA and/or dsDNA with RAD51 molecules in the homologous recombination (HR) 

343 regulated DNA repair pathway. In HR regulated pathway, BRCA2 is localised onto sites of dsDNA break 

344 by forming complex with other proteins including BRCA1 and PALB2, before it mediates the loading of 

345 RAD51 onto the ssDNA and initiate the repair. Loss of these RAD51-interacting domains in the BRCA2 

346 protein prevent DNA repair in error-free HR regulated pathway, allowing the error-prone non-

347 homologous end joining (NHEJ) pathway to take over. Moreover, it has been demonstrated that the 

348 deletions of all RAD51-interacting domains cause embryonic lethality in mice, but deletion of several 

349 BRC repeats motif showed a less severe phenotype although it was observed that the mice died very 

350 young from cancer development [71]. The DBD in BRCA2 was also involved in transcriptional activity 

351 where it bound ssDNA before drawing histone modifiers which led to the initiation of the transcriptional 

352 process [10]. The loss of the two NLS in the C-terminus region due to the truncation was reported to 

353 result in the mutant BRCA2 being cytoplasmic since it could not be translocated into the nucleus, hence 

354 causing it to become non-functional [72].

355 One likely pathogenic missense mutation was identified in the only patient who have no family 

356 history of cancers at all (S5 Table). BRCA2 mutation c.8524C>T (R2842C) was located in the BRCA2 DNA 

357 binding domain suggesting it can affect the protein function. An assessment made on the clinical 

358 relevance of VUS identified in the BRCA2 DBD by using a validated functional assay of BRCA2 

359 homologous recombination (HR) DNA-repair activity had showed the mutation R2842C had 

360 intermediate or partial effects on BRCA2 function [57]. Another functional assessment of human BRCA2 

361 variants using a mouse embryonic stem cell (mESC)-based assay supported that although the mutation 

362 R2842C is able to complement the loss of cell viability, its capacity to perform BRCA2 function i.e., 

363 homology directed repair (HDR) showed more than 50% reduction in HDR capacity compared with wild-

364 type BRCA2 expressing cells[58,59].These results suggested that the mutation R2842C is characterized 

365 as a hypomorphic variant in which the studies concluded that the mutation is intermediate between 
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366 pathogenic and likely pathogenic variants [58,59]. In our study, the effect of thehypomorphicBRCA2 

367 germline mutation R2842C was observed in patient 2G-022, in which the patient had an increased 

368 susceptibility to familial breast and/or ovarian cancers even though she did not have any family history 

369 of cancers at all. Notably, none of the founder mutations found in the SEA population were identified in 

370 our study population.

371 Similar to other genetic variation analysis conducted in other populations, 41 (43.2%) of the 

372 identified variants in the study population were classified as VUS (S3 Table). The overall combined 

373 frequency of patients with BRCA1 and BRCA2 VUS in the study was 35 (29.2%), in which 6 patients have 

374 both BRCA1 and BRCA2 VUS. Our findings are higher than those reported in other populations, such as 

375 5.7% in European [66], and 1.6% in Malaysian [21] women, respectively. It has been shown that the 

376 prevalence of VUS in a study population was inversely correlated with the total number of individuals 

377 tested [66]. Hence, if our total study cohort population was higher than 120, our prevalence could be 

378 relatively similar with other countries’ findings as demonstrated in three other Asian countries’ studies 

379 conducted comprising over 2500 breast cancer patients; namely China [20], Malaysia [21], and Japan 

380 [69].

381 Collectively, Brunei BRCA2 carriers exhibited almost the same phenotypic association pattern as 

382 other BRCA2 carriers in China [20] and Malaysia [21], where Brunei BRCA2 carriers were found to be 

383 more likely to have family history of breast and/or ovarian cancers, and having more first-degree 

384 relatives affected with breast cancer. Consistent with other studies, our findings showed that TNBC is 

385 not significantly associated with BRCA2 carriers[17,19,21].

386 It is acknowledged that this study is limited by the small size of the study population even 

387 though it was the first and largest cohort study for genetic testing in Brunei. Future study on a larger 

388 cohort of study population could confirm our findings on the prevalence of germline mutations in the 

389 Brunei breast cancer population. Moreover, it could also provide a more comprehensive data for 
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390 phenotypic characteristics of predisposing carriers in our breast cancer population attributed to each 

391 gene. Our current study showed that none of our study population tested for BRCA1 and BRCA2 large 

392 rearrangements showed positive for the test. Therefore, there are no data on the contribution of large 

393 rearrangement of BRCA1and BRCA2 in the Brunei breast cancer population presented in this thesis. 

394 Given the constraint in getting resources for performing large rearrangements analysis in some of the 

395 study population (Batch 2), there is an approximately 10% probability that some carriers may have been 

396 missed in this study [19].

397

398 Conclusions

399 The findings from this study have highlighted the contribution of genetics, specifically BRCA1 and BRCA2 

400 genes in 120 unselected series of Brunei breast cancer population. The prevalence of germline BRCA1 

401 and BRCA2 mutation carriers among Brunei breast cancer patients (5%) is similar to that of other Asian 

402 populations confirming the difference in contribution of BRCA1 and BRCA2 in both the Caucasian and 

403 Asian populations.  One BRCA2 mutation observed only in Brunei breast cancer population of Chinese 

404 ethnicity contributes to the probability of the mutation being a founder effect in the Southern Chinese 

405 population. Future studies should investigate the contribution of germline mutations of BRCA1 and 

406 BRCA2 genes in a larger case-control cohort study of Brunei breast cancer population to confirm our 

407 findings.

408
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620 Supporting information

621 S1 Fig. The study strategy to detect BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutations.

622 S2 Fig. Schematic presentation of truncated BRCA2 protein in the study population. The three 

623 identified BRCA2 pathogenic mutations, c.1763_1766delATAAA, c.3170_3174delAGAAA and 

624 c.5164_5165delAG led to BRCA2 protein truncation at amino acids positions 612, 1064, and 1725 

625 respectively. The truncation caused the loss of important domains affecting the function of BRCA2 

626 predominantly in the HR-regulated DNA repair pathway.

627 S1 Table. Deleterious mutations identified in the Brunei breast cancer patients.*, Termination; AA, 

628 amino acid; AF, Allele Frequency; Freq, Frequency; FS, Frameshift; Nov, Novel; Ref, Reference; Rep, 

629 Reported.

630 S2 Table. Damaging missense variants identified in the Brunei breast cancer patients. AA, amino acid; 

631 AF, Allele Frequency; B, Benign; D, Damaging; Freq, Frequency; N, Neutral; NA, Not Available; Nov, 

632 Novel; PrD, Probably Damaging; Ref, Reference; Rep, Reported; T, Tolerated. 

633 S3 Table.Missense variants identified in the Brunei breast cancer patients. AA, amino acid; AF, Allele 

634 Frequency; B, Benign; D, Damaging; Freq, Frequency; N, Neutral; NA, Not Available; Nov, Novel; PoD, 

635 Possibly Damaging; PrD, Probably Damaging; Ref, Reference; Rep, Reported; T, Tolerated; VUS, Variant 

636 of uncertain significance.

637 S4 Table. Synonymous variants identified in the Brunei breast cancer patients. AA, amino acid; AF, 

638 Allele Frequency; Freq, Frequency; NA, Not Available; Nov, Novel; Rep, Reported.

639 S5 Table. Characteristics of the Brunei breast cancer patients with deleterious and damaging missense 

640 mutations.+, Positive; -, Negative; ‘XX, year diagnosed or deceased; AA, Amino acid; Aff, Affected; Au, 

641 Aunt; Bil., Bilateral; Br, Breast; Bro, Brother; Ca, Cancer; Chi, Chinese; Cou, Cousin; Dau, Daughter; de., 

642 deceased; dx., diagnosed; DC, Ductal carcinoma; DCIS, Ductal carcinoma in situ; ER, Oestrogen receptor; 
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643 Eth, Ethnicity; F, Female; Fa, Father; Gen, Gender; GrMo, Grandmother; Her2, Human Epidermal Growth 

644 Receptor-2; IDC, Invasive ductal carcinoma; ILC, Invasive lobular carcinoma; L, Left; Liv, Liver; Lu, Lung; 

645 M, Male; Mal, Malay; Mat, Maternal; Mo, Mother; O, Older; Ov, Ovarian; Pat, Paternal; PR, 

646 Progesterone receptor; R, Right; Rec, Rectal; Sis, Sister; Sync, Synchronous; Uni, Unilateral; Y, Younger; 

647 yr., years.
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