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Sex-associated differences in bone metastasis formation from breast, lung, and prostate cancer exist in clinical studies, but have not been systematically reviewed. Differences in the bone marrow niche can be attributed to sexual dimorphism, to genetic variations that affect sex hormone levels, or to the direct effects of sex hormones, natural or exogenously delivered. This review describes the present understanding of sex-associated and sex hormone level differences in the marrow niche and in formation of bone metastasis during the transition of these three cancers from treatable disease to an often untreatable, lethal metastatic one. Our purpose is to provide insight into some underlying molecular mechanisms for hormonal influence in bone metastasis formation, and to the potential influence of sexual dimorphism, genetic differences affecting sex assignment, and sex hormone level differences on the bone niche and its favorability for metastasis formation. We reviewed publications in PubMed and EMBASE, including full length manuscripts, case reports, and clinical studies of relevance to our topic. We focused on bone metastasis formation in breast, lung, and prostate cancer because all three commonly present with bone metastases. Several clear observations emerged. For breast cancer bone metastasis formation, estrogen receptor (ER) signaling pathways indicate a role for ER beta (ERβ). Estrogen influences the bone microenvironment, creating and conditioning a favorable niche for colonization and breast cancer progression. For lung cancer, studies support the hypothesis that females have a more favorable bone microenvironment for metastasis formation. For prostate cancer, a decrease in the relative androgen to estrogen balance or a “feminization” of bone marrow favors bone metastasis formation, with a potentially important role for ERβ that may be similar to that in breast cancer. Long-term estrogen administration or androgen blockade in males may feminize the bone marrow niche to one more favorable for bone metastases in prostate cancer. Administration of androgens in females, especially combined with mastectomy, may reduce risk of developing bone metastatic breast cancer. We conclude that it should be considered that females, those with female-leaning genetic variations, or hormonal states that feminize the bone marrow, may offer favorable sites for bone metastases.
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INTRODUCTION

During the past decade, it has become increasingly clear that a wide variety of molecular interactions in tumorigenesis and metastasis formation are influenced by sex and sex hormone level differences (1–7). Sex-specific differences in progression have been noted in several types of cancers that metastasize to bone including breast and lung. In contrast, the influence of sex determining factors and/or associated sex hormone administration, are logical factors to affect progression, but less well studied in prostate cancer patients receiving androgen blockade during treatment. For some cancers, the actions of sex hormones can promote or suppress tumor progression (7–10). Consequently, hormone levels, such as those of estrogens, progesterone, and androgens, often are therapeutically targeted in early stages of these cancers (5, 8, 11, 12). Some well characterized examples include estrogen receptor (ER)-positive breast cancer, where estrogens that promote tumor development are blocked therapeutically, and androgen-dependent prostate cancer, where androgen deprivation helps to suppress tumor progression. It is increasingly clear that the bone health of patients with bone metastases can be adversely affected by sex hormone deprivation therapy, resulting in treatment-related osteoporosis in breast and prostate cancer patients (8, 13, 14). The anticancer therapeutic survival benefits of such hormone therapies thus are balanced against the long-term potential for bone damage.

Bone is also frequently the site of metastatic disease. At present, 60–80% of patients with metastatic breast, lung, or prostate cancer develop bone metastases (8, 12, 15, 16). The complex bone marrow microenvironment provides a unique target for metastasis formation and subsequent tumor growth. Sex differences in the incidence and progression of bone metastasis have only recently become the focus of translational research. Consequently, endocrine pathways, including those regulated by estrogen, progesterone, or androgen, that are operative in bone and tumor biology have been identified to be key regulators of cancer bone cell cross-talk during the process of bone metastasis formation (12, 17, 18). Levels of sex hormones can vary widely in cancer patient populations, with differences owed to both endogenous factors such as genetics, and exogenous factors such as administration or inhibition of sex hormones.

We performed this systematic review using EMBASE and Pubmed databases to provide an overview of the potential mechanisms by which sex and sex hormone level differences influence bone metastasis formation. We included both basic and clinical studies from 1994 to 2017 that focused on the mechanism and incidence of bone metastases from three of the most common types of cancer that are influenced by sexual dimorphism and sex hormone levels, namely breast cancer, lung cancer, and prostate cancer. In our review of the literature, we sought answers to several questions about the relationships between sex, sex hormones, and genetic variations that influence sex hormone levels on the formation of bone metastases and the potential of these factors to condition the metastatic niche in bone to favor metastasis formation. We believe the answers to these questions will be relevant to clinicians and translational researchers interested in developing novel biologic therapies tailored to cancer patients with varying bone marrow states.

LITERATURE ANALYSIS

Our review summarizes and integrates the findings of over 90 articles that addressed this subject. The results of our analyses are organized as a series of questions that we sought to answer by reviewing the existing literature and databases. Given the recent directive from the National Institutes of Health that sex as a biological variable be included whenever possible into basic, preclinical, and clinical studies (NOT-OD-15-102), this article is particularly timely in our opinion.

Are Sex Hormone (Estrogen, Progesterone, Androgen) Driven Pathways Key Regulators of Bone Metastasis Formation?

Sex steroids were once considered to be the central regulators of bone metabolism in the aging skeleton, but increasingly, bone cell populations and various peptide hormones are recognized as being similarly influential (19). Key peptide hormones include leptin, receptor activator of nuclear factor kappa-B ligand (RANKL), parathyroid hormone, and the various fibroblast growth factors. Nonetheless, sex steroids remain key factors in musculoskeletal health for both males and females. Androgens and estrogens clearly influence the bone-forming osteoblast proliferation and the coupled osteoblastic stimulation of bone resorbing osteoclasts. Estrogens directly inhibit osteoclasts, and have the dominant effect on bone maintenance in both males and females. Androgens contribute directly to male periosteal bone expansion, mineralization, and trabecular bone maintenance (20–23); although the full spectrum of transcriptional targets of the estrogen, progesterone, and androgen receptors (ARs) in bone cells are not completely understood. Moreover, the effects of peptide hormones on bone resident cell populations are influenced by the prior conditioning of bone marrow by various levels and ratios of sex and steroid hormones. This interaction affects the way that bone cell populations perceive and respond to changes in levels of peptide hormones (24, 25). Taken together these studies suggest that sex hormone driven pathways play a significant role in bone metastasis formation, and that this is an area ripe for future systematic study.

Does Sexual Dimorphism Impact Bone Metastases Formation?

It is increasingly clear that sexual dimorphism is an important factor for tumor growth, progression, and prognosis (3, 7, 8, 17, 18, 26). With primary tumors from breast, lung, and prostate cancers, sex and/or sex hormone-associated differences have been identified in numerous clinical studies (3, 6, 12, 14, 17, 27, 28). However, the underlying mechanisms that account for these differences have not been identified. By inference, evidence suggests that sex steroid hormones influence the pathogenesis of both primary tumors and bone metastasis formation, as well as physiological differences associated with genetic sex (3, 8, 15, 17, 28) or gender. For example, the phenotype of transsexuals with AR mutations and gonadal dysgenesis appears largely determined by sex steroid signaling regardless of chromosomal status (29). When there is interaction and overlap, such as in the case of postmenopausal or oophorectomized women with declining estrogen levels, or aging men with increased estrogen levels, much less is known and this subject remains to be investigated in more detail (30, 31). The literature on the relative influence of sexual dimorphism and genetic status versus sex steroid hormones on bone metastasis formation is limited, but is beginning to be the subject of translational work as is summarized in this review.

What Is the Role of Estrogen in the Biology of Breast Cancer Bone Metastasis Formation?

Breast cancer can occur in both men and women. Bone is the most common site of metastasis, representing the first site of relapse for approximately 50% of patients (16, 18, 32). In contrast to prostate cancer, breast cancer more often metastasizes to other organs as well, with liver and/or lung involvement in at least 25% of patients, and high rates of central nervous system metastases (11, 33–35). Once breast cancer metastasizes to bone it is incurable, but often remains indolent (16). Moreover, the prognosis after the development of isolated bone metastases in breast cancer is significantly better compared with patients who also have non-osseous organ involvement (16, 28, 34).

Estrogens and their receptors play important roles both in the biology of breast cancer, and in the biology of bone. Estrogens exert their effects through two distinct receptors, estrogen receptor α (ERα) and estrogen receptor β (ERβ). Breast cancer cells and bone-forming cells or osteoblasts express both types of ERs, albeit at unique levels (28).

The Complex Association of Estrogen Receptor-Positive Breast Tumors with Bone Metastasis

Estrogen receptor positive (ER+) tumors are generally thought to have a good prognosis, but the relationship to bone metastasis formation is complex and incompletely understood. In the clinical literature, ER+ usually refers to the expression of ERα. Indeed, ERα has been the target for breast cancer treatment for years, whereas the role of ERβ is uncertain. However, there are some treatment resistant ER+ breast cancer tumors with poor prognosis and higher risk of bone metastases, implying that ERβ expression could be playing a role. Thus, the ongoing question is whether ER positivity, and specifically, ER+ α or β are associated with bone metastasis formation.

Clinical observations have identified an association between ERα positive breast tumors and the development of bone metastasis. Patients with ER+ (ERα) tumors have bone metastases three times more often than do patients with ER− tumors (28, 36). Relapse in bone is also more commonly associated with ER+ and/or progesterone receptor positive (PR+) tumors, suggesting a role for ERα in tumor progression associated with bone metastases (28). However, patients with isolated bone metastases have significantly prolonged survival compared with patients with additional non-osseous metastases, and form a clinically distinct group (28, 36). Complicating matters further, hormonal receptor status can be discordant between primary tumor and bone metastasis: 16–56% for ER and 14–44% for PR (36). However, the proportion of patients with isolated bone metastases that express ERα and/or PR is significantly higher than any other subset of breast cancer patients (36).

The molecular mechanisms responsible for bone metastasis formation are complex, and the influence of hormones is not well understood. Overall, the process involves several critical steps that are, in some cases, known to be regulated by sex steroids, and in others are possibly affected by biologic differences between male and female (8, 17, 18). The ER signaling pathways are implicated in disease progression (1, 26, 28, 30, 36, 37), because the ER status of bone metastases usually correlates with the ER status of the primary tumor (28, 36). Relatively little is known about the ER signaling pathways that lead to downstream activation of cellular targets that trigger disease progression; however, a protective role is generally suggested from limited clinical evidence: (1) Rabbani, et al. demonstrated a decrease in breast cancer cell growth and parathyroid hormone-related protein (PTHrP) production in response to estradiol (38); (2) in addition, overexpression of ER decreased tumor growth and reduced bone metastasis formation (38); (3) other studies have shown that kinase inhibitors that were designed to attenuate a host of pathways activated in breast cancer cells are not able to halt disease spread once multiple osseous metastases have appeared (16, 18, 28, 36, 39); and (4) a protective role of ERβ in the progression of breast cancer has been suggested, as higher levels of ERβ are predictive of positive response to the ER modulator tamoxifen (40, 41). The role of ERβ both in the primary tumor and in bone marrow where metastases occur has only recently become the focus for the development of treatments in addition to those that target ERα (40–42), but may provide an important second index by which to stratify risk in patients with ER positive breast cancers.

Estrogen-Responsive Genes in Bone Metastases

Similar to metastases that go to the brain or lung, there is a set of genes that favors breast cancer metastasis to bone (28, 33, 34). Wang et al. further studied and identified estrogen-responsive genes using an in vitro coculture system that modeled the colonization step of bone metastasis formation (28). The purpose of the study was to look for ER+ patterns associated with bone metastasis formation. A bone metastatic breast cancer cell line pair (parental line MDA-MB-231) stably expressing ERα or ERβ (MDA-ERα and MDA-ERβ) was cocultured separately with U2OS parental human osteoblastic cell lines that were similarly transfected (U2OS-ERα and U2OS-ERβ). Differences in gene expression were detected using microarrays. In breast cancer cells, 13 genes were identified that were altered solely by ERα, and 11 genes were found to be regulated solely by ERβ (28). Only five genes were regulated by both ERα and ERβ. Interestingly, in the bone cells the majority of genes were regulated by ERβ (only three genes for ERα and 13 genes for ERβ), suggesting that breast cancer cell–bone cell interactions are more likely regulated via ERβ. A gene expression signature associated with bone metastasis formation was identified (combined expression of Muc-1 and MacMarcks, regulated by ERβ) and verified with tissue samples from patients with infiltrating ductal carcinoma (28). These findings are consistent with other studies that implicate (43) ERβ regulation of Muc-1 in the pathogenesis of other adenocarcinomas (44–46); and MacMarcks, which belongs to a family of protein kinase C (PKC) substrates that have been shown to participate in cell adhesion (47). The estrogen responsiveness of these two gene products and their possible roles in the mechanism of breast cancer bone metastasis formation in the context of various genetic and hormonal states deserves further systematic study, especially in light of the observations that α and β ERs in bone cells antagonize one another (48).

Bone metastasis from breast cancer can appear decades after removal of the primary tumor(s). Latent bone metastasis formation likely depends on estrogen regulation, and occurs more frequently in breast cancer than many other types of cancer (16). The majority of late onset metastases occur as osteolytic lesions in bone. Zhang et al. showed that the rate of late onset bone metastasis, identified as a relapse after 5 years from cancer diagnosis, was significantly higher in ER+ cases (16). A gene expression signature denoting Src activity in the tumor was shown to be tightly associated with latent bone metastasis formation (16). Src mediates protein kinase B, also known as Akt, a key factor in the regulation of cancer cell survival in the bone metastasis microenvironment.

How Do Sexual Dimorphism and Chromosomal Differences Affect Bone Metastasis Formation in Breast Cancer?

Differences in breast cancer bone metastases formation have been observed between males and females (1, 3, 8, 26, 30, 36, 49). Possible mechanisms for sexual dimorphism include: (1) anatomical differences in men that increase the likelihood that a tumor can access the circulation and metastasize via a hematogenic pathway (1); (2) a relative paucity of breast tissue in men compared to women, and close tumor proximity to skin and nipple that facilitates dermal lymphatic spread (37); (3) effects of reproductive cycle on carcinogenesis (26); (4) biological differences in the tumors themselves (1, 30, 37); and (5) differences in the sex hormonal status of the bone cells at sites of metastases (50).

Manifestations of these sex based differences result in:

(a) The limited benefit of anti-hormonal treatment in men despite the overall higher rate of ER/PR expression compared with female breast cancer patients.

(b) The lack of influence of nodal stage for male breast cancer patients compared with females.

(c) The predominant influence of T-stage on the observed poorer overall survival for men with breast cancer compared to women, and higher local recurrence rates (1).

(d) Overall inferior prognosis for male breast cancer patients compared with stage matched females.

Falk et al. performed one of the few studies exploring the influence of sexual dimorphism on bone metastasis formation and bone pain (3). An animal model for bone metastasis was used that introduced mammary cancer cells into the femoral cavity of both female and male BALB/cJ mice. Interestingly, the female mice had earlier onset of tumor growth and associated bone pain compared with male mice. Moreover, the estrous phase did not influence tumor growth in female mice. However, there was no difference observed for the extent of bone degradation (3); and, the differences in overall disease progression in bone dissipated over time. Overall, the study supports the hypothesis that the female bone marrow differs from that in males and provides a more advantageous microenvironment for metastatic colonization (3).

Breast Cancer and Bone Metastasis Pathophysiology in Transsexual Patients

Transsexual and transgender patients with breast cancer are a unique cohort to consider the relative influences of genetics versus sex hormones. An excellent recent review of cancer risk in this patient population at seven sites was recently published (51). Male-to-female (M to F) transsexual/gender patients typically receive oral estrogens for prolonged periods in order to maintain secondary female characteristics. Growing numbers of breast cancer have been reported in these transsexual/gender (M to F) women (52) and in the residual breast tissue of transsexual (F to M) men (53). Some, but not all, are estrogen dependent breast carcinomas. One case study reported a 41-year-old M to F patient receiving estrogen therapy for 14 years with a symptomatic tender lump in the left breast and no family history of breast cancer. A 13 mm triple-negative grade 3 invasive ductal carcinoma was diagnosed (54). Another recent report suggested that breast cancer in M to F transsexuals occurs at a younger age and is likely to be more ER negative than is breast cancer in a comparable group born biologically male, but only studied 10 individual cases (55). Gooren et al. studied a larger cohort documenting the occurrence of breast cancer in 2,307 M to F transsexual Dutch patients, and concluded that the risk of breast cancer development in transsexual/gender women was not increased by hormone administration (56). Breast cancer incidences were comparable with male breast cancers and, therefore, lower than in the female population (56). Their findings support the hypothesis that M to F subjects have similar risk as the natal sex, i.e., male breast cancer; and female-to-male (F to M) individuals have similar risk as the new sex, i.e., male breast cancer, as the risk may be greatly reduced by the combination of mastectomy and testosterone treatments in these patients (49, 52, 56). The role of BRCA1 in trans-women is unknown as we were unable to find any studies or case reports of breast cancer in reviewing the literature, although a case of a BRCA1 positive M to F opting to forego mastectomy was reported (52). A published case study (57) described a M to F transsexual BRCA2 positive patient with recurrent disease who developed breast cancer after 7 years of cross-sex hormonal therapy without being aware of being a member of an established BRCA2 mutation-positive kindred. This issue of awareness in the trans community also is highlighted by a breast cancer study conducted by the Veterans Health Administration (1996–2013) (58, 59). In a cohort of 5,135 trans individuals, 11 breast cancer cases were reported that included seven birth sex females and four birth sex males. Three of the birth sex males presented with late-stage disease that was fatal, whereas most of the birth sex female F to M veterans presented with earlier stage disease that was treatable. Examination of the cohort as a whole did not suggest that the incidence of primary breast cancer is higher in trans veterans.

Whether hormonal treatments used in M to F sex reassignment favor bone colonization is unknown, and deserves further study. It is intriguing to think about whether “feminization” of bone marrow by estrogen administration influences patterns of metastasis to bone, rather than the incidence of cancer in breast tissue. The transsexual/gender population receiving long-term hormonal therapy may provide a cohort in which to ask if this is the case, and whether such patients should be monitored more closely for bone metastasis if a primary cancer diagnosis is made, especially if maintenance with female hormones is continued.

Breast Cancer in Patients with Klinefelter Syndrome

Klinefelter syndrome is a non-inherited chromosomal condition associated with hypogonadism in males who possess an extra copy of the X chromosome and are hence 47, XXY (60). Compared with normal 46, XY men, adults with Klinefelter syndrome live with an increased risk of osteoporosis and of developing breast cancer (60). A 3,518 patient cohort study that evaluated the risk of cancer in men diagnosed with Klinefelter syndrome showed that the standard mortality ratio (SMR) for breast cancer compared to a normal XY males was 57.8, 95% CI = 18.8–135 (60). In this same study, the standardized mortality ratios were found to be especially high for men with 47, XXY mosaicism who developed breast cancer (SMR = 222.8, 95% CI = 45.9–651.0). It is not known if the bone marrow of these men is “feminized” by the presence of an extra X chromosome that favors bone colonization, and this would be an interesting area to investigate. Likewise, the impact of feminizing chimerism in bone marrow for males who are XY/XY− or XY/XX, which can occur constitutively or after bone marrow allograft transplant, on bone metastasis is completely unexplored, but is expected to present similar risks to those with Klinefelter.

For the future, many important questions remain regarding the influence of sexual dimorphism versus sex hormones on formation of bone metastases in the diverse disease we collectively call breast cancer. The role of estrogen ablation or blockade in promoting epithelial to mesenchymal transition with invasion (61), and in homing of breast cancer cells to bone, needs to be further studied as a sexually dimorphic variable, as does the potential for feminization of bone by long term estrogen administration that may favor bone metastasis. Bone metastases of breast cancer remain incurable, and the existing approaches for treatment such as bisphosphonates are non-specific, and do not account for the sex of the patient regardless of the primary tumor of origin (8). Identification of sex hormonal and sex-dependent mechanisms and differences in target molecules will potentially allow the identification of new diagnostic and therapeutic strategies for bone metastatic breast cancer.

What Is the Role of Estrogen and Androgen in Lung Cancer Bone Metastasis Formation?

Several recent studies have reported on sex differences in the incidence and mortality of human lung cancer, including a delayed increase and leveling off of lung cancer risk in women in comparison to men (5, 6, 27, 62). Moreover, the therapeutic response to chemotherapy is more favorable in women (27). However, the mechanism by which sexual dimorphism and sex hormones influence lung cancer bone metastasis formation is less well studied than for breast cancer (6, 27, 63, 64).

Sexual Dimorphism and Lung Cancer Bone Metastasis

To understand the potential role of sexual dimorphism in lung cancer bone metastasis formation, it is useful to first review the sex differences for primary tumors in the lung. Numerous studies have observed that sex steroids and their receptors are important mechanisms underlying sex differences, particularly with non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC). Expression and regulation by ERs have been reported in both lung cancer cell lines and human lung carcinoma specimens (63). Niikawa et al. showed that the tissue concentration of estradiol in NSCLC is higher than in normal lung tissue, and that estradiol increased the proliferation of a NSCLC cell line that stably expresses ERα (65–67). Martinez et al. also showed that ER+ cells acquire a more aggressive phenotype than ER− cells when cultured on an extracellular matrix produced by a bone cell line (68). Anti-estrogen treatment also has been reported to induce anti-proliferative effects in NSCLC cells, and combined treatment with growth factor receptor inhibitors, including gefitinib and erlotinib, further reduced growth (69).

More recently, studies have focused on pathway interactions between growth factor receptors and ER signaling in lung cancer. A similar strategy was used previously for breast cancer, and is the basis for combined targeted therapy. A study by Nishio et al. showed that the epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR) inhibitor, gefitinib, suppressed serum androgen levels; moreover, gefitinib responders had significantly lower androgen levels than non-responders in female NSCLC patients (70–72). Kerr et al. used laser capture microdissection of tumor specimens to analyze NSCLC gene expression, showing that both ERα and ERβ mRNA transcripts are expressed at higher levels in NSCLC cells compared with normal lung (63). In addition, microarray data showed that ERα expression was associated with differential gene expression in fewer than 20 genes compared to normal lung cells; whereas ERβ expression modulated more than 500 genes (63). An inverse relationship also was observed between ERβ and EGFR mRNA levels, analogous to previous observations reported for breast cancer with ERβ and EGFR protein expression (63).

Sakaguchi et al. recently reported the results of one of the only translational studies that focused on sex differences in bone metastasis from small cell lung cancers (SCLC) (6). Human SCLC cell lines expressing ERβ and AR, but not ERα, were injected into the tail veins of severe combined immunodeficiency (SCID) mice depleted of natural killer cells. The formation of multiple organ metastases was compared between male and female mice, using prostate cancer PC3 cells and human breast cancer MCF7 cells as controls. Interestingly, the number of bone metastasis from lung cancer cell lines was increased in female mice compared to males. There was no difference in the observed number of metastases to the lungs or liver (6). This increase in bone metastasis formation also could be produced by androgen blockade or castration of male mice (6), suggesting an important role for sex steroids. This difference could be by alteration of the biology of the cancer cells themselves, but also could be due to the feminization of the bone marrow by androgen loss. Huang et al. (73) reported that bone marrow-derived mesenchymal stem cells (MSCs) subjected to androgen depletion displayed enhanced self-renewal, indicating that the AR has a repressive role in stem cell expansion. Another intriguing explanation could be the sex-influenced differences in the nature of the MSCs present in the bone niche. For example, it has been reported that female MSCs secrete more pro-angiogenic factors compared to male MSCs (74). Whether this plays a role in promoting metastasis and successful bone colonization, however, has not been reported.

PTHrP May Affect Lung Cancer Bone Metastasis Formation

The PTHrP expression patterns in lung cancer might involve a sex-related mechanism that contributes to differences in bone metastasis formation, although this has not been proven. Tumor PTHrP is associated with increased survival in patients with NSCLC in a sex-dependent manner (27, 75, 76). Women with tumors who displayed PTHrP immunoreactivity have better survival than women with tumors negative for PTHrP. This effect was not observed in men, suggesting a sex-related mechanism for the pro-survival effect in women (75, 76). Using an orthotopic model for NSCLC (expressing ERβ and AR but not ERα), Montgrain et al. reported that tumor burden was lower in female mice than male mice (27). Lung tumors in females expressed more PTHrP than seen in males. This finding was possibly due to negative regulation of PTHrP by androgen in male mice (27). Finally, Miki et al. identified a role for PTHrP in bone metastasis formation, demonstrating that PTHrP produced by human SCLC cells contributes to the development of bone metastases, but not visceral metastases, in their SCID mouse model (64). The role of sex was explicitly tested using the same SCID model in later work by Sakaguchi et al., as described above (6, 64). Similar to breast cancer, lung cancer bone metastases formed nearly twice as often in female mice using tumor cells that express PTHrP and ERβ, and once again point to a potential role for feminized bone marrow in supporting growth of bone, but not soft tissue, metastases.

What Is the Role of Sex Steroids in Prostate Cancer Metastasis to Bone?

The influence of androgens and estrogens on the development of prostate cancer and bone metastasis is complex and not well studied (10, 77). Zhau et al. demonstrated that the androgen-repressed state, which occurs with a relative increase in estrogen levels, was positively associated with prostate cancer progression and metastasis formation, similar to the lung cancer study (78); leading to the hypothesis that a decrease in the androgen/estrogen ratio with aging or therapy could be responsible in part for prostate carcinogenesis, rather than higher absolute blood levels of steroid hormones (10). Therapeutically, estrogen and androgen blockades have been commonly used for treatment of advanced prostate cancer, although the mechanisms remain incompletely known. In an in vitro study using PC3 and 22Rv1 PCa cells conducted by Dey et al., it was shown that ERβ1 inhibited proliferation and factors known to be involved in bone metastasis; whereas ERβ2 had increased proliferation and upregulated factors involved in bone metastasis (77).

Prostate Cancer in Transsexuals

To gain additional insight about the role of sex versus hormones in the biology prostate cancer, it is interesting to review the literature on prostate cancer incidence in M to F transsexuals. Many years before presenting with PCa, these patients receive hormone ablation as part of their sex reassignment therapy (79). Thus, their disease is already defined as castrate resistant at the time it is initially diagnosed. In our review of the literature, we could only find one manuscript that reported on a cohort of such patients. Gooren et al., report on 2,306 M to F patients, who all had been orchiectomised and treated with estrogens (80). There was a single case of PCa identified in the group, indicating that PCa is extremely rare in these patients. A total of four cases have been reported in additional case reports (79, 81–83). There were three that described bone metastasis. Turo et al. describe a representative case of a patient that developed PCa at the age of 75, after undergoing M to F sex reassignment surgery at age 45 (79). The patient died at age 80 from a thromboembolic event after starting chemotherapy for progression of osseous metastatic disease (79). These findings indicate that it will be important to distinguish clinically between the risk of initially developing prostate cancer in this cohort, which appears to be low, from the risk of developing rapidly progressing disease once a bone metastasis has occurred in the context of feminized bone marrow, which may be significantly higher.

Extra Female Chromosome with Reduced Testosterone and Prostate Cancer

For men with Klinefelter syndrome, the mortality for prostate cancer was found to be reduced (SMR = 0, 95% CI = 0–0.7), suggesting a protective effect from the reduced levels of testosterone owed to the extra X chromosome (60). Endocrine disruption also comes with an increased risk of dying from lung cancer. Compared to the general population, men with Klinefelter syndrome had a higher mortality from lung cancer (SMR = 1.5, 95% CI = 1.0–2.0) (60). It would be interesting to examine these effects in men with mosaic forms of Klinefelter syndrome that have 47, XXY lung or prostate and normal 46, XY bone marrow; or with normal 46, XY lung or prostate and 47, XXY bone marrow; but to our knowledge this has not been done.

Impact of Sexual Dimorphism on Bone Metastasis Treatment with Bisphosphonates and RANKL Inhibitors

Randomized controlled trials that demonstrate efficacy have been completed in both men and women for all commonly used osteoporosis drugs, including alendronate, risedronate, zoledronate, ibandronate, denosumab, and strontium ranelate (84–88). In the case of males receiving androgen deprivation therapy, randomized controlled trials have demonstrated the effectiveness of pamidronate, alidronate, resedronate, zoledronic acid, denosumab, and the selective ER modulators raloxifene and toremifene (89). RANKL inhibition via denosumab administration is used to treat bone metastases in both breast and prostate cancer patients. It has been reported that RANKL expression inversely correlates with a metastatic phenotype (90–92). A decrease in autocrine RANKL stimulation might trigger RANK expressing tumor cells to be attracted by RANKL expressing osteoblasts in bone, and foster cancer homing to the marrow (93).

Sexual dimorphism in the RANKL pathway is unlikely. A recent meta-analysis of genome-wide bone mineral density association studies identified no significant sexual dimorphisms (94). However, some evidence for sexual dimorphism was reported recently in a study examining how the lipid raft protein caveolin is regulated by RANKL. Cav-1 expression is induced by RANKL during osteoclastogenesis. Moreover, this RANKL-induced osteoclastogenesis and subsequent bone resorption is blocked by Cav-1 inhibition via knockdown or silencing. A sexual dimorphism was observed in mice, where Cav-1-deficient female mice, but not male mice, were shown to be osteopetrotic. Cav-1-deficient female mice had higher bone volume and trabecular volume compared to wild type mice, with increased trabecular number and reduced trabecular separation. The Cav-1-deficient male mice had higher osteoclast numbers, and bone volumes similar to wild-type mice. The female phenotype was attributed to reduced osteoclast differentiation, and was shown to be restored by Cav-1 overexpression. Overall, Cav-1 deficiency affected the maturation of osteoclast precursor cells in a manner dependent on the sex of the mice, although the mechanism of this was not determined. Cav-1 has been suggested to regulate ER trafficking to the cell membrane. Estrogen has a proapoptotic effect on osteoclasts. ERα deletion suppresses this effect in females, but not males, so that the Cav-1 effect might be due to a stronger dependency of estrogen signaling on Cav-1 in females (95). Sexually dimorphic effects of ER and Cav-1 and bone cancer metastasis are worthy of further mechanistic study.

SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

This study provides an overview of the influences of sex differences and sex hormones in the development of bone metastasis from breast, lung, and prostate cancers. A summary of the influence of sex-related risk factors on bone metastasis formation and their association with sexual dimorphism is shown in Table 1. Overall, this is an area of translational research that is in its early stages, and remains highly worthy of future work as we move toward precision medicine for metastatic diseases.

TABLE 1 | Intrinsic factors present in primary tumors and/or bone/bone marrow that increase risk of bone metastasis formation.
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In summary, studies of the ER signaling pathways have implicated a role for ERβ in females for promoting colonization of the bone microenvironment by breast cancer cells, along with subsequent metastasis formation and spread (11, 16, 18, 28, 40). The molecular mechanisms may include downstream estrogen regulation of Muc-1, MacMarcks, a PKC substrate, the sarcoma family member Src, or EGFR. Sex differences have been reported in breast cancer bone pain, progression, and cancer growth in bone, including work by Falk et al. that demonstrated a more favorable bone microenvironment for breast cancer metastasis in female mice (1, 3, 4, 26, 37). Future translational studies are needed to further explore the relevant interactions and cross-talk between metastasizing cells and cells native to the bone tumor microenvironment that are regulated by sex hormones.

Translational studies focused on NSCLC (5, 27, 63–66, 69–72, 76) support the hypothesis that females have a more favorable bone microenvironment for metastasis formation. Similar to breast cancer, inhibiting the EGFR has been used to treat lung cancer patients (14, 17, 27). The lung cancer results with mice suggest differences attributable to sexual dimorphism (6). More work is needed to answer the question of why bone metastases form more readily in female mice, and to determine the mechanisms by which bone marrow feminization fosters the growth of bone metastases.

Additionally, there is a clear role for ERs in promoting bone metastasis formation in prostate cancer (10, 14, 77, 78). The estrogen/androgen balance plays a role in cancer disease progression in patients with genetic alteration (XXY) or sex reassignment hormonal treatment (60, 79–83). However, the responsible mechanisms for both of these phenomena at the cellular level remain unclear.

Are There Sex-Related Differences in Metastases of Other Cancers?

Hormone levels do not completely account for sex-related differences with all cancers. For example, lung cancer and brain cancer show clear sex-related differences in disease progression (5–7, 35, 63). Primary brain tumors occur more frequently in males, and males suffer worse outcomes from brain tumors than females (7). This disparity in brain tumorigenesis is present regardless of age or sexual maturity and, therefore, is not a consequence of the acute effects of circulating sex hormones. Brain metastases occur in a third of all adult cancer cases, and also appear to be influenced by sex, occurring more frequently in males (7). Although lung cancer rates are nearly equivalent in men and women in the US (54% male), most brain metastases from lung cancer occur in male patients (58–83%) (7). The same disparity has been observed for melanoma derived brain metastases, which occur disproportionately in males, suggesting that sexual dimorphism in biological functions including underlying genetics, immune function or tumor microenvironment may be responsible (8). Unlike bone, evidence does not support the notion that feminization of brain tissue makes it a more favorable site for metastasis.

CONCLUSION

Sex-based differences in the development of bone metastasis have been observed in both preclinical and clinical studies, and are most likely attributable to a combination of hormonal regulation and underlying biology related to sexual dimorphism. The concept that feminization of bone marrow by administration or blockade of sex steroids can alter outcomes is highly worthy as an area for future study, both in vitro and in vivo. Figure 1 is a visual representation of factors in bone metastatic cancer cells themselves, and those that feminize bone marrow, such that the balance of the scale may tip to favor bone colonization and development of lethal disease.
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FIGURE 1 | Factors present in both cancer cells and bone metastatic sites increase risk of developing lethal bone disease. Gold weights indicate factors present in cancer cells and silver weights represent factors present in cells in the bone tumor microenvironment (See text for more details). Feminization of the bone marrow environment may add to risk in the same way that factors present in the bone metastatic cancer cells are known to do [Image of scale modified from an image licensed from klyk@123RF.com].



In our opinion, the most immediate gap that would benefit from immediate attention is examination of the role of ERβ in the preferential development of bone metastasis. Currently, there is one selective ERβ antagonist available, PHTPP, which has 36-fold selectivity over ERα. It is a synthetic, non-steroidal molecule that has been used in preclinical scientific research. Clinically, there are no agents developed and no studies that have been reported. In contrast, there are numerous ERβ agonists (3b-diol, 8b-VE2, phytoestrogen, diarylpropionitrile) that could be tested in preclinical work, and possibly later in clinical trials. Alternatively, selective agonists of ERα or ERβ could be tested and developed. The available selective antagonists are much more limited, including MPP (methylpiperidinopyrozole), but these could provide promising new leads for new therapeutics targeting bone metastases.

More work delineating the role of the genetic sex of the bone marrow in the promotion of bone metastasis formation needs to be undertaken to develop new strategies for targeting treatments to the individual. The most obvious cancers to examine are breast and lung cancer. One could design a clinical trial using agents that prevent the feminization of bone marrow microenvironment in order to prevent or dampen metastasis formation. It would also be interesting to discover if the sex of metastasizing cells influences the relevant interactions that lead to bone metastasis formation. Preclinical studies are required in order to identify specific targets for potential treatments that could be applied in a sex-specific fashion. Asking and answering these questions would be consistent with the goals of the NIH in understanding sex as a biological variable that can impact treatment planning and decision-making.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

MCF-C and RS cowrote the article, performed literature search, and are responsible for content presented and conclusions drawn. S-HL reviewed the manuscript, participated in discussions to be drawn from literature search, and contributed substantially to conclusions reached. TN assisted with literature search, drafted parts of text, and contributed to interpretation of literature.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank their colleague Dr. Daniel Harrington, UTHealth, School of Dentistry, for his creativity and talent in helping to create the risk visualization shown in Figure 1. The authors are indebted to our funders and our colleagues for frequent and helpful discussions. The authors are grateful to all of the cancer patients who have participated in clinical trials or provided their health histories for case studies to make this review possible.

FUNDING

This work was supported by grants from the NIH including CA174798, 5P50 CA140388, and P30CA16672, Cancer Prevention and Research Institute of Texas (CPRIT RP110327, CPRIT RP150179, CPRIT RP150282), funds from the University Cancer Foundation via the Sister Institute Network Fund at the MD Anderson Cancer Center, and by the Institutional Research Grant (IRG-Knowledge Gap Grant) Program and Prostate Cancer Moonshot Program at the MD Anderson Cancer Center. Additional support came from PO1 CA098912 (to MCF-C).

REFERENCES

1. Muller AC, Gani C, Rehm HM, Eckert F, Bamberg M, Hehr T, et al. Are there biologic differences between male and female breast cancer explaining inferior outcome of men despite equal stage and treatment?! Strahlenther Onkol (2012) 188(9):782–7. doi:10.1007/s00066-012-0118-z

2. Ciucci A, Meco D, De Stefano I, Travaglia D, Zannoni GF, Scambia G, et al. Gender effect in experimental models of human medulloblastoma: does the estrogen receptor beta signaling play a role? PLoS One (2014) 9(7):e101623. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0101623

3. Falk S, Uldall M, Appel C, Ding M, Heegaard AM. Influence of sex differences on the progression of cancer-induced bone pain. Anticancer Res (2013) 33(5):1963–9.

4. Greenspan JD, Craft RM, LeResche L, Arendt-Nielsen L, Berkley KJ, Fillingim RB, et al. Studying sex and gender differences in pain and analgesia: a consensus report. Pain (2007) 132(Suppl 1):S26–45. doi:10.1016/j.pain.2007.10.014

5. Kazmi N, Marquez-Garban DC, Aivazyan L, Hamilton N, Garon EB, Goodglick L, et al. The role of estrogen, progesterone and aromatase in human non-small-cell lung cancer. Lung Cancer Manag (2012) 1(4):259–72. doi:10.2217/lmt.12.44

6. Sakaguchi S, Goto H, Hanibuchi M, Otsuka S, Ogino H, Kakiuchi S, et al. Gender difference in bone metastasis of human small cell lung cancer, SBC-5 cells in natural killer-cell depleted severe combined immunodeficient mice. Clin Exp Metastasis (2010) 27(5):351–9. doi:10.1007/s10585-010-9333-0

7. Sun T, Warrington NM, Rubin JB. Why does Jack, and not Jill, break his crown? Sex disparity in brain tumors. Biol Sex Differ (2012) 3:3. doi:10.1186/2042-6410-3-3

8. Hofbauer LC, Rachner TD, Coleman RE, Jakob F. Endocrine aspects of bone metastases. Lancet Diabetes Endocrinol (2014) 2(6):500–12. doi:10.1016/S2213-8587(13)70203-1

9. Ogose A, Morita T, Hotta T, Kobayashi H, Otsuka H, Hirata Y, et al. Brain metastases in musculoskeletal sarcomas. Jpn J Clin Oncol (1999) 29(5):245–7. doi:10.1093/jjco/29.5.245

10. Sun T, Oh WK, Jacobus S, Regan M, Pomerantz M, Freedman ML, et al. The impact of common genetic variations in genes of the sex hormone metabolic pathways on steroid hormone levels and prostate cancer aggressiveness. Cancer Prev Res (2011) 4(12):2044–50. doi:10.1158/1940-6207.CAPR-11-0283

11. Gallo D, De Stefano I, Grazia Prisco M, Scambia G, Ferrandina G. Estrogen receptor beta in cancer: an attractive target for therapy. Curr Pharm Des (2012) 18(19):2734–57. doi:10.2174/138161212800626139

12. Huben RP. Hormone therapy of prostatic bone metastases. Adv Exp Med Biol (1992) 324:305–16. doi:10.1007/978-1-4615-3398-6_33

13. Eastell R, Hannon RA, Cuzick J, Dowsett M, Clack G, Adams JE, et al. Effect of an aromatase inhibitor on bmd and bone turnover markers: 2-year results of the Anastrozole, Tamoxifen, Alone or in Combination (ATAC) trial (18233230). J Bone Miner Res (2006) 21(8):1215–23. doi:10.1359/jbmr.060508

14. Shahinian VB, Kuo YF, Freeman JL, Goodwin JS. Risk of fracture after androgen deprivation for prostate cancer. N Engl J Med (2005) 352(2):154–64. doi:10.1056/NEJMoa041943

15. Sone S, Yano S. Molecular pathogenesis and its therapeutic modalities of lung cancer metastasis to bone. Cancer Metastasis Rev (2007) 26(3–4):685–9. doi:10.1007/s10555-007-9081-z

16. Zhang XH, Wang Q, Gerald W, Hudis CA, Norton L, Smid M, et al. Latent bone metastasis in breast cancer tied to Src-dependent survival signals. Cancer Cell (2009) 16(1):67–78. doi:10.1016/j.ccr.2009.05.017

17. Roodman GD. Mechanisms of bone metastasis. N Engl J Med (2004) 350(16):1655–64. doi:10.1056/NEJMra030831

18. Weilbaecher KN, Guise TA, McCauley LK. Cancer to bone: a fatal attraction. Nat Rev Cancer (2011) 11(6):411–25. doi:10.1038/nrc3055

19. Khosla S, Melton LJ III, Riggs BL. The unitary model for estrogen deficiency and the pathogenesis of osteoporosis: is a revision needed? J Bone Miner Res (2011) 26(3):441–51. doi:10.1002/jbmr.262

20. Chiang C, Chiu M, Moore AJ, Anderson PH, Ghasem-Zadeh A, McManus JF, et al. Mineralization and bone resorption are regulated by the androgen receptor in male mice. J Bone Miner Res (2009) 24(4):621–31. doi:10.1359/jbmr.081217

21. Notini AJ, McManus JF, Moore A, Bouxsein M, Jimenez M, Chiu WS, et al. Osteoblast deletion of exon 3 of the androgen receptor gene results in trabecular bone loss in adult male mice. J Bone Miner Res (2007) 22(3):347–56. doi:10.1359/jbmr.061117

22. Sinnesael M, Claessens F, Laurent M, Dubois V, Boonen S, Deboel L, et al. Androgen receptor (AR) in osteocytes is important for the maintenance of male skeletal integrity: evidence from targeted AR disruption in mouse osteocytes. J Bone Miner Res (2012) 27(12):2535–43. doi:10.1002/jbmr.1713

23. Wiren KM, Zhang XW, Olson DA, Turner RT, Iwaniec UT. Androgen prevents hypogonadal bone loss via inhibition of resorption mediated by mature osteoblasts/osteocytes. Bone (2012) 51(5):835–46. doi:10.1016/j.bone.2012.08.111

24. Mirza F, Canalis E. Management of endocrine disease: secondary osteoporosis: pathophysiology and management. Eur J Endocrinol (2015) 173(3):R131–51. doi:10.1530/EJE-15-0118

25. McCarthy TL, Ji C, Centrella M. Links among growth factors, hormones, and nuclear factors with essential roles in bone formation. Crit Rev Oral Biol Med (2000) 11(4):409–22. doi:10.1177/10454411000110040201

26. Wood PA, Hrushesky WJ. Sex cycle modulates cancer growth. Breast Cancer Res Treat (2005) 91(1):95–102. doi:10.1007/s10549-005-8269-6

27. Montgrain PR, Quintana R, Rascon Y, Burton DW, Deftos LJ, Casillas A, et al. Parathyroid hormone-related protein varies with sex and androgen status in nonsmall cell lung cancer. Cancer (2007) 110(6):1313–20. doi:10.1002/cncr.22922

28. Wang J, Jarrett J, Huang CC, Satcher RL Jr, Levenson AS. Identification of estrogen-responsive genes involved in breast cancer metastases to the bone. Clin Exp Metastasis (2007) 24(6):411–22. doi:10.1007/s10585-007-9078-6

29. Han TS, Goswami D, Trikudanathan S, Creighton SM, Conway GS. Comparison of bone mineral density and body proportions between women with complete androgen insensitivity syndrome and women with gonadal dysgenesis. Eur J Endocrinol (2008) 159(2):179–85. doi:10.1530/EJE-08-0166

30. Joshi MG, Lee AK, Loda M, Camus MG, Pedersen C, Heatley GJ, et al. Male breast carcinoma: an evaluation of prognostic factors contributing to a poorer outcome. Cancer (1996) 77(3):490–8. doi:10.1002/(SICI)1097-0142(19960201)77:3<490::AID-CNCR10>3.0.CO;2-#

31. Tamimi RM, Byrne C, Colditz GA, Hankinson SE. Endogenous hormone levels, mammographic density, and subsequent risk of breast cancer in postmenopausal women. J Natl Cancer Inst (2007) 99(15):1178–87. doi:10.1093/jnci/djm062

32. Cicek M, Iwaniec UT, Goblirsch MJ, Vrabel A, Ruan M, Clohisy DR, et al. 2-Methoxyestradiol suppresses osteolytic breast cancer tumor progression in vivo. Cancer Res (2007) 67(21):10106–11. doi:10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-07-1362

33. Bos PD, Zhang XH, Nadal C, Shu W, Gomis RR, Nguyen DX, et al. Genes that mediate breast cancer metastasis to the brain. Nature (2009) 459(7249):1005–9. doi:10.1038/nature08021

34. Minn AJ, Gupta GP, Siegel PM, Bos PD, Shu W, Giri DD, et al. Genes that mediate breast cancer metastasis to lung. Nature (2005) 436(7050):518–24. doi:10.1038/nature03799

35. Shweikeh F, Bukavina L, Saeed K, Sarkis R, Suneja A, Sweiss F, et al. Brain metastasis in bone and soft tissue cancers: a review of incidence, interventions, and outcomes. Sarcoma (2014) 2014:475175. doi:10.1155/2014/475175

36. Wei S, Li Y, Siegal GP, Hameed O. Breast carcinomas with isolated bone metastases have different hormone receptor expression profiles than those with metastases to other sites or multiple organs. Ann Diagn Pathol (2011) 15(2):79–83. doi:10.1016/j.anndiagpath.2010.06.010

37. Chen X, Liu X, Zhang L, Li S, Shi Y, Tong Z. Poorer survival of male breast cancer compared with female breast cancer patients may be due to biological differences. Jpn J Clin Oncol (2013) 43(10):954–63. doi:10.1093/jjco/hyt116

38. Rabbani SA, Khalili P, Arakelian A, Pizzi H, Chen G, Goltzman D. Regulation of parathyroid hormone-related peptide by estradiol: effect on tumor growth and metastasis in vitro and in vivo. Endocrinology (2005) 146(7):2885–94. doi:10.1210/en.2005-0062

39. Zhang Y, Young ED, Bill C, Belousov R, Peng T, Lazar AJ, et al. Heterogeneity and immunophenotypic plasticity of malignant cells in human liposarcomas. Stem Cell Res (2013) 11:772–81. doi:10.1016/j.scr.2013.04.011

40. Nakopoulou L, Lazaris AC, Panayotopoulou EG, Giannopoulou I, Givalos N, Markaki S, et al. The favourable prognostic value of oestrogen receptor beta immunohistochemical expression in breast cancer. J Clin Pathol (2004) 57(5):523–8. doi:10.1136/jcp.2003.008599

41. Shaaban AM, Green AR, Karthik S, Alizadeh Y, Hughes TA, Harkins L, et al. Nuclear and cytoplasmic expression of ERbeta1, ERbeta2, and ERbeta5 identifies distinct prognostic outcome for breast cancer patients. Clin Cancer Res (2008) 14(16):5228–35. doi:10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-07-4528

42. Wu X, Subramaniam M, Grygo SB, Sun Z, Negron V, Lingle WL, et al. Estrogen receptor-beta sensitizes breast cancer cells to the anti-estrogenic actions of endoxifen. Breast Cancer Res (2011) 13(2):R27. doi:10.1186/bcr2844

43. Zhou X, DeSouza MM, Julian J, Gendler SJ, Carson DD. Estrogen receptor does not directly regulate the murine Muc-1 promoter. Mol Cell Endocrinol (1998) 143(1–2):65–78. doi:10.1016/S0303-7207(98)00141-5

44. Rakha EA, Boyce RW, Abd El-Rehim D, Kurien T, Green AR, Paish EC, et al. Expression of mucins (MUC1, MUC2, MUC3, MUC4, MUC5AC and MUC6) and their prognostic significance in human breast cancer. Mod Pathol (2005) 18(10):1295–304. doi:10.1038/modpathol.3800445

45. Neeraja D, Engel BJ, Carson DD. Activated EGFR stimulates MUC1 expression in human uterine and pancreatic cancer cell lines. J Cell Biochem (2013) 114(10):2314–22. doi:10.1002/jcb.24580

46. O’Connor JC, Julian J, Lim SD, Carson DD. MUC1 expression in human prostate cancer cell lines and primary tumors. Prostate Cancer Prostatic Dis (2005) 8(1):36–44. doi:10.1038/sj.pcan.4500762

47. Yue L, Bao Z, Li J. Expression of MacMARCKS restores cell adhesion to ICAM-1-coated surface. Cell Adhes Commun (2000) 7(5):359–66. doi:10.3109/15419060009109018

48. Khalid AB, Krum SA. Estrogen receptors alpha and beta in bone. Bone (2016) 87:130–5. doi:10.1016/j.bone.2016.03.016

49. Shao T, Grossbard ML, Klein P. Breast cancer in female-to-male transsexuals: two cases with a review of physiology and management. Clin Breast Cancer (2011) 11(6):417–9. doi:10.1016/j.clbc.2011.06.006

50. Van Poznak CH. Bone health in adults treated with endocrine therapy for early breast or prostate cancer. Am Soc Clin Oncol Educ Book (2015) 2015:e567–74. doi:10.14694/EdBook_AM.2015.35.e567

51. Quinn GP, Sanchez JA, Sutton SK, Vadaparampil ST, Nguyen GT, Green BL, et al. Cancer and lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender/transsexual, and queer/questioning (LGBTQ) populations. CA Cancer J Clin (2015) 65(5):384–400. doi:10.3322/caac.21288

52. Colebunders B, T’Sjoen G, Weyers S, Monstrey S. Hormonal and surgical treatment in trans-women with BRCA1 mutations: a controversial topic. J Sex Med (2014) 11:2496–9. doi:10.1111/jsm.12628

53. Gooren L, Bowers M, Lips P, Konings IR. Five new cases of breast cancer in transsexual persons. Andrologia (2015) 47(10):1202–5. doi:10.1111/and.12399

54. Teoh ZH, Archampong D, Gate T. Breast cancer in male-to-female (MtF) transgender patients: is hormone receptor negativity a feature? BMJ Case Rep (2015) 2015:1–3. doi:10.1136/bcr-2015-209396

55. Maglione KD, Margolies L, Jaffer S, Szabo J, Schmidt H, Weltz C, et al. Breast cancer in male-to-female transsexuals: use of breast imaging for detection. AJR Am J Roentgenol (2014) 203(6):W735–40. doi:10.2214/AJR.14.12723

56. Gooren LJ, van Trotsenburg MA, Giltay EJ, van Diest PJ. Breast cancer development in transsexual subjects receiving cross-sex hormone treatment. J Sex Med (2013) 10(12):3129–34. doi:10.1111/jsm.12319

57. Corman V, Potorac I, Manto F, Dassy S, Segers K, Thiry A, et al. Breast cancer in a male-to-female transsexual patient with a BRCA2 mutation. Endocr Relat Cancer (2016) 23(5):391–7. doi:10.1530/ERC-16-0057

58. Brown GR. Breast cancer in transgender veterans: a ten-case series. LGBT Health (2015) 2(1):77–80. doi:10.1089/lgbt.2014.0123

59. Brown GR, Jones KT. Incidence of breast cancer in a cohort of 5,135 transgender veterans. Breast Cancer Res Treat (2015) 149(1):191–8. doi:10.1007/s10549-014-3213-2

60. Swerdlow AJ, Schoemaker MJ, Higgins CD, Wright AF, Jacobs PA; Group UKCC. Cancer incidence and mortality in men with Klinefelter syndrome: a cohort study. J Natl Cancer Inst (2005) 97(16):1204–10. doi:10.1093/jnci/dji240

61. Luqmani YA, Alam-Eldin N. Overcoming resistance to endocrine therapy in breast cancer: new approaches to a nagging problem. Med Princ Pract (2016) 25(Suppl 2):28–40. doi:10.1159/000444451

62. Baik CS, Eaton KD. Estrogen signaling in lung cancer: an opportunity for novel therapy. Cancers (2012) 4(4):969–88. doi:10.3390/cancers4040969

63. Kerr A II, Eliason JF, Wittliff JL. Steroid receptor and growth factor receptor expression in human nonsmall cell lung cancers using cells procured by laser-capture microdissection. Adv Exp Med Biol (2008) 617:377–84. doi:10.1007/978-0-387-69080-3_36

64. Miki T, Yano S, Hanibuchi M, Kanematsu T, Muguruma H, Sone S. Parathyroid hormone-related protein (PTHrP) is responsible for production of bone metastasis, but not visceral metastasis, by human small cell lung cancer SBC-5 cells in natural killer cell-depleted SCID mice. Int J Cancer (2004) 108(4):511–5. doi:10.1002/ijc.11586

65. Miki Y, Suzuki T, Abe K, Suzuki S, Niikawa H, Iida S, et al. Intratumoral localization of aromatase and interaction between stromal and parenchymal cells in the non-small cell lung carcinoma microenvironment. Cancer Res (2010) 70(16):6659–69. doi:10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-09-4653

66. Niikawa H, Suzuki T, Miki Y, Suzuki S, Nagasaki S, Akahira J, et al. Intratumoral estrogens and estrogen receptors in human non-small cell lung carcinoma. Clin Cancer Res (2008) 14(14):4417–26. doi:10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-07-1950

67. Verma MK, Miki Y, Abe K, Suzuki T, Niikawa H, Suzuki S, et al. Intratumoral localization and activity of 17beta-hydroxysteroid dehydrogenase type 1 in non-small cell lung cancer: a potent prognostic factor. J Transl Med (2013) 11:167. doi:10.1186/1479-5876-11-167

68. Martinez J, Fuentes M, Cambiazo V, Santibanez JF. Bone extracellular matrix stimulates invasiveness of estrogen-responsive human mammary MCF-7 cells. Int J Cancer (1999) 83(2):278–82. doi:10.1002/(SICI)1097-0215(19991008)83:2<278::AID-IJC21>3.3.CO;2-Z

69. Horiike A, Yamamoto N, Tanaka H, Yanagitani N, Kudo K, Ohyanagi F, et al. Phase II study of erlotinib for acquired resistance to gefitinib in patients with advanced non-small cell lung cancer. Anticancer Res (2014) 34(4):1975–81.

70. Horiike A, Kudo K, Miyauchi E, Ohyanagi F, Kasahara K, Horai T, et al. Phase I study of irinotecan and gefitinib in patients with gefitinib treatment failure for non-small cell lung cancer. Br J Cancer (2011) 105(8):1131–6. doi:10.1038/bjc.2011.375

71. Nishio M, Ohyanagi F, Horiike A, Ishikawa Y, Satoh Y, Okumura S, et al. Gefitinib treatment affects androgen levels in non-small-cell lung cancer patients. Br J Cancer (2005) 92(10):1877–80. doi:10.1038/sj.bjc.6602585

72. Yoshimoto A, Kasahara K, Nishio M, Hourai T, Sone T, Kimura H, et al. Changes in angiogenic growth factor levels after gefitinib treatment in non-small cell lung cancer. Jpn J Clin Oncol (2005) 35(5):233–8. doi:10.1093/jjco/hyi074

73. Huang CK, Tsai MY, Luo J, Kang HY, Lee SO, Chang C. Suppression of androgen receptor enhances the self-renewal of mesenchymal stem cells through elevated expression of EGFR. Biochim Biophys Acta (2013) 1833(5):1222–34. doi:10.1016/j.bbamcr.2013.01.007

74. Siegel G, Kluba T, Hermanutz-Klein U, Bieback K, Northoff H, Schafer R. Phenotype, donor age and gender affect function of human bone marrow-derived mesenchymal stromal cells. BMC Med (2013) 11:146. doi:10.1186/1741-7015-11-146

75. Hastings RH, Araiza F, Burton DW, Deftos LJ. Role of parathyroid hormone-related protein in lung cancer cell survival. Chest (2004) 125(5 Suppl):150S. doi:10.1378/chest.125.5_suppl.150S

76. Hastings RH, Laux AM, Casillas A, Xu R, Lukas Z, Ernstrom K, et al. Sex-specific survival advantage with parathyroid hormone-related protein in non-small cell lung carcinoma patients. Clin Cancer Res (2006) 12(2):499–506. doi:10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-05-0930

77. Dey P, Jonsson P, Hartman J, Williams C, Strom A, Gustafsson JA. Estrogen receptors beta1 and beta2 have opposing roles in regulating proliferation and bone metastasis genes in the prostate cancer cell line PC3. Mol Endocrinol (2012) 26(12):1991–2003. doi:10.1210/me.2012.1227

78. Zhau HY, Chang SM, Chen BQ, Wang Y, Zhang H, Kao C, et al. Androgen-repressed phenotype in human prostate cancer. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (1996) 93(26):15152–7. doi:10.1073/pnas.93.26.15152

79. Turo R, Jallad S, Prescott S, Cross WR. Metastatic prostate cancer in transsexual diagnosed after three decades of estrogen therapy. Can Urol Assoc J (2013) 7(7–8):E544–6. doi:10.5489/cuaj.175

80. Gooren L, Morgentaler A. Prostate cancer incidence in orchidectomised male-to-female transsexual persons treated with oestrogens. Andrologia (2014) 46:1156–60. doi:10.1111/and.12208

81. Dorff TB, Shazer RL, Nepomuceno EM, Tucker SJ. Successful treatment of metastatic androgen-independent prostate carcinoma in a transsexual patient. Clin Genitourin Cancer (2007) 5(5):344–6. doi:10.3816/CGC.2007.n.016

82. Thurston AV. Carcinoma of the prostate in a transsexual. Br J Urol (1994) 73(2):217. doi:10.1111/j.1464-410X.1994.tb07503.x

83. van Haarst EP, Newling DW, Gooren LJ, Asscheman H, Prenger DM. Metastatic prostatic carcinoma in a male-to-female transsexual. Br J Urol (1998) 81(5):776. doi:10.1046/j.1464-410x.1998.00582.x

84. Orwoll E, Teglbjaerg CS, Langdahl BL, Chapurlat R, Czerwinski E, Kendler DL, et al. A randomized, placebo-controlled study of the effects of denosumab for the treatment of men with low bone mineral density. J Clin Endocrinol Metab (2012) 97(9):3161–9. doi:10.1210/jc.2012-1569

85. Boonen S, Orwoll E, Magaziner J, Colon-Emeric CS, Adachi JD, Bucci-Rechtweg C, et al. Once-yearly zoledronic acid in older men compared with women with recent hip fracture. J Am Geriatr Soc (2011) 59(11):2084–90. doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.2011.03666.x

86. Boonen S, Reginster JY, Kaufman JM, Lippuner K, Zanchetta J, Langdahl B, et al. Fracture risk and zoledronic acid therapy in men with osteoporosis. N Engl J Med (2012) 367(18):1714–23. doi:10.1056/NEJMoa1204061

87. Gielen E, Vanderschueren D, Callewaert F, Boonen S. Osteoporosis in men. Best Pract Res Clin Endocrinol Metab (2011) 25(2):321–35. doi:10.1016/j.beem.2010.08.012

88. Kaufman JM, Audran M, Bianchi G, Braga V, Diaz-Curiel M, Francis RM, et al. Efficacy and safety of strontium ranelate in the treatment of osteoporosis in men. J Clin Endocrinol Metab (2013) 98(2):592–601. doi:10.1210/jc.2012-3048

89. Adler RA. Management of osteoporosis in men on androgen deprivation therapy. Maturitas (2011) 68(2):143–7. doi:10.1016/j.maturitas.2010.11.003

90. Bhatia P, Sanders MM, Hansen MF. Expression of receptor activator of nuclear factor-kappaB is inversely correlated with metastatic phenotype in breast carcinoma. Clin Cancer Res (2005) 11(1):162–5.

91. Cross SS, Harrison RF, Balasubramanian SP, Lippitt JM, Evans CA, Reed MW, et al. Expression of receptor activator of nuclear factor kappabeta ligand (RANKL) and tumour necrosis factor related, apoptosis inducing ligand (TRAIL) in breast cancer, and their relations with osteoprotegerin, oestrogen receptor, and clinicopathological variables. J Clin Pathol (2006) 59(7):716–20. doi:10.1136/jcp.2005.030031

92. Reinholz MM, Iturria SJ, Ingle JN, Roche PC. Differential gene expression of TGF-beta family members and osteopontin in breast tumor tissue: analysis by real-time quantitative PCR. Breast Cancer Res Treat (2002) 74(3):255–69. doi:10.1023/A:1016339120506

93. Jones DH, Nakashima T, Sanchez OH, Kozieradzki I, Komarova SV, Sarosi I, et al. Regulation of cancer cell migration and bone metastasis by RANKL. Nature (2006) 440(7084):692–6. doi:10.1038/nature04524

94. Liu CT, Estrada K, Yerges-Armstrong LM, Amin N, Evangelou E, Li G, et al. Assessment of gene-by-sex interaction effect on bone mineral density. J Bone Miner Res (2012) 27(10):2051–64. doi:10.1002/jbmr.1679

95. Lee YD, Yoon SH, Park CK, Lee J, Lee ZH, Kim HH. Caveolin-1 regulates osteoclastogenesis and bone metabolism in a sex-dependent manner. J Biol Chem (2015) 290(10):6522–30. doi:10.1074/jbc.M114.598581

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2017 Farach-Carson, Lin, Nalty and Satcher. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/cover.jpg
frontiers
in Oncology

Sex Differences and Bone
Metastases of Breast, Lung, and
Prostate Cancers: Do Bone
Homing Cancers Favor
Feminized Bone Marrow?





OPS/images/fonc-07-00163-g001.jpg





OPS/images/fonc-07-00163-t001.jpg
Risk factor Primary tumor Bone/bone  Dimorphic®

marrow
Sex steroid status Steroid resistance  Androgen blockade Yes
Sex steroid receptors  AR(-), ER(+), PR(+) ERw, fi+) Yes
Genetic sex » XX, XXY, XY~ Yes
src Activated ? ?
Muc-1 Positive NA ?
MacMarcks Positive NA ?
RANKL Positive Positive No

“Yes: a demonstrated association with sexual dimorphism has been reported in the
lterature. For details see text. No: a lack of association with sexual dimorphism has
been reported in the lterature. Those with *Yes" shouid be considered as a biological
variable in study design.

27- unresolved iSsue in the Rerature.





OPS/images/logo.jpg
Ghesk for

i@





