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[ E] BB BRI LE 2 (superoxide dismutase 2,S0D2 )rs4880 FI7+ Bt H Ak S LB P1 (glutathione S-transferase
Pi, GSTP1)rs1695 JEH (v s BRIZ TR Z M 5 B 0w A AEMOC R . iR S BRAALURRIZ DU 395 63T & 5 S A 1E
PRI, 505 20 NTEASAEAE AR )2 A DG I 465 1 1 F NTHEAE A Xt BEZH , 1 ] Tagman S22 5 1 PCR H A I R A
Logistic AR AR 55 5 R A 55 A PR B S5 1 XU LY (odds ratio, OR) S H 95 % Al (X [8] (95%CI) . 458 : 5 SOD2 rs4880
TTHEPRRY LA, #5747 rs4880 TC FE R 7Y | CC FE IR TC/CC 3k PRI (¥ A4 2 A B 303 1) JRUBR: 23 3 T 15 15.1% .96.6% 11 18.7% ,
{H 22 G 2F 7 X (OR=1.15,95%CI:0.84~1.57, P=0.378 ; 0R=1.97,95%CI : 0.64~6.09, P=0.231; OR=1.19,95%CI: 0.87~1.61,
P=0.271) ; 5 GSTP1 1s1695 AA JEK AU EL , #EA1T 151695 AG GG M AG/GG & PR 1 fiby > A7 BBy #5709 1 XURG: JC I B A8 Ak (P >
0.05) , T 7 55 2455 5 306 56 R 10 Meta /3 BT HARIR rs1695 38t L 745 53 5 5 3006 1 & 2B TG AR DG . 4518 : SOD2 rs4880 A1l
GSTP1 rs1695 3 Z 25 E nT AR5 S0 & A oK.
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SOD2 and GSTP1 polymorphisms in the genetic susceptibility to cervical cancer
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[Abstract] Objective: This study aims to investigate the relationship between gene polymorphisms of superoxide dismutase 2
(SOD2)1s4880, glutathione S-transferase Pi (GSTP1)rs1695 and risk of cervical cancer. Methods: A case-control study was carried
out including 395 patients with cervical cancer and 465 case-free controls during the same period. SOD2 rs4880 and GSTP1 rs1695
polymorphisms were examined by TagMan-Probe assay method. Logistic regression model was used to calculate the odds ratio (OR )and
95% confidence interval (95% CI) between population with different genotypes. Results: When compared with SOD2 1s4880 TT
genotype, the rs4880 TC, CC, and TC/CC genotypes might increase cervical cancer risk by 15.1%,96.6% and 18.7% , respectively , but
the differences were not statistically significant(OR=1.15,95%CI:0.84~1.57,P=0.378;0R = 1.97,95% CI:0.64~6.09, P=0.231;0R=
1.19,95%Cl:0.87~1.61, P=0.271) ; Compared with the GSTP1 rs1695 AA genotype, individuals with rs1695 AG, GG and AG/GG
genotypes showed no significant changes in the risk of cervical cancer (P > 0.05). Further meta-analysis on the relationship between
the polymorphism of GSTP1 rs1695 and cervical cancer also suggested that there was no significant correlation between the genetic
variation of 1s1695 and the occurrence of cervical cancer. Conclusion: The polymorphisms of SOD2 rs4880 and GSTP1 rs1695 may
not be related to the risk of cervical cancer.
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B U e R WD 2 — KRR
F ] L e S e v s 2 246 AR T RL R .
FHEE NG, BAE YA 50 1 2 A0 10 B U B K
TR, o5 AT TR AE B A 0 Y 5% , e 809% LA L
R 9 A R AE R P E K TR E AR 29
TR R 1007, 293 7 NFE T B S, B
H 2 35 00 i) 2 9 & R0 E 32 7 o £ K Lo i) 4
o PR, B S e PR 2 e R e ML 8 BIF 5 20 AN

HETA S, e i 8L Sk R 98 9% B (high risk
human papillomavirus , HR-HPV ) & 4% 2 5 205 )
() FEEL PR At — L E LN 3R, st A% Sy Sl TR
Z 5 1B SRR R R B B0 1 &
PRI R R s A4 R 3R S [ E 2821

i A 1k Wy Ak B (superoxide dismutase 2,
SOD2) 4 e H K S 5% # il Pi (glutathione S-transfer-
ase Pi, GSTP1) J& i 15 {if 7 %4 (reactive oxygen spe-
cies, ROS) R P FE EE[EZE . ROS 4niB A k) A
BEAER AL B e S T RES S HPV SR A E 85
S A M 3G B R 28 M SO I R R, H
R X SOD2 A1 GSTP1 % DA j88 1% 748 57 5 5 S50 )y Je&
PE R AIE 5T D, R SO T DU A RE T R SOD2
rs4880 1 GSTP1 rs1695 2 25 5 5 JU e Az AU
ZIHHR AR

1 X&FFAE

1.1 %

A ()0} REAH 5245 B AR R K 2 BR 2 B AR R 2
st B 2 S R . I 2H 2 2009 4F
1 H—20164F 12 H 7E 7R F K27 E h K B Bt L p
T e B B ST %) 395 19113 e St ;B o s 18]
20 AT B HEBRARE « TC 36 5% ¢ 2 VT 90 H X U
T, 2 H U B2 012 B0, REAE JC % M i g
g S HL A MR TR A s o % REZE 465 5], A3k
S AHEBRBRAE < AH I B= B 30 o RAAC A 1) fdt e AT
B A T Iy o st B A 9 2 i s o R 4R 9 461 7
X FNAES (£5 %) FEATIECVC L o % 90 2H 9 i 5
FHAT IV ST A, A N SRR AR
AL HE B AL S AREL 3~5 mL B S5
FHbK I
12 Fi&

1.2.1 %R AZEPCR

fiff A - 7 e A2 DNA L 75% ZBEDLTE , 15

FI DNA 28 TE 1%t 5 A —80 CLR-AT o 5# Al Taq-

Man #R £ 52 [ ABL =98 w33t A . SOD2
rs4880 i 51 ¥ M 5" -TCGGGGAGGCTGTGCTTCT -3
( i) #1015 -CGGGCTGTGCTTTCTCGTCTT-3" (R
%) ; GSTP1 rs1695 5[4l 5'- ACCCCAGGGCTC-
TATGGGAA-3' (_L-{i# ) #15' - TGAGGGCACAAGAA-
GCCCCT-3" (R ) -

K% AE ABI PRISM 7900HT #5% 5 5 & PCRAY
AT REAS S AU AL, I ST BT IR B AR
% N 5.00 pl, 145 TagMan Universal PCR Master
Mix (2x)2.50 wL, 20xworking stock of SNP Genotyp-
ing Assay 0.25 pL, DNAFEA 0.60 L, JoA%EEAZE K
1.65 pL. PCRAGHEAMF 195 CHIAME 10 min; SR T4
92 CAEM 15 .60 CiB K K AL 1 min, 240 41
o & Z VRO SR 58 R 430 FH FAM
FIVICHE ML, M5 P A4l AF i, PCR Y
T RERANCREAG TN 2% 07 ) — P, FEA 242 & F
D BEAG I 5] FAM I VIC 2656
1.2.2  Meta 5 #77 i%

iz Jf] PubMed il Embase £ 2 , K6 R AT & 3
1 C T GSTP1 151695 Z2 745 1k 5 i 96 iy I8 1 e S
SCHK , K B TR 4 “GSTPL ™ “rs1695” “polymo-
phism” 1 “cervical cancer” , LR S 2019 4E 1 A
15 H o SCHRABE B BRIE Ry < 7 20095 04995 151 %) REBAF
G5 SCHRER I o 8, SR AL 5 6 G Y AT B w171
UGS FEASS T A P 38 | RE AR HRUHE R B8 , O HL %
BERETT B LB L (odds ratios, OR) [ AH A ; X A6
F A B SCER AT B PN, RHRAE (5 EOR A DL KR
PEFEIRASTELN ) SR T LASIRR
1.3 “%itFuiE

KGN ] SAS v.9.4 KM STREA (6
55 e BUE R A f AR S5 1 25 57 R 38 L 340
FAF AN IR A RS SR o A 25 5 R RN
R MZHE Logistic 81155 Hr 18 OR i X H: 95%
T {Z X [6] (confidence intervals, CT) PATPAR & 25195 19
FHXTFERBE o Meta 20T I EHE 57 A B 43 B fifi H Sta-
ta 10.0 FAFHEAT , Q K 50 b B & I 5T 22 (8] 19 5 I
P BT B G TR e S B RS 5, P < 0.05 S 22
SHEAGEE L,

2 # R

2.1 JRBIE LG R 6 — AR LR

IR 1PN 0 2H R IR A AR /N T R
2 (P=0.001) , 9 1| 2 ;= Uk =2 K 19 L 461 22 F %o B A
(P <0.001), 22 5 A G225 5 a2 5 0 JRZ Y
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AR 2RI LR, 22 5 AT HF R X (P=0.145 .P=
0.647) . SR BN R - H AR - 1 1280 44,
1115399 51, 453 14491, IV 183 2 451 .
2.2 SOD2 rs4880 % GSTP1 1s1695 % &tk & 20 J&
NN TLEEA

W2 2 7R, SOD2 rs4880 2 254V 5 TT . TC Hl
CC {1 JE R U E S 91 20 A1 %) B 21 Fp A 45 2% 49 53] 2
72.4% .25.6% .2.0%H 75.7% .23.2% . 1.1% ; % B 41
A9 2 K B £ 5 Hardy - Weinberg “F-fiif (y’=1.083, P=
0.298) . 5 SOD2 rs4880 4= A4l 4 F TT F K Aty
B8 5 TC R PIRIAMA K A= By St KU 455 15%
ZRIG it 2 L (0OR=1.15,95%CI1:0.84~1.57) ;
AT R AL A5 CCAMA R AR Y 3008 1) RS 3 i 24
97%(0OR=1.97,95%CI :0.64~6.09) ; #77 TC/CC F K
R A 20 i AU 85 19% , 22 R RG22
X (OR=1.19,95%CI:0.87~1.61; C Z& i KK vs. T 5

K1 SHEFHIFIXTBH—RIER

Table 1 Basic characteristics of cervical cancer cases and

controls
- wplal gl
i (1=395)  (n=t6s) M
AEI (Y % £ 5) 45.12 +£9.87 46.12+9.68 0.145
VIR FAERS (% ,x £5) 23.28 +3.54 2423 +2.00 0.001
7R [ (%) ] <0.001
0~1 191(48.4) 317(68.2)
=2 204(51.6)  148(31.8)
%2 [n(%) ] 0.647
= 149(37.7)  169(36.3)
s 246(62.3)  296(63.7)

M . OR=1.20,95%C1:0.91~1.58) ,
GSTP1 rs1695 Z54 55 AA . AG F1 GG frJE K AY
TE I 151 ZH R B2 rp 4 4 43 5 e 62.0% . 33.7%

%2 SOD2 rs4880 #1 GSTP1 rs1695 EE £ A 5 EHES BN X R
Table 2 Relationship between SOD2 rs4880 and GSTP1 rs1695 polymorphisms and cervical cancer risk

e . I 12 (n=395) X R (n=465) I 1912 vs Xof M ZH
- [n(%)] [n(%)] PAE P8 OR(95%CI)*

SOD2 rs4880 TT 286(72.4) 352(75.7) 1
TC 101(25.6) 108(23.2) 0.378 1.15(0.84~1.57)
cC 8(2.0) 5(1.1) 0.231 1.97(0.64~6.09)
TC/CC 109(27.6) 113(24.3) 0.271 1.19(0.87~1.61)

T2 673(85.2) 812(87.3) 1
C a7 117(14.8) 118(12.7) 0.202 1.20(0.91~1.58)

GSTPI 151695 AA 245(62.0) 301(64.7) 1
AG 133(33.7) 143(30.8) 0.368 1.14(0.86~1.53)
GG 17(4.3) 21(4.5) 0.987 1.00(0.51~1.93)
AG/GG 150(78.0) 164(35.3) 0.411 1.12(0.85~1.48)

A ST 623(78.9) 745(80.1) 1
G554 167(21.1) 185(19.9) 0.523 1.08(0.85~1.37)

a: PR AR IR ALE RS IR

4.3%F164.7% .30.8% . 4.5% ; Xof H& 21 (%) B R AU 45 4
Hardy-Weinberg - (y’=0.572,P=0.449) . 5 GSTP1
rs1695A A FE KR AMA LEHL , 151695 AG GG S AG/
GG HEPR R AN o A B 30008 () KU, 22 53 048 12
2 Y (AG vs. AA:OR=1.14,95%CI: 0.86~1.53; GG vs.
AA:OR=1.00,95%CI:0.51~1.93;AG/GG vs. AA:OR=
1.12,95%C1:0.85~1.48 ; G 557 FL K vs. A S5 LA .
OR=1.08,95%CI:0.85~1.37) .

i — 25 X AN BE R AL B AR IR (<25 % il
>25% ), PR (< 2M=2R) U2 VISR
BIZH PG R A3 IR T 53 2, 45 R LR R

FHSOD2 rs4880 2 GSTP1 rs1695 £ 254 &5 5 5 5iJsa
RAEAFTEI W A M (P > 0.05)
2.3 GSTP1 rs1695 % &M 5 & 5 9% B R 89 Meta
S
H BT ¢ T GSTP1 rs1695 22 25k 5 5 Hi9s &
KR WIS AN — 2, 1 — 20 3 491 % R A 5
[ Meta 73BT Al 12 22 A A5 5 B SR G R .
BN 6 5T RGBT KB, bR T
PHIGLAE 5T At A B 5 v %) %) HE 2 356 PR 7 4y
1445 G Hardy-Weinberg i i . A 0F9E B9 FEAR
SR 3, WF9E R GSTPI rs1695 16718 S 54

2y
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R J A B 20 1 XU TG B S AR 26 M, GG ws. AA:
OR=0.96, 95% CI: 0.67~1.36; AG vs. AA: OR=0.99,
95%C1:0.84~1.16; &t P BL R (AG/GG vs. AA) : OR=
0.98,95%CI: 0.84~1.15; B M Y (GG vs. AA/AG) :
OR=0.99,95%CI:0.70~1.40; G 253 3L [H vs. A Z5{07 Jit
: OR=0.99,95%CI: 0.87~1.12, #— 4%t A [a] Fh
TRAIRIFFEHEA T T 40 534 , 76 BN A HE DI AT

o YK % B0 GSTPI 11695 1814 45 53 557 25988 X%
HXEZR(P>005,%4),
3 3 i

SOD2 J& 2 i AR N —Fb 32 22 1R E AL W g , e
1k R E R B 3 i AR S (HL0,) o
W s, B B 4 21 SOD2 A ) mRNA 35

R3 WA GSTP1 151695 ZASHER) meta ST KK EARE 2
Table 3 Main characterics of GSTP1 rs1695 studies included in the meta-analysis

e MR eI () X AL (f5]) P-HWE
SCRORIR ARGy R ORNR PRTE () () AA  AG GG AA  AG GG (R4

Jee' 2002 WM SNaPShot 342 707 220 108 14 472 207 28 0.185
Sobti "' 2006  EJRE Nl PCR-RFLP 103 103 31 68 4 32 68 3 0.240
Kiran'"’' 2010 +HI: KM PCR-RFLP 46 50 27 15 4 22 26 2 0.092
Palma'" 2010  E A BRI PCR-RFLP 81 111 40 35 6 55 53 3 <0.001
Phuthong'™’ 2018 HZA W PCR-RFLP 198 198 112 71 15 90 85 23 0.331
AT 2019 W TagMan 395 465 245 133 17 301 143 21 0.449

PCR: SRS s RFLP : FRIGIE B B 2 251

*4 GSTP1rs1695 B3NS BRI H Meta 5 H745 R

Table 4 Results of meta-analysis for GSTP1 rs1695 polymorphism and cervical cancer risk

Bt I GG vs. AA AG 15 AA AR R AR G & fius. A S
L H (i) ()  OR(95%CI)  P*  OR(95%CI)  P*  OR(95%CI) P OR(95%CI) P OR(95%CI) P
W 3

230 264 1.91(0.78~4.73) 0.802 0.84(0.58~1.22
W 3 935 1370 0.84(0.58~1.24)
A 6 1165 1634 0.96(0.67~1.36) 0.357 0.99(0.84~1.16

) 0313 0.90(0.62~1.29) 0.020 2.10(0.87~5.09) 0.768 1.02(0.78~1.33) 0.045
1.289 1.99(0.74~1.32) 0.090 0.96(0.70~1.31) 0.046 0.86(0.58~1.26)
) 0.156 0.98(0.84~1.15) 0.147 0.99(0.70~1.40) 0.414 0.99(0.87~1.12) 0.203

0.536 0.95(0.73~1.24) 0.043

a: 18 1 QKI5 AL TE BT ) S BT PEREA T AR 06, NS etk P=0.1, e (o s ORI , 75 WU R LAk W AR

TKAFAEy 81 B PR AR K IE B 0L i 2 4 I S
%, T REPR S A L 8 T 3850y g 1) A5 i
Hh,SOD2 F&ik 5 vl B AR 41 L N ROS K-, fi 40
L 334 B A G ) A 5 e 3 8 kAR U 3K T RE 2
SOD2 A7 Mivied & A= 1) o5 — 43 F-HILil

H A W5 06 T S0D2 Z A1 5 5 8 6 &
HIATFT , Watcharee 25535 T SOD2 P37 £ Val-
9Ala 1 Tle58Thr J [H 2 A5 1 5 By 89 1 L &R, 45 %
KRB 2 (8]0 S 5 J5 22 Tong 55 RF 5T 0 A
99 {31 B 25 J 1911 A1 363 X} IR, &% B SOD2 rs4880 it
78 S 5 8 SR ) e A R TG B S A S o AR 5T
2t B 5 Tong 257 Y AF 57 — 2L, 5 #E4H7 SOD2 154880
TT 3 R 4, rs4880 TC FE A Y CC JE R AUFI TC/
CC FE PRI 2 A 8 2500 18 LSS 3 30l R 24 15%
97% M 19% , H 22 55 T4t it % & X, $& 78 SOD2
rs4880 v it 15748 S 5 A B SRR 1 & AE T BE TG A
AHICE R REAE B9 4 /s ) B 2 21 b SOD2

mRNA FR K FEAIG, 7T B8 3 B0 S 0 & A, A
5% 7R SOD2 rs4880 2 A8 M nl fig 5 '8y S & A4 TG
X, ATREJFE A : OmRNA B335 KT 14 1T fE 32 5|
SR L2 E R R AL 38 57 B 2 R H A R &R 1 R
i), 4 s 2 S PR (DR R B Ah AR R SR R 5 5
QZABFFAIRTT SOD2 Ji7 8l F- X 35k rs4880 13 15 5 8
B I G FR % X BAT R AR AR LA 52 I mRNA R34
(1) Z2 AR 55, AT T B 50— 25 (A5 LA A ff ik
TRAE R T RENT A o

GSTP1 2 EA7 11 AR [ T RVE FH A4 IOk H ik
S-EER BRI NI Z — , BRI A e H AR 51097 24
Y BURY AT R s — RIS G B
ARG A AR L HE T A B AR T EE .
HPV YL B i & A i E BN R 5 Bos,
A PN GSTP1 1] 38 3k 1F 5 350 it 336 14 REL L 4 248 o 1)
DNA & A 278, B 1 HPV Fl 45 32 40 24 4 | %) e 40
FE & A BATRIE Y s [, GSTPL WL m] RAXT 52



405534 T PN HiL Tk 45,55 SOD2HIGSTP1 SEH 228 5 8 s Zy B S & (1.

202043 H

B ERR AR (HARBR2ERR) , 2020,40(3) :385-389,408 -+ 389 -

1t DNA BB 5 7 R AR VR, BELLE 5 35008 1) e A=

R
Xt F GSTP1 151695 Z 2514 , BEA: Palma %'

I GSTP1 AA PRI RYH 0 38 ey 35 L Bz ;N A8

B & A2 XU 5 FLJS Sobti 46 iF 58 $78 GSTP1 35t %

70 S LA 1G0T W L 1 e e XU o 3

1 Phuthong 55" WFFE e B T H A< 198 11 5 Stk 4

JfL g F 198 5% FRAN A, 45 2R 7R 5 GSTP1 151695

AAFER AR L, MR GG+AG L [H T GE AR

B SRR I A AU 5 5 A S BRI L, G A SR A

AT DABEAR 24 319% 1) B 25000 e HE RS o iy HE At — 2

WG (LG FRATAOAEIE) WIBEA e B Fb 22 51,

A3 BT BRI 7Y 245 5 25 5 1 mT e B R Ok : OAS [R5

FEA B R/INR 22 50 RE S S EF RS R AR ;@

WK A AN A E K, AS [R5 D 25 0T e S B0 ]

AR R BUE YN 2 5 . £ T2

XF GSTP1 11695 22 A5V 5 B 29 KU 1) i 52 45 2R

FEA—2, AT T Meta 53 B LAFE A1 A0 14 P23

TRPEANT 2 2 PR E B R |, Meta 731147

GSTP1 rs1695 3/ s a5t 1% 4% S 5 IMA ey s 1) & A )

RETCHT ARG, ST 0T s R —2,

T BLAE L RR | AN ) BB SRAT A A — e AN

& BT TR S B = HPV A DG R B |, R R

FEIG PR IF AR F HX 8 B AR 1T HPV K, B

HPV A6 A 75 30k 17 FH AR AN 25 90 B2 Bt 3k I 9 ) T2 4

JURME 5 5 Ah BRI R (W B i) 4t

SRR (B TOROUFIBASE ) FIRE 2 1555 5 E 5

St AR AR DG (B A S Bl D AH DG IR S B0k
25 LT R, AW 5T & BE SOD2 14880 FI GSTP1

rs1695 B K AR S 0] i 58 S 1 R A TG i —2

Y SRR 28 S A Bt e S 173X — 4518 . 75 295

B, B A T CA SCHER, S I REAS AT i 2

AH G SR A A AT e R, A R Es e AT R ik — 20T

FTESL
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