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Prediction of breast cancer using volatile biomarkers in the breath
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Summary

We evaluated a breath test for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) as a predictor of breast cancer. Breath VOCs
were assayed in 51 asymptomatic women with abnormal mammograms and biopsy-proven breast cancer, and 42
age-matched healthy women. A fuzzy logic model predicted breast cancer with accuracy superior to previously
reported findings. Following random assignment to a training set (64) or a prediction set (29), a model was
constructed in the training set employing five breath VOCs that predicted breast cancer in the prediction set with
93.8% sensitivity and 84.6% specificity. The same model predicted no breast cancer in 16/50 (32.0%) women with
abnormal mammograms and no cancer on biopsy. A two-minute breath test could potentially provide a safe,
accurate and painless screening test for breast cancer, but prospective validation studies are required.

There is a clinical need for a screening test for breast
cancer that is accurate, safe and painless. We have
previously reported a two-minute breath test for volatile
organic compounds (VOCs) that identified distinctive
markers of oxidative stress in breast cancer 1, as well as
in other conditions including lung cancer 2, heart
transplant rejection 3 and diabetes mellitus 4. We report
here a re-analysis of data from the breast cancer study
employing fuzzy logic, in order to determine if breath
VOC analysis can predict the disease.

Human subjects

The clinical study has been described 1. We studied
two groups of asymptomatic women with abnormal
mammograms, 51 with and 50 without histologic evi-
dence of breast cancer in a breast biopsy, and a third
group of 42 age-matched healthy women with no history
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of breast cancer. Women were eligible to participate if
they were 18 years of age or older and had no history of
previously diagnosed cancer of any site. All gave written
informed consent to participate, and the institutional
review boards of participating institutions approved the
research.

Breath collection and assay

The method has been described 5. Following an over-
night fast, VOCs in 1.0 I breath and 1.0 1 room air were
captured on separate sorbent traps using a breath col-
lection apparatus. Samples were analyzed by automated
thermal desorption, gas chromatography and mass
spectroscopy. A subtraction chromatogram was con-
structed for each woman by determining the abundance
of VOCs in alveolar breath minus their abundance in
ambient room air.

Statistical methods — Training set

Using fuzzy logic software (Interrelation Miner, Syst-
Aim, Zirich, Switzerland), women with breast cancer
and age-matched healthy volunteers were randomly as-
signed to a training set or a prediction set in a ratio of
approximately 2:1. A breath VOC was included in the
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analysis if it was present in the subtraction chromato-
gram of at least 40% subjects of the training data set,
and its Goodman Kruskal A value was above 0.35.
Fuzzy functions were constructed for the candidate
breath VOCs in order to create one set of parameters
(typicality matrix) for controls and another set of
parameters (typicality matrix) for breast cancer patients.

Prediction set

The typicality matrices were employed to generate two
numerical values from the breath VOCs: T, the fuzzy
membership function for no disease, and T, the fuzzy
membership function for breast cancer. The value of
Tpos—Theg Was employed as a predictor of breast cancer,
and the accuracy of prediction was displayed in a re-
ceiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve. The pre-
dictive model was tested in the women with abnormal
mammograms and no histologic evidence of breast
cancer in a breast biopsy.

Results

Five breath biomarkers of breast cancer were identified:
2-propanol, 2,3-dihydro-1-phenyl-4(1H)-quinazolinone,
1-phenyl-ethanone, heptanal, and isopropyl myristate.
The training and prediction ROC curves are shown in
Figure 1. The breath test predicted breast cancer with
93.8% sensitivity and 84.6% specificity. The same model
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predicted no breast cancer in 16/50 (32.0%) of the wo-
men with abnormal mammograms and no cancer on
biopsy.

Discussion

A combination of five VOCs in breath predicted the
presence or absence of breast cancer. The biological
significance of the breath VOCs identified as biomarkers
of breast cancer is unclear, though heptanal has been
previously reported as a cancer biomarker 6, analogues
of 2,3-dihydro-1-phenyl-4(1H)-quinazolinone have anti-
tumor activity 7, and analogues of 1-phenyl-ethanone
(acetophenone) exhibit potent anti-invasive activity
against human MCF-7/6 mammary carcinoma cells 8.
When women with breast cancer were compared to
normal volunteers, a fuzzy logic model employing five
breath VOCs predicted breast cancer with 93.8% sen-
sitivity and 84.6% specificity. This was superior to the
discriminant analysis model we previously reported that
employed eight breath VOCs and predicted breast can-
cer with 88.2% sensitivity and 73.8% specificity 1.
These findings suggest that the breath testing might
potentially be valuable in clinical practice because its
accuracy was superior to the reported sensitivity and
specificity of breast cancer detection by radiologists
reading mammograms when blinded to the diagnosis 9.
The predictive model would probably identify women
who are likely to have abnormal mammograms, but not
all of them would have breast cancer. In our sample of
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Figure 1. Breath test results — training and prediction sets. In the training set, women with breast cancer were compared to healthy volunteers,
and fuzzy functions were derived from their breath VOCs the parameters of which create typicality matrices for each group. In the prediction set,
these matrices were employed to generate two numerical values for each subject: T, the typicality for no disease, and T, the typicality for
breast cancer. The value of Tp0s—Thee Was employed as a predictor of breast cancer, and its accuracy is shown in the receiver operating
characteristic (ROC) curve and its area under curve (AUC). The arrow indicates where the sum of sensitivity plus specificity was maximal. A
predictive test that is no better than chance alone results in an ROC curve that is a 45° straight line commencing from the origin, with AUC=0.5.
If a test is perfectly accurate, without any false positive or false negative predictions, the resulting ROC curve is a right angle with its apex at the
top left of the panel, and AUC=1.0. A test that predicts disease with AUC > =0.9 is usually considered highly accurate.



women whose mammograms were sufficiently suspicious
to require biopsy, the breath test predicted breast cancer
in 68% where no cancer was detected. The significance
of these apparent false positives is unknown, and further
studies are required to determine whether abnormal
biochemical changes in breath VOCs constitutes a risk
factor for future development of breast cancer.

Fuzzy logic is a powerful computational tool for
multivariate analysis of data that employs ranges of
values and their relationships to one another e.g. the
combination of two different breath VOCs might be
identified as a marker of disease if one is present in
abnormally high concentration when the other is
abnormally low. Fuzzy logic resembles human decision
making in clinical medicine by deriving precise solutions
from approximate data, and has been employed to
accurately predict disorders as diverse as lung cancer 10
and risk of suicide 11.

We conclude that fuzzy logic analysis of volatile bi-
omarkers in breath accurately predicted breast cancer in
asymptomatic women. A two-minute breath test could
potentially provide a safe, accurate and painless
screening test for breast cancer. However, these are
preliminary findings that should be interpreted with
caution. This was a relatively small case control study,
and the findings require validation in a larger and more
highly powered prospective trial before breath testing
can be employed to complement or replace current
screening methods.

Acknowledgements

This research was supported by STTR grant 1
R41CA81842-01 from the National Cancer Institute of
the National Institutes of Health. This report has not
been reviewed by the National Institutes of Health.

Prediction of breast cancer with a breath test
References

1. Phillips M, Cataneo RN, Ditkoff BA, et al. Volatile markers of
breast cancer in the breath. Breast J 9: 184-191, 2003

2. Phillips M, Cataneo R, Cummin A, et al. Detection of lung cancer
with volatile markers in the breath. Chest 123: 2115-2123, 2003

3. Phillips M, Boehmer J, Cataneo R, et al. Prediction of heart
transplant rejection with a breath test for markers of oxidative
stress. Am J Cardiol 94: 1593-1594, 2004

4. Phillips M, Cataneo R, Cheema T, et al. Increased breath bio-
markers of oxidative stress in diabetes mellitus. Clinica Chimica
Acta 344: 189-194, 2004

5. Phillips M: Method for the collection and assay of volatile organic
compounds in breath. Anal Biochem 247: 272-278, 1997

6. Yazdanpanah M, Luo X, Lau R, et al. Cytotoxic aldehydes as
possible markers for childhood cancer. Free Radic Biol Med 23:
870-878, 1997

7. Hamel E, Lin C, Plowman J, et al. Antitumor 2,3-dihydro-2-(aryl)-
4(1H)-quinazolinone derivatives. Interactions with tubulin. Bio-
chem Pharmacol 51: 53-59, 1996

8. Mukherjee SKV, Prasad AK, Raj HG, Bracke ME, Olsen CE, Jain
SC, Parmar VS: Synthetic and biological activity evaluation
studies on novel 1,3-diarylpropenones. Bioorg Med Chem 9: 337-
345, 2001

9. Ciatto S, Del Rosselli Turco M, Burke P, et al. Comparison of
standard and double reading and computer-aided detection (CAD)
of interval cancers at prior negative screening mammograms: blind
review. Br J Cancer 89: 1645-1649, 2003

10. Schneider J PG, Bitterlich N, Neu K, Velcovsky HG, Morr H,
Katz N, Eigenbrodt E: Fuzzy logic-based tumor marker profiles
including a new marker tumor M2-PK improved sensitivity to the
detection of progression in lung cancer patients. Anticancer Res
23: 899-906, 2003

11. Modai I, Kuperman J, Goldberg I, et al. Fuzzy logic detection of
medically serious suicide attempt records in major psychiatric
disorders. J Nerv Ment Dis 192: 708-710, 2004

Address for offprints and correspondence: Michael Phillips, Menssana
Research Inc., 1 Horizon Road, Suite 1415, Fort Lee, NJ 07024, USA;
Tel.: +201-886-7004; E-mail: mphillips@menssanaresearch.com




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [2834.646 2834.646]
>> setpagedevice


