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Abstract 

Background  Liquid biopsy based on cell-free DNA (cfDNA) analysis holds significant promise as a minimally inva-
sive approach for the diagnosis, genotyping, and monitoring of solid malignancies. Human tumors release cfDNA 
in the bloodstream through a combination of events, including cell death, active and passive release. However, 
the precise mechanisms leading to cfDNA shedding remain to be characterized. Addressing this question in patients 
is confounded by several factors, such as tumor burden extent, anatomical and vasculature barriers, and release 
of nucleic acids from normal cells. In this work, we exploited cancer models to dissect basic mechanisms of DNA 
release.

Methods  We measured cell loss ratio, doubling time, and cfDNA release in the supernatant of a colorectal cancer 
(CRC) cell line collection (N = 76) representative of the molecular subtypes previously identified in cancer patients. 
Association analyses between quantitative parameters of cfDNA release, cell proliferation, and molecular features 
were evaluated. Functional experiments were performed to test the impact of modulating DNA methylation 
on cfDNA release.

Results  Higher levels of supernatant cfDNA were significantly associated with slower cell cycling and increased cell 
death. In addition, a higher cfDNA shedding was found in non-CpG Island Methylator Phenotype (CIMP) models. 
These results indicate a positive correlation between lower methylation and increased cfDNA levels. To explore this 
further, we exploited methylation microarrays to identify a subset of probes significantly associated with cfDNA shed-
ding and derive a methylation signature capable of discriminating high from low cfDNA releasers. We applied this 
signature to an independent set of 176 CRC cell lines and patient derived organoids to select 14 models predicted 
to be low or high releasers. The methylation profile successfully predicted the amount of cfDNA released in the super-
natant. At the functional level, genetic ablation of DNA methyl-transferases increased chromatin accessibility and DNA 
fragmentation, leading to increased cfDNA release in isogenic CRC cell lines. Furthermore, in vitro treatment of five 
low releaser CRC cells with a demethylating agent was able to induce a significant increase in cfDNA shedding.
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Conclusions  Methylation status of cancer cell lines contributes to the variability of cfDNA shedding in vitro. Changes 
in methylation pattern are associated with cfDNA release levels and might be exploited to increase sensitivity of liquid 
biopsy assays.
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Background
Precision oncology relies on the early diagnosis of can-
cer, detection of minimal residual disease, and timely 
characterization of the tumor molecular landscape to 
identify actionable alterations that can guide patient 
treatment [1–4]. Blood from most cancer patients con-
tains cell-free DNA (cfDNA) released predominantly 
by neoplastic cells, although the contribution of normal 
tissue can be substantial under certain circumstances 
[5–7]. Tumor-derived cfDNA has emerged as a mini-
mally invasive biomarker to deliver precision oncology 
[8]. Despite generally increased levels of cfDNA in cancer 
patients compared to healthy individuals, its amount is 
often insufficient to intercept cancer or detect the pres-
ence of residual disease after surgery [9, 10]. To over-
come the limited sensitivity of total cfDNA assessment, 
several liquid biopsy assays encompass the determina-
tion of tumor specific molecular alterations in cfDNA, 
including somatic sequence variants, methylation pat-
terns, and fragmentation profiles [11, 12]. Most of these 
analyses are still rather expensive and labor intensive, 
therefore limiting cfDNA clinical exploitation. Even more 
importantly the application of liquid biopsy tests has 
been delayed by their suboptimal sensitivity. Indeed, false 
negative rates remain a major issue in assays designed to 
detect cancer in population screens or in post-operative 
patients [13], and even a small fraction of cancer patients 
with advanced stage disease remain undiagnosed by liq-
uid biopsy approaches [14–17]. The reasons accounting 
for the low or undetectable shedding behavior of certain 
tumors have not been elucidated. Understanding the 
mechanisms underlying cfDNA release could provide 
novel knowledge that may be applied to improve the sen-
sitivity of liquid biopsy tests.

In comparison to the body of literature describing the 
clinical applications of liquid biopsy, only a few mecha-
nistic studies have investigated the molecular basis of 
cfDNA release. Factors leading to DNA damage, includ-
ing chromosomal instability or external agents such as 
radiation, chemicals, or microorganisms, may trigger 
the release of cfDNA [18–20]. Although the majority of 
cfDNA is passively shed by apoptotic and necrotic cells, 
active cfDNA release by dividing cells is also known to 
occur [21, 22]. Recent studies have shown that the frag-
mentation pattern of tumor-derived cfDNA differs from 
that of normal tissues cfDNA, with changes in fragment 

sizes at different regions [23–25]. Fragment sizes do not 
always display the ladder profile associated with apopto-
sis [26] or the high molecular size of necrosis [27], sug-
gesting that secretion can contribute to shedding [28]. 
This is supported by the observation that alterations con-
ferring acquired drug resistance may appear in the blood 
of cancer patients several months before the radiological 
detection of clinical relapse, suggesting the involvement 
of drug-refractory live cells in the DNA shedding [4, 29, 
30]. It is inherently difficult to dissect the active and pas-
sive mechanisms of cfDNA release directly in the blood 
of cancer patients. Plasma cfDNA contains a high and 
variable amount of DNA derived from non-neoplastic 
cells especially promoted by inflammation and comor-
bidities, and acting as confounding factors [23, 31, 32]. 
We hypothesize that preclinical cancer model systems in 
which only neoplastic cells are present in a known num-
ber can simplify functional studies to unveil novel mech-
anisms of DNA shedding. For instance, a recent CRISPR 
screening identified genes involved in the TNF-related 
apoptosis-inducing ligand (TRAIL) apoptotic pathway 
and other genes encoding RNA-binding proteins as regu-
lators of cfDNA release in a normal breast epithelial cell 
line [33]. In this work, we took advantage of a large col-
lection of colorectal cancer (CRC) cell lines to charac-
terize the impact of cancer cell biology parameters and 
molecular features on cfDNA release.

Methods
Aim, design and setting of the study
Colorectal tumors release variable levels of detectable 
cfDNA [7]. We aimed to investigate whether any cancer 
cell intrinsic features could be associated with release of 
cfDNA. To achieve this goal, we selected from a large 
collection of CRC cell lines, a subset of pre-clinical mod-
els recapitulating the main molecular features found in 
clinical samples [34, 35]. These models were assessed 
for cfDNA release, cell proliferation and death, and cell 
cycle phases. In parallel, genetic and epigenetic data were 
available or generated thus allowing to evaluate associa-
tions with cfDNA release.

Cell lines
A collection of 240 CRC cell lines was employed in 
this study, of which 76 models were analyzed in the 
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screening phase and the remaining 164 were exploited 
as a validation dataset. The majority of cell lines have 
previously been described [36–39] and their source 
and main characteristics are summarized in Additional 
file 2: Table S1. Cells were routinely supplemented with 
FBS 10%, 2  mM L-glutamine, antibiotics (100 U/mL 
penicillin and 100  mg/mL streptomycin), and grown 
in a 37 °C and 5% CO2 air incubator. The genetic iden-
tity of cell lines was confirmed less than 2 months from 
profiling experiments using the PowerPlex® 16 HS Sys-
tem (Promega), through Short Tandem Repeats (STR) 
tests at 16 different loci (D5S818, D13S317, D7S820, 
D16S539, D21S11, vWA, TH01, TPOX, CSF1PO, 
D18S51, D3S1358, D8S1179, FGA, Penta D, Penta E, 
and Amelogenin). Amplicons from multiplex PCRs 
were separated by capillary electrophoresis (3730 DNA 
Analyzer, Applied Biosystems). The results were ana-
lyzed using GeneMapper V5.0 software. The STR pro-
file of each CRC cell line is reported in Additional file 2: 
Table S1. HCT116 CRC cells with a genetic disruption 
of DNMT3B and DNMT1 (DKO) were obtained from 
Horizon Discovery Plc. An additional small subset of 
commercially available pancreatic cancer cell lines, 
namely BXPC-3 (Cat. No ATCC-CRL-1687), CAPAN-1 
(Cat. No ATCC-HTB-79), HPAF-II (Cat. No ATCC-
CRL-1997), and ASPC-1 (Cat. No ATCC-CRL-1682), 
was obtained from ATCC for additional functional 
experiments.

Basal cfDNA release protocol
For all CRC and pancreatic cancer cell lines selected in 
the screening protocol, a minimum of two release experi-
ments were performed. At day 0, cells were detached 
from growing plates and counted via Countness II (Life 
Technologies). Two million live cells were plated in two 
10-cm dishes, while 5∙105 cells were analyzed for cell 
death by annexin V/propidium iodide staining (Thermo 
Fisher Scientific, 88–8007-74) and flow cytometry analy-
sis (eBioscience). In parallel, a minimum of two million 
live cells were pelleted and fixed by ethanol 70% for cell 
cycle analyses. Cell cycle phases (G1, S, G2, M) were 
determined by flow cytometric analysis of Phospho-His-
tone 3 (PH3) (Abcam, ab14955). After 4 days of culture, 
supernatants from both dishes were collected and cen-
trifuged at 3000 g for 10 min, without break. Then, 10 µl 
of supernatant was measured using the Qubit 4 (Ther-
moFisher) dsDNA HS, with standards corrected with 
10 µl of the matching cell culture media. cfDNA concen-
tration was then calculated using the linear regression 
obtained from the media corrected standards according 
to manufacturer protocol. In parallel, cells were collected 

and analyzed for cell death and cell cycle analyses as 
described below.

Flow cytometry analyses of cell biology parameters 
and immunofluorescence for mitotic phases
All samples were run on a BD accuri C6. A minimum of 
3 × 104 events were acquired for every experiment. The 
resulting Fcs files were exported from the flow cytom-
eter and analyzed using FlowJo 10 (LLC). For cell death, 
morphological parameters were gated to exclude any 
cell debris. Duplets were removed using the pulse width 
feature and the subset of events were stratified on FL4 
(APC) and FL3 (PI), to identify the different cell popula-
tions. The quarters were adjusted for every experiment 
in order to separate most accurately the clusters of fluo-
rescence. For cell cycle analyses, after removal of the cell 
debris, duplets were removed by gating samples based on 
FL3 area vs. FL3 intensity. Cell cycle phases were calcu-
lated using the default FlowJo algorithm.

To measures the percentage of mitotic cells in the dif-
ferent phases, i.e., from prophase to telophase, cells were 
seeded on poly-L-lysine-coated coverslips, fixed with 2% 
formaldehyde, permeabilized for 10 min with 0.25% Tri-
ton X-100, and blocked for 60 min with 5% BSA in PBS. 
Cells were stained with anti-ß-tubulin-Cy3 Ab (Sigma-
Aldrich). DNA was marked with HOECHST 33342 
(Sigma-Aldrich). Cells were examined with a NIKON 
Eclipse Ti2 microscope equipped with epifluorescence 
and photographs were taken (× 60 objective) using a 
cooled camera device (DS-Qi2). Different mitotic phases 
were counted on 1000 cells per sample, in triplicate.

Cell doubling time assay
In parallel to the cfDNA release experiments, independ-
ent assays were carried out to estimate the doubling 
time of each cell line. A total of 2.5 × 106 living cells were 
labeled using the CellTrace™ Violet Cell Proliferation 
Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, C34554), according to the 
manufacturer’s instructions. The cell doubling time was 
measured for seven consecutive days by flow cytometric 
detection of cell trace violet incorporation.

Annotation of cell line molecular features
Annotation of sequence variants was performed based 
on Whole Exome data as previously described [40]. 
Sample mutational status for APC, TP53, KRAS, NRAS, 
and BRAF (Additional file  2: Table  S1) was determined 
based on presence of somatic mutations that are associ-
ated with the alteration of protein sequences (missense 
SNVs, nonsense SNVs, and indels). Absolute total copy 
number of each gene in the genome was determined as 
the ratio of median gene depth and the overall median 
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depth in the whole exome. The aneuploidy score (AS), 
defined as the sum of the number of altered chromosome 
arms [41], was calculated by assigning to each arm + 1 if 
different from 2 copies and 0 if diploid. It ranges from 0 
(all arms are diploids) to 39 (all arms are not diploids). 
For the score assessment, long and short arms for each 
non-acrocentric chromosome and only long arms for 
chromosomes 22, 21, 15, 14, and 13 were considered. 
The microsatellite instability (MSI) status was evaluated 
by using the MSI Analysis System Kit (Promega) accord-
ing to the manufacturer’s protocol. The analysis requires 
a multiplex amplification of seven markers including 
five mononucleotide repeat markers (BAT-25, BAT-26, 
NR-21, NR-24, and MONO-27) and two pentanucleotide 
repeat markers (Penta C and Penta D). The microsatel-
lite status of each CRC cell line is reported in Additional 
file  2: Table  S1 as MSS (microsatellite stability) or MSI 
(microsatellite instability). The products were analyzed 
by capillary electrophoresis in a single injection using 
ABI 3730 DNA Analyzer capillary electrophoresis system 
(Applied Biosystems). The results were analyzed using 
GeneMapper V5.0 software (Life Technologies). Anno-
tations of CMS transcriptional subtypes (CMS1, CMS2, 
CMS3, or CMS4) and CRIS transcriptional subtypes 
(CRIS-A, CRIS-B, CRIS-C, CRIS-D, or CRIS-E) were 
based on RNA seq data as defined by Eide et al. and Isella 
et al., respectively [42, 43].

DNA methylation microarray experiments
DNA methylation data were previously obtained using 
the Infinium HumanMethylation450 BeadChip array [14] 
or recently analyzed with the Infinium MethylationE-
PIC BeadChip microarray. DNA samples (500  ng) were 
treated with sodium bisulfite using the Zymo EZ-96 DNA 
Methylation-Lightning Kit (Zymo Research, CA, USA). 
The bisulfite-converted DNA was then processed and 
hybridized onto the BeadChips according to manufac-
turer instructions (Illumina Infinium HD Assay Methyla-
tion Protocol Guide).

After single base extension and fluorescent staining, 
the BeadChips were imaged with the Illumina iScan high 
sensitivity scanner (Illumina Inc., San Diego, CA), and 
raw data recorded as *.idat files.

Bioinformatic analyses of methylation microarray data
HM450 and EPIC raw data (IDAT files) were processed 
with a similar workflow using the minfi R Bioconductor 
package and corresponding annotation packages [44]. 
In each sample, probes with detection p-value > 0.05 
were masked in the RGChannelSet. In addition, cross-
reactivity probes and probes matching SNPs at the tar-
get CpG site were filtered using previously published 

lists [45, 46]. Then, methylation and unmethylation 
signals were obtained for each CpG site using the pre-
processnoob function and β-values were computed 
[47]. Results obtained in all samples were subsequently 
merged in a single β-matrix, thus keeping only CpG 
sites targeted by both HM450 and EPIC platforms 
(452,832 CpG sites). Furthermore, CpG sites that are 
located on sex chromosomes or chrM were excluded 
(13,836 CpG sites). We performed PCA to rule out the 
potential batch effects due to slide or position (data not 
shown). The annotation of probes differentially methyl-
ated between high and low releasers was retrieved from 
the Infinium HumanMethylation450k manifest file. 
Genes were then associated with hallmark gene sets 
from MsigDB collection by using the msigdbr R pack-
age [48].

For the annotation of DNA methylation-based sub-
types, we referred to a previously published list of 318 
probes that showed significantly higher DNA methyla-
tion level in both CIMP-H and CIMP-L tumors with 
respect to non-CIMP tumors (CIMP-associated probes) 
[49]. Starting from the β-matrix obtained as described 
above, 284 out of 318 CIMP associated probes were 
selected by excluding those containing missing val-
ues. Then, we performed unsupervised clustering 
using recursively partitioned mixture model (RPMM) 
with max level = 2 and finally we associated the result-
ing clusters to CIMP classes based on their median 
DNA methylation level (CIMP-H, CIMP-L, CIMP3, 
and CIMP4, for high to low median DNA methylation 
level).

cfDNA release protocol from organoids
The characteristics of 12 CRC patient-derived orga-
noids (IRCC105_A_PDO, IRCC105_C_PDO, IRCC105_ 
E_PDO, IRCC107_A_PDO, IRCC10_A_HL, IRCC120_PDO,  
IRC C125_A_PD O,IRC C131_PD O,IRC C148_A_
PDO,IRCC150_A_PDO,IRCC161_A_PDO, IRCC166_PDO,  
IRCC174_A_PDO) are summarized in Additional file  3: 
Table  S2. PDOs were suspended in a 3D extracellular 
matrix substitute (Matrigel®, Corning) and dispensed in 
the 12-well plates as 200-µL droplets. After matrix polym-
erization (20 min at 37 °C), the droplets were overlaid with 
pre-warmed Dulbecco’s modified Eagle medium/F12 sup-
plemented with penicillin–streptomycin, 2  mM L-glu-
tamine, 1 mM n-Acetyl Cysteine, 1X B27, 1X N2, and 20 ng/
ml EGF (Sigma-Aldrich).

For cfDNA analyses, at baseline (day 0) PDOs were 
plated in Matrigel coated 12-well plates with a medium 
supplemented with 2% Matrigel. After 4  days, superna-
tants were collected and centrifuged at 3000 g for 10 min, 
without break. Then, 10 µl of supernatant was measured 
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using the Qubit 4 (ThermoFisher) dsDNA HS. The 
cfDNA concentration was calculated by normalizing the 
Qubit value in relation to the number of cells.

Patient‑derived xenografts (PDXs)
The mutational, transcriptional, and methylation pro-
files of PDXs presented in this paper represent a subset 
of a larger xenograft cohort, which is described in [50], 
collected and characterized in the Translational Cancer 
Medicine laboratory in Candiolo Cancer Institute FPO-
IRCCS. Research involving human specimens was per-
formed in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. 
The characteristics of these 490 PDXs are summarized in 
Additional file 4: Table S3. A dataset of 490 PDX meth-
ylation profiles was obtained using Illumina Methylatio-
nEPIC (v1) bead chip. Raw data was processed with the 
Minfi package (v1.32.0), using the function preproc-
essNoob [47]. To account for possible methylation sig-
nals originating from the murine infiltrate, we removed 
probes known to specifically map on the mouse genome. 
To this end, we combined two lists of murine-specific 
probes, obtained from Gujar et  al. and Needhamsen 
et al. which resulted in removal of 22,537 probes [51, 52]. 
Six samples were removed in quality control (median 
intensity < 10.5); 64,361 probes were removed for detec-
tion P > 0.01. Probes mapping on X and Y chromosomes 
(19,627), on SNPs (8423), and on multiple loci on the 
genome (43,177) were also removed as gold standard fil-
tering [53]. CIMP annotation for this dataset has been 
obtained using the CIMP-general (CIMP-H & CIMP-L) 
markers panel from Hinoue et al. [49].

Pharmacological treatment
Five CRC cell lines were treated with decitabine (DAC, 
5′-Aza-2’-deoxycytidine) that was purchased from 
Sigma-Aldrich, diluted in DMSO and added at 1 nM con-
centration. After 4 days of treatment, without significant 
changes in cell viability, the media was refreshed and cell 
lines were seeded for cfDNA screening for additional 
4 days in the absence of drug. The same treatment pro-
tocol was applied to BXPC-3, CAPAN-1, HPAF-II, and 
ASPC-1 pancreatic cancer cell lines using experimentally 
determined sub-lethal concentrations of DAC.

Assay for transposase‑accessible chromatin sequencing 
(ATAC‑seq) analysis
HCT116 and HCT116 DKO cells were detached from 
growing plates, at baseline (day 0). One million living 
cells were plated in 10-cm dishes and cultured for 3 days. 
For ATAC-seq analysis, cells were cryopreserved in 1 ml 
of serum-free cryopreservation media (Bambanker, Nip-
pon Genetics Europe) containing 1 × 10^6 cells in biolog-
ical triplicate. The ATAC-seq analyses were performed 

following manufacturer instructions (Diagenode ATAC-
seq kit, Cat. No. C01080002). Raw FASTQ files were 
initially trimmed using the Trim Galore tool and mito-
chondrial reads were discarded using Xenome [54]. The 
samples were aligned to hg38 genome using BWA-mem, 
duplicates were marked using Picard Tools MarkDupli-
cates and only deduplicated properly paired reads were 
selected for further analysis. In order to account for Tn5 
shift, all positive strand reads were shifted by + 4 bps and 
all negative strand reads were shifted by − 5 bps. Peak 
calling was then performed individually for each sam-
ple using MACS2 [55] and peak scores for each sample 
were normalized to a “score per million” for read depth 
variations [56]. Next, the peak summits were extended by 
250 bp on either side to a final width of 501 bp, filtered by 
the ENCODE hg38 blacklist [57], and filtered to remove 
peaks that extend beyond the ends of the chromosomes. 
Overlapping peaks for each condition (HCT116 WT and 
DKO) were handled to generate consensus peak sets [56]. 
The number of fragments overlapping the consensus 
peak set were computed using SAMtools depth result-
ing in an insertion counts matrix [56]. Next, DESeq2 was 
used to perform differential chromatin accessibility anal-
ysis. Adjusted p-values were calculated using the Ben-
jamini–Hochberg (BH) method and only regions with 
adjusted p-value of less than 0.05 were considered [56].

Transcriptomics analysis
RNA from cells was extracted using the Maxwell® RSC 
miRNA Tissue Kit (Promega, Cat# AS1460) and RNA-
seq analysis was performed using TruSeq® Stranded 
mRNA Library Prep (Illumina, cat# 20020594), accord-
ing to the manufacturer’s protocols. RNA-seq reads were 
aligned to hg38 using STAR aligner and subsequently 
RSEM was used for transcript and gene quantification 
and GENCODE v44 as gene annotation. Then, start-
ing from RSEM genes results, robust FPKM values were 
computed using DESeq2. Two conditions (HCT116 WT 
and DKO) were compared. Independent filtering was 
applied using the results function, and adjusted p-values 
were calculated using the BH method. Coherently with 
other analysis, adjusted p-values of less than 0.05 were 
considered.

Whole genome sequencing of nuclear and supernatant 
DNA
NGS libraries for DNA released in the supernatant of 
CRC cell lines were prepared starting with 2 µg of DNA 
and processed with Illumina TruSeq DNA PCR-Free kit 
(Illumina Inc., San Diego, CA, USA). In order to main-
tain the precise fragment distribution, we introduced 
some modifications to the manufacturer’s protocol. In 
particular, any fragmentation step has been avoided, as 
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well as bead-based clean up steps have been modified 
with the aim to preserve all short fragments. Quality 
of final libraries has been assessed using the 2100 Bio-
analyzer with a High-Sensitivity DNA assay kit (Agilent 
Technologies, Santa Clara, CA). Equal amounts of DNA 
libraries were pooled and sequenced on NovaSeq6000 
(Illumina Inc., San Diego, CA, USA). Fastq files were ana-
lyzed as previously reported [58, 59], and the identity of 
all cell lines was determined using unique allelic profiles 
based on Single Nucleotide Polymorphism Identification 
(SNP_ID) annotated using the dbSNP version 153. Only 
alleles with a fractional abundance above 30%. SNP_ID 
were considered matched when the fractional abundance 
between two profiles exceeded 95% [60]. Mutational call-
ing was performed as previously reported [58, 59].

Statistics
Statistical analyses were performed using Graph-
Pad Prism software. All data are presented as either 
mean ± S.D. or ± S.E.M. (as indicated in figure legends). 
To determine statistical significance for cfDNA values in 
relation to analytical variables, we applied nonparamet-
ric tests because the data did not follow a Gaussian-like 
distribution. Single-variable Spearman correlation was 
performed between cfDNA and cell doubling time, cell 
cycle, cell loss, or aneuploidy score. In all other cases, 
the Mann–Whitney test was performed. Symbols for sta-
tistical comparison are *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.005; 
****p < 0.001.

Results
cfDNA release shows large inter‑cell variability
To identify cancer cell intrinsic features associated with 
cfDNA release, we exploited a large collection of 240 
CRC cell lines, most of which were previously reported 
(Additional file 1: Fig S1) [36–39]. We selected a panel 
of 76 CRC models representative of the main molecu-
lar subtypes occurring in clinical samples. As depicted 
in Fig.  1, evaluation of cfDNA release was performed 
at a standardized arbitrary time point after seeding 
recently thawed cells in their recommended culture 
media. The raw cfDNA values in the supernatant were 
normalized by the number of cells at the end of the 
assay to account for samples with different proliferation 
kinetics. Surprisingly, our screening revealed a wide 
dynamic range of cfDNA shed by CRC cells in culture 
with values between 7.8 and 540.8 ng/µl (Fig. 2A, Addi-
tional file  5: Table  S4). We investigated if the genomic 
features in the supernatant cfDNA were in line with 
the nuclear DNA by performing WGS of both intracel-
lular DNA and supernatant cfDNA in a representative 
subset of eight CRC cell lines. By analyzing genomic 
positions annotated as common single-nucleotide poly-
morphisms (dbSNPs) version153, we found more than 
95% similarity between the supernatant cfDNA samples 
and their matched nuclear DNA samples (Additional 
file 6: Table S5). We also found that 99.67–99.99% of the 
reads from intracellular DNA and supernatant cfDNA 
aligned with chromosomal DNA, respectively. At least 

Fig. 1  Workflow of cfDNA release detection protocol. The release of cfDNA was measured in a collection of 76 CRC cell lines 
including patient-derived primary models. Two million live cells were seeded in duplicate, and the supernatant was collected for cfDNA 
quantification after 4 days in culture without changing the medium. In parallel, the cell pellet was analyzed for cell cycle and cell death parameters
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in the small set of cell lines analyzed for this purpose 
(HCT116, HCT15, C75), mitochondrial reads accounted 
for only 0.220 ± 0.151% (mean ± SD of the three cell 
lines) of intracellular DNA and 0.012 ± 0.012% of super-
natant DNA. Therefore, in our setting, the contribution 
of mitochondrial DNA to the overall amount of cfDNA 
appears negligible (Additional file 7: Table S6).

The release of cfDNA is influenced by cell proliferation 
and cell death‑related parameters
We found that the slowest cycling cells released more 
DNA, as shown by the correlation between cell doubling 
time and cfDNA amount (r = 0.72; ****p < 0.001, Fig.  2A 
and Additional file  1: Fig S2). To corroborate this evi-
dence, we analyzed cell cycle phases, and we found that 
the levels of cfDNA were significantly anti-correlated 
with the percentage of cells in phase 2N (rho =  − 0.31, 
**p < 0.005). On the other hand, cfDNA quantity showed 

a positive correlation with the percentage of cells in phase 
S (rho = 0.24, *p < 0.05), in phase 4N (rho = 0.27, *p < 0.05) 
and particularly in the mitotic (M) phase (rho = 0.42, 
***p < 0.001). Further evaluation of the M phase in repre-
sentative cells from the different cfDNA release quartiles 
showed enrichment in the prophase/metaphase stages in 
the highest quartile (Additional file  1: Fig S3). We then 
reasoned that, in addition to dividing cells, also dead or 
dying cells could play a major role in cfDNA release. A 
cell loss index was calculated by experimentally assess-
ing the number of apoptotic and/or necrotic cells that 
contributed to cfDNA release in the supernatant. As 
expected, the cell loss index was significantly correlated 
to cfDNA quantity (rho = 0.55, **** p < 0.001) (Fig.  2A, 
Additional file 1: Fig S2).

All together, these observations suggest that higher lev-
els of cfDNA release are associated with both slower cell 
cycling and increased cell death.

Fig. 2  Association of cfDNA release with biological parameters and molecular features in CRC cell lines. A  Histograms indicate the amount 
of cfDNA (ng/µl) detected in the supernatant of 76 CRC cell lines after 4 days in culture. cfDNA values detected by Qubit were normalized 
on the number of cells at the final day of each experiment. Data points and error bars indicate mean + SD. The column color code groups the cell 
lines according to the quartiles of cfDNA release. The cell doubling time was measured by fluorescent analysis of cell trace violet incorporation. Cell 
cycle phases (2N, S, 4N, M) were determined by flow cytometric analysis of Phospho-Histone 3 (PH3). The cell loss index (apoptotic and necrotic 
cells) was calculated by annexin V/ propidium iodide staining. Annotated molecular features depicted in color boxes indicate Microsatellite Instable 
or Stable status (MSI or MSS); aneuploidy score based on NGS data as defined by Taylor et al. [36]; CIMP classification based on four methylation 
classes (CIMP-1, CIMP-2, CIMP-L, CIMP-H) according to Hinoue et al. [42].  B  Comparative analyses of cfDNA values in CRC cell line groups based 
on MSI and MSS status was performed using the non-parametric Mann Whitney test (*  p < 0.05).  C  Comparative analyses of cfDNA values 
in CRC cell lines with grouped methylation classes labeled as CIMP negative (CIMP classes 1 and 2) or CIMP positive (low and high CIMP classes) 
was performed using the non-parametric Mann Whitney test (*p < 0.05)
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The release of cfDNA is associated with CRC molecular 
features
Next, cfDNA release values were associated with molec-
ular features such as MSI phenotype, aneuploidy score, 
and methylation classes (CIMP). We found that the MSI 
phenotype was negatively associated with cfDNA release 
in CRC cell lines (*p < 0.05; Fig. 2A, Additional file 1: Fig 
S2), recapitulating what has recently been reported in 
patients [61].

A trend towards an increased aneuploidy score was 
found in cells shedding more cfDNA (rho = 0.22, p = 0.05; 
Additional file 1: Fig S2). We then investigated the impact 
of the epigenotype by classifying cell lines according to 
Hinoue and colleagues [49]. Lower cfDNA release was 
observed in CIMP positive (Low and High) cells versus 
CIMP negative (CIMP3 and CIMP4) samples (*p < 0.05; 
Fig. 2B). These results suggest that the phenotype defined 
by high level of methylation and normal ploidy such as 
MSI would release less cfDNA; on the other hand, the 
phenotype with chromosomal instability caused by hypo-
methylation may lead to higher cfDNA release.

Derivation and validation of a methylation signature 
to predict cfDNA release in CRC cell lines
Intrigued by the above findings, we decided to investigate 
more thoroughly the impact of the DNA methylation 
profile on cfDNA release. We performed a linear regres-
sion modeling using methylation microarray probes to 
stratify the previously screened 76 cell lines by quartiles 
of cfDNA values. Using methylomes from cell lines fall-
ing in the first (n = 19) and fourth (n = 19) quartiles of 
detected cfDNA values, we identified a subset of 145 
differentially methylated probes that were significantly 
associated with cfDNA release (FDR < 0.01). Annotation 
of the genes associated with differentially methylated 
gene promoter regions in high versus low releasers did 
not reveal any specific pathway enrichment (Additional 
file  8: Table  S7). Cells with higher levels of methylation 
at these 145 loci displayed lower cfDNA shedding and 
the signature discriminated high from low releaser sam-
ples (Fig. 3A, Additional file 9: Table S8). We then applied 
this methylation signature to predict cfDNA release in 
an independent collection of 164 CRC lines and 12 CRC 
patient-derived organoids (PDOs) for which methylomes 
had been previously reported [14] or purposely generated 
(Fig. 3B, Additional file 10: Table S9). By this analysis, a 
total of 79 and 97 CRC models were predicted to be low 
and high releasers, respectively. When our methylome 
signature was applied to these CRC models, samples pre-
dicted as low cfDNA releasers were strongly enriched 
in CIMP-high (hypergeometric test p-value = 5.3e − 09) 
and MSI status (hypergeometric test p-value = 5.7e − 09). 
From this validation collection of preclinical models, we 

selected 12 CRC lines predicted to be high or low releas-
ers. To increase the translational relevance of this data-
set, eight of these models were primary cell lines recently 
established from CRC patients. Cell lines employed as 
a validation dataset were subjected to the previously 
described protocol depicted in Fig.  1 to experimentally 
detect cfDNA in the supernatant. Similarly to the screen-
ing results (Fig. 2A), we observed again a large variability 
of cfDNA amounts among validation cell lines (Fig. 3C). 
Cancer cell lines predicted to be low releasers accord-
ing to the methylation classifier displayed decreased 
supernatant cfDNA compared to models predicted to 
be high releasers (**p < 0.005). By this approach, all but 
one organoid were predicted to be high cfDNA releas-
ers (Fig.  3B). Two of these models (one predicted to be 
a high releaser CRC131, and the one predicted to be low 
releaser CRC161) were then experimentally validated. 
Our results showed that the organoid predicted to be low 
releaser sheds significantly less cfDNA than an organoid 
predicted among the high releasers (Fig. 3D).

In order to have in  vivo validation for cfDNA meas-
urements and for improving the clinical relevance of our 
work, we analyzed the methylome profiles of a previ-
ously established collection of 490 CRC patient-derived 
xenografts (PDXs). When our methylome signature was 
applied to the PDXs, all MSI cases clustered in the group 
of samples predicted as low cfDNA releasers (Fig.  3E). 
CIMP-high tumors were enriched in samples predicted 
as low cfDNA releasers (*p < 0.005).

Genetic or pharmacological depletion of DNA methylation 
promotes cfDNA release
Our data indicated an association between DNA meth-
ylation status and cfDNA release. To functionally char-
acterize the impact of DNA methylation on cfDNA 
release, we undertook two functional approaches. We 
first exploited the HCT116 DNMT1/DNMT3B knock-
out (HCT116 DKO) cell line which lacks the enzymes 
establishing and maintaining the methylation patterns, 
leading to an almost completely demethylated genome 
as previously described [62]. We found that HCT116 
DKO released significantly more cfDNA as compared to 
the parental cell line (***p < 0.001; Fig. 4A). Consistently, 
we observed that the supernatant of HCT116 DKO con-
tained more abundant copies of the KRAS G13D mutant 
allele compared to parental cells (Additional file  1: Fig 
S4). As a second functional approach, we treated five 
low releaser models with the demethylating agent decit-
abine at a 1  nM concentration which has been shown 
to deprive cells from methylation without impacting 
cell survival [63]. We found that decitabine significantly 
increased the amount of cfDNA shedding in all tested 
cell lines (Fig.  4B). This suggests that global changes in 
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Fig. 3  Derivation and validation of a methylation signature to predict cfDNA release in CRC cell lines, patient-derived organoids 
and patient-derived xenografts. A Heatmap depicting β-values of individual CpG Islands differentially methylated between cell lines experimentally 
classified in two groups (high vs low cfDNA) based on the amount of cfDNA shed in the supernatant. High cfDNA and low cfDNA screening classes 
include cell lines distributed in the top two or bottom two quartiles, respectively. Rows in the heatmap indicate samples sorted by cfDNA release 
values, while columns represent probes sorted by mean methylation level across samples. B Differentially methylated probes between high and low 
cfDNA releasing cells were applied to a validation dataset of 164 CRC cell lines and 12 PDOs to predict cfDNA release classes. Heatmap rows rank all 
samples from expected high to expected low cfDNA based on silhouette width values. Columns indicate probes sorted by mean methylation level 
across all samples. C Evaluation of cfDNA release in the supernatant of the indicated CRC cell lines, including patient-derived models (HROC257_
T0M1, HROC131_T0M3, IRCC1_XL, HROC383_T0M2, HROC278_MET, CRC0078_XL, HROC277_T0M1, CRC0104_XL), chosen among those predicted 
to be high or low releasers based on the heatmap shown in panelB. The color code of each bar is based on cfDNA screening quartiles highlighted 
in Figure 2A. Columns and error bars indicate mean + SD. D Evaluation of cfDNA release in the supernatant of the indicated CRC patient-derived 
organoids, chosen among those predicted to be high or low releasers based on the heatmap shown in right panel A. Columns and error bars 
indicate mean + SEM. E Heatmap depicting β-values of individual CpG Islands (125/145, due to the filtering of probes that could hybridize 
to the mouse genome, see Methods) of the signature in 490 CRC PDXs, divided in the two groups identified by the methylation classifier. Molecular 
annotations and the clusters identified by NMF with k=2 are shown on the left. MSI or CIMP positive samples are enriched in the low cfDNA release 
group (Fisher’s test, all *** P < 0.005)
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the methylation pattern can promote cfDNA release in 
CRC models. To generalize our findings to another tumor 
type, we applied decitabine to four pancreatic cancer cell 
lines and we observed an increase of cfDNA in the super-
natant also in these models (Additional file 1: Fig S4).

cfDNA release is associated with increased chromatin 
accessibility and fragmentation
ATAC-seq was employed to characterize the chromatin 
accessibility of intracellular DNA of the HCT116 DKO 
cells in comparison to their parental cells (HCT116 
WT). As expected, we observed a genome-wide rewir-
ing of chromatin accessibility by identifying 10,551 
gain of accessibility events in DKO cells, in compari-
son to 4470 regions that were more accessible in WT 
(Fig. 5A).

RNA-seq analysis revealed a total of 4455 genes dif-
ferentially expressed between isogenic pairs. Among 
these, 1676 genes were downregulated, and 2779 genes 
were upregulated in DKO cells in comparison to WT 
cells (L2FC > 1 and adjusted p < 0.05, Wald test with BH 
correction). Of the 2779 upregulated genes, 373 (13.4%) 
exhibited increased chromatin accessibility in their pro-
moters (Fig. 5B). This overlap was higher than the over-
lap obtained by chance when the same number of genes 
with random promoter accessibility (iterating 10 times) 
was intersected against the set of more expressed genes 
in DKO (5.6 ± 0.4%).

We also analyzed the fragmentation pattern of 
DNA associated with differentially accessible chro-
matin regions. We observed a statistically signifi-
cant enrichment of shortened intracellular DNA 

fragments in HCT116 DKO in comparison to WT cells 
(****p < 0.0001; Wilcoxon rank-sum test) by the analysis 
of ATAC-seq data (Fig. 5C).

It is plausible that specific nucleases could more eas-
ily cut DNA within nucleosomes in regions with higher 
nucleosome accessibility.

Discussion
Recent technological advances have allowed the isolation 
and analyses of circulating nucleic acids in different phys-
iopathological conditions beyond oncology, including 
non-invasive prenatal screening, autoimmune diseases, 
organ transplantation, and chronic liver disease [64, 65]. 
In oncology, analysis of cfDNA in blood can be applied 
for early cancer detection, monitoring of tumor burden 
as well as to study tumor heterogeneity and mechanisms 
of drug resistance [66–68]. The amount of cfDNA shed 
by human cancers has consistently been correlated to 
tumor stage. However, some advanced tumors release 
minimal to undetectable amounts of cfDNA, defining the 
concept of non-shedders; while some early malignancies 
are clearly revealed by liquid biopsy [14, 17, 31]. Some 
of the discrepancies in cfDNA release among tumors 
with different histology can be attributed to anatomical 
and vascular barriers. However, highly variable levels of 
cfDNA have also been found in patients with tumors of 
the same stage and histopathological origin, raising ques-
tions about the factors affecting cfDNA release [10]. We 
believe that basic functional studies should complement 
clinical observations and help elucidate the mechanisms 
of cfDNA shedding. We tested the hypothesis that can-
cer cell intrinsic features could influence the amount of 

Fig. 4  Genetic and pharmacological depletion of DNA methylation stimulates cfDNA release. A cfDNA release was increased in the supernatant 
of CRC cells with inactivation of DNA Methyltransferases 1 and 3B (HCT116DKO) compared to their parental counterpart (HCT116). Circles indicate 
individual replicates. Unpaired test with Welch’s correction (* p < 0.05).B cfDNA shedding was increased in the supernatant of low releasing CRC cells 
exposed to non-toxic concentrations (1 nM) of the demethylating agent decitabine. Statistical significance: * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01
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cfDNA release. We exploited a large collection of can-
cer cell lines sharing colorectal origin, to experimentally 
quantify the cfDNA release in the supernatant. The pre-
clinical models employed for the large initial screen were 
selected to mirror the main molecular and pathological 
subtypes observed in patients. Surprisingly, cfDNA val-
ues shed by CRC cell lines spanned over nearly three 
logarithms of concentration, thereby reproducing the 

variability in cancer patients [69]. Experiments car-
ried out under controlled laboratory conditions allowed 
measuring cell biology parameters in preclinical mod-
els, such as cell doubling time, cell cycle phases and cell 
death that are not easily determined in patient samples. 
Previous works also exploited cancer cells in culture to 
study the basic biology underlying the process of cfDNA 
shedding in the supernatant [70]. However, these studies 

Fig. 5  Association between cfDNA release and chromatin accessibility. A Differential chromatin accessibility analysis between HCT116 DKO 
and their parental WT counterpart. B Differential gene expression analysis between HCT116 DKO and their parental WT counterpart. Out 
of the 2779 genes upregulated in DKO in comparison to WT cells, 373 showed increased chromatin accessibility in their promoter. C Fragment 
length distribution of intracellular DNA from HCT116 WT and DKO cells analyzed by ATAC-seq. Statistical significance: **** p<0.0001
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investigated in detail only a limited number of cell lines 
of different histology. Our work represents the first large 
atlas depicting cfDNA of CRC origin in relation to the 
intrinsic variability of different cell biology parameters. 
We found that slower cycling cells release more cfDNA 
in the supernatant which is associated with an increased 
fraction of cells in the mitotic phase. Conversely, high 
turn-over of the cells, defined by fast growth, was pre-
viously suggested to be the origin of increased cfDNA 
values (reviewed in [71]). Interestingly, a correlation 
has been found between the staining of the prolifera-
tion marker Ki67 in patient samples and cfDNA release 
in breast and lung cancer but not in CRC [72, 73]. In 
accordance with previous studies, we found a clear asso-
ciation between increased cell death and cfDNA release 
reporting that apoptotic and necrotic cells contribute to 
cfDNA in the circulation [74].

We noted that high cfDNA releaser cells often dis-
played a concomitantly high cell loss index as well as an 
increased percentage of cells in the M-phase with enrich-
ment in the prophase to metaphase in representative 
lines, suggesting the presence of chromosome segrega-
tion [75]. The co-occurrence of these factors suggests 
a possible link between cfDNA release, aneuploidy, or 
mitotic catastrophe often associated with large chromo-
somal DNA damage [21].

Among the molecular features associated with cfDNA, 
we found that low releaser cancer cell lines were enriched 
for MSI and CIMP positivity, while aneuploid and CIMP 
negative cells tended to release higher levels of cfDNA. 
Despite the fact that levels of plasma cfDNA are often 
sufficient to detect MSI status in metastatic CRC patients 
[76], a recent study has shown that MSI-high status was 
significantly associated with a decreased probability 
of detecting tumor derived circulating DNA in a large 
cohort of surgically resected CRC patients [69].

The MSI status is often associated with BRAF muta-
tions and a positive CIMP phenotype in CRC samples 
[77–80]. The abovementioned study on resected CRC 
patients found an impact on cfDNA of concomitant 
BRAF mutations within the MSI positive subgroup, but it 
did not provide methylome classification [81]. The small 
number of cell lines displaying overlap between MSI sta-
tus and BRAF mutations prevented us from performing 
subgroup analysis of experimental data. Nevertheless, 
we were able to perform correlation analyses between 
cfDNA in the supernatant and methylome classification. 
Despite the observation that MSI and CIMP positivity 
were enriched in low cfDNA releasers, these molecular 
variables were not sufficient to fully explain the variability 
in the release of cfDNA in our collection of CRC models. 
The unexpected association between methylation classes 
and cfDNA prompted us to exploit methylome data to 

derive a methylation signature that could efficiently pre-
dict cfDNA release. By applying this classifier to methy-
lome data of an independent dataset of CRC preclinical 
models, we were able to successfully predict the releas-
ing behavior by individual primary cell lines and patient-
derived organoids. Methylome signatures have been 
described to detect the presence or estimate the quan-
tity of tumor-derived DNA in plasma cfDNA of cancer 
patients [82]. However, we are not aware of studies that 
have derived a methylation-based signature to predict 
the intrinsic propensity of cfDNA release. Although we 
were not able to provide direct patient measurements, 
we applied our release signature to methylomes of a very 
large PDX dataset. We found that tumors classified as 
CIMPs or MSI high were predicted as low releasers of 
cfDNA. In the future, our methylation signature should 
be tested prospectively in CRC patients enrolled in liquid 
biopsy trials. If validated, it might have clinical implica-
tions in the prediction of low cfDNA shedding tumors 
and the identification of cfDNA false negative assays in 
individuals with cancer.

Aberrant methylation patterns occur very early and are 
considered a hallmark in the carcinogenesis process with 
global hypomethylation followed by altered hypermeth-
ylation of specific DNA regions [83, 84]. We hypoth-
esized that the functional modulation of methylation 
patterns could impact the propensity of cancer cells to 
release cfDNA. We found that methylation depletion was 
associated with increased cfDNA in the supernatant of a 
genetically engineered cancer model. We sought to cor-
roborate this finding by pharmacological demethylation 
treatment. All tested CRC cell lines released significantly 
more cfDNA when treated with a short course of decit-
abine at a concentration known to affect DNA methyla-
tion without inducing cytotoxicity. We replicated these 
observations in a panel of pancreatic cancer cell lines 
indicating that the impact of demethylation on cfDNA 
is not dependent on histology. Demethylating agents 
are approved for hematological malignancies and their 
use in patients with solid tumors is limited to clinical 
trials [85]. In this regard, the ORIENTATE clinical trial 
(NCT05360264) is designed to test the efficacy of decit-
abine in selected pancreatic adenocarcinoma patients. 
Plasma samples from patients enrolled in this trial may 
be collected to test whether demethylating agents can 
improve the release of cfDNA from solid tumors. The 
potential limitation to this model is that the decitabine 
treatment may induce an increase in release of cfDNA by 
normal cells.

Our finding that enhancing demethylation promotes 
cfDNA release leaves open questions on the underlying 
molecular mechanisms, which we attempted to partially 
explain by performing ATAC-seq and WGS in the cells 
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knocked out for DNA methyltransferases in comparison 
with the wild type. We found that the cfDNA release is 
associated with increased nucleosome accessibility and 
higher cfDNA fragmentation. Our observation is indeed 
consistent with prior work reporting that the length of 
cfDNA fragments is shortened in the presence of lower 
DNA methylation levels, which presumably impacts 
higher nucleosome accessibility that in turn favors cut-
ting within the nucleosomes by specific nucleases [23].

Our work presents some limitations. As we solely 
relied on microarray technology for methylation analysis, 
in the future we wish to exploit advanced next-genera-
tion sequencing methods for epigenetic analysis. We did 
a partial investigation of intrinsic parameters of cfDNA 
such as fragmentation and nucleosome accessibility. 
Although these analyses provided initial mechanistic 
clues on cfDNA variability, we believe that in-depth anal-
ysis is beyond the scope of this work. Differently from 
other cfDNA studies on cell lines, we did not assess the 
release kinetics. Due to the complexity of testing a large 
number of models, we carefully selected a single time-
point for supernatant collection to ensure optimal culture 
conditions and avoid over-growth. We limited the analy-
sis to cell biology parameters including proliferation, cell 
cycle and cell death, but we did not investigate the impli-
cations of cellular metabolic pathways. Interestingly, a 
previous study proposed that the pattern of cfDNA could 
be dependent on the glycolytic activity of cancer cell lines 
[86]. Future metabolomics profiling of our large CRC col-
lection might allow correlative analyses with cfDNA.

Another caveat of our cell culture approach is that we 
did not assess the impact of the local tumor microenvi-
ronment. The crosstalk of cancer cells with fibroblasts, 
endothelial, and immune cells could influence the release 
of cfDNA [4, 70], and future co-culture experiments 
could shed light on this aspect. We acknowledge that 
our initial screening was performed in conventional 2D 
cell culture conditions and did not take into account the 
presence of factors or forces of the extracellular matrix 
[87]. For instance, it would be interesting to investigate 
how stiffness can influence cfDNA release by growing 
cells in different mixed collagen-matrigel matrices. We 
also note that we measured cfDNA in the supernatant of 
cells cultured at conventional laboratory gas and media 
conditions, which may not recapitulate the oxygen and 
nutrient concentrations found in the tumor microenvi-
ronment. In this regard, perhaps the major limitation of 
our in  vitro work is the lack of vascular barriers, blood 
supply, and clearance that are typical of the human body. 
To address these issues, others had proposed to employ 
xenograft models of human tumors to study cfDNA [88]. 
However, this in  vivo approach also has caveats due to 

the lack of vascularization in subcutaneous xenografts, 
and the low volume of blood circulating in mice.

Conclusions
This is the first work dissecting the release of cfDNA in 
a large dataset of CRC preclinical models. This study 
brings some clinically relevant insights potentially 
describing tumor intrinsic features that contribute to 
explain the variability of cfDNA amounts seen in CRC 
patients.
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cluster: rR high cfDNA release cluster, rL low cfDNA release cluster; (3) 
Prediction: expected high cfDNA release, expected low cfDNA release; (4) 
Silhouette width; (5) BeadChip microarray used for the methylation ana-
lyzes: Infinium Methylation EPIC Kit or HumanMethylation450 BeadChip 
Kit; (6–133) Probe name and relative values.

Acknowledgements
We would like to acknowledge all the colleagues who worked and partici-
pated in this project through advice, brainstorming, and who were not refer-
enced as co-authors. We express our sincere gratitude to Prof. Livio Trusolino 
for access to the PDX dataset. We thank all the staff involved in the Candiolo 
Cancer Institute FPO-IRCCS facilities for their fantastic job and support.

Authors’ contributions
V.P., M.M., N.C., G.G., A.L., D.O., F.I., A.C., and L.B. performed the experiment of 
the cfDNA screening. S.L. performed the gene editing experiments. A. Bart., 
S.G., G.C., P.B., E.M., L.B., V.B., M.V., and E.G. performed the DNA quality control, 
acquisition of the omics data, and / or the bioinformatics analyses. L.M and 
S.S. performed the mitosis analysis. L.B. and F.D.N. conceived the project. F.D.N. 
and A.Bard. provided guidance on the project. V.P., F.D.N., and L.B. wrote the 
manuscript. All authors read and corrected the manuscript.

Funding
This work was funded by Fondazione AIRC – Associazione Italiana per la Ricerca 
sul Cancro, under IG 2018—ID. 21407 – P.I. Di Nicolantonio Federica and Progetto 
Speciale MFAG 2019-ID. 23045 (L.B.); AIRC under 5 per Mille 2018—ID. 21091 pro-
gram – P.I. Bardelli Alberto (A.B.)—G.L. Di Nicolantonio Federica (F.D.N.). The research 
leading to these results has also received funding from the Italian Ministry of Health 
(Ricerca Corrente 2023 and Ricerca Corrente 2024); the European Research Council 
(ERC) under the European Union ‘s Horizon 2020 research and innovation program 
(TARGET, grant agreement n. 101020342) (A.B.); AIRC under IG 2023—ID. 28922 pro-
ject – P.I. Bardelli Alberto (A.B.); International Accelerator Award, ACRCelerate, jointly 
funded by Cancer Research UK (A26825 and A28223), FC AECC (GEACC18004TAB), 
and AIRC (22795) (A.B.); IMI contract n. 101007937 PERSIST-SEQ (A.B.); Ministero della 
Salute Ricerca Finalizzata 2021 Giovani Ricercatori, ID. GR-2021–12375316 (E.G.).

Availability of data and materials
Raw DNA methylation data (IDAT files) previously obtained for CRC cell lines 
using the Infinium HumanMethylation450 BeadChip array are available in the 
Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) with GSE86078 [14] accession code. Raw DNA 
methylation data (IDAT files) recently obtained for CRC cell lines using the Infinium 
MethylationEPIC BeadChip microarray were deposited on GEO with GSE220197 
[89] accession code. Raw DNA methylation data (IDAT files) recently obtained for 
PDOs using the Infinium MethylationEPIC BeadChip microarray were deposited 
on GEO with GSE274189 (https://​www.​ncbi.​nlm.​nih.​gov/​geo/​query/​acc.​cgi?​acc=​
GSE27​4189) accession code. The.idat files for all PDX samples are stored at the 
Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) with accession number GSE208713 [90]. DNAseq 
and RNA-seq data previously obtained for CRC cell lines are available in the 
European Nucleotide Archive (ENA) with PRJEB33045 (https://​www.​ebi.​ac.​uk/​ena/​
brows​er/​view/​PRJEB​33045) [91], PRJEB33640 (https://​www.​ebi.​ac.​uk/​ena/​brows​
er/​view/​PRJEB​33640) [39], and PRJEB57691 (https://​www.​ebi.​ac.​uk/​ena/​brows​er/​
view/​PRJEB​57691) [89] accession codes. Further NGS data (including ATACseq raw 
data) for CRC cell lines were deposited in ENA with PRJEB78621 (https://​www.​ebi.​
ac.​uk/​ena/​brows​er/​view/​PRJEB​78621) (ERP162918) accession code. All materials 
and other experimental data are available upon request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Fresh tumor samples were obtained from CRC patients for generation of PDOs or 
PDXs under the PROFILING protocol (No. 001-IRCC-00IIS-10, version 11.0, updated 
July 13, 2022, Review Board of the Fondazione del Piemonte per l’Oncologia 
FPO—IRCCS) or the AlfaOmega Master Observational Trial (NCT04120935, 
approved by the Institutional Review Board of Grande Ospedale Metropolitano 
Niguarda, Milan, Italy. No. IFOM CPO003/2018/PO002_ALFA-OMEGA, version 2.0, 
updated November 2021). All patients signed written informed consent for either 
study. Procedures involving human specimens were conducted in accordance 
with the ethical guidelines of the 1975 Declaration of Helsinki. PDXs implantation 
was conducted following the European Union’s animal care directive (2010/63/
EU) and was approved by the Candiolo Cancer Institute FPO IRCCS Institutional 
Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC) and by the Italian Ministry of Health 
(authorization 37/2022-PR) and complied with all relevant ethical regulations.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
F.D.N. has received speaker’s fees from Illumina and Pierre Fabre outside of 
the submitted work. A.Bard. reports receiving grants/research support from 
Neophore, AstraZeneca, Boehringer Ingelheim, and honoraria/consultation 
fees from Guardant Health. A.B. is a stock shareholder of Neophore and Kither 
Biotech. A.B. is an advisory board member for Neophore. L.B. is currently an 
employee of Biocartis NV. D.O. is currently an employee of AstraZeneca. The 
remaining authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1 Candiolo Cancer Institute, FPO-IRCCS, Candiolo, Turin, Italy. 2 Department 
of Oncology, University of Torino, Turin, Italy. 3 IFOM, the AIRC Institute 
of Molecular Oncology, Milan, Italy. 4 IIGM-Italian Institute for Genomic Medi-
cine, c/o IRCCS, Candiolo, Turin, Italy. 5 Clinic of General Surgery, Molecular 
Oncology and Immunotherapy, UMR, Rostock, Germany. 6 Department 
of Research and Advanced Technologies, Regina Elena National Cancer Insti-
tute IRCCS, Rome, Italy. 7 Section of Innovation Biomedicine ‑ Oncology Area, 
Department of Engineering for Innovation Medicine, University of Verona 
and Verona University and Hospital Trust, Verona, Italy. 

Received: 31 July 2023   Accepted: 18 September 2024

References
	1.	 Di Nicolantonio F, Vitiello PP, Marsoni S, Siena S, Tabernero J, Trusolino L, 

et al. Precision oncology in metastatic colorectal cancer — from biology 
to medicine. Vol. 18, Nature Reviews Clinical Oncology. Nature Research; 
2021. p. 506–25.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/query/acc.cgi?acc=GSE274189
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/query/acc.cgi?acc=GSE274189
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/browser/view/PRJEB33045
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/browser/view/PRJEB33045
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/browser/view/PRJEB33640
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/browser/view/PRJEB33640
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/browser/view/PRJEB57691
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/browser/view/PRJEB57691
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/browser/view/PRJEB78621
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/ena/browser/view/PRJEB78621


Page 15 of 16Pessei et al. Genome Medicine          (2024) 16:118 	

	2.	 Keller L, Belloum Y, Wikman H, Pantel K. Clinical relevance of blood-based 
ctDNA analysis: mutation detection and beyond. Vol. 124, British Journal 
of Cancer. Springer Nature; 2021. p. 345–58.

	3.	 Stejskal P, Goodarzi H, Srovnal J, Hajdúch M, van ’t Veer LJ, Magbanua 
MJM. Circulating tumor nucleic acids: biology, release mechanisms, and 
clinical relevance. Vol. 22, Molecular Cancer. BioMed Central Ltd; 2023.

	4.	 Thierry AR, El Messaoudi S, Gahan PB, Anker P, Stroun M. Origins, struc-
tures, and functions of circulating DNA in oncology. Cancer Metastasis 
Rev. 2016Sep 1;35(3):347–76.

	5.	 P. Mandel PM. Nuclear Acids In Human Blood Plasma. C R Seances Soc 
Biol Fil. 1948;

	6.	 Leon SA, Shapiro B, Sklaroff DM YM. Free DNA in the serum of cancer 
patients and the effect of therapy. Cancer Res. 1977;

	7.	 Schwarzenbach H, Stoehlmacher J, Pantel K GE. Detection and monitor-
ing of cell-free DNA in blood of patients with colorectal cancer. Ann N Y 
Acad Sci. 2008;

	8.	 Heitzer E, Haque IS, Roberts CES, Speicher MR. Current and future per-
spectives of liquid biopsies in genomics-driven oncology. Vol. 20, Nature 
Reviews Genetics. Nature Publishing Group; 2019. p. 71–88.

	9.	 Alix-Panabières C, Pantel K. Clinical applications of circulating tumor cells 
and circulating tumor DNA as liquid biopsy. Vol. 6, Cancer Discovery. 
American Association for Cancer Research Inc.; 2016. p. 479–91.

	10.	 Bettegowda C, Sausen M, Leary RJ, Kinde I, Wang Y, Agrawal N, et al. 
Detection of circulating tumor DNA in early- and late-stage human 
malignancies. Sci Transl Med. 2014;6(224).

	11.	 D. Schrag. A prospective study of a multi-cancer early detection blood 
test. Abstract 903O. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​annonc.​2022.​07.​1029.

	12.	 Park BH, Shen SY, Min J, Fleshner N, Knox J, May T, et al. Abstract 1030: 
Development of a genome-wide methylome enrichment platform 
for multi-cancer early detection (MCED). Cancer Res. 2023 May 
29;83(7_Supplement):1030–1030.

	13.	  Lone SN, Nisar S, Masoodi T, Singh M, Rizwan A, Hashem S, et al. Liquid 
biopsy: a step closer to transform diagnosis, prognosis and future of 
cancer treatments. Vol. 21, Molecular Cancer. BioMed Central Ltd; 2022.

	14.	 Barault L, Amatu A, Siravegna G, Ponzetti A, Moran S, Cassingena A, et al. 
Discovery of methylated circulating DNA biomarkers for comprehensive 
non-invasive monitoring of treatment response in metastatic colorectal 
cancer. Gut. 2018Nov 1;67(11):1995–2005.

	15.	 Klein EA, Richards D, Cohn A, Tummala M, Lapham R, Cosgrove D, et al. 
Clinical validation of a targeted methylation-based multi-cancer early 
detection test using an independent validation set. Ann Oncol. 2021Sep 
1;32(9):1167–77.

	16.	 Lennon AM, Buchanan AH, Kinde I, Warren A, Honushefsky A, Cohain 
AT, et al. Feasibility of blood testing combined with PET-CT to screen for 
cancer and guide intervention. Science. 2020Jul 3. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1126/​scien​ce.​abb96​01.

	17.	 Tie J, Cohen JD, Wang Y, Christie M, Simons K, Lee M, et al. Circulating 
tumor dna analyses as markers of recurrence risk and benefit of adjuvant 
therapy for stage III colon cancer. JAMA Oncol. 2019Dec 1;5(12):1710–7.

	18.	 Cheng C, Omura-Minamisawa M, Kang Y, Hara T, Koike I, Inoue T. Quantifi-
cation of circulating cell-free DNA in the plasma of cancer patients during 
radiation therapy. Cancer Sci. 2009;100(2):303–9.

	19.	 Schütz E, Akbari MR, Beck J, Urnovitz H, Zhang WW, Bornemann-Kolatzki 
K, et al. Chromosomal instability in cell-free DNA is a serum biomarker for 
prostate cancer. Clin Chem. 2015Jan 1;61(1):239–48.

	20.	 Urosevic N, Merritt AJ, Inglis TJJ. Plasma cfDNA predictors of established 
bacteraemic infection. Access Microbiol. 2022 Jun 14;4(6).

	21.	 Grabuschnig S, Bronkhorst AJ, Holdenrieder S, Rodriguez IR, Schliep KP, 
Schwendenwein D, et al. Putative origins of cell-free DNA in humans: A 
review of active and passive nucleic acid release mechanisms. Vol. 21, 
International Journal of Molecular Sciences. MDPI AG; 2020. p. 1–24.

	22.	 Wan JCM, Massie C, Garcia-Corbacho J, Mouliere F, Brenton JD, Caldas C, 
et al. Liquid biopsies come of age: Towards implementation of circulating 
tumour DNA. Vol. 17, Nature Reviews Cancer. Nature Publishing Group; 
2017. p. 223–38.

	23.	 An Y, Zhao X, Zhang Z, Xia Z, Yang M, Ma L, et al. DNA methylation analy-
sis explores the molecular basis of plasma cell-free DNA fragmentation. 
Nat Commun. 2023;14(1).

	24.	 Cristiano S, Leal A, Phallen J, Fiksel J, Adleff V, Bruhm DC, et al. Genome-
wide cell-free DNA fragmentation in patients with cancer. Nature. 
2019Jun 20;570(7761):385–9.

	25.	 Rostami A, Lambie M, Yu CW, Stambolic V, Waldron JN, Bratman S V. 
Senescence, Necrosis, and Apoptosis Govern Circulating Cell-free DNA 
Release Kinetics. Cell Rep. 2020 Jun 30;31(13).

	26.	 Ouyang L, Shi Z, Zhao S, Wang FT, Zhou TT, Liu B, et al. Programmed 
cell death pathways in cancer: A review of apoptosis, autophagy and 
programmed necrosis. Cell Prolif. 2012Dec;45(6):487–98.

	27.	 Golstein P, Kroemer G. Cell death by necrosis: towards a molecular defini-
tion. Vol. 32, Trends in Biochemical Sciences. 2007. p. 37–43.

	28.	 Aucamp J, Bronkhorst AJ, Badenhorst CPS, Pretorius PJ. The diverse origins 
of circulating cell-free DNA in the human body: a critical re-evaluation of 
the literature. Biol Rev. 2018Aug 1;93(3):1649–83.

	29.	 Misale S, Yaeger R, Hobor S, Scala E, Janakiraman M, Liska D, et al. Emer-
gence of KRAS mutations and acquired resistance to anti-EGFR therapy in 
colorectal cancer. Nature. 2012;486(7404):532–6.

	30.	 Siravegna G, Mussolin B, Buscarino M, Corti G, Cassingena A, Crisafulli G, 
et al. Clonal evolution and resistance to EGFR blockade in the blood of 
colorectal cancer patients. Nat Med. 2015;21(7):795–801.

	31.	 Cohen JD, Li L, Wang Y, Thoburn C, Afsari B, Danilova L, et al. Detection 
and localization of surgically resectable cancers with a multi-analyte 
blood test. Science (80- ). 2018 Feb 23;359(6378):926–30.

	32.	 van der Meer AJ, Kroeze A, Hoogendijk AJ, Soussan AA, van der Schoot 
CE, Wuillemin WA, et al. Systemic inflammation induces release of 
cell-free DNA from hematopoietic and parenchymal cells in mice and 
humans. Blood Adv. 2019Mar 12;3(5):724–8.

	33.	 Davidson BA, Miranda AX, Croessmann S, Park BH. Abstract 13: Novel 
CRISPR screening approach identifies regulators of cell-free DNA release 
in vitro. Cancer Res. 2022 Jun 15;82(12_Supplement):13–13.

	34.	 Jass JR. Classification of colorectal cancer based on correlation of clinical, 
morphological and molecular features. Vol. 50, Histopathology. 2007. p. 
113–30.

	35.	 Phipps AI, Limburg PJ, Baron JA, Burnett-Hartman AN, Weisenberger DJ, 
Laird PW, et al. Association between molecular subtypes of colorectal 
cancer and patient survival. Gastroenterology. 2015Jan 1;148(1):77-87.e2.

	36.	 Medico E, Russo M, Picco G, Cancelliere C, Valtorta E, Corti G, et al. The 
molecular landscape of colorectal cancer cell lines unveils clinically 
actionable kinase targets. Nat Commun. 2015Apr;30:6.

	37.	 Durinikova E, Reilly NM, Buzo K, Mariella E, Chilà R, Lorenzato A, et al. 
Targeting the DNA Damage Response Pathways and Replication Stress in 
Colorectal Cancer. Clin Cancer Res. 2022Sep 1;28(17):3874–89.

	38.	 Arena S, Corti G, Durinikova E, Montone M, Reilly NM, Russo M, et al. A 
subset of colorectal cancers with cross-sensitivity to olaparib and oxalipl-
atin. Clin Cancer Res. 2020Mar 15;26(6):1372–84.

	39.	 Lazzari L, Corti G, Picco G, Isella C, Montone M, Arcela P, et al. Patient-
derived xenografts and matched cell lines identify pharmacog-
enomic vulnerabilities in colorectal cancer. Clin Cancer Res. 2019Oct 
15;25(20):6243–59.

	40.	 Corti G, Bartolini A, Crisafulli G, Novara L, Rospo G, Montone M, et al. A 
Genomic Analysis Workflow for Colorectal Cancer Precision Oncology. 
Clin Colorectal Cancer. 2019Jun 1;18(2):91-101.e3.

	41.	 Taylor AM, Shih J, Ha G, Gao GF, Zhang X, Berger AC, et al. Genomic and 
Functional Approaches to Understanding Cancer Aneuploidy. Cancer 
Cell. 2018Apr 9;33(4):676-689.e3.

	42.	 Eide PW, Bruun J, Lothe RA, Sveen A. CMScaller: an R package for consen-
sus molecular subtyping of colorectal cancer pre-clinical models. Sci Rep. 
2017Nov 30;7(1):16618.

	43.	 Isella C, Brundu F, Bellomo SE, Galimi F, Zanella E, Porporato R, et al. Selec-
tive analysis of cancer-cell intrinsic transcriptional traits defines novel 
clinically relevant subtypes of colorectal cancer. Nat Commun. 2017May 
31;8(1):15107.

	44.	 Aryee MJ, Jaffe AE, Corrada-Bravo H, Ladd-Acosta C, Feinberg AP, Hansen 
KD, et al. Minfi: A flexible and comprehensive Bioconductor package for 
the analysis of Infinium DNA methylation microarrays. Bioinformatics. 
2014May 15;30(10):1363–9.

	45.	 Pidsley R, Zotenko E, Peters TJ, Lawrence MG, Risbridger GP, Molloy P, et al. 
Critical evaluation of the Illumina MethylationEPIC BeadChip microarray 
for whole-genome DNA methylation profiling. Genome Biol. 2016 Oct 
7;17(1).

	46.	 Price ME, Cotton AM, Lam LL, Farré P, Emberly E, Brown CJ, et al. Addi-
tional annotation enhances potential for biologically-relevant analysis of 
the Illumina Infinium HumanMethylation450 BeadChip array. Epigenetics 
and Chromatin. 2013;6(1).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annonc.2022.07.1029
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abb9601
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abb9601


Page 16 of 16Pessei et al. Genome Medicine          (2024) 16:118 

	47.	 Triche TJ Jr, Weisenberger DJ, Van Den Berg D, Laird PW, Siegmund KD. 
Low-level processing of Illumina Infinium DNA Methylation BeadArrays. 
Nucleic Acids Res. 2013;41(7): e90.

	48.	 Liberzon A, Birger C, Thorvaldsdóttir H, Ghandi M, Mesirov JP, Tamayo P. 
The Molecular Signatures Database (MSigDB) hallmark gene set collec-
tion. Cell Syst. 2015;1(6):417–25.

	49.	 Hinoue T, Weisenberger DJ, Lange CPE, Shen H, Byun HM, Van Den Berg 
D, et al. Genome-scale analysis of aberrant DNA methylation in colorectal 
cancer. Genome Res. 2012Feb;22(2):271–82.

	50.	 Perron, U., Grassi, E., Chatzipli, A., Viviani, M., Karakoc, E., Trastulla, L., ... & 
Iorio, F. (2023). Integrative ensemble modelling of cetuximab sensitivity in 
colorectal cancer PDXs. bioRxiv, 2023–01.

	51.	 Gujar H, Liang JW, Wong NC, Mozhui K. Profiling DNA methylation differ-
ences between inbred mouse strains on the Illumina Human Infinium 
MethylationEPIC microarray. PLoS ONE. 2018Mar 12;13(3): e0193496. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1371/​journ​al.​pone.​01934​96.​PMID:​29529​061;​PMCID:​PMC58​46735.

	52.	 Needhamsen M, Ewing E, Lund H, Gomez-Cabrero D, Harris RA, Kular L, 
Jagodic M. Usability of human Infinium MethylationEPIC BeadChip for mouse 
DNA methylation studies. BMC Bioinformatics. 2017Nov 15;18(1):486. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s12859-​017-​1870-y.​PMID:​29141​580;​PMCID:​PMC56​88710.

	53.	 Chen YA, Lemire M, Choufani S, Butcher DT, Grafodatskaya D, Zanke B, et al. 
Discovery of cross-reactive probes and polymorphic CpGs in the Illumina 
Infinium HumanMethylation450 microarray. Epigenetics. 2013;8(2):203–9.

	54.	 Conway T, Wazny J, Bromage A, Tymms M, Sooraj D, Williams ED, et al. 
Xenome—a tool for classifying reads from xenograft samples. Bioinformat-
ics. 2012;28(12):i172–8.

	55.	 Zhang Y, Liu T, Meyer CA, Eeckhoute J, Johnson DS, Bernstein BE, et al. 
Model-based analysis of ChIP-Seq (MACS). Genome Biol. 2008;9:1–9.

	56.	 Corces, M. R., Granja, J. M., Shams, S., Louie, B. H., Seoane, J. A., Zhou, W., et al., 
(2018). The chromatin accessibility landscape of primary human cancers. 
Science, 362(6413), eaav1898.

	57.	 Amemiya HM, Kundaje A, Boyle AP. The ENCODE blacklist: identification of 
problematic regions of the genome. Sci Rep. 2019;9(1):9354.

	58.	 Battuello, P., Corti, G., Bartolini, A., Lorenzato, A., Sogari, A., Russo, M., 
et al.,(2024). Mutational signatures of colorectal cancers according to 
distinct computational workflows. Briefings in Bioinformatics, 25(4), bbae249.

	59.	 Crisafulli G, Mussolin B, Cassingena A, Montone M, Bartolini A, Barault L, 
et al. Whole exome sequencing analysis of urine trans-renal tumour DNA in 
metastatic colorectal cancer patients. ESMO open. 2019;4(6): e000572.

	60.	 Pignochino Y, Crisafulli G, Giordano G, Merlini A, Berrino E, Centomo ML, 
et al. PARP1 Inhibitor and Trabectedin Combination Does Not Increase 
Tumor Mutational Burden in Advanced Sarcomas-A Preclinical and Transla-
tional Study. Cancers (Basel). 2021Dec 15;13(24):6295.

	61.	 Cohen SA, Kasi PM, Aushev VN, Hanna DL, Botta GP, Sharif S, et al. Kinetics 
of postoperative circulating cell-free DNA and impact on minimal residual 
disease detection rates in patients with resected stage I-III colorectal cancer. 
J Clin Oncol. 2023 Feb 1;41(4_suppl):5–5.

	62.	 Sandoval J, Heyn HA, Moran S, Serra-Musach J, Pujana MA, Bibikova M, et al. 
Validation of a DNA methylation microarray for 450,000 CpG sites in the 
human genome. Epigenetics. 2011;6(6):692–702.

	63.	 Tsai HC, Li H, Van Neste L, Cai Y, Robert C, Rassool FV, et al. Transient Low Doses 
of DNA-Demethylating Agents Exert Durable Antitumor Effects on Hemato-
logical and Epithelial Tumor Cells. Cancer Cell. 2012Mar 20;21(3):430–46.

	64.	 Barrera-Saldaña HA, Fernández-Garza LE, Barrera-Barrera SA. Liquid biopsy in 
chronic liver disease. Vol. 20, Annals of Hepatology. Elsevier Espana S.L.; 2021.

	65.	 Stawski R, Stec-Martyna E, Chmielecki A, Nowak D, Perdas E. Current trends 
in cell-free DNA applications. Scoping review of clinical trials. Vol. 10, Biology. 
MDPI; 2021.

	66.	 Heidrich I, Deitert B, Werner S, Pantel K. Liquid biopsy for monitoring of 
tumor dormancy and early detection of disease recurrence in solid tumors. 
Cancer and Metastasis Reviews: Springer; 2023.

	67.	 Russano M, Napolitano A, Ribelli G, Iuliani M, Simonetti S, Citarella F, et al. 
Liquid biopsy and tumor heterogeneity in metastatic solid tumors: The 
potentiality of blood samples. Vol. 39, Journal of Experimental and Clinical 
Cancer Research. BioMed Central Ltd; 2020.

	68.	 Siravegna G, Mussolin B, Venesio T, Marsoni S, Seoane J, Dive C, et al. How 
liquid biopsies can change clinical practice in oncology. Vol. 30, Annals of 
Oncology. Oxford University Press; 2019. p. 1580–90.

	69.	 Arisi MF, Dotan E, Fernandez S V. Circulating Tumor DNA in Precision Oncol-
ogy and Its Applications in Colorectal Cancer. Vol. 23, International Journal 
of Molecular Sciences. MDPI; 2022.

	70.	  Bronkhorst AJ, Ungerer V, Holdenrieder S. The emerging role of cell-free 
DNA as a molecular marker for cancer management. Vol. 17, Biomolecular 
Detection and Quantification. Elsevier GmbH; 2019.

	71.	 Moser T, Kühberger S, Lazzeri I, Vlachos G, Heitzer E. Bridging biological 
cfDNA features and machine learning approaches. Vol. 39, Trends in Genet-
ics. Elsevier Ltd; 2023. p. 285–307.

	72.	 Li RY, Liang ZY. Circulating tumor DNA in lung cancer: real-time monitoring 
of disease evolution and treatment response. Chin Med J (Engl). 2020Oct 
20;133(20):2476–85.

	73.	 Wang W, Zhang W, Su L, Sang J, Wang S, Yao Y. Plasma cell-free DNA 
integrity: A potential biomarker to monitor the response of breast cancer to 
neoadjuvant chemotherapy. Transl Cancer Res. 2019;8(4):1531–9.

	74.	 Schwarzenbach H, Hoon DSB, Pantel K. Cell-free nucleic acids as biomarkers 
in cancer patients. Vol. 11, Nature Reviews Cancer. 2011. p. 426–37.

	75.	 London N, Biggins S. Signalling dynamics in the spindle checkpoint 
response. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol. 2014;15(11):735–47.

	76.	 Willis J, Lefterova MI, Artyomenko A, Kasi PM, Nakamura Y, Mody K, et al. Vali-
dation of microsatellite instability detection using a comprehensive plasma-
based genotyping panel. Clin Cancer Res. 2019Dec 1;25(23):7035–45.

	77.	 Goel A, Boland CR. Epigenetics of colorectal cancer, vol. 143. Gastroenterol-
ogy. W.B: Saunders; 2012.

	78.	 Lao VV, Grady WM. Epigenetics and colorectal cancer. Nat Rev Gastroenterol 
Hepatol. 2011Dec 18;8(12):686–700.

	79.	 Ogino S, Goel A. Molecular classification and correlates in colorectal cancer. 
Vol. 10, Journal of Molecular Diagnostics. Association of Molecular Pathol-
ogy; 2008. p. 13–27.

	80.	 Weisenberger DJ, Siegmund KD, Campan M, Young J, Long TI, Faasse MA, 
et al. CpG island methylator phenotype underlies sporadic microsatellite 
instability and is tightly associated with BRAF mutation in colorectal cancer. 
Nat Genet. 2006Jul 25;38(7):787–93.

	81.	 Kasi PM, Kamatham S, Shahjehan F, Li Z, Johnson PW, Merchea A, et al. 
BRAF-V600E and microsatellite instability prediction through CA-19-9/
CEA ratio in patients with colorectal cancer. J Gastrointest Oncol. 2020Apr 
1;11(2):236–41.

	82.	 Zhou X, Cheng Z, Dong M, Liu Q, Yang W, Liu M, et al. Tumor fractions 
deciphered from circulating cell-free DNA methylation for cancer early 
diagnosis. Nat Commun. 2022 Dec 1;13(1).

	83.	 Wajed SA, Laird PW, Demeester TR. DNA Methylation: An Alternative Path-
way to Cancer. 2001.

	84.	 Hanahan D. Hallmarks of Cancer: New Dimensions. Vol. 12, Cancer Discov-
ery. American Association for Cancer Research Inc.; 2022. p. 31–46.

	85.	 Stomper J, Rotondo JC, Greve G, Lübbert M. Hypomethylating agents 
(HMA) for the treatment of acute myeloid leukemia and myelodysplastic 
syndromes: mechanisms of resistance and novel HMA-based therapies. Vol. 
35, Leukemia. Springer Nature; 2021. p. 1873–89.

	86.	 Aucamp J, Bronkhorst AJ, Peters DL, Van Dyk HC, Van der Westhuizen FH, 
Pretorius PJ. Kinetic analysis, size profiling, and bioenergetic association 
of DNA released by selected cell lines in vitro. Cell Mol Life Sci. 2017Jul 
1;74(14):2689–707.

	87.	 Duval K, Grover H, Han L-H, Mou Y, Pegoraro AF, Fredberg J, et al. Mod-
eling Physiological Events in 2D vs. 3D Cell Culture. Physiology. 2017 
Jul;32(4):266–77.

	88.	 Terasawa H, Kinugasa H, Nouso K, Yamamoto S, Hirai M, Tanaka T, et al. 
Circulating tumor DNA dynamics analysis in a xenograft mouse model with 
esophageal squamous cell carcinoma. World J Gastroenterol. 2021Nov 
7;27(41):7134–43.

	89.	 Mariella E, Grasso G, Miotto M, et al. Transcriptome-wide gene expression 
outlier analysis pinpoints therapeutic vulnerabilities in colorectal cancer. 
Mol Oncol. 2024;18(6):1460–85.

	90.	 Perron, U., Grassi, E., Chatzipli, A., Viviani, M., Karakoc, E., et al. Integrative 
ensemble modelling of cetuximab sensitivity in colorectal cancer PDXs. 
bioRxiv, (2023). 2023–01.

	91.	 Rospo G, Lorenzato A, Amirouchene-Angelozzi N, et al. Evolving neoantigen 
profiles in colorectal cancers with DNA repair defects. Genome Med. 
2019;11(1):42.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published 
maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0193496.PMID:29529061;PMCID:PMC5846735
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0193496.PMID:29529061;PMCID:PMC5846735
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12859-017-1870-y.PMID:29141580;PMCID:PMC5688710
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12859-017-1870-y.PMID:29141580;PMCID:PMC5688710

	DNA demethylation triggers cell free DNA release in colorectal cancer cells
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Background
	Methods
	Aim, design and setting of the study
	Cell lines
	Basal cfDNA release protocol
	Flow cytometry analyses of cell biology parameters and immunofluorescence for mitotic phases
	Cell doubling time assay
	Annotation of cell line molecular features
	DNA methylation microarray experiments
	Bioinformatic analyses of methylation microarray data
	cfDNA release protocol from organoids
	Patient-derived xenografts (PDXs)
	Pharmacological treatment
	Assay for transposase-accessible chromatin sequencing (ATAC-seq) analysis
	Transcriptomics analysis
	Whole genome sequencing of nuclear and supernatant DNA

	Statistics
	Results
	cfDNA release shows large inter-cell variability
	The release of cfDNA is influenced by cell proliferation and cell death-related parameters
	The release of cfDNA is associated with CRC molecular features
	Derivation and validation of a methylation signature to predict cfDNA release in CRC cell lines
	Genetic or pharmacological depletion of DNA methylation promotes cfDNA release
	cfDNA release is associated with increased chromatin accessibility and fragmentation

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


