
Kumar et al., Hereditary Genetics 2012, 1:2 
DOI: 10.4172/2161-1041.1000104

Research Article Open Access

Volume 1 • Issue 2 • 1000104
Hereditary Genetics
ISSN:2161-1041 HCR an open access journal 

Metformin- A Promising Agent for Chemoprevention in BRCA1 Carriers
*Nagi B. Kumar1,7, Susan T. Vadaparampil2,7, Nupam Mahajan3,7, Howard S. Lilienfeld5,7, Ji-Hyun Lee1,5, Christine Laronga5,7, Ardeshir
Hakam6,7, John J. Hein1,7, Kathleen M Egan1,7, Banu Arun8 and Tuya Pal4,7

1Departments of Cancer Epidemiology The University of Texas MD Anderson Cancer Center, Houston, Texas
2Health Outcomes and Behavior, The University of Texas MD Anderson Cancer Center, Houston, Texas
3Molecular Biology, The University of Texas MD Anderson Cancer Center, Houston, Texas
4Genetics, The University of Texas MD Anderson Cancer Center, Houston, Texas
5Breast Cancer, The University of Texas MD Anderson Cancer Center, Houston, Texas
6Pathology, at the H. Lee Moffitt Cancer Center & Research Institute
7Oncological Sciences University of South Florida College of Medicine, Tampa Florida
8Breast Medical Oncology and Clinical Cancer Prevention, and Co-Director of Clinical Cancer Genetics, The University of Texas MD Anderson Cancer Center, Houston, 
Texas

*Corresponding author: Nagi B. Kumar, PhD, RD, FADA, Professor, Department 
of Epidemiology, Director, Cancer Chemoprevention, H. Lee Moffitt Cancer Center 
& Research Institute at the University of South Florida College of Medicine,12902 
Magnolia Drive, Tampa, Florida 33612. Tel: (813)-745-6885; Fax: (813)-745-7183; 
E-mail: nagi.kumar@moffitt.org

Received January 11, 2012; Accepted January 24, 2012; Published January 28, 
2012

Citation: Kumar NB, Vadaparampil ST, Mahajan N, Lilienfeld HS, Lee JH, et al. 
(2012) Metformin- A Promising Agent for Chemoprevention in BRCA1 Carriers. 
Hereditary Genetics 1:104. doi:10.4172/2161-1041.1000104

Copyright: © 2012 Kumar NB, et al. This is an open-access article distributed 
under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits 
unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the 
original author and source are credited.

Introduction
Women who carry germline mutations in the BRCA1 gene (BRCA1 

carriers) have the highest individual lifetime risk for breast cancer 
(BCa) known [1-3], with 50% of carriers developing breast cancer 
by age 50. BRCA2 carriers also have a higher risk but relatively lower 
than BRCA1 carriers. Currently available options for both BRCA1 
and BRCA2 carriers include high-risk surveillance, risk reducing 
mastectomy or chemoprevention with the ant-estrogens Tamoxifen 
(TAM) and Raloxifene. Chemoprevention has been controversial in 
that BRCA1 carriers tend to make estrogen receptor negative tumors. 
Selective estrogen receptor modulators (SERMs) such as tamoxifen and 
raloxifene reduce the risk of estrogen receptor positive breast cancers. 
For example, results from the National Surgical Adjuvant Breast 
and Bowel Project (NSABP1) Tamoxifen chemoprevention study 
suggested that TAM is not effective in carriers of a BRCA1 mutation [4]. 
Regardless, there is conflicting evidence on this point and both TAM 
and Raloxifene are offered to BRCA1 carriers as well as BRCA2 carriers 
[5]. As a chemoprotective agent in the general population, Raloxifene 
shows a similar reduction in risk for invasive breast cancer to TAM, 
but not for in situ cancers, which comprise >20% of newly diagnosed 
cases; the incidence of noninvasive breast cancer is approximately 40% 
lower for women on TAM compared with Raloxifene [6,7]. Both TAM 
and Raloxifene are effective only against estrogen receptor-positive 
tumors [8], and Raloxifene is typically only prescribed in women who 
are postmenopausal and have decreased bone density [9]. Both drugs 
increase risk for serious side effects, including venous thrombosis and 
pulmonary embolism [10,11]. TAM is also associated with an increased 
risk for endometrial cancer and stroke [12-14]. Other side effects of 
both drugs include dyspareunia, cataracts, musculoskeletal complaints 
including leg cramps, weight gain, hot flashes, vaginal discharge, 
bone loss in premenopausal women and bladder control problems 
[15]. More recently, long-term administration of TAM was observed 
to cause hepatic tumors in rats, induced via a genotoxic mechanism 
[16]. Compounding the unfavorable side affect profile studies have 
determined that approximately 5 – 10% of the population carries a 
homozygous variant of the CYP2D6 gene that imparts low activity to 
convert TAM from its less active form to its active metabolite [17]. This 
research led the FDA to require a change in the labeling of Tamoxifen 
to include this information [18]. Concerns about the risk: benefit ratio 
have thus limited the use of TAM for prevention. Recent evidence 
suggests that only approximately 8.4% of BRCA carriers who have not 
undergone prophylactic mastectomy and are eligible to take Tamoxifen 
or Raloxifene [19], for risk reduction do so [20]. Certainly, there is an 
urgent need to identify other agents for breast cancer prevention in this 
high-risk group. In fact, data from our own Inherited Cancer Registry 
(ICARE) at Moffitt indicated that of 253 female BRCA1 and BRCA2 
mutation carriers, 127 had remaining at risk breast tissue (including 40 
with a prior breast cancer diagnosis). Of these women, 18.1% indicated 
that they had taken either TAM or Raloxifene (including 7/60 (11.7%) 

of BRCA1 carriers and 16/67 (23.9%) of BRCA2 carriers. Consequently, 
the poor uptake of existing breast cancer prevention options, which 
appears to be more marked in those with BRCA1 compared to BRCA2, 
serves to illustrate the urgent need to identify other agents for breast 
cancer prevention in this high-risk group. 

Metformin and Breast Cancer Prevention in BRCA1 
Carriers 

Evidence from population and clinical studies: MET belongs 
to a biguanide class of oral hypoglycemic agents and is currently 
prescribed to over 120 million Type II diabetic patients worldwide 
[12], with an excellent safety profile. Recently published population 
studies suggest that MET decreases the incidence of cancer and 
cancer-related mortality in diabetic patients [7-9]. Other clinical and 
epidemiologic evidence links hyperinsulinemia and insulin resistance 
to increased mitogenic effects and thus to an increased risk of several 
cancers [10,11,21,22], as well as poor breast cancer outcomes [23,24]. 
In addition, hypothetically insulin can promote tumorigenesis via a 
direct effect on epithelial tissues, or indirectly by affecting the levels of 
other modulators, such as insulin-like growth factors, sex hormones, 
and adipokinesis [10,11,25]. In a more recent retrospective study of 
patients who received neoadjuvant chemotherapy for breast cancer 
showed that diabetic cancer patients receiving concomitant MET 
during their neoadjuvant chemotherapy had a higher pathological 
complete response rate than diabetic patients not receiving MET 
(24% versus 8%, p = 0.007) [26], demonstrating the role of MET as an 
antineoplastic agent for breast cancer. 

Evidence from in vitro and preclinical studies: The antineoplastic 
effects of MET in breast cancer are supported by a biological rationale 
involving important factors associated with breast cancer prognosis. 
Several lines of evidence have demonstrated that MET inhibits 
the growth of tumor cells, including breast cancer cells [20,27]. 
Mechanisms of action involve several pathways. In the liver, MET 
inhibits transcription of key gluconeogenesis genes and increases 
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glucose uptake in skeletal muscle. Thereby reducing levels of circulating 
glucose, increasing insulin sensitivity, and reducing insulin resistance-
associated hyperinsulinemia [28]. At the level of cell signaling, several 
mechanisms of MET action have been proposed; the most important 
one relates to the activation of AMPK [19,23,24,29-33]. MET regulates 
the AMPK / mTOR pathway which is implicated in the control of 
protein synthesis and cell proliferation. Work by Zakikhani, et al. 
demonstrated that MET inhibits the growth of breast cancer cells in 
an AMPK-dependent manner [15]. Several tumor suppressors are 
involved in the AMPK signaling network [15], and activated AMPK 
results in suppression of cell proliferation in normal and tumor cells 
in both in vitro [15], and in vivo studies [33]. The growth inhibition 
was associated with decreased mTOR activation and a general decrease 
in mRNA translation [19]. These observations suggest that drugs 
which activate AMPK may be useful in preventing cancer. Other work 
suggests that the affects of AMPK activation in tumor suppression 
are much broader than inhibition of translation, and include affects 
on both lipogenesis (and insulin sensitivity) and cell cycle progression 
[15-17]. AMPK has also been shown to affect apoptosis, with complex 
effects; it appears that AMPK activation may be pro-apoptotic in cells 
destined for malignancy [34].

The multiple signaling pathways activated by AMPK feature 
elements that are specifically relevant to BRCA1-associated breast 
tumorigenesis, including involvement of acetyl coenzyme A 
carboxylase alpha (ACCA) [16], p53 [17] and PTEN [16]. AMPK 
exerts its functions, at least in part, by specifically regulating the 
phosphorylation/dephosphorylation cycles of ACCA [35-37]. The fact 
that AMPK like BRCA1, also inactivates ACCA suggests a mechanism 
by which MET might substitute for loss of BRCA1 tumor suppressive 
function. In vitro studies using an AMPK activator appeared to 
mimic a low energy status of the cells with increased AMPK activity 
that increased phosphorylation of ACCA and markedly decreased 
endogenous lipogenesis. Cancer cells stopped proliferating and lost 
their invasive properties and their ability to form colonies. In vivo, the 
chronic whole body administration of an AMPK activator attenuated 
the growth of human breast cancer xenografts in nude mice [32,33]. 
Taken together, these findings provide a molecular rationale to exploit 
(directly or indirectly) ACCA as a target for breast cancer prevention 
and/or tumor growth retardation in women with inherited mutations 
in BRCA1. AMPK is important in regulating not only lipid synthesis, 
but other key components required for cell proliferation, including 
protein and DNA synthesis [37]. Two of the most important tumor 
suppressors known are involved in regulation of these processes, p53 
and PTEN, and both are known to play important roles in BRCA1-
related breast cancer.

Evidence that the p53 gene pathway and BRCA genes are functionally 
interrelated includes the physical association of their proteins and their 
cooperative roles in WAF1 [21,22,38] and Bax genes transcription 
[21]. Additionally, somatic mutations are found at a high rate in breast 
cancers in BRCA1 carriers compared with sporadic breast cancer [21], 
such that p53 deficiency is considered a hallmark of BRCA1 breast 
tumors. BRCA1-associated breast tumors are associated with a unique 
type of p53 mutant that acquires transforming ability despite retaining 
a phenotype close to that of the wild-type protein in other aspects [21]. 
The occurrence of these mutants implies their selection specifically in 
the BRCA tumor-associated genetic background. Importantly, MET-
induced suppression of tumor cell proliferation through activation of 
AMPK has been shown in xenograft mouse models to occur selectively 
in p53 deficient tumors [21]. Thus, MET is expected to be selectively 

toxic to p53-deficient cells such as those characteristic of early stages of 
BRCA1 oncogenesis [21].

PTEN is an important tumor suppressor in breast tissue and its 
interaction with p53 is important in oncogenesis [21]. The PTEN 
promoter has a p53 binding site, and induction of p53 protein increases 
PTEN levels. At the same time, a positive feedback loop causes PTEN 
to increase p53 levels through mdm2 [21]. Thus, if a cell loses one of 
these tumor suppressor genes, there will be decreased levels of the other 
protein-one genetic hit leads to decreased activity of two important 
tumor suppressors. PTEN loss has also been shown to decrease 
expression of Rad51, a DNA repair protein that interacts with the 
BRCA1 protein in double strand repair, thus enhancing tumor-related 
genomic instability [21]. PTEN is the critical tumor suppressor of the 
PI3K / Akt / mTOR signaling pathway [39]. Activation of Akt activates 
this potent oncogenic signaling cascade (summarized in Figure 1 
below) that promotes cell transformation, proliferation, migration, 
angiogenesis and genomic instability; inhibits apoptosis; and maintains 
stem cell compartments. 

In addition to activation of Akt, PTEN loss appears to inactivate 
feedback loops that would prevent excessive signaling through the 
PI3K pathway that promotes cell proliferation [40]. PTEN loss has 
recently been proposed as a fundamental component of BRCA-related 
breast tumorigenesis [31]. Current data suggest that the unique type 
of p53 mutations seen in BRCA1 carriers (described above) occur in 
a progenitor cell prior to loss of the second BRCA1 allele, which is 
known to otherwise be lethal to cells, and that the subsequent BRCA1-
dependent DSB repair defect precipitates genetic disruption of PTEN, 
which is then clonally selected. This model implies that BRCA-related 
tumors may be addicted to aberrant PTEN-PI3K pathway signaling 
[26]. Importantly, activation of AMPK appears capable of overriding 
aberrant PTEN-PI3K pathway signaling [41,42].

Preliminary Studies by our group: We recently performed 
chemosensitivity assays in the BRCA-deficient human breast cancer 
cell line HCC1937 in order to further assess the specific antiproliferative 
potential of MET relevant to BRCA1 deficiency. Briefly, HCC1937 cells 
were plated 2500 cells per well in 96-well plates and treated with a series 
of concentrations of MET for 72h at 37°C. Subsequently, the cells were 
incubated with MTT at 5 mg/ml (Sigma) for 1h at 37°C and analyzed. 
Three independent experiments were performed. The 50% inhibitory 
concentration (EC50) was derived by interpolate plot analysis of the 
logarithmic scalar concentration curve. The results demonstrate 
chemosensitivity of the BRCA-deficient human breast cancer cell lines 
at similar concentrations to effects observed in other reported human 
breast cancer cell lines. 

Mutations on the BRCA1 gene or down regulation of BRCA1 
expression activate the AKT oncogenic pathway. Indeed, the mTOR 
inhibitor Palomid 529, significantly suppressed BRCA1-deficient tumor 
growth in mice through inhibition of both AKT and mTOR signaling. 
Collectively these data indicate that activation of AKT / mTOR 
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Figure 1: Effects of Akt Activation.
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pathway is involved in BRCA1-deficiency mediated tumorigenesis and 
that the inhibition of AKT / mTOR pathway can be used as a target 
for treatment of BRCA1-deficient breast cancers. Elevated AMP/ATP 
ratio activates AMPK, which inhibits energy consuming processes 
and activates energy-producing processes to restore the energy 
homeostasis inside the cell. AMPK activators MET may inhibit breast 
tumorigenesis through suppression of mTOR. To test this hypothesis, 
we treated BRCA-1 deficient cells and BRCA1-deficient cells that were 
stably transfected with wild type BRCA1 gene (BRCA1-positive cells) 
with MET. mTOR activates AKT by phosphorylating it at Ser473 
site. Cells were treated with MET (10nM, 1 hour) and AKT Ser473 
activity was monitored by immunobloting with pSer473 antibody (Cell 
Signaling, MA). Significant decrease in AKT Ser473 activity was noted 
upon MET treatment in BRCA1-deficient cells (Figure 2 upper panel). 
Notably, untreated BRCA-negative cells exhibited higher levels of AKT 
activation (Figure 2, lower panel). Taken together, these data indicate 
that BRCA-negative cells are addicted to AKT / mTOR pathway for 
their survival and inhibition of mTOR by MET could significantly 
suppress growth of BRCA1-deficient breast tumors. 

Evidence from Clinical Trials: In the only, recent pilot study by 
Berstein et al, the investigators administered a dose of 1.0-1.5 grams/
day for 3 months in 6 postmenopausal women with breast cancer, 
three of whom were BRCA1 carriers and demonstrated safety as well 
data suggesting the possibility that aromatase complex activation 
in BRCA1 mutation carriers is combined with increases in both, 
estrogen metabolism into catecholestrogens and their inactivation by 
methoxylation, and that MET may affect both of these pathways [43]. 
Although there are no prospective studies evaluating chemopreventive 
agents targeting BRCA1 carriers, due to the complexities involved in 
clinical trial implementation, we conducted a survey to evaluate the 
interest and willingness of this target population in participating 
in chemoprevention trials. An anonymous web-based survey was 

conducted using the available population of members of FORCE 
(Facing Our Risk of Cancer Empowered, Inc) regarding their interest 
in participation in chemoprevention trials targeting BRCA1 carriers. 
Responses were filtered for eligibility based on BRCA1+ status, no 
prior cancer diagnosis, and no prior mastectomy. Over the 9-day 
survey period, responses were received from 132 eligible women. 116 
(88%) were between the ages of 25 and 50 (range 21 – 61). 37 (28%) 
indicated that a physician had recommended Tamoxifen while only 5 
(4%) reported ever taking Tamoxifen. 39% had previously undergone 
bilateral prophylactic salpingo-oophorectomy. 4% had been diagnosed 
with diabetes or pre-diabetes; of those, none were on insulin and 2% 
were on an oral hypoglycemic agent. Overall, 78% indicated they 
would consider participation versus 22% who indicated that they 
would not, based on potential travel cost involved. Among those 
willing to participate, 89% of 103 indicated that avoiding pregnancy 
during the study period would be acceptable; 80% of 103 indicated that 
undergoing a fine-needle aspirate of their breast would be acceptable 
and 96% reported that a blood sample every other month would be 
acceptable. Thus, women who are at exceptional risk for breast cancer 
are a highly motivated group and a large proportion is likely to 
participate in research for which they are eligible. 

Future Directions
Women with BRCA1 mutations have an exceptional high risk of 

breast cancer and few options to reduce this risk. The choice of the 
AMPK activator MET appears ideally suited for chemoprevention of 
BRCA1-associated breast cancers due to: its potential to mimic BRCA1 
function in the ACCA lipogenesis pathway, including in premalignant 
cells; its selective toxicity to cells that have become deficient in p53, an 
early and hallmark event in BRCA1-associated breast oncogenesis and 
its potential to override aberrant signaling through the PTEN/PI3K 
signaling pathway to which BRCA1-associated tumors are addicted 
(Figure 3). The provocative results demonstrating the anticancer 
effects of MET in all breast cancer subtypes, including potential in 
BRCA1 carriers in population studies, preclinical and retrospective 
clinical trials have lead to initiation of several phase I-III clinical trials 
evaluating MET for both for treatment and prevention in early stage 
to metastatic, cytotoxic therapy-resistant models of breast cancer 
and in adjuvant therapies. However to date, there are no clinical 
trials evaluating the safety and efficacy of MET in the treatment of 
women with BRCA1 mutations. The current evidence that the AMPK 
activator- metformin appears ideally suited for chemoprevention of 
BRCA1-associated breast cancers is based on retrospective population 
studies and in vitro observations of the potential mechanism. The safety 
of MET has been well established. If MET can suppress proliferation 
in breast epithelial cells, it can therefore theoretically prevent or halt 
carcinogenesis in this high risk population. Future phase II clinical 
trials should evaluate whether changes occur in precisely selected 
intermediate endpoint biomarkers (IEBs) that have been identified and 
validated as differentially expressed in other studies of this cohort and 
are closely linked to the relevant pathways, in this genetic progression 
model for breast cancer. If such IEBs change with administration of 
MET, then existing knowledge of molecular targeting of MET will be 
enhanced. It is evident that MET has multiple properties and targets, 
which may be interrelated, contributing to its breast cancer prevention 
effects. These exploratory studies also have the potential to define novel 
surrogate endpoints for future clinical trials. Results of these trials have 
immediate benefit to the carriers themselves, but also likely to result 
in effective strategies for other high risk and the general population 
towards breast cancer prevention. 
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Figure 2:  Suppression of growth of BRCA1-deficient breast tumors by MET .
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Metformin for chemoprevention in BRCA1 Carriers.



Citation: Kumar NB, Vadaparampil ST, Mahajan N, Lilienfeld HS, Lee JH, et al. (2012) Metformin- A Promising Agent for Chemoprevention in BRCA1 
Carriers. Hereditary Genetics 1:104. doi:10.4172/2161-1041.1000104

Page 4 of 5

Volume 1 • Issue 2 • 1000104
Hereditary Genetics
ISSN:2161-1041 HCR an open access journal 

Acknowledgement

We acknowledge the Inherited Cancer Registry (ICARE) Initiative Grant 
through Florida Biomedical (IBG09-34198) and FORCE, Inc, through which we 
have included unpublished data collected in BRCA mutation carriers within this 
manuscript.

References

1.	 Ford D, Easton DF, Bishop DT (1994) Risks of cancer in BRCA1-mutation 
carriers. Breast Cancer Linkage Consortium Lancet 343: 692-695.

2.	 Begg CB, Haile RW, Borg A, Malone KE, Concannon P, et al. (2008) Variation 
of breast cancer risk among BRCA1/2 carriers. JAMA: the journal of the 
American Medical Association 299: 194-201.

3.	 Antoniou A, Pharoah PD, Narod S, Risch HA, Eyfjord JE, et al. (2003) Average 
risks of breast and ovarian cancer associated with BRCA1 or BRCA2 mutations 
detected in case Series unselected for family history: a combined analysis of 22 
studies. American journal of human genetics 72: 1117-1130.

4.	 Metcalfe KA, Snyder C, Seidel J, Hanna D, Lynch HT, et al. (2005) The use 
of preventive measures among healthy women who carry a BRCA1 or BRCA2 
mutation. Familial cancer 4: 97-103.

5.	 Vasen HF, Haites NE, Evans DG, Steel CM, Moller P, et al. (1998) Current 
policies for surveillance and management in women at risk of breast and 
ovarian cancer: a survey among 16 European family cancer clinics European 
Familial Breast Cancer Collaborative Group. European journal of cancer 34: 
1922-1926.

6.	 Metcalfe KA, Birenbaum-Carmeli D, Lubinski J, Gronwald J, Lynch H, et al. 
(2008) International variation in rates of uptake of preventive options in BRCA1 
and BRCA2 mutation carriers. International journal of cancer 122: 2017-2022.

7.	 Evans JM, Donnelly LA, Emslie-Smith AM, Alessi DR, Morris AD (2005) 
Metformin and reduced risk of cancer in diabetic patients. BMJ 330: 1304-1305.

8.	 Bowker SL, Majumdar SR, Veugelers P, Johnson JA (2006) Increased cancer-
related mortality for patients with type 2 diabetes who use sulfonylureas or 
insulin: Response to Farooki and Schneider. Diabetes care 29: 1990-1991.

9.	 Libby G, Donnelly LA, Donnan PT, Alessi DR, Morris AD, et al. (2009) New 
users of metformin are at low risk of incident cancer: a cohort study among 
people with type 2 diabetes. Diabetes care 32: 1620-1625.

10.	Bodmer M, Meuer C, Krähenbühl S, Jick SS, Meier CR (2010) Long-term 
metformin use is associated with decreased risk of breast cancer. Diabetes 
care 33: 1304-1308.

11.	Marshall S (2006) Role of insulin, adipocyte hormones, and nutrient-sensing 
pathways in regulating fuel metabolism and energy homeostasis: a nutritional 
perspective of diabetes obesity and cancer. Science’s STKE : signal 
transduction knowledge environment 2006: 7.

12.	Ben Sahra I, Le Marchand-Brustel Y, Tanti JF, Bost F (2010) Metformin in 
cancer therapy: a new perspective for an old antidiabetic drug? Molecular 
cancer therapeutics 9: 1092-1099.

13.	Shaw RJ, Lamia KA, Vasquez D, Koo SH, Bardeesy N, et al. (2005) The 
kinase LKB1 mediates glucose homeostasis in liver and therapeutic effects of 
metformin. Science 310: 1642-1646.

14.	Kozka IJ, Clark AE, Reckless JP, Cushman SW, Gould GW, et al. (1995) 
The effects of insulin on the level and activity of the GLUT4 present in human 
adipose cells. Diabetologia 38: 661-666.

15.	Fabian CJ, Kimler BF (2001) Chemoprevention for high-risk women: tamoxifen 
and beyond. The breast journal 7: 311-320.

16.	Brown PH, Lippman SM (2000) Chemoprevention of breast cancer. Breast 
cancer research and treatment 62: 1-17.

17.	Goetz MP, Knox SK, Suman VJ, Rae JM, Safgren SL, et al. (2007) The impact 
of cytochrome P450 2D6 metabolism in women receiving adjuvant tamoxifen. 
Breast cancer research and treatment 101: 113-121.

18.	Bonanni B, Maisonneuve P, Johansson H, Macis D, Serrano D, et al. (2007) 
Risk stratification based on the CYP2D6 tamoxifen metabolizing gene within 
the Italian tamoxifen prevention trial. 30th Annual San Antonio Breast cancer 
Symposium.

19.	Zakikhani M, Dowling R, Fantus IG, Sonenberg N, Pollak M (2006) Metformin 
is an AMP kinase-dependent growth inhibitor for breast cancer cells. Cancer 
research 66: 10269-10273.

20.	King MC, Wieand S, Hale K, Lee M, Walsh T, et al. (2001) Tamoxifen and 
breast cancer incidence among women with inherited mutations in BRCA1 and 
BRCA2: National Surgical Adjuvant Breast and Bowel Project (NSABP-P1) 
Breast Cancer Prevention Trial. JAMA : the journal of the American Medical 
Association 286: 2251-2256.

21.	Yang YX, Hennessy S, Lewis JD (2004) Insulin therapy and colorectal cancer 
risk among type 2 diabetes mellitus patients. Gastroenterology 127: 1044-1050.

22.	Lipscombe LL, Goodwin PJ, Zinman B, McLaughlin JR, Hux JE (2006) 
Increased prevalence of prior breast cancer in women with newly diagnosed 
diabetes. Breast cancer research and treatment 98: 303-309.

23.	Jiralerspong S, Gonzalez-Angulo AM, Hung MC (2009) Expanding the arsenal: 
metformin for the treatment of triple-negative breast cancer? Cell cycle 8: 2681.

24.	Murtola TJ, Tammela TL, Lahtela J, Auvinen A (2008) Antidiabetic medication 
and prostate cancer risk: a population-based case-control study. American 
journal of epidemiology 168: 925-931.

25.	Rios-Doria J, Fay A, Velkova A, Monteiro AN (2006) DNA damage response: 
determining the fate of phosphorylated histone H2AX. Cancer biology & 
therapy 5: 142-144.

26.	Jiralerspong S, Palla SL, Giordano SH, Meric-Bernstam F, Liedtke C, et 
al. (2009) Metformin and pathologic complete responses to neoadjuvant 
chemotherapy in diabetic patients with breast cancer. Journal of clinical 
oncology : official journal of the American Society of Clinical Oncology 27: 
3297-3302.

27.	Fabian C (2007) Tamoxifen or raloxifene in postmenopausal women for 
prevention of breast cancer: a tale of two choices-counterpoint. Cancer 
epidemiology biomarkers & prevention 16: 2210-2212.

28.	Cusi K, DeFronzo RA (1998) Metformin: A review of its metabolic effects. 
Diabetes Res 6: 89-131.

29.	Brunet J, Vazquez-Martin A, Colomer R, Grana-Suarez B, Martin-Castillo B, 
et al. (2007) BRCA1 and acetyl-CoA carboxylase: The metabolic syndrome of 
breast cancer. Mol Carcinog 47: 157-63.

30.	Buzzai M, Jones RG, Amaravadi RK, Lum JJ, DeBerardinis RJ, et al. (2007) 
Systemic treatment with the antidiabetic drug metformin selectively impairs 
p53-deficient tumor cell growth. Cancer research 67: 6745-6752.

31.	Saal LH, Gruvberger-Saal SK, Persson C, Lovgren K, Jumppanen M, et al. 
(2008) Recurrent gross mutations of the PTEN tumor suppressor gene in 
breast cancers with deficient DSB repair. Nature genetics 40: 102-107.

32.	Schneider MB, Matsuzaki H, Haorah J, Ulrich A, Standop J, et al. (2001) 
Prevention of pancreatic cancer induction in hamsters by metformin. 
Gastroenterology 120: 1263-1270.

33.	Anisimov VN, Berstein LM, Egormin PA, Piskunova TS, Popovich IG, et al. 
(2005) Effect of metformin on life span and on the development of spontaneous 
mammary tumors in HER-2/neu transgenic mice. Experimental gerontology 40: 
685-693.

34.	Towler MC, Hardie DG (2007) AMP-activated protein kinase in metabolic 
control and insulin signaling. Circulation research 100: 328-341.

35.	Luo Z, Saha AK, Xiang X, Ruderman NB (2005) AMPK the metabolic syndrome 
and cancer. Trends in pharmacological sciences 26: 69-76.

36.	Hardie DG (2003) Minireview: the AMP-activated protein kinase cascade: the 
key sensor of cellular energy status. Endocrinology 144: 5179-5183.

37.	Dowling RJ, Zakikhani M, Fantus IG, Pollak M, Sonenberg N (2007) Metformin 
inhibits mammalian target of rapamycin-dependent translation initiation in 
breast cancer cells. Cancer research 67: 10804-10812.

38.	Ben Sahra I, Laurent K, Loubat A, Giorgetti-Peraldi S, Colosetti P, et al. (2008) 
The antidiabetic drug metformin exerts an antitumoral effect in vitro and in vivo 
through a decrease of cyclin D1 level. Oncogene 27: 3576-3586.

39.	Li L, Ross AH (2007) Why is PTEN an important tumor suppressor? Journal of 
cellular biochemistry 102: 1368-1374.

40.	Vivanco I, Sawyers CL (2002) The Phosphatidylinositol 3-Kinase AKT pathway 
in human cancer. Nature reviews Cancer 2: 489-501.

41.	Motoshima H, Goldstein BJ, Igata M, Araki E (2006) AMPK and cell proliferation-
AMPK as a therapeutic target for atherosclerosis and cancer. The Journal of 
physiology 574: 63-71.

42.	Feng Z, Hu W, de Stanchina E, Teresky AK, Jin S, et al. (2007) The regulation 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7907678
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18182601
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12677558
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15951959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10023316
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2936778/
http://www.bmj.com/content/330/7503/1304.full
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16873829
http://care.diabetesjournals.org/content/32/9/1620.abstract
http://care.diabetesjournals.org/content/33/6/1304.abstract
http://stke.sciencemag.org/cgi/content/abstract/2006/346/re7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20442309
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/310/5754/1642
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7672486
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11906441
http://www.springerlink.com/content/j54047hg61408686/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17115111
http://www.mindcull.com/data/no/sabcs-2007-san-antonio-breast-cancer-symposium/risk-stratification-based-on-the-cyp2d6-tamoxifen-metabolizing-gene-within-the-italian-tamoxifen-prevention-trial/
http://cancerres.aacrjournals.org/content/66/21/10269.abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11710890
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15480982
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16538527
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19717981
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18700234
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16552174
http://jco.ascopubs.org/content/27/20/3297.abstract
http://cebp.aacrjournals.org/content/16/11/2210.full
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17620310
http://cancerres.aacrjournals.org/content/67/14/6745
http://www.nature.com/ng/journal/v40/n1/abs/ng.2007.39.html
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11266389/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16125352
http://circres.ahajournals.org/content/100/3/328
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15681023
http://endo.endojournals.org/content/144/12/5179.short
http://cancerres.aacrjournals.org/content/67/22/10804
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18212742
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17972252
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12094235
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1817805/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17409411


Citation: Kumar NB, Vadaparampil ST, Mahajan N, Lilienfeld HS, Lee JH, et al. (2012) Metformin- A Promising Agent for Chemoprevention in BRCA1 
Carriers. Hereditary Genetics 1:104. doi:10.4172/2161-1041.1000104

Page 5 of 5

Volume 1 • Issue 2 • 1000104
Hereditary Genetics
ISSN:2161-1041 HCR an open access journal 

of AMPK beta1, TSC2, and PTEN expression by p53: stress, cell and tissue 
specificity, and the role of these gene products in modulating the IGF-1-AKT-
mTOR pathways. Cancer research 67: 3043-3053.

43.	Berstein LM, Koskela A, Boyarkina MP, Adlercreutz H (2010) Excretion of 
estrogens catecholestrogens and phytoestrogens in carriers of BRCA1 gene 
mutations: effects of metformin. Neoplasma 57: 333-338.

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17409411
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20429624

	Title

	Corresponding author
	Introduction
	Metformin and Breast Cancer Prevention in BRCA1Carriers
	Future Directions
	Acknowledgement
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	References



