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Introduction
Primary biliary cirrhosis (PBC) is a chronic and progressive 

cholestatic liver disease, eventually resulting in liver fibrosis, 
and is a liver-specific autoimmune disease [1,2]. Although the 
etiology of PBC still remains largely unknown, accumulating 
evidence strongly suggests the involvement of both genetic and 
environment components in susceptibility as well as progression 
of PBC [3,4]. Indeed, genetic factors are known to contribute to PBC 
pathogenesis.

Autoimmune hepatitis (AIH) is an immune-mediated chronic 
inflammation of the liver of unknown etiology which is characterized 
by elevated serum transaminase levels, hypergammaglobulinemia, 
serum autoantibodies, histologic signs of interface hepatitis, and 
a response to immunosuppressive treatment [5,6]. Although its 
etiology is unknown, genetic factors have been implicated in the 
pathogenesis. A number of genes outside the MHC locus may play a 
role in susceptibility to autoimmune liver diseases. The vitamin D 
receptor (VDR) is a candidate. The VDR is an intracellular receptor 
belonging to the steroid nuclear family. It is the specific receptor for  
vitamin D, an immunomodulator which vitamin D exerts its effects  

 
through. Certain polymorphisms of the VDR gene may modify 
vitamin D function. It is found that over 30 polymorphisms within 
the VDR gene [7]. Only a limited number of these polymorphisms 
have been studied in relation to autoimmune diseases [8-10]. Four 
common polymorphisms studied in autoimmune liver diseases 
are ApaI (rs7975232), BsmI(rs1544410) FokI(rs10735810) and 
TaqI(rs731-236) [10], however, the results were inconclusive and 
inconsistent [10-15]. To help get a decisively conclude, we join 
pieces of evidence from published literature for a meta-analysis. 
To our knowledge, no meta-analysis regarding this issue has been 
previously reported.

Methods
Publication Search and Identification of Eligible Studies

In the present study, we searched the eligible studies using the 
keywords “VDR”, “Apa1”, “Bsm1”, “Fok1”, “Taq1”, “polymorphism’’ 
or ‘‘variation’’, and “PBC” or “AIH” in Pubmed, Ovid, Medline, and 
Web of science databases, with the last report up to February 2012. 
We also used the PubMed option ‘‘related articles’’ in each research 
article to search potentially relevant articles. Studies published in 
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any language were included in our meta-analysis if they met the 
criteria: 

a)	 the studies were a case- control study; 

b)	 the association is between “VDR” gene including “Apa1”, 
“Bsm1”, “Fok1”, “Taq1” polymorphism and “PBC” or “AIH”; 

c)	 the data is sufficient to estimate an odds ratio (OR) with its 
95% confidence interval(95%CI). When multiple publications 
reported on the same or overlapping data, we chose the largest 
or most recent publication, as recommended by Little et al. 
[16]. 

Major exclusion criteria were: 

i.	 no control population, 

ii.	 no available genotype frequency, 

iii.	 study with inconsistent data. Each article was checked 
independently by two investigators.

Data Extraction
The following variables were extracted from each study: the 

first author, year of publication, country, ethnicity, number of 
cases and controls, and numbers of cases and controls in different 
genotype distribution, respectively. Information from all eligible 
publications was carefully reviewed and extracted, according to 
the inclusion and exclusion criteria listed above, independently by 
two of authors. Disagreement was resolved by discussion between 
the two authors. If they could not reach an agreement, another 
investigator adjudicated over the disagreement.

Quality Assessment
The quality of these studies was assessed according to the 

confirmation of Hard- Weinberg equilibrium (HWE) for the genotype 
distribution of VDR (Apa1, Bsm1, Fok1, Taq1) polymorphism in 
the controls [17]. Studies with the genotype distribution of VDR 
polymorphism in controls in agreement with HWE (P>0.01) were 
defined as high quality studies. On the opposite, studies with 
departures from HWE in the controls were defined as low quality 
studies.

Statistical Analysis
Pooled OR together with 95%CI were calculated by a fixed effects 

model or a random effects model according to the heterogeneity. 
The statistical heterogeneity among studies was checked by the 

Chi square-based Q test [18]. When the heterogeneity was absent 
(P>0.05), the fixed-effects model (the Mantel–Haenszel method) 
was used to estimate the pooled OR [19], otherwise, the random-
effects model (the Der Simonian and Laird method) was used [20]. 
Five different ORs were calculated: 

a)	 The allele contrast model (a vs. A), 

b)	 The homozygote codominant model (aa vs. AA), 

c)	 The heterozygote codominant model (Aa vs. AA), 

d)	 The dominant model (Aa+ aa vs. AA), and 

e)	 The recessive model (aa vs AA+ Aa) [21]. 

The potential publication bias was tested using Egger’s test 
(P<0.05 considered to be representative of a statistical significance) 
[22]. Besides, we also tested influence analysis by omitting each 
study to find potential outliers. All the statistical analyses were 
performed using STATA version 12.0 (Stata Corp, College Station, 
TX).

Results
Studies Characteristics

There were 6 publications containing 9 studies including 844 
cases and 1,522 controls were identified according to the inclusion 
and exclusion criteria listed above. Six publications including 7 
studies is about PBC [10-15], and 2 studies is about AIH [10,13]. 
A database, including first author, published year, original country, 
ethnicity, type, polymorphism, sample size of cases and controls 
was established according to the extracted information (Table 
1). Genotype and allele distributions for each study about Apa1 
polymorphism association PBC or AIH is shown in Table 2, Bsm1 is 
shown in Table 3, and Taq1 is shown in Table 4. In the publication 
Vogel et al. [10], and Fan et al. [13], the OR was presented 
separately according to PBC study and AIH study, and each study 
was considered separately for this meta-analysis. And in the study 
of Tanaka et al. [14], the OR was separately divided into Japanese 
and Italians study, and each study was chose separately into this 
meta-analysis too. Meanwhile, HWE for each study about Apa1, 
Bsm1 and Taq1 are shown separately in Tables 2-4. All studies 
were confirmed HWE (P>0.01) except 4 studies (one study for 
Apa1, 1 study for Bsm1, and 2 studies for Taq1), and according to 
the quality assessment criteria, the 4 studies were considered to 
low quality studies.

Table 1: Characteristics of studies included in the meta-analysis.

First author Year Country Ethnicity Type Polymorphism Cases Controls

Halmos [11]

Lakatos [12]

Vogel [10]

Fan [13]

Tanaka [14]

2000

2002

2002

2005

2009

Hungarian

Hungarian

German

China

Japan

Caucasians

Caucasians

Caucasians

Asians

Asians

PBC

PBC

PBC

PBC

PBC

BsmI

BsmI

ApaI BsmI FokI TaqI

ApaI BsmI FokI TaqI

ApaI BsmI TaqI

ApaI BsmI TaqI

ApaI BsmI TaqI

30

33

74

58

195

51

82

214

160

179
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Tanaka [14]

Kempinka [15]

Vogel [10]

Fan [13]

2009

2012

2002

2005

Italian

Polish

German

China

Mixed

Caucasians

Caucasians

Asians

PBC

PBC

AIH

AIH

ApaI BsmI FokI TaqI

ApaI BsmI FokI TaqI

139

143

123

49

156

306

214

160

Table 2: The relationship between the ApaI polymorphism in the vitamin D receptor gene and PBC or AIH HWE in controls a allele 
frequency of controls.

First

author

Cases Controls P for

HWE

a allele 

frequencyAA Aa aa A a AA Aa aa A a

Vogel [10] 18 33 23 69 79 56 116 42 228 200 0.194 0.47

Fan [13] 7 25 26 39 77 18 66 76 102 218 0.526 0.68

Tanaka [14] 104 27 64 235 155 63 43 73 169 189 4.18E-12 0.53

Tanaka [14] 65 55 19 185 93 71 64 21 206 106 0.285 0.34

Kempinka 
[15] 40 80 23 160 126 75 161 65 311 291 0.218 0.48

Vogel [10] 42 66 19 150 104 56 116 42 228 200 0.194 0.47

Fan [13] 5 22 20 32 62 18 66 76 102 218 0.526 0.68

Table 3: The relationship between the BsmI polymorphism in the vitamin D receptor gene and PBC or AIH HWE in controls b allele 
frequency of controls.

First 
author

Cases Controls P for

HWE

a allele 

frequencyBB Bb bb B b BB Bb bb B b

Halmos [11] 14 9 7 37 23 14 9 7 37 23 0.927 0.61

Lakatos 
[12] 19 11 3 49 17 19 11 3 49 17 0.973 0.47

Vogel [10] 16 23 35 55 93 16 23 35 55 93 0.768 0.55

Fan [13] 0 3 55 3 113 0 3 55 3 113 0.320 0.89

Tanaka [14] 14 37 144 65 325 14 37 144 65 325 0.462 0.90

Tanaka [14] 56 78 5 190 88 56 78 5 190 88 0.0003 0.42

Kempinka 
[15] 20 75 48 115 171 20 75 48 115 171 0.046 0.47

Vogel [10] 35 62 26 132 114 35 62 26 132 114 0.768 0.55

Fan [13] 0 7 42 7 91 0 7 42 7 91 0.320 0.89

Table 4: The relation between the Taq1 polymorphism in the vitamin D receptor gene and PBC or AIH HWE in controls. an allele 
frequency of controls.

First
Cases Controls HWE of 

Controls
t allele

frequencyTT Tt tt T t TT Tt tt T t

Vogel 39 23 0.741 0.37 47 87 99 31 273 161 0.927 0.61

Fan 53 5 1.97E-05 0.07 5 143 13 4 299 21 0.973 0.47

Tanaka 152 43 0.149 0.09 43 150 26 3 326 32 0.768 0.55

Tanaka 54 63 0.392 0.39 107 61 69 26 191 121 0.320 0.89

Kempinka 20 77 0.272 0.39 169 100 140 37 340 214 0.462 0.90

Vogel 93 96 0.741 0.37 146 87 99 31 273 161 0.0003 0.42

Fan 268 20 1.97E-05 0.07 20 143 13 4 299 21 0.046 0.47
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Meta-Analysis Result
The results of the association between the Apa1, Bsm1 and 

Taq1 polymorphisms and the risk of autoimmune liver diseases, 
and the heterogeneity test were shown in Table 5.
Table 5: Summary ORs and 95% CI for various contrasts in 
VDR polymorphisms P value for heterogeneity, when p<0.05 
Estimates for random effects.

SNPs Contrast ORs and 95% CI P value

Apa1 a vs . A 0.85(0.74,0.96) 0.058

aa vs. A A 0.75(0.58,0.97) 0.212

Aa vs. AA 0.78(0.63,0.98) 0.235

Aa+aa vs.AA 0.77(0.63,0.94 0.231

aa vs. AA+Aa 0.86(0.70,0.106) 0.213

Bsm1 b vs. B 0.89(0.59,1.32) <0.001

bb vs. BB 0.57(0.24,1.34) <0.001

Bb vs. BB 0.58(0.31,1.09) <0.001

Bb+bb vs. BB 0.62(0.32,1.19) <0.001

bb vs. BB+Bb 0.96(0.61,1.54) <0.001

Taq1 t vs. T 1.17(0.82,1.66) <0.001

tt vs. TT 1.24(0.53,2.89) <0.001

Tt vs. TT 1.32(0.58,2.03) 0.003

Tt+tt vs. TT 1.29(0.81,2.06) <0.001

tt vs. TT+Tt 1.22(0.69,2018) 0.015

Apai (Rs7975232) Polymorphism
A total of 783 autoimmune liver diseases (609 cases for PBC 

and 174 cases for AIH) and 1,384 controls (1,010 controls for 
PBC and 374 controls for AIH) were included in the meta-analysis 
on the relationship between the Apa1 polymorphism and the 
risk of autoimmune liver diseases (Table 2). The results showed 
a significant association between Apa1 polymorphism with 
autoimmune liver diseases: (1) the allele contrast model (a vs. A), 
(OR=0.85, 95%CI 0.74-0.96, P=0.058 for heterogeneity), Figure 
1; (2) the homozygote codominant model (aa vs. AA) (OR=0.75, 
95%CI 0.58-0.97, P=0.212 for heterogeneity), Figure 2; (3) the 
heterozygote codominant model (Aa vs. AA), (OR=0.78, 95%CI 
0.63-0.98, P=0.235 for heterogeneity), Figure 3; (4) the dominant 
model (Aa+ aa vs. AA), (OR=0.77, 95%CI 0.63-0.94, P=0.231 for 
heterogeneity), Figure 4.

Figure 1: Forest plot for the association between the Apa1 polymorphism and the risk of autoimmune liver diseases (for a vs. 
An allele contrast model). The study is shown by the point estimate of the OR (the size of the square is proportional to the 
weight of each study) and 95 % CI for the OR (horizontal lines); the pooled OR and 95 % CI have been appropriately derived 
from the fixed effects model.

Figure 2: Forest plot for the association between the Apa1 polymorphism and the risk of autoimmune liver disease (for aa 
versus AA homozygote codominant model, fixed effects model).
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Figure 3: Forest plot for the association between the Apa1 polymorphism and the risk of autoimmune liver disease (for Aa 
versus AA heterozygote codominant model, fixed effects model).

Figure 4: Forest plot for the association between the Apa1 polymorphism and the risk of autoimmune liver disease (for Aa+ aa 
versus AA dominant model, fixed effects model).

Bsm1 (rs1544410) Polymorphism
A total of 844 autoimmune liver diseases (672 cases for PBC 

and 172 cases for AIH) and 1,522 controls (1,148 controls for PBC 
and 374controls for AIH) were included in the meta-analysis on 
the relationship between the Bsm1 polymorphism and the risk 
of autoimmune liver diseases (Table 3). The results showed no 
significant association between the allele contrast (b vs. B) with 
autoimmune liver diseases (OR=0.89, 95%CI 0.59-1.32, P<0.001 
for heterogeneity). We also did not find the significant association 
in the recessive and dominant models (Table 5).

Taq1 (rs731-236) Polymorphism
A total of 776 autoimmune liver diseases (609 cases for PBC 

and 167 cases for AIH) and 1,366 controls (989 controls for PBC 
and 377 controls for AIH) were included in the meta-analysis on 
the relationship between the Bsm1 polymorphism and the risk of 
autoimmune liver diseases (Table 4). We did not find any significant 
association between Taq1 polymorphism with autoimmune liver 
diseases (Table 5).

FokI (rs10735810) Polymorphism
As 2 publications including 4 studies (two for PBC, 2 for AIH), a 

meta-analysis cannot been processed, but Vogel et al. [10] thought 

homozygote codominant “ff” was a protect factor (OR=0.50, 95%CI 
0.28-0.92, P=0.02) and Fan et al. [13] regret as high-risk factor (OR= 
2.18,95% CI 1.07–4.43, P=0.019) for the risk of AIH.

Sensitivity Analysis
According to each study may influence the overall pooled OR, 

we processed influence analyses by deleted one single study from 
the overall pooled analysis each time, to check the influence of the 
removed data set to the overall ORs. Sensitivity analysis indicates 
that no individual study significantly affects the pooled OR (Figure 
5).

Publication Bias
Both Begger’s funnel plot and Egger’s test were conducted to 

estimate the publication bias of articles. And the shape of funnel 
plots did not reveal apparent symmetry. But still no statistical 
significant evidence of publication bias was found in any comparison 
models. Then, Egger’s test was used to provide statistical evidence 
for funnel plot symmetry, we obtained the result (t =1. 26, P=0.264 
for a vs. A Figure 6). These findings suggest that publication bias 
was absent. For Bsm1 and Taq1, there was also no publication bias 
present (data not shown).
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Figure 5: Influence analysis for a versus A in the overall meta-analysis. This figure shows the influence of individual studies 
on the summary OR. The middle vertical axis indicates the overall OR and the two vertical axes indicate the pooled OR when 
the left study is omitted in this meta-analysis.The two ends of the dotted lines represent the 95 % CI.

Figure 6: Begg’s funnel plot of publication bias test for the Apa1 polymorphism (a vs.A). Each point represents a separate 
study for the indicated association. The vertical axis represents log [OR] and the horizontal axis means the standard error of log 
[OR]. Horizontal line and sloping lines in funnel plot represent random-effect summary OR and expected 95 % CI for a given 
standard error, respectively. Area of each circle represents the contribution of each study to be pooled OR.

Discussion
Vitamin D receptor (VDR) gene plays an important role in the 

Vitamin D pathway and belongs to the steroid hormone family 
of nuclear reports which are responsible for the transcriptional 
regulation of several hormone responsive genes. It is found to 
be expressed by human immune cells including macrophages, 
dendritic cells, and T and B lymphocytes more than 25 years 
ago [23]. VDR is ligated with vitamin forming the vitamin D/
VDR complex, which are translocated to the nucleus, and form a 
heterodimer with the transcription factor IIB (TFIIB) to a vitamin D 
response element (VDRE) and leads to transcriptional suppression 
or activation of Vitamin D response genes [24]. Abnormal function 
of VDR, which is attributable to the VDR gene polymorphisms and 
altered transactivation, may affect immune cells interaction with 
vitamin D. Prior studies of VDR polymorphisms and autoimmune 
liver diseases risk had limited in sample size and yielded into 
inconsistent results. 

We performed the meta-analysis to analyze the association 
between autoimmune liver diseases risk and VDR (Apa1, Bsm1 
and Taq1) polymorphisms in the gene and the results indicates 
that Apa1 is associated with autoimmune liver disease risk, while 
Bsm1 and Taq1 polymorphisms don’t show the association. These 
results might help to explain individual differences in susceptibility 
to autoimmune liver diseases. When it comes to Apa1, 4 studies 
found no association with autoimmune liver diseases and Vogel 
et al. [10] think “tt” is a high pathogenic factor (OR=1.85, 95%CI 
1.02-3.35, P=0.04) for PBC. But Tanaka et al. [14] find “AA” is a high 
pathogenic factor (OR=2.01, 95%CI 1.39-3.19, P=0.001) for PBC in 
Japanese. And our results confirmed the “t” allele is a low-penetrant 
risk factor for autoimmune liver diseases.

At the same time, our meta-analysis did not find any association 
of the other SNPs (Bsm1 and Taq1) alone was associated with 
autoimmune liver diseases. A few studies have generated some 
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relevant data, but their findings had been contradictory. 9 studies 
assessed Bsm1 associated with an autoimmune liver diseases [10-
15]. Two studies [10,13] reported Bsm1 was uncorrelated with 
AIH, 3 studies [10,13,15] thought “bb” was a high pathogenic factor 
for PBC, and 4 studies [11,12,14] got a contrary conclusion. For the 
Taq1, 4 studies [13,14] demonstrated that Taq1 polymorphisms 
didn’t affect the risk of autoimmune liver diseases, 3 studies 
[10,15] thought Taq1 is a low-penetrant risk factor for the risk 
of autoimmune liver diseases. Study showed the Apa1, Bsm1 
and Taq1 polymorphisms were in strong linkage disequilibrium 
[25]. But according the previous studies the association between 
the common Bsm1/Apa1/Taq1 haplotypes and VDR function is 
inconsistent [26-28]. Because we could not gain more detailed 
individual information on genotypes of the three polymorphisms 
in this study, we could not process the pooled analysis of linkage 
disequilibrium. More studies should be performed in future to 
uncover the pooled analysis of linkage disequilibrium.

The main purpose of performing the meta-analysis is to improve 
statistical power and obtain more compelling results by increasing 
the sample size. However, this study had some limitations. First, the 
subjects of the study were also small, and the peoples are mixed. 
Second, the controls were not uniformly defined. Third, our study 
was based on unadjusted published estimates, and for this reason 
we were unable to adjust them by possible confounders such as 
age, sun exposure, dietary vitamin D intake. In spite of these, our 
meta-analysis also had some advantages. First, the quality of case–
control studies included in this meta- analysis was satisfactory 
and met our inclusion criterion. Second, we did not detect any 
publication bias indicating that the whole pooled result should be 
unbiased. In summary, this meta-analysis provided evidence of the 
association between VDR (Apa1, Bsm1, and Taq1) polymorphism 
and the risk of autoimmune liver diseases，and indicated that, 
based on current evidence from published studies, Apa1 may be 
a low-penetrant risk factor for autoimmune liver disease. Further 
replication studies in distinct populations will be necessary to 
confirm the ethnic stratification of the association. And more large 
well-designed studies should be on the association between Fok1 
with autoimmune liver diseases. 

Acknowledgment
This work was supported by grants from the Hospital 

Administration Center of Wuxi, China (No. YGZ1016, YGZ1106).

References
1.	 Zhang Y, Li S, He L, Wang F, Chen K, Li J, et al. (2015) Combination therapy 

of fenofibrate and ursodeoxycholic acid in patients with primary biliary 
cirrhosis who respond incompletely to UDCA monotherapy a meta-
analysis. Drug Des Devel Ther 25(9): 2757-2766.

2.	 Hosonuma K, Sato K, Yamazaki Y, Yanagisawa M, Hashizume H, Horiguchi 
N, et al. (2015) A prospective randomized controlled study of long-
term combination therapy using ursodeoxycholic acid and bezafibrate 
in patients with primary biliary cirrhosis and dyslipidemia. Am J 
Gastroenterol 110(3): 423-431.

3.	 Gershwin ME, Mackay IR (2008) The causes of primary biliary cirrhosis 
convenient and inconvenient truths. Hepatology 47(2): 737-745.

4.	 Invernizzi P, Selmi C, Mackay IR, Podda M, Gershwin ME (2005) From 
bases to basis linking genetics to causation in primary biliary cirrhosis. 
Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 3(5): 401-410.

5.	 Nishikawa H, Enomoto H, Iwata Y, Kishino K, Shimono Y, Hasegawa K, 
et al. (2016) B-Cell Activating Factor Belonging to the Tumor Necrosis 
Factor Family and Interferon-γ-Inducible Protein-10 in Autoimmune 
Hepatitis. Medicine (Baltimore) 95(12): e3194.

6.	 Manns MP, Strassburg CP (2001) Autoimmune hepatitis clinical 
challenges. Gastroenterology 120(6): 1502-1507

7.	 Valdivielso, E Fernandez (2006) Vitamin D receptor polymorphisms and 
diseases. Clin Chim Acta 371(1-2): 1-12.

8.	 Simmons JD1, Mullighan C, Welsh KI, Jewell DP (2000) Vitamin D receptor 
gene polymorphism association with Crohn’s disease susceptibility. Gut 
47(2): 211-214.

9.	 Hitchon CA1, Sun Y, Robinson DB, Peschken CA, Bernstein CN, Siminovitch 
KA, et al. (2012) Vitamin D receptor polymorphism rs2228570(Fok1) 
is associated with rheumatoid arthritis in North American natives. J 
Rheumatol 39: 1792-1797.

10.	Vogel A, Strassburg CP, Manns MP (2002) Genetic association of 
vitamin D receptor polymorphisms with primary biliary cirrhosis and 
autoimmune hepatitis. Hepatolog 35(1): 126-131

11.	Halmos B, Szalay F, Cserniczky T, Nemesanszky E, Lakatos P, Barlage S, 
et al. (2000) Association of Primary Biliary Cirrhosis with Vitamin D 
Receptor BsmI Genotype Polymorphism in a Hungarian Population. Dig 
Dis Sci 45(6): 1091-1095.

12.	Lakatos LP, Bajnok E, Hegedus D, Tóth T, Lakatos P (2002) Vitamin D 
receptor, oestrogen receptor-alpha gene and interleukin-1 receptor 
antagonist gene polymorphisms in Hungarian patients with primary 
biliary cirrhosis. Eur J Gastroenterol Hepatol 14(7): 733-740.

13.	Fan L, Tu X, Zhu Y, Zhou L, Pfeiffer T, Feltens R, et al. (2005) Genetic 
association of vitamin D receptor polymorphisms with autoimmune 
hepatitis and primary biliary cirrhosis in the Chinese. J Gastroenterol 
Hepatol 20(2): 249-255.

14.	Tanaka A, Nezu S, Uegaki S, Kikuchi K, Shibuya A, Miyakawa H, et 
al. (2009) Vitamin D receptor polymorphisms are associated with 
increased susceptibility to primary biliary cirrhosis in Japanese and 
Italian populations. J Hepatol 50(6): 1202-1209.

15.	KempińskaPodhorecka A, Wunsch E, Jarowicz T, Raszeja Wyszomirska 
J, Loniewska B, Kaczmarczyk M, et al. (2012) Vitamin D Receptor 
Polymorphisms Predispose to Primary Biliary Cirrhosis and Severity of 
the Disease in Polish Population. Gastroenterol Res Pract 408723.

16.	Little J, Bradley L, Bray MS, Clyne M, Dorman J, et al. (2002) Reporting, 
appraising, and integrating data on genotype prevalence and gene-
disease associations. Am J Epidemiol 156(4): 300-310.

17.	Su MT, Lin SH, Chen YC (2011) Genetic association studies of angiogenesis 
and vasoconstriction related genes in women with recurrent pregnancy 
loss a systematic review and meta-analysis. Hum Reprod Update 17(6): 
803-812.

18.	Zhu GQ, Shi KQ, Huang S, Huang GQ, Lin YQ, et al. (2015) Network meta-
analysis of randomized controlled trials efficacy and safety of UDCA-
based therapies in primary biliary cirrhosis. Medicine (Baltimore) 
94(11): e609.

19.	Mantel N, Haenszel W (1959) Statistical aspects of the analysis of data 
from retrospective studies of disease. J Natl Cancer Inst 22: 719-748.

20.	Gebremedhin EZ, Tadesse G (2015) A meta-analysis of the prevalence of 
Toxoplasma gondii in animals and humans in Ethiopia. Parasit Vectors 
8: 291. 

21.	Dai G, Guo Z, Yang X, Yu B, Li L (2013) Association of 8q24 rs13281615A 
> G polymorphism with breast cancer risk evidence from 40,762 cases 
and 50,380 controls. Mol Biol Rep 40(6): 4065-4073.

http://dx.doi.org/10.26717/BJSTR.2018.09.001815
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26045661
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26045661
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26045661
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26045661
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25732417
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25732417
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25732417
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25732417
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25732417
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18098322
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18098322
https://www.cghjournal.org/article/S1542-3565(04)00678-0/fulltext
https://www.cghjournal.org/article/S1542-3565(04)00678-0/fulltext
https://www.cghjournal.org/article/S1542-3565(04)00678-0/fulltext
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27015216
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27015216
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27015216
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27015216
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11313321
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11313321
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16563362
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16563362
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10896912
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10896912
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10896912
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22859341
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22859341
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22859341
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22859341
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11786968
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11786968
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11786968
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10877221
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10877221
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10877221
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10877221
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12169981
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12169981
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12169981
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12169981
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15683428
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15683428
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15683428
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15683428
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19376604
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19376604
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19376604
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19376604
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22690210
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22690210
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22690210
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22690210
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12181099
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12181099
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12181099
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21642294
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21642294
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21642294
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21642294
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25789951
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25789951
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25789951
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25789951
https://academic.oup.com/jnci/article-abstract/22/4/719/900746?redirectedFrom=PDF
https://academic.oup.com/jnci/article-abstract/22/4/719/900746?redirectedFrom=PDF
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4449589/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4449589/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4449589/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23292077
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23292077
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23292077


Biomedical Journal of Scientific & Technical Research Volume 9- Issue 3: 2018 

Cite this article: Xiaoguang W, Xiaodan Y, Fei C, Wei C, Zheng xiang Z. Polymorphisms in the Vitamin D Receptor Gene and Risk of Autoimmune 
Liver Diseases: A Meta-Analysis. Biomed J Sci&Tech Res 9(3)-2018. BJSTR. MS.ID.001815. DOI: 10.26717/ BJSTR.2018.09.001815. 7210

22.	Wang Y, Chu X, Meng X, Zou F (2014) Association of TGF-β1 -509C/T 
polymorphisms with breast cancer risk evidence from an updated meta-
analysis. Tumour Biol 35: 935-942.

23.	Provvedini DM, Tsoukas CD, Deftos LJ, Manolagas SC (1983) 1,25- 
dihydroxyvitamin D3 receptors in human leukocytes. Science 
221(4616): 1181-1183.

24.	Smolders J, Peelen E, Thewissen M, Menheere P, Tervaert JW, et al. (2009) 
The relevance of vitamin D receptor gene polymorphisms for vitamin D 
research in multiple sclerosis. Autoimmune REV 8(7): 621-626.

25.	Uitterlinden AG, Fang Y, Van Meurs JB, Pols HA, Van Leeuwen JP (2004) 
Genetics and biology of vitamin D receptor polymorphisms. Gene 
338(2): 143-156.

26.	Morrison NA, Qi JC, Tokita A, Kelly PJ, Crofts L, et al. (1994) Prediction 
of bone density from vitamin D receptor alleles. Nature 367: 284-287.

27.	Beaumont M, Bennett AJ, White DA (1998) Allelic differences in the 3 
untranslated region of the vitamin D receptor gene affect mRNA levels in 
bone cells. Osteoporos Int 8: 37.

28.	Kremer R, Bolivar I, Goltzman D, Hendy GN (1989) Influence of 
calcium and 1,25-dihydroxycholecalciferol on proliferation and proto-
oncogene expression in primary cultures of bovine para thyroid cells. 
Endocrinology 125(2): 935-941.

Submission Link: https://biomedres.us/submit-manuscript.php

Assets of Publishing with us

•	 Global archiving of articles

•	 Immediate, unrestricted online access

•	 Rigorous Peer Review Process

•	 Authors Retain Copyrights

•	 Unique DOI for all articles

https://biomedres.us/

This work is licensed under Creative
Commons Attribution 4.0 License

ISSN: 2574-1241
DOI: 10.26717/BJSTR.2018.09.001815	

Zheng Xiang Zhong, Wei Chen. Biomed J Sci & Tech Res

http://dx.doi.org/10.26717/BJSTR.2018.09.001815
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0042899
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0042899
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0042899
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6310748
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6310748
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6310748
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19393206
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19393206
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19393206
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15315818
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15315818
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15315818
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8161378
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8161378
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2502380
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2502380
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2502380
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2502380
https://biomedres.us/submit-manuscript.php
https://biomedres.us/
http://dx.doi.org/10.26717/BJSTR.2018.09.001815

	Polymorphisms in the Vitamin D Receptor Gene and Risk
of Autoimmune Liver Diseases: A Meta-Analysis

	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Methods
	Publication Search and Identification of Eligible Studies
	Data Extraction
	Quality Assessment
	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Studies Characteristics 
	Bsm1 (rs1544410) Polymorphism 
	Taq1 (rs731-236) Polymorphism
	FokI (rs10735810) Polymorphism
	Sensitivity Analysis
	Publication Bias

	Discussion
	Acknowledgment
	References
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	Table 4
	Table 5
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	Figure 4
	Figure 5
	Figure 6

