
Publications of the University of Eastern Finland

Dissertations in Health Sciences

isbn 978-952-61-0658-8

Publications of the University of Eastern Finland
Dissertations in Health Sciences
d

issertatio
n

s | 0
9

9 | A
d

etu
n

ji T
. T

o
r

io
la | A

lcoh
ol an

d C
an

cer A
m

on
g M

en
: P

ublic H
ealth Im

p
act an

d P
ersp

ectives

Adetunji T. Toriola
Alcohol and Cancer 

Among Men
Public Health Impact and Perspectives Adetunji T. Toriola

Alcohol and Cancer 
Among Men
Public Health Impact and Perspectives

About 7% of cancer cases within this 

cohort of men from Eastern Finland 

could be attributable to alcohol 

consumption. For colorectal cancer, 

men who consumed the most alcohol 

had a 3.5-fold increased risk.

Smoking and moderate alcohol 

consumption cause more cancer than 

either would cause independently 

and smoking confounds the 

association between binge drinking 

and lung cancer risk.

Public health plans to reduce cancer 

burden in Finland will need to 

incorporate strategies to reduce 

alcohol consumption, probably 

beyond the present recommended 

levels.

brought to you by COREView metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk

provided by UEF Electronic Publications

https://core.ac.uk/display/15169035?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1


ADETUNJI T. TORIOLA

Alcohol and cancer among men: 

Public health impact and 

perspectives 

To be presented by permission of the Faculty of Health Sciences, University of Eastern 
Finland for public examination in ML-1 hall, Medistudia, Kuopio, on  Friday March 16th 2012, 

at 12 noon 

Publications of the University of Eastern Finland 
 Dissertations in Health Sciences  

Number 99 

 
Institute of Public Health and Clinical Nutrition, Faculty of Health Sciences,  

University of Eastern Finland 
Kuopio 

2012 



I

Kopijyva Oy, Kuopio, 2012 
 

Series Editors:  
Professor Veli-Matti Kosma, M.D., Ph.D. 
Institute of Clinical Medicine, Pathology 

Faculty of Health Sciences 
 

Professor Hannele Turunen, Ph.D. 
Department of Nursing Science 

Faculty of Health Sciences 
 

Professor Olli Gröhn, Ph.D. 
A.I. Virtanen Institute for Molecular Sciences 

Faculty of Health Sciences 
 

Distributor:  
University of Eastern Finland 

Kuopio Campus Library 
P.O.Box 1627 

FI-70211 Kuopio, Finland 
http://www.uef.fi/kirjasto 

 
ISBN: 978-952-61-0658-8 (nid.) 

ISSNL: 1798-5706 
ISSN: 1798-5706 

ISBN: 978-952-61-0700-4 (PDF) 
ISSN: 1798-5714 (PDF) 



II

Author’s address:       Institute of Public Health and Clinical Nutrition 
  University of Eastern Finland 

KUOPIO 
FINLAND 

 
Supervisors: Professor Jussi Kauhanen, MD, Ph.D. 

Institute of Public Health and Clinical Nutrition  
University of Eastern Finland 
KUOPIO 
FINLAND 
 
Docent Jari Laukkanen, MD, Ph.D. 
Institute of Public Health and Clinical Nutrition  
University of Eastern Finland 
KUOPIO 
FINLAND 
 
Dr. Sudhir Kurl, MD 
Institute of Public Health and Clinical Nutrition  
University of Eastern Finland 
KUOPIO 
FINLAND 
 

Reviewers: Docent Pia Mäkelä, Ph.D 
Department Of Alcohol, Drugs and Addiction 
National Institute for Health and Welfare 
HELSINKI 
FINLAND 
 
Docent Solja Niemelä, Ph.D 
Department of Psychiatry 
University of Turku 
TURKU 
FINLAND 
 
 

 
Opponent: Professor Hannu Alho, Ph.D. 

Research Unit of Substance Abuse Medicine 
University of Helsinki 
HELSINKI 
FINLAND 

 



III

Adetunji T. Toriola 
Alcohol and cancer among men: public health impact and perspectives 
University of Eastern Finland, Faculty of Health Sciences, 2012 
Publications of the University of Eastern Finland. Dissertations in Health Sciences number 99, 2012. 105 
pages. 
 
ISBN: 978-952-61-0658-8 (nid.) 
ISSNL: 1798-5706 
ISSN: 1798-5706 
ISBN: 978-952-61-0700-4 (PDF) 
ISSN: 1798-5714 (PDF) 



IV

 

 

 

 

If drinking is interfering with your work, you're probably a heavy drinker. If work is 

interfering with your drinking, you're probably an alcoholic. ~Author Unknown 
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ABSTRACT: ALCOHOL AND CANCER AMONG MEN: PUBLIC HEALTH 

IMPACT AND PERSPECTIVES

As many as 2 billion people worldwide consume alcohol. Alcohol consumption has been 

shown to be associated with a variety of positive and negative health outcomes.  

According to the World Health Organization (WHO), the short and long term negative 

health effects of alcohol far outweigh the positive health effects. Cancers, especially 

cancers of the upper aero digestive tract (UADT) are among the long term negative health 

consequences of alcohol intake, but recent studies have shown that other cancer sites may 

also be causally related to alcohol consumption. Since alcohol consumption volume and 

patterns vary in different parts of the world, alcohol-related morbidity and mortality also 

follow a similar pattern. The aim of this thesis is to investigate the relationship between 

alcohol consumption and risk of specific and total cancer among men from Eastern 

Finland who have been prospectively followed for more than 16 years. 

 

In the first study, we investigated the association between alcohol consumption and 

colorectal cancer. The mean age of the men at the time of baseline examination was 53 

years. Over a follow-up period of 16.7 years, there were 59 cases of colorectal cancer. The 

cohort was divided into five based on the volume of alcohol consumed. Men within the 

highest quintile of alcohol consumption (> 115g/week) had a median weekly alcohol intake 

of 198.8g. Men within the 5th quintile of alcohol consumption had significantly higher risk 

of colorectal cancer compared to men within the 1st quintile in both the crude (relative risk, 

RR 4.4, 95%CI 1.6-11.9) and multivariate (RR 3.5, 95%CI 1.2-9.8, p-value 0.02) adjusted 

analyses and the point estimates were not different in sensitivity analyses excluding the 

first two years of follow-up. 

  

In the second study, we explored the possible relationship between pattern of drinking 

and the risk of lung cancer. A total of 621 men (27% of study population) were binge 

drinkers. There were 65 lung cancer cases, 27 among binge drinkers and 38 among non-
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binge drinkers during a follow-up period of 16.7 years. Binge drinking was not associated 

with an increased risk of lung cancer among non-smokers (RR 1.49, 95%CI 0.88-2.56) but 

among smokers, binge drinking was associated with a significantly increased risk of lung 

cancer. The RR associated with binge drinking was 1.70 (95%CI 1.61-4.53) among men who 

smoked 1-19 cigarettes/day and 2.24 (95%CI 1.29-3.80) among men ���� ����	
� ��
�

cigarettes/day. Thus, smoking is likely to confound the relationship between binge 

drinking and lung cancer, and may totally explain it. An important limitation of this study 

is the fact that we used a composite measure of binge drinking and not a real measure as 

determined by response from participants; hence there may be misclassification of binge 

drinking. 

 

We examined the relationship between alcohol consumption and total cancer in the third 

study. In the multivariate adjusted model, men within the highest quintile of alcohol 

consumption (> 115g/day) had a 42% (RR 1.42 95%CI 1.07-1.88) higher risk of cancer 

compared to men within the lowest quintile. We estimated that about 7% of the cancer 

cases in this cohort are attributable to alcohol consumption. 

 

In the fourth study, we investigated whether moderate alcohol consumption has any effect 

on cancer and cancer mortality beyond that observed for smoking. We observed that 

smoking is an independent risk factor for cancer and cancer mortality. Moderate alcohol 

consumption had an effect on cancer and cancer mortality beyond the effect of smoking 

alone. Smokers had a 1.8-fold (95%CI 1.40-2.39) increased risk of having cancer while 

smokers who consumed moderate alcohol had a 2.3-fold (95% CI 1.86-2.92) increased risk. 

For cancer mortality, the corresponding relative risks were 2.34 (95%CI 1.58-3.47) and 2.89 

(96%CI 2.07-4.04), respectively.  

 

Keywords: Alcohol, cancer, cancer mortality, colorectal cancer, lung cancer, public health, 

smoking 
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1 INTRODUCTION 
Cancer is a very debilitating disease caused by genetic and environmental factors. Even 

though environmental factors contribute much more to carcinogenesis than the genetic 

factors, the precise nature and mechanisms of the environmental factors have not been 

fully elucidated.  Acknowledged, however, is the fact that certain lifestyle habits can 

initiate and promote cancers at different parts of the body with particular predilection for 

certain organs. An important insight into the role of lifestyle factors in the etiology of 

cancer is the temporal and geographic variations in the incidence of many cancers. This 

has enabled epidemiologic and public health studies to determine factors associated with 

those temporal and geographical variations and risk of cancers 

 

Among the prevalent lifestyle habits believed to be causally related to cancer is alcohol 

consumption. The relationship between alcohol consumption and cancers in specific sites 

has been studied but there are still controversies on the presumed association for many 

sites. Many previous studies have been retrospective case-control studies with the bias 

inherent in such study design and only recently have results from prospective 

epidemiological studies less inherent likelihood for bias been published.  

 

The unique cohort of the Kuopio Ischaemic Heart Disease Risk (KIHD) Factor Study with 

its lengthy and complete follow-up, precise ascertainment of cancers and other 

confounding factors offer a good opportunity to determine the association between 

alcohol consumption and cancer risk and to quantify the impact of alcohol consumption 

on risk of cancer among a well defined population group 
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2 LITERATURE REVIEW 

2.1 GLOBAL BURDEN OF CANCER AND GEOGRAPHICAL VARIATION IN 

CANCER INCIDENCE AND MORTALITY

Cancer is a significant cause of morbidity and mortality worldwide and its incidence 

continues to increase over time. In 2002, there were 10.9 million new cancer cases and 6.7 

million cancer deaths (Ferlay et al. 2010). By 2008, the annual number of new cancer cases 

had increased to 12.7 million with a corresponding increase in the number of cancer 

deaths to 7.6million (Ferlay  et al.. 2010).  At present, cancer is the 3rd leading cause of 

death worldwide with wide ranging differences in various parts of the world (American 

Cancer Society 2007). If present trends are maintained, it has been predicted that there will 

be 26 million new cancer cases and 17 million cancer deaths annually by the year 2030, 

when it is expected to be the leading cause of death (WHO 2007, IARC 2008, Thun  et al.. 

2010). 

 

Among men, the global age-standardized incidence rate (ASR) of cancer is 204.4/100,000 

with higher rates encountered in developed regions (301.1/100,000) compared to 

developing regions (160.3/100,000) (Ferlay  et al. 2010). The highest ASR’s are found in 

Australia and New Zealand (356.8/100,000) closely followed by Western Europe 

(337.4/100,000), Northern America (334/100,000) and Northern Europe (303.5/100,000) 

(Figure 1). The regions of the world with the lowest ASR’s are Middle Africa 

(88.1/100,000), Western Africa (92.0/100,000) and South-Central Asia (99.7/100,000) (Ferlay 

et al. 2010). Patterns for mortality rates are less disparate. Globally, the ASR for cancer 

mortality is 128.8/100,000 (143.9/100,000 in developed regions and 119.3/100,000 in 

developing regions). However, while Middle Africa still has the lowest ASR for cancer 

mortality (78.5/100,000), Southern Africa has the highest ASR (172.1/100,000) (Ferlay et al. 

2010). 
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Cancer rates are lower among women. The female: male sex ratio for cancer incidence is 

1:1.24 while for cancer mortality, it is 1:1.47 (Ferlay et al. 2010). The female: male sex ratio 

for cancer mortality is higher because cancers with high fatality (lung, stomach, liver and 

esophagus) are more common among men compared to women (Parkin et al. 2002, Ferlay 

et al. 2010, Ferlay et al. 2010). The same pattern with regards to ASR of cancers observed 

among men is noted among women. The highest ASR for cancer incidence are observed in 

Australia/New Zealand (276.4/100,000), Northern America (274.4/100,000) and Western 

(250.9/100,000) and Northern Europe (249.4/100,000) and the lowest are observed in 

Middle (96.7/100,000) and Northern (98.8/100,000) Africa. While Southern Africa still has 

the highest ASR for cancer mortality among women, (108.1/100,000), Northern Africa has 

the lowest (68.2/100,000) (Ferlay et al. 2010)  

 

Among men and women, the five most incident cancer types are cancers of the lung (1.6 

million cases, 12.7% of total), breast (1.38 million cases) colorectum (1.2 million cases), 

stomach (990,000 cases) and prostate (913,000 cases) (Parkin et al. 2002, Ferlay et al. 2010, 

Jemal  2010) (Figure 2). The sex-specific distribution differs depending on what region of 

the world it is, reflecting the importance of environmental factors at play in the different 

regions. In developed regions of the world, the five most incident cancer types among men 

are prostate, lung, colorectal, bladder and stomach cancers while in the developing 

regions, the five most incident cancers types are lung, stomach, liver, colorectal and 

esophageal cancers (Parkin et al. 2002, Ferlay et al. 2010). With regards to mortality, the 

five cancers that cause the highest number of deaths are lung, liver, stomach, colorectal 

and esophageal cancers (Parkin et al. 2002, Ferlay et al. 2010) (Figure 3).  

 

Among women, breast cancer is by far the most incident type of cancer both in the 

developed and developing regions accounting for 1.38 million cases annually (10.9% 

cancer cases among women) (Ferlay et al. 2010). In developed regions, colorectal, lung, 
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corpus uteri and stomach cancers make the top five while in the developing regions, 

cervix uteri, lung, stomach and colorectal cancers complete the top five. Likewise, breast 

cancer accounts for the highest number of cancer deaths among women worldwide (Ferlay 

et al. 2010). 
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2.2 DESCRIPTIVE EPIDEMIOLOGY OF THE FIVE MOST INCIDENT 

CANCER TYPES AMONG MEN

2.2.1 Lung cancer 

With 1.1 million cases yearly, lung cancer accounts for 16.5% of cancers among men 

worldwide (Ferlay et al. 2010) (Figure 4). The highest rates are found in Europe especially 

Central and Eastern Europe and the lowest rates are found in Western and Middle Africa. 

It has a very high fatality rate, ranging from 0.80 to 0.86 in different parts of the world 

(Ferlay et al. 2010). The 5-year survival rate ranges from 49% to as little as 2% depending 

on the stage at diagnosis (Ries et al. 2005).  

 

Cigarette smoking is the most important etiological risk factor for lung cancer with 

smokers having between 15 to 30-fold increased risk compared to non-smokers (Doll and 

Hill 1950, Levin et al. 1950, Alberg et al. 2007, Sasco et al. 2004, Freedman et al. 2008). Even 

though, tobacco consumption dates back to many centuries, lung cancer rates were 

relatively lower at the beginning of the 20th century (Alberg et al. 2007). The increased 

rates have been markedly associated with changing patterns, types and extent of cigarette 

consumption. The introduction of manufactured cigarettes with its additive properties and 

sustained delivery of carcinogens to the lungs has been one of the major reasons for the 

epidemic of lung cancer (Alberg et al. 2007). Tobacco smoke contains more than 4000 

chemicals of which at least 50 are classified as carcinogens (Tobacco Atlas 2008). There is a 

marked dose-response relationship between cigarette smoking and lung cancer incidence, 

with risks increasing with amount smoked per day and the duration of smoking (Doll and 

Peto 1978, Peto 1986). Other forms of smoking such as cigar and pipe are also associated 

with increased risks of lung cancer but the magnitude is lower than that caused by 

cigarette because the frequency of smoking and depth of inhalation of these other forms 

are less than that of cigarette (Boffetta et al. 1999). Other factors associated with increased 

risk include genetic susceptibility, aging, and exposure to environmental and occupational 
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insults such as asbestos, chromates, chloromethyl ethers, polycyclic aromatic 

hydrocarbons, radon progeny, and air pollution (Doll 1955, Lemen et al. 1980, Doll and 

Peto 1981, Lubin et al. 1995, Darby et al. 2005, Matakidou et al. 2005, Alberg et al. 2007). 

Low socio-economic status, with its constellation of many unfavorable risk factors such as 

poor diet, smoking and exposure to occupational carcinogens is also a risk factor for lung 

cancer incidence and mortality (Mao et al. 2001, Li and Yu 2002). Of note also is the 

multiplicative action between cigarette smoking and the environmental insults in 

increasing lung cancer risk (Hammond et al. 1979, Lubin et al. 1995). 

 

Increased physical activity and high intake of vegetables and fruits are suspected to be 

possible protective factors and the impact of micronutrients and anti-oxidants in foods in 

lung cancer prevention are still being investigated (Lee et al. 1999, Neuhouser et al. 2003, 

Miller et al. 2004, World Cancer Report 2008 Leitzman et al. 2009)  

 

2.2.2 Prostate cancer 

Prostate cancer accounts for 13.8% of all cancer cases among men (913,000 cases annually); 

it is the second most common cancer among men and the sixth leading cause of cancer 

death among men (Ferlay et al. 2010). Most cases of prostate cancer occur in the developed 

countries largely due to widespread adoption of prostate specific antigen (PSA) testing 

which has led to the cancer being diagnosed at an earlier stage and in younger men (Ferlay 

et al. 2010).  

 

Incidence of prostate cancer increases with age (Hass and Sakr 1997, American Cancer 

Society 2003). In the United States of America (USA) more than 70% of the cases are 

diagnosed after the age of 65 years and the probability of developing prostate cancer 

increases from 1 in 45 for men aged between 40 and 59 years to 1 in 7 among men aged 60 

to 79 years (American Cancer Society 2003). However, the histological evidence from 

autopsy suggests that the possibility of developing prostate cancer may be higher than 
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that seen in clinical practice (Carter et al. 1990). As many as 20% of men aged 50 to 60 

years may have histological evidence of prostate cancer, rising to 50% among those aged 

70 to 80 years (Carter et al. 1990).  

 

There appears to be a strong familial risk to developing prostate cancer. Risk increases 

among men with a family history of prostate cancer especially an affected father or brother 

(Steiberg et al. 1990, Bratt 2002). Men with a family history of prostate cancer also tend to 

be diagnosed at an earlier age and a sizeable proportion of cases occurring before the age 

of fifty-five have an hereditary component (Carter et al. 1992, Bratt 2002).  

 

The role of environmental factors in the aetiology of prostate cancer is obvious from 

immigration studies which have shown that the risk of prostate cancer among immigrants 

from low risk groups approaches that of their high risk host communities in a few 

generations (Shimizu et al. 1991, Crawford 2003). Diet has been implicated among the 

environmental factors. Whereas higher intake of saturated fat and meat are thought to be 

associated with higher risks of prostate cancer (Giovannucci et al. 1993), higher intakes of 

vegetables and diets rich in lycopene selenium, vitamin D, isoflavone are suspected to be 

protective but have not been fully confirmed in epidemiological studies (Giovannucci 

2002, Vogts et al. 2003, Gilbert et al., Hollick et al. 2007, Kristal et al. 2010). 

 

Since the growth of the prostate is under androgen control, it is believed that androgens 

may play a role in prostate carcinogenesis (Crawford 2003). This is further supported by 

evidence that androgenic blockade with 5�-reductase inhibitors is effective in treating 

benign prostatic hypertrophy (BPH) and androgen ablation is effective in treating 

advanced prostate cancer (Crawford 2003). However, epidemiological studies that have 

measured plasma testosterone prospectively before prostate cancer diagnosis have not 

convincingly linked pre-diagnostic serum testosterone levels with increased risk of 

prostate cancer (Hsing 2001, Parsons et al. 2005).  
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2.2.3 Colorectal cancer 

With 663,000 cases annually, colorectal cancer accounts for 10% of all cancer cases among 

men and is the third most incident cancer among men worldwide (Ferlay et al. 2010). 

Incidence rates vary substantially worldwide with a 10-fold difference in incidence rates 

observed in different parts of the world (Ferlay et al. 2010, Jemal et al. 2010). The highest 

incidence rates are noted in the developed countries, especially Western Europe and 

Australia/New Zealand and the age standardized incidence rate among men is about 40% 

higher compared to women (Ferlay et al. 2010). Contrasting trends in incidence rates are 

being observed in areas that were traditionally low risk and those that were traditionally 

high risk. In some historical high risk areas such as the USA, incidence rates are stabilizing 

or even declining but in previously low risk areas such as Japan and Eastern European 

countries, the incidence rates are increasing in such a way that the peak rates observed in 

the Czech Republic and Japan have exceeded the peak rates observed in the traditionally 

high risk countries such as the USA and Australia (Center et al. 2009). The increase in 

incidence in the previously low risk countries has been mainly attributed to the adoption 

of dietary and lifestyle factors associated with westernization (Center et al. 2009). 

Likewise, while colorectal cancer mortality is decreasing in many developed countries 

mainly due to early detection from improved screening, and improved treatment, the 

situation is not the same in many developing countries (Sant et al. 2001, Center et al. 2009, 

Edwards et al. 2010). The 5-year survival rates approach 60% in the developed regions 

while it is lower than 42% in most developing regions (Coleman et al. 2008, 

Sankaranarayanan et al. 2010). 

 

Colorectal carcinogenesis usually follows the multi-step adenoma to carcinoma sequence 

which takes between 10 to 15 years to fully ensue and during this period, a combination of 

genetic and environmental factors act together to promote it (Ullman and Itzkowitz 2011).  

Among the various dietary factors associated with increased risk of colorectal 

carcinogenesis are high intakes of animal fat, alcohol consumption, low intake of dietary 
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fiber, vegetables and fruits and folate (Armstrong and Doll 1975, Willet et al. 1990, 

Bingham et al. 2005, Koushik et al. 2007, World Cancer Report 2008, Key 2011). While a 

high level of physical activity, especially of moderate intensity have been found to be 

associated with lower risk of colorectal cancer, high body mass index (BMI) has been 

associated with increased risk (Wolin et al. 2009, Harris et al. 2009). The possible protective 

role of hormones and anti-inflammatory drugs are also being exploited as results from 

experimental and epidemiological studies have shown over time that non-steroidal anti-

inflammatory drugs and in women, hormone replacement therapy are associated with 

reduced risk (Flossmann et al. 2007, Grau et al. 2009, Rennert et al. 2009).  

2.2.4 Stomach cancer 

Stomach cancer is the fourth leading cause of cancer and the second leading cause of 

cancer death among men (Ferlay et al. 2010). These figures represent an improvement in 

stomach cancer epidemiology compared to figures over 35 years ago when it was the most 

common cause of cancer worldwide (Parkin et al. 1984). Anatomically, stomach cancers 

are classified as cardia and non-cardia cancers. The non-cardia cancers constitute about 

90% of cases, hence risk factors associated with the non-cardia cancers dominate the risk 

factor profiles for stomach cancers (Crew and Neuget 2006, Jemal et al. 2010). More than 

70% of stomach cancer cases occur in developing countries with East Asia especially China 

contributing as much as 42% of the cases (Brenner et al. 2009, Ferlay et al. 2010). The 

geographical differences in the incidence rates are thought to be mainly due to differences 

in the prevalence of Helicobacter pylori infection which is thought to account for as much 

as 60% of all cases of non-cardia cancers (Uemura et al. 2001. Likewise, decrease in the 

incidence of non-cardia cancers in developing countries is thought to be due to decrease in 

the prevalence of H. pylori as a result of reduced transmission in childhood following 

improved sanitation and improvements in the preservation and storage of food (Howson 

et al. 1986, Roosendaal et al. 1997, Crew and Neugut 2006, Shibata and Parsonnet 2006). 

Given that H. pylori infection is an ubiquitous infection and up to half of the world 
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population must have been infected at one time or another (Marshall and Warren 1984, 

Rothenbacher and Brenner 2003), other risk factors such as genetic susceptibility among 

infected individuals must be at play. Other established risk factors for non-cardia stomach 

cancers are smoking, low socio-economic status, intake of processed meat, intake of salty 

and smoked food and low intake of fruits and vegetables (Gonzalez et al. 2003, Gonzalez 

et al. 2006, Crew and Neugut 2006, Brenner et al. 2009).  

 

In contrast to the non-cardia cancers, incidence rates for cardia cancers have either 

remained stagnant or increased over time (Botterweck et al. 2000, Crew and Neugut 2006, 

Brenner et al. 2009, Jemal et al. 2010). Major risk factors are smoking, gastro-oesophageal 

reflux disease, pernicious anemia and obesity (Hsing et al. 1993, Calle et al. 2003, El-Sareg 

et al. 2007). The relationship between H. pylori infection and the risk of non-cardia cancers 

is, however, not clear.

2.2.5 Liver Cancer 

Liver cancer is the fifth most common cancer among men accounting for 7.9% of all cancer 

cases in men (Ferlay et al. 2010, Jemal et al. 2011). Men have a higher risk of developing 

liver cancer compared to women; the male to female sex ratio is 2.4 (Ferlay et al. 2010). As 

many as 85% of all cases occur in the developing countries and as much as a 40-fold 

difference in incidence rates are observed between low and high incidence areas (Ferlay et 

al. 2010, Jemal et al. 2010). The highest rates are found in Asia, Western and Central Africa 

and the lowest rates in Europe and North America. The most important denominator for 

the wide ranging differences in incidence between the developed and the developing 

countries is infection with hepatitis B virus (HBV) and hepatitis C virus (HCV) (Parkin 

2006, Perz et al. 2006). Chronic infection with these two viruses accounts for 78% of liver 

cancer mortality worldwide which can rise to 90% in specific populations (Parkin 2006, 

Perz et al. 2006, London and McGlynn 2006).  
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While liver cancer rates have been decreasing in some Asian and Southern European 

countries, it has been increasing in some parts of Europe and the USA (Perz et al. 2006, 

Parkin 2002). The decrease in incidence rates in the Asian countries is mainly due to 

reduction in HBV infection during childhood as a result of better sanitary conditions and 

hepatitis B immunization programs while the decrease in Southern Europe is mainly due 

to screening of blood products for HBV and HCV infections, reductions in alcohol 

consumption in some areas (Bosch et al. 2004, Bosetti et al. 2008). On the contrary, 

increasing incidence rates are seen in many countries such as the USA because of HCV 

infection from injecting drug use (Bosch et al. 2004, Bosetti et al. 2008).  

 

The other risk factors for liver cancer include dietary aflatoxins, alcoholic liver disease, 

steatosis, hemochromatosis, obesity and smoking (Bosetti et al. 2008). Most of these other 

factors have multiplicative effects in the presence of chronic HBV or HCV infections 

(Bosch et al. 2004, WHO 2008). The most important preventive measure for liver cancer is 

vaccination with the HBV vaccine and it is part of the routine national childhood 

immunization in many countries (WHO 2004). However, there is no vaccination against 

HCV as yet, thus the most important preventive efforts against HCV infection are proper 

screening of blood and other donor organs, establishment of ample infection control 

practices during medical and surgical procedures (Jemal et al. 2010, Bosetti et al. 2008).  

 

2.3 RISK FACTORS FOR CANCER

Cancer is a multistage process characterized by uncontrolled cellular growth resulting 

from changes in genetic information of cells (Nowell 1974, WHO 2008). In normal 

situations, cellular division, differentiation and death are careful regulated and damaged 

cells are removed through apoptosis but when the damaged or abnormal cells escape from 

the inherent growth control, the groundwork for carcinogenesis is laid (WHO 2008). When 



16

a normal cell is transformed into a cancerous cell, its phenotypic characteristics change 

from that of the parent cell (WHO 2008).  

 

The changes in genetic information of the cells are usually accumulated over a long period 

of time and most cancers only manifest clinically many years after the initial DNA damage 

(Bishop 1991, WHO 2008). The DNA damage leading to cancerous transformations can be 

caused by endogenous or exogenous causes or a combination of the two (WHO 2008). 

Both endogenous and exogenous causes can interact with each other to increase or 

decrease cancer risk, they can also modify the actions of each other or act in a 

multiplicative fashion to increase risk of cancer (Ponder 2001, WHO 2008).  

 

2.3.1 Endogenous causes 

Age: Aging is associated with many genetic and epigenetic changes such as; decline in 

tissue repair capacity, increasing level of genomic abnormalities, telomere dysfunction and 

altered stromal milieu, all of which influence the risk of developing cancer (Curtis and 

Crowley 1963, Moriwaski et al. 1996, DePinho 2000). Cumulative lifetime exposure to 

DNA damaging agents from various sources leads to increase in somatic mutations in cells 

and tissues (DePinho 2000, WHO 2008). Cancer incidence rises exponentially in the final 

decades of life resulting in a lifetime risk of 1 in 2 for men and 1 in 3 for women (American 

Cancer Society 2000). One of the driving forces for increasing cancer burden is the 

increasing age of populations, both in developed and developing countries and it is 

presently estimated that the number of people age 65 years and above will increase 

worldwide from 418 million in 2000 to 1.36 billion in 2050 and since almost half of cancer 

cases are diagnosed among people older than 65 years, a corresponding increase in 

number of cancer cases is expected (Bray et al. 2006).  

 

Genetic changes: These can be inherited or acquired (Ponder 2001). Inherited genetic 

changes are mutations in single genes passed on from parents to their offsprings and such 
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germline mutations are responsible for only a small proportion of cancers (WHO 2008). 

Individuals with such germline mutations, especially when they occur in the tumor 

suppressor genes, are predisposed to developing cancer at an earlier age compared to the 

general population (WHO 2008). Acquired genetic changes (somatic) arise from exposure 

to carcinogens which damage an individual’s genetic make-up (Ponder 2001).  

 

Other endogenous causes of cancer include:  

(i) Oxidative stress from reactive oxygen species lead to DNA damage. Normally, the 

body has several mechanisms for dealing with and repairing the oxidative damage caused 

by the reactive oxygen species but when the body’s repair mechanisms are overwhelmed, 

the result is an accumulation of DNA damage eventually leading to carcinogenic changes 

(Esme et al. 2008, WHO 2008, Lawless et al. 2010).  

(ii) Chronic inflammation: chronic inflammation leading to cancer can arise from either an 

extrinsic or intrinsic pathway but whatever pathway is involved; the consequence is 

sustained activation of transcription factors such as nuclear factor-��� ���-���� ��
�

hypoxia-��
�����	��������!���"#$!�� (Coussens and Werb 2002, Karin 2006, Montavani et 

al. 2008). These transcription factors stimulate the production and recruitment of 

inflammatory factors and cytokines ultimately resulting in a cancer-related inflammatory 

micro-environment with increased cell proliferation, cell survival, angiogenesis, tumor-cell 

migration, inhibition of adaptive immunity (Montavani et al. 2008).   

 

2.3.2 Exogenous causes 

There are many exogenous causes of cancer and many are still yet to be characterized 

(WHO 2008). The exogenous causes usually have predilections for specific organ systems 

but some may have multi-systemic manifestations. Thus, the geographical distributions of 

many cancers reflect the prevalence of these risk factors within their populations. The risk 

factors range from addictive substances such as tobacco and alcohol, to diet, physical 

inactivity, obesity, sexual and reproductive health factors, environmental and 
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occupational risks such as air pollution, indoor smoke from solid fuels, aromatic amines, 

radiation, polychlorinated biphenyls etc. (Ezzati et al. 2005, Clapp et al. 2008).  

 

2.3.2.1 Smoking 

Tobacco use is the largest preventable cause of cancer and cancer mortality worldwide 

(Thun et al. 2010). As many as fifteen different cancers and cancer subtypes are known to 

be causally related to smoking, because constituents of tobacco smoke are multi-systemic 

carcinogens (IARC 2004, Thun et al. 2010). The cancer most causally related to smoking is 

lung cancer where the average relative risk (RR) among smokers in several studies range 

from 15 to 30 (Sasco et al. 2004) while lower relative risks (RR 1.5-2.5) have been reported 

in connection with cancers of the stomach, liver, kidney and upper aero-digestive tracts 

(Sasco et al. 2004). 

 

 It is estimated that while smoking causes 25% of all cancers and 32% of cancer deaths 

among men, it causes 4% of cancers and 8% of cancer deaths among women (Ezzati et al. 

2005, Stewart and Kleihues 2003). The burden of cancer attributable to smoking differs 

between world regions also. In the developed regions, smoking causes 29% of cancer 

deaths while in developing regions, it is responsible for 16% of cancer deaths. The 

disparity in proportion of cancer deaths between developed and developing regions is 

believed to be due to the much longer history of smoking in the developed regions (Ezzati 

et al. 2005).  

 

Since the first cigarette machines were invented in 1881, global cigarette consumption has 

been increasing over time (Tobacco atlas 2008). There are approximately 1.3 billion 

smokers in the world today and if present smoking trends continue, there will be 2 billion 

smokers in the world by the year 2030 (Tobacco atlas 2008). This is mainly fuelled by 

increasing uptake of smoking among young people in developing and emerging 

economies. According to estimates, 12 million cigarettes were smoked every minute in 



19

2010 (Tobacco atlas 2008). While the smoking epidemic has peaked in many developed 

countries and is on a slow decline in many, especially among educated people, the 

epidemic appears to be increasing in developing countries. In 1965, 52% of men in the 

USA and 61% of men in the United Kingdom (UK) smoked but by 2007, this had reduced 

to 23% in both countries. Comparatively, nearly 60% of Chinese men presently smoke and 

China consumes about 37% of the world’s cigarettes. The prevalence of smoking is 

however, highest in Eastern Europe and Central Asia and lowest in Africa and Middle 

East.  

 

Apart from cigarette, the other major forms of tobacco are cigars, pipes, waterpipes and 

bidis (Tobacco atlas 2008). Even though, less consumed than cigarette, cigar and pipe 

smoking have also been found to be associated with increased risk of lung and upper 

aerodigestive tract cancers while bidis which is the most predominant type of tobacco 

smoked in India has been associated with increased risk of lung and cancers of the oral 

cavity (Sasco et al. 2004).  

 

Tobacco smoke contains over 4,000 chemicals of which more than 50 are known 

carcinogens (Tobacco atlas 2008). Carcinogens from tobacco can be inhaled, ingested or 

absorbed through the circulation and there are various mechanisms by which they can 

lead to carcinogenesis (Kuper et al. 2002). A known mechanism is the metabolic activation 

of tobacco carcinogens by oxidative enzymes with the resultant compounds formed 

binding covalently to DNA to form DNA adducts (Hecht 1999). If these DNA adducts 

escape cellular repair mechanisms, they can cause miscoding, leading to mutations (Kuper 

et al. 2002). Likewise, free radicals in cigarette smoke can also induce oxidative damage to 

DNA leading to mutations, which can trigger activation of an oncogene or deactivation of 

a tumor suppressor gene (Kuper e 2002, IARC 1986). Other mechanisms by which 

smoking can increase cancer risk include altering the hormonal milieu and thus increasing 
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susceptibility to hormone responsive cancers and impairment of the immune system 

(Kuper et al. 2002, Sopori and Kozak 1998).  

2.3.2.2 Diet 

Although it is acknowledged that diet plays a role in the aetiology of cancer, either 

preventive in the case of fruits, vegetables, whole grains, dietary fibers and micronutrients 

in foods or contributing to excess risk in the case of fat, red meat and methods of food 

preparation; epidemiological studies over the years have yielded mixed results (Willet 

2000, Key et al. 2002, Key 2011, WCR 2008). The major problem with epidemiological 

studies of diet and cancer is the inability to tease out the separate effects of each food type 

and nutrients as most food substances are consumed together and similar micronutrients 

may be present in different food types, and the inability to fully control for potential 

confounding lifestyle and genetic factors.  

 

For example, the scientific evidence for a potential role of vegetable and fruit consumption 

in cancer prevention has undergone critical review over the last decade. Experimentally, it 

has been shown that various constituents of vegetables and fruits including 

phytochemicals, micronutrients and dietary fibers have anti-carcinogenic properties such 

as reducing oxidative DNA damage and increasing activity of enzymes needed to detoxify 

carcinogens (Armstrong and Doll 1975, Steinmetz and Potter 1991, World Cancer Report 

2008). However, epidemiological studies have not been totally supportive at the 

population level.  

 

Based on studies conducted prior to 1997, an expert panel concluded that there was 

convincing evidence that high intakes of fruits and vegetables were associated with 

reduced risk of total and specific cancers such as lung, colorectum, stomach, oesophagus 

and pharynx (World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research 1997). 

However, the updated recommendations from the same expert panel have downgraded 
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the convincing evidence to probable and limited evidence (World Cancer Research 

Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research 2007). This is because most of the evidence 

from the earlier studies on vegetable and fruit consumption and cancer risk were derived 

from case-control studies, with potentials for recall and other types of bias, whereas the 

newer studies which have mainly failed to replicate the earlier protective findings are 

prospective cohort studies (Riboli and Norat 2003, Key 2011). 

 

Four recent large prospective studies have investigated the association between fruits and 

vegetables and total cancer risk (Hung et al. 2004, Takachi et al. 2008, George et al. 2009, 

Boffetta et al. 2010). The European Prospective Investigation into Cancer and Nutrition 

(EPIC) study observed a small significant reduction in cancer risk among people with high 

intake of fruits and vegetables (Boffetta et al. 2010). In the NIH-AARP Diet and Health 

study, vegetables were inversely associated with cancer risk among men but not among 

women whereas fruits were not associated with cancer risk among men and women 

(George et al. 2009). The Japan Public Health Center-Based Prospective studies and two 

Harvard cohort studies observed no significant association between both vegetable and 

fruit consumptions and cancer risk (Takachi et al. 2008). Likewise, null or borderline 

results have been reported for specific cancers such as lung, colorectal and prostate (Park 

et al. 2007, Wright et al. 2008, Key 2011). Latest recommendations suggest that non-starch 

vegetables probably protect against mouth, larynx, esophageal and stomach cancers but 

limited evidence that they protect against lung, colorectal cancers. Fruits in general 

probably protect against cancers of the mouth, larynx, pharynx, esophagus, stomach and 

lung but there is limited evidence to suggest that fruits protect against cancers of the 

colorectum, liver and pancreas (World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for 

Cancer Research 2007).  

 

Many micronutrients present in various foods have been associated with reduced risk of 

cancer. They include vitamins C E and D, carotenoids (such as lycopene, �-carotene, ß-
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carotene), calcium, selenium, folate, methionine, polyphenols and phyto-estrogens etc. 

(Greenwald et al. 2001, World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer 

Research 2007). The micronutrients all reduce carcinogenesis through various diverse 

mechanisms in experimental conditions. Carotenoids have anti-oxidant properties and 

thus protect against oxidative damage to DNA, inhibit cell proliferation and oncogene 

expression and enhance cell to cell communication (IARC 1998, Greenwald et al. 2001, 

World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research 2007). Polyphenols 

reduce carcinogen-DNA formation, inhibit cell proliferation and signal transduction 

pathways, induce cell cycle arrest and apoptosis. Vitamin D has anti-proliferative effects, 

induces apoptosis and reduces angiogenesis (Greenwald et al. 2001, World Cancer 

Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research 2007). Many studies, including 

randomized clinical trials have explored the association of these micronutrients with 

cancer risk and while some studies have reported significant inverse associations, many 

others have not (Greenwald et al. 2001).  

 

Dietary fiber has been mainly associated with reduced risk of colorectal cancers and breast 

cancers in women (World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research 

2007). Dietary fibers increase fecal bulk, thereby diluting carcinogens; increase intestinal 

transit time, thereby reducing the likelihood, time and amount of carcinogens in contact 

with colonic mucosa and may bind directly with carcinogens and ensuring their 

elimination (Greenwald et al. 2001, World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for 

Cancer Research 2007). On the other hand, there is convincing evidence that red and 

processed meat increases the risk of colorectal cancer but the evidence linking red and 

processed meat to increased risk of lung, prostate, esophageal, stomach and pancreatic 

cancers are limited (World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research 

2007).  
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2.3.2.3 Physical activity 

Physical activity can be categorized by type into recreational, occupational, transport and 

household physical activities; by intensity into light, moderate and vigorous limited 

(World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research 2007). Total amount 

of energy expended during physical activity depends on the frequency, intensity and 

duration of physical activity. Thus, high energy can be expended through low-intensity 

physical activity performed over a long period of time or high-intensity physical activity 

performed over a short period of time; however, both types have different physiological 

effects limited (World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research 

2007).   

 

Physical activity has been shown to be inversely related to cancer (Friedenreich et al. 

2010). Physical activity can influence cancer risk by (i) modifying circulating hormone and 

growth factor concentrations (IARC 2002, McTiernan 2002, Friedenreich et al. 2010). This is 

likely to be the biological mechanism in hormone responsive cancers such as prostate 

cancer. Testosterone may play a role in the etiology of prostate cancer and increasing 

physical activity has been associated with higher circulating concentrations of sex 

hormone binding globulin (SHBG), which binds to testosterone therefore decreasing 

plasma concentrations (Gaan et al. 1996, Haffner et al. 1995). Exercise also increases the 

production of insulin growth factor binding protein-3 (IGFBP-3), which binds to insulin 

growth factor (IGF), a known mitogen. Increased risk of colorectal, prostate and lung 

cancers have been associated with high levels of circulating IGF and low levels of 

circulating IGFBP-3 (McTiernan 2002, Rogers et al. 2008, Friedenreich et al. 2010).  

(ii) Long term sustained physical activity also improves immune function by increasing 

the number and activity of macrophages and natural killer cells but to what extent this has 

on the anti-carcinogenic effect of physical activity is unknown (Shephard et al. 1995, 

Friedenreich et al. 2010).  
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(iii) Exercise has anti-oxidant effects by up-regulating the activities of free scavenger 

systems and anti-oxidant levels (Friedenreich et al. 2001). It also increases gut motility, 

thereby reducing mucosal exposure time to carcinogens, a mechanism deemed important 

in the prevention of colorectal cancer (Friedenreich 2001).  

(iv) Physical activity promotes healthy weight and helps to prevent overweight and 

obesity by balancing caloric intake with energy expenditure (Friedenreich et al. 2001). 

Thus physical activity could help to prevent cancers that are due to overweight and 

obesity as the worldwide increase in obesity is mainly due to decreased physical activity 

and availability of calorie-dense foods (Thun et al. 2010). 

 

Among men, physical activity is associated with reduced risk of colorectal, lung and 

pancreatic cancers but evidence has been most convincing for colorectal cancer where 

reduced risk has been observed with all forms of physical activity (World Cancer Research 

Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research 2007, Friedenreich et al. 2010). Even though 

the most optimal intensity and duration of physical activity necessary to prevent cancer is 

not fully ascertained, it is recommended that participating in moderate to vigorous 

physical activity of at least 45 minutes, five days a week may suffice (Byer et al. 2002). This 

is because moderate to vigorous physical activity is needed to metabolize stored fat and to 

modify physiological functions that affect hormones, insulin, prostaglandin and immune 

functions (Byers et al. 2002, Friedenreich et al. 2001). In a study in Finland, moderate 

intensity physical activity, at least 30 minutes a day was associated with reduced risk of 

dying from cancer among men (Laukkanen et al. 2011).   

2.3.2.4 Body mass index 

There is increasing evidence that overweight and obesity are associated with specific 

cancers, total cancer and cancer mortality (Renehan et al. 2008, Basen-Engquist and Chang 

2011). In Europe, 2.5% of cancers among men and 4.1% of cancers among women are 

attributable to obesity compared to 4% and 7% among men and women respectively in the 

USA (Polednak 2008, Renehan et al. 2010). In a very large prospective study from the USA 
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involving more than 900,000 adults, obese men and women had 52% and 62% increased 

risk of dying from cancer compared to their normal weight counterparts (Calle et al. 2003). 

Likewise, a systematic analysis of prospective studies found that cancer mortality was 

lowest among men and women within normal BMI range and that every 5kg/m2 increase 

in BMI was associated with a 10% increase in cancer mortality (Prospective Studies 

Collaboration 2009).  

 

Among men and women, there is strong evidence that excess body weight increases the 

risk of colorectal, esophageal, pancreatic, kidney and thyroid cancers while there is 

probable evidence linking excess body weight to increased risk of leukemia, malignant 

melanoma, multiple myeloma and Non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma in addition to the excess 

risk of endometrial and post-menopausal breast cancer risks among overweight women 

(World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research 2007, Renehan et al. 

2008, Basen-Engquist and Chang 2011). The relationship between obesity and lung cancer 

is however controversial. Studies suggest that an inverse relationship may exist but it has 

been suggested that these may be due to the residual confounding effects of smoking on 

body weight as smokers are more likely to be lean (Canoy et al. 2005, Kanashiki et al. 2005, 

Renehan et al. 2008). It has been suggested that anthropometric measurements such as 

waist to hip ratio may be better predictors of the relationship between adiposity and 

cancer risk but very few studies have investigated the relationship between such 

anthropometric measurements and cancer risk.    

 

2.3.2.5 Infections 

Chronic infections are estimated to be responsible for about 17.8% of cancers worldwide. 

Infection-related cancers are more common in developing countries where they account 

for 26% of cancer cases compared to developed countries where they account for 8% of 

cancer cases (Parkin 2006). The most common cancers caused by infections are liver 
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(hepatitis B and hepatitis C viruses), stomach (helicobacter pylori) and cervical cancer 

(human papilloma virus). Others such as Kaposi sarcoma (human herpes virus-8), 

lymphomas (Epstein-Barr virus), bladder cancer (schistosoma haematobium), and biliary 

tract cancer (onchocerciasis) are more common in certain regions of the world especially 

Asia and Africa (Parkin 2006, Thun et al. 2010). The low prevalence rates of these cancers 

in developed countries is an attestation to the preventive efforts such as improved 

standards of living, better hygiene and vaccination programs initiated over the last few 

decades in these countries (Thun et al. 2010).  

  

2.4 ALCOHOL

2.4.1 Contexts of alcohol consumption 

As many as 2 billion people consume alcoholic beverages in different forms worldwide 

(WHO Global status report 2004). In terms of cultural contexts, alcohol consumption in 

various societies has been described as “wet” and “dry” (Peele 1988, Room and Mäkelä 

2000, Bloomfield et al. 2003). In wet cultures, usually observed in European countries 

bordering the Mediterranean, alcohol consumption is part of daily life; it is often 

consumed with meals, and is widely accessible. Wine is the preferred beverage and there 

are very few abstainers (Bloomfield et al. 2003). On the contrary, in dry cultures, access to 

alcohol is more restricted and alcohol consumption is less frequent but when drinking 

occurs, it is more likely to lead to intoxication and wine consumption is less common 

(Bloomfield et al. 2003). This type of drinking pattern is more frequently observed in the 

Scandinavian countries, and the United States of America (Bloomfield et al. 2003). The 

marked distinctions between wet and dry drinking cultures are however disappearing, 

leading to more homogenous drinking patterns in many cultures such that wine 

consumption is decreasing in the Mediterranean countries and overall alcohol 

consumption is increasing in the Scandinavian countries (Allamani et al. 2000, Leifman 

2001).   
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2.4.2 Dimensions of alcohol consumption 

There are two dimensions to alcohol consumption; average volume of consumption and 

patterns of drinking (Rehm et al. 2003). Both are related to health outcomes in separate 

ways and in order to reduce health burdens due to alcohol consumption, both dimensions 

must be taken into consideration (Rehm et al. 2003, Monteiro et al. 2008). Average volume 

of consumption or per capita consumption is more likely to be related to long-term health 

outcomes while patterns of drinking are more likely to predict acute health outcomes 

although average volume of consumption may also lead to acute health effects and there is 

emerging evidence that patterns of drinking may also be related to long-term health 

outcomes (Rehm et al. 1996).  

 

Per capital alcohol consumption is the total alcohol production in a country (including 

imports and minus exports) in a year divided by the total population (WHO 2000). The 

World Health Organization (WHO) uses the adult (people 15 years and older) per capita 

to measure alcohol consumption instead of the per capita for the whole population. This is 

because in populations with a large proportion of young people, using per capita alcohol 

consumption for the whole population will underestimate the consumption among adults 

if it assumed that majority of people less than 15 years of age do not consume alcohol 

(WHO 2000). Since per capita alcohol consumption is a standardized form of measuring 

alcohol consumption, it is very useful for comparing consumptions between countries 

(WHO 2000). Per capita alcohol consumption figures are given in liters of 100% alcohol 

which takes into consideration the alcoholic content in each beverage (WHO 2000). 

 

The three main sources of data for per capita estimates are national government data, data 

from international organizations and alcohol industry (WHO 2000, Rehm et al. 2003, 

Monteiro et al. 2008). The government data represent the most reliable data because it is 

usually based on sales figures, tax revenues and production data but nevertheless, it may 
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still be an underestimate since home production and smuggling cannot be accounted for 

(Rehm et al. 2003).  

 

In order to understand individual levels of alcohol consumption, general population 

surveys are needed. These provide an array of information on prevalence of high-, 

moderate and low-drinkers, patterns of consumption, drinking occasion and socio-

demographic correlates of drinking (Bloomfield et al. 2003, Monteiro et al. 2008). The most 

commonly used measure of alcohol consumption is the quantity-frequency index through 

which respondents can estimate how often they drink and how much they drink per 

drinking occasion (Bloomfield et al. 2003). However, this can underestimate amount of 

alcohol consumed because respondents tend to ignore occasional episodes of heavy 

consumption (Greenwald and Nephew 1994). 

2.4.3 Regional differences in alcohol consumption 

Taking both recorded and estimated unrecorded alcohol consumption into consideration, 

the highest amount of alcohol per resident aged 15 years and above (13.9L) is consumed in 

Europe C (Belarus, Estonia, Hungary, Kazakhstan, Latvia, Lithuania, Republic of 

Moldova, Russian Federation, Ukraine) (Rehm et al. 2009, Figure 5). A similar per capita 

consumption (12.9L) is observed for Europe A (Andorra, Austria, Belgium, Croatia, Czech 

Republic, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, 

Luxembourg, Malta, Monaco, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, San Marino, Slovenia, 

Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom). The lowest per capita alcohol 

consumption (0.6L to 2L) is observed in the Eastern Mediterranean countries comprising 

Afghanistan, Pakistan, Iran, Saudi Arabia etc.  
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20g/day among females mirrors that of per capita alcohol consumption (Rehm et al. 2003). 

As many as 18.6% of adults in Europe C, 15.7% in Europe A; and just 0.1% in the Eastern 
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Mediterranean are estimated as heavy drinkers. In all the regions, a higher proportion of 

males compared to females consume more alcohol. While the highest male (84%) to female 

(30%) disparity in alcohol consumption is observed in the Western Pacific B (Cambodia, 

China, Cook Islands, Fiji, Kiribati, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Malaysia, Marshall 

Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Mongolia, Nauru, Niue, Palau, Papua New 

Guinea, Philippines, Republic of Korea, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Tonga, Tuvalu, Vanuatu, 

Viet Nam), the lowest is observed in Europe C (89% of men compared to 81% of women 

consume alcohol) (Rehm et al. 2003).  

 

 A proportion of adult per capita alcohol consumption is believed to be unrecorded. These 

can be home brewed beverages, smuggled products and travelers’ import. This proportion 

ranges from as little as 10% in parts of Europe and North America to as much as 79% in 

the Southeast Asia (Rehm et al. 2003) 

 

There is a wide geographical distribution in the type of alcoholic beverage consumed. The 

alcoholic beverage most commonly consumed globally in terms of pure ethanol content is 

spirits (Rehm et al. 2003, Monteiro et al. 2008). It dominates alcohol consumption in 

Europe and the Pacific regions. Beer is however more consumed in Southern America 

while locally fermented beverages predominate in many African countries. While spirit 

consumption has been growing globally over the last few years, wine consumption has 

been decreasing globally mainly because of decreased consumption in Southern Europe 

(Rehm et al. 2003, Monteiro et al. 2008).  
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2.4.4 Alcohol consumption trends 

Alcohol consumption increased sharply worldwide during the 1960s till the early 1980s 

when it reached its peak. Since then, there had been a gradual decline in mean alcohol 

consumption until the late 1980s when a more stable rate was attained. However, there are 

regional differences in consumption trends such that while the countries with very high 

consumption levels are decreasing consumption, those with low consumption are 

increasing theirs; leading to a convergence in consumption rates (Hupkens et al. 1993, 

WHO 2004). Some of the stability/decreased in consumption rates observed in many 

developed countries has been attributed to alcohol control policies such as higher taxation 

enacted over the years to curb excessive consumption (Monteiro et al. 2008). Likewise, 

policy changes enacted in some other countries towards lower taxation and increased 

availability has led to increased consumption in countries such as Finland, Sweden, UK, 

Canada etc. (WHO 2004) 

 

In Europe, beer consumption is increasing, wine consumption is reducing and spirit 

consumption appears to be stable because wine producing countries are consuming other 

beverages while non-wine producing countries are consuming more wine (Rehm et al. 

2003, WHO 2004). In many developing economies, local beverages such as burukutu 

(Nigeria; Obot 2000), arrack (India; Mohan et al. 2001) made from the fermentation of 

grains, fruits, palm trees etc. are important components of total alcohol consumption 

especially in rural areas or poor neighborhoods. However, in the more affluent sections of 

these countries, beer consumption is increasing rapidly because of the social prestige 

attached to international beer brands and aggressive marketing by multinational alcohol 

beverage companies (Babor et al. 2003).  

  

Of importance is the fact that large differences in consumption rates still exists within 

regions and within the same country but within a country, dramatic changes in alcohol 
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consumption are hardly observed. For example, a recent study in Europe (Sieri et al. 2002) 

observed that the type, volume and pattern of alcohol consumed in differed between the 

study regions. Wine was consumed mainly among Italian and Spanish men but men in 

Northern Italy and Northern Spain consumed more wine compared to those from the 

southern areas. In contrast, the beverage of preference in The German and Dutch centers 

was beer while Italian men consumed very little beer. In all the centers, women drank less 

than men and consumed different beverages (Sieri et al. 2002). In Finland, alcohol 

consumption has increased among women and women account for about a 3rd of alcohol 

consumed (Jääskeläinen and Virtanen 2010). The proportion of women who abstain from 

alcohol has reduced from 17% to 10% (Jääskeläinen and Virtanen 2010). Hazardous 

drinking habits have also increased among women in Finland, especially among young 

women. In survey carried out in 2000, 70% of young women aged 20-29 years drink to 

intoxication at least once a year (Jääskeläinen and Virtanen 2010).  

2.4.4.1  Alcohol consumption in Finland 

Alcohol consumption in Finland has increased steadily since the early 1960’s (Ministry of 

Social Affairs and Health, 2005). From about 2.8 liters of 100% alcohol per capita in 1960, it 

increased to a high of about 8.9 liters of 100% alcohol per capita in 1990 (Ministry of Social 

Affairs and Health, 2005). However, per capita consumption reduced by about 10% over 

the next 3 to 4 years (Jääskeläinen and Virtanen 2010, Ministry of Social Affairs and 

Health, 2005). This reduction has been attributed to the economic recession at the time 

leading to lower purchasing power. However, an increase in per capita alcohol 

consumption was seen after 1994 due to the abolishment of time limits regarding alcohol 

purchased in third countries which led to increased imports from neighboring countries, 

specifically Russia and Estonia (Ministry of Social Affairs and Health, 2005). This steady 

increase was exacerbated in 2004 when tax on alcohol was reduced and quota on tax free 

alcohol import was abolished. Since 2005, alcohol consumption in Finland has consistently 

been more than 10 liters of 100% alcohol (Jääskeläinen and Virtanen 2010). However, latest 
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figures in 2010 indicate a slight decline in alcohol consumption but still at a high level of 

10 liters of 100% (Jääskeläinen and Virtanen 2010).  

 

Figure 6. Alcohol consumption in Finland over a 50-year period from 1960-2010. Adapted 

from Jääskeläinen and Virtanen 2010, Alcohol beverage consumption 2012. Available 

online at www.stakes.fi/tilastot/tilastotiedotteet/2011/Tr16_ 

 

 

Finland has been classified as a “former spirit-drinking country” (Ministry of Social 

Affairs and Health, 2005). This is because spirits accounted for most of the alcohol 

consumed the 1960’s and a large part of the 1970’s (Ministry of Social Affairs and Health, 

2005). However, since the mid 1980’s, beer has been the major alcoholic beverage in 

Finland and it presently accounts for about 46% of the proportion of alcohol consumed 

with spirits now the second choice accounting for about 26% of alcohol consumed 

(Ministry of Social Affairs and Health, 2005). Wine consumption in Finland has been 

increasing over the past 50 years. Fifty years ago, wine consumption accounted for less 

than 8% of per capita alcohol consumption but as of 2010, it accounted for as much as 15% 

(Jääskeläinen and Virtanen 2010, Ministry of Social Affairs and Health, 2005) and if 

drinking trends continue, wine and spirit consumption in Finland may converge in the not 

too distant future.  
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2.4.5 Alcohol metabolism  

Upon ingestion, alcohol is quickly absorbed by passive diffusion in the stomach and small 

intestines and thereafter enters the portal circulation (Ferreira and Willoughby 2008). 

Alcohol has both lipophilic and hydrophilic properties, which facilitate its diffusion across 

cell membranes and also its extensive distribution throughout all body compartments 

(Koolman and Röhm 2005, Ferreira and Willoughby 2008). The alcohol molecule is 

primarily metabolized to acetaldehyde in the hepatocytes mainly by alcohol 

dehydrogenase (ADH) but sometimes by non-specific cytochrome P450 monooxygenase 

(MOX) (Lieber 1997, Ferreira and Willoughby 2008).    

 

Acetaldehyde is a very reactive molecule, which is more toxic than alcohol itself. It is 

oxidized in the mitochondria by acetaldehyde dehydrogenase (ALDH) (Ferreira and 

Willoughby 2008). Both ADH and ALDH require NAD+ as a coenzyme and because the 

liver has a limited supply of NAD+, the detoxification rate is slowed down to about one 

drink per hour (15 g of ethanol) (Ferreira and Willoughby 2008). This can be circumvented 

by the induction of MOX enzymes but the downside is that induction of non-specific MOX 

enzymes also increases the metabolism of other weakly polar or non-polar compounds 

leading to generation of reactive oxygen species and deficiency of vitamins such as retinol 

(Lullman et al. 2000, Ferreira and Willoughby 2008).  

 

2.4.6 Alcohol and health 

Alcohol use is associated with a wide array of physical, mental and social problems and 

the international variations in alcohol attributable disease burden depends on the per 

capita consumption and pattern of consumption within the different countries (WHO 

2004). Alcohol use is associated with acute (injuries, accidental poisoning, assault, 

interpersonal violence etc.) and chronic adverse health outcomes such as congenital 

anomalies, neuro-psychiatric disorders, liver diseases, polyneuropathy, cardiomyopathy, 
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hypertension, and cancers (WHO 2004). However, the health effects of alcohol use will not 

be complete without detailing its beneficial effects on health 

 

2.4.6.1 Beneficial effects of alcohol on health 

Evidence suggests that moderate alcohol consumption is associated with reduced risks of 

ischemic heart disease, ischemic stroke, diabetes mellitus and cholelithiasis (Rimm et al. 

1995, English et al. 1995, Leitzmann et al. 1999, Rehm et al. 2004, Reynolds et al. 2003, 

Corrao et al. 2001).   

 

The relationship between alcohol consumption and cardiovascular diseases is a complex 

one. While alcohol use has been associated with increased risk of hypertension, cardiac 

arrhythmias, and hemorrhagic stroke, majority of studies over the past 40 years have 

demonstrated a J-shaped relationship between alcohol consumption and ischemic heart 

disease wherein moderate drinkers are have lower risk compared to abstainers and those 

who drink excessively (WHO 2004). It has also been suggested that moderate drinking 

reduces the risk of disease progression in people who have ischemic heart disease 

(Niroomand et al. 2004).  

 

The protective effect of alcohol on ischemic heart disease is plausible because moderate 

alcohol consumption causes changes in the plasma lipid profile such as increasing 

concentrations of high-density lipoprotein (HDL) and estimates reveal that as much as 

40% of the protective effect may be mediated via these mechanisms (Suh et al. 1992, Criqui 

and Ringel 1994, Mukamal et al. 2005). Other putative mechanisms that have been 

suggested include the beneficial effects of moderate consumption on platelet function, 

fibrinolysis, anti-oxidative properties of some alcoholic beverages such as wine (Ridker et 

al. 1994, Zhang et al. 2000, Booyse et al. 2007). Although recent reviews seem to suggest 

that there may have been some misclassification in previous studies, especially with the 

appropriateness of using abstainers as the reference categories since abstainers may 
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actually be “sick quitters” who stopped drinking alcohol due to deteriorating health and 

the fact that healthy behaviors seem to cluster among moderate drinkers, the available 

scientific evidence appear to be in favor of a beneficial effect of moderate drinking on 

ischemic heart disease (Shaper et al. 1988, Fillmore et al. 1998, Fillmore et al. 2006, Ellison 

and Martinic 2007).   

 

With regards to type 2 diabetes and alcohol use, a U-shaped relationship has been also 

been reported (Koppes et al. 2005). Likewise, patients with type 2 diabetes who consume 

moderate amounts of alcohol have been shown to be at lower risks of cardiovascular 

events (Koppes et al. 2006). The relationship between moderate alcohol consumption and 

type 2 diabetes is thought to be mediated by the effects of alcohol on glucose tolerance and 

insulin resistance (Rimms et al. 1995, Kiechl et al. 1996, Flanagan et al. 2000).   

 

2.4.6.2 Burden of alcohol consumption on health 

Despite the stated beneficial effects of alcohol on health, alcohol consumption contributes 

significantly to the global burden of diseases. According to the most recent estimates, 4.6% 

of the global burden of diseases and injury in 2004 can be attributed to alcohol 

consumption (Rehm et al. 2009). The burden is higher among men where alcohol use is 

responsible for 7.6% of diseases compared to 1.4% among women. This reflects the fact 

that men consume more alcohol than women and also indulge in heavier drinking (Rehm 

et al. 2009). The effect of alcohol on diseases and injury is seen in all age groups within the 

society but the relative effect of alcohol on health is most seen among people aged 

between 15 and 44 years where alcohol use was responsible for 10% of diseases in men 

and 3% in women (Rehm et al. 2009).  

 

Likewise, 3.8% of global deaths in 2004 were attributable to alcohol use; 6.3% for men and 

1.1% for women which represents an increase over values for the year 2000 due to an 

increasing number of women drinkers (Rehm et al. 2009). The sex differences in alcohol 
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attributed deaths were highest in the Southeast Asian region where men were ten times 

more likely to die from alcohol related causes than women. The proportion of deaths 

caused by alcohol was highest in Europe, especially for countries of the former Soviet 

Union where as many as 10% of deaths can be attributed to alcohol use (Rehm et al. 2009).  

 

2.4.7  Alcohol and cancer 

Since the beginning of the 20th century when Lamu (1910), a French pathologist noticed an 

increased risk of esophageal cancer among absinth drinkers, many experimental and 

epidemiological studies have been conducted on the possible association between alcohol 

and various cancers especially upper aero-digestive tract (UADT) cancers. 

 

In the past, ethanol was not considered to be a carcinogen but a co-carcinogen and/or 

tumor promoter because ethanol did not induce carcinogenesis in animal experiments but 

more detailed analysis of these experiments revealed flaws in the study designs and 

execution (Seitz and Stickel 2007). Results of animal experiments on alcohol and cancer are 

influenced to a large extent by the study design, type of carcinogen used, duration of 

exposure, dosage and route of administration (Pöschl and Seitz 2004).  

 

The carcinogenic effect of alcohol was mainly attributed to its metabolite, acetaldehyde. 

More recent animal experiments have revealed that when rats and mice were given 

alcohol in their drinking water, ethanol acted as a carcinogen especially in the UADT (Roy 

et al. 2002, Soffritti et al. 2002, Seitz and Stickel 2007). This led to the recent classification of 

ethanol by IARC as a carcinogen (Baan et al. 2007). The IARC concluded there is 
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risk of cancers of the oral cavity, pharynx, larynx and esophagus and smoking and alcohol 

acts multiplicatively to increase the risks of these cancers (Baan et al. 2007) but the effect of 

ethanol on different tissues in the body is still subject to debate. 
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2.4.7.1 Mechanisms of alcohol carcinogenesis 

Ethanol and its metabolite acetaldehyde are now confirmed carcinogens but the precise 

mechanisms by which they cause cancer in various organs are still not fully understood. 

Apart from the systematic effects, it is believed that separate mechanisms are at play in 

most of the organs they affect.  

2.4.7.2 Local effect 

By acting as a solvent, alcohol increases the penetration of carcinogenic substances into the 

mucosa, thereby facilitating their uptake (Pöschl and Seitz 2004). It is also known that 

chronic alcohol intake causes atrophy and lipomatous metamorphosis of the parenchyma 

of the parotid and submaxillary gland resulting in a functional impairment and increased 

viscosity of saliva flow. This invariably leads to prolonged contact of carcinogens with the 

mucosa (Maier et al. 1986). Highly concentrated alcoholic drinks can also have a direct 

toxic effect on the epithelium. Chronic alcohol consumption can lead to reduced 

oesophageal motility; enhance gastro-oesophageal reflux which can lead to oesophagitis 

and metaplasia (Seitz et al. 1998). Previously, alcoholic beverages contained polycyclic 

hydrocarbons, asbestos fibres and nitrosamines which are all carcinogenic but these are no 

longer present in alcoholic beverages (Seitz et al. 1998).  

2.4.7.3 Acetaldehyde 

Acetaldehyde is classified as a carcinogen (IARC 1999, IARC 2007). In experimental 

studies, acetaldehyde inhalation in rats and hamsters resulted in cancers of the nasal 

mucosa and the larynx and when acetaldehyde is animals are given acetaldehyde in 

drinking water for a long time, it results in excessive cell growth of the mucosa cells of the 

upper digestive tract (Woutersen et al. 1986, Feron et al. 1982). Acetaldehyde has also been 

found to induce inflammatory and metaplastic changes in tracheal cells, interfere with 
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normal cell reproduction and enhances cellular damage to gastrointestinal mucosa (Seitz 

et al. 2001).   

 

There are several pathways through which acetaldehyde can induce carcinogenesis. It can 

interfere with DNA replication by causing point mutations in in the hypoxanthine 

phosphoribosyltransferase 1 locus in human lymphocytes, and inducing sister chromatid 

exchanges and gross chromosomal anomalies (Obe et al. 1986, Dellarco 1988, Pöschl and 

Seitz 2004). It also interferes with DNA repair by inhibiting the activity of some enzymes 

such as O-6-methylguanine methyltransferase which are necessary for DNA repair (Espina 

et al. 1988, Pöschl and Seitz 2004). Acetaldehyde can interact with DNA building blocks to 

form DNA adducts which cause replication errors and/or mutations in oncogenes and 

tumour suppressor genes (Fang and Vaca 1995).  

2.4.7.4 Oxidative stress 

Chronic alcohol intake leads to the induction of CYP2E1, which is the other enzyme that 

metabolises ethanol to acetaldehyde (Baumgarten et al. 1996 in, Pöschl and Seitz 2004). 

Apart from acetaldehyde, CYP2E1 is also involved in the metabolism of xenobiotics and 

pro-carcinogens such as nitrosamines, aflatoxins, polycyclic hydrocarbons to their 

prospective carcinogens and the concentration of CYP2E1 in the liver is correlated with the 

generation of hydroxyethyl radical (Seitz et al. 1998). The induction of CYP2E1 is one of 

the mechanisms responsible for the synergistic effects of alcohol and smoking on cancers 

especially UADT cancers (Seitz et al. 1998). Ethanol also reduces the generation of 

glutathione, which is the major reductive compound that can counteract oxidative stress 

(Speisky et al. 1985, Seitz and Stickel 2007).  

2.4.7.5 Nutritional factors 

There may be nutritional impairment in heavy alcohol drinkers as they tend to derive 

most of their calories from alcohol consumption (Pöschl and Seitz 2004). Ethanol 
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metabolism increases oxidative stress leading to increased requirement for gluthatione 

and alpha-tocopherol (Pöschl and Seitz 2004). Acute and chronic alcohol consumption can 

also lead to folate deficiency, both from reduced intake and increased destruction by 

acetaldehyde (Stickel and Seitz 2004). Excessive alcohol intake can reduce folate 

bioavailability by reducing its intestinal absorption, increasing its urinary excretion and 

inducing cleavage of the folate molecule (Purohit et al. 2005). Alcohol intake can impair 

folate metabolism by inhibiting the activity of methionine synthase, the enzyme 

responsible for the transfer of a methyl group from folate to homocysteine, necessary for 

methionine reformation (Purohit et al. 2005). This results in the decreased production of S-

adenosylmethionine which is a major methyl donor for proteins, DNA and RNA, 

ultimately causing global hypo-methylation (Purohit et al. 2005). Gene methylation is very 

important for controlling gene expression and hypomethylation of genes results in 

increased gene expression, which may be important in carcinogenesis (Baylin 2005, Seitz 

and Stickel 2007). 

 

Another important nutritional factor is the effect of alcohol of retinoid metabolism. 

Retinoic acid is the most active form of vitamin A (Purohit et al. 2005). It controls cell 

proliferation, growth and differentiation and promotes apoptosis, thus any impairment in 

its functions can promote carcinogenesis (Purohit et al. 2005). Chronic alcohol intake can 

impair retinoic acid metabolism by inducing CYP2E1 activity and accelerating vitamin A 

catabolism and by inhibiting retinol metabolism to retinoic acid (Purohit et al. 2005, Seitz 

and Stickel 2007). Retinoic acid regulates gene transcription of many regulators of cell 

proliferation by signaling through its nuclear retinoic acid receptors (Seitz and Stickel 

2007). Alcohol intake can also reduce the biological activity and signaling of retinoic acid 

by downregulating retinoid target gene expression and inhibiting retinoic acid receptor’s 

binding activity to the retinoic acid response elements (RARE) (Purohit et al. 2005, Seitz 

and Stickel 2007).  
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Chronic alcohol intake can result in deficiency of other co-factors needed necessary for 

methyl group transfer such as vitamin B6 and B12 (Giovannucci et al. 1995, Seitz and 

Stickel 2007) 

2.4.7.6 Genetic polymorphisms in alcohol metabolism and cancer risk 

The importance of genetics in alcohol and cancer is underlined by the differences in the 

susceptibility of different races to the carcinogenic effects of alcohol and the fact that some 

people may be susceptible to the cancer-induced effects of alcohol at relatively low alcohol 

intakes. Because the conversion of ethanol to acetaldehyde and subsequently acetate 

depends on ADH and ALDH enzymes, it implies that genetic variations in the enzymes 

will lead to functional differences in their activities (Druesne-Percollo et al. 2009). Thus, 

the amount of acetaldehyde in the circulation following alcohol intake does not depend 

only on the amount of alcohol consumed but also on the genetic variants responsible for 

alcohol metabolism (Seitz and Stickel 2007).  

 

The ADH oxidizes alcohol to acetaldehyde and about seven genes are known to encode 

for the ADH enzymes (Seitz and Becker 2007). Two of these enzymes, ADH1B and 

ADH1C exhibit considerable polymorphisms such that the amount of acetaldehyde 

generated differs substantially (Druesne-Percollo et al. 2009, Seitz and Becker 2007). For 

ADH1B, the mutant allele, ADH1B*2 encodes for an enzyme which is 40 times more active 

than the ADH1B*1 allele (Bosron and Li 1986, Druesne-Percollo et al. 2009). The ADH1B*2 

allele is common in Asian populations where its frequency ranges from 10 to 90% but in 

African and European populations, the frequency does not exceed 15% (Quertermont 

2004, Brennan et al. 2004). When individuals with the ADH1B*2 allele take alcohol, even in 

little amounts, acetaldehyde is produced in very large quantities leading to flush 

syndrome characterized by nausea, vomiting, facial flushing (Seitz and Stickel 2007). Thus, 

these individuals tend to avoid drinking alcohol because of the severe reactions. Studies in 

Asian populations have explored the relationship between alcohol consumption, ADH1B 
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polymorphisms and cancers of the UADT and most have found increased risk among 

moderate or heavy drinkers with ADH1B*1 compared to those with the ADH1B*2 

polymorphism (Boonyaphiphat et al. 2002, Yokoyama et al. 2002, Chen et al. 2006,).  

 

ALDH2 is the main enzyme that oxidizes acetaldehyde to acetate and is encoded by the 

ALDH2 gene which has two main alleles, ALDH2*1 (normal allele) and ALDH2*2 

(inactive allele) (Crabb et al. 1989, Seitz and Stickel 2007, Druesne-Percollo et al. 2009). The 

ALDH2*2 is due to a point mutation in the ALDH2 gene resulting from the substitution of 

lysine for glutamine at position 487 of the protein (Seitz and Stickel 2007, Druesne-Percollo 

et al. 2009). People who are homozygous for the ALDH2*2 have null ALDH2 activity; 

cannot metabolize acetaldehyde and cannot tolerate alcohol due to the flush syndrome 

whereas heterozygotes have about 6% residual ALDH2 activity (Seitz and Stickel 2007, 

Druesne-Percollo et al. 2009). The proportion of Japanese people that are homozygous and 

heterozygous for ALDH2*2 allele are 10% and 40% respectively whereas the ALDH2 

mutant alleles are extremely rare in European and African populations (Brennan et al. 

2004, Seitz and Stickel 2007, Druesne-Percollo et al. 2009). Most studies on the association 

of these polymorphisms with alcohol associated cancer risk have been mainly related to 

the development of UADT, especially esophageal cancers, among Asians, where risks 

ranging from 11-fold to 50-fold have been reported  among those with mutant alleles 

(Yokoyama et al. 1998, Yokoyama and Omori 2003, Asakage et al. 2007, Hiraki et al. 2007). 

A large study in Europe has confirmed these observations (Hashibe et al. 2006). The study 

reported an increased risk in UADT cancers among individuals who are homozygous or 

heterozygous for the ALDH2 alleles (Hashibe et al. 2006). Thus, there is compelling 

evidence to show that these genotypes modify an individual’s risk of developing UADT 

cancers but their importance in the development of other cancers have not been 

investigated in detail.  
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3 AIMS OF THE THESIS 
The major aims are to determine the relationship between alcohol consumption and cancer 

risk among men in Finland 

The specific objectives of the study are: 

1. To investigate the association between alcohol consumption and colorectal cancer 

(study I) 

2. To determine if there is any relationship between binge drinking pattern and lung 

cancer (study II) 

3. To elucidate the impact of alcohol consumption on total cancer risk and estimate the 

burden of cancer attributable to alcohol consumption (study III) 

4. To investigate whether moderate alcohol consumption has an effect on cancer and 

cancer mortality beyond that observed for smoking (study IV) 
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4 MATERIAL AND METHODS 

 
4.1 STUDY POPULATION

The men involved in this study were participants in the Kuopio Ischemic Heart Disease 

Risk Factor Study (KIHD). The KIHD is a prospective population-based study designed to 

investigate risk factors for cardiovascular diseases and other health related outcomes 

among middle-aged men from Eastern Finland. The study population consisted of men 

aged 42, 48, 54 and 60 years at the time of baseline examination which was conducted 

between March 1984 and December 1989. In all, 3,235 men were eligible to participate out 

of which 193 were excluded because of underlying serious diseases and 83% (2,682) 

volunteered to take part (Figure 7). Complete information on alcohol consumption and 

smoking was available for 2627 men. The study protocol was approved by the research 

ethics committee of the University of Kuopio. All participants gave written informed 

consent.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



46

Figure 7. Kuopio Ischemic Heart Disease (KIHD) Risk Factor study cohort participation 

chart 

 

 

 

4.2 ASCERTAINMENT OF CANCERS AND CANCER DEATHS 

Cancer cases during the follow up period were ascertained by the Finnish Cancer Registry 

(FCR), which is nationwide. Cancer registration began in Finland in 1952 and since 1953 

when the first complete nationwide cancer registration was conducted; over 950,000 

cancer cases have been registered at the FCR (Pukkala 2001). From 1961, it became 

compulsory for physicians, laboratories and hospitals to notify all diagnosed or suspected 

cancer cases (Pukkala 2001, www.cancer.fi). The coverage of the FCR is virtually complete 

with no loss to follow-up and for solid tumours; the registration is over 99% complete 

(Teppo et al. 1994). The ICD-O-3 coding nomenclature which takes into consideration the 

tumour site, morphology, behaviour and grade has been used by the FCR since 2005. 

Coding is done by qualified secretaries under the supervision of the Registry physician.  
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Cancer deaths were ascertained by a computer linkage to the national death registry using 

the Finnish personal identity code. The personal identity code is a unique 11-digit personal 

identity code mandatory to every resident of Finland since 1961. The personal identity 

code is indicated on cancer registry forms. The cancer registry file containing personal 

identity codes is annually matched through computerized linkage with the cause of death 

register at the Statistics Finland so that dates and cause of deaths in cancer patients can be 

added to the FCR records (Pukkala 2001). It is also regularly linked with the Central 

Population Register to ensure that the personal identity codes are correct.  

 

Standards are rigorously maintained to ensure that there is no breach of confidentiality 

and individual data are well protected. In order to use data from the FCR for linkage and 

research purposes, approval needs to be obtained from the relevant ethical research 

committee and other pertinent (e.g. data protection) authorities (Pukkala 2001). 

 

 

4.3 ALCOHOL CONSUMPTION

Alcohol consumption was assessed with the Nordic alcohol consumption inventory which 

employs a structured quantity and frequency questionnaire model (Hauge and Irgens-

Jensen 1981, Kauhanen et al. 1992). Four major alcoholic beverages were assessed (beer, 

wine, strong wine, spirits). For each type of alcoholic beverage, both the usual frequency 

of intake and usual dose (in glasses or bottles) were recorded using a structured response 

form which assessed both total alcohol intake and the timing or pattern of drinking (usual 

number of drinks per session). The measures of average weekly intake of all the alcoholic 

beverages were calculated on the basis of known alcohol content of each type of drink and 

reported doses and frequencies of drinking sessions. In Finland, a third of a liter bottle of 

ordinary beer (class III) contains 12g of ethanol, strong beer (class IV) contains 14g of 

ethanol and one portion of hard also contains 14g of ethanol.  
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For the study on binge drinking and lung cancer risk, we classified binge drinking as the 

consumption of more than 70g of alcohol on one drinking occasion. In literature, there is 

no consensus on the classification of binge drinking but binge drinking has been classified 

variously as (i) consumption of five or more alcoholic drinks at one drinking occasion, (ii) 

eight drinks within the same day, (iii) six or more bottles of beer at one drinking occasion 

(Wechsler and Austin 1998, Kauhanen et al. 1997, Murray et al. 2002). A previous study 

within this cohort that investigated the associations of binge drinking with mortality 

defined beer binging as consumption of 6 or more bottles of beer/drinking session 

(Kauhanen et al. 1997). In this study, we wanted to capture binge drinking from all 

alcoholic sources and not from beer alone. Therefore in the second study, we classified 

binge drinking based on the least amount of alcohol in 6 bottles of ordinary beer i.e. 70g. 

#���	���������������������	��`� ����� ��������	{��+��	��� ����������!������?������	� �|[����������
�

���	`���������}����!���?������	 �|[������������?����	`���+����� portions of hard liquor. This is 

because as previously described above, in Finland, a third of a liter bottle of ordinary beer 

(class III) contains 12g of ethanol, strong beer (class IV) contains 14g of ethanol and one 

portion of hard liquor contains 14g of ethanol.  

 

In order to determine biomarkers of excessive alcohol use, serum gamma-glutamyl 

transpeptidase (GGT) and mean corpuscular volume (MCV) were measured from baseline 

blood samples. The questionnaire used to determine alcohol consumption was validated 

using the biomarkers of excessive alcohol use (MCV and GGT) and there was a correlation 

between alcohol intake and the biochemical markers (Kauhanen et al. 1992).  
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4.4 SMOKING

Smoking status was determined on the basis of recent use smoked cigarettes, cigars and 

pipes. Thus, a subject was described as a smoker if he had ever smoked on a regular basis 

and had smoked cigarettes, cigars, or pipe within the past 30 days. The number of 

cigarettes, cigars, and pipes of tobacco currently smoked daily and the duration of regular 

smoking in years were recorded on a self-administered questionnaire that was checked by 

an interviewer. The life-long exposure to smoking was estimated as the product of the 

number of smoking years and the number of tobacco products smoked daily until the time 

of baseline examination 

 

4.5 NUTRIENT INTAKE

Food consumption was assessed at the time of blood sampling during the baseline phase 

of the study. Collection of food data occurred over a 4 day period and subjects were 

instructed on the use of household measures for quantitative recording of their food intake 

(Rissanen et al. 2003). The instructions were given by a nutritionist who also cross-checked 

the completed food intake records. Dietary intake of foods and nutrients was calculated 

using NUTRICA software (version 2.5; National Public Health Institute, Turku). The 

software is compiled using mainly Finnish values of nutrient composition of foods, and 

takes into account losses of vitamins in food preparation (Rissanen et al. 2003). The 

nutrient composition of foods in the NUTRICA software used reflects data on vitamin 

contents of fruits and vegetables (Rissanen et al. 2003).  

4.6 CARDIORESPIRATORY FITNESS AND PHYSICAL ACTIVITY

Cardiorespiratory fitness was assessed with a maximal, symptom-limited exercise 

tolerance test on an electrically baked bicycle ergometer between 8:00 a.m. and 10:00 a.m. 
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(Lakka et al. 1994, Laukkanen et al. 2009) The standardized testing protocol comprised of a 

linear increase in the workload of 20 W per minute (400 L bicycle ergometer, Medical 

Fitness Equipment, Mearn, The Netherlands) (Laukkanen et al. 2009). For safety reasons, 

and to obtain reliable information about exercise test variables, the tests were supervised 

by an experienced physician with the assistance of an experienced nurse. The 

electrocardiogram (ECG), blood pressure and heart rate were registered during the 

exercise stress test. Leisure-time physical activity was assessed using the KIHD 12-month 

leisure-time physical activity questionnaire (Lakka et al. 1994, Lakka and Salonen 1992). 

The checklist included the most common leisure-time physical activities of middle-aged 

Finnish men, selected based on a previous population study in Finland (Lakka and 

Salonen 1992). For each activity performed, subjects were asked to record the frequency 

(number of sessions per month), average duration (hours and minutes per session), and 

intensity (scored as 0 for recreational activity, 1 for conditioning activity, 2 for brisk 

conditioning activity, 3 for strenuous exercise) (Lakka et al. 1994). 

4.7 STATISTICAL ANALYSES

All statistical analyses were conducted using SPSS for windows (SPSS Inc., Chicago IL). 

SPSS version 14 was used for the first study, version 15 for the second study, version 16 for 

the 3rd study and 18 for the 4th study. Two-sided p< 0.05 was considered statistically 

significant in all the studies. Descriptive statistics was calculated for all the variables in 

each study; presented as means (standard deviation or range) for normally distributed 

data and median (percentiles) for skewed data. In all studies, the Cox proportional 

hazards models were used to estimate the relationship between alcohol consumption and 

risks of cancers and cancer mortality. The results are presented as relative risks (RR) with 

95% confidence interval (95%CI). The models in all the studies were appropriately 

adjusted for confounding factors based on the known relationship between those factors 

and the cancers under investigation. In studies III and IV, we calculated the population 

attributable fraction (PAF) of alcohol on total cancer risk using the formula: PAF= pd [(RR-
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1)/RR] where pd is the proportion of cases exposed to a given exposure category of alcohol 

and RR is the adjusted relative risk for this category (Miettinen 1974, Greenland 1999) and 

the 95% confidence interval for the PAF was estimated using the formula 1-(1-AF) exp 

(±1.96VL1/2) (Greenland 1999).  

 

 

Study I: alcohol consumption and colorectal cancer 

The subjects were grouped into five quintiles based on the volume of alcohol consumed 

per week within the cohort; The five quintiles were (i) 1st quintile; men who consumed 

<3.3g of alcohol, this group consisted mainly of abstainers (ii) 2nd quintile; 3.3-17.2g/week, 

(iii) 3rd quintile; 17.3-48.8g/week (iv) 4th quintile; 48.9-115.3g/week, (v) 5th quintile 

>115.3g/week. To adjust for confounding factors, three different sets of co-variates were 

used n the proportional hazards models The first model included age and examination 

year; the second model included age, examination year, vegetable consumption, fruits and 

berries consumption, meat, milk, fibre and total energy intake; while the third model 

included age, examination year, vegetable consumption, fruits and berries consumption, 

meat, milk, fibre and total energy intake, family history of cancer, BMI, smoking, socio-

economic status, leisure time physical activity and the use of aspirin medication. We 

carried out secondary analysis excluding colorectal cancer cases that were diagnosed 

within two years of study onset in order to exclude cases who might have had their 

cancers before the baseline phase of the study 

 

Study II: relationship between binge drinking pattern and lung cancer 

The relationship between binge drinking and lung cancer was first assessed in the whole 

population and the proportional hazards model was adjusted for age, examination year, 

family history of cancer, socio-economic status, leisure-time physical activity and BMI. 

Another proportional hazards model was fitted for only smokers in the cohort. In order to 

tease out the possible effects of smoking on the results, a more detailed analysis was 
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conducted according to smoking categories. The smoking categories were defined by the 

number of cigarettes smoked per day (1-19/day, 20-\�@
�<���
���
@
�<� and the duration 

of smoking in years (< 30 years, > 30 years).  

 

Study III: the impact of alcohol consumption on total cancer risk 

The subjects were divided into five groups based on the alcohol consumption within the 

cohort.  As in study I, the five quintiles were (i) 1st quintile; men who consumed <3.3g of 

alcohol per week, this group consisted mainly of abstainers (ii) 2nd quintile; 1.3-

17.2g/week, (iii) 3rd quintile; 17.3-48.8g/week (iv) 4th quintile; 48.9-115.3g/week, (v) 5th 

quintile >115.3g/week. Initially, the following confounders were included in the model 

age, examination year, family history of cancer, cigarette smoking, (4 categories, non-

smoker, 110/day, 11-\
@
�<���
��\!@
�<�`����
���	�*������<����ness, socio-economic status, 

BMI in three categories (<25, 25-\�`� �30kg/m2), vegetable consumption and total energy 

intake. Likelihood ratio test was applied to assess the statistical significance of the 

variables, and possible interactions between them. Only age, smoking (4 categories), 

cardiorespiratory fitness and energy intake were included in the final model because they 

were the only variables that changed the risk estimates by up to 10%.  

 

We carried out secondary analyses, excluding cancer cases diagnosed within the first two 

years of study onset. We also collapsed the cohort into 3 groups (i) abstainers (ii) quintiles 

2 to 4 and a few men in quintile 1 who were technically not abstainers but consume very 

little alcohol (<1.3g/week) and (iii) quintile 5 but this did not materially change the risk 

estimates .  

 

 

Study IV: the effect of moderate alcohol consumption and smoking on cancer and 

cancer mortality 
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We divided the cohort into two based on their weekly alcohol consumption. Because the 

overall alcohol consumption was low, with only 13% of the men consuming more than 14 

units per week, we used the median alcohol consumption within the cohort (32g/week) as 

the cut-off. Men who consumed less than the median value are referred to as those 

consuming little alcohol while those who consumed >32g/week are referred to as 

consuming more alcohol. The men were categorized as smokers and non-smokers.  We 

grouped the cohort into four based on the presence or otherwise of the two risk factors. (i) 

constituted non-smokers who consumed very little alcohol (reference group); (ii) men who 

were non-smoker who consumed more than 32g of alcohol/week; (iii) smokers who 

consumed little alcohol; (iv) smokers who consumed more than 32g of alcohol/week. We 

used Cox proportional hazards model to determine the relative risks of total cancer, cancer 

mortality and specific cancers adjusting for age, examination year, family history of 

cancer, total energy intake, fruit, vegetable consumption and cardiorespiratory fitness.  
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5 RESULTS 
5.1 ALCOHOL CONSUMPTION INCREASES THE RISK OF COLORECTAL 

CANCER 

The mean age of the men was 53 years and majority of the cohort, (59.3%) were 54 years at 

the time of baseline examination (Table 1). Alcohol consumption was generally low within 

the cohort as reflected by the low median weekly consumption of 31.5g/week. While only 

15% of the men were abstainers, 13% consumed more than 168g/week (14 units/week). 

Thirty-three percent (n = 850) of the men smoked and the mean BMI of the cohort was 26.9 

kg/m2. Liquor was the preferred alcoholic beverage within the cohort, accounting for most 

of the ethanol intake in grams and wine was the least preferred, in particular, white wine.  

 

The median alcohol intake among men who consumed the most alcohol in this cohort 

(men within the 5th quintile of alcohol consumption) was 198.8 g/week while that of men 

within the 1st quintile of alcohol consumption was 0 g/week. There was moderate 

correlation between alcohol consumption and biomarkers of alcohol consumption such as 

GGT (rs; 0.35, p-value = 0.001) and MCV (rs; 0.30, p-value = 0.001). Men within the highest 

quintile of alcohol consumption had the highest MCV (94.2 fl) and GGT (49.4 U/L). These 

men also had the highest BMI (27.7 kg/m2), highest meat intake and smoked the most. 

They also consumed the least amount of fibres, vegetables, fruits, berries and milk.  

 

There were 59 colorectal cancer cases after a follow-up period of 16.7 years. Alcohol 

consumption was associated with a significantly increased risk of colorectal cancer in all 

the models fitted (Table 2). The highest relative risk of colorectal cancer (4.4, 95%CI 1.6 – 
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11.9) was observed in the crude model and the multivariate adjusted model yielded a RR 

of 3.5 (95%CI 1.2–9.8, p-value=0.02) among men in the 5th quintile of alcohol consumption 

(>115.3g/week) compared to those in the 1st quintile (<3.3g/week). In order to exclude the 

residual effect of undiagnosed cancer cases during the baseline of the study, we conducted 

secondary analysis excluding the first two years of follow-up from the analysis but the 

point estimates were virtually unchanged.  

 

 In the updated follow-up, over a twenty-year period, 66 colorectal cases occurred within 

the cohort and the RR of colorectal cancer remained the same (3.6, 95%CI 1.4–9.3, p-

value=0.02). 
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5.2 RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN BINGE DRINKING AND LUNG CANCER

MAY BE CONFOUNDED BY SMOKING

There were 65 lung cancer cases during the follow-up period of 16.7 years. As many as 

27% of the men (n=621)  reported a history of binge drinking in the preceding year and 

there were 27 lung cancer cases among them compared to 38 among men with no history 

of binge drinking in the preceding year. The mean age among men who reported binge 

drinking was similar to those who did not. However, binge drinkers were more likely to 

be smokers (51% vs 29%, p-+���	���
�

!��and smoked more cigarettes (10/day vs 5/day) 

compared to non-binge drinkers. Binge drinkers were also more likely to consume more 

alcohol with median alcohol intake of 141 g/week compared to 16 g/week among non-

binge drinkers and this was reflected in their comparatively higher GGT and MCV levels. 

They were also more likely to be of lower socio-economic status. Even though fruits and 

berries intake was higher among binge drinkers, there was no difference in their vegetable 

intake compared to non-binge drinkers. 

 

In the multivariate adjusted model including smokers and non-smokers, binge drinkers 

had a higher risk of lung cancer (RR 1.89, 95%CI 1.10–3.20) compared to non-binge 

drinkers and analysis restricted to only smokers showed a similar point estimate; RR 1.79, 

95% CI 1.03–3.12 (Table 3). However, in further stratified analysis, we observed no 

increased risk of lung cancer among binge drinking non-smokers compared to non-binge 

drinking non-smokers (RR 1.49, 95% CI 0.88–2.56). The association between binge drinking 

and lung cancer persisted with all categories smoking, with the highest relative risk 

seemingly among men who smoked between 1 and 19 cigarettes per day.  

 

Similar results were obtained when the analysis was extended to include new cases 

diagnosed during an extended follow up period of twenty years.  
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5.3 ALCOHOL INTAKE INCREASES THE RISK OF CANCER

There were 515 cancer cases, during a follow-up period of 20 years at the time of analysis 

of which 175, 73 and 66 were prostate, lung and colorectal cancers, respectively. Other less 

common cancers in the cohort were esophageal, stomach, liver, pancreatic and genito-

urinary tract cancers. Incidence rate of total cancer was higher among men within the 

highest fifth of alcohol consumption (141/10,000) compared to those within the lowest fifth 

(97/10,000). The relative risk of cancer among men within the fifth quintile of alcohol 

consumption compared to the first was 1.42 (95%CI 1.07–1.88, p-trend=0.03) and exclusion 

of the first two years of follow-up did not affect the point estimate. The population 

attributable fraction of alcohol in this cohort was 6.7% (95%CI 3%–13%). In a more recent 

follow-up, which accrued 548 cancer cases (prostate cancer; 184, lung cancer; 81 and 

colorectal cancer, 66), the RR of cancer among men within the highest quintile of alcohol 

consumption was 1.44 (95%CI 1.1–1.9), yielding a PAF of 7.1% (Table 4).  

 

In secondary analyses adjusting for the same variables used in the main analyses, we 

observed a slight elevated risk of cancer among men consumed more than 32g/week 

(median alcohol consumption) compared to those consuming less, suggesting that in this 

cohort, lower levels of alcohol consumption may also be associated with increased risk of 

cancer. 
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5.4 MODERATE ALCOHOL CONSUMPTION HAS EFFECTS ON CANCER 

AND CANCER MORTALITY BEYOND THAT DUE TO SMOKING 

ALONE 

There were 548 cancers and 230 cancer deaths during the 20 year follow up period. 

Compared to non-smokers who drank very little alcohol (< 32 g/week), non-smokers who 

drank more alcohol were at a borderline increased risk of cancer (1.24, 95%CI 0.99–1.54, p-

value=0.06) (Table 5). However, smokers were at an increased risk of cancer irrespective of 

the amount of alcohol consumed. Nevertheless, higher RR was observed among smokers 

who consumed more alcohol (2.33, 95%CI 1.86–2.92). Moderate alcohol consumption was 

not independently associated with an increased risk of cancer mortality but smokers were 

at an increased risk of cancer mortality irrespective of the amount of alcohol consumed. 

The RR of cancer mortality among smokers who consumed more alcohol was 2.89 (95%CI 

2.07–4.04), while among those who consumed less alcohol was 2.34 (95%CI 1.58–3.47). The 

PAF of cancer and cancer mortality among smokers who consumed more alcohol was 15.8 

and 22.5 respectively.  
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6 DISCUSSION  
6.1  ALCOHOL CONSUMPTION AND COLORECTAL CANCER 

The relationship between alcohol consumption and colorectal cancer has been rather 

difficult to establish. More than 60 studies have investigated the association over the years 

but the results have been inconsistent. A number of studies have reported a positive 

association (Wu et al. 1987, Longnecker et al. 1990, Choi et al. 1991, Chyou et al. 1996, 

Wakai et al. 2005, Ferrari et al. 2007, Thygesen et al. 2008, Gao et al. 2008, Bongaerts  et al. 

2008) while others have not observed any association (Barra et al. 1992, Murata et al. 1999, 

Ji et al. 2002, Chen et al. 2005, Akhter et al. 2007).  

 

In our study, we observed a 3.5-fold increased risk of colorectal cancer, which is higher 

that the elevated risks reported in other cohort studies conducted among men only (Wu et 

al. 1987, Wakai et al. 2005, Thygesen et al. 2008). We speculate that this may be due to 

alcohol preference of our study population. This is because pure alcohol from liquor 

contributes to more than 50% of the total alcohol consumption in our study population. 

This proportion of liquor as a component of total alcohol intake is much higher than those 

seen in other study populations, where beer and wine are usually the preferred beverages 

of choice. It was once suggested that the main alcoholic beverages consumed in a 

population may have an impact on the risk. This is because a study in Denmark observed 

that wine consumption appears to attenuate the overall risks of colorectal cancer from 

alcohol consumption when wine consumption constitutes more than 30% of the total 

alcohol intake (Pedersen et al. 2003). However, there is strong evidence that rather than the 

specific constituents of the alcoholic beverages, it is ethanol and its major metabolite, 

acetaldehyde that are responsible for the carcinogenic effects of alcohol (Baan et al. 2007).  

In a large European study, both wine and beer were associated with increased risks of 

colorectal cancer and there were no significant difference in point estimates for colorectal 

cancer between beer and wine (Ferrari et al. 2007). In order to tease out the effect of 
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specific beverage on colorectal carcinogenesis, it would be ideal to conduct stratified 

analyses by beverage type; unfortunately, we had very few cases to enable stratified 

analyses.  

 

The results from our study likely differ from those of some previous studies because of 

differences in study settings (whether they were case control or cohort studies, hospital or 

population based), differences in geographical location where the studies were conducted 

and the fact that our study included only men. Studies conducted in European, American 

and Japanese populations (Anderson et al. 2005, Sanjoaquin et al. 2004, Fedirko et al. 2011) 

have often supported a role for alcohol in colorectal carcinogenesis while studies 

conducted among Chinese subjects have rather not observed positive associations between 

alcohol consumption and colorectal cancer risk (Chen et al. 2005, Wang et al. 2001, Fedirko 

et al. 2011). Important factors that may be driving the differences observed among 

population groups may be genetic susceptibility, dietary modifications and amount of 

alcohol consumed in different populations. It was shown that among American and 

European subjects, alcohol intake >45g/day was associated with a 1.5-fold increased risk of 

colorectal cancer (Cho et al. 2004) whereas a similar intake among Japanese subjects was 

associated with a 2.1-fold increased risk (Otani et al. 2003). In support of the role of 

differing susceptibility within various populations, Moskal et al. (2006) observed that 

geographical area was a significant source of heterogeneity between alcohol and colorectal 

cancer in a dose-response meta-analysis of published cohort studies.  

 

Another reason why the results from our study may have differed from other previous 

results is because our study population consisted of only men. Most other studies have 

included men and women. In studies conducted among women only, there are usually no 

or very weak associations between alcohol and colorectal cancer compared with studies 

among men (Kune and Vitetta 1992, Fedirko et al. 2011). Likewise, in studies (Kune and 

Vitetta 1992, Pöschl and Seitz 2004, Otani et al. 2001, Mizoue et al. 2006, Fedirko et al. 2011) 
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where the risks were assessed together in both sexes; inclusion of women in the analyses 

usually attenuates the associations between alcohol and colorectal cancer risk. The reason 

for this is that men consume more alcohol and are likely to undertake risky drinking 

habits compared to women. In the recent meta-analysis, alcohol consumption was 

associated with a 24% increased risk of colorectal cancer among men but an 8% increased 

among women (Fedirko et al. 2011). 

 

In the largest, most recent and most-detailed meta-analysis to date involving more than 

22,000 colorectal cancer patients from 57 published studies, moderate alcohol intake > 1 

drink/day was associated with an increased risk of colorectal cancer (Fedirko et al. 2011). 

Moderate drinkers (1-4 drinks/day or 12.6 – =���?@
�<����
��	�+<�
����	������=�
�����@
�<�

or 50g/day) had 21% and 52% higher risks of colorectal cancer, respectively, compared to 

non-drinkers or occasional drinkers (Fedirko et al. 2011). Even though no increased risk of 

colorectal cancer was observed among light drinkers (<1/day), the dose-risk analysis 

revealed a significant 7% increase in risk among people who drank > 10g/day, which 

includes the upper bound of light drinkers which increased to 38% and 82% among people 

consuming >50g/day and 100g/day respectively (Fedirko et al. 2011). The increased risk 

observed among moderate drinkers was stronger for men (24%), than for women (8%) and 

stronger among Asians. Increased risks were noted for all parts of the colorectum but with 

regards to the colon, the risks were higher for the distal colon (RR 2.46) compared to the 

proximal colon (RR 1.38) even though the difference was not significant.  

6.2 BINGE DRINKING AND LUNG CANCER

 

To the best of our knowledge, apart from our study, no other study has explored the 

relationship between alcohol consumption pattern and risk of lung cancer despite the fact 

that the health effects of binge drinking can be disaggregated from those of total alcohol 

consumption. The pattern of risk that we observed between binge drinking and lung 

cancer is however similar to that observed with total alcohol consumption. While there 
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were no apparent increased risk of lung cancer among binge drinking non-smokers, 

smokers who were binge drinkers had increased risk of lung cancer. This suggests that 

smoking is a very strong confounder of the relationship or that alcohol increases the 

baseline risk of smoking on lung cancer risk. However, the results could also be chance 

findings.  

 

It is hypothesized that binge drinking, which can be a marker for excessive alcohol 

consumption can promote lung carcinogenesis by compromising liver function which may 

result in reduced detoxification of carcinogens and reduced delivery of protective 

nutrients (Korte et al. 2002), by inhibiting the activity of methionine synthase, leading to a 

decreased production of S-Adenosylmethionine ultimately causing global 

hypomethylation of DNA (Purohit et al. 2005). Experimentally, it has been shown that 

acute ethanol injection, analogous to binge drinking causes a significant increase in histone 

acetylation in the lungs (Kim and Shukla 2006) which causes changes in nucleosomal 

conformation thereby increasing the accessibility of transcriptional regulatory proteins to 

chromatin templates ultimately leading to carcinogenic transformations (Struhl 2001).  

 

The relationship between alcohol consumption and lung cancer has been one of the most 

difficult to ascertain because of the difficulty in disentangling the effects of smoking from 

alcohol consumption especially among those with high alcohol consumption. While some 

studies have found a positive association between alcohol consumption and lung cancer 

(De Stefani et al. 1993, Doll et al. 1994, Dosemeci et al. 1997, Prescott et al. 1999, Bagnardi et 

al. 2010), others have not (Bandera et al. 1997, Woodson et al. 1999, Djousse et al. 2002, 

Rohrmann et al. 2006, Thun et al. 2009), and some studies have even reported inverse 

association between moderate alcohol intake, wine drinking and lung cancer (Rohrmann 

et al. 2006, Benedetti et al. 2006, Chao 2007, Chao et al. 2008). In some other studies, the 

positive association between alcohol and lung cancer was only evident among some 

subgroups in the population such as those with low vitamin A intake (Kvale et al. 1983) or 
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low fruit and vegetable intake (Benedetti et al. 2006). A non-significantly increased risk of 

lung cancer was reported in a pooled analysis of cohort studies among those who 

������	
����
?@
�<����������� (Freudenheim et al. 2005). In a dose-specific meta-analysis 

of cohort studies, it was reported that �	������������	
���\`


?@�������������������
���

53% increased risk of lung cancer compared to non-drinkers (Korte et al. 2002). The same 

study also reported increased risk in case-controls studies but the elevated risks were only 

evident in hospital-based case-control studies and not in population-based case-control 

studies. In the European Prospective Investigation into Cancer and Nutrition (EPIC) 

study, neither alcohol consumption at baseline nor lifelong alcohol consumption was 

associated with increased risk of lung cancer (Rohrmann et al. 2006). The authors, 

nevertheless reported a lower risk of lung cancer among those with moderate alcohol 

intake (5 –14.9g/day) compared to those with low intake (0.1 – 4.9g/day) suggesting a J-

shaped relationship.  

 

Many studies, including the largest population-based case control study to date have 

reported a modification of the effect of smoking on the relationship between alcohol and 

lung cancer. The environment and genetics in lung cancer etiology (EAGLE) study is a 

population-based case-control study in Italy with 2,100 lung cancer cases (Bagnardi et al. 

2010). In the study, using very light drinkers as reference categories, the authors observed 

increased risk of lung cancer among non-drinkers and very heavy drinkers (> 60g/day). 

The increased risk were only confined to ever smokers and was not evident among never 

smokers. The lower risks observed among light drinkers compared to non-drinkers in this 

study could also be due to residual confounding as the authors reported that light 

drinkers smoked less cigarette and were better educated compared to non-drinkers 

(Bagnardi et al. 2010).  

 

Likewise, in an analysis stratified by histological type, significantly increased risks were 

observed for almost all other categories of alcohol intake compared to very light drinkers 
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among those with squamous cell carcinomas but not among those with adenocarcinomas 

and small cell lung cancers (Bagnardi et al. 2010). This tends to support a possible residual 

confounding effect of smoking, since squamous cell carcinomas are more likely to be 

related to smoking than adenocarcinomas (Bandera et al. 1997, Brennan et al. 2000).  

 

Similarly, other studies have reported no relationship between alcohol consumption and 

lung cancer risk among non-smokers (Nishino et al. 2006, Shimazu et al. 2008, Thun et al. 

2009). Shimazu and colleagues (2008) compared occasional drinkers to heavy drinkers in 

the Japan Public Health Center-based Prospective Study. In the total cohort, they reported a RR 

of 1.31 (95% CI 0.89-1.94), and a RR of 1.69 (95% CI 1.05-2.72) among smokers but a RR of 

0.58 (95% CI 0.26-1.30) among non-smokers.   

 

It is also possible that binge or heavy drinking may modify dietary patterns in such a way 

that binge drinkers are likely to substitute alcohol calories for calories obtained from food 

and may therefore consume less foods that have protective biological nutrients (Hillers 

and Massey 1985, Korte et al. 2002).   

 

However, a particular limitation of our study on binge drinking and lung cancer risk 

needs to be noted. This is because our classification of binge drinking may miss some true 

binge drinkers and misclassify binge drinking since we used a composite measure of binge 

drinking and not a real measure as determined by response from participants. In order to 

determine the true extent of binge drinking, it would have been ideal to have the 

participants respond to a specific question asking about their binge drinking behaviour 

(e.g. consume more than 6 cans of beer, or 1 bottle of wine at a particular drinking 

occasion). We however did not have this specific question in our questionnaire, hence our 

decision to use a composite measure using the consumption of �70g of alcohol at a 

drinking occasion, which may lead to bias from misclassification of exposure.  
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Although we observed no associations between binge drinking and lung cancer in 

stratified analyses, we suggest that heavy drinking pattern needs to be considered in 

studies investigating the associations between alcohol and lung cancer. Lastly, larger 

studies are needed which can tease out the effects of smoking and possible interactions 

between binge drinking and smoking on lung cancer risk.   

6.3 IMPACT OF ALCOHOL CONSUMPTION ON RISK OF CANCER 

Very few studies have investigated the association between alcohol consumption and total 

cancer using cancer incidence as most studies exploring the association of alcohol on total 

cancer have focused more on cancer mortality. From cancer mortality studies, there is 

strong evidence that very high alcohol intake is associated with increased risk of dying 

from cancer (Blot 1992, Doll et al. 1994, Thun et al. 1997, Lin et al. 2005, Grønbaek et al. 

2000, Theobald et al. 2001).  

 

Similar to results from previous studies (Bagnardi et al. 2001, Nakaya et al. 2005, Inoue et 

al. 2005), we observed an increased risk of cancer among men with the highest amount of 

alcohol intake. Using occasional drinkers as reference, Inoue and colleagues observed a 

positive linear association between increased alcohol intake and cancer incidence among 

men, but not among women. They estimated that nearly 13% of the 3,403 cancer cases in 

��	��������������
�	�����	�+<�
������?�����

?@�		����Another study from Japan (Nakaya 

et al. 2005) reported a dose-response relationship between the amount of alcohol 

consumed and total cancer risk among drinkers. Interestingly, they also noted that ex-

drinkers had a significant 50% increased risk of cancer compared to never drinkers 

suggesting that the risk of cancer from drinking alcohol may persist for a while after 

stopping alcohol consumption. On the other hand, the increased risk among ex-drinkers 

may be due to reverse causality whereby the ex-drinkers stopped drinking because of ill-

health such as cancer. Bagnardi and colleagues 2001 conducted a meta-analysis of 235 

studies with over 117,000 cancer cases and observed a positive linear association between 
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alcohol consumption and total cancer. There was a significant 22% increased risk with 

alcohol intake of 50g/day which increased to 91% with intake of 100g/day.  

 

We estimated that about 7% of the cancer cases within our cohort were due to alcohol 

consumption. This proportion is higher than the worldwide estimate. Using the WHO 

Global Burden of Disease project, it has been estimated that 3.6% of cancer cases (389,100 

cases) and 3.5% of cancer deaths (232,900 cancer deaths) worldwide in 2002 are 

attributable to alcohol consumption (Boffetta et al. 2006). The percentage is expectedly 

higher among men (5.2%) compared to women (1.7%) due to the higher alcohol 

consumption among men (Boffetta et al. 2006). The alcohol-attributable fraction of cancers 

also exhibits large geographical variations. The lowest alcohol-attributable fractions of 

<1% are observed in the Eastern Mediterranean countries, rising to just below 2% in South 

East Asia (Boffetta et al. 2006). The highest alcohol-attributable fractions are observed for 

Europe C comprising the countries of the former Soviet Republic while for Europe A 

which Finland belongs to, the alcohol-attributable fractions of total cancer is about 6% 

(Boffetta et al. 2006).  

6.4 EFFECTS OF MODERATE ALCOHOL CONSUMPTION SMOKING ON 

CANCER AND CANCER MORTALITY

Smoking and alcohol are two modifiable risk factors that are independently associated 

with increased risk of cancer and cancer mortality. Our results revealed that while 

smoking independently increased the risk of cancer and cancer mortality, moderate 

alcohol consumption was independently associated with increased risk of cancer but not 

cancer mortality. However, the risks of cancer and cancer mortality associated with 

moderate alcohol consumption and smoking together are more that due to either smoking 

or moderate alcohol consumption alone. It is worthwhile to note that because we 

investigated the effects of moderate alcohol consumption. It is possible and likely that the 

added risks on cancer and cancer morality would be higher if higher consumption 
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volumes, rather than moderate alcohol intakes are used. It is biologically plausible that 

alcohol and smoking cause more cancers that either alone given the fact that the alcohol 

metabolite, acetaldehyde is also a major constituent of tobacco smoke (Smith and Hansch 

2000, Salaspuro and Salaspuro 2004). Alcohol consumption and smoking have been found 

to have synergistic effects on acetaldehyde concentrations in the saliva. Experimentally, it 

has been demonstrated that when smokers and non-smokers ingested comparable doses 

of ethanol, salivary acetaldehyde concentrations were seven times higher in active 

smokers compared to non-smokers. Among smokers, salivary acetaldehyde 

concentrations increased considerably more during active smoking with simultaneous 

ethanol intake than without simultaneous ethanol intake partly because smoking inhibits 

ALDH which results in less efficient acetaldehyde metabolism and subsequently higher 

acetaldehyde concentrations in the saliva (Helander and Curvall 1991).  

 

6.5 STRENGTHS AND LIMITATIONS OF STUDY

Our study had the following strengths. It is prospective in nature whereby alcohol 

consumption was assessed at baseline before cancer diagnosis. Thus, the possibility of 

recall bias wherein men who had cancer may tend to recollect their alcohol intake and 

probably attribute their cancers to alcohol intake relative to men without cancer was 

greatly minimized. This was supported in secondary analysis where we excluded the first 

two years of follow-up to exclude cohort members who may have undiagnosed cancers 

from the analysis but the results were still the same. The study was population-based, 

with a long follow-up and minimal loss to follow-up ensuring that the results can be 

generalized beyond the study cohort to the general population. Cancer cases were 

ascertained from the high quality, nationwide Finnish Cancer Registry ensuring accurate 

ascertainment of cases. We had detailed information on a range of confounding factors 

which we controlled for. All these increase the confidence that the results from our study 

likely represent a true relationship between alcohol intake and cancer risk. 
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The following limitations also need to be taken into consideration when interpreting the 

results from our study. We assessed alcohol consumption using a questionnaire, thus 

alcohol intake among the subjects could have been under-reported. This could lead to 

reporting bias but we do not think the reporting bias will be systematically differential 

across drinking groups.  

Likewise, the questionnaire had previously been validated using biochemical markers of 

excessive alcohol use such as MCV and GGT and there was a correlation between alcohol 

intake and the biochemical markers (Hauge and Irgens-Jensen 1981, Kauhanen et al. 1992), 

but nevertheless, the possibility of misclassification cannot be completely ruled out.  

Another limitation relates the absence of information on alcohol intake after baseline 

examination, hence we do not know if drinking habits changed afterwards. This can lead 

to misclassification of exposures, which will most likely bias the estimates towards null if 

the misclassification is strong. A study in Denmark has however revealed that baseline, 

updated and cumulative average alcohol intake were all associated with increased risk of 

colorectal cancer with very little difference in risk estimates comparing the different 

analytical approaches, suggesting that there is a low intra-individual variation in alcohol 

consumption during follow-up (Thygesen et al. 2008).  

Lastly, only a few site-specific cancers occurred during the follow-up period, which 

precluded us from exploring the association between alcohol consumption and site-

specific cancers in greater detail that may enlighten us about specific groups that may be 

at higher risk, or specific histological types that may be more related to alcohol intake.  
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7 CONCLUSIONS 
The following conclusions can be drawn from this prospective population-based study of 

alcohol consumption and cancer among men 

 

1. The study lends support to the evidence that alcohol consumption increases the risk of 

colorectal cancer. Colorectal cancer is now one of the cancer sites for which the WHO 

has designated as being causally related to alcohol consumption.  

2. Binge drinking does not increase the risk of lung cancer among non-smokers. Among 

smokers, binge drinking appears to increase the risk of lung cancer but this may be due 

to confounding, which cannot be totally controlled for. However, smoking and binge 

drinking may have a joint effect on lung cancer risk which deserves further evaluation.  

3. Alcohol consumption is associated with an increased risk of total cancer and as much 

as 7% of the cancer cases among men in the cohort could be attributable to alcohol 

consumption. We also observed evidence suggestive of a slightly increased risk of all-

cause cancer with consumption volumes that are hitherto deemed safe. Public health 

efforts to reduce the incidence of cancer will have to also incorporate reduction in 

alcohol consumption  

4. Smoking is an independent risk factor for cancer and cancer mortality. However, 

smoking and moderate alcohol consumption cause more cancer than either smoking or 

alcohol would cause independently.  

 

In summary, the results from this thesis have shown that alcohol consumption is 

associated with cancer risk. Public health strategies to reduce cancer burden in Finland 
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will need to incorporate strategies to reduce alcohol consumption, probably beyond the 

present recommended levels.  



76

 

8 REFERENCES 
� Akhter M, Kuriyama S, Nakaya N, Shimazu T, Ohmori K, Nishino Y, Tsubono Y, 

Fukao A, Tsuji I. Alcohol consumption is associated with an increased risk of distal 

colon and rectal cancer in Japanese men: the Miyagi Cohort Study. Eur J Cancer 

2007;43(2):383-90. 

� Alberg AJ, Ford JG, Samet JM; American College of Chest Physicians. Epidemiology of 

lung cancer: ACCP evidence-based clinical practice guidelines (2nd edition). Chest 

2007;132(3 Suppl):29S-55S. 

� Allamani A, Voller F, Kubicka L, Bloomfield K. Drinking Cultures and the Position of 

Women in Nine European Countries. Subst Abus 2000;21(4):231-247. 

� American Cancer Society. (2007) Global Cancer Facts & Figures 2007. American Cancer 

Society, Atlanta, GA. 

� Anderson JC, Alpern Z, Sethi G., et al. Prevalence and risk of colorectal neoplasia in 

consumers of alcohol in a screening population. Am J Gastroenterol 2005; 100: 2049-55.  

� Armstrong B, Doll R. Environmental factors and cancer incidence and mortality in 

different countries, with special reference to dietary practices. Int J Cancer 1975;15(4): 

617 –631. 

� Asakage T, Yokoyama A, Haneda T, Yamazaki M, Muto M, Yokoyama T, Kato H, Igaki 

H, Tsujinaka T, Kumagai Y, Yokoyama M, Omori T, Watanabe H. Genetic 

polymorphisms of alcohol and aldehyde dehydrogenases, and drinking, smoking and 

diet in Japanese men with oral and pharyngeal squamous cell carcinoma. 

Carcinogenesis 2007;28(4):865-74.  

� Baan R, Straif K, Grosse Y, Secretan B, El Ghissassi F, Bouvard V, Altieri A, Cogliano V; 

WHO International Agency for Research on Cancer Monograph Working Group. 

Carcinogenicity of alcoholic beverages. Lancet Oncol 2007;8(4):292-3. 



77

� Babor T, Caetano R, Casswell S. Alcohol: No ordinary commodity. Research and public 

policy. New York, Oxford University Press, 2003. 

� Bagnardi V, Blangiardo M, La Vecchia C, Corrao G. A meta-analysis of alcohol 

drinking and cancer risk. Br J Cancer 2001;85(11): 1700-05 

� Bagnardi V, Randi G, Lubin J, Consonni D, Lam TK, Subar AF, Goldstein AM, 

Wacholder S, Bergen AW, Tucker MA, Decarli A, Caporaso NE, Bertazzi PA, Landi 

MT. Alcohol consumption and lung cancer risk in the Environment and Genetics in 

Lung Cancer Etiology (EAGLE) study. Am J Epidemiol 2010;171(1):36-44. 

� Bandera EV, Freudenheim JL, Marshall JR, Zielezny M, Priore RL, Brasure J, Baptiste 

M, Graham S. Diet and alcohol consumption and lung cancer risk in the New York 

State Cohort (United States) Cancer Causes Control 1997;8(6):828-40. 

� Barra S, Negri E, Franceschi S, Guarneri S, La Vecchia C. Alcohol and colorectal cancer: 

a case-control study from northern Italy. Cancer Causes Control 1992;3(2):153-9. 

� Baumgarten G, Waldherr R, Stickel F, Simanowski UA, Ingelmann-Sundverg M,  Seitz 

HK. Enhanced expression of cytochrome P450 2E1 in the oropharyngeal mucosa in 

alcoholics with cancer (Abstract). Annual Meeting of the International Society of 

Biomedical Researchers: Alcoholism. Washington DC, 1996;22–27 June. 

� Baylin SB. DNA methylation and gene silencing in cancer. Nature Clin Pract Oncol 2 

(Suppl. 1), S4–S11 (2005). 

� Benedetti A, Parent ME, Siemiatycki J. Consumption of alcoholic beverages and risk of 

lung cancer: results from two case-control studies in Montreal, Canada. Cancer Causes 

Control 2006;17(4):469-80. 

� Bishop JM. Enemies within: the genesis of retrovirus oncogenes. Cell 23, 5–6 (1981). 

� Bloomfield K, Stockwell T, Gmel G, Rehn N. International comparisons of alcohol 

consumption. Alcohol Res Health 2003;27(1):95-109 

� Blot WJ. Alcohol and cancer. Cancer Res 1992;52(7 Suppl):2119s-2123s. 

� Boffetta P, Couto E, Wichmann J, Ferrari P, Trichopoulos D, Bueno-de- Mesquita HB, 

van Duijnhoven FJ, Bu¨chner FL, Key T, Boeing H, Nothlings U, Linseisen J, Gonzalez 



78

CA, Overvad K, Nielsen MR, Tjønneland A, Olsen A, Clavel-Chapelon F, Boutron-

Ruault MC, MoroisS, Lagiou P, Naska A, Benetou V, Kaaks R, Rohrmann S, Panico S, 

Sieri S, Vineis P, Palli D, van Gils CH, Peeters PH, Lund E, Brustad M, Engeset D, 

"�	���� ��`� ��
���?�	�� �`� ������	�� ��`� ����������� �`� ���������	� �`� "�������� �`�

Johansson I, Manjer J, Sonestedt E, Allen NE, Bingham S,Khaw KT, Slimani N, Jenab 

M, Mouw T, Norat T, Riboli E, Trichopoulou A. Fruit and vegetable intake and overall 

cancer risk in the European Prospective Investigation into Cancer and Nutrition 

(EPIC). J Natl Cancer Inst 2010;102(8):529 –537 

� Boffetta P, Hashibe M, La Vecchia C, Zatonski W, Rehm J. The burden of cancer 

attributable to alcohol drinking. Int J Cancer 2006;119:884-7  

� Boffetta P, Pershagen G, Jöckel KH, Forastiere F, Gaborieau V, Heinrich J, Jahn I, 

Kreuzer M, Merletti F, Nyberg F, Rösch F, Simonato L. Cigar and pipe smoking and 

lung cancer risk: a multicenter study from Europe. J Natl Cancer Inst 1999;91(8):697-

701. 

� Bongaerts BW, van den Brandt PA, Goldbohm RA, de Goeij AF, Weijenberg MP. 

Alcohol consumption, type of alcoholic beverage and risk of colorectal cancer at 

specific subsites. Int J Cancer 2008;123(10):2411-7. 

� Boonyaphiphat P, Thongsuksai P, Sriplung H, Puttawibul P. Lifestyle habits and 

genetic susceptibility and the risk of esophageal cancer in the Thai population Cancer 

Lett 2002;186(2):193-9. 

� Booyse FM, Pan W, Grenett HE, Parks DA, Darley-Usmar VM, Bradley KM, Tabengwa 

EM. Mechanism by which alcohol and wine polyphenols affect coronary heart disease 

risk. Ann Epidemiol. 2007;17(5 Suppl):S24-31. 

� Bosch FX, Ribes J, Diaz M, Cleries R. Primary liver cancer: worldwide incidence and 

trends. Gastroenterol 2004;127:s5–16. 

� Bosetti C, Levi F, Boffetta P, Lucchini F, Negri E, La Vecchia C. Trends in mortality 

from hepatocellular carcinoma in Europe, 1980-2004. Hepatology 2008;48:137–45 



79

� Bosron WF, Li TK. Genetic polymorphism of human liver alcohol and aldehyde 

dehydrogenases, and their relationship to alcohol metabolism and alcoholism. 

Hepatology 1986;6(3):502-10 

� Botterweck AA, Schouten LJ, Volovics A, Dorant E, van Den BrandtPA. Trends in 

incidence of adenocarcinoma of the oesophagus and gastric cardia in ten European 

countries. Int J Epidemiol 2000;29:645–54. 

� Bratt O. Hereditary prostate cancer: clinical aspects.J Urol 2002;168: 906–913. 

� Brennan P, Fortes C, Butler J, Agudo A, Benhamou S, Darby S, Gerken M, Jökel KH, 

Kreuzer M, Mallone S, Nyberg F, Pohlabeln H, Ferro G, Boffetta P. A multicenter case-

control study of diet and lung cancer among non-smokers. Cancer Causes Control 

2000;11(1):49-58 

� Brennan P, Lewis S, Hashibe M, Bell DA, Boffetta P, Bouchardy C, Caporaso N, Chen 

C, Coutelle C, Diehl SR, Hayes RB, Olshan AF, Schwartz SM, Sturgis EM, Wei Q, 

Zavras AI, Benhamou S. Pooled analysis of alcohol dehydrogenase genotypes and head 

and neck cancer: a HuGE review. Am J Epidemiol 2004;159(1):1-16. 

� Brenner H, Rothenbacher D, Arndt V. Epidemiology of stomach cancer. Methods Mol 

Biol 2009;472:467-77 

� Byers T, Nestle M, McTiernan A, Doyle C, Currie-Williams A, Gansler T, Thun M; 

American Cancer Society 2001 Nutrition and Physical Activity Guidelines Advisory 

Committee. American Cancer Society guidelines on nutrition and physical activity for 

cancer prevention: Reducing the risk of cancer with healthy food choices and physical 

activity. CA Cancer J Clin 2002;52(2):92-119 

� Calle EE, Rodriguez C, Walker-Thurmond K, Thun MJ. Overweight, obesity, and 

mortality from cancer in a prospectively studied cohort of U.S. adults. N Engl J Med 

2003;348(17):1625-38. 

� Canoy D, Wareham N, Luben R, Welch A, Bingham S, Day N, Khaw KT. Cigarette 

smoking and fat distribution in 21,828 British men and women: a population-based 

study. Obes Res 2005;13(8):1466-75. 



80

� Carter BS, Beaty TH, Steinberg GD, Childs B, Walsh PC. Mendelian inheritance of 

familial prostate cancer. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 1992;89(8):3367-71. 

� Carter HB, Piantadosi S, and Isaacs JT: Clinical evidence for and implications of the 

multistep development of prostate cancer. J Urol 1990;143: 742–746. 

� Center MM, Jemal A, Smith RA, Ward E. Worldwide variations in colorectal cancer. 

CA Cancer J Clin 2009; 59:366–78. 

� Chao C, Slezak JM, Caan BJ, Quinn VP. Alcoholic beverage intake and risk of lung 

cancer: the California Men's Health Study. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 

2008;17(10):2692-9. 

� Chao C. Associations between beer, wine, and liquor consumption and lung cancer 

risk: a meta-analysis. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 2007;16(11):2436-47. 

� Chen K, Jiang Q, Xinyun Ma et al. Alcohol drinking and colorectal cancer: a population 

based prospective cohort study in China. Eur J Epidemiol 2005; 20: 149-54 

� Chen YJ, Chen C, Wu DC, Lee CH, Wu CI, Lee JM, Goan YG, Huang SP, Lin CC, Li TC, 

Chou YP, Wu MT. Interactive effects of lifetime alcohol consumption and alcohol and 

aldehyde dehydrogenase polymorphisms on esophageal cancer risks. Int J Cancer 

2006;119(12):2827-31. 

� Cho E, Smith-Warner SA, Ritz J et al.. Alcohol intake and colorectal cancer: a pooled 

analysis of 8 cohort studies. Ann Intern Med 2004; 140(8): 603–613. 

� Choi SY, Kahyo H. Effect of cigarette smoking and alcohol consumption in the etiology 

of cancers of the digestive tract. Int J Cancer 1991; 49(3):381–386. 

� Chyou PH, Nomura AM, Stemmermann GN. A prospective study of colon and rectal 

cancer among Hawaii Japanese men. Ann Epidemiol 1996; 6(4): 276–282. 

� Clapp RW, Jacobs MM, Loechler EL. Environmental and occupational causes of cancer: 

new evidence 2005-2007. Rev Environ Health 2008;23(1):1-37 

� Coleman MP, Quaresma M, Berrino F, Lutz JM, De Angelis R, Capocaccia R, Baili P, 

Rachet B, Gatta G, Hakulinen T, Micheli A, Sant M, Weir HK, Elwood JM, Tsukuma H, 

Koifman S, E Silva GA, Francisci S, Santaquilani M, Verdecchia A, Storm HH, Young 



81

JL; CONCORD Working Group. Cancer survival in five continents: a worldwide 

population-based study (CONCORD). Lancet Oncol 2008;9(8):730-56 

� Corrao G, Rubbiati L, Bagnardi V, Zambon A, Poikolainen K. Alcohol and coronary 

heart disease: a meta-analysis. Addiction 2000;95(10):1505-23. 

� Coussens, L. M. & Werb, Z. Inflammation and cancer. Nature 2002;420, 860–867. 

� Crabb DW, Edenberg HJ, Bosron WF, Li TK. Genotypes for aldehyde dehydrogenase 

defi ciency and alcohol sensitivity. The inactive ALDH2(2) allele is dominant. J Clin 

Invest 1989; 83: 314–16. 

� Crawford DE. Epidemiology of prostate cancer. Urology 2003;62;3-12 

� Crew KD, Neugut AI. Epidemiology of gastric cancer.World J Gastroenterol 

2006;12(3):354-62. 

� Criqui MH, Ringel BL. Does diet or alcohol explain the French paradox? Lancet 

1994;344(8939-8940):1719-23. 

� Curtis H, Crowley C. Chromosome aberrations in liver cells in relation to the somatic 

mutation theory of aging. Radiat Res 1964; 19, 337–344. 

� Darby S, Hill D, Auvinen A, Barros-Dios JM, Baysson H, Bochicchio F, Deo H, Falk R, 

Forastiere F, Hakama M, Heid I, Kreienbrock L, Kreuzer M, Lagarde F, Mäkeläinen I, 

Muirhead C, Oberaigner W, Pershagen G, Ruano-Ravina A, Ruosteenoja E, Rosario AS, 

Tirmarche M, Tomásek L, Whitley E, Wichmann HE, Doll R. BMJ 2005 ;330(7485):223. 

� De Stefani E, Correa P, Fierro L, Fontham ET, Chen V, Zavala D. The effect of alcohol 

on the risk of lung cancer in Uruguay. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 1993;2(1):21-

6. 

� Dellarco VL. A mutagenicity assessment of acetaldehyde. Mutat Res 1988;195, 1–20.  

� DePinho RA. The age of cancer. Nature. 2000;408(6809):248-54 

� Djoussé L, Dorgan JF, Zhang Y, Schatzkin A, Hood M, D'Agostino RB, Copenhafer DL, 

Kreger BE, Ellison RC. Alcohol consumption and risk of lung cancer: the Framingham 

Study. J Natl Cancer Inst 2002;94(24):1877-82. 



82

� Doll R, Hill AB. Smoking and carcinoma of the lung; preliminary report. BMJ 1950; 

2:739–748. 

� Doll R, Peto R, Hall E, Wheatley K, Gray R. Mortality in relation to consumption of 

alcohol: 13 years' observations on male British doctors. BMJ 1994;309(6959):911-8. 

� Doll R, Peto R. Cigarette smoking and bronchial carcinoma:dose and time relationships 

among regular smokers andlifelong non-smokers. J Epidemiol Community Health 

1978;32:303–313 

� Doll R, Peto R. The causes of cancer: quantitative estimates of avoidable risks of cancer 

in the United States today. J Natl Cancer Inst 1981; 66:1191–1308 

� Doll R. Mortality from lung cancer in asbestos workers. Br J Ind Med 1955; 12:81–86. 

� Dosemeci M, Gokmen I, Unsal M, Hayes RB, Blair A. Tobacco, alcohol use, and risks of 

laryngeal and lung cancer by subsite and histologic type in Turkey. Cancer Causes 

Control 1997;8(5):729-37. 

� Druesne-Pecollo N, Tehard B, Mallet Y, Gerber M, Norat T, Hercberg S, Latino-Martel 

P. Alcohol and genetic polymorphisms: effect on risk of alcohol-related cancer. Lancet 

Oncol 2009;10(2):173-80. 

� Edwards BK, Ward E, Kohler BA, Eheman C, Zauber AG, Anderson RN, Jemal A, 

Schymura MJ, Lansdorp-Vogelaar I, Seeff LC, van Ballegooijen M, Goede SL, Ries LA. 

Annual report to the nation on the status of cancer, 1975-2006, featuring colorectal 

cancer trends and impact of interventions (risk factors, screening, and treatment) to 

reduce future rates. Cancer 2010;116(3):544-73 

� Ellison CR and Martinic M. The harms and benefits of moderate drinking: findings 

from an international symposium. Annal Epidemiol 2007(suppl) 

� El-Serag HB. Time trends of gastroesophageal reflux disease: a systematic review. Clin 

Gastroenterol Hepatol 2007;5:17–26. 

� English DR, Holman CD, Milne E, Winter MG, Hulse GK, et al.. 1995, The 

quantification of drug caused morbidity and mortality in Australia 1995: 

Commonwealth Department of Human Services, Canberra 



83

� Esme H, Cemek M, Sezer M, Saglam H, Demir A, Melek H, Unlu M. High levels of 

oxidative stress in patients with advanced lung cancer. Respirology 2008;13(1):112-6 

� Espina, N., Lima, V., Lieber, C. S. and Garro, A. J.  In vitro and in vivo inhibitory effect 

of ethanol and acetaldehyde on O6-methylguanine transferase. Carcionogenesis1988; 9, 

761–766 

� Ezzati M, Henley SJ, Lopez AD, Thun MJ. Role of smoking in global and regional 

cancer epidemiology: current patterns and data needs. Int J Cancer 2005;116(6):963-71 

� Fang, J. L. and Vaca, C. E. Development of a 32P-postlabeling method for the analysis 

of adducts arising through the reaction of acetaldehyde with 2-deoxyguanosine-3-

monophosphate and DNA. Carcinogenesis 1995; 16: 2177–2185. 

� Fedirko V, Tramacere I, Bagnardi V, Rota M, Scotti L, Islami F, Negri E, Straif K, 

Romieu I, La Vecchia C, Boffetta P, Jenab M. Alcohol drinking and colorectal cancer 

risk: an overall and dose-response meta-analysis of published studies. Ann 

Oncol;22:1958-72. 

� Ferlay J, Parkin DM, Steliarova-Foucher E. Estimates of cancer incidence and mortality 

in Europe in 2008. Eur J Cancer 2010;46(4):765-81 

� Ferlay J, Shin HR, Bray F, Forman D, Mathers C, Parkin DM. Estimates of worldwide 

burden of cancer in 2008: GLOBOCAN 2008. Int J Cancer 2010 (in press). 

� Feron VJ, Kruysse A, Woutersen RA. Respiratory tract tumours in hamsters exposed to 

acetaldehyde vapour alone or simultaneously to benzo(a)pyrene or diethylnitrosamine. 

Eur J Cancer Clin Oncol 1982;18(1):13-31. 

� Ferrari P, Jenab M, Norat T, Moskal A, Slimani N, Olsen A, Tjønneland A, Overvad K, 

Jensen MK, Boutron-Ruault MC, Clavel-Chapelon F, Morois S, Rohrmann S, Linseisen 

J, Boeing H, Bergmann M, Kontopoulou D, Trichopoulou A, Kassapa C, Masala G, 

Krogh V, Vineis P, Panico S, Tumino R, van Gils CH, Peeters P, Bueno-de-Mesquita 

HB, Ocké MC, Skeie G, Lund E, Agudo A, Ardanaz E, López DC, Sanchez MJ, Quirós 

JR, Amiano P, Berglund G, Manjer J, Palmqvist R, Van Guelpen B, Allen N, Key T, 

Bingham S, Mazuir M, Boffetta P, Kaaks R, Riboli E. Lifetime and baseline alcohol 



84

intake and risk of colon and rectal cancers in the European prospective investigation 

into cancer and nutrition (EPIC). Int J Cancer 2007;121(9):2065-72. 

� Ferreira MP, Willoughby D. Alcohol consumption: the good, the bad, and the 

indifferent. Appl Physiol Nutr Metab 2008;33(1):12-20. 

� Fillmore K, Kerr W, Stockwell T, Chikritzhs T, Bostrom A. Moderate alcohol use and 

reduced mortality risk: systematic error in prospective studies. Addiction Res Theory 

2006;14:101–132. 

� Fillmore KM, Golding JM, Graves KL, Kniep S, Leino EV, Romelsjö A, Shoemaker C, 

Ager CR, Allebeck P, Ferrer HP. Alcohol consumption and mortality. I. Characteristics 

of drinking groups. Addiction 1998;93(2):183-203. 

� Flanagan DE, Pratt E, Murphy J, Vaile JC, Petley GW, Godsland IF, Kerr D. Alcohol 

consumption alters insulin secretion and cardiac autonomic activity. Eur J Clin Invest 

2002 Mar;32(3):187-92. 

� Flossmann E, Rothwell PM; British Doctors Aspirin Trial and the UK-TIA Aspirin 

Trial.Effect of aspirin on long-term risk of colorectal cancer: consistent evidence from 

randomised and observational studies. Lancet 2007;369(9573):1603-13. 

� Freedman ND, Leitzmann MF, Hollenbeck AR, Schatzkin A, Abnet CC. Cigarette 

smoking and subsequent risk of lung cancer in men and women: analysis of a 

prospective cohort study. Lancet Oncol 2008;9(7):649-56. 

� Freudenheim JL, Ritz J, Smith-Warner SA, Albanes D, Bandera EV, van den Brandt PA, 

Colditz G, Feskanich D, Goldbohm RA, Harnack L, Miller AB, Rimm E, Rohan TE, 

Sellers TA, Virtamo J, Willett WC, Hunter DJ. Alcohol consumption and risk of lung 

cancer: a pooled analysis of cohort studies. Am J Clin Nutr 2005;82(3):657-67. 

� Friedenreich CM. Physical activity and cancer prevention: from observational to 

intervention research. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 2001;10(4):287-301. 

� Gann, PH., Hennekens, C. H., Ma, J., Longcope, C., and Stampfer, M. J. Prospective 

study of sex hormone levels and risk of prostate cancer. J. Natl. Cancer Inst 1996; 5: 

121–126. 



85

� Gao CM, Takezaki T, Wu JZ, Zhang XM, Cao HX, Ding JH, Liu YT, Li SP, Cao J, 

Matsuo K, Hamajima N, Tajima K. Polymorphisms of alcohol dehydrogenase 2 and 

aldehyde dehydrogenase 2 and colorectal cancer risk in Chinese males. World J 

Gastroenterol 2008;14(32):5078-83. 

� George SM, Park Y, Leitzmann MF, Freedman ND, Dowling EC, Reedy J, Schatzkin A, 

Hollenbeck A, Subar AF. Fruit and vegetable intake and risk of cancer: a prospective 

cohort study. Am J Clin Nutr 2009; 89(1): 347–353. 

� Gilbert R, Martin RM, Beynon R, Harris R, Savovic J, Zuccolo L, Bekkering GE, Fraser 

WD, Sterne JA, Metcalfe C. Associations of circulating and dietary vitamin D with 

prostate cancer risk: a systematic review and dose-response meta-analysis.Cancer 

Causes Control 2011 (in press). 

� Giovannucci E, Rimm EB, Ascherio A, Stampfer MJ, Colditz GA, Willett WC. Alcohol, 

low-methionine--low-folate diets, and risk of colon cancer in men. J Natl Cancer Inst 

1995;87(4):265-73. 

� Giovannucci E, Rimm EB, Colditz GA, Stampfer MJ, Ascherio A, Chute CC, Willett 

WC. A prospective study of dietary fat and risk of prostate cancer. J Natl Cancer Inst 

1993;85(19):1571-9. 

� Giovannucci E. A review of epidemiologic studies of tomatoes, lycopene, and prostate 

cancer. Exp Biol Med (Maywood). 2002;227(10):852-9. 

� Gonzalez C. A., Jakszyn, P., Pera, G., Agudo, A., Bingham, S., Palli, D., Ferrari, P., 

Boeing, H., del Giudice, G., Plebani, M., Carneiro, F., Nesi, G., Berrino, F., Sacerdote, C., 

Tumino, R., Panico, S., Berglund, G., Siman, H., Nyren, O., Hallmans, G., Martinez, C., 

Dorronsoro, M., Barricarte, A., Navarro, C., Quiros, J. R., Allen, N., Key, T. J., Day, N. 

E., Linseisen, J., Nagel, G., Bergmann, M. M., Overvad, K., Jensen, M. K., Tjonneland, 

A., Olsen, A., Buenode- Mesquita, H. B., Ocke, M., Peeters, P. H., Numans, M. E., 

Clavel-Chapelon, F., Boutron-Ruault, M. C., Trichopoulou, A., Psaltopoulou, T., 

Roukos, D., Lund, E., Hemon, B., Kaaks, R., Norat, T., and Riboli, E. Meat intake and 



86

risk of stomach and esophageal adenocarcinoma within the European Prospective 

Investigation Into Cancer and Nutrition (EPIC). J Natl Cancer Inst 2006;  98;345 –354. 

� Gonzalez, C. A., Pera, G., Agudo, A., Palli,D., Krogh, V., Vineis, P., Tumino, R., 

Panico,S., Berglund, G., Siman, H., Nyren,O., Agren, A., Martinez, C., Dorronsoro,M., 

Barricarte, A., Tormo, M. J., Quiros, J.R., Allen, N., Bingham, S., Day, N., Miller,A., 

Nagel, G., Boeing, H., Overvad, K.,Tjonneland, A., Bueno-De-Mesquita, H.B., 

Boshuizen, H. C., Peeters, P., Numans,M., Clavel-Chapelon, F., Helen, I., Agapitos,E., 

Lund, E., Fahey, M., Saracci, R.,Kaaks, R., and Riboli, E. Smoking and the risk of gastric 

cancer in the European Prospective Investigation Into Cancer and Nutrition (EPIC). Int 

J Cancer 2003; 107 ,629 – 634. 

� Grau MV, Sandler RS, McKeown-Eyssen G, Bresalier RS, Haile RW, Barry EL, Ahnen 

DJ, Gui J, Summers RW, Baron JA. Nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drug use after 3 

years of aspirin use and colorectal adenoma risk: observational follow-up of a 

randomized study.J Natl Cancer Inst 2009;101(4):267-76. 

� Greenland S. Re: “confidence limits made easy: interval estimation using a substitution 

method” Am J Epidemiol 1999; 149; 884. 

� Greenwald P, Clifford CK, Milner JA. Diet and cancer prevention. Eur J Cancer 

2001;37(8):948-65 

� Grønbaek M, Becker U, Johansen D, Gottschau A, Schnohr P, Hein HO, Jensen G, 

Sørensen TI. Type of alcohol consumed and mortality from all causes, coronary heart 

disease, and cancer. Ann Intern Med 2000;133(6):411-9. 

� Haas GP, and Sakr WA: Epidemiology of prostate cancer. CA Cancer J Clin 1997;47: 

273–287. 

� Haffner, S. M., Newcomb, P. A., Marcus, P. M., Klein, B. E., and Klein, R. Relation of 

sex hormones and dehydroepiandrosterone sulfate (DHEA-SO4) to cardiovascular risk 

factors in postmenopausal women. Am. J. Epidemiol 1995; 142: 925–934. 

� Hammond EC, Selikoff IJ, Seidman H. Asbestos exposure, cigarette smoking and death 

rates. Ann NY Acad Sci 1979;330:473–490. 



87

� Harriss DJ, Atkinson G, Batterham A, George K, Cable NT, Reilly T, Haboubi N, 

Renehan AG; Colorectal Cancer, Lifestyle, Exercise And Research Group. Lifestyle 

factors and colorectal cancer risk (2): a systematic review and meta-analysis of 

associations with leisure-time physical activity. Colorectal Dis 2009;11(7):689-701. 

� Hashibe M, Boffetta P, Zaridze D, Shangina O, Szeszenia-Dabrowska N, Mates D, 

Janout V, Fabiánová E, Bencko V, Moullan N, Chabrier A, Hung R, Hall J, Canzian F, 

Brennan P. Evidence for an important role of alcohol- and aldehyde-metabolizing 

genes in cancers of the upper aerodigestive tract. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 

2006;15(4):696-703 

� Hauge R, Irgens-Jensen O (1981) Scandinavian drinking survey: sampling operations 

and data collection. Oslo: National Institute for Alcohol Research (SIFA), (SIFA-

stensilserie NO 44). 

� Hecht SS. DNA adduct formation from tobacco-specific N-nitrosamines. Mutat 

Res1999;424(1-2):127-42 

� Helander A, Curvall M. Comparison of blood aldehyde dehydrogenase activities in 

moist snuff users, cigarette smokers and nontobacco users. Alcohol Clin Exp Res 1991; 

15:1–6. 

� Hillers VN, Massey LK. Interrelationships of moderate and high alcohol consumption 

with diet and health status. Am J Clin Nutr1985;41(2):356-62. 

� Hiraki A, Matsuo K, Wakai K, Suzuki T, Hasegawa Y, Tajima K. Gene-gene and gene-

environment interactions between alcohol drinking habit and polymorphisms in 

alcohol-metabolizing enzyme genes and the risk of head and neck cancer in Japan. 

Cancer Sci 2007;98(7):1087-91. 

� Holick CN, Stanford JL, Kwon EM, Ostrander EA, Nejentsev S, Peters U. 

Comprehensive association analysis of the vitamin D pathway genes, VDR, CYP27B1, 

and CYP24A1, in prostate cancer. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 2007;16(10):1990-

9. 



88

� Howson CP, Hiyama T, Wynder EL. The decline in gastric cancer: epidemiology of an 

unplanned triumph. Epidemiol Rev 1986; 8: 1-27 

� Hsing AW, Hansson LE, McLaughlin JK, Nyren O, Blot WJ,Ekbom A, Fraumeni JF Jr. 

Pernicious anemia and subsequentcancer. A population-based cohort study. Cancer 

1993; 71:745-750. 

� Hsing AW: Hormones and prostate cancer: what’s next? Epidemiol Rev 2001;23: 42–58. 

� Hupkens CLH, Knibbe RA, Drop MJ. Alcohol consumption in the European 

Community: Uniformity and diversity in drinking patterns. Addiction 1993; 

88(10):1391–1404. 

� IARC Working Group on the Evaluation of Cancer Preventive Agents. IARC 

Handbooks of Cancer Prevention, Volume 2: Carotenoids. Lyon, France, International 

Agency for Research of Cancer (IARC), 1998, 1–326. 

� IARC working group. IARC handbook of cancer prevention, volume 6: weight control 

and physical activity. Lyon: IARC; 2002. 

� IARC. (2008) World Cancer Report, 2008. Boyle,P. and Levin,B.E. (eds), IARC Press, 

Lyon. 

� IARC. Alcoholic beverage consumption and ethyl carbamate (urethane). IARC 

monographs on the evaluation of carcinogenic risks to humans 96 (International 

Agency for Research on Cancer), Lyon 2007. 

� IARC. Alcoholic beverage consumption and ethyl carbamate (urethane). IARC 

monographs on the evaluation of carcinogenic risks to humans 96 (International 

Agency for Research on Cancer, Lyon, 2007). 

� IARC. Re-evaluation of some organic chemicals, hydrazine and hydrogen peroxide. 

Monographs on the evaluation of the carcinogenic risk of chemicals to humans. 

Acetaldehyde 77 (International Agency for Research on Cancer, Lyon, 1999). 

� Inoue M and Tsugane S for the JPHC Study Group. Impact of alcohol drinking on total 

cancer risk: data from a large-scale population based cohort study in Japan. Br J Cancer 

2005; 92: 182-7. 



89

� International Agency for Research on Cancer. Tobacco: a Major International Health 

Hazard. Lyon: IARC, 1986. 

� Jääskeläinen M and Virtanen S. Alcohol beverage consumption 2012. Available online 

at www.stakes.fi/tilastot/tilastotiedotteet/2011/Tr16_. Acessed on 25.2.2012. 

� Jemal A, Center MM, DeSantis C, Ward EM. Global patterns of cancer incidence and 

mortality rates and trends. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 2010;19(8):1893-907 

� Ji BT, Dai Q, Gao YT, Hsing AW, McLaughlin JK, Fraumeni JF Jr, Chow WH. Cigarette 

and alcohol consumption and the risk of colorectal cancer in Shanghai, China. Eur J 

Cancer Prev 2002;11(3):237-44. 

� Kanashiki M, Sairenchi T, Saito Y, Ishikawa H, Satoh H, Sekizawa K. Body mass index 

and lung cancer: a case-control study of subjects participating in a mass-screening 

program. Chest 2005;128: 1490–6. 

� Karin, M. Nuclear factor-�B in cancer development and progression. Nature 2006; 441, 

431–436. 

� Kauhanen J, Julkunen J, Salonen JT. Coping with inner feelings and stress: heavy 

alcohol use in the context of alexithymia. Behav Med 1992;18: 121-126. 

� Kauhanen J, Kaplan GA, Goldberg DE, Salonen JT. Beer binging and mortality: results 

from the Kuopio ischaemic heart disease risk factor study, a prospective population 

based study. BMJ. 1997 Oct 4;315(7112):846-51. 

� Key TJ, Allen NE, Spencer EA, Travis RC, The effect of diet on risk of cancer. Lancet 

2002;360(9336):861-8. 

� Key TJ. Fruits and vegetables and cancer risk. Br J Cancer 2011;104(1):6-11 

� Kiechl S, Willeit J, Poewe W, Egger G, Oberhollenzer F, Muggeo M, Bonora E. Insulin 

sensitivity and regular alcohol consumption: large, prospective, cross sectional 

population study (Bruneck study). BMJ 1996;313(7064):1040-4. 

� Kim JS, Shukla SD. Acute in vivo effect of ethanol (binge drinking) on histone H3 

modifications in rat tissues. Alcohol Alcohol 2006;41(2):126-32. 

� Koolman J, Röhm K. Colour atlas of biochemistry. 2nd ed. Thieme, Stuttgart, Germany.  



90

� Koppes LL, Dekker JM, Hendriks HF, Bouter LM, Heine RJ. Metaanalysis of the 

relationship between alcohol consumption and coronary heart disease and mortality in 

type 2 diabetic patients. Diabetologia 2006;49:648–652. 

� Koppes LL, Dekker JM, Hendriks HF, Bouter LM, Heine RJ. Moderate alcohol 

consumption lowers the risk of type 2 diabetes: a meta-analysis of prospective 

observational studies. Diabetes Care 2005;28:719 –725. 

� Korte JE, Brennan P, Henley SJ, Boffetta P. Dose-specific meta-analysis and sensitivity 

analysis of the relation between alcohol consumption and lung cancer risk. Am J 

Epidemiol. 2002;155(6):496-506. 

� Koushik A, Hunter DJ, Spiegelman D, Beeson WL, van den Brandt PA,Buring JE, Calle 

EE, Cho E, Fraser GE, Freudenheim JL, Fuchs CS,Giovannucci EL, Goldbohm RA, 

Harnack L, Jacobs Jr DR, Kato I,Krogh V, Larsson SC, Leitzmann MF, Marshall JR, 

McCullough ML,Miller AB, Pietinen P, Rohan TE, Schatzkin A, Sieri S, Virtanen 

MJ,Wolk A, Zeleniuch-Jacquotte A, Zhang SM, Smith-Warner SA. Fruits, vegetables, 

and colon cancer risk in a pooled analysis of 14 cohortstudies. J Natl Cancer Inst 2007; 

99(19): 1471–1483. 

� Kristal AR, Arnold KB, Neuhouser ML, Goodman P, Platz EA, Albanes D, Thompson 

IM. Diet, supplement use, and prostate cancer risk: results from the prostate cancer 

prevention trial. Am J Epidemiol 2010;172(5):566-77. 

� Kuper H, Adami HO, Boffetta P. Tobacco use, cancer causation and public health 

impact. J Intern Med 2002;251(6):455-66 

� Kune GA and Vitetta L. Alcohol consumption and the etiology of colorectal cancer: a 

review of scientific evidence from 1957 to 1991. Nutr Cancer 1992; 18: 97-111. 

� Kvåle G, Bjelke E, Gart JJ. Dietary habits and lung cancer risk. Int J Cancer 

1983;31(4):397-405. 

� Lakka TA, Salonen JT. Intra-person variability of various physical activity assessments 

in the Kuopio Ischaemic Heart Disease Risk Factor Study. Int J Epidemiol 

1992;21(3):467-72. 



91

� Lakka TA, Venalainen JM, Rauramaa R, Salonen R, Tuomilehto J, Salonen JT. Relation 

of leisure-time physical activity and cardiorespiratory fitness to the risk of acute 

myocardial infarction in men. N Engl J Med 1994;330:1549-1554 

� Lamu, L. Etude de statistique clinique de 131 cas de cancer de l’ oesophage et du 

cardia. Archives des Maladies Digestifs et d  Malnutrition 1910;4, 451–456 

� Laukkanen JA, Laaksonen D, Lakka TA, Savonen K, Rauramaa R, Mäkikallio T, Kurl S. 

Determinants of cardiorespiratory fitness in men aged 42 to 60 years with and without 

cardiovascular disease. Am J Cardiol 2009;103(11):1598-604. 

� Laukkanen JA, Rauramaa R, Mäkikallio TH, Toriola AT, Kurl S. Intensity of leisure-

time physical activity and cancer mortality in men. Br J Sports Med 2011;45(2):125-9. 

� Lawless MW, O'Byrne KJ, Gray SG. Targeting oxidative stress in cancer. Expert Opin 

Ther Targets 2010;14(11):1225-45. 

� Lee IM, Sesso HD, Paffenbarger RS Jr. Physical activity and risk of lung cancer. Int J 

Epidemiol 1999; 28:620–625 

� Leifman H. Homogenisation in alcohol consumption in the European Union. Nordic 

Studies on Alcohol and Drugs 18(Suppl. 1):15–30, 2001 

� Leitzmann MF, Giovannucci EL, Stampfer MJ, Spiegelman D, Colditz GA, Willett WC, 

Rimm EB. Prospective study of alcohol consumption patterns in relation to 

symptomatic gallstone disease in men. Alcohol Clin Exp Res 1999;23(5):835-41.  

� Lemen RA, Dement JM, Wagoner JK. Epidemiology of asbestos-related diseases. 

Environ Health Perspect 1980;34:1–11 

� Levin ML, Goldstein H, Gerhardt PR. Cancer and tobacco smoking; a preliminary 

report. J Am Med Assoc 1950;143:336–338 

� Li K, Yu S. Economic status, smoking, occupational exposure to rubber, and lung 

cancer: a case-cohort study. J Environ Sci Health C Environ Carcinog Ecotoxicol Rev 

2002; 20:21–28 

� Lieber CS. Cytochrome P-4502E1: its physiological and pathological role. Physiol Rev 

1997;77(2):517-44. 



92

� Lin Y, Kikuchi S, Tamakoshi A, Wakai K, Kawamura T, Iso H, Ogimoto I, Yagyu K, 

Obata Y, Ishibashi T; JACC Study Group. Alcohol consumption and mortality among 

middle-aged and elderly Japanese men and women. Ann Epidemiol 2005;15(8):590-7. 

�  London WT, McGlynn KA. Liver cancer.In: Schottenfeld D, Fraumeni FJ Jr, eds.Cancer 

Epidemiology and Prevention. 3rded. New York: Oxford University Press;2006:763-

786. 

� Longnecker MP. A case-control study of alcoholic beverage consumption in relation to 

risk of cancer of the right colon and rectum in men. Cancer Causes Control 1990; 1(1): 

5–14. 

� Lubin JH, Boice JD Jr, Edling C, Hornung RW, Howe GR, Kunz E, Kusiak RA, 

Morrison HI, Radford EP, Samet JM. Lung cancer in radon-exposed miners and 

estimation of risk from indoor exposure. J Natl Cancer Inst 1995;87(11):817-27. 

� Lullman H, Mohr K, Ziegler A, Bieger D. Colour atlas of pharmacology 2000. 2nd ed. 

Thieme, Stuttgart, Germany. M, eds. Alcohol and the Cardiovascular System. Bethesda, 

National Institutes of Health, National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism, 

1996. 

� Maier H, Born IA, Veith S, Adler D, Seitz HK. The effect of chronic ethanol 

consumption on salivary gland morphology and function in the rat. Alcohol Clin Exp 

Res 1986;10(4):425-7 

� Mantovani A, Allavena P, Sica A, Balkwill F Cancer-related inflammation. Nature 2008 

Jul 24;454(7203):436-44 

� Mao Y, Hu J, Ugnat AM, Semenciw R, Fincham S; Canadian Cancer Registries 

Epidemiology Research Group. Socioeconomic status and lung cancer risk in Canada. 

Int J Epidemiol 2001;30(4):809-17 

� Marshall BJ, Warren JR. Unidentified curved bacilli in the stomach of patients with 

gastritis and peptic ulceration. Lancet 1984;1: 1311-1315. 

� Matakidou A, Eisen T, Houlston RS. Systematic review of the relationship between 

family history and lung cancer risk. Br J Cancer 2005; 93:825–833 



93

� McGlynn KA, Tsao L, Hsing AW, Devesa SS, Fraumeni JF Jr. International trends and 

patterns of primary liver cancer. Int J Cancer 2001;94(2):290-6. 

� McTiernan A. Mechanisms linking physical activity with cancer. Nat Rev Cancer 

2008;8:205–11. 

� Miettinen OS. Proportion of disease caused or prevented by a given exposure, trait or 

intervention. Am J Epidemiol 1974; 99; 325-332 

� Miller AB, Altenburg HP, Bueno-de-Mesquita B, Boshuizen HC, Agudo A, Berrino F, 

Gram IT, Janson L, Linseisen J, Overvad K, Rasmuson T, Vineis P, Lukanova A, Allen 

N, Amiano P, Barricarte A, Berglund G, Boeing H, Clavel-Chapelon F, Day NE, 

Hallmans G, Lund E, Martinez C, Navarro C, Palli D, Panico S, Peeters PH, Quirós JR, 

Tjønneland A, Tumino R, Trichopoulou A, Trichopoulos D, Slimani N, Riboli E. Fruits 

and vegetables and lung cancer: Findings from the European Prospective Investigation 

into Cancer and Nutrition. Int J Cancer. 2004 Jan 10;108(2):269-76. Erratum in: Int J 

Cancer 2004;108(6):945. 

� Ministry of Social Affairs and Health, Finland. Consumption, Harm and Policy 

Framework 1990–2005. Helsinki: Ministry of Social Affairs and Health; 2006. Alcohol 

issues in Finland after accession to the EU; p. 1-40. 

� Mizoue T, Tanaka K, Tsuji I., et al. Alcohol drinking and colorectal cancer risk: an 

evaluation based on a systematic review of epidemiologic evidence among the 

Japanese population. Jpn J Clin Oncol 2006; 36(9): 582-97. 

� Mohan D, Chopra A., Ray, R. & Sethi, H. Alcohol consumption in India: a cross-

sectional study. In: Demers A, Room R & Bourgault C. Surveys of drinking patterns 

and problems in seven developing countries. Geneva, World Health Organization, 

2001. 

� Monteiro MG, Rehm J, Taylor B, Stockwell T. Alcohol consumption: overview of 

international trends. In Alcohol and Health, Elsevier 2008. 



94

� Moriwaki, S., Ray, S., Tarone, R. E., Kraemer, K. H. & Grossman, L. The effect of donor 

age on the processing of UV-damaged DNA by cultured human cells: reduced DNA 

repair capacity and increased DNA mutability. Mutat Res;1996;364, 117–123. 

� Moskal A, Norat T, Ferrari P, Riboli E. Alcohol intake and colorectal cancer risk: a 

dose-response meta-analysis of published cohort studies. Int J Cancer 2007;120(3): 664–

671. 

� Mukamal KJ, Jensen MK, Grønbaek M, Stampfer MJ, Manson JE, Pischon T, Rimm EB. 

Drinking frequency, mediating biomarkers, and risk of myocardial infarction in 

women and men. Circulation 2005;112(10):1406-13. 

� Murata M, Tagawa M, Watanabe S, Kimura H, Takeshita T, Morimoto K. Genotype 

difference of aldehyde dehydrogenase 2 gene in alcohol drinkers influences the 

incidence of Japanese colorectal cancer patients. Jpn J Cancer Res 1999;90(7):711-9. 

� Murray RP, Connett JE, Tyas SL, Bond R, Ekuma O, Silversides CK, Barnes GE. Alcohol 

volume, drinking pattern, and cardiovascular disease morbidity and mortality: is there 

a U-shaped function? Am J Epidemiol. 2002 Feb 1;155(3):242-8. 

� Nakaya N, Tsubono Y, Kuriyama S, Hozawa A, Shimazu T, Kurashima K, Fukudo S, 

Shibuya D, Tsuji I. Alcohol consumption and the risk of cancer in Japanese men: the 

Miyagi cohort study. Eur J Cancer Prev 2005;14:169-74 

� Neuhouser ML, Patterson RE, Thornquist MD, Omenn GS, King IB, Goodman GE. 

Fruits and vegetables are associated with lower lung cancer risk only in the placebo 

arm of the beta-carotene and retinol efficacy trial (CARET). Cancer Epidemiol 

Biomarkers Prev 2003;12(4):350-8. 

� Niroomand F, Hauer O, Tiefenbacher CP, Katus HA, Kuebler W. Influence of alcohol 

consumption on restenosis rate after percutaneous transluminal coronary angioplasty 

and stent implantation. Heart 2004;90(10):1189-93. 

� Nishino Y, Wakai K, Kondo T, Seki N, Ito Y, Suzuki K, Ozasa K, Watanabe Y, Ando M, 

Tsubono Y, Tsuji I, Tamakoshi A; JACC Study Group. Alcohol consumption and lung 



95

cancer mortality in Japanese men: results from Japan collaborative cohort (JACC) 

study. J Epidemiol 2006;16(2):49-56. 

� Nowell PC. The clonal evolution of tumour cell populations. Science 1974;194:23–28. 

� Obe G, Jonas R, Schmidt S. Metabolism of ethanol in vitro produces a compound which 

induces sister-chromatid exchanges in human peripheral lymphocytes in vitro: 

Acetaldehyde not ethanol is mutagenetic. Mutat Res 1986;174, 47–51. 

� Obot IS. The measurement of drinking patterns and alcohol problems in Nigeria. 

Journal of Substance Abuse 2000; 12(1-2);169-181. 

� Otani T, Iwasaki M, Yamamoto S., et al. Alcohol consumption, smoking and 

subsequent risk of colorectal cancer in middle-aged and elderly Japanese men and 

women: Japan Public Health Center-based Prospective study. Cancer Epidemiol 

Biomark Prev 2003; 12: 1492-500. 

� Park Y, Subar AF, Kipnis V, Thompson FE, Mouw T, Hollenbeck A, Leitzmann MF, 

Schatzkin A. Fruit and vegetable intakes and risk of colorectal cancer in the NIH-AARP 

diet and health study. Am J Epidemiol 2007;166(2): 170 –180 

� Parkin DM, Bray F, Ferlay J, Pisani P. Global cancer statistics, 2002. CA Cancer J Clin 

2005;55(2):74-108. 

� Parkin DM, Bray F. International patterns of cancer incidence and mortality. In: 

Schottenfeld D, Fraumeni JF, Jr., editors. Cancer epidemiology and prevention. New 

York: Oxford University Press; 2006, p. 101–38. 

� Parkin DM, Stjernward J, Muir CS. Estimated of the worldwide frequency of twelve 

major cancers. Bull WHO 1984;62:163–82. 

�  Parkin DM. The global health burden of infection-associated cancers in the year 2002. 

Int J Cancer 2006;118:3030-3044. 

� Parsons JK, Carter HB, Platz EA, Wright EJ, Landis P, Metter EJ. Serum testosterone 

and the risk of prostate cancer: potential implications for testosterone therapy. Cancer 

Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 2005;14(9):2257-60. 



96

� Pedersen A, Johansen C, Gronbaek M. Relations between amount and type of alcohol 

and colon and rectal cancer in a Danish population based cohort study. Gut 2003; 

52(6):861–867. 

� Peele S. Utilizing culture and behaviour in epidemiological models of alcohol 

consumption and consequences for Western nations. Alcohol and Alcoholism 1997; 

32(1):51–64, 1997 

� Perz JF, Armstrong GL, Farrington LA, Hutin YJ, Bell BP. The contributions of hepatitis 

B virus and hepatitis C virus infections to cirrhosis and primary liver cancer 

worldwide. J Hepatol 2006;45(4):529-38 

� Peto R. Influence of dose and duration of smoking on lungcancer rates. In: Zaridze D, 

Peto R, eds. Tobacco: a major international health hazard; proceedings of an 

international meeting, June 4–6, 1985, Moscow. Lyon, France: WorldHealth 

Organization, International Agency for Research onCancer, 1986; IARC Science 

Publication 74; 23–33 

� Polednak AP. Estimating the number of U.S. incident cancers attributable to obesity 

and the impact on temporal trends in incidence rates for obesity-related cancers. 

Cancer Detect Prev 2008;32:190-199. 

� Ponder BA. Cancer genetics. Nature 2001;411(6835):336-41. 

� Pöschl G, Seitz HK. Alcohol and cancer. Alcohol Alcohol 2004;39(3):155-65. 

� Prescott E, Grønbaek M, Becker U, Sørensen TI. Alcohol intake and the risk of lung 

cancer: influence of type of alcoholic beverage. Am J Epidemiol 1999;149(5):463-70 

� Prospective Studies Collaboration: Body-mass index and causespecific mortality in 900 

000 adults: collaborative analyses of 57 Prospective studies. Lancet 2009; 373:1083-1096. 

� Pukkala E. Finland – cancer registration. In: Pukkala E, et al.. Cancer atlas of Northern 

Europe. Cancer Society of Finland Publication 62, Helsinki 2001, pp. 50-51. 

� Purohit V, Khalsa J, Serrano J. Mechanisms of alcohol-associated cancers: introduction 

and summary of the symposium. Alcohol 2005;35(3):155-60.  



97

� Quertemont E. Genetic polymorphism in ethanol metabolism: acetaldehyde 

contribution to alcohol abuse and alcoholism. Mol Psychiatry 2004;9(6):570-81. 

� Quertemont E.Genetic polymorphism in ethanol metabolism: acetaldehyde 

contribution to alcohol abuse and alcoholism. Mol Psychiatry. 2004;9(6):570-81 

� Rehm J, Ashley MJ, Room R, Single E, Bondy S, Ferrence R, et al.: On the emerging 

paradigm of drinking patterns and their consequences: Addiction 1996;91(11):1615-21 

� Rehm J, Mathers C, Popova S, Thavorncharoensap M, Teerawattananon Y, Patra J. 

Global burden of disease and injury and economic cost attributable to alcohol use and 

alcohol-use disorders. Lancet 2009;373(9682):2223-33. 

� Rehm J, Rehn N, Room R, Monteiro M, Gmel G, Jernigan D, Frick U. The global 

distribution of average volume of alcohol consumption and patterns of drinking. Eur 

Addict Res 2003;9(4):147-56. 

� Renehan AG, Soerjomataram I, Tyson M, Egger M, Zwahlen M, Coebergh JW, Buchan 

I. Incident cancer burden attributable to excess body mass index in 30 European 

countries. Int J Cancer 2010;126(3):692-702 

� Renehan AG, Tyson M, Egger M, Heller RF, Zwahlen M. Body-mass index and 

incidence of cancer: a systematic review and meta-analysis of prospective 

observational studies. Lancet 2008;371(9612):569-78 

� Rennert G, Rennert HS, Pinchev M, Lavie O, Gruber SB. Use of hormone replacement 

therapy and the risk of colorectal cancer. J Clin Oncol 2009;27(27):4542-7 

� Reynolds K, Lewis B, Nolen JD, Kinney GL, Sathya B, He J. Alcohol consumption and 

risk of stroke: a meta-analysis. JAMA 2003;289(5):579-88. 

� Riboli E, Norat T. Epidemiologic evidence of the protective effect of fruit and 

vegetables on cancer risk. Am J Clin Nutr. 2003;78(3 Suppl):559S-569S 

� Ridker PM, Vaughan DE, Stampfer MJ, Glynn RJ, Hennekens CH. Association of 

moderate alcohol consumption and plasma concentration of endogenous tissue-type 

plasminogen activator. JAMA 1994;272(12):929-33 



98

� Ries L, Eisner M, Kosary C, eds. Cancer statistics review, 1975–2002. Bethesda, MD: 

National Cancer Institute, 2005.  

� Rimm EB, Chan J, Stampfer MJ, Colditz GA, Willett WC. Prospective study of cigarette 

smoking, alcohol use, and the risk of diabetes in men. BMJ 1995;310(6979):555-9. 

� Rissanen TH, Voutilainen S, Virtanen JK, Venho B, Vanharanta M, Mursu J, Salonen JT. 

Low intake of fruits, berries and vegetables is associated with excess mortality in men: 

the Kuopio Ischaemic Heart Disease Risk Factor (KIHD) Study. J Nutr 2003;133(1):199-

204. 

� Rogers CJ, Colbert LH, Greiner JW, Perkins SN, Hursting SD. Physical activity and 

cancer prevention: pathways and targets for intervention. Sports Med 2008;38:271–96. 

� Rohrmann S, Linseisen J, Boshuizen HC, Whittaker J, Agudo A, Vineis P, Boffetta P, 

Jensen MK, Olsen A, Overvad K, Tjønneland A, Boutron-Ruault MC, Clavel-Chapelon 

F, Bergmann MM, Boeing H, Allen N, Key T, Bingham S, Khaw KT, Kyriazi G, Soukara 

S, Trichopoulou A, Panico S, Palli D, Sieri S, Tumino R, Peeters PH, Bueno-de-Mesquita 

HB, Büchner FL, Gram IT, Lund E, Ardanaz E, Chirlaque MD, Dorronsoro M, Pérez 

MJ, Quirós JR, Berglund G, Janzon L, Rasmuson T, Weinehall L, Ferrari P, Jenab M, 

Norat T, Riboli E. Ethanol intake and risk of lung cancer in the European Prospective 

Investigation into Cancer and Nutrition (EPIC). Am J Epidemiol 2006;164(11):1103-14 

� Room R, Mäkela K. Typologies of the cultural position of drinking. Journal of Studies 

on Alcohol 2000; 61(3):475–483. 

� Roosendaal, R., Kuipers, E. J., Buitenwerf, J., van Uffelen, C., Meuwissen, S. G., van 

Kamp, G. J., and Vandenbroucke-Grauls,C. M. Helicobacter pylori and the birth cohort 

effect: evidence of a continuous decrease of infection rates in childhood. Am J 

Gastroenterol1997;  92;1480 –1482. 

� Rothenbacher D, Brenner H. Burden of Helicobacter pylori and H. pylori -related 

diseases in developed countries: recent developments and future implications. 

Microbes Infect 2003; 5:693–703. 



99

� Roy HK, Gulizia JM, Karolski WJ, Ratashak A, Sorrell MF, Tuma D. Ethanol promotes 

intestinal tumorigenesis in the MIN mouse. Multiple intestinal neoplasia. Cancer 

Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 2002;11(11):1499-502. 

� Salaspuro V, Salaspuro M. Synergistic effect of alcohol drinking and smoking on in 

vivo acetaldehyde concentrations in saliva. Int J Cancer 2004;111: 480-483. 

� Sankaranarayanan R, Swaminathan R, Brenner H, Chen K, Chia KS, Chen JG, Law SC, 

Ahn YO, Xiang YB, Yeole BB, Shin HR, Shanta V, Woo ZH, Martin N, Sumitsawan Y, 

Sriplung H, Barboza AO, Eser S, Nene BM, Suwanrungruang K, Jayalekshmi P, Dikshit 

R, Wabinga H, Esteban DB, Laudico A, Bhurgri Y, Bah E, Al-Hamdan N. Cancer 

survival in Africa, Asia, and Central America: a population-based study. Lancet Oncol 

2010;11(2):165-73. 

� Sant M, Capocaccia R, Coleman MP, Berrino F, Gatta G, Micheli A, Verdecchia A, 

Faivre J, Hakulinen T, Coebergh JW, Martinez-Garcia C, Forman D, Zappone A; 

EUROCARE Working Group. Cancer survival increases in Europe, but international 

differences remain wide. Eur J Cancer 2001;37(13):1659-67. 

� Sasco AJ, Secretan MB, Straif K. Tobacco smoking and cancer: a brief review of recent 

epidemiological evidence. Lung Cancer 2004;45 Suppl 2:S3-9. 

� Seitz HK, Becker P. Alcohol metabolism and cancer risk. Alcohol Res Health 

2007;30(1):38-41, 44-7 

� Seitz HK, Matsuzaki S, Yokoyama A, Homann N, Väkeväinen S, Wang XD. Alcohol 

and cancer. Alcohol Clin Exp Res 2001;25(5 Suppl ISBRA):137S-143S 

� Seitz HK, Pöschl G and Simanowski UA (1998) Alcohol and Cancer: In Recent 

Developments in Alcoholism: The Consequences of Alcoholism, Galanter, M., ed., pp. 

67–96. Plenum Press, New York, London. 

� Seitz HK, Pöschl G, Simanowski UA. Alcohol and cancer. Recent Dev Alcohol. 

1998;14:67-95. 

� Seitz HK, Stickel F. Molecular mechanisms of alcohol-mediated carcinogenesis. Nat 

Rev Cancer 2007;7(8):599-612. 



100

� The tobacco atlas, 3rd edition 2009. Shafey O, Eriksen M, Ross H, Mackay J. 

� Shaper AG, Wannamethee G, Walker M. Alcohol and mortality in British men: 

explaining the U-shaped curve. Lancet 1988;2:1267–1273. 

� Shephard RJ, Shek PN. Associations between physical activity and susceptibility to 

cancer. Possible mechanisms. Sports Med 1998; 26: 293–315. 

� Shephard, RJ, Rhind S,  Shek PN. The impact of exercise on the immune system: NK 

cells, interleukins 1 and 2, and related responses. Exercise Sport Sci Rev 1995; 23: 215–

241. 

� Shibata A, Parsonnet J. Stomach cancer. In: Schottenfeld D, Fraumeni JF, Jr., editors. 

Cancer epidemiology and prevention.3rd ed. Oxford: Oxford University Press; 2006, p. 

707–20. 

� Shimazu T, Inoue M, Sasazuki S, Iwasaki M, Kurahashi N, Yamaji T, Tsugane S; Japan 

Public Health Center-based Prospective Study Group. Alcohol and risk of lung cancer 

among Japanese men: data from a large-scale population-based cohort study, the JPHC 

study. Cancer Causes Control 2008;19(10):1095-102. 

� Shimizu H, Ross RK, Bernstein L, Yatani R, Henderson BE, Mack TM. Cancers of the 

prostate and breast among Japanese and white immigrants in Los Angeles County. Br J 

Cancer 1991;63(6):963-6. 

� Sieri S, Agudo A, Kesse E, Klipstein-Grobusch K, San-José B, Welch AA, Krogh V, 

Luben R, Allen N, Overvad K, Tjønneland A, Clavel-Chapelon F, Thiébaut A, Miller 

AB, Boeing H, Kolyva M, Saieva C, Celentano E, Ocké MC, Peeters PH, Brustad M, 

Kumle M, Dorronsoro M, Fernandez Feito A, Mattisson I, Weinehall L, Riboli E, 

Slimani N. Patterns of alcohol consumption in 10 European countries participating in 

the European Prospective Investigation into Cancer and Nutrition (EPIC) project. 

Public Health Nutr 2002;5(6B):1287-96. 

� Smith CJ, Hansch C. The relative toxicity of compounds in mainstream cigarette smoke 

condensate. Food Chem Toxicol 2000; 38:637–46. 



101

� Smith-Warner SA, Spiegelman D, Yaun SS, Albanes D, Beeson WL, van den Brandt PA, 

Feskanich D, Folsom AR, Fraser GE, Freudenheim JL, Giovannucci E, Goldbohm RA, 

Graham S, Kushi LH, Miller AB, Pietinen P, Rohan TE, Speizer FE, Willett WC, Hunter 

DJ. Fruits, vegetables and lung cancer: a pooled analysis of cohort studies. Int J Cancer 

2003;107(6):1001-11. 

� Soffritti M, Belpoggi F, Cevolani D, Guarino M, Padovani M, Maltoni C. Results of 

long-term experimental studies on the carcinogenicity of methyl alcohol and ethyl 

alcohol in rats. Ann N Y Acad Sci 2002;982:46-69.  

� Sanjoaquin MA, Appleby PN, Thorogood M, Mann JL, Key TJ. Nutrition, lifestyle and 

colorectal cancer incidence: a prospective investigation of 10998 vegetarians and non-

vegetarians in the United Kingdom. Br J Cancer 2004; 90: 118-21. 

� Sopori ML, Kozak W. Immunomodulatory effects of cigarette smoke. J Neuroimmunol. 

1998;83(1-2):148-56 

� Speisky H, MacDonald A, Giles G, Orrego H, Israel Y.  Increased loss and decreased 

synthesis of hepatic glutathione after acute ethanol administration. Turnover studies. 

The Biochemical Journal 1985; 225, 565–572. 

� Steinberg GD, Cater BS, Beaty TH, Childs B, Walsh PC. Family history and the risk of 

prostate cancer. Prostate 1990;17: 337–347. 

� Steinmetz KA, Potter JD. Vegetables, fruit, and cancer II Mechanisms. Cancer Causes 

Control 1991;2(6): 427– 442 

� Stewart BW, Kleihues P. World Cancer Report. Lyon, France: IARCPress; 2003 

� Stickel F, Seitz HK. Ethanol and methytransfer: Its role in liver disease and 

hepatocarcinogenesis. In Nutrition and Alcohol: Linking Nutrient Interactions and 

Dietary Intake, Watson, R. R., Preedy, V. R., eds 2004. CRC Press, Boca Raton, London. 

� Struhl K. Histone acetylation and transcriptional regulatory mechanisms.Genes Dev 

2001;12:599–606. 



102

� Suh I, Shaten BJ, Cutler JA, Kuller LH. Alcohol use and mortality from coronary heart 

disease: the role of high-density lipoprotein cholesterol. The Multiple Risk Factor 

Intervention Trial Research Group. Ann Intern Med 1992;116:881–887. 

� Takachi R, Inoue M, Ishihara J, Kurahashi N, Iwasaki M, Sasazuki S, Iso H, Tsubono Y, 

Tsugane S, JPHC Study Group. Fruit and vegetable intake and risk of total cancer and 

cardiovascular disease: Japan Public Health Center-Based Prospective Study. Am J 

Epidemiol 2008;167(1): 59–70. 

� Teppo L, Pukkala E, Lehtonen M. Data quality and quality control of a population-

based cancer registry. Experience in Finland. Acta Oncol 1994:33:365–9. 

� Theobald H, Johansson SE, Bygren LO, Engfeldt P. The effects of alcohol consumption 

on mortality and morbidity: a 26-year follow-up study. J Stud Alcohol 2001;62: 783–

789. 

� Thun MJ, DeLancey JO, Center MM, Jemal A, Ward EM. The global burden of cancer: 

priorities for prevention. Carcinogenesis 2010;31:100–110 

� Thun MJ, Hannan LM, DeLancey JO. Alcohol consumption not associated with lung 

cancer mortality in lifelong nonsmokers. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 

2009;18(8):2269-72. 

� Thun MJ, Peto R, Lopez AD, Monaco JH, Henley SJ, Heath CW Jr, Doll R. Alcohol 

consumption and mortality among middle-aged and elderly U.S. adults. N Engl J Med 

1997;337(24):1705-14. 

� Thygesen LC, Wu K, Grønbaek M, Fuchs CS, Willett WC, Giovannucci E. Alcohol 

intake and colorectal cancer: a comparison of approaches for including repeated 

measures of alcohol consumption. Epidemiology 2008;19(2):258-64. 

� Uemura N, Okamoto S, Yamamoto S, Matsumura N, Yamaguchi S, Yamakido M, 

Taniyama K, Sasaki N, Schlemper RJ. Helicobacter pylori infection and the 

development of gastric cancer. .N Engl J Med 2001; 345: 784-789. 

� Ullman TA, Itzkowitz SH. Intestinal inflammation and cancer. Gastroenterology 2011; 

140: 1807-1816. 



103

� Vogt TM, Ziegler RG, Graubard BI, Swanson CA, Greenberg RS, Schoenberg JB, 

Swanson GM, Hayes RB, Mayne ST. Serum selenium and risk of prostate cancer in U.S. 

blacks and whites. Int J Cancer 2003;103(5):664-70. 

� Wakai K, Kojima M, Tamakoshi K, Watanabe Y, Hayakawa N, Suzuki K, Hashimoto S, 

Kawado M, Tokudome S, Suzuki S, Ozasa K, Toyoshima H, Ito Y, Tamakoshi A; JACC 

Study Group. Alcohol consumption and colorectal cancer risk: findings from the JACC 

Study. J Epidemiol 2005;15 Suppl 2:S173-9. 

� Wang XH, Lei TH, Ma XY. A case control study on risk of colon cancer. Chin J Cancer 

2001; 23: 480-2 

� Wechsler H, Austin SB. Binge drinking: the five/four measure. J Stud Alcohol. 1998 

Jan;59(1):122-4. 

� WHO. The World Health Report 2000. Health Systems: Improving Performance. 

Geneva, WHO, 2000. 

� Willet WC. Diet and cancer: one view at the start of the millennium. Cancer Epidemiol 

Biomarkers Prev 2001;10:3-8. 

� Willett WC, Stampfer MJ, Colditz GA, Rosner BA, Speizer FE. Relation of meat, fat, and 

fiber intake to the risk of colon cancer in a prospective study among women. N Engl J 

Med 1990;323:1664-72. 

� Wolin KY, Yan Y, Colditz GA, Lee IM. Physical activity and colon cancer prevention: a 

meta-analysis. Br J Cancer 2009;100:611–6. 

� Woodson K, Albanes D, Tangrea JA, Rautalahti M, Virtamo J, Taylor PR. Association 

between alcohol and lung cancer in the alpha-tocopherol, beta-carotene cancer 

prevention study in Finland. Cancer Causes Control 1999;10(3):219-26. 

� World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research (1997) Food, 

Nutrition, Physical Activity and the Prevention of Cancer: A Global Perspective. AIRC: 

Washington, DC 

� World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research (2007) Food, 

Nutrition and the Prevention of Cancer: A Global Perspective. AIRC: Washington, DC 



104

� World Health Organization, department of mental health and substance abuse. Global 

status report on alcohol 2004.  

� World Health Organization. Ten statistical highlights in global public health. World 

health statistics 2007. Geneva: WHO; 2007. 

� World Health Organization. Weekly epidemiologic record. Hepatitis B Vaccines 

2004;79:253–264, No. 28 

� World Health Organization. World cancer report 2008. Lyon (France): IARC; 2008. 

� Woutersen RA, Appelman LM, Van Garderen-Hoetmer A, Feron VJ. Inhalation toxicity 

of acetaldehyde in rats III Carcinogenicity study. Toxicology 1986;41(2):213-31. 

� Wright ME, Park Y, Subar AF, Freedman ND, Albanes D, Hollenbeck A, Leitzmann 

MF, Schatzkin A. Intakes of fruit, vegetables, and specific botanical groups in relation 

to lung cancer risk in the NIH-AARP Diet and Health Study. Am J Epidemiol 

2008;168(9): 1024–1034. 

� Wu AH, Paganini-Hill A, Ross RK, Henderson BE. Alcohol, physical activity and other 

risk factors for colorectal cancer: a prospective study. Br J Cancer 1987;55(6): 687–694. 

� Yokoyama A, Kato H, Yokoyama T, Tsujinaka T, Muto M, Omori T, Haneda T, 

Kumagai Y, Igaki H, Yokoyama M, Watanabe H, Fukuda H, Yoshimizu H. Genetic 

polymorphisms of alcohol and aldehyde dehydrogenases and glutathione S-transferase 

M1 and drinking, smoking, and diet in Japanese men with esophageal squamous cell 

carcinoma. Carcinogenesis 2002; 23: 1851–59. 

� Yokoyama A, Muramatsu T, Ohmori T, Yokoyama T, Okuyama K, Takahashi H, 

Hasegawa Y, Higuchi S, Maruyama K, Shirakura K, Ishii H. Alcohol-related cancers 

and aldehyde dehydrogenase-2 in Japanese alcoholics. Carcinogenesis 1998;19(8):1383-

7. 

� Yokoyama A, Omori T. Genetic polymorphisms of alcohol and aldehyde 

dehydrogenases and risk for esophageal and head and neck cancers. Jpn J Clin Oncol 

2003;33(3):111-21. 



105

� Zhang QH, Das K, Siddiqui S, Myers AK. Effects of acute, moderate ethanol 

consumption on human platelet aggregation in platelet-rich plasma and whole blood. 

Alcohol Clin Exp Res 2000;24:528 –534. 

 

 

 

 





Publications of the University of Eastern Finland

Dissertations in Health Sciences

isbn 978-952-61-0658-8

Publications of the University of Eastern Finland
Dissertations in Health Sciences

d
issertatio

n
s | 0

9
9 | A

d
etu

n
ji T

. T
o

r
io

la | A
lcoh

ol an
d C

an
cer A

m
on

g M
en

: P
ublic H

ealth Im
p

act an
d P

ersp
ectives

Adetunji T. Toriola
Alcohol and Cancer 

Among Men
Public Health Impact and Perspectives Adetunji T. Toriola

Alcohol and Cancer 
Among Men
Public Health Impact and Perspectives

About 7% of cancer cases within this 

cohort of men from Eastern Finland 

could be attributable to alcohol 

consumption. For colorectal cancer, 

men who consumed the most alcohol 

had a 3.5-fold increased risk.

Smoking and moderate alcohol 

consumption cause more cancer than 

either would cause independently 

and smoking confounds the 

association between binge drinking 

and lung cancer risk.

Public health plans to reduce cancer 

burden in Finland will need to 

incorporate strategies to reduce 

alcohol consumption, probably 

beyond the present recommended 

levels.




