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Abstract 

We studied the penetrance and clinical outcomes of seven breast cancer 

susceptibility genes (BRCA1, BRCA2, TP53, CHEK2, ATM, PALB2 and PTEN) in 

almost 25,000 participants unselected for personal or family history of breast cancer. 

We identified 420 participants with pathogenic or likely pathogenic variants, and 147 

were women who did not previously know their genetic results. Out of these 147 women, 

32 women were diagnosed with breast cancer at an average age of 52.8 years. 

Estimated penetrance by age 60 years ranged from 18-44%, depending on the gene. 

Within the first twelve months after genetic results disclosure, 42% of women had taken 

actions related to their genetic results and two new breast cancer cases were identified. 

Our study provides population-based penetrance estimates for the understudied genes, 

CHEK2, ATM, and PALB2, and highlights the importance of using unselected 

populations for penetrance studies. It also demonstrates the potential clinical impact of 

genetic testing to improve healthcare through early diagnosis and preventative 

screening. 
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Introduction 

Breast cancer is the most common cancer in women after skin cancer, annually 

affecting 2.1 million women worldwide with an estimated 627,000 annual deaths [1]. 

Approximately 5-10% of breast cancer cases are associated with a highly penetrant 

monogenic variant and are genetically heterogenous [2-6]. With the exception of a small 

number of founder pathogenic variants, the majority of pathogenic variants in hereditary 

cancer genes are very rare or unique to the individual tested [7]. Multiple studies of 

cancer penetrance for hereditary breast cancer genes have been conducted since the 

identification of BRCA1 and BRCA2 in 1994 and 1995, respectively [8, 9]. Early 

penetrance studies were often enriched for participants with strong family histories of 

breast cancer or early age of onset of breast cancer [10, 11]. Recent studies have 

highlighted that penetrance estimates are dependent on the method of ascertainment, 

and disease risks of familial cases are higher than risk estimates derived from the 

general population [12-14]. In the Breast Cancer Linkage Consortium (BCLC) families, 

penetrance of BRCA1 and BRCA2 by age 70 years was estimated as 85% [15] and 84% 

[10], respectively. However, a population-based study estimated penetrance of 52% for 

BRCA1 and 32% for BRCA2 by age 70 years [16]. Unbiased estimates of penetrance 

are challenging, but are critically important to make informed choices about strategies 

for risk reduction through increased surveillance and risk reducing interventions 

including prophylactic surgery.  

A few studies have estimated the penetrance of BRCA1/2 pathogenic variants in 

the general population [16-18], which require a large number of individuals to be 

sequenced in order to identify a meaningful number of individuals who carry pathogenic 
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variants. Population-based penetrance estimates are not available for the other 

hereditary breast cancer genes with lower frequency of pathogenic variants (e.g., TP53 

and PTEN), more recently identified genes (e.g., PALB2), and those that likely have 

more moderate penetrance (e.g., ATM and CHEK2). Increasingly, there is consideration 

of population-based genomic health screening for adults for conditions for which 

surveillance is effective, including breast cancer [19]. BRCA-associated hereditary 

breast and ovarian cancer is classified by the Centers for Disease Control and 

Prevention as tier 1 application for interventions that reduce morbidity and mortality in 

individuals with certain personal and family history indications [20]. Unbiased estimates 

of risk are necessary to accurately estimate risk over the life course if population-based 

screening is deployed. Our study objective is to provide less biased estimates of breast 

cancer penetrance in women for the commonly assessed breast cancer genes [21] in 

clinical genetic testing (e.g., BRCA1, BRCA2, PALB2, PTEN, TP53, ATM and CHEK2). 

 

Methods 

Study cohort and sequencing panel 

In phase III of the Electronic Medical Records and Genomics (eMERGE) Network, 

24,947 participants were enrolled at 11 clinical sites and had sequencing for a panel of 

109 genes [22]. The focus of this analysis is seven breast cancer susceptibility genes 

included on the eMERGE III panel (BRCA1, BRCA2, PALB2, PTEN, TP53, ATM, and 

CHEK2). Variants identified through sequencing were classified according to the 

American College of Medical Genetics and Genomics and Association for Molecular 
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Pathology (ACMG-AMP) guidelines [23, 24]. Pathogenic or likely pathogenic (P/LP) 

variants were confirmed by Sanger sequencing [22]. We focused on female participants 

in this study as the risk for breast cancer in men with P/LP variants is significantly lower 

than that for women. Putative somatic variants (variant allele fraction in blood samples 

<0.3) were excluded from downstream analysis. Participants who previously knew their 

genetic results may be more likely to have a high risk for breast cancer, have a known 

genetic risk in their family, and to have undergone risk reduction or enhanced 

surveillance actions after they received their genetic results. Alternatively, we assumed 

that the participants who were unaware of their genetic risk are more likely to have a 

breast cancer prevalence similar to the general population risk. There only women with 

P/LP variants who were unaware of the genetic risk were included in the pentrance and 

clinical impact analysis. For clinical impact analysis, the sample was further restricted to 

those participants who consented to return of results (RoR) [25] and did not have breast 

cancer before RoR. We assessed clinical impact at 12 months post-RoR. All 11 clinical 

sites consented participants under institutional review board-approved protocols [26]. 

 

Identification of breast cancer diagnosis, and post-RoR risk management 

One of the major goals of eMERGE III was to study the return of actionable 

genetic variants to participants and assess impact on clinical care. The electronic health 

records (EHR) of participants with breast cancer susceptibility P/LP variants were 

manually queried at twelve months post-RoR for any history of incident breast cancer 

and the date recorded in the EHR to ascertain if the event occurred prior to or after 

results disclosure. We measured the post-RoR performance of risk management 
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including breast cancer surveillance and prevention procedures such as breast 

magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), breast ultrasound, mammograms, breast cancer 

risk-reducing medication, and prophylactic mastectomy and oophorectomy. We also 

recorded breast biopsies as a diagnostic test. Records were queried for prior patient 

knowledge of the identified breast cancer susceptibility P/LP variant. EHR extraction 

was completed at each clinical site and entered into a central REDCap database [27, 

28]. 

 

Penetrance estimation 

We used Kaplan-Meier method [29] to estimate the age-specific cumulative risk 

of breast cancer in the women with P/LP variants in each breast cancer gene. The 

participants were censored at their current age or age of prophylactic risk reduction 

surgery (mastectomy or oophorectomy). We re-estimated penetrance whenever an 

event occurred in the curve of cumulative risk of breast cancer. We also estimated 

breast cancer penetrance by decade from 30 to 70 years. Confidence intervals were 

calculated using Greenwood’s formula [30]. The analysis was done in R version 3.6.3. 

 

Results 

Clinical characteristics 

Of the 24,947 eMERGE III participants who were sequenced, 13,458 were 

women (Supplementary Table S1). We identified 420 individuals with at least one P/LP 

variant in one of the seven breast cancer susceptibility genes. A flowchart of inclusion 
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criteria for participants is shown in Figure 1. Although we focused on penetrance of 

breast cancer in women, we identified 169 men with P/LP variants in the seven breast 

cancer genes, and one man (BRCA2: c.7758G>A) out of 55 men with BRCA2 P/LP 

variants developed breast cancer. We excluded nine women with putative somatic 

variants and 99 women who already knew their genetic results, and retained 147 

women for the penetrance analysis. The clinical characteristics of this female cohort are 

shown in Table 1 and Supplementary Figure S1. The majority (73%) were of European 

and non-Latinx ancestry, followed by 16% African American, 9% Latinx and 3% East 

Asian by self-reported ancestry. The average age was 55.1 years (standard deviation of 

18.2 years). One woman had two P/LP variants including one frameshift variant in 

BRCA2 and one missense variant in CHEK2. By the date of last chart review, 32 

(21.8%) women had developed breast cancer and two of them were diagnosed post-

RoR. The average age of breast cancer diagnosis was 52.8 years (95% CI: 30.8-74.8), 

and four (2.7%) women had a prophylactic mastectomy or oophorectomy after 

eMERGE RoR. While not statistically significant (P-value=0.11), by age 50 years, a 

higher proportion of African American (7 out of 13, 53.8%) and Latinx (5 out of 11, 

45.5%) individuals developed breast cancer compared with European-ancestry 

individuals (20 out of 72, 27.8%), using the binomial test.  

 

Variant characteristics 

The 147 women had 100 unique P/LP variants in the seven breast cancer 

susceptibility genes. Fourteen variants were recurrent in this cohort (Supplementary 

Table S2), the most frequent of which were CHEK2 c.470T>C (n=26), an Ashkenazi 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.24.21255936doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.24.21255936


Jewish founder variant, and CHEK2: c.1100delC (n=7), a European founder variant. 

The most commonly reported variant type in this cohort was putative loss of function 

(LoF) including frameshift, stop-gain, or splice for BRCA2, BRCA1, ATM, and PALB2. 

CHEK2 had both P/LP missense and putative LoF variants beside two deletions. 

Compared with 90% of 85 putative LoF variants that were annotated in ClinVar with at 

least two stars in review status (assertion criteria provided, multiple submitters and no 

conflicts), fewer (62% of 13) missense variants were well documented in ClinVar. The 

numbers of women with P/LP variants and the numbers of unique P/LP variants for 

each gene are shown in the Supplementary Table S3. For ATM, BRCA1, BRCA2, and 

PALB2, over 80% of their P/LP variants were annotated in ClinVar with two or three 

stars in review status. However, out of 13 P/LP CHEK2 variants in 48 women, only 

seven (54%) of the variants in seven (15%) women have been well annotated in ClinVar. 

 

Prevalence and penetrance 

We identified 420 (1.7%) of 24,947 eMERGE participants with at least one P/LP 

variant among the seven breast cancer susceptibility genes, with BRCA1/2 P/LP 

variants being most commonly identified (225 (0.9%) participants). Removing 

individuals who previously knew their genetic results, 137 (0.5%) unselected individuals 

had BRCA1/2 P/LP variants. This prevalence of 0.5% is consistent with prevalence of 

BRCA1/2 P/LP variants reported in a previous study [31]. The frequency of BRCA1/2 

P/LP variants differ across race and ethnicity. In the cohort of 147 women, 37.1.9% of 

them had P/LP variants in BRCA1 or BRCA2. When stratified, the frequency is 41.7% in 

the 108 European-ancestry individuals, 30.4% in the 23 African Americans, 15.4% in 
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the 13 Latinx, and 50% in the four Asians. CHEK2, ATM, and PALB2 P/LP variants 

accounted for 32.7%, 14.3% and 10.2%, respectively, of those 147 women. 

Overall, BRCA1 and TP53 had high breast cancer penetrance and included 

early-onset breast cancer diagnosed before age 50. BRCA2, ATM, PALB2, and CHEK2 

were more commonly associated with later onset breast cancer, for which the 

penetrance estimates ranged from 19% to 31% by age 60 years (Table 2). We 

compared the penetrance estimated using the eMERGE III data and penetrance 

reported from previous studies in Figure 1. Supplementary Table 4 summarizes 

published penetrance studies for seven breast cancer genes. Excluding the individuals 

who knew their genetic results for breast cancer genes, the penetrance of our study 

cohort is close to that of the general population unselected for personal history of breast 

cancer. For comparison, we calculated the penetrance estimates using all 242 women 

including those who previously knew their genetic results in Supplementary Figure S2. 

As expected, the penetrance estimated including women with prior knowledge of a 

hereditary breast cancer susceptibility, for whom genetic testing were usually performed 

after a diagnosis of cancer, is higher than the penetrance estimated using unselected 

women.  

 

ATM 

Twenty-one women had ATM P/LP variants, and 18 of them carried putative LoF 

variants. Six women developed breast cancer at an average age of 54.2 years. Three 

ATM variants were recurrent. Two women with the same missense variant ATM: 
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c.7271T>G and one woman with a different missense variant ATM: c.6095G>A all 

developed breast cancer at a young average age of 48.7 years. The estimated 

penetrance overall was 5% by age 50 which is similar to the 6% reported by Marabelli et 

al. [32]. 

 

BRCA1 

We identified 17 women with BRCA1 P/LP variants. The penetrance estimate of 33% by 

age 50 in this eMERGE cohort is comparable with that previously reported of 35% by 

Gabai-Kapara et al. [16]. However, our BRCA1 cohort is too young to have accurate 

penetrance estimates beyond 60 years of age with only one woman not censored by 

age 60. Women with BRCA1 P/LP variants had early onset of breast cancer at an 

average age of 45.0 years. 

 

BRCA2 

There were 39 women with BRCA2 P/LP variants. The number is twice of that for 

BRCA1, a ratio consistent with previous findings [31, 33]. All reported P/LP BRCA2 

variants in the eMERGE cohort were putative LoF. Six of the 39 women had a history of 

breast cancer at an average age of 51.7 years. The penetrance estimate to age 60 is 20% 

which is slightly lower than 26% reported by Gabai-Kapara et al. [16]. 

 

CHEK2 
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CHEK2 P/LP variants were identified in 48 women in the eMERGE cohort. Twenty-six of 

the women carried the Jewish founder missense variant c.470T>C. This variant is 

present in 0.46-1.2% of the Ashkenazi Jewish population [34, 35] and is a moderate risk 

variant associated with a 1.5 fold relative risk for breast cancer. The most common 

European founder variant c.1100delC was found in seven women and was previously 

reported to have a penetrance of 37% by age 70. We do not have sufficient sample size 

to estimate penetrance of this single variant, but of four women in our cohort, one of 

them developed breast cancer by age 50. Though the penetrance of CHEK2 is 

moderate, our estimate is higher than that previously reported. By age 75 years, the 

penetrance of 27.7% (95% CI: 21.7%, 32.7%) estimated in the eMERGE III cohort was 

significantly higher than 10.4% reported in the Gronwald et al. [36]. 

 

PALB2 

Out of 15 women with PALB2 P/LP variants, four had breast cancer at an average age 

of 50.6 years. All P/LP PALB2 variants were putative LoF. Our estimated penetrance of 

8% is slightly lower than that reported by Antoniou et al. [37] of 14% by age 50 years. 

 

PTEN  

We identified three women with P/LP variants in PTEN. None of the women had breast 

cancer with the current ages of 15, 24 and 57 years. The penetrance of PTEN was not 

further analyzed due to the limited sample size.  
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TP53 

Of the five women with TP53 P/LP variants, three of them had missense variants. Two 

women with missense variants developed breast cancer at the ages of 37.1 and 44.4 

years. Though the sample size is small, our penetrance estimate of 44% is consistent 

with the reported penetrance of 45% by age 50 years [38]. 

 

Clinical impact 

Among the 242 women with P/LP variants in the seven breast cancer 

susceptibility genes, not all of them consented to receive their genetic results. We 

determined that 183 genetic results were returned to female participants and 91 (50.0%) 

women previously knew their genetic results, most of which (90.5%) were BRCA1 or 

BRCA2 variants. We limited the analysis of clinical impact after RoR to the 78 women 

not previously aware of the genetic results and without a breast cancer diagnosis before 

RoR. Based on the chart review at twelve-month post-RoR, 26 women had 

mammograms, 11 had breast MRI, five had breast ultrasound. Three women had breast 

biopsies which led to the diagnosis of a new breast cancer in two women. From the 

perspective of risk reduction, three women had prophylactic bilateral mastectomies and 

one also had a prophylactic oophorectomy, and another woman had only a prophylactic 

oophorectomy. One woman started tamoxifen to reduce breast cancer risk. Overall, 33 

(42.3%) women took one or more clinical actions, not including the breast biopsies, and 

9 (11.5%) had at least two breast cancer surveillance procedures after RoR. 
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Discussion 

In this study, we investigated penetrance of breast cancer in seven high or 

moderate-penetrance breast cancer susceptibility genes (BRCA1, BRCA2, TP53, 

CHEK2, ATM, PALB2, and PTEN) using the eMERGE III cohort. We identified 147 

women with P/LP genetic variants in the seven genes, who represent a population 

unselected for personal or family history of breast cancer. Across the genes, BRCA1 

and TP53 variants were associated with high penetrance, and variants in BRCA2, ATM, 

PALB2, and CHEK2 had more moderate penetrance. Even the moderate-penetrance 

genes predisposed a significantly higher risk of breast cancer than average-risk women 

(Table 2) [39]. Our findings suggest that CHEK2 P/LP variants could be as prevalent as 

BRCA1/2 in certain populations such as those of Ashkenazi Jewish or European 

ancestry with CHEK2 founder variants. We estimated higher penetrance for CHEK2 

compared with estimates from a prior study [36]. Prospective data from larger numbers 

of participants will help to better estimate penetrance and could impact breast cancer 

surveillance for women with CHEK2 P/LP variants. 

We highlight the importance of estimating penetrance using unselected 

populations by comparing penetrance estimates before and after removing women who 

knew their genetic results prior to enrollment in eMERGE. Penetrance of BRCA1/2 

increased dramatically when women who knew their genetic result were included, 

suggesting use of selected populations inflates penetrance estimates.  
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Successful impact of population screening relies on uptake of surveillance for 

early detection (such as breast MRI), risk reducing surgeries and chemoprevention for 

primary prevention of breast cancer. The National Comprehensive Cancer Network 

(NCCN) provides guidelines for breast cancer risk management to women with P/LP 

variants conferring high risk for breast cancer [40, 41]. The seven genes we studied are 

all included in the NCCN suggested breast cancer gene panel for cancer risk 

management. For women who desire risk-reducing interventions, risk-reducing 

medications (such as selective estrogen receptor modulators and aromatase inhibitors) 

and surgeries (prophylactic mastectomies and oophorectomies) are considerations.  

Routine genetic screening could lead to improvement in long-term clinical 

outcomes with tailored health surveillance. Among 242 women with P/LP variants in the 

seven genes, 147 (61%) of them were not previously aware of their genetic results. This 

research supports the feasibility of identification of women at increased risk of breast 

cancer on a population level. 

Among 74 women who first learned their genetic results through eMERGE, 42% 

of women had taken actions related to their genetic results within 12 months, though the 

uptake of mammograms (33.3%), breast MRI (14.1%) and mastectomy (3.8%) was 

lower than that found in a study of women with BRCA1/2 P/LP variants in which uptake 

of the same actions was 45.8%, 32.2% and 3.5%, respectively within the first year post 

RoR [31]. In contrast to eMERGE where there was variability across sites for the RoR 

process [25], this was a single site study with an established infrastructure to support 

participants after the return of results [42]. Besides, we only assessed clinical actions 

through the EHR at the eMERGE participating institutions, and it is possible clinical 
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actions were taken by participants at other clinical sites and not captured in the EHR we 

queried. With this small sample size of 74 women, two new breast cancer cases were 

diagnosed within the first twelve months after RoR, demonstrating the potential impact 

of returning this information. 

 

Limitations 

It is challenging to recruit a large, unbiased cohort from the general population. 

Although eMERGE III had ~25,000 participants sequenced, the number of women with 

P/LP variants in breast cancer genes is small compared with studies selected for family 

history. Unbiased penetrance estimates using larger sample sizes are still needed.  

Breast cancer is caused by a combination of genetic, hormonal, and 

environmental factors. We focused on some genetic factors in this study, and other 

factors such as family history, breast density, reproductive history and body mass index 

were not considered. 

The genes we studied are commonly tested clinically when assessing breast 

cancer risk [21]. There are other genes that are less commonly associated with breast 

cancer that are included with comprehensive clinical breast cancer genetic 

assessments including CDH1, STK11, NBN, and NF1 that we did not include in the 

eMERGE III gene panel due to the low prevalence and unclear penetrance. Future 

studies with much larger sample sizes are needed to estimate penetrance for genes 

with low population prevalence.  
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A limitation of our clinical impact study was that a large portion of women did not 

consent to receive their genetic results, were already aware of their results prior to 

participation in eMERGE III, or had developed breast cancer before RoR, limiting the 

sample size for this analysis. We only have access to data from the EHR at the 

eMERGE sites, therefore clinical actions performed outside of the eMERGE sites was 

not assessed. One-year of follow-up may be insufficient time to assess impact, but we 

were limited by the project period. We did not assess lifestyle modifications adopted by 

participants to reduce cancer risk such as maintaining a healthy body weight, moderate 

physical activity, and reducing alcohol consumption.  

 

Conclusions 

We studied the penetrance of seven commonly tested breast cancer 

susceptibility genes in a cohort that was unselected for personal or family history of 

breast cancer. Our study highlights the importance of unbiased recruitment for 

estimates of cancer risk as we consider population-based testing and risk stratification. 

Population-based penetrance estimates based on larger sample sizes for CHEK2, ATM, 

and PALB2 will be useful for genetic counseling for breast cancer risk and subsequent 

recommendations for cancer risk management. Genetic testing for breast cancer genes 

including the moderate-penetrance genes in healthy population has the potential to 

diagnose cancers at earlier more treatable stages with enhanced surveillance, and 

perform risk reducing surgeries such as prophylactic mastectomies and oophorectomies. 

We demonstrate that genetic screening for breast cancer genes can lead to early 

diagnosis and potentially prevent cancer. 
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Figure 1. Study cohorts for penetrance analysis and clinical impact analysis. 

Participants in the dashed box were excluded. 

 

Figure 2. Breast cancer penetrance (orange) of six breast cancer genes compared 

with penetrance (blue) in the literature from Supplementary Table S2. The sample 

size of the eMERGE III penetrance cohort was annotated in the parentheses after 

the gene in the legend. Orange bands indicate 95% confidence intervals. Genes 

were sorted alphabetically. 
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Table 1. Clinical characteristics of 147 women with germline pathogenic/likely 

pathogenic variants in the seven breast cancer genes. 

 
total ATM BRCA1 BRCA2 CHEK2 PALB2 PTEN TP53 

number of women, N 147 21 17 39 48 15 3 5 

age, years 55±18 63±13 43±19 50±17 59±16 61±19 32±22 51±25 

race/ethnicity, 

N (%) 

EUR 108 (73) 10 (48) 15 (88) 30 (77) 40 (83) 9 (60) 2 (67) 2 (40) 

AFR 23 (16) 6 (29) 2 (12) 5 (13) 2 (4) 5 (33) 1 (33) 2 (40) 

AMR 13 (9) 4 (19) 0 (0) 2 (5) 5 (10) 1 (7) 0 (0) 1 (20) 

EAS 4 (3) 1 (5) 0 (0) 2 (5) 1 (2) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

age of diagnosis, 

years 
53±11 54±8 45±4 52±16 56±12 55±6 NA 41±5 

breast cancer, N (%) 32 (22) 6 (29) 3 (18) 6 (15) 11 (23) 4 (27) 0 (0) 2 (40) 

prophylactic 

mastectomy, N (%) 
3 (2) 0 (0) 1 (6) 1 (3) 1 (2) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

RoR, N (%) 78 (53) 14 (67) 8 (47) 21 (54) 31 (65) 4 (27) 1 (33) 0 (0) 

Ancestries include European (EUR), African American (AFR), East Asian (EAS) and Latinx 

(AMR). Breast cancer status was ascertained by the last chart review. Return of results (RoR) 

row shows the number of women who received their genetic results and did not have breast 

cancer before the RoR. Percentage was calculated for each gene. Genes were sorted 

alphabetically. One woman with two P/LP variants in BRCA2 and CHEK2 was included in both 

penetrance and clinical-impact analysis. 
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Table 2. Penetrance by decades of six breast cancer genes. 

 <30 years <40 years <50 years <60 years <70 years 

ATM 0.0 [0.0, 0.0] 0.0 [0.0, 0.0] 10.3 [8.7, 11.8] 25.5 [18.9, 32.1] 31.2 [21.8, 40.7] 

BRCA1 0.0 [0.0, 0.0] 0.0 [0.0, 0.0] 33.3 [17.9, 48.7] 33.3 [17.9, 48.7] 33.3 [17.9, 48.7] 

BRCA2 0.0 [0.0, 0.0] 3.3 [3.1, 3.6] 11.1 [9.6, 12.5] 19.8 [15.9, 23.6] 19.8 [15.9, 23.6] 

CHEK2 0.0 [0.0, 0.0] 2.4 [2.3, 2.5] 7.2 [6.6, 7.8] 17.8 [15.2, 20.4] 23.6 [19.4, 27.8] 

PALB2 0.0 [0.0, 0.0] 0.0 [0.0, 0.0] 8.3 [6.9, 9.8] 23.0 [16.2, 29.8] 29.4 [19.4, 39.4] 

TP53 0.0 [0.0, 0.0] 25.0 [10.9, 39.1] 43.8 [8.7, 78.8] 43.8 [8.7, 78.8] 43.8 [8.7, 78.8] 

general population*  2.0 4.4 7.7 

When the number of uncensored women who had P/LP variants is below five (sample size is 

too small), the penetrance estimate is not accurate. We annotated these penetrance estimates 

in orange. *risk of breast cancer in populations was obtained from Cancer Statistics Center. 
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