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ABSTRACT: Objective To investigate the association between 8q24 rs1447295 gene polymorphism and risk of prostate
cancer(PCa) in different ethnic groups. Methods  The case-control studies on the association between 8q24 rs1447295 gene
polymorphism and PCa susceptibility were searched in WANFANG , CNKI,PubMed, Science Direct, Web of Science, Wiley On-
line Library and Chinese Biomedical Literature Database. The data were extracted independently by two researchers based on
the inclusion and exclusion criteria. A Meta-analysis was conducted with Cochrane tools and Stata 15.0 software. The odds ratio
(OR).95% confidence interval(95% CI) and risk of bias were calculated. Results A total of 36 literatures including 41 stud-
ies were collected,involving 25 715 PCa cases and 27 018 healthy controls. A significant association was found between PCa and
8q24 rs1447295 gene polymorphism in allele model,dominant model, recessive model, homozygote model and heterozygote mod-
el(P<C0.05). Ethnicity-based subgroup analyses showed that 8q24 rs1447295 gene polymorphism was significantly associated
with PCa susceptibility in Caucasian and Asian populations( P<C0.05) ,but not in African and Latino populations. Conclusion
The 8924 rs1447295 gene polymorphism is associated with prostate cancer susceptibility,especially in Caucasian and Asian popu-
lations, but not in African and Latino populations.
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TEE: a6 #il Meta W RGEITMN 8924 YAk rs1447295 Sk 2 25 M 5 A 7] % ¥ /i 91 it (prostate cancer, PCa) (5 KUK 1)
MM, F& BRI .HEHK . PubMed,Science Direct,Web of Science,Wiley Online Library I 7 [E 4= ¥ 125 24 SCRik £ 1%
b &% 8424 rs1447295 SEH Z A M A PCa Gy BV (199 - BB 5%, 2 ﬁz&jﬁﬁ?{%?ﬁﬁ‘(ﬁﬁﬁ%iﬁaiéﬁaéﬁﬁ Cochrane T. R}
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Tk BRI 5 e A& F SRR R 8q24 rs1447295 L £ A M 5 PCa 5 IE ik 2 [0 fE7F 0 2 M P, £ A Bt 2 53 L (P<
0.05), HE— W A0 B FEESINZE AP A I A o ,8q24 rs1447295 S Z AP S PCa B MEH 5, HE R WA 82
B (P<<0.05) JEAR B MBI LR RR PR BR A F 2460, 4wk 8q24 Y (OiK rs1447295 R Z A M5 PCa Bk XK A
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lymorphisms, SNP) 4 38t f% 45 5, 76 I 98 1 & A2 K
R BN EEAE A . SNP VE b i WL st 15 48 55X
F BRI A B A AR L AT 2 I A . PCa
BAT IR Z M5 H R AR B — e M e

SRR IO B, e R X IR 8q24 1Y
BE PR 5 7AE b5 2o Bl v i g8 B R R B AH OGN FE—
A 871 £ VK B F il KRB . &3 8q24 |
FEAE 1 A5 PCa B Ik A 26 1 4 37 KU X8R,
FR Sk FE PRIV 87 A R PRV 57 (I Wit A7 A T A T A
SyREIE L H OCT4 £ 3 [H POUSFIPL fil MYC*®
KASTLER %A % POUSFIP1 J& B A AT Re
PCa % J& 3L K 7 . & POUSF1 % ik v i — 7
PCa HZ T FIAMIE , rs1447295(A/C, A KUK 25
A7 358 D A7 S 7 T 8q24 e ik ) POUSFIP L[ |
O Meta /3 BT 8q24 rs1447295 SH L2 A5H 5
PCa JRUK: 22 [A] 7775 I AHAE A [ i B v 485 SR A7 A 22
SEEOT L ORI AR SE AR R T 2007 AE IR E kK F W
rs1447295C/A Z 515 PCa K& 9% KU 1) BF 58 SCHk
TR AN IR WE(EZE T HH
EDLAE &, AL 36 & S5 4 AR B LD X 8q24
rs1447295 JR Z 8P 5 PCa i KUK 1Y AH OC 14 7
AT B RFEA & 1 PPAR

1 AR

L1 ®BEXRE KR IFESM, S E M,
PubMed, Science Direct, Web of Science, Wiley On-
line Library, {84 3¢ F rs1447295 H K £ 55 PCa
Gy M () A SC B 5, R A I BR 4 N 2007 4E 1 A =
2019 4 3 H o teAb GBI A SCER Y 275 S0k LUk
FEARIBCH O SCHR o A6 2R SR M 32 88T 1) A4 G B 1) AH 25 5
B 77 . ICK R A 8q24 ., rs1447295 R 2 &
PEVHT S R g S SR ML SR, e SR & R
8q24. rsl1447295, polymorphism, prostate cancer,
cancer susceptibility,genetic variation,

1.2 WANWRESHERRAE SCEIGE R 2 A
GO ST AT oy BOE R H N TR R TE . HEBR
AN AH G SCHR S o B 13 b AR AT R — 2D VR A
ZJe AR AE 9 AR S B 58 42 SOOF T PP Al . SCHER AN
APbRiE: DE 2019 48 3 7 2 TIT K R M5 B0 BRI 5T 5
OIFM 8q24 rs1447295C/A RN £ &5 PCa 5 &K
P B Hh S SCHIE ST 5 D RAEAS 1 s 1615 BRI 52 5 D W5
W B 5 AR DR Gy A B8 » A3 B EE Codds ra-
tio, OR) LI ) 95% & {5 X 4] (confidence interval,
CD ; O 4 Hardy-Weinberg FEfif (HWE)

HEBR bR HE - O I 2 % s 47 52 IO i SCHR I
QWX RR B R A AE AL QEKR
W5
1.3 HRUREAREITME SR BIH 2 73
BRAG R G ST AT Ay BGE R 2 N IR R g . 3
R IR 1 - D J2 75 9 RAEA SCHR (n>>50) s QB iw 1Y
LW 15 2 B A 4N QIR B 2 AR IR
55 A A 5T G 191 6 BEAFF 50 & 5 HLA AT ok .

WEFEHE IR N 2545 - 20 — A L SCHR R Rt [R]
WEFE BT B S sl DX 91 4 AE (RIS 99 197] 4 0 XoF
HEZH |25 56 D5 3 1 1 2

1 Jadad W73 2, PEAG SCHR BT & . 340 b o 4

T OBEHLIIEC (2 J3 5 o K AL BE J7 v 0 2R 1
g3 ARBEHL 0 43D s @ XUE 5 (2 43, 1l 5 A 4 B % F X
Bk 140 AERUE 0 70) s @85 A e B (2 4y, R
XFIR 5 2R U7 B ) BOHEAT T TRANA 1 R &
041,
1.4 SFit=EHix W Stata 15. 0 # 4 (Stata Corp
LP, Texas, United States) #E 7 5t¥ 5t it 20 tr. FH
578 K AT OR AN 9520 CT B 7s  IF 0 . A P<<
0.05 HESAFGI¥EL., ®RMERERME P I
Koy, 257 I >>50% LA Bz P<<0. 05 ) 56 B S Jo P g K
B % FH BEHL &4 W A5 A 3E 47 4 I random-effect model
(DerSimonian-Laird method) , 25 $ 7~ 55 Jit #4: 48 /)N ]
K [ 8 B A the fixed-effect model (Mantel-
Haenszel method) #F 47 43 #r. A W 5% & % H
rs1447295 1% B BTHL (A s, O L i HEBTHL (CA
+AA vs. CO JRIEFIRI (AA vs. CCHCA) .45 T
A (AA vs. COMIZRE FRIB (CA vs. COYEE 5 Fh
BRIGETT5IF OR {6, Begg's K 0 ¥ Al SCHk 1 & %
Pty P<<0. 10 WU $2 75 A7 P TE 1Y e 26 D 175

2 & R

2.1 XHEMNMERFER KK RGN CHk
432 f o MR BB A HHE B A o BEAT 0% 2K L B S A 36
i SCHR 2 9 A AW 5T, FL b 3 SC STk 34 5 T SC Sk
2 F LA EE 410 T R B ST, BTN PCa i
1] 25 715 5] g REXT BEAH 27 018 4], 44 A SCHR Jada
R =4 g4t 33 T (H 4 4 20 L5 43 9
T, 6 4 4 ) <74 4301 8 T, SCHR T A . T AN
N SCHR 35 SR R AR SR s WY 5% 1 96 995 12 W 349 45 81 g 2
KA BN s T A I 9T 340 S s 61 % BT Y 5 TR A 5T
P EA AT Ee M . 40 A SCHR AR S BIF 53 1 5 A 15 B0 2 T
HIPAE WL 1.
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RAES) XF HE 20 T
SR R G ER & X Tl it 95 141] / Xof 1 .
cC CA AA CC CA AA 5

ROJAS!? 2018 | hr B 100/84 72 23 5 62 20 4 5
FRANCISCOM 2014 =l b ewH 83/21 56 23 4 16 4 1 3
SABRINAM 2016 i) i EH 169/66 73 29 67 27 12 27 4
CROPPHY 2014 EHE JE& 515/507 223 224 68 226 215 66 3
MURPHY"? 2012 PEAE & Ak 5 308/469 104 174 30 156 251 62 4
OKOBIAM 2011 fin#h H E7H 354/438 156 162 36 173 207 58 4
BENFORD!™ 2010 EHE AE# 189/323 86 77 26 237 21 65 6
SALINAS!H® 2008 EdE 5 1252/1233 937 288 27 994 225 14 5
SCHUMACHER™ 2007 e s 171/256 64 77 30 119 116 21 3
CHEN 2017 £33 [SRIEPN 779/864 547 210 22 637 223 4 4
OSKINA! 2014 %% W MR A 392/343 291 93 8§ 292 50 1 2
BRANKOVIC? 2013 FEIR Y [=PEPN 150/100 86 61 3 11 82 7 2
LANGEM 2012 B! EmEA 754/2 713 570 166 18 2197 495 21 5
ZEEGERS" 2011 fip 2 =3I PN 281/267 224 53 4 196 64 7 2
WOKOLORCZYK™! 2010 = (=3 PN 690/602 515 156 19 484 115 3 4
OLAMA STAGE1% 2009 W [ Emin& AN 1854/1 894 1 343 478 33 1581 301 12 4
OLAMA STAGE2%) 2009 E | mm&EAN  3650/3 940 2 732 857 61 3212 684 44 4
MEYER" 2009 1 [ (=3 PN 486/462 365 107 14 370 90 2 3
BEUTEN!" 2009 EqE| mmEA 577/813 452 117 8§ 668 139 6 4
CHENG"™ 2008 EH =3I IEPN 417/407 318 97 2 334 69 4 4
SCHUMACHER™ 2007 %= EomE A 732/1 114 551 169 12 869 233 12 5
ZHENG™ 2007 FEH mm&EAN 1556/571 1169 356 31 485 82 4 4
SUURINIEMI™] 2007 ¥ EmEA 582/538 435 136 11 427 107 4 3
SEVERI®! 2007 R F W (=31 PN 821/732 595 212 14 586 135 11 6
WANGH 2007 FEH [=3I 1PN 491/545 383 99 9 439 101 5 4
HAIMANE 2007 ¥ H mmEA 1170/875 895 257 18 707 160 8 5
YEAGER PLCOY* 2007 EE mmERA 1172/1 157 864 283 25 929 218 10 4
YEAGER ACS™Y 2007 ¥ [ mEmEA 1150/1 151 891 236 23 973 169 9 4
YEAGER ATBCEY 2007 FEHE =3I IE-PN 894/896 564 291 39 614 256 26 4
YEAGER FPCCH 2007 EH mimEA 455/459 351 98 6 394 63 2 4
YEAGER HPFS® 2007 ¥ mEimE A 625/636 469 147 9 526 106 4
CHANE 2013 Bk W& 289/143 180 92 17 94 44 5 5
ZHANG® 2014 rh [ W& 123/137 74 45 4 91 44 2 4
ZHAOR 2014  SREs| W 277/287 161 108 8 197 86 4 6
JOUNG!#! 2012 i [ DA 193/168 114 67 12 127 38 3 5
LIyt 2012 [ W 260/287 150 102 8 197 86 4 4
ZHENGH 2010  SBES| W& 284/151 173 96 15 110 35 6 5
XIEHH 2010 [ W EF 120/120 74 41 5 90 26 4 5
L1Ut 2009 H A W 503/323 288 183 32 218 89 16 6
CHEN"# 2009 e SBEs| W 340/337 215 119 6 253 75 9 4
TERADAMY 2008 H A WA 507/387 310 172 25 254 122 11 3

PLCO(prostate, lung,colon and ovarian trial) ; ACS(American cancer society prevention study [[ ); ATBC(alpha-to-copherol,
beta-carotene prevention study); FPCC(CeRePP French prostate case-control) ; HPFS(health profession-als follow-up study) ;
PHS(physicians &. apos health study) ; FHCRC(fred hutchinson cancer research center king county case-control studies).
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2.2 HEESH KBEEDNHRZE SR 4R E
R HABBESE A FE R 95 % CT F OR {EAE BT Bk b It
K2 W] R e, AT DR i AR A T RO B R AR
. AFESIE BRANKOVIC? (2013) ,OSKINA
(2014) P i SCHR G S AR 43 B KT 41 43 A 1Y) 5 o 7k
F AR i — AT Mera 53 Hr AT P AERFIE.

2.3 Meta SR EBEMFER B R Al
HF AT S MRS rs1447295 SR 28 1
55 PCa XU I AR G o 4 HCAY 55 A1 78 %5040 7 45 3t
AR AT 43 M o Meta S5 3R W , 55 o Jk PR
BI(A vs. C:OR=1.30,95%CI:1.20~1. 40, P<<
0.001, & 1); @M m AL AL (CA+ AA vs. CC:OR=

1.33,95%CI;1.22~1.45,P<C0. 001, & 2) ; fGath st
FEREH (AA vs. CCHCA:OR=1.61,95%CI:1. 34~
1.94,P<C0. 001, & 3) s 8l &5 F AL BRI (AA vs. CC:
OR=1.71,95%CI:1.39~2.11,P<C0. 001,/ 4); 5
e F % A B (CA ws. CC: OR=1. 30, 95% CI;
1.20~1. 42, P<C0. 001, & 5) & 5 /™55 A 34 F 52
8q24 rs1447295 FEN LM 5 PCa b Bk (9 A1 ¢ 1%
BARENG I #2E L, & W™ 40 5 bk &
Bk T BRANKOVIC™ (2013), OSKINA®Y
(2014) 1 SCHR, S B 53X W 0 SRS . & R e L
YA BE HE R BEASITFE LR 2D,

R2 HEFEF.SMEAMMLEEFH 8q24 rs1447295 ER S HFMHMNENER B BE 4S8 TNEAGTERENSH

S OR(95%CD

il BI% i/ o iR Y =
r P{i ORfH TK LR PA{E P (i

S5 L 3 352/173 SR LI A ws. C 0.00% 0.755 1.00 0.73 1.36  0.986  0.999
Bk CA+AA vs.CC  0.00% 0.708 1.01 0.68 1.51 0.932 0.932

(5843 AA vs. CCHCA  0.00% 0.985 0.97 0.58 1.63  0.909  0.910

giG ¥ AA wvs. CC 0.00% 0.966 0.95 0.55 1.66  0.870  0.871

BT CA ws. CC 0.00% 0.699 1.04 0.64 1.67  0.887  0.887

[ 6 2 789/3 426 SE{FEA A ws. C 76.0% 0.001 1.09 1.00 1.30  0.356 0.144
B CA+AA vs.CC  60.6% 0.026 1.10 0.91 1.32  0.326  0.081

58S AA vs, CCHCA  68.4% 0.007 1.13 0.80 1.61  0.493  0.284

a5+ AA vs. CC 71.3% 0.004 1.16 0.79 1.72  0.455  0.228

o CA ws. CC 36.2% 0.165 1.09 0.94 1.27  0.245  0.333

EOmZE AL 17 19 678/21 079 S KL A ws. C 80.2% 0.001 1.33 20 1.48 <C0.001 <<0.001
B CA+AA »s.CC  80.3% 0.001 1.41 1.35 1.48 <C0.001 <<0.001

558k AA vs. CC-CA  42.8% 0.018 2.03 57 2.63 <C0.001 <C0.001

g+ AA ws. CC 59.9% 0.001 2.09 1.53 2.85 <C0.001 <<0.001

HET CA wvs. CC 79.5% 0.001 1.30 1.16 1.46 <C0.001 <<0.001

gyl 10 2896/2 340  ZEfiK:[A A ws. C 0.00% 0.670 1.43 1.29 1.58 <C0.001 <<0.001
IR CA+AA vs.CC  0.00% 0.495 1.53 1.36 1.71 <C0.001 <C0.001

Rt AA vs. CCCA  0.00% 0.762 1.54 1.13 2.11 0.006 <<0.001

a5 F AA ws. CC 0.00% 0.796 1.75 1.28 2.40 <C0.001 <C0.001

et CA wvs. CC 7.80% 0.370 1.50 1.32 1.70 <C0.001 <<0.001

it 36 25 715/27 018 Zf LA A wvs. C 75.8% 0.001 1.30 1.20 1.40 <C0.001 <<0.001
RS CA+AA vs.CC  73.0% 0.001 1.33 1.22 1.45 <C0.001 <<0.001

583 AA vs. CC-CA  51.1% 0.001 1.61 1.34 1.94 <C0.001 <C0.001

ai G ¥ AA wvs. CC 60.1% 0.001 1.71 1.39 2.11 <C0.001 <C0.001

BT CA ws. CC 70.5% 0.001 1.30 1.20 1.42 <C0.001 <<0.001

OR: B CL EAE X H] .
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W B FATHE — 2P 8 RISt 5 i T 8q24
rs1447295 PR 22 25 VR 3R AE AN [6] N Fob /0 7 b 1 40
MEEHR ., ESEmMEANR (FEEZRE A A LR
17 45 22 THUAFF 5% vy A A BB R (A ws. C: OR =
1.33,95%CI:1.20~1. 48, P<C0. 001, & 1) ; & 15t
R (CA+AA vs. CC:OR=1.41,95%CI:1. 35~
1.48,P<C0. 001, 2); Btk A A A C(AA vs. CC+
CA:OR=2. 03,95%CI; 1. 57~2. 63, P<C0. 001,

95%CI:1.53~2. 85, P<C0. 001, & 4); 574 & FXf
oA (CA ws. CC:OR=1.30,95%CI:1.16~1. 46,
P<C0. 001, [ 5) ,3iF 52 8q24 rs1447295 3 a4 5
PCa i KB AT 025 A OGP . 45 TUAF 52 7= 26 1)
SFME 32 Bk T BRANKOVIC™ (2013) , OSKI-
NAY(2014) 2 F SCHR » 24 Bk 23X P SCHR S » & BF 58
YL T 1 L 0 22 ST B G i L (P <0,
05,3 2),

K38 & T AR (AA vs. CC: OR = 2. 09,
Study %
D OR (95%Cl) Weight
i e 4 | :
ROJAS!'22018 == - 1.02 (0.59,1.76) 0.48
FRANCISCO!"3 2014 :0 1.38 (0.53,3.56) 0.15
SABRINA'42016 —_— 0.93(0.62,1.39) 0.94
Subtotal (/-squared=0.0%.P=0.755) <>r 1.00 (0.74,1.36) 1.57
. 1
A% :
CROPP!'1 2014 S | 1.03 (0.86,1.24) 4.35
MURPHY!'512012 —— 0.92(0.75,1.13) 3.53
OKOBIA!"® 2011 —_—— 1 0.85 (0.69,1.04) 3.70
BENFORD!'712010 _— 1.03 (0.80,1.31) 2.35
SALINASI'82008 —_— 1.38(1.16,1.64) 4.21
SCHUMACHER!'92007 _— 1.50 (1.12,1.99) 1.45
Subtotal (/-squared=76.0%.P=0.001) <> 1 1.09 (1.00,1.18) 19.60
. 1
[EYIEPN .
CHENI2092017 S — 1.26 (1.04,1.53) 3.51
OSKINART 2014 — 1.97 (1.39,2.79) 0.91
BRANKOVIC?22013 —— : 0.31(0.21,0.46) 1.71
LANGE®312012 —_—— 1.41(1.18,1.67) 3.87
ZEEGERS242011 —_ 0.71(0.50,1.02) 1.37
WOKOLORCZYK™2010 —_—— 1.46 (1.15,1.86) 2.13
OLAMA STAGE 1292009 —_—— 1.83 (1.58,2.12) 5.25
OLAMA STAGE2292009 —— 1.43 (1.29,1.58) 12.31
MEYER[262009 S — 1.42 (1.08,1.88) 1.59
BEUTEN[2712009 - ——— 1.27 (0.99,1.63) 212
CHENG282008 —— 1.32 (0.96,1.80) 1.31
SCHUMACHER!'92007 S—— 1.16 (0.95,1.42) 3.39
ZHENG?292007 —— 1.81(1.43,2.30) 2.18
SUURINIEMI®02007 —_— 1.31(1.02,1.70) U
SEVERI®12007 —_—— 1.43 (1.15,1.77) oA
WANG22007 —1—— 1.19(0.91,1.57) Letrt
HAIMANE312007 —_—— 1.28 (1.05,1.56) SIS/
YEAGER PLCOPR42007 —— 1.44 (1.21,1.72) 3.93
YEAGER ACS*2007 —_—— 1.58 (1.30,1.92) Sk
YEAGER ATBCI#42007 —_—— 1.25 (1.06,1.48) 4.67
YEAGER FPCCI32007 - 1.75 (1.27,2.40) 1.12
YEAGER HPFS*12007 —— 1.54 (1.20,1.99) 1.88
Subtotal (I-squared=80.2%.P=0.000) k} 1.39 (1.33,1.46) 66.24
o 1
% 1
CHAN52013 —_— 1.20 (0.84,1.71) 1.08
ZHANGI92014 _— 1.29 (0.84,2.00) 0.68
ZHAOF72014 —_—— 1.47 (1.09,1.98) 1.37
JOUNG®2012 —_— 2.05 (1.38,3.04) 0.69
LIUR92012 ————— 1.50 (1.11,2.03) 1.32
ZHENG® 2010 _— 1.55(1.07,2.24) 0.91
XIE“12010 —_—— 1.63(1.01,2.63) 0.51
LIUM22009 —— 1.41(1.11,1.80) 2.13
CHEN®32009 ———— 1.49 (1.12,1.99) 1.44
TERADAX42008 — 1.23(0.97,1.55) 2.44
Subtotal (I-squared=0.0%.P=0.670) I<> 1.43 (1.29,1.58) 12.59
Overall (I-squared=75.8%.P=0.000) (Io 1.33(1.29,1.38) 100.00
1
1
| |
0.211 1 4.73

1

8424 rs1447295 HEE S HMS PCa FRMHNEMEREEER M Meta DT HFHRE
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TEW 7 HERE A&V H B B 4 E Y 10 T &
WFE R, BEALA B KG 36 S5 I 1 A IR (&5 A 26 D A Y 12
<0.00%,P=0.670; @ PR I*<<0.00%,P=

P=0.37),
AL 2) Bk

Meta 4 Hr 45 {3

PR (I 1) | S gt

AL R (18] 3) 4l & F 5t A 15 7

(B 4) 524 F X% oL (& 5)F 52 8q24 rs1447295

0. 495 ; B AR R 17 <C0. 00 % , P=0. 762; 4li & F 1 1 SR Z A PCa KUK HA W3 M AHCPE (R 2,
I"<<0.00%,P=0.796; 24/ FHIAL, [* <<7.80%,
Study %
ID OR (95%Cl) Weight
% .
ROJAS!'22018 ¢ N 1.00 (0.53,1.91) 0.47
FRANCISCOI™3 2014 I 1.54 (0.51,4.65) 0.14
SABRINAI2016 —_— 0.91(0.51,1.62) 0.62
Subtotal (/-squared=0.0%.P=0.708) ﬁ>' 1.02 (0.68,1.51) 1.22
i 1
Bl |
CROPP!" 2014 _.-I 1.05(0.82,1.35) 3.11
MURPHY!'512012 —— 0.98 (0.72,1.33) 2.13
OKOBIA' 2011 —— : 0.83 (0.62,1.10) 2.65
BENFORD!'2010 —— 0.99 (0.71,1.39) 1.75
SALINAS!'812008 - 1.40 (1.16,1.69) 4.58
SCHUMACHER!"92007 —— 1.45(0.98,2.16) 1.04
Subtotal (/-squared=60.6%.P=0.026) 0: 1.13(1.01,1.26) 15.27
p |
[SYIE-IN
CHENI212017 - 1.19 (0.96,1.48) 3.84
OSKINAR1 2014 '_*_ 1.99 (1.37,2.89) 1.03
BRANKOVICE42013 _— 0.09 (0.05,0.19) 1.55
LANGE[42012 - 1.37 (1.13,1.67) 4.31
ZEEGERS42011 —— 0.70 (0.47,1.05) 1.47
WOKOLORCZYKI2010 —— 1.39 (1.07,1.82) 2.39
OLAMA STAGE 112512009 - 1.92 (1.64,2.25) 5.70
OLAMA STAGE2/252009 ha 1.48 (1.33,1.65) 13.31
MEYER®92009 —— 1.33(0.98,1.81) 1.80
BEUTEN[712009 E‘;_ 1.27 (0.98,1.66) 2.39
CHENGI?812008 1.42 (1.01,2.00) 1.43
SCHUMACHERI'®12007 == 1.17 (0.94,1.45) 3.71
ZHENG®292007 —— 1.87 (1.44,2.41) 2.40
SUURINIEMIB92007 —— 1.30 (0.98,1.72) 2.19
SEVERI®12007 —— 1.52 (1.20,1.93) 2.84
WANGE22007 — 1.17 (0.86,1.58) 1.99
HAIMANE912007 - 1.29 (1.04,1.60) 3.73
YEAGER PLCOP42007 - 1.45 (1.20,1.76) 4.30
YEAGER ACS®12007 - 1.59 (1.29,1.96) 3.50
YEAGER ATBCP42007 - 1.27 (1.05,1.55) 4.51
YEAGER FPCCI*12007 — 1.80 (1.28,2.53) 1.27
YEAGER HPFSPB412007 — 1.59 (1.21,2.09) 2.08
Subtotal (/-squared=80.3%.P=0.000) 9 1.41 (1.35,1.48) 71.74
: 1
WS 1
CHAN12013 — 1.16 (0.76,1.77) 1.04
ZHANGP62014 —_— 1.31(0.79,2.17) 0.66
ZHAORT2014 — 1.58 (1.12,2.23) 1.30
JOUNGRE#12012 [—— 2.15(1.36,3.38) 0.66
LIUBI2012 —— 1.61(1.13,2.28) 1.25
ZHENG92010 —— 1.72 (1.12,2.65) 0.83
XIEH12010 L — 1.86 (1.07,3.24) 0.47
LIUE22009 —— 1.55 (1.16,2.08) 1.86
CHEN®I2009 ——— 1.75 (1.26,2.44) 1.35
TERADA%I2008 —— 1.21(0.92,1.60) 2.34
Subtotal (/-squared=0.0%.P=0.495) |<> 1.53(1.36,1.71) 1.77
i |
Overall (I-squared=73.0%.P=0.000) ] 1.38 (1.32,1.44) 100.00
1
1
| |
0.0454 1 22
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TEEEXT AR HERE (Y 6 TiAH SC 58 s Meta 43 Bt 55
P B (A vs. C:OR=1.09,95%CI: 1. 00 ~
1.30,P=0.356, & 1); @ s E#R (CA+AA wvs.
CC:OR=1.10,95%CI.0. 91 ~1. 32, P=0. 326,
K 2) s Bk s A B R (AA vs. CCH+CA:OR=1. 13,
95%CI:0.80~1.61,P=0.493, [ 3); 4l & F i f%
R (AA vs. CC:OR=1.16,95%CI:0.79~1.72,

P=0.455, K 4); 534 F X A A (CA vs. CC:
OR=1.09,95% CI.0.94~1.27,P=0. 245, 5).
PR 8924 rs1447295 A LB PCa 5 Bk T4
T G, SR AN R Rk EERET
SCHUMACHER"" (2007) 3 & Sk » 24 By 2% 1% SCik
J& &V N A R B H 22 R 2o it
Y (P<0.05,% 2),

L, e
- &

Study %
D OR (95%Cl) Weight
T
Hr3 7 [
ROJASI'22018 —o— 1.08 (0.28,4.15) 0.83
FRANCISCO!'3 2014 o— 1.01(0.11,9.57) 0.31
SABRINAI2016 —0—: 0.95 (0.53,1.69) 4.75
Subtotal (I-squared=0.0%.P=0.985) 0.97 (0.58,1.63) 5.88
Ela=1
CROPPI' 2014 —— 1.02(0.71,1.46) 11.69
MURPHY![152012 —_— 0.71(0.45,1.12) 8.98
OKOBIAI" 2011 —_—— 0.74 (0.48,1.15) 9.43
BENFORDI'712010 —— 1.12(0.69,1.83) 6.03
SALINAS!"82008 —_—— 1.92(1.00,3.68) 2.79
SCHUMACHER!"92007 —_—— 2.38(1.31,4.32) 2.81
Subtotal (I-squared=68.4%.P=0.007) O : 1.06 (0.87,1.28) etz
. 1
[ZVIE-PN 1
CHENR92017 L —— 6.25 (2.14,18.21) 0.75
OSKINART 2014 - g 3> 7.13(0.89,57.26) 0.21
BRANKOVIC®22013 & : 0.27 (0.07,1.07) 1.67
LANGE®312012 | —— 3.14 (1.66,5.91) 1.81
ZEEGERS®42011 _— 0.54 (0.16,1.85) 1.43
WOKOLORCZYKI"12010 D ——— 5.65 (1.66,19.20) 0.63
OLAMA STAGE 11292009 —_— 2.84 (1.46,5.52) 2.36
OLAMA STAGE21292009 —— 1.50 (1.02,2.22) e
MEYERR202009 - 6.82 (1.54,30.18) 0:40
BEUTENET2009 —_—————— 1.89 (0.65,5.48) K
CHENG82008 ~— - 0.49 (0.09,2.67) ?'gi
SCHUMACHER!"92007 B e — 1.53 (0.68,3.43) 116
ZHENG212007 _ 2.88 (1.01,8.20) nER
SUURINIEMIB92007 —_— 2.57 (0.81,8.13) e
SEVERIB112007 L — 1.14 (0.51,2.52) Ao
WANGI22007 B — 2.02 (0.67,6.06) 1.82
HAIMANE212007 — 1.69 (0.73,3.91) 1.99
YEAGER PLCOR42007 _— 2.50 (1.20,5.23) 178
YEAGER ACSP42007 e — 2.59 (1.19,5.62) 5.03
YEAGER ATBC[*12007 —— 1.53(0.92,2.53) 0.40
YEAGER FPCCP42007 g 3.05(0.61,15.21) 0.79
YEAGER HPFS[P42007 ——:+— 2.31(0.71,7.54) 38.45
Subtotal (I-squared=42.8%.P=0.018) 1 O 2.01(1.69,2.39)
o 1
W 1
CHANR812013 —_—— 1.73(0.62,4.77) 1.27
ZHANGE92014 — 2.27 (0.41,12.61) 0.37
ZHAOBT2014 —_— 2.10(0.63,7.07) 0.77
JOUNGB#12012 - —- 3.65(1.01,13.15) 0.61
LIUBE2012 e e S 2.25(0.67,7.55) 0.75
ZHENGH 92010 ————re 1.35 (0.51,3.55) 1.50
XIE#12010 < 1.26 (0.33,4.81) 0.78
LIU¥22009 —_—— 1.30 (0.70,2.42) 3.69
CHEN®32009 —_— 0.65 (0.23,1.86) 1.80
TERADAM42008 +— 1.77 (0.86,3.65) A
Subtotal (I-squared=0.0%.P=0.762) < 1.56 (1.15,2.12) 13.94
Overall (I-squared=51.1%.P=0.000) é 1.49 (1.33,1.67) 100.00
I
1
| |
0.0175 1 57.3
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TEEF X P B R RERY 1Y) 3 W 5% s Meta 43 #F Meta 53 Hr 45 R KW, 8924 rs1447295 KK £ &

SPGB AR (P 2) Bl el EEIKOE A B N R AR R RO HE e F
B (P 3) A T3 088 ) ﬁ’%A?XTtH‘% FERE T 15 PCa 5 i i 7 76 3 B G A 154
T 5§75 8a24 rs1447205 JEIH A HE S PCa 55 REHCBEMBLE REIRE D, 22 53 R  X,

BPETLGE A E Gk 2)

Study %
ID OR (95%Cl) Weight
T
R [
ROJAS!'22018 _— 1.08 (0.28,4.19) 0.88
FRANCISCO!" 2014 ~<— 1.14 (0.12,10.96) 0.32
SABRINA12016 —o—: 0.92(0.49,1.72) 4.45
Subtotal (I-squared=0.0%.P=0.966) 0.96 (0.55,1.66) 5.65
€[50
CROPP!'1 2014 —— 1.04 (0.71,1.54) 11.05
MURPHY!"52012 — 0.73 (0.44,1.20) 8.02
OKOBIAI'® 2011 —_—— 0.69 (0.43,1.10) 9.36
BENFORD!'2010 —— 1.10 (0.66,1.85) 5.91
SALINAS!'812008 —— 2.05(1.07,3.93) 2.91
SCHUMACHER!"92007 — 2.66 (1.41,5.01) 2.51
Subtotal (I-squared=71.3%.P=0.004) O : 1.08 (0.88,1.32) 39.76
. 1
[EVIEIN 1
CHENR92017 | e 6.40(2.19,18.70) 0.79
OSKINAR 2014 : < 8.03 (1.00,64.59) 0.22
BRANKOVIC?42013 g | 0.05(0.01,0.24) 2.46
LANGE®32012 | ——— 3.30 (1.75,6.24) 1.87
ZEEGERSP42011 ———t 0.50 (0.14,1.73) 1.59
WOKOLORCZYK["2010 | —————— 5.95 (1.75,20.24) 0.66
OLAMA STAGE 112912009 —_— 3.24 (1.67,6.29) 2.38
OLAMA STAGE21292009 —— 1.63 (1.10,2.41) 8.70
MEYER[82009 <> 7.10 (1.60,31.44) beE
BEUTENI212009 e — 1.97 (0.68,5.72) 4
CHENG?812008 4 - 0.53 (0.10,2.89) g'gg
SCHUMACHERI"®12007 ——— 1.58 (0.70,3.54) 121
ZHENG®292007 -_— 3.22(1.13,9.16) 0:87
SUURINIEMI®92007 — 2.70 (0.85,8.54) D
SEVERIB12007 —— 1.25 (0.56,2.78) L
WANG322007 —_— 2.06 (0.69,6.21) 192
HAIMAN(32007 T 1.78(0.77,4.11) 207
YEAGER PLCOP42007 —— 2.69 (1.28,5.63) 1.85
YEAGER ACSI%12007 —_—— 2.79 (1.28,6.06) 516
YEAGER ATBCB42007 —— 1.63(0.98,2.72) 0.41
YEAGER FPCC42007 g 3.37(0.68,16.79) 0.81
YEAGER HPFS[42007 ——:0— 2.52(0.77,8.25) 40.68
Subtotal (/-squared=59.9%.P=0.000) |° 2.11(1.77,2.50)
o 1
W #F .
CHANP512013 —— 1.78 (0.64,4.96) 1.33
ZHANGPEI2014 — 2.46 (0.44,13.80) 0.38
ZHAORT2014 —_ 2.45(0.72,8.27) 0.76
JOUNGP#12012 B 4.46 (1.23,16.19) 0.58
LIUBI2012 —_—— 2.63(0.78,8.89) 0.73
ZHENGH92010 —_—— 1.59 (0.60,4.22) 1.49
XIEH12010 B 1.52(0.39,5.87) 0.75
LIU®22009 ——— 1.51(0.81,2.83) 3.64
CHEN32009 e — 0.78 (0.27,2.24) 1.75
TERADA42008 t———— 1.86 (0.90,3.86) 248
Subtotal (/-squared=0.0%.P=0.793) < 1.78 (1.30,2.42) A
Overall (I-squared=60.1%.P=0.000) é 1.59 (1.41,1.78) 100.00
1
1
| |
0.0123 1 81

B4 8q24 rs1447295 EE M S PCa BB MM A S FEEKREMN Meta T RNKE

http://jmurology. xjtu. edu. cn; zgmnwk. cug. top



170 J Mod Urol, Vol. 25 No. 2 Feb. 2020

Study %
D OR (95%Cl) Weight
hET L
ROJAS!'22018 —4+ 0.99 (0.50,1.97) 0.43
FRANCISCO!"3 2014 - < 1.64 (0.50,5.45) 0.12
SABRINA["2016 —_— 0.89 (0.40,2.00) 0.33
Subtotal (/-squared=0.0%.P=0.699) <> 1.04 (0.65,1.68) 0.89
. 1
1% :
CROPPI' 2014 —— 1.06 (0.81,1.37) 2.88
MURPHY!"582012 =)= 1.04 (0.76,1.42) 2.03
OKOBIA!" 2011 —_—— | 0.87 (0.64,1.17) 2.47
BENFORDI'72010 — 0.96 (0.67,1.37) 1.63
SALINAS!"82008 == 1.36 (1.12,1.65) 461
SCHUMACHER!"92007 ~F— 1.23(0.81,1.88) 1.05
Subtotal (I-squared=36.2%.P=0.165) | 1.12(1.00,1.26) 14.68
. 1
YN !
CHENR92017 —— 1.10 (0.88,1.37) 4.03
OSKINA2T 2014 —— 1.87 (1.28,2.73) 1.07
BRANKOVIC?22013 —_—— - 0.10(0.05,0.19) 1.57
LANGE®2312012 == 1.29 (1.06,1.58) 4.39
ZEEGERS42011 —0— 0.72(0.48,1.09) 1.43
WOKOLORCZYKI2010 1.27 (0.97,1.67) 2.49
OLAMA STAGE 112912009 --- 1.87 (1.59,2.20) 5.83
OLAMA STAGE2292009 <= 1.47 (1.32,1.65) 13.33
MEYER[22009 —— 1.21(0.88,1.65) 1.88
BEUTEN[2712009 -I—O— 1.24 (0.95,1.64) 2.44
CHENG?82008 —— 1.48 (1.05,2.08) 1.43
SCHUMACHER!"92007 == 1.14 (0.91,1.43) 3.76
ZHENGR92007 —— 1.80 (1.39,2.34) 2.45
SUURINIEMIE92007 -|—0— 1.25(0.94,1.66) 2.25
SEVERI®12007 —— 1.55(1.21,1.97) 2.81
WANGP22007 —= 1.12(0.82,1.53) 2.02
HAIMAN(12007 —— 1.27 (1.02,1.58) 3.79
YEAGER PLCOB42007 | - 1.40 (1.14,1.70) 4.38
YEAGER ACSP42007 —— 1.52 (1.23,1.90) 3.54
YEAGER ATBC[*12007 —— 1.24 (1.01,1.52) 4.47
YEAGER FPCCP42007 —— 1.75 (1.23,2.47) 1.30
YEAGER HPFS(*12007 —— 1.56 (1.18,2.06) 2.13
Subtotal (I-squared=79.5%.P=0.000) 9 1.37 (1.31,1.44) 72.78
s |
CHANB52013 —— 1.09 (0.71,1.69) 1.03
ZHANGI92014 — 1.26 (0.75,2.11) 0.68
ZHAOB2014 —— 1.54 (1.08,2.18) 1.34
JOUNGB82012 —— 1.96 (1.23,3.15) 0.67
LIUB2012 —— 1.56 (1.09,2.23) 1.29
ZHENGH92010 —_—— 1.74 (1.11,2.75) 0.78
XIE®112010 '—4— 1.92 (1.07,3.42) 0.44
LIU#22009 —— 1.56 (1.14,2.12) 1.76
CHEN 312009 —— 1.87 (1.33,2.63) 1.30
TERADAM2008 —— 1.16 (0.87,1.54) 2.35
Subtotal (/-squared=7.8%.P=0.370) |<> 1.50 (1.33,1.69) 11.65
Overall (I-squared=70.4%.P=0.670) 6 1.35(1.29,1.41) 100.00

|

1

| |
0.046 8 1 21.4
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