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Abstract

Multifocal breast cancer is generally considered to be where two or more breast
tumours are present within the same breast, but are clearly separated with no
intervening in situ or invasive disease. It is seen in ~10% of breast cancer cases. This
study investigates multifocality prevalence in BRCA1/2 mutant patients via cross-
sectional analysis. Data from 211 women with BRCA1/2 mutations (BRCAT1 - 91),
(BRCAZ2 - 120), with breast cancer were collected including age, tumour focality, size,
type, grade, and receptor profile. The prevalence of multifocality within this group was
25%, but within subgroups, prevalence amongst BRCAZ2 carriers was more than
double that of BRCA1 carriers (p=0.001). Women affected by multifocal tumours had
proportionately higher oestrogen receptor positivity (p=0.001), lower triple negativity
(p=0.004), and were more likely to be younger at diagnosis compared with those with
unifocal tumours (p=0.039). Odds of a BRCAZ2 carrier developing multifocal cancer
were almost four-fold higher than a BRCA1 carrier (OR: 3.71, Cl: 1.77-7.78, p=0.001).
BRCAZ2 carriers show much greater multifocality than those carrying BRCA1 —
multifocal tumours are strongly associated with being both BRCAZ2 mutant and
oestrogen receptor positive.

Key words: Multifocal; Breast cancer; BRCA; Mutation; Pathology; Prevalence;
Epidemiology
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Introduction

A large meta-analysis of 22 studies, including over 67,000 women, estimated
prevalence of multifocal breast cancer to be 9.5%[1]. Evidence suggests that
multifocal cancers are associated with reduced disease-free survival compared with
unifocal tumours[2]. Moreover, treatments offered for multifocal breast cancer vary
widely, with some women undergoing multiple breast conserving procedures, and

others mastectomy, with no clear treatment guidelines[3].

Definitions of multifocal and multicentric disease have varied historically. Multifocal
cancers have been defined as two or more distinct invasive breast carcinomas within
the same breast quadrant, whereas multicentric disease has been defined as separate
tumours in different breast quadrants . However, several studies have demonstrated
that in both cases, tumours are predominantly of independent clonal origin i.e. are
independent tumours arising in the same breast[4,5]. Therefore, for the purposes of
this study we have considered multifocal and multicentric tumours together, defining

them as clearly separated tumours without any intervening in situ or invasive disease.

BRCA1 and BRCA2 are tumour suppressor genes located on chromosomes 17 and
13 respectively. They encode proteins involved in the cellular DNA damage response
pathway, particularly DNA double strand break repair[6]. Germline mutations in these
genes predispose female carriers to a significantly increased risk of breast and ovarian
cancer, with up to 80% lifetime risk of breast cancer. Given this elevated breast cancer
risk, we hypothesised that these women may be more likely than non-mutation carriers
to develop multifocal disease. Surprisingly, despite biological plausibility for the
existence of an association between BRCA1/2 mutations and multifocal tumours, at
time of writing, there were no studies investigating this. Therefore, this study aimed to
investigate the prevalence of multifocal breast cancer in a group of BRCA1/2 mutation
carriers, with exploration of the clinicopathological characteristics of all tumours

occurring in this group.

Materials and methods
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Data from 252 women with an known pathogenic germline BRCA1/2 mutation
diagnosed with breast cancer (1994-2017) were retrospectively extracted from a
database containing all known female BRCA1/2 mutation carriers in Northern Ireland
(Figure 1). Information about histological tumour type and focality (unifocal or
multifocal) was extracted from pathology records for 211 women, with 41 patients
excluded due to missing focality information (n=30), or because of a diagnosis of DCIS
without invasion (n=11). Additional clinicopathological data was collected, including
age at initial cancer diagnosis, tumour grade and size, hormone receptor status, HER2
status, nodal involvement, presence/absence of other primary cancer. Data was
entered into Microsoft Excel® for stratification and calculation of prevalence. 23
randomly selected cases (10%) underwent review of the original diagnostic slides by

an independent pathologist for validation of multifocality reporting.

Data were analysed using SPSS®. Heterogeneity of clinicopathological
characteristics between those diagnosed with unifocal disease and those diagnosed
with multifocal disease were compared using 2. Mean age and tumour size between
groups was compared using t-test. Binary logistic regression was performed to
calculate the unadjusted odds ratio (OR) of developing multifocal disease in patients
with BRCAZ2-associated breast cancer versus those with BRCA7-associated breast
cancer. Thereafter, adjusted OR was calculated using a manually controlled backward
stepwise elimination approach([7]. Potentially confounding variables with a biological
association to breast cancer were entered into the regression model and sequentially
removed until only those with statistical significance remained. A p value of <0.05
indicates significance at the 95% confidence interval throughout. Institutional approval
was granted by the Belfast Health and Social Care Trust (Ref: 5805).

Results

90 (42.7%) women had a BRCA1 mutation and 121 (57.3%) a BRCA2 mutation. Mean
age at diagnosis was 45 years (range: 25-77 years) with a lower mean age at
diagnosis for multifocal tumours compared with unifocal tumours (43 vs. 46 years)
(p=0.109). Mean tumour size was 24mm (range: 2-150mm) with no significant

difference in mean size between the largest multifocal tumour foci and unifocal
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tumours (24.8mm vs. 23.2mm) (p=0.587). There were 52 diagnoses of multifocal
disease and 159 diagnoses of unifocal disease. Prevalence of multifocal disease was
13.3% in BRCA1 mutation carriers and 33.1% in BRCAZ2 mutation carriers. Therefore,
prevalence of multifocal disease in BRCAZ2 carriers was 2.5-fold greater than BRCA1
carriers (p=0.001). Clinicopathological findings are documented in Table 1. The
majority of multifocal and unifocal tumours were invasive ductal carcinomas (86.5%
and 96.2% respectively), grade Il (73.6% and 63.5% respectively), and HER2-
negative (75.0% and 73.6% respectively). Additionally, BRCA1/2 carriers with
multifocal disease were more likely to be oestrogen receptor positive than negative
(75.0% vs. 45.9%) (p=0.001).

Of the 52 women diagnosed with multifocal disease, 23.1% (n=12) had a BRCA1
mutation and 76.9% (n=40) a BRCA2 mutation. 50% (n=6) women with a BRCA1
mutation were oestrogen receptor positive whilst 82.5% (n=33) women with a BRCA2
mutation were oestrogen receptor positive (p=0.039). See Supplementary Table.
Unadjusted odds of breast cancer being multifocal in BRCAZ2 mutation carriers were
3.2 times greater than in BRCA1 mutation carriers (Cl:1.57-6.57, p=0.001). Age was
found to be a significant confounding factor in logistic regression (CI:0.22—-0.85,
p=0.015). Therefore, after adjusting for age, odds of a BRCAZ2 mutation carrier
developing breast cancer were 3.7-fold greater than in BRCA1 mutation carriers
(Cl:1.77-7.78, p=0.001). Oestrogen receptor and HER2 status had no significant
effect on the association between BRCA subtype and multifocality (Table 2).

Discussion

A systematic review of multifocal breast cancer conducted by Vera-Badillo et al
included twenty-two studies encompassing 67,557 women. This study calculated a
prevalence of 9.5% amongst women with sporadic breast cancer (BRCA status
unknown)[1]. In contrast, prevalence of multifocality this cohort of 211 BRCA1/2

mutation carriers was 24.6%, more than double that reported by Vera-Badillo et al.

Our study found that prevalence of multifocality in BRCA2 mutation carriers was
double that of BRCA1 mutation carriers — a finding mirrored in a small-scale study by
Bergthorsson et al[8]. The odds of a woman who has developed breast cancer,
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exhibiting multifocal disease, are over three times greater if she has a BRCAZ2 mutation
compared to a BRCA1 mutation. This rises to an almost four-fold increase in odds of
a BRCAZ carrier developing multifocal disease once the effect of age at diagnosis is

taken into account.

Women diagnosed with multifocal breast cancer were proportionately more likely to
be oestrogen receptor positive, had a lower prevalence of triple receptor negativity,
and were more likely to be aged less than 40 years at initial diagnosis. These findings
are in keeping with numerous studies documenting significantly higher rates of
oestrogen receptor positivity amongst BRCAZ2 carriers compared with BRCA1
mutation carriers. Therefore, it is unlikely that oestrogen signalling itself drives
multifocal disease[9,10]. Indeed, the large-scale meta-analysis described earlier found
no association between ER status and sporadic multifocal breast cancer, suggesting
that ER does not play a role in the specific development of multifocal disease[1].
Precisely why BRCAZ2 carriers are more likely to develop multifocal disease than
BRCA1 carriers is unclear. Recent evidence suggests that BRCA7-related breast
cancer is driven by aberrant RANK/RANKL signalling in BRCA1 heterozygous luminal
progenitor cells, coupled with increased DNA damage/defective DNA repair in these
cells, resulting in development of basal breast cancers[11]. In contrast, this has not
been reported in BRCAZ2 carriers, who predominately develop luminal breast cancer.
Additionally, BRCAZ2's predominant reported function is its direct role in homologous
recombination-mediated double strand break repair[12]. Clearly, a better
understanding of molecular and genetic processes resulting in the development of
basal and luminal breast cancers at the single cell level is required. Moreover, given
the apparent predominant development of synchronous but distinct cancers in BRCA2
mutation carriers, the contribution of genomic instability at a single cell level also needs
to be investigated. Finally, given recent data demonstrating activation of cell intrinsic
innate immune responses to the loss of BRCA1/2, the role of early immunoediting in
control of tumours in BRCA1 versus BRCAZ2 carriers needs to be investigated[13].

The association between younger age at diagnosis and increased likelihood of a
tumour exhibiting multifocality may be partly explained by enhanced breast screening
uptake amongst women with BRCA mutations. This leads to a greater proportion of
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tumours, including those exhibiting multifocality, being diagnosed earlier, possibly
confounding the association between age of diagnosis and multifocality[14,15].

The primary strength of this study is data completeness, and independent pathological
validation of histopathology reports. Data for all 211 women is complete, with regard
to tumour focality, BRCA mutation type, age at diagnosis, and tumour type.
Furthermore, information about tumour grade, oestrogen receptor status, lymph node
involvement, and presence or absence of other primary tumours are all in excess of
96% complete. The considerable quantity of missing HER2 status data reflects the
fact HER-2 testing was not routinely carried out at time of diagnosis for many of these

women[16].

In conclusion, we report a higher than anticipated prevalence of multifocality amongst
a group of 211 female BRCA1/2 mutation carriers diagnosed with breast cancer.
Findings suggest multifocality is more common in BRCAZ2-associated breast cancer.
Those with multifocal disease were more likely to be younger at diagnosis, and to be
oestrogen receptor positive than those with unifocal disease. Further prospective
studies are required for confirmatory purposes, and to establish the underlying
mechanistic basis for these findings.
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Table and Figure Legends

Table 1: Clinical and pathological characteristics of BRCA1/2 mutation carrier
patients diagnosed with breast cancers between 1994-2017. *Pearson’s x2 where

p<0.05 indicates significance.

Table 2: Odds of cancer being multifocal in patients with BRCAZ2 vs. BRCA1
mutation where a = unadjusted odds ratio, b = odds ratio adjusted for age (>40 years
vs. <40 years), and c = effect of being >40 years adjusted for effect of being BRCA2

mutation carrier
Supplementary table: Oestrogen receptor status of a cohort of female BRCA1/2
mutation carriers diagnosed with multifocal breast cancer between 1994-2017.

**Pearson’s y? where p<0.05 indicates significance

Figure 1: participant flow diagram showing inclusions/exclusions
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Table 1: Clinical and pathological characteristics of BRCA1/2 mutation carriers

Clinical and pathological Multifocality Unifocality p-value
features of breast cancers N (%) N (%) (*)
BRCA BRCA1 12 (13.3) 78 (86.7)
mutation BRCA2 40 (33.1) 81 (66.9) 0.001
Age at first <40 years 23(32.9) 47 (67.1)
diagnosis >40 years 29 (20.6) 112 (79.4) 0.039
Invasive 45 (22.7) 153 (77.3)
ductal
Tumour
Invasive 6 (66.7) 3(33.3)
subtype
lobular 0.011
Other 1(25.0) 3(75.0)
I 3(42.9) 4 (57.1)
I 15 (30.0) 35 (70.0)
Tumour grade
1 33(22.0) 117 (78.0)
0.460
Unknown 1(25.0) 3(75.0)
Positive 39 (34.8) 73 (65.2)
Oestrogen _
Negative 12 (12.9) 81 (87.1)
receptor 0.001
Unknown 1(16.7) 5(83.3)
Positive 3(27.3) 8(72.7)
HER2 status Negative 39 (25.0) 117 (75.0) 0.933
Unknown 10 (22.7) 34 (77.3) '
_ Yes 7 (12.5) 49 (87.5)
Triple
o No 30 (36.1) 53 (63.9)
negativity 0.004
Unknown 15 (20.8) 57 (79.2)
Yes 26 (33.3) 52 (66.7)
Lymph node
_ No 25 (20.0) 100 (80.0)
involvement 0.072
Unknown 1(12.5) 7 (87.5)
Presence of Yes 9(23.7) 29 (76.3)
other primary No 42 (25.0) 126 (75.0) 0.957
cancer Unknown 1 (20.0) 4(80.0) '
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Table 2: Odds of cancer being multifocal in patients with BRCAZ2 vs. BRCA1
mutation

Variable Odds ratio (95% CI) p-value
BRCA status? 3.21 (1.57-6.57) 0.001
BRCA status® 3.71 (1.77-7.78) 0.001

Age° 0.43 (0.22-0.85) 0.015
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Supplementary table: Oestrogen receptor status of a cohort of female BRCA1/2

mutation carriers

Women with pathologically BRCA1 BRCA2 p-value
confirmed multifocal breast mutation N mutation (*)
cancer (%) N (%)
Oestrogen Positive 6 (15.4) 33 (84.6)
receptor Negative 6 (50.0) 6 (50.0) 0.039
status Missing 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0)
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Figure 1: details of patient ascertainment

BRCA register used to identify patients with
a diagnosis of breast cancer between 1994
and 2017

Pathology reports (electronic and paper)
used to gather diagnostic data (N=252)

Excluded

Missing focality data
(N=30)

Non-invasive DCIS
(N=11)

Additional clinical and pathological data
collected for remaining BRCA patients
(N=211)

Patients divided into BRCA1 and BRCA2
subtypes for statistical analysis

BRCA1 BRCA2
mutation mutation
patients patients
(N=90) (N=121)

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/19006478
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/19006478; this version posted September 13, 2019. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

References:

1. Vera-Badillo FE, Napoleone M, Ocana A, et al. Effect of multifocality and
multicentricity on outcome in early stage breast cancer: a systematic review and
meta-analysis. Breast cancer research and treatment 2014; 146: 235-244.

2. Fushimi A, Yoshida A, Yagata H, et al. Prognostic impact of multifocal and multicentric
breast cancer versus unifocal breast cancer. Surg Today 2019; 49: 224-230.
3. Neri A, Marrelli D, Megha T, et al. "Clinical significance of multifocal and multicentric

breast cancers and choice of surgical treatment: a retrospective study on a series of
1158 cases". BMC Surg 2015; 15: 1.

4, Kim H, Kim CY, Park KH, et al. Clonality analysis of multifocal ipsilateral breast
carcinomas using X-chromosome inactivation patterns. Hum Pathol 2018; 78: 106-
114.

5. Noguchi S, Aihara T, Koyama H, et al. Discrimination between multicentric and

multifocal carcinomas of the breast through clonal analysis. Cancer 1994; 74: 872-877.
6. Venkitaraman AR. Functions of BRCA1 and BRCA2 in the biological response to DNA
damage. J Cell Sci 2001; 114: 3591-3598.

7. Bursac Z, Gauss CH, Williams DK, et al. Purposeful selection of variables in logistic
regression. Source Code Biol Med 2008; 3: 17.
8. Bergthorsson JT, Ejlertsen B, Olsen JH, et al. BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutation status and

cancer family history of Danish women affected with multifocal or bilateral breast
cancer at a young age. Journal of medical genetics 2001; 38: 361-368.

9. Foulkes WD, Metcalfe K, Sun P, et al. Estrogen receptor status in BRCA1- and BRCA2-
related breast cancer: the influence of age, grade, and histological type. Clinical cancer
research : an official journal of the American Association for Cancer Research 2004;
10: 2029-2034.

10. Wang L, Di LJ. BRCA1 and estrogen/estrogen receptor in breast cancer: where they
interact? Int J Biol Sci 2014; 10: 566-575.

11. Nolan E, Vaillant F, Branstetter D, et al. RANK ligand as a potential target for breast
cancer prevention in BRCA1l-mutation carriers. Nat Med 2016; 22: 933-939.

12. Orr KS, Savage KI. The BRCA1 and BRCA2 Breast and Ovarian Cancer Susceptibility
Genes — Implications for DNA Damage Response, DNA Repair and Cancer Therapy. In.
(ed)™(eds). InTech, 2015.

13. Parkes EE, Walker SM, Taggart LE, et al. Activation of STING-Dependent Innate
Immune Signaling By S-Phase-Specific DNA Damage in Breast Cancer. Journal of the
National Cancer Institute 2017; 109.

14. Paluch-Shimon S, Cardoso F, Sessa C, et al. Prevention and screening in BRCA mutation
carriers and other breast/ovarian hereditary cancer syndromes: ESMO Clinical
Practice Guidelines for cancer prevention and screening. Annals of oncology : official
journal of the European Society for Medical Oncology / ESMO 2016; 27: v103-v110.

15. Andersson TM, Rutherford MJ, Humphreys K. Assessment of lead-time bias in
estimates of relative survival for breast cancer. Cancer Epidemiol 2017; 46: 50-56.

16. Dowsett M, Hanby AM, Laing R, et al. HER2 testing in the UK: consensus from a
national consultation. J Clin Pathol 2007; 60: 685-689.

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/19006478
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

