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ABSTRACT

Background/Aim: Breast cancer is the most prevalent 
malignant tumor and the leading cause of cancer in females in 
Europe. The purpose of the current research was to assess the 
potent discrepancies concerning the periodontal health status 
between females suffering from invasive ductal and lobular 
carcinoma, confirmed by histopathological examinations, 
and healthy ones. Materials and Methods: Data from an 
oral and dental clinical examination of 130 females suffering 
from breast cancer and 290 matching healthy controls were 
collected through a modified standardized questionnaire and 
analyzed using a univariate and multivariate regression model. 
Periodontal status concerned the following indices, Gingival 
Index (GI), Probing Pocket Depth (PPD), Clinical Attachment 
Loss (CAL), and Bleeding on Probing (BOP). Odds ratios (OR’s) 
and 95% Confidence Intervals (CI’s) were also recorded after 
adjustment for potential con-founders. Results: Female breast 
cancer patients showed worst CAL compared with healthy 
females (p=0.040, OR=1.787, 95% CI=1.208-2.651) after 
controlling for smoking and socio-economic level. Conclusion: 
CAL was statistically significantly different between females 
who were suffered from breast cancer and healthy ones.

Keywords: Breast Cancer, Periodontal disease, Risk factors, 
Females

INTRODUCTION

Breast Cancer (BCa) is the most prevalent malignant tumor 
and the leading cause of cancer in females, in Europe, as it has 
been assessed that more than one in 10 females are affected 
and represents approximately 28.8% cancers in females [1]. 
It is also responsible for 25% of all cancer cases and 15% of 
all cancer-related deaths among females [2]. In addition, 
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20-30% of newly diagnosed BCa cases may be associated 
with diverse risk factors that are involved in initiation or 
modification of breast cells malignant transformation [3]. 
BCa risk factors include age over 40 years old, BCa history 
in first-degree relatives, mammary gland diseases history, 
early age of menarche and childbearing advanced age (after 
35 years), menopause advanced age, genetic susceptibility 
[4], alcohol consumption [5], ionizing radiation therapy [6], 
Caucasian race [7], obesity as expressed by body mass index 
(BMI), physical inactivity, and treatment with hormones and 
oral contraceptives [8]. However, in 75-80% of BCa cases no 
risk factor has been detected [7]. Periodontal disease (PD), is 
divided into two main types, gingivitis and periodontitis and is 
a chronic inflammatory disease caused by bacterial infection 
which invades gingiva and periodontal supporting tissues [9]. 
Periodontal bacteria [10] and viruses [11] are responsible for 
a host immuno-inflammatory response in periodontal tissues 
that results in periodontal pocket formation, attachment loss, 
bleeding and bone loss, whereas its prevalence and severity 
increases with age [12] and in case of aggressive and severe 
PD leads to tooth loss [13]. Chronic PD risk factors are smoking, 
diabetes mellitus, and obesity [12].

Periodontal infection has systemic implications [14] as PD 
patients show an increased risk of diverse diseases and 
disorders such as ischemic heart disease [15], stroke [16], 
diabetes mellitus type 2 [14], respiratory diseases [17], 
rheumatoid arthritis [18], osteoporosis [14], and several types 
of cancers [19]. A significant total cancer risk [20,21] and certain 
location-specific types of cancer [22-24] have been associated 
with poor oral hygiene, PD development, and tooth loss, 
independent of age, smoking, and alcohol consumption. The 
possible causative role of PD in cancer pathogenesis has been 
investigated by several researches in diverse organs such as 
oral cavity, oesophagus, stomach, lungs, pancreas [21,25-28] 
with conflicting results, even after adjustment for possible 
confounders such as smoking habits, socio-economic status, 
etc.

Accumulating evidence supposed an important role of 
immune-inflammatory mechanisms that may be common 
to PD and cancer [29,30]. Periodontal bacteria may directly 
affect breast carcinogenesis, stating evidence for oral 
bacterial species appearance in breast tissues [31], whereas 
it has also been proposed that PD may affect and/or reflect 
systemic inflammatory procedures that contribute to breast 
carcinogenesis [32]. However, the exact mechanisms for 
the potential relationship between PD and risk for cancer 
development still remain unknown.

Previous and recent researches have recorded an elevated 
BCa risk among females with PD [29,30, 33-36], however, 
remarkable limitations of those studies concerned inadequate 
sample sizes and inadequate control for possible confounding 
factors. Moreover, conflicting observations regarding the 
relationship between PD and BCa risk have been carried out as 
previous studies, have revealed no association between both 
diseases [26,37-40].

In contrast to the mentioned investigations, few researches 
have investigated oral health conditions or periodontal 
health in females BCa patients and they have focused on 
patients undergoing adjuvant therapy, such as chemotherapy, 
radiotherapy, hormone therapy and anti-body treatment [41-
46].

In Greece similar prospective or retrospective studies that 
examined the possible differences in periodontal status 
between female BCa patients and healthy ones have not been 
carried out.

The current report was performed to estimate the potential 
differences in periodontal health status between females 
who suffered from BCa, confirmed by histopathological 
examinations, and healthy ones.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Study population sample and study design

The current retrospective case-control research was carried 
out between November 2021 and July 2022. Sample size 
estimation was based on BCa prevalence [47] and the EPITOOLS 
guidelines (https://epitools.ausvet.com.au) determined with 
95% Confidence Interval (CI) and desired power 0.8. The World 
Health Organization (WHO) recommendations for evaluating 
periodontal status incidence were used for assessing age 
group [48]. In the study sample included 420 females, 130 
who suffered from BCa cases and 290 healthy females - 
control, aged 45 to 78 and were derived from three private 
practices, one dental and two medicals. The patients group 
consisted of females whose BCa primary diagnosis was based 
on patients’ Mammography findings, however, the definitive 
diagnosis was confirmed by histopathological examination 
of the intraoperatively removed tumor or its components, 
using traditional cytologic, histological, and histochemical 
methods[49]. The diagnostic method of fine needle aspiration 
(FNA) biopsy was done [50] in a low rate of BCa patients (21 or 
16.15%).
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Eligibility criteria

To be eligible, the participants, patients and healthy individuals, 
should not have been treated by a conservative or a surgical 
procedure in their oral cavity during the last 6 months, or pre-
scribed for systemic antibiotic or immunosuppression agents 
or glucocorticoids within the previous 6 months. Moreover, 
they should have more than 15 teeth and periodontitis 
from stage I to IV [51]. Exclusion criteria concerned females 
with diabetes mellitus, cardiovascular diseases or any other 
type of cancer, and hospital patients for controlling possible 
confounders such as age, smoking habits, and socio-economic 
level. Females with advanced BCa under medical treatment, 
those with breast metastases caused by a primary focus at a 
different region, and those diagnosed in other locations in 
head-neck-thorax region (carcinogenesis field theory [52]), 
were also excluded from the study protocol. The friendly and 
collegial environment of cases determined the control group 
selection as were inhabitants of the same city with cases, 
and were visited the mentioned practices for their routine 
health follow-up. Moreover, patients and healthy individuals 
were matched for age and gender. The mentioned conditions 
could affect oral and periodontal tissues and lead to biased 
secondary associations.

The present research was not approved by authorized Greek 
committees as was a non-experimental one. Patients and 
healthy individuals were informed about the aims/methods 
and significance of the importance of the present research, 
and gave their written consent to enroll in the study protocol.

Research questionnaire

Participants answered to a modified Minnesota Dental School 
Medical questionnaire [53], that contained epidemiological 
variables such as age, smoking status, educational and socio-
economic level, BMI, current diseases and disorders, and past 
medical/dental history.

For assessing the intra-examiner variance, a sample of 84(20%) 
participants was chosen randomly and re-examined clinically 
by the same dentist after three weeks, and no differences 
were recorded between the 1st and the 2nd clinical assessment 
(Cohen's Kappa = 0.96), whereas no oral hygiene instructions 
were given to the participants during the mentioned period. 

Periodontal Disease indices assessment

All interproximal sites, mesial and distal, were measured 
regarding the following indices, Gingival Index (GI), Probing 
Pocket Depth (PPD), Clinical Attachment Loss (CAL), and 

Bleeding on Probing (BOP) in the whole of the quadrants 
except remaining roots and third molars, the worst values 
were calculated to the nearest 1.0 mm and coded as 
dichotomous variables for each participant, using a Williams 
probe with a controlled force of 0.2 N (DB764R, Aesculap AG & 
Co. KG, Tuttlingen, Germany), GI categorized as score 0, which 
corresponds to Löe [54] classification 0 and 1, and-score 1, 
which corresponds to Löe classification as score 2 and 3. PPD 
was dichotomously calculated as score 0: stage I [maximum 
PPD ≤ 4.0 mm] and score 1: stage II-IV [PPD ≤ 4.0-≥ 6.0 mm], 
and CAL severity was calculated as score 0: stage I [CAL: 1.0-
2.0 mm], and score 1: stage II-IV [CAL: 3.00-≥ 5.0 mm] [55]. 
BOP was categorized as score 0: absence, and score 1: BOP 
presence and regarded as positive if it displayed within 15 
seconds of probing.

Assessment of covariates

Socio-demographic variables and potential variables were 
included as covariates in the univariate and multivariable 
analyses. Cases and controls’ age was categorized as 45-50, 
51-60, and 61+; education level was classified as elementary 
and higher education (University/College) level. Socio-
economic status was categorized as ≤1,000 and >1,000 €/
month. Cigarette smoking was categorized as never (females 
who smoked less than 100 cigarettes during their lifetime), 
and former (females who smoked at least 100 cigarettes in 
their lifetime and reported that they now smoke “not at all”) / 
present smokers (females who smoked at least 100 cigarettes 
in their lifetime and reported they now smoke “every day” or 
“some days”). BMI is an obesity index and was classified as 
normal (<30 Kg/m2) and high (≥30 Kg/m2) [8]. 

Statistical analysis

For each case and control, the worst values of PPD and CAL 
on six sites per tooth and the BOP presence/absence were 
calculated and categorized as dichotomous variables, as 
already mentioned. Univariate analysis model was performed 
to assess the possible relationship between cases/controls 
and the independent variables examined. Logistic regression 
model was applied to assess the mentioned associations 
using the Enter and Wald methods. Adjusted OR's and 95% CI 
were also recorded. The SPSS ver.19.0 package was used, and 
a p-value of less than 5% (p< 0.05) was regarded significant 
for all statistical tests done. Moreover, the statistical model of 
Cohran’s and Mantel-Haenszel’s was applied order to control 
the possible confounders, in an attempt to avoid biased 
secondary associations.
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RESULTS

Cases and controls showed a mean age of 62.4 (± 2.32) years.

Invasive ductal (64.2%) and lobular cancer (35.8%) were 
the dominant histopathological types, as the infrequent 
histological types of BCa were excluded.

After performance of the univariate analysis cases showed 
significantly higher values in CAL, compared with controls 
(p=0.002, 95% CI=0.489-0.774), whereas no one other PD index 

was found to be statistically significantly different between 
BCa patients and healthy females (Table 1). No statistically 
significant differences were recorded between BCa patients 
and healthy females concerning epidemiological parameters 
such as age (p= 0.387), educational status (p=0.222, 95% 
CI=0.510-1.170), socio-economic status (p=0.184, 95% 
CI=0.472-1.156), BMI (p=0.545-1.274), whereas cases showed 
significantly higher values concerning smoking com-pared 
with healthy females (p=0.020, 95% CI=0.389-0.924).

Variables Cases Controls p-value
Odds Ratio and 95%

Confidence Interval

Age

45-50

51-60

61-70

71+

23 (17.7)

42 (32.3)

48 (36.9)

17 (13.1)

58 (20.0)

81 (27.9)

96 (33.1)

55 (19.0)

0.387

Educational level

Low

High

67 (51.5)

63 (48.5)

168 (57.9)

122 (42.1)
0.222 0.772 (0.510-1.170)

S/economic level

Low

High

38 (29.2)

92 (70.8)

104 (35.9)

186 (64.1)
0.184 0.739 (0.472-1.156)

Smoking status

Never

Previous/Current

43 (33.1)

87 (66.9)

131 (45.2)

159 (54.8)
0.020* 0.600 (0.389-0.924)

Body Mass Index

<30 kg/m2

≥30 kg/m2

49 (37.7)

81 (62.3)

122 (42.1)

168 (57.9)
0.399 0.833 (0.545-1.274)

Gingival Index

Absence/Mild

Moderate/Severe

40 (30.8)

90 (69.2)

102 (35.2)

188 (64.8)
0.378 0.819 (0.526-1.277)

Probing pocket depth

≤ 4.0 mm

≤ 4.0-≥ 6.0 mm
29 (22.3)

101 (77.7)

78 (26.9)

212 (73.1)
0.318 0.780 (0.479-1.271)

Clinical Attachment Loss

1.00-2.00 mm

3.0-≥ 5.0 mm
33 (25.4)

97 (74.6)

119 (41.0)

171 (59.0)
0.002*

0.489 (0.309-0.774)

Bleeding on Probing

Absence

Presence

38 (29.2)

92 (70.8)

99 (34.1)

191 (65.9)
0.321 0.797 (0.509-1.249)

Table 1: Univariate analysis of cases and controls regarding each independent variable.

*p-value statistically significant.
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Similarly, the Enter and the Wald step of multivariate regression 
model confirmed the previous finding regarding CAL, 
(p=0.048, 95% CI=1.291-2.883, and p= 0.040, 95% CI=1.208-
2.651, respectively) (Table 2). The first step of the model also 
showed no statistically significant differences concerning age 
(p=0.788, 95% CI=0.817-1.306), educational level (p=0.337, 
95% CI=0.529-1,243), socio-economic status (p=0.314, 95% 

CI=0.810-1.926), smoking status (p=0.064, 95% CI=0.708-
1.717), gingival inflammation (p=0.056,95% CI=0.935-1.984), 
bleeding on probing (p=0.225, 95% CI=0.848-1.812), and deep 
periodontal pockets (p=0.131, 95% CI=1.022-1.456), between 
cases and controls, except a marginal statistically significant 
difference concerning BMI (p=0.053, 95% CI=1.056-2.082).

Variables in the Equation

B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp (B)  95% CI. for EXP(B)

Lower  Upper

Step 1a age ,032 ,120 ,073 1 ,788 1,033 ,817 1,306

education.level -,209 ,218 ,921 1 ,337 ,811 ,529 1,243
socioecon.level -,222 ,221 1,014 1 ,314 1,249 ,810 1,926
smok.status ,098 ,226 ,188 1 ,064 1,103 ,708 1,717
body.mass ind ,677 ,229 5,738 1 ,053* 1,968 1,056 2,082
gingival index ,380 ,228 2,777 1 ,056 1,462 ,935 1,984
bleed.prob ,267 ,220 1,469 1 ,225 1,306 ,848 1,812
clin.attach.loss ,069 ,224 ,095 1 ,048* 1,471 1,291 2,883
prob.pock.dept ,652 ,219 6,831 1 ,131 1,121 1,022 1,456
Constant 2,455 ,448 30,096 1 ,000 ,086

Step 2a body.mass.ind ,550 ,215 6,566 1 ,048* 1,733 1,138 2,340

 clin.attach.loss ,570 ,207 5,581 1 ,040* 1,787 1,208 2,651

Constant 2,067 ,279 55,063 1 ,000 ,127

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: age, education.level, socioecon.level, smok.status, body.mass.index, ging.

index, bleed. prob, clin.attach.loss, prob.pock.dept.

Table 2: Presentation of association between potentially risk factors and BC according to Enter (first step-1a) and 
Wald (last step 2a) method of multivariate logistic regression analysis model.

*p-value statistically significant.

After using Cohran’s and Mantel-Haenszel’s method 
for adjusting known confounders such as smoking and 

socioeconomic status the same associations were recorded 
(Table 3).

Variables
Exp (B)  95%   Confidence  

Interval

Clinical Attachment Loss

Non-smokers
Previous/Current smokers  

1.733
3.422

1.135-2.624
1.543-5.843

Clinical Attachment Loss

Low socio-economic status
High socio-economic status

1.688
2.727

1.058-2.447
1.182-3.119

Table 3: Cohran’s and Mantel-Haenszel’s statistical model for controlling possible confounders.
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DISCUSSION

The outcomes of the present study recorded statistically 
significant differences between BCa patients and healthy 
females examined, regarding BMI and CAL. Moreover, the 
results did not reveal any statistically significant difference 
between cases and controls, regarding epidemiological 
variables such as age, socio-economic level, however, OR’s 
values for age, socio-economic and smoking status, GI, PPD 
and BOP were to some degree higher in cases compared with 
controls.

PD has been associated with cancer risk over the years [19,21], 
whereas it has been stated the role of PD therapy in decreasing 
the risk of different cancer types [56].

The initiation and development of PD and cancer is 
associated with chronic inflammatory response and possible 
abnormalities in the cellular signaling pathways. Therefore, 
any type of PD treatment, conservative or surgery could 
eliminate the levels of biomarkers and mediators that are 
implicated and promote a disturbed chronic inflammatory 
reaction, giving importance to the application of a strict oral 
care program and preventive dentistry of BCa patients [57].

Smoking is a main causative factor for PD pathogenesis and 
various cancer types [58,59] and often acts as a confounder in 
articles investigating that association. However, smoking is not 
considered as a BCa risk factor [3]. The results of the present 
survey revealed that smoking was not statistically significant 
difference between BCa patients and healthy females.

Obesity and mainly raised BMI have been constantly associated 
with an increased risk of BCa [60]. The results recorded that 
BCa patients had significantly higher values of BMI compared 
with controls, finding that cannot be confirmed by previous 
reports as similar reports have not been carried out.

GI indicates the severity of gingival inflammation; however, 
the usage of that index is restricted in epidemiological 
investigations despite the fact that counts the gingival tissue 
inflammatory load whereas, Hujoel et al. suggested a special 
role for gingival inflammation as a risk factor for diverse types 
of cancer appearance [26].

Amodio et al. observed that cases with BCa compared to 
controls showed significantly higher scores for sites with 
detectable plaque [41]. Previous articles also confirmed the 
mentioned finding showing that plaque index was worse 
in cases with BCa compared to controls with significantly 

higher scores [42-45]. Those articles are not fully comparable 
as different indices were used regarding dental plaque 
accumulation and concerned female BCa patients undergoing 
adjuvant treatment, as similar articles have not been 
conducted up to now.

PPD is used for assessing PD severity [61], and the outcomes 
showed that PPD was not statistically significant different 
between female BCa patients and healthy ones. In the 
literature a limited number of articles have been performed 
concerning the oral or periodontal health status in patients 
who suffered from BCa and concerned female BCa patients 
undergoing adjuvant treatment as already mentioned.

Previous research that investigated the periodontal health 
status in BCa postmenopausal females showed no significant 
difference for sites with a depth ≥4.0 mm, between BCa 
patients and healthy females [41]. In another recent similar 
study which investigated periodontal health status in BCa 
females in adjuvant treatment the main outcomes were those 
BCa females undergoing Tamoxifen or Aromatase Inhibitor (AI) 
treatment showed a very high prevalence of mild/moderate 
periodontitis [46]. Similar outcomes confirmed in an article by 
Eagle et al. in which female BCa patients showed significantly 
deeper probing depths, as compared to controls at the 6-, 12-, 
and 18-month study visits (p<0.05) [42].

BOP is a crucial indicator of periodontal examination and 
diagnosis, and the most valid PD activity indicator [62] 
and reflects the host’s vascular response with reference to 
hyperemia, the capillaries’ dilation and elevated blood flow 
in the inflammation location. PD and CAL refer to the long-
term stages of chronic inflammation including destructive 
processes signs of a chronic inflammatory reaction [63]. BOP 
is a widely used criterion to diagnose gingival inflammation, 
however deep periodontal pockets, ≥ 5.0 mm, showed a 
significantly higher incidence of BOP [62].

No statistically significant difference was observed concerning 
BOP between cases and controls, finding that was not in 
agreement with the higher gingival inflammation scores 
observed in the BCa group after adjusting for possible 
confounders smoking habits, and socio-economic status. In a 
previous article in postmenopausal female BCa patients was 
observed that the median full-mouth gingival BOP score was 
16.05 for the cases and 0 for the controls (p=0.04) [41]. Similar 
longitudinal research recorded significant differences in BOP 
between the groups from baseline to 18-month visits with a 
greater increase found in the control group than the AI group 
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[42]. Similar findings reported in a study by Krishnan et al. [43].

CAL is an indicator of cumulative tissue destruction, including 
past PD, whereas PPD is an indicator of current disease status 
inflammation [64].

The only periodontal index that was worse in cases with 
BCa compared to controls with significantly higher scores 
concerned CAL, finding that was in line with that of previous 
reports [41-45].

The higher risk of PD in cancer patients has been proposed to 
be an effect of psychological burden rather than disturbances 
in patients’ nutrition or alterations in the oral cavity concerning 
the quality/quantity of saliva, or disturbances in the balance 
of microbiological and immunological agents in the oral 
cavity that could be influenced because of the chemotherapy 
or radiotherapy [65,66]. It is also potential that female 
BCa patients are more susceptible to the progression and 
destruction of periodontal tissue than the healthy individuals, 
suggestion that could be attributed to the poor prognosis of 
BCa in cases of metastatic invasive histological types [67].

The purpose of the current research was to compare female 
BCa patients and epidemiologically matched healthy females 
concerning diverse PD indices and not to explore a potential 
association between PD indices, as etiological or risk factors, 
and BCa development. Therefore, the current research has 
certain limitations. Retrospective case-control studies do not 
have the reliability of the prospective ones, whereas selection 
random, recall, biases and the effect of possible confounders 
could lead to biased secondary associations concerning the 
parameters examined. Moreover, those studies are based on 
questionnaires and the participants either could not respond 
or could state no reliable responses or over- or underestimate 
their potential medical health status.

The strengths of present research are the fullness of follow-up, 
the well-characterized cohort that it was possible to consider 
confounding and interaction by known risk factors.

Another aspect is the PD status determination by oral 
and dental clinical examination and not by self-report 
questionnaires, consequently, no possible misclassification 
of exposure to PD exists. Such misclassification may result in 
the miscalculation of the relationship between PD and risk of 
developing BCa.

PD expressed by CAL was found statistically different in BCa 
female patients compared with healthy individuals.

REFERENCES

1. Ferlay J, Steliarova-Foucher E, Lortet-Tieulent J, Rosso 
S, Coebergh JWW, et al. (2013). Cancer incidence and 
mortality patterns in Europe: estimates for 40 countries in 
2012. Eur J Cancer. 49:1374-1403.

2. Torre LA, Bray F, Siegel RL, Ferlay J, Lortet-Tieulent J, et 
al. (2015). Global cancer statistics, 2012. CA Cancer J Clin 
65:87-108.

3. Kamińska M, Ciszewski T, Łopacka-Szatan K, Miotła P, 
Starosławska E. (2015). Breast cancer risk factors. Prz 
Menopauzalny. 14(3): 196-202.

4. Shulman L. (2013). Genetic and genomic factors in breast 
cancer. In: Hansen NM, editor. Management of the patient 
at high risk for breast cancer. New York: Springer; 29-47.

5. Hamajima N, Hirose K, Tajima K, Rohan T, Calle EE, et al. 
(2002). Collaborative Group on Hormonal Factors in Breast 
Cancer. Alcohol, tobacco and breast cancer- collaborative 
re-analysis of individual data from 53 epidemiological 
studies, including 58,515 women with breast cancer 
and 95,067 women without the disease. Br J Cancer. 
87(11):1234-1245.

6. Clemons M, Loijens L, Goss P. (2000). Breast cancer risk 
following irradiation for Hodgkin’s disease. Cancer Treat 
Rev. 26(4):291-302.

7. Bucholc M, Łepecka-Klusek C, Pilewska A, Kanadys K. 
(2001). Ryzyko zachorowania na raka piersi w opinii 
kobiet. Ginekol Pol. 72:1460-1456.

8. American Cancer Society. Breast Cancer. 2015.

9. Highfeld J. (2009). Diagnosis and classifcation of 
periodontal disease. Aust Dent J. 54:S11-S26.

10. Loesche WJ, Grossman NS. (2001). Periodontal disease as a 
specific, albeit chronic, infection diagnosis and treatment. 
Clin Microbiol Rev. 14(4):727-752.

11. Grinde B, Olsen I. (2010). The role of viruses in oral disease. 
J Oral Microbiol. 12:2.

12. Eke PI, Dye BA, Wei L, Slade GD, Thornton-Evans GO, et al 
(2015). Update on Preva-lence of Periodontitis in Adults 
in the United States: NHANES 2009 to 2012. J Periodontol 
86:611-622.



Chrysanthakopoulos NA, et al.

8

 DOI : https://doi.org/10.35702/cases.10006

Citation: Chrysanthakopoulos NA, et al. (2022). Assessment of Periodontal Disease Indices in Breast Cancer Patients: A Case-Control Study. 
Cases. 1(1):6.

13. Kinane DF, Stathopoulou PG, Papapanou PN (2017). 
Periodontal diseases. Nat Rev Dis Primers 3:17038.

14. Kim J, Amar S (2006). Periodontal disease and systemic 
conditions: a bidirectional relationship. Odontology 
94:10-21.

15. Genco R, Offenbacher S, Beck J. (2002). Periodontal disease 
and cardiovascular disease: epidemiology and possible 
mechanisms. J Am Dent Assoc. 133 Suppl:14S-22S.

16. Joshipura KJ, Hung HC, Rimm EB, Willett WC, Ascherio A. 
(2003). Periodontal disease, tooth loss, and incidence of 
ischemic stroke. Stroke. 34:47-52.

17. Scannapieco FA, Bush RB, Paju S. (2003). Associations 
between periodontal disease and risk for nosocomial 
bacterial pneumonia and chronic obstructive pulmonary 
disease. A systematic review. Ann Periodontol. 8:54-69.

18. Ortiz P, Bissada N, Palomo L, Han YW, Al-Zahrani MS, et al. 
(2009). Periodontal therapy reduces the severity of active 
rheumatoid arthritis in patients treated with or without 
tumor necrosis factor inhibitors. J Periodontol. 80: 535-
540.

19. Fitzpatrick SG, Katz J. (2010). The association between 
periodontal disease and cancer: a review of the literature. 
J Dent 38:83-95.

20. Wen BW, Tsai CS, Lin CL, Chang YJ, Lee CF, et al. (2014). 
Cancer risk among gingivitis and periodontitis patients: a 
nationwide cohort study. QJM. 107:283-290.

21. Michaud DS, Liu Y, Meyer M, Giovannucci E, Joshipura K. 
(2008). Periodontal disease, tooth loss, and cancer risk in 
male health professionals: a prospective cohort study. 
Lancet Oncol. 9:550-558.

22. Tezal M, Sullivan MA, Hyland A, Marshall JR, Stoler D, et al. 
(2009). Chronic periodontitis and the incidence of head 
and neck squamous cell carcinoma. Cancer Epidemiol 
Biomarkers Prev. 18:2406-2412.

23. Abnet CC, Qiao YL, Mark SD, Dong ZW, Taylor PR, et al. 
(2001). Prospective study of tooth loss and incident 
esophageal and gastric cancers in China. Cancer Causes 
Control. 12:847-854.

24. Stolzenberg-Solomon RZ, Dodd KW, Blaser MJ, Virtamo J, 
Taylor PR, et al. (2003). Tooth loss, pancreatic cancer, and 
Helicobacter pylori. Am J Clin Nutr. 78:176-181.

25. Michaud DS, Joshipura K, Giovannucci E, Fuchs CS. 
(2007). A prospective study of perio-dontal disease and 
pancreatic cancer in US male health professionals. J Natl 
Cancer Inst. 99: 171-175.

26. Hujoel PP, Drangsholt M, Spiekerman C, Weiss NS (2003). 
An exploration of the periodontitis-cancer association. 
Ann Epidemiol. 13:312-316.

27. Abnet CC, Qiao YL, Dawsey SM, Dong ZW, Taylor PR, et al. 
(2005) Tooth loss is associated with increased risk of total 
death and death from upper gastro-intestinal cancer, 
heart disease, and stroke in a Chinese population-based 
cohort. Int J Epidemiol. 34:467-744.

28. Rosenquist K, Wennerberg J, Schildt EB, Bladstrom A, 
Goran Hansson B, et al. (2005). Oral status, oral infections 
and some lifestyle factors as risk factors for oral and 
oropharyngeal squamous cell carcinoma.A population-
based case-control study in southern Sweden. Acta 
Otolaryngol. 125:1327-1336.

29. Chung SD, Tsai MC, Huang CC, Kao LT, Chen CH. (2016). 
A population-based study on the associations between 
chronic periodontitis and the risk of cancer. Int J Clin 
Oncol. 21(2):219-223.

30. Dizdar O, Hayran M, Guven DC, Yilmaz TB, Taheri S, et al. 
(2017). Increased cancer risk in patients with periodontitis. 
Curr Med Res Opin. 33(12):2195-2200.

31. Urbaniak C, Cummins J, Brackstone M, Macklaim JM, Gloor 
GB, et al. (2014). Microbiota of Human Breast Tissue. Appl 
Environ Microbiol. 80(10):3007-3014.

32. Jiang X, Shapiro DJ. (2014). The immune system and 
inflammation in breast cancer. Mol Cell Endocrinol. 
382(1):673-682. 

33. Freudenheim JL, Genco RJ, LaMonte MJ, Millen AE, Hovey 
KM, et al. (2016). Periodontal Disease and Breast Cancer: 
Prospective Cohort Study of Postmenopausal Women. 
Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev. 25(1):43-50. 

34. Soder B, Yakob M, Meurman JH, Andersson LC, Klinge B, et 
al. (2011). Periodontal disease may associate with breast 
cancer. Breast Cancer Res Treat. 127(2):497-502.

35. Shi T, Min M, Sun C, Zhang Y, Liang M, et al. (2018). 
Periodontal disease and susceptibility to breast cancer: A 
meta-analysis of observational studies. J Clin Periodontol. 
45(9):1025-1033.



Chrysanthakopoulos NA, et al.

9

 DOI : https://doi.org/10.35702/cases.10006

Citation: Chrysanthakopoulos NA, et al. (2022). Assessment of Periodontal Disease Indices in Breast Cancer Patients: A Case-Control Study. 
Cases. 1(1):6.

36. Shao J, Wu L, Leng WD, Fang C, Zhu YJ, et al. (2018). 
Periodontal Disease and Breast Cancer: A Meta-Analysis 
of 173,162 Participants. Front Oncol. 8:601.

37. Michaud DS, Lu J, Peacock-Villada AY, Barber JR, Joshu CE, 
et al (2018). Periodontal Disease Assessed Using Clinical 
Dental Measurements and Cancer Risk in the ARIC Study. 
J Natl Cancer Inst 110(8):843-854. 

38. Mai X, LaMonte MJ, Hovey KM, Freudenheim JL, Andrews 
CA, et al. (2016). Periodontal disease severity and cancer 
risk in postmenopausal women: the Buffalo Osteo Perio 
Study. Cancer Causes Control. 27(2):217-228.

39. Han MA. (2018). Oral health status and behavior among 
cancer survivors in Korea using nationwide survey. Int J 
Environ Res Public Health. 15:14.

40. Arora M, Weuve J, Fall K, Pedersen NL, Mucci LA. (2010). 
An exploration of shared genetic risk factors between 
periodontal disease and cancers: a prospective co‐twin 
study. Am J Epi-demiol. 171(2):253‐259.

41. Amodio J, Palioto DB, Carrara HH, Tiezzi DG, Andrade JM, 
et al (2014). Oral health after breast cancer treatment in 
postmenopausal women. Clinics 2014;69(10):706-708.

42. Eagle I, Benavides E, Eber R, Kolenic G, Jung Y, et al. (2016). 
Periodontal health in breast cancer patients on aromatase 
inhibitors versus postmenopausal controls: a longitudinal 
analysis. J Clin Periodontol. 43:659-667.

43. Krishnan I, Prakash G, Jain G, Jethlia A, Ritu Kedia M, et 
al. (2022). Correlation Of Breast Cancer to Periodontal 
Disease in Indian Subjects: A Clinical Assessment. J Pharm 
Neg Res. 13(3):1191-1194.

44. Balkwill FR, Mantovani A. (2012). Cancer-related 
inflammation: common themes and therapeutic 
opportunities. Semin Cancer Biol. 22:33-40.

45. Taichman LS, Van Poznak CH, Inglehart MR (2016). Self-
reported oral health and quality of life of postmenopausal 
breast cancer survivors on aromatase inhibitors and 
women without cancer diagnoses: a longitudinal analysis. 
Support Care Cancer. 24:4815-4824.

46. Pezzotti F, Leone S, Invernizzi M, de Sire A, Migliario M, et 
al. (2021). Dental and periodontal health in breast cancer 
women in adjuvant hormone therapy. Qeios. 2021:1-3.

47. WHO. (2020). International Agency for Research in Cancer, 
WHO: Globocan.

48. World Health Organization. (1997). Oral health surveys: 
basic methods. Geneva: World Health Organization.

49. Webster LR, Bilous AM, Willis L, Byth K, Burgemeister FC, 
et al. (2005). Histopathologic indicators of breast cancer 
biology: insights from population mammographic 
screening. Br J Cancer. 92(8):1366-1371.

50. Mišković J, Zorić A, Radić Mišković H, Šoljić V. (2016). 
Diagnostic Value of Fine Needle Aspiration Cytology for 
Breast Tumors. Acta Clin Croat. 55(4):625-628.

51. Tonetti MS, Greenwell H, Kornman KS. (2018). Staging and 
grading of periodontitis: framework and proposal of a 
new classification and case definition. J Clin Periodontol. 
45:S149-S161.

52. Rubin H. (2011). Fields and field cancerization: the 
preneoplastic origins of cancer: asymptomatic 
hyperplastic fields are precursors of neoplasia, and their 
progression to tumors can be tracked by saturation 
density in culture. Bio Essays. 33:224-231.

53. Molloy J, Wolff LF, Lopez-Guzman A, Hodges JS. (2004). 
The association of periodontal disease parameters with 
systemic medical conditions and tobacco use. J Clin 
Periodontol. 31:625-632.

54. Löe H. (1967). The Gingival Index, the Plaque Index, and 
the Retention Index Systems. J Periodontol. 38:610-616.

55. Pathy NB, Yip CH, Taib NA, Hartman M, Saxena N, et al. 
(2011). Breast cancer in a multiethnic Asian setting: 
Results from the Singapore-Malaysia hospital-based 
breast cancer registry. Breast. 20 (Suppl 2):S75-S80.

56. Hwang IM, Sun LM, Lin CL, Lee CF, Kao CH. (2014). 
Periodontal disease with treatment reduces subsequent 
cancer risks. QJM. 107:805-812.

57. Albandar JM. (2005). Epidemiology and risk factors of 
periodontal disease. Dent Clin North Am. 49(3): 517-532.

58. Jemal A, Siegel R, Ward E, Hao Y, Xu J, et al. (2008). Cancer 
statistics,2008. CA Can J Clin. 58(2):71-96.

59. Russell AL. (1967). Epidemiology of periodontal disease. 
Int Dent J. 17(2): 282-296.



Chrysanthakopoulos NA, et al.

10

 DOI : https://doi.org/10.35702/cases.10006

Citation: Chrysanthakopoulos NA, et al. (2022). Assessment of Periodontal Disease Indices in Breast Cancer Patients: A Case-Control Study. 
Cases. 1(1):6.

60. Arnold M, Pandeya N, Byrnes G, Renehan AG, Stevens 
GA, et al. (2015). Global burden of cancer attributable to 
high body-mass index in 2012: a population-based study. 
Lancet Oncol. 16(1):36-46.

61. Papapanou PN (1996). Periodontal diseases: epidemiology. 
Ann Periodontol. 1(1):1-36.

62. Lang NP, Joss A, Orsanic T, Gusberti FA, Siegrist BE. (1986). 
Bleeding on probing. A predictor for the progression of 
periodontal disease? J Clin Periodontol. 13:590-596.

63. Miskiewicz A, Szparecki G, Durlik M, Rydzewska G, 
Ziobrowski I, et al. (2018). The correlation between 
pancreatic dysfunction markers and selected indices of 
periodontitis. Adv Clin Exp Med. 27(3):313-319.

64. Burt B, Greenwell H, Fiorellini J, Giannobile W, Offenbacher 
S, et al (2005). Position paper: epidemiology of periodontal 
diseases. JPeriodontol. 76:1406-1419.

65. Pearman T (2008). Psychological factors in lung cancer: 
quality of life, economic impact, and survivorship 
implications. J Psychosoc Oncol. 26:69-80.

66. Dyszkiewicz Konwinska M, Mehr K, Owecka M, Kulczyk 
T. (2014). Oral Health Status in Patients Undergoing 
Chemotherapy for Lung Cancer. Open J Dent Oral Med. 
2:17-21.

67. Su-Sheng Cao, Cun-Tao Lu. (2016). Recent perspectives 
of breast cancer prognosis and predictive factors. Oncol 
Lett. 12(5):3674-3678.

Copyright: Chrysanthakopoulos NA, et al. © (2022).  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.


	Title
	Corresponding author
	ABSTRACT
	Keywords

	INTRODUCTION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Study population sample and study design
	Eligibility criteria
	Research questionnaire
	Periodontal Disease indices assessment
	Assessment of covariates
	Statistical analysis

	RESULTS
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	DISCUSSION
	REFERENCES



