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Abstract: A number of epidemiologic studies on organochlorines (OCs) and breast cancer
risk have been published. The majority (n = 18) measured OCs in adipose tissue, primarily
from mammary biopsies in cancer cases and controls with benign breast disease, and studied
incident disease. Seven of these studies each included fewer than 50 cases and controls and
had limited capacity for covariate adjustment. Eleven studies used serum samples collected
from 6 months to 25 years prior to diagnosis. An additional 13 studies (2 with some overlap)
used serum collected at or after diagnosis. Regardless of the medium used to measure OC
levels, studies conducted to date do not provide consistent evidence that any of the OCs ex-
amined thus far play a role in the initial breast cancer risk. This paper provides a compound
specific review with discussion of how the lack of evidence for adverse effects might be ex-
plained by factors related to study design, or by variation in risk across subgroups. 

The sum of the evidence does not implicate any OC compound as significantly related
to risk of occurrence of breast cancer. The evidence base is greatest for dichlorodiphenyl-
trichloroethane (DDT) and dichlorodiphenyldichloroethylene (DDE). Limited research has
been done on individual polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) and their isomers. The studies of
OC exposure reflect current exposure levels of chemicals banned as long ago as 20 years.
Although the information is extremely limited and not without major design flaws, the asso-
ciation between OCs and disease severity and progression is interesting and worthy of fur-
ther examination.

More studies are needed on OCs other than DDTs in developing countries where use
is more recent or continuing, especially given that most estrogenic OCs are not persistent. It
is possible that other pathways may be involved, including activity related to cytochrome
P450 (CYP) and glutathione-S-transferase (GST); there is limited research to date on this hy-
pothesis. In developed countries, a body mass index (BMI)/weight loss model may warrant
further analysis, perhaps using existing data. 

OC exposures cannot reliably be related to trends in breast cancer incidence, as other
known risk factors for breast cancer, such as childbearing and lactation, have changed along
with OC residues during this timeframe. Changes in screening and treatment over time also
complicate making such links. Ecologic data relating high-exposure countries to high breast
cancer mortality rates do not suggest a strong link. Breast cancer rates are not generally
higher in parts of the world with high DDE levels. Countries with relatively similar levels of
PCBs, such as Great Britain and Japan, have very different breast cancer rates.

*Report from a SCOPE/IUPAC project: Implication of Endocrine Active Substances for Human and Wildlife (J. Miyamoto and
J. Burger, editors). Other reports are published in this issue, Pure Appl. Chem. 75, 1617–2615 (2003).
‡Corresponding author 



As OCs are present in the environment as mixtures of correlated isomers and metabo-
lites, it may be difficult to distinguish possible causal links from associations in which meas-
ured compounds are merely markers of other underlying exposures. For highly correlated
compounds, traditional adjustment strategies may not be feasible. More complex analytical
strategies may help to isolate potentially relevant isomers. 

INTRODUCTION

Although a variety of other compounds, including pharmaceutical agents (e.g., oral contraceptives, ta-
moxifen) and phytoestrogen-containing foods (e.g., soybeans, cabbage) may mimic or modulate estro-
gen activity, chemicals produced for industrial or agricultural use have been the primary focus of re-
search on endocrine disruptors and human health [1]. These chemicals, known as organochlorine
compounds (OCs), comprise a diverse group of compounds, including: (i) pesticides (e.g., DDT, aldrin,
dieldrin, chlordane, heptachlor epoxide, hexachlorocyclohexane, hexachlorobenzene, methoxychlor);
(ii) industrial chemicals (e.g., PCBs used in lubricants, coolants, sealants, and pesticides; mirex used as
a fire retardant coating and a pesticide); and (iii) breakdown products of these chemicals. OCs are
lipophilic and persist in the environment. Thus, despite the bans, exposure to many OC isomers and
metabolites endures decades later as a result of residues in soil, water, dust, and foods, most notably in
fat-containing animal products such as meats, fish, and dairy products [2–4]. Environmental exposure
to these organochlorines has been postulated to increase the risk of breast cancer through potential es-
trogenic activity [5–7]. Not all OCs possess estrogenic activity, and some, depending upon the internal
milieu, may have antiestrogenic or anticarcinogenic effects [8–14]. Nonetheless, OCs may also increase
the risk of breast cancer via other mechanisms, including promotion of tumor growth [15–17] and mod-
ulation of enzyme activity [8,18,19]. 

Peak use of most OC chemicals occurred in the 1950s and 1960s, some three decades after their
introduction [20,21]. Most were banned in the United States and other industrialized countries in the
early 1970s (DDT) or late 1970s (PCBs, mirex, benzene hexachloride [BHC], and hexachlorobenzene
[HCB]) [4,22]. Use of a number of these chemicals continues in many developing countries. OC levels
in human tissues and foods in these countries are several times higher than in the United States and
Europe [2,23].

Data from North America and Europe indicate that residues of most OCs in human adipose tis-
sue, breast milk, and serum have declined substantially over the past 20 years, but that more persistent
isomers and metabolites are still present in detectable amounts [4,24–28]. DDT-related isomers appear
to have decreased more rapidly than PCBs and some other OCs such as HCB [24,28]. Given their ubiq-
uitous presence in the environment and the continued use of some OCs in developing countries, it is of
interest to determine whether these compounds are indeed related to the risk of breast cancer. Early
studies yielded conflicting results. They also generated hypotheses that might help to explain inconsis-
tencies, such as the possibility of variation related to subgroups defined by tumor estrogen receptor
(ER) status [29], lactation history [22], or ethnicity, perhaps as a result of higher exposure [30]. This
paper will assess whether various aspects of study design may be related to inconsistent results, and will
review whether studies published to date support the hypotheses related to at-risk subgroups. We em-
phasize compounds that have been the focus of most research to date, namely: (i) DDT-related com-
pounds, including DDE, a common persistent metabolite of found in the food chain and the environ-
ment; and (ii) PCBs. We also review the more limited evidence available for several other OCs. 

OVERVIEW OF RESULTS

Epidemiologic studies of OCs and breast cancer risk published to date are summarized in Table 1. The
majority (n = 20; seven of which incorporate populations at least partially included in other reports)
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measured OCs in adipose tissue, primarily from mammary biopsies in cancer cases and controls with
benign breast disease (BBD). Eight of these studies each included fewer than 50 cases and controls and
had limited capacity for covariate adjustment. Ten studies (three with overlap in populations) used
serum samples collected from 6 months to 25 years prior to diagnosis. An additional 13 studies (two
with some overlap) used serum collected at or after diagnosis. 

As summarized in Table 1 and detailed below, regardless of the medium used to measure OC lev-
els, studies conducted to date do not provide consistent evidence that any of the OCs examined thus far
play a role in the initial breast cancer risk. A compound-specific review follows with discussion of how
the lack of evidence for adverse effects might be explained by factors related to study design, or by vari-
ation in risk across subgroups. 

DDT/DDE

p,p′-DDT is only weakly estrogenic, but persists in the food chain [2,11,13]. Of 10 studies reporting
multivariate-adjusted ORs, only one [31] found elevated risk associated with adipose or serum levels of
p,p′-DDT (Table 2). Another eight studies compared mean levels of p,p′-DDT but incorporated limited
covariate adjustment. One of these [32] reported significantly higher levels in cases, after adjusting for
age and BMI. o,p′-DDT—a more estrogenic but less persistent isomer—has not been studied epidemi-
ologically because even studies using serum collected in the 1970s, when levels were higher, had too
few participants with detectable levels to analyze associations separately [33]. A number of studies
[31,33–37] examined associations with total DDT, estimated as the sum of p,p′-DDT and several
metabolites. None reported evidence of adverse effects in relation to high levels of the sum of these
DDT metabolites. 

Most studies of DDE have examined p,p′-DDE, the main persistent metabolite of DDT. Since this
compound, which is not estrogenic, is found in foods, elevated levels may not be the result of direct ex-
posure to p,p′-DDT [11,37,38]. Although a few studies conducted from 1992 to 1994 [29,39], in ER
positive [ER+] tumors; [40] suggested possible increased risk associated with p,p′-DDE, other early ex-
ploratory studies did not find increased risk [41,42], and the majority of studies since that time have re-
ported inverse or null associations (Table 3). Two of the three initial studies reporting elevated p,p′-DDE
in subjects with breast cancer were very small (≤20 cases) and unable to conduct adequate multivariate
adjustment [29,39]. Positive associations reported by [40] were based on cases diagnosed within
6 months of serum collection and were not confirmed in a follow-up using cases with similar OC lev-
els, diagnosed >6 months after enrollment [25]. Adjustment for serum lipids, omitted in the first analy-
sis, did not influence results of the second study. 

To date, 27 moderate to large (i.e., at least 50 cases) studies with multivariate adjustment have ex-
plored associations between p,p′-DDE and breast cancer. Other than the early studies referenced above,
only one other study ([23] in a Mexico City study of parous women) has reported significant positive
associations overall. Two additional studies reported significant positive associations in different sub-
groups ([43] in ER negative [ER–] tumors; [30] in blacks but not whites or Hispanics). One small study
[44], using adipose tissue samples collected from 1987 to 1989 and analyzed without adjustments did
report significantly higher means of the more estrogenic but short-lived metabolite o,p′-DDE in cases
than controls. 

In summary, the majority of studies, regardless of medium or study size, showed no negative im-
pact of DDT or DDE on risk of breast cancer. Risk was not more likely to be apparent in populations
with higher mean concentrations of DDT or DDE. In fact, many studies show risk ratios below 1, as
above 1 (as seen on Figs. 1a and 1b). 

M. A. MENDEZ AND L. ARAB

© 2003 IUPAC, Pure and Applied Chemistry 75, 1973–2012

1984

Text continues on p. 1990.



© 2003 IUPAC, Pure and Applied Chemistry 75, 1973–2012

Organochlorine compounds and breast cancer risk 1985
Ta

bl
e 

2
D

D
T

 a
nd

 b
re

as
t c

an
ce

r 
ri

sk
. 

1st
au

th
or

, y
ea

r
+

ve
ns

–v
e

Y
ea

rs
Pl

ac
e

# 
C

as
es

/
M

ea
n 

D
D

T
A

dj
us

te
d?

O
R

s
pu

bl
is

he
d 

[r
ef

.]
co

nt
ro

ls
C

as
es

C
on

tr
ol

s
1

2
3

4
5

1A
. A

D
IP

O
SE

 T
IS

SU
E

, R
E

T
R

O
SP

E
C

T
IV

E
 (

>
50

 c
as

es
/c

on
tr

ol
s)

A
ro

ns
on

 [
50

]a
–

19
95

–9
7

C
an

ad
a

21
7/

21
3

22
.0

19
.3

 n
g/

g
y

1.
0

0.
8

0.
9

1.
2

B
ag

ga
 [

34
]†

–
19

95
–9

6
U

S
73

/7
3

26
1.

6
26

7.
3 

ng
/g

ag
e

–
St

el
lm

an
 [

32
]†,

1
↑

19
94

–9
6

U
S

23
2/

32
3

12
.3

12
.1

* 
ng

/g
ag

e,
 b

m
i

–
W

oo
lc

ot
t [

43
]

ns
19

95
–9

7
C

an
ad

a
21

7/
21

3
23

.5
 =

 E
R

–
19

.3
 n

g/
g

no
t

–
21

.3
 =

 E
R

+
sh

ow
n

–
Z

he
ng

 [
57

]†
–

19
94

–9
7

U
S

30
4/

18
6

51
.8

55
.6

 n
g/

m
l

y
1.

0
0.

8
0.

6
0.

8

1B
. A

D
IP

O
SE

 T
IS

SU
E

, R
E

T
R

O
SP

E
C

T
IV

E
 (

<
50

 c
as

es
/c

on
tr

ol
s)

C
ha

rl
es

 [
44

]
p,

p′
-D

D
T

ns
19

87
–8

9
U

S
43

/2
1

10
2.

0
77

.8
 n

g/
g

n
–

o,
p′

-D
D

T
ns

″
″

″
15

.9
10

.4
 n

g/
g

n
–

Fa
lc

k 
[3

9]
ns

19
87

U
S

20
/2

0
21

6
14

8 
ng

/g
n

–
G

ut
te

s 
[8

5]
†

–
19

93
–9

4
G

er
m

an
y

45
/2

0
30

28
 n

g/
g

ag
e

–
M

us
sa

lo
-R

au
ha

m
aa

 [
41

]
ns

19
85

–8
6

Fi
nl

an
d

44
/3

3
70

60
 n

g/
g

n
–

2.
 S

E
R

U
M

, P
R

O
SP

E
C

T
IV

E

D
or

ga
n 

[3
3]

p,
p′

-D
D

T
–

19
77

–8
7

U
S

10
5/

20
8

–
–

y
1.

0
1.

0
1.

1
0.

4 
To

ta
l D

D
T

–
″

″
″

–
–

y
1.

0
1.

1
0.

3
0.

8
H

oy
er

 [
36

]1

p,
p′

-D
D

T
–

19
76

–8
3

D
en

m
ar

k
24

0/
47

7
po

ol
ed

14
1 

ng
/g

y
1.

0
1.

1
0.

9
1.

2
To

ta
l D

D
T

–
″

″
po

ol
ed

13
26

 n
g/

g
y

1.
0

0.
8

0.
9

0.
8

H
oy

er
 [

31
]

p,
p′

-D
D

T
1

↑
19

76
–7

8
D

en
m

ar
k

15
5/

27
4

po
ol

ed
14

4 
ng

/g
 (

bs
)

y
1.

0
1.

3
2.

1
3.

6*
19

81
–8

3
46

 n
g/

g 
(f

u)
To

ta
l D

D
T

1
ns

po
ol

ed
13

50
 n

g/
g 

(b
s)

y
1.

0
1.

1
1.

4
2.

4
11

91
 n

g/
g 

(f
u)

W
ar

d 
[2

4]
–

19
73

–9
1

N
or

w
ay

15
0/

15
0

11
9.

5
13

7.
7 

ng
/g

y
1.

0
0.

2
0.

5
0.

3

(c
on

ti
nu

es
 o

n 
ne

xt
 p

ag
e)



M. A. MENDEZ AND L. ARAB

© 2003 IUPAC, Pure and Applied Chemistry 75, 1973–2012

1986

3.
 S

E
R

U
M

, R
E

T
R

O
SP

E
C

T
IV

E

D
el

lo
 I

ac
ov

a 
[8

7]
1

ns
19

97
–9

8
It

al
y

17
0/

19
5

2.
47

1.
77

 n
g/

m
l

n
– 

D
em

er
s 

[5
1]

Po
p’

n.
 c

on
tr

ol
s

–
19

94
–9

7
C

an
ad

a
31

5/
30

7
12

.7
11

.0
 n

g/
g

y
1.

0
0.

6
0.

5
0.

7
0.

8
H

os
p.

 c
on

tr
ol

s
–

″
″

31
5/

21
9

12
.7

12
.5

 n
g/

g
y

1.
0

0.
9

1.
1

1.
1

1.
4

G
am

m
on

 [
54

]
–

19
96

–9
7

U
S

63
3/

41
8

69
.0

69
.3

 n
g/

g
y

1.
0

0.
7

1.
0

1.
2

1.
2

L
op

ez
-C

ar
ill

o 
[6

1]
–

19
94

–9
6

M
ex

ic
o

14
1/

14
1

62
85

 n
g/

g
n

–
R

om
ie

u 
[2

3]
–

19
90

–9
5

M
ex

ic
o

12
6/

12
0

15
0

23
0 

ng
/g

n
–

Pr
em

en
op

au
sa

l
–

″
″

56
/6

4
22

0
13

0 
ng

/g
n

– 
Po

st
m

en
op

au
sa

l
ns

″
″

64
/6

2
25

0
18

0 
ng

/g
n

–
Sc

he
ct

er
 [

37
]2

p,
p′

-D
D

T
ns

19
94

V
ie

tn
am

21
/2

1
2.

33
2.

37
 n

g/
m

l
y

1.
0

2.
2

1.
2

To
ta

l D
D

T
–

″
″

15
.9

0
20

.9
5 

ng
/m

l
y

1.
0

0.
4

1.
1

W
ol

ff
 [

53
]†

–
30

28
 n

/g
y

1.
0

1.
2

1.
3

D
D

T
 =

 p
,p

-D
D

T
 u

nl
es

s 
ot

he
rw

is
e 

no
te

d;
 to

ta
l D

D
T

s 
ar

e 
su

m
 o

f 
se

ve
ra

l i
so

m
er

s.
 S

ta
tis

tic
al

 s
ig

ni
fi

ca
nc

e 
de

fi
ne

d 
as

 p
<

 0
.0

5/
C

I 
ex

cl
ud

es
 n

ul
l o

r 
p

<
 0

.1
0.

 b
s 

=
 b

as
el

in
e;

 f
u 

=
 f

ol
lo

w
-u

p.
1 M

ed
ia

ns
 v

s.
 m

ea
ns

.  
2 M

ea
ns

 a
re

 w
et

 w
t r

at
he

r 
th

an
 li

pi
d 

ba
si

s.
  

a–
e Su

pp
le

m
en

ta
ry

 a
na

ly
si

s 
ga

ve
 s

im
ila

r 
re

su
lts

 w
he

n 
st

ra
tif

ie
d 

by
: a

: p
re

/p
os

t-
m

en
op

au
sa

l; 
b-

E
R

 s
ta

tu
s;

 c
: l

ac
ta

tio
n/

pa
ri

ty
 g

ro
up

; 
d:

 B
M

I 
gr

ou
p.

  
† O

th
er

 n
ot

es
: Z

he
ng

 [
57

] 
ar

e 
ag

e-
 a

nd
 li

pi
d-

ad
ju

st
ed

 m
ea

ns
; W

ol
ff

 [
53

]:
 R

es
ul

ts
 s

im
ila

r 
fo

r 
bl

ac
ks

, h
is

pa
ni

cs
, a

nd
 w

hi
te

s.
  

Ta
bl

e 
2

(C
on

ti
nu

ed
).

 

1st
au

th
or

, y
ea

r
+

ve
ns

–v
e

Y
ea

rs
Pl

ac
e

# 
C

as
es

/
M

ea
n 

D
D

T
A

dj
us

te
d?

O
R

s
pu

bl
is

he
d 

[r
ef

.]
co

nt
ro

ls
C

as
es

C
on

tr
ol

s
1

2
3

4
5



© 2003 IUPAC, Pure and Applied Chemistry 75, 1973–2012

Organochlorine compounds and breast cancer risk 1987
Ta

bl
e 

3
D

D
E

 a
nd

 b
re

as
t c

an
ce

r 
ri

sk
. 

1st
au

th
or

, y
ea

r
+

ve
ns

–v
e

Y
ea

rs
Pl

ac
e

# 
C

as
es

/
M

ea
n 

D
D

E
A

dj
us

te
d?

O
R

s
pu

bl
is

he
d 

[r
ef

.]
co

nt
ro

ls
C

as
es

C
on

tr
ol

s
1

2
3

4
5

1A
. A

D
IP

O
SE

, R
E

T
R

O
SP

E
C

T
IV

E
: S

T
U

D
IE

S 
W

IT
H

 >
50

 C
A

SE
S/

C
O

N
T

R
O

L
S

A
ro

ns
on

 [
50

]a,
c

ns
19

95
–9

7
C

an
ad

a
21

7/
21

3
69

3
59

6 
ng

/g
y

1.
0

1.
0

0.
9

1.
6

B
ag

ga
 [

34
]†

ns
19

95
–9

6
U

S
73

/7
3

80
0*

70
9 

ng
/g

ag
e

St
el

lm
an

 [
32

]†1
,b

–
19

94
–9

6
U

S
23

2/
32

3
41

9
37

4 
ng

/g
y

1.
0

1.
1

0.
7

va
n’

t V
ee

r 
[5

6]
–

19
91

–9
2

E
ur

op
e

26
5/

34
1

13
50

15
10

 n
g/

g
y

1.
0

1.
1

0.
7

0.
5*

W
oo

lc
ot

t [
43

; =
 5

0]
E

R
+

–
″

″
″

63
8

59
6 

ng
/g

y
1.

0
0.

9
1.

1
E

R
–

↑
19

95
–9

7
C

an
ad

a
21

7/
21

3
90

6
59

6 
ng

/g
y

1.
0

0.
8

2.
4*

Z
he

ng
 [

57
]†,

1
–

19
94

–9
7

U
S

30
4/

18
6

73
6.

5
78

4.
1 

ng
/m

l
y

1.
0

1.
3

0.
9

0.
9

1B
. A

D
IP

O
SE

, R
E

T
R

O
SP

E
C

T
IV

E
: S

T
U

D
IE

S 
W

IT
H

 <
50

 C
A

SE
S/

C
O

N
T

R
O

L
S

C
ha

rl
es

 [
44

]
p,

p′
-D

D
E

ns
19

87
–8

9
U

S
43

/2
1

14
72

.3
13

87
.7

 n
g/

g
n

–
o,

p′
-D

D
E

↑
″

″
″

1.
4

0.
5 

ng
/g

n
–

D
ew

ai
lly

 [
29

]
E

R
+

↑
19

91
–9

2
C

an
ad

a
9/

17
21

32
*

76
5 

ng
/g

ag
e

E
R

–
–

″
″

″
60

9
76

5 
ng

/g
ag

e
Fa

lc
k 

[3
9]

↑
19

87
U

S
20

/2
0

22
00

*
14

87
 n

g/
g

ag
e

G
ut

te
s 

[8
5]

†
↑

19
93

–9
4

G
er

m
an

y
45

/2
0

80
5*

49
6 

ng
/g

ag
e

L
ilj

eg
re

n 
[4

9]
a,

b
–

19
93

–9
5

Sw
ed

en
43

/3
5

76
7

10
26

 n
g/

g
y

1.
0

0.
4

M
us

sa
lo

-R
au

ha
m

aa
 [

41
]

–
19

85
–8

6
Fi

nl
an

d
44

/3
3

96
98

 n
g/

g
n

U
ng

er
 (

i)
 [

42
]

–
<

19
84

D
en

m
ar

k
18

/3
5

<
 d

et
ec

tio
n

19
7 

ng
/g

n
U

ng
er

 (
ii)

–
″

″
14

/2
1

12
3

12
5 

ng
/g

n

2.
 S

E
R

U
M

, P
R

O
SP

E
C

T
IV

E

D
or

ga
n 

[3
3]

–
19

77
–8

7
U

S
10

5/
20

8
–

–
y

1.
0

0.
9

0.
4

0.
8

H
el

zs
ou

er
 ’

74
 [

35
]a,

b
–

19
74

U
S

23
5/

23
5

16
98

.9
19

20
.3

 n
g/

g
y

1.
0

1.
2

1.
0

0.
9

0.
7

E
R

+
–

″
″

″
–

–
y

1.
0

0.
9

0.
8

E
R

–
ns

″
″

″
–

–
y

1.
0

1.
1

1.
7

(c
on

ti
nu

es
 o

n 
ne

xt
 p

ag
e)



M. A. MENDEZ AND L. ARAB

© 2003 IUPAC, Pure and Applied Chemistry 75, 1973–2012

1988

H
el

zs
ou

er
 ’

89
 [

35
]-

A
ll

–
19

89
U

S
10

5/
10

5
13

11
.9

15
86

.3
 n

g/
g

y
1.

0
1.

2
0.

6
Pr

em
en

op
au

sa
l

ns
″

″
″

–
–

y
1.

0
4.

3
1.

4
Po

st
m

en
op

au
sa

l
ns

″
″

″
–

–
y

1.
0

1.
6

0.
5

E
R

+
ns

″
″

″
–

–
y

1.
0

2.
3

0.
6

E
R

–
–

″
″

″
–

–
y

1.
0

0.
7

0.
2

H
oy

er
 [

36
]1

–
19

76
–8

3
D

en
m

ar
k

24
0/

47
7

po
ol

ed
11

83
 n

g/
g

y
1.

0
0.

8
0.

8
0.

9
H

oy
er

 [
31

]1
–

″
″

15
5/

27
4

po
ol

ed
11

97
 n

g/
g 

(b
s)

y
1.

0
1.

0
0.

8
1.

4
11

69
 n

g/
g 

(f
u)

H
un

te
r 

[7
4]

1,
2

–
19

89
–9

0
U

S
24

0/
24

0
6.

01
6.

97
 n

g/
m

l
y

1.
0

0.
8

0.
5

0.
7

0.
7

L
ad

en
 [

46
]1,

c,
d

–
″

″
38

1/
38

1
76

8
81

7 
ng

/g
y

1.
0

1.
0

0.
5

0.
9

0.
8

K
ri

eg
er

 [
30

]1 -A
ll

–
19

64
–9

0
U

S
15

0/
15

0
43

.3
43

.1
 n

g/
m

l
y

1.
0

1.
3

1.
3

W
hi

te
ns

″
″

35
.7

35
.0

 n
g/

m
l

y
1.

0
1.

9
2.

4
B

la
ck

↑
″

″
49

.2
43

.4
 n

g/
m

l
y

1.
0

2.
3

3.
9*

A
si

an
–

″
″

45
.1

50
.8

 n
g/

m
l

y
1.

0
0.

9
0.

7
W

ar
d 

[2
4]

b
–

12
30

12
60

 n
g/

g
y

1.
0

0.
7

1.
0

1.
2

W
ol

ff
 [

40
]1

↑
11

.0
7.

7*
 n

g/
m

l
y

1.
0

1.
7

4.
4*

2.
3

3.
7*

W
ol

ff
 [

25
]b

–
97

7
10

97
 n

g/
g

y
1.

0
0.

8
0.

6
1.

3

3.
 S

E
R

U
M

, R
E

T
R

O
SP

E
C

T
IV

E

D
el

lo
 I

ac
ov

a 
[8

7]
–

19
97

–9
8

It
al

y
17

0/
19

5
9.

55
8.

98
 n

g/
m

l
y

1.
0

0.
8

1.
2

D
em

er
s 

[5
1]

Po
p’

n.
 c

on
tr

ol
s

–
19

94
–9

7
C

an
ad

a
31

5/
30

7
50

9
48

0 
ng

/g
y

1.
0

0.
8

1.
1

0.
9

1.
0

H
os

p.
 c

on
tr

ol
s

ns
″

″
31

5/
21

9
50

9
46

3 
ng

/g
y

1.
0

0.
9

0.
7

1.
5

1.
4

G
am

m
on

 [
54

]a,
b,

c,
d

–
19

96
–9

7
U

S
64

3/
42

7
67

2
64

6 
ng

/g
y

1.
0

0.
9

0.
9

0.
9

1.
2

L
op

ez
-C

ar
ill

o 
[6

1]
a

–
19

94
–9

6
M

ex
ic

o
14

1/
14

1
56

3
50

6 
ng

/g
y

1.
0

0.
6

0.
8

M
en

do
nc

a 
[6

2]
2

–
19

95
–9

6
B

ra
zi

l
17

7/
35

0
5.

1
4.

8 
ng

/m
l

y
1.

0
1.

0
1.

3
1.

1
0.

8
M

ill
ik

an
 [

45
]a,

b,
c,

e
–

19
93

–9
6

U
S

88
9/

84
1

19
60

16
90

 (
B

la
ck

)
y

1.
0

1.
1

1.
1

66
0

76
0 

(W
hi

te
) 

ng
/g

B
la

ck
, B

M
I 

<
25

.0
ns

y
1.

0
2.

7
3.

8
W

hi
te

, B
M

I 
<

25
.0

–
y

1.
0

0.
7

0.
9

Ta
bl

e 
3

(C
on

ti
nu

ed
).

 

1st
au

th
or

, y
ea

r
+

ve
ns

–v
e

Y
ea

rs
Pl

ac
e

# 
C

as
es

/
M

ea
n 

D
D

E
A

dj
us

te
d?

O
R

s
pu

bl
is

he
d 

[r
ef

.]
co

nt
ro

ls
C

as
es

C
on

tr
ol

s
1

2
3

4
5

2.
 S

E
R

U
M

, P
R

O
SP

E
C

T
IV

E



© 2003 IUPAC, Pure and Applied Chemistry 75, 1973–2012

Organochlorine compounds and breast cancer risk 1989

M
oy

si
ch

 [
76

] 
– 

A
ll

–
11

.5
10

.8
 n

g/
g

y
1.

0
1.

0
1.

3
N

ev
er

 la
ct

at
ed

, p
ar

ou
s

ns
13

.2
10

.8
 n

g/
g

y
1.

0
2.

0
1.

8
E

ve
r 

la
ct

at
ed

–
10

.4
10

.4
 n

g/
g

y
1.

0
0.

8
1.

3
O

la
ya

-C
on

tr
er

as
 [

88
]

↑
19

95
–9

6
C

ol
um

bi
a

15
3/

15
3

3.
30

2.
50

 n
g/

m
l

y
1.

0
1.

2
2.

0*
Pr

em
en

op
au

sa
l

ns
″

″
60

/6
0

3.
02

2.
1 

ng
/m

l
y

1.
0

1.
4

2.
5

Po
st

m
en

op
au

sa
l

ns
″

″
93

-9
3

3.
45

3.
0 

ng
/m

l
y

1.
0

1.
1

1.
9

R
om

ie
u 

[2
3]

 –
 A

ll
↑

19
90

–9
5

M
ex

ic
o

12
6/

12
0

38
40

25
10

 n
g/

g
y

1.
0

1.
2

2.
3

3.
8*

Pr
em

en
op

au
sa

l
ns

″
″

56
/6

4
24

00
19

30
 n

g/
g

y
1.

0
1.

4
2.

5
2.

4
Po

st
m

en
op

au
sa

l
ns

″
″

64
/6

2
51

00
31

20
 n

g/
g

y
1.

0
1.

1
2.

4
5.

3
Sc

he
ct

er
 [

37
]2

–
19

94
V

ie
tn

am
21

/2
1

12
.1

7
16

.6
7 

ng
/m

l
y

1.
0

0.
5

1.
1

W
ol

ff
 [

53
]b,

e
–

19
94

–9
6

U
S

17
5/

35
6

61
0

66
0 

ng
/g

y
1.

0
0.

8
0.

9
Z

he
ng

 [
89

]†,
b,

c
–

19
95

–9
7

U
S

47
5/

50
2

46
0.

1
45

6.
2 

ng
/g

y
1.

0
1.

1
1.

0

D
D

E
 =

 p
,p

-D
D

E
 u

nl
es

s 
ot

he
rw

is
e 

no
te

d.
  S

ta
tis

tic
al

 s
ig

ni
fi

ca
nc

e 
de

fi
ne

d 
as

 p
<

 0
.0

5/
C

I 
ex

cl
ud

es
 n

ul
l o

r 
p

<
 0

.1
0.

 b
s 

=
 b

as
el

in
e 

fu
 =

 f
ol

lo
w

-u
p

1 M
ed

ia
ns

 r
at

he
r 

th
an

 m
ea

ns
. 

2 M
ea

ns
 a

re
 w

et
 w

ei
gh

t r
at

he
r 

th
an

 li
pi

d 
ba

si
s.

a–
e Su

pp
le

m
en

ta
ry

 a
na

ly
si

s 
fo

un
d 

no
 m

ea
ni

ng
fu

l d
if

fe
re

nc
es

 w
he

n 
st

ra
tif

ie
d 

by
: a

: p
re

/p
os

t-
m

en
op

au
sa

l; 
b:

 E
R

 s
ta

tu
s;

 c
: l

ac
ta

tio
n/

pa
ri

ty
 g

ro
up

; d
: B

M
I 

gr
ou

p;
 e

: e
th

ni
c 

gr
ou

ps
. 

† O
th

er
 n

ot
es

: S
te

llm
an

 [
32

] 
ar

e 
ag

e/
B

M
I-

ad
ju

st
ed

 m
ea

ns
. Z

he
ng

 [
57

] 
ar

e 
ag

e-
 a

nd
 li

pi
d-

ad
ju

st
ed

 m
ea

ns
. 

Ta
bl

e 
3

(C
on

ti
nu

ed
).

 

1st
au

th
or

, y
ea

r
+

ve
ns

–v
e

Y
ea

rs
Pl

ac
e

# 
C

as
es

/
M

ea
n 

D
D

E
A

dj
us

te
d?

O
R

s
pu

bl
is

he
d 

[r
ef

.]
co

nt
ro

ls
C

as
es

C
on

tr
ol

s
1

2
3

4
5

3.
 S

E
R

U
M

, R
E

T
R

O
SP

E
C

T
IV

E



PCBs

Four of 17 published studies on total PCBs and breast cancer risk reported significant positive associa-
tions (Table 4). The report of Wolff et al. [40] showed a significant positive association that was not
replicated in the follow-up study [25]. In the three other studies, elevated risk was limited to various di-
verse population subgroups (Moysich et al. [22] in parous never-lactators; Millikan et al. [45] in blacks,
particularly if obese; Laden et al. [46] in nulliparous women). 

Examining total PCBs may mask variation in congener-specific effects, as some of the 209 con-
geners are thought to be estrogenic (type 1a), while others appear to be antiestrogenic (types 2a and b),
or to have no estrogenic activity (type 1b, based on groupings proposed by Wolff and Toniolo [8]; Wolff
et al. [47]). Net effects of PCB mixtures may vary depending on relative concentrations of these differ-
ent congeners [47,48]. The low-chlorination, potentially estrogenic congeners of group 1a are not per-
sistent, as they are readily metabolized and eliminated [48]. However, the two studies [44,49] reporting
means for congeners in this group did not find significant differences between cases and controls
(Table 5). Given their rapid elimination, retrospective studies may not be reliable for assessing any long-
term effects of these congeners. The prospective studies have had few subjects with detectable levels of
1a congeners [33]. 
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Fig. 1 (a) DDT and breast cancer risk. (b) DDE and breast cancer risk.

Text continues on p. 2000.
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Group 1b PCBs are weak phenobarbital inducers and are more persistent. Published studies have
not reported positive associations of these congeners as a group [24] or individually (multivariate re-
sults—[24,50–52]; means—[29,32,43,49]). 

Congeners in group 2a are thought to be antiestrogenic and immunotoxic; those in group 2b ap-
pear to have limited dioxin activity. The highly persistent congeners in group 3 are thought to induce
cytochrome P450 and phenobarbital activity. No studies have reported elevated risk associated with the
sum of the congeners from these groups. A few studies have reported elevated risk associated with indi-
vidual congeners in each group (e.g., PCBs 118, 138, 99), but results have been inconsistent (Table 5). 

Two studies compared PCB congeners classified as high- vs. low-chlorination in relation to breast
cancer and again found ambiguous results. Wolff et al. [53] reported evidence of elevated risk only for
low-chlorination congeners. In contrast, Millikan et al. [45] reported greater risk associated with high-
chlorination congeners. 

Other OCs

The few studies examining other OCs in relation to breast cancer risk have, for the most part, found no
association (Table 6). No studies have reported significant increased risk associated with chlordane
metabolites, including cis-nonachlor (CN), trans-nonachlor (TN), oxychlordane (OXY), and heptachlor
epoxide (HCE) [24,43,50–54]. Mixed results have been reported for dieldrin, mirex, HCB, and HCH
(or b-BHC; see Table 6). No studies on endosulfan were found. 

STUDY DESIGN FACTORS

Adipose tissue vs. blood

As OCs are lipophilic, adipose tissue sample stores are thought to provide a better index of long-term
exposure than blood-based measures. Strong correlations between adipose tissue and lipid-adjusted
serum levels of DDE have been reported in some (r = 0.8, [55]) but not all (r = 0.4, [64]) studies.
Similar, low correlations between adipose and lipid-adjusted serum levels of PCBs have been seen (e.g.,
r = 0.4 for PCB 153; [55]). 

Differences in these measures do not, however, appear to explain study inconsistencies, as results
using each medium have been heterogeneous. For example, significant positive associations with DDE
and breast cancer were reported for: (i) one of six reports from large studies using adipose tissue sam-
ples; (ii) two of 10 studies using prospective serum samples; and (iii) none of 10 studies based on ret-
rospective serum (Table 2). 

Study populations—using benign breast disease (BBD) controls

Most studies based on adipose tissue used BBD patients as controls because it is more difficult to ob-
tain adipose tissue samples from disease-free subjects (Table 1). If OCs contribute to the risk of BBD,
this strategy may bias results toward the null. However, studies using alternative control groups also
failed to observe positive associations. Using patients presenting for breast reduction surgery, Bagga et
al. [34] found null associations for various DDTs. Inverse associations with DDE were reported by van’t
Veer et al. [56] in a study based on gluteal adipose tissue samples and population-based controls.
Studies that excluded [57–60] or limited [32] the proportion of BBD controls with evidence of atypia
found no strong evidence of adverse effects. Wolff et al. [53] also found no difference in results between
BBD and non-BBD non-cancer controls, suggesting that the predominance of BBD controls is not the
reason for lack of a measurable detrimental effect. 
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Timing of exposure measurement vs. use of OC chemicals

The majority of studies in industrialized countries have measured OC residues in biological samples
collected from adults in the 1980s and 1990s, well after most source chemicals were banned. Given
half-life estimates on the order of 7 to 11 years for DDE and PCBs [53], residues measured in these
studies may largely reflect exposure to persistent but less estrogenic OCs (such as p,p′-DDE and high-
chlorination PCB congeners), rather than long-term exposure to estrogenic but less persistent com-
pounds such as DDT, dieldrin, and low-chlorination PCBs [11,13,48]. Therefore, recent measures of
OCs may not be good estimates of past exposure to estrogenic compounds. 

Direct estimates using samples obtained closer to the period when chemical sources remained in
use should be more reliable for identifying any adverse effects of less persistent OCs, as long as sam-
ples were stable and analytic measures were sensitive enough. In industrialized countries, four of five
prospective studies used blood collected as early as the 1960s and 1970s. These did not find overall ad-
verse effects of DDTs, PCBs, or several other OCs [24,30,33,35]. Concentrations of DDE and DDT in
these samples were relatively high (Tables 2 and 3). The one study showing effects that examined
p,p′-DDT in a population-based Danish study [31] used repeated serum measures and adjusting for
weight change. No other studies have incorporated repeated measures of OC exposure, and few have
included measures of weight change (see Table 1). 

Of the studies examining associations between DDT, DDE, and breast cancer risk in countries
where use of DDT continues (Table 2), some based in Mexico City [23,61] and in Vietnam [37] found
lower mean levels of p,p′-DDT in breast cancer cases vs. controls. No association between DDE and
breast cancer in hospital-based case-control studies were noted in Vietnam [37], Mexico City [61], or
in a population-based study in Brazil [62]. An anomalous result was seen in a population-based study
of parous women in Mexico City [23] that reported strong and significant positive associations with
DDT-adjusted levels of serum DDE. The authors hypothesized that adjusting for DDT provided better
estimates of long- vs. short-term exposure to DDE. It is not clear whether they limited their adjustment
model to low-persistence DDT isomers. Without this adjustment, multivariate associations were not sig-
nificant (OR for highest vs. lowest quartile 2.16, CI 0.85–5.50 vs. 3.81, CI 1.14–2.8). 

It is surprising that, although timeframes for the Mexico City studies overlapped (1990 to 1995
for Romieu et al. [23]; 1994 to 1996 for Lopez-Carillo et al. [61]), serum DDE was five times higher in
the study reporting positive associations (lipid-adjusted means in cases/controls were 3840/2510 vs.
563/506 nanograms per gram [ng/g]). It is not clear to what extent discrepancies between the two
Mexico City studies may reflect true differences in DDT and DDE exposure, metabolism, temporal
changes, or differences in laboratory techniques. 

Mobilization and elimination of OCs—weight change, adiposity, and lactation

A number of factors, including body fat burden, weight changes, and lactation history, may influence
the dilution, mobilization, and elimination of fat schedule substances stored in the body [25,31,63,64]. 

Weight loss over a 5-year period was associated with significant declines in DDE and several
PCBs, while weight gain was associated with larger increases in PCBs as compared to weight-stable
subjects [31]. Self-reported losses or gains of >5 pounds in the past year was associated with signifi-
cantly lower levels of DDE as compared to weight-stable women when examined cross-sectionally [63]. 

Greater adiposity may result in more dilute residues, particularly in adipose tissue [25,53,65].
Wolff and Anderson [65] proposed a pharmacokinetic model in which one or two half-lives after sig-
nificant uptake elimination may become more complete in lean subjects than in those with a greater adi-
pose tissue reservoir. Under this model, BMI should be treated as a modifier rather than as a confounder. 

Lactation may also influence OC body burden, as breast milk is thought to be an important route
of excretion of OCs. High concentrations of OC residues are detected in breast milk, and lactation has
been associated with lower OCs [40,64,66]. Indeed, Wolff et al. [40] reported that adjusting for lacta-
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tion status increased coefficients for DDE exposure by 57 % (from 0.051 ± 0.022 to 0.080 ± 0.030).
Limited data also suggest that higher DDE is associated with reduced duration of breastfeeding [67],
and several studies found that OCs were associated with higher risk of breast cancer among nulliparous
women, or parous women who never breastfed than lactators ([22]–HCB; [50]–Mirex; [45,46]–total
PCBs; [54]–chlordane). These findings are consistent with the hypothesis that breastfeeding may help
to reduce the OC burden during a period of increased susceptibility to breast cancer.

Dietary confounders

Few studies have included dietary covariates (see Table 1). Dietary fat may be a confounder, given that
fat-containing foods are important sources of exposure to persistent OC metabolites [3]. However, re-
sults of studies that adjusted for fat intakes did not differ from those that did not [50,52,57–59].
Furthermore, the role of dietary fat in breast cancer is unclear [68]. Dietary phytoestrogens may mod-
ify or confound associations, perhaps by inhibiting estrogenic action of OCs [69,70] A number of di-
etary phytoestrogens (e.g., genistein) appear to be more potent estrogens than typical OCs [71]. No
studies to date have reported accounting for dietary phytoestrogens, whose role in breast cancer etiol-
ogy is also uncertain [72,73]. 

Consideration of adjustment for these variables is essential for approximating cumulative or past
exposure based on single measures of OC residues. While most studies have adjusted for BMI, few have
accounted for lactation history or weight change (see Table 1 for details) [29,31,35,56]. No study has
simultaneously considered all three factors. 

POSSIBLE HIGH-RISK SUBGROUPS

Menopausal status: It has been suggested that postmenopausal women because of low circulating es-
trogen levels may be more susceptible to risk factors that influence the hormonal milieu [72]. A few
studies have observed stronger associations in post-menopausal than in pre-menopausal women for
DDT ([23] for DDT) or total PCBs ([49], especially if ER+). The majority of studies have not found
strong associations among postmenopausal women for DDT/DDE [22,25,30,32,33,45,49,50,53,
54,56,57,60,61,74], total PCBs [22,25,32,45,53,60] or other OCs such as HCB, mirex, and chlordane
metabolites [22,40,50,52,54,58,59]. In fact, several studies found stronger associations among pre-
menopausal than postmenopausal women for DDE [35], total PCBs [35], and selected PCB congeners
[50].

Assessing the significance of any differences in risk by menopausal status is complicated by dif-
ferences in exposure patterns of younger vs. older women. A cohort effect in older women having ex-
perienced greater childhood and lifetime exposures may be responsible for what might be considered
an age-related or lifetime accumulation effect when compared with younger women. Among younger
women, whose exposure during peak use of these chemicals was limited to childhood and adolescence,
adult OC residues may largely reflect ongoing food-borne exposure to persistent metabolites. Direct ex-
posure to industrial and agricultural chemicals in the past likely explains why OC levels are higher in
older than in younger women (e.g., [27]). However, exposure in postmenopausal women may have been
qualitatively different from that in younger women: during peak chemical use in the 1950s and 1960s,
these women were adults. 

ER status

Consistent with the hypothesis that the hormones may be more involved in the etiology of ER+ than
ER– tumors [75], Dewailly et al. [29] found that DDE, PCB 99, and trans-nonachlor were associated
with ER+ but not ER– tumors (see Tables 3, 4, and 7). Liljegren et al. [49] also found significantly
higher risk associated with HCB and several PCBs (77, 126, 169) among ER+ tumors, especially in
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postmenopausal women. Other studies have not confirmed these findings. Woolcott et al. [43] found
somewhat stronger associations between DDE, total PCBs, trans-nonachlor, b-HCH, and several PCB
congeners in ER– tumors (see Tables 3–5). Although Helzsouer et al. [35] found higher associations
with DDE in ER+ tumors using serum collected in 1989, associations were higher in ER– tumors using
serum from 1974. Numerous studies reported similar associations with DDE [24,25,45,49,52–54,74],
PCBs [24,25,35,45,52–54,60,74], and other OCs [43,52,54,58,59] regardless of ER status. 

Ethnicity and threshold effects: Krieger et al. [30] and Millikan et al. [45] reported somewhat
stronger associations between serum DDE, total PCBs, and breast cancer risk among African
Americans than other ethnic groups (whites and Asians). They hypothesized that the higher associations
might be attributable at least in part to higher exposure levels. Yet there were no differences in associ-
ations among African Americans, whites, and Hispanics in a report by Wolff et al. [53], in which OC
levels were similarly elevated among blacks. There was also no association with breast cancer risk in
other studies in whites with similar serum OC levels [25,35]. However, associations between breast can-
cer and DDE were significant in the studies with the highest serum levels [23], after adjustment for
DDT) and adipose levels [29,39]. Research in multiethnic settings with high levels of DDE is needed
to confirm this hypothesis. 

Genetic polymorphisms

In addition to mimicking estrogen activity, OCs are inducers of detoxification and drug-metabolizing
enzymes [76,77]. Variation in genotypes for drug-metabolism genotypes such as cytochrome P4501A1
(CYP1A1) and detoxification enzymes such as glutathione-S-transferase µ (GSTM1) may be associated
with susceptibility to OCs. Moysich et al. [76] found elevated breast cancer risk among subjects with
high total PCBs and either heterozygous (isoleucine: valine) or homozygous valine subtypes for
CYP1A1. Compared to the isoleucine homozygous group with low PCBs, this group was 2.9 times
more likely to have breast cancer after multivariate adjustment (95 % CI 1.2–7.5). For the isoleucine
homozygous group with high PCB exposure, the OR was 1.08 (CI 0.6–1.9). However, Helzsouer et al.
[35] did not find strong evidence of modified susceptibility to the effects of DDE or total PCBs associ-
ated with polymorphisms in GSTM1, GSTT1, GSTP1, COMT, or CYP17. 

OCCUPATIONAL STUDIES

Few studies on occupational exposure and breast cancer among women have been published. Both the
exposure route and the estrogenicity of isomers to which women are exposed occupationally are likely
to differ substantially from food-borne exposure to persistent OCs. Studies of pesticide workers have
not reported an increased breast cancer incidence or mortality cancer associated with this industry
([78,79]; earlier studies reviewed by Adami et al. [80]). While farmworking per se was not associated
with increased risk, Duell et al. [21] reported increased risk of breast cancer associated with women
who were present in fields during or shortly after pesticide application (OR = 1.8, 95 % CI = 1.1–2.8).
Risk was also elevated among women who reported not using protective clothing while applying pesti-
cides (OR = 2.0; 95 % CI = 1.0–4.3) but not among those who reported using protective clothing
(OR = 0.8; 95 % CI = 0.4–1.8). As no consistent exposure-related effects are seen in other studies, this
may reflect other farm-based exposures or characteristics of the lifestyle, rather than OC exposure. 

OCS AND BREAST CANCER SEVERITY AND PROGRESSION 

Although laboratory data suggest that OCs may act as tumor promoters [16], the hypothesis that OCs
may be related to the progression rather than the incidence of breast cancer has been explored in very
few studies, so less is known on this topic [51]. Associations with various measures of stage, aggres-
siveness, and tumor markers have been reported in six studies to date (see Table 7). These studies—all
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conducted in industrialized countries using recent OC samples—have not reported associations between
DDT/DDE and breast cancer survival, stage, aggressiveness, or tumor marker (p53 or erbB-2)
[45,51,53,81]. Positive associations with PCBs and various measures of progression, severity, or sur-
vival have been reported in some studies [51,81], but weak or null associations have been reported in
other [43,45,52,53] studies. Gammon et al. [54] did not find positive associations between stage at di-
agnosis (in situ vs. invasive disease) and concentrations of DDE, PCBs, or chlordane. Limited data sug-
gest that other OCs may be associated with severity [51] and survival [81]. More data are needed be-
fore conclusions can be drawn, but this is an area deserving further study.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The sum of the evidence does not implicate any OC compound as significantly related to risk of oc-
currence of breast cancer. The evidence base is greatest for DDT and DDE. More limited research has
been done on individual PCBs and their isomers. The studies of OC exposure reflect current exposure
levels of chemicals that may have been banned for 20 years. Despite long half-lives (of 10 years) in adi-
pose tissue, samples were generally collected 30 years after the peak exposure times. However, given
ongoing exposure to persistent, nonestrogenic metabolites in foods, it is not certain that ranking of ex-
posures using these samples is an accurate measure of past exposure to those compounds thought to in-
crease risk. 

More studies are needed on OCs other than DDTs in developing countries where use is more re-
cent or continuing, especially given that most estrogenic OCs are not persistent. The possibility that OC
exposure in excess of certain thresholds may be related to risk cannot be ruled out based on existing
data. It is possible that other pathways that influence susceptibility may be involved, including activity
related to CYP and GST; limited research is available to date on this hypothesis. Additionally, the
BMI/weight loss model may warrant further analysis, perhaps using existing data. 

OC exposures cannot reliably be related to trends in breast cancer incidence, as other known risk
factors for breast cancer, such as childbearing and lactation. Changes in screening and treatment over
time also complicate making such links. Ecologic data relating high-exposure countries to breast can-
cer mortality rates do not suggest a strong link. As noted by Rogan [82], “in general, breast cancer rates
are not higher in parts of the world with high DDE levels (the People’s Republic of China, India, and
Guatemala), and countries with relatively similar levels of PCBs (Great Britain and Japan) have very
different breast cancer rates.”

Although the information is extremely limited and not without major design flaws, the associa-
tion between disease severity and progression is interesting and worthy of further examination. 

As OCs are present in the environment as mixtures of correlated isomers and metabolites, it may
be difficult to distinguish possible causal links from associations in which measured compounds are
merely markers of other underlying exposures. Few studies [23,36,40,52,83] have reported adjusting for
other OCs. For highly correlated compounds, traditional adjustment strategies may not be feasible.
More complex analytical strategies, such as those used by Holford et al. [83], may help to isolate po-
tentially relevant isomers. 

REFERENCES

1. D. R. Juberg. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 45 (2), 93–105 (2000).
2. K. Kannan, S. Tanabe, J. P. Giesy, R. Tatsukawa. Rev. Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 152, 1–55

(1997).
3. E. Devoto, L. Kohlmeier, W. Heeschen. Arch. Environ. Health 53 (2), 147–155 (1998).
4. F. W. Kutz, P. H. Wood, D. P. Bottimore. Rev. Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 120, 1–82 (1991).
5. D. L. Davis, H. L. Bradlow, M. Wolff, T. Woodruff, D. G. Hoel, H. Anton-Culver. Environ. Health

Perspect. 101 (5), 372–377 (1993).

M. A. MENDEZ AND L. ARAB

© 2003 IUPAC, Pure and Applied Chemistry 75, 1973–2012

2008



6. D. M. Klotz, B. S. Deckman, S. M. Hill, J. A. McLachlan, M. R. Walters, S. F. Arnold. Environ.
Health Perspect. 104 (10), 1084–1089 (1996).

7. J. D. McKinney and C. L. Waller. Environ. Health Perspect. 102 (3), 290–297 (1994).
8. M. S. Wolff and P. G. Toniolo. Environ. Health Perspect. 103 (Suppl. 7), 141–145 (1995).
9. C. Sonnenschein and A. M. Soto. J. Steroid Biochem. Mol. Biol. 65 (1–6), 143–150 (1998).

10. K. Ramamoorthy, M. S. Gupta, G. Sun, A. McDougal, S. H. Safe. Carcinogenesis 20 (1),
115–123 (1999).

11. K. W. Gaido, L. S. Leonard, S. Lovell, J. C. Gould, D. Babai, C. J. Portier, D. P. McDonnell.
Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol. 143 (1), 205–212 (1997).

12. H. T. Jansen, P. S. Cooke, J. Porcelli, T. C. Liu, L. G. Hansen. Reprod. Toxicol. 7 (3), 237–248
(1993).

13. P. V. Shekhar, J. Werdell, V. S. Basrur. J. Nat. Cancer Inst. 89 (23), 1774–1782 (1997).
14. K. C. Silinskas and A. B. Okey. J. Nat. Cancer Inst. 55 (3), 653–657 (1975).
15. D. Desaulniers, K. Leingartner, J. Russo, G. Perkins, B. G. Chittim, M. C. Archer, M. Wade, J.

Yang. Environ. Health Perspect. 109 (7), 739–747 (2001).
16. J. D. Scribner and N. K. Mottet. Carcinogenesis 2 (12), 1235–1239 (1981).
17. A. K. Robison, D. A. Sirbasku, G. M. Stancel. Toxicol. Lett. 27 (1–3), 109–113 (1985).
18. D. L. Eaton. Neurotoxicology 21 (1–2), 101–111 (2000).
19. M. H. Kester, S. Bulduk, D. Tibboel, W. Meinl, H. Glatt, C. N. Falany, M. W. Coughtrie, A.

Bergman, S. H. Safe, G. G. Kuiper, A. G. Schuur, A. Brouwer, T. J. Visser. Endocrinology 141
(5), 1897–1900 (2000).

20. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics. (2002).
<http://www.epa.gov/opptintr/pbt/cheminfo.htm>

21. E. J. Duell, R. C. Millikan, D. A. Savitz, B. Newman, J. C. Smith, M. J. Schell, D. P. Sandler.
Epidemiology 11 (5), 523–531 (2000).

22. K. B. Moysich, C. B. Ambrosone, J. E. Vena, P. G. Shields, P. Mendola, P. Kostyniak, H.
Greizerstein, S. Graham, J. R. Marshall, E. F. Schisterman, J. L. Freudenheim. Cancer
Epidemiol., Biomarkers Prevent. 7 (3), 181–188 (1998).

23. I. Romieu, M. Hernandez-Avila, E. Lazcano-Ponce, J. P. Weber, E. Dewailly. Am. J. Epidemiol.
152 (4), 363–370 (2000).

24. E. M. Ward, P. Schulte, B. Grajewski, A. Andersen, D. G. Patterson Jr., W. Turner, E. Jellum,
J. A. Deddens, J. Friedland, N. Roeleveld, M. Waters, M. A. Butler, E. DiPietro, L. L. Needham.
Cancer Epidemiol., Biomarkers Prevent. 9 (12), 1357–1367 (2000).

25. M. S. Wolff, A. Zeleniuch-Jacquotte, N. Dubin, P. Toniolo. Cancer Epidemiol., Biomarkers
Prevent. 9 (3), 271–277 (2000a).

26. G. Schade and B. Heinzow. Sci. Total Environ. 215 (1–2), 31–39 (1998).
27. A. M. Sweeney, E. Symanski, K. D. Burau, Y. J. Kim, H. E. Humphrey, M. A. Smith. Environ.

Res. 86 (2), 128–139 (2001).
28. P. E. Robinson and G. Mack. Environ. Res. 53, 175–192 (1990).
29. E. Dewailly, S. Dodin, R. Verreault, P. Ayotte, L. Sauve, J. Morin, J. Brisson. J. Nat. Cancer Inst.

86 (3), 232–234 (1994a).
30. N. Krieger, M. S. Wolff, R. A. Hiatt, M. Rivera, J. Vogelman, N. Orentreich. J. Nat. Cancer Inst.

86 (8), 589–599 (1994).
31. A. P. Hoyer, T. Jorgensen, P. Grandjean, H. B. Hartvig. Cancer Causes Control 11 (2), 177–184

(2000a).
32. S. D. Stellman, M. V. Djordjevic, J. A. Britton, J. E. Muscat, M. L. Citron, M. Kemeny, E. Busch,

L. Gong. Cancer Epidemiol., Biomarkers Prevent. 9 (11), 1241–1249 (2000).
33. J. F. Dorgan, J. W. Brock, N. Rothman, L. L. Needham, R. Miller, H. E. Stephenson Jr., N.

Schussler, P. R. Taylor. Cancer Causes Control 10 (1), 1–11 (1999).

© 2003 IUPAC, Pure and Applied Chemistry 75, 1973–2012

Organochlorine compounds and breast cancer risk 2009



34. D. Bagga, K. H. Anders, H. J. Wang, E. Roberts, J. A. Glaspy. J. Nat. Cancer Inst. 92 (9),
750–753 (2000).

35. K. J. Helzsouer, A. J. Alberg, H. Y. Huang, S. C. Hoffman, P. T. Strickland, J. W. Brock, V. W.
Burse, L. L. Needham, D. A. Bell, J. A. Lavigne, J. D. Yager, G. W. Comstock. Cancer
Epidemiol., Biomarkers Prevent. 8 (6), 525–532 (1999).

36. A. P. Hoyer, P. Grandjean, T. Jorgensen, J. W. Brock, H. B. Hartvig. Lancet 352 (9143),
1816–1820 (1998).

37. A. Schecter, P. Toniolo, L. C. Dai, L. T. Thuy, M. S. Wolff. Arch. Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 33
(4), 453–456 (1997a).

38. A. Schecter and L. Li. Chemosphere 34 (5–7), 1449–1457 (1997b).
39. F. Falck, Jr., A. Ricci Jr., M. S. Wolff, J. Godbold, P. Deckers. Arch. Environ. Health 47 (2),

143–146 (1992).
40. M. S. Wolff, P. G. Toniolo, E. W. Lee, M. Rivera, N. Dubin. J. Nat. Cancer Inst. 85 (8), 648–652

(1993).
41. H. Mussalo-Rauhamaa, E. Hasanen, H. Pyysalo, K. Antervo, R. Kauppila, P. Pantzar P. Cancer

66 (10), 2124–2128 (1990).
42. M. Unger, H. Kiaer, M. Blichert-Toft, J. Olsen, J. Clausen. Environ. Res. 34 (1), 24.2–24.8 (1984).
43. C. G. Woolcott, K. J. Aronson, W. M. Hanna, S. K. SenGupta, D. R. McCready, E. E. Sterns,

A. B. Miller. Cancer Causes Control 12 (5), 395–404 (2001).
44. M. J. Charles, M. J. Schell, E. Willman, H. B. Gross, Y. Lin, S. Sonnenberg, M. L. Graham. Arch.

Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 41 (3), 386–395 (2001).
45. R. Millikan, E. DeVoto, E. J. Duell, C. K. Tse, D. A. Savitz, J. Beach, S. Edmiston, S. Jackson,

B. Newman. Cancer Epidemiol., Biomarkers Prevent. 9 (11), 1233–1240 (2000).
46. F. Laden, S. E. Hankinson, M. S. Wolff, G. A. Colditz, W. C. Willett, F. E. Speizer, D. J. Hunter.

Int. J. Cancer 91 (4), 568–574 (2001).
47. M. S. Wolff, D. Camann, M. Gammon, S. D. Stellman. Environ. Health Perspect. 105 (1), 13–14

(1997).
48. K. B. Moysich, P. Mendola, E. F. Schisterman, J. L. Freudenheim, C. B. Ambrosone, J. E. Vena,

P. G. Shields, P. Kostyniak, H. Greizerstein, S. Graham, J. R. Marshall. Am. J. Ind. Med. 35 (3),
223–231 (1999a).

49. G. Liljegren, L. Hardell, G. Lindstrom, P. Dahl, A. Magnuson. Eur. J. Cancer Prevent. 7 (2),
135–140 (1998).

50. K. J. Aronson, A. B. Miller, C. G. Woolcott, E. E. Sterns, D. R. McCready, L. A. Lickley, E. B.
Fish, G. Y. Hiraki, C. Holloway, T. Ross, W. M. Hanna, S. K. SenGupta, J. P. Weber. Cancer
Epidemiol., Biomarkers Prevent. 9 (1), 55–63 (2000).

51. A. Demers, P. Ayotte, J. Brisson, S. Dodin, J. Robert, E. Dewailly. Cancer Epidemiol.,
Biomarkers Prevent. 9 (2), 161–166 (2000).

52. T. Zheng, T. R. Holford, S. T. Mayne, J. Tessari, B. Ward, D. Carter, P. H. Owens, P. Boyle, R.
Dubrow, S. Archibeque-Engle, O. Dawood, S. H. Zahm. Cancer Epidemiol., Biomarkers Prevent.
9 (2), 167–174 (2000b).

53. M. S. Wolff, G. S. Berkowitz, S. Brower, R. Senie, I. J. Bleiweiss, P. Tartter, B. Pace, N. Roy, S.
Wallenstein, A. Weston A. Environ. Res. 84 (2), 151–161 (2000b).

54. M. D. Gammon, M. S. Wolff, A. I. Neugut, S. M. Eng, W. L. Teitelbaum, J. W. Britton, M. C.
Terry, B. Levin, S. D. Stellman, G. C. Kabat, M. Hatch, R. Senie, G. Berkowitz, H. L. Bradlow,
G. Garbowski, C. Maffeo, P. Montalvan, M. Kemeny, M. Citron, F. Schnabel, A. Schuss, S.
Hajdu, V. Vinceguerra, N. Niguidula, K. Ireland, R. M. Santella. Cancer Epidemiol., Biomarkers
Prevent. 11, 686–697 (2002).

55. S. L. Archibeque-Engle, J. D. Tessari, D. T. Winn, T. J. Keefe, T. M. Nett, T. Zheng. J. Toxicol.
Environ. Health 52 (4), 285–293 (1997).

M. A. MENDEZ AND L. ARAB

© 2003 IUPAC, Pure and Applied Chemistry 75, 1973–2012

2010



56. P. van’t Veer, I. E. Lobbezoo, J. M. Martin-Moreno, E. Guallar, J. Gomez-Aracena, A. F.
Kardinaal, L. Kohlmeier, B. C. Martin, J. J. Strain, M. Thamm, P. van Zoonen, B. A. Baumann,
J. K. Huttunen, F. J. Kok. BMJ 315 (7100), 81– (1997).

57. T. Zheng, T. R. Holford, S. T. Mayne, B. Ward, D. Carter, P. H. Owens, R. Dubrow, S. H. Zahm,
P. Boyle, S. Archibeque-Engle, J. Tessari. Am. J. Epidemiol. 150 (5), 453–458 (1999a).

58. T. Zheng, T. R. Holford, S. T. Mayne, P. H. Owens, B. Ward, D. Carter, R. Dubrow, S. H. Zahm,
P. Boyle, J. Tessari. Cancer 85 (10), 2212–2218 (1999b).

59. T. Zheng, T. R. Holford, S. T. Mayne, J. Tessari, P. H. Owens, S. H. Zahm, B. Zhang, R. Dubrow,
B. Ward, D. Carter, P. Boyle. Cancer Epidemiol., Biomarkers Prevent. 8 (5), 407–411 (1999c).

60. T. Zheng, T. R. Holford, J. Tessari, S. T. Mayne, P. H. Owens, B. Ward, D. Carter, P. Boyle, R.
Dubrow, S. Archibeque-Engle, S. H. Zahm. Am. J. Epidemiol. 152 (1), 50–58 (2000a).

61. L. Lopez-Carrillo, A. Blair, M. Lopez-Cervantes, M. Cebrian, C. Rueda, R. Reyes, A. Mohar, J.
Bravo. J. Cancer Res. 57 (17), 3728–3732 (1997).

62. G. A. Mendonca, J. Eluf-Neto, M. J. Andrada-Serpa, P. A. Carmo, H. H. Barreto, O. N. Inomata,
T. A. Kussumi. Int. J. Cancer 83 (5), 596–600 (1999).

63. J. M. Schildkraut, W. Demark-Wahnefried, E. DeVoto, C. Hughes, J. L. Laseter, B. Newman.
Cancer Epidemiol., Biomarkers Prevent. 8 (2), 179–183 (1999).

64. L. Lopez-Carrillo, L. Torres-Sanchez, J. Moline, K. Ireland, M. S. Wolff. Environ. Res. 87 (3),
131–135 (2001).

65. M. S. Wolff and H. A. Anderson. Cancer Epidemiol., Biomarkers Prevent. 8 (10), 951–952
(1999).

66. E. Dewailly, P. Ayotte, J. Brisson. J. Nat. Cancer Inst. 86 (10), 803 (1994b).
67. B. C. Gladen and W. J. Rogan. Am. J. Public Health 85 (4), 504–508 (1995).
68. M. M. Lee and S. S. Lin. Annu. Rev. Nutrition 20, 221–248 (2000).
69. S. P. Verma and B. R. Goldin. N. Engl. J. Med. 338 (14), 990 (1998).
70. S. P. Verma, E. Salamone, B. Goldin. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 233 (3), 692–696 (1997).
71. G. G. Kuiper, J. G. Lemmen, B. Carlsson, J. C. Corton, S. H. Safe, P. T. van der Saag, B. van der

Burg, J. A. Gustafsson. Endocrinology 139 (10), 4252–4263 (1998).
72. A. Cassidy and S. Milligan. Climacteric 1 (3), 229–242 (1998).
73. S. Barnes. Baillieres Clin. Endocrinol. Metabol. 12 (4), 559–579 (1998).
74. D. J. Hunter, S. E. Hankinson, F. Laden, G. A. Colditz, J. E. Manson, W. C. Willett, F. E. Speizer,

M. S. Wolff. N. Engl. J. Med. 337 (18), 1253–1258 (1997).
75. J. D. Potter, J. R. Cerhan, T. A. Sellers, P. G. McGovern, C. Drinkard, L. R. Kushi, A. R. Folsom.

Cancer Epidemiol., Biomarkers Prevent. 4 (4), 319–326 (1995).
76. K. B. Moysich, P. G. Shields, J. L. Freudenheim, E. F. Schisterman, J. E. Vena, P. Kostyniak, H.

Greizerstein, J. R. Marshall, S. Graham, C. B. Ambrosone. Cancer Epidemiol., Biomarkers
Prevent. 8, 41–44 (1999b).

77. E. G. Schuetz. Curr. Drug Metab. 2 (2), 139–147 (2001).
78. L. E. Fleming, J. A. Bean, M. Rudolph, K. Hamilton. J. Occup. Environ. Med. 41 (4), 279–288

(1999a).
79. L. E. Fleming, J. A. Bean, M. Rudolph, K. Hamilton. Occup. Environ. Med. 56 (1), 14–21

(1999b).
80. H. O. Adami, L. Lipworth, L. Titus-Ernstoff, C. C. Hsieh, A. Hanberg, U. Ahlborg, J. Baron, D.

Trichopoulos. Cancer Causes Control 6 (6), 551–666 (1995). 
81. A. P. Hoyer, T. Jorgensen, J. W. Brock, P. Grandjean. J. Clin. Epidemiol. 53 (3), 323–330 (2000b).
82. W. J. Rogan. Arch. Pediatric Adolescent Med. 150 (9), 981–990 (1996).
83. T. R. Holford, T. Zheng, S. T. Mayne, S. H. Zahm, J. D. Tessari, P. Boyle. Int. J. Epidemiol. 29

(6), 975–982 (2000).
84. A. R. Lucena, M. F. Allam, I. H. Costabeber, M. L. Villarejo, R. F. Navajas.  Eur. J. Cancer

Prevent. 10 (1), 117–119 (2001).

© 2003 IUPAC, Pure and Applied Chemistry 75, 1973–2012

Organochlorine compounds and breast cancer risk 2011



85. S. Guttes, K. Failing, K. Neumann, J. Kleinstein, S. Georgii, H. Brunn. Arch. Environ. Contam.
Toxicol. 35 (1), 140–147 (1998).

86. L. Hardell, G. Lindstrom, G. Liljegren, P. Dahl, A. Magnuson. Eur. J. Cancer Prevent. 5 (5),
351–357 (1996).

87. R. Dello Iacovo, E. Celentano, A. M. Strollo, G. Iazzetta, I. Capasso, G. Randazzo. Adv. Exper.
Med. Biol. 472, 57–66 (1999).

88. P. Olaya-Contreras, J. Rodriguez-Villamil, H. J. Posso-Valencia, J. E. Cortez. Caldernos de Saude
Publ. 14 (Suppl. 3), 125–132 (1998).

89. T. Zheng, T. R. Holford, J. Tessari, S. T. Mayne. S. H. Zahm, P. H. Owens, B. Zhang, B. Ward,
D. Carter, Y. Zhang, W. Zhang, R. Dubrow, P. Boyle. J. Epidemiol. Biostat. 5 (3), 153–160
(2000c).

M. A. MENDEZ AND L. ARAB

© 2003 IUPAC, Pure and Applied Chemistry 75, 1973–2012

2012


