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GYNECOLOGY

RESULTS

Figure 6. CD101 mRNA reduction is inversely correlated to pro-
inflammatory cytokines

BACKGROUND

* Five missense variants (rs3754112, rs17235773, rs116063197, This is the first study reporting the impact of the
innate immune system stimulation via Toll-like
receptors on CD101 expression. CD101 may

rs12093834, rs34882009) in the Immunoglobulin-like domain of
the CD101 gene (CD101 lIg-like variants) increase HIV acquisition
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risk!, but the mechanism is unknown.

-
©

n=19

affect HIV infection risk indirectly, via effects on

Spearman r = 0.67
p (two-tailed) = 0.0017

Spearman r = 0.61
p (two-tailed) = 0.0057
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Spearman r = 0.43
p (two-tailed) = 0.0666
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* A quarter of Africans have one or more of the five CD101 Ig-like
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