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Abstract 

Purpose 

Tumor mutational burden (TMB) is an approved biomarker for immunotherapy in metastatic 

cancer patients. While initially measured from tissue (tTMB), TMB derived from circulating 

tumor DNA (ctDNA) - also known as blood TMB (bTMB) - is increasingly being used in the 

clinic. Currently, real-world concordance between tTMB and bTMB is not well understood. 

 

Patients and methods 

From October 2020 to March 2021, cancer patients who had both tTMB and bTMB results were 

selected. Patients were classified according to clinical variables and tumor burden, and 

correlation analyses or tests of independence were performed to explore any associations.  

 

Results 

From a total of 38 patients included in our study, 20 patients (52.6%) had non-small cell lung 

carcinoma and 18 (47.4%) had other cancers. Median bTMB of 9.6 mut/MB was higher than 

median tTMB of 4.0 mut/Mb, and the distributions of bTMB and tTMB differed significantly 

(n=38, p < 0.001). bTMB was positively correlated with tTMB in the total study population 

(Spearman ρ=0.57, p < 0.001 ) and a tTMB of 10 mut/Mb correlated with a bTMB of 21.1 

mut/Mb. Dividing patients by cancer type or site of tumor biopsy resulted in significantly 

differing strength and degree of correlation, but dividing patients by concordant and discordant 

bTMB:tTMB ratio did not reveal any significantly different distributions of clinical variables or 

tumor burden. 
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Conclusion 

bTMB was positively correlated with tTMB, and median bTMB was higher than median tTMB. 

Cancer type and site of tissue biopsy may influence concordance between tTMB and bTMB. 

Future studies with more patients may help define the optimal bTMB threshold for receiving 

immunotherapy, which may be different from the tTMB threshold.   
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Introduction 

   Tumor mutation burden (TMB) is a predictor of response to immunotherapy in diverse 

cancers.1 In June 2020, pembrolizumab was approved by the United States Food and Drug 

Administration for the treatment of unresectable or metastatic solid tumors with TMB ≥10 

mutations/megabase (mut/Mb) based on the data from the KEYNOTE-158 trial, which used 

TMB derived from tissue, i.e. tissue TMB (tTMB).2 Recent studies have tried to characterize 

TMB from blood instead of tissue, since collecting blood samples is less invasive, more 

amenable to monitoring tumor evolution, and more likely to better reflect tumor heterogeneity.3 

   The extent to which bTMB is concordant with tTMB is unclear. Numerous trials have 

suggested that bTMB can also be used as a predictor of favorable response to immunotherapy, 

and that bTMB levels correlate with tTMB levels at a ratio of approximately 1.6:1.4–6  However, 

contrasting results have been reported as well, where bTMB only weakly correlated with tTMB 

and was even associated with shorter overall survival.7, 8  This may be in part due to the lack of 

harmonization among currently available targeted gene platforms for TMB calculation, since 

each platform covers different numbers of genes and coding regions.9 

   Patient characteristics and clinical variables may also contribute to the discordance between 

bTMB and tTMB. Previous reports have suggested that variables such as smoking history, tumor 

burden, and time interval between tissue and blood sampling can be confounding factors.10–12 

Moreover, tTMB measured from metastatic tumors are higher than that from primary tumors, but 

this is often overlooked when comparing bTMB and tTMB.13 

   Tumor mutational burden and its measurement is increasingly being incorporated into routine 

practice to guide therapy in cancer patients.9 However, there is a concern that immunotherapy 

can be used on patients inappropriately, especially since the concordance between bTMB and 
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tTMB in real-world settings is not yet clear. Thus, we attempted to explore this relationship 

using real-world data from two commercially available platforms that measure tTMB and bTMB.     

 

Methods 

Patient selection and study design 

.  The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) of Northwestern University 

Feinberg School of Medicine. Since retrospective review of molecular analyses was performed, 

informed consent was waived. Studies were performed in concordance with the Health Insurance 

Portability and Accountability Act and the Declaration of Helsinki. Patients treated at the Robert 

H. Lurie Comprehensive Cancer Center of Northwestern University from October 2020 to March 

2021 were retrospectively identified to have commercial NGS testing for both tissue and blood, 

i.e. by Tempus xT (Tempus; Chicago, IL) and Guardant360 (Guardant Health; Redwood City, 

CA), respectively. From this cohort, only patients who were treatment-naïve or treatment-

refractory at the time of blood sample collection were included for final analysis, as bTMB levels 

of patients who were responding to treatment may have been significantly altered by therapy. 

   To explore the significance of concordant and discordant bTMB:tTMB ratio, patients were 

divided into tertiles based on their bTMB:tTMB ratio.The first and third tertiles were defined as 

“low” and “high”, respectively, while the second tertile was defined as “mid”. “Low” and “high” 

subgroups were considered to be discordant while “mid” was considered to be concordant. 

 

Next-generation sequencing and TMB calculation 

All patients in the study had NGS testing performed by both Tempus xT and Guardant360. 

Tempus xT assay consists of 648 genes with single nucleotide variants (SNV), indels, and 
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translocations measured by hybrid capture NGS. In Guardant360, the TMB score is calculated 

from somatic SNVs and indels in exons of ~ 500 genes detected in cell-free DNA, followed by 

adjusting for tumor shedding levels and the size of the panel. 

 

Measuring tumor burden 

Tumor burden was assessed using imaging and NGS of blood samples. The size of tumors from 

CT and PET-CT images were assessed by independent radiologists and calculated to give a final 

score according to the Response Evaluation Criteria In Solid Tumors version 1.1 (RECIST v1.1). 

The maximum allele frequency (MAF), which is a measure of the highest frequency clone, is 

provided in the Guardant360 report and was used as a molecular marker of tumor burden.  

 

Statistical analysis 

The TMB levels of our study population had a non-parametric distribution, so Spearman’s test 

was used to assess linear correlation and Wilcoxon’s or Kruskal-Wallis test was used to compare 

median values and distributions of patient subgroups. Chi-square test was used to compare 

frequency distributions of patients divided into tertiles by bTMB:tTMB ratio. All analyses were 

performed using R version 4.0.4.  

 

 

Results 

Patient characteristics 

Table 1 shows the baseline characteristics of the 38 patients in our study. The median age was 67 

years. Lung adenocarcinoma was the most common cancer type with 13 patients, followed by 
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lung squamous cell carcinoma with seven patients; other types of cancer included small cell lung, 

esophageal, gastric, appendiceal, pancreatic, breast, ovarian, cervical, endometrial, uterine, 

thymic, thyroid, and maxillary cancer. Tissue biopsy was taken from primary lesions in 18 

patients, from lymph nodes in nine patients, and other metastatic lesions in ten patients. 

 

Correlation between bTMB and tTMB  

Median values and interquartile range of tissue and blood TMB are shown in Table 2. Median 

bTMB of 9.6 mut/MB was higher than median tTMB of 4.0 mut/Mb, and the distributions of 

bTMB and tTMB differed significantly (Wilcoxon signed-rank V=14.5, n=39, p<0.001). bTMB 

was moderately correlated with tTMB (Spearman ρ=0.56, p < 0.001), and a bTMB of 21.1 

mut/Mb correlated with tTMB of 10 mut/Mb (Figure 1). Two patients had tTMB ≥ 10 mut/Mb 

while 16 patients had bTMB ≥ 10 mut/Mb. When patients were divided according to cancer type, 

correlation between bTMB and tTMB was not statistically significant for both lung 

adenocarcinoma and lung squamous cell carcinoma, and regression lines for both lung cancer 

subtypes displayed marked differences in slope. Furthermore, dividing patients by site of tissue 

biopsy revealed that the degree of correlation was pronounced for tissue samples from metastatic 

sites (ρ = 0.88, p < 0.001). 

 

Distribution of patients according to bTMB:tTMB ratio 

Patients were divided by their bTMB:tTMB ratio into tertiles of “low” (0-2.2), “mid” (2.2-3.0), 

and “high” (3.0-10.3). No significant differences in frequency distribution were observed for any 

of the patient characteristics, such as gender, cancer type, site of tissue biopsy, sample interval, 

and smoking status, or measures of tumor burden (Table 3). 
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Differences in TMB among sites of tissue biopsy 

To assess whether there was any systematic bias towards TMB levels according to the site of 

tissue biopsy, TMB levels were compared across biopsy sites (Figure 2). Median tTMB and 

bTMB values in patients whose tissue was sampled from lymph nodes were higher than those 

from either primary or metastatic lesions, and there was a significant difference of distribution in 

tTMB (Kruskal-Wallis test, p = 0.002) but not in bTMB (p = 0.058).  

 

 

Discussion 

   Our current study attempted to delineate the concordance between bTMB and tTMB as well as 

identify potential patient characteristics and clinical variables that might influence concordance. 

For the first time, we used the two commonly used commercial platforms of measuring TMB to 

identify the ratio of bTMB to tTMB in real-world settings and explore potential factors that 

could contribute to any discordance between bTMB and tTMB. 

   In line with a previous large-scale study, bTMB showed a moderate level of correlation with 

tTMB and bTMB levels were higher than tTMB levels.6 Of note, while only two patients had 

tTMB ≥ 10 mut/Mb, 16 patients had bTMB ≥ 10 mut/Mb, and bTMB:tTMB ratio at 10 mut/Mb 

tTMB was 2.1:1. Consistent reports of higher TMB in blood than in tissue suggests that using 

bTMB of ≥ 10 mut/Mb as a threshold could result in unnecessary treatment, especially since only 

a minority of immunogenic patients respond to immunotherapy. In addition, some patients 

receiving immunotherapy experience resistance, serious immune-related adverse events, or even 

accelerated disease progression, also known as hyperprogression.14  
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   Exactly how much bTMB is higher than tTMB and the ramifications of this difference to 

patient care remains to be further verified. The bTMB:tTMB ratio of 2.1:1 at tTMB of 10 

mut/MB reported in our study is higher than 1.6:1 reported in the MYSTIC trial, but the median 

bTMB reported in our study is lower (9.6 vs. 13.4 mut/Mb).15 Among many plausible causes, 

this difference could be attributed to the differences in assays; while blood TMB was measured 

using the same platform, tissue TMB was measured with FoundationOne in the MYSTIC trial. 

As the technology of TMB calculation is relatively new and rapidly changing, significant 

variability exists between TMB levels calculated by different assays, and harmonization of TMB 

levels across these assays will be important in defining the concordance between bTMB and 

tTMB.9 

   We also found that stratification of patients by cancer type and site of tissue biopsy could alter 

the degree of correlation significantly. Higher correlation between bTMB and tTMB was 

observed in tumors sampled from metastatic lesions (excluding lymph nodes) or in non-lung 

cancers. This observation in metastatic lesions is plausible, since metastatic tissue tend to have a 

higher TMB than primary tissue, possibly due to the increased clonality of cells with high 

mutational burden that metastasize, also known as “bottlenecking”; since bTMB is usually 

higher than overall tTMB, it will correlate better with higher tTMB values.13 While it is unclear 

why higher correlation was observed for non-lung cancers, it could partly be due to the fact that 

many of our patients with non-lung cancers had their tissue biopsy taken from metastatic lesions.    

   Classifying patient TMB levels as concordant or discordant based on bTMB:tTMB ratio  

revealed some patterns, but no significant associations with any of the patient characteristics or 

tumor burden. tTMB reflects the mutational burden of a single site in a tumor, whereas bTMB is 

derived from all cancer cells that release DNA into the blood and could therefore be more 
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representative of systemic tumor burden.10 MAF is associated with the amount of circulating 

tumor DNA (ctDNA) in the blood and with lower overall survival, and was thus used as a 

molecular marker of tumor burden in our study.10, 11 However, neither RECIST score nor MAF 

was different between patients with concordant and discordant bTMB:tTMB ratios. The current 

findings suggest that bTMB levels may be independent of tumor burden, and that there may be 

other causes of discordance between bTMB and tTMB that demand further exploration. 

   One interesting finding from our analysis was that both tTMB and bTMB was higher in 

patients whose tissue was sampled from lymph nodes, although the statistical association in 

bTMB was marginally not significant. In contrast, previous studies have reported association 

between lower TMB and lymph node metastasis in breast and colon cancer, citing immune 

evasion as a possible mechanism.16, 17 In addition to considering molecular explanations, it may 

be important to incorporate the clinical picture, as lymph nodes are more likely to be biopsied if 

regional metastasis is suspected, or are simply large enough to provide sufficient tissue. While 

further studies are required, these results highlight the often-overlooked implication of the site of 

tumor biopsy. 

   To our knowledge, this is the first study to use TMB values reported on two different 

commercially available assays to explore concordance between tissue and blood TMB. Our study 

has several limitations. First, the relatively small number of patients may have led to coincidental 

findings, or on the contrary, inability to discover significant relationships. Second, our study 

population had a heterogeneous distribution of cancer types with a bias towards lung cancer, but 

this in turn allowed us to reveal differing patterns of bTMB:tTMB concordance between lung 

cancer and other types of cancer.   
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Conclusion 

bTMB was positively correlated with tTMB, and median bTMB was higher than median tTMB. 

Cancer type and site of tissue biopsy may influence concordance between tTMB and bTMB. 

Future studies with more patients may help define the optimal bTMB threshold for receiving 

immunotherapy, which may be different from the tTMB threshold.  
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Figures 

 

Figure 1. Correlation between tumor mutational burden from blood and tissue  

Spearman correlations were examined in A) the total study population, B) patients divided by 

cancer type, and C) patients divided by site of tissue biopsy. Dotted line in Figure 1A represent 

the >10 mut/Mb cutoff for TMB. TMB, tumor mutational burden. 
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Figure 2. Boxplot distribution of tissue or blood tumor mutational burden by site of tissue biopsy 

Tissue tumor mutational burden of patients whose tissue was sampled from lymph nodes was 

higher than those whose tissue was sampled from primary lesions or metastatic lesions 

(excluding lymph nodes). TMB, tumor mutational burden; LN, lymph nodes. 
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Tables 

 

Table 1. Baseline patient characteristics of 38 patients. 

Characteristic N Percentage 
Age, median (range) 67 (31-90)  
Gender   
   Female 20 52.6 
   Male 18 47.4 
Cancer type   
   Lung adenocarcinoma 13 34.2 
   Lung squamous cell carcinoma 7 18.4 
   Other cancers 18 47.4 
Stage   
   I/II/III 4 10.5 
   IV 34 89.5 
Site of tissue biopsy   
   Primary tumor 19 50.0 
   Metastatic tumor 10 26.3 
   Lymph node 9 23.7 
Sampling interval   
   <30 days 17 44.7 

   ≥30 days 21 55.3 

Smoking history   
   Never smoker 9 23.7 
   Former/current smoker 29 76.3 
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Table 2. Summary of tissue and blood tumor mutational burden levels. 

 Tissue TMB Blood TMB 

 1st Qu. Median Mean 3rd Qu. 1st Qu. Median Mean 3rd Qu. 

All cancers 2.6 4.0 4.9 6.2 7.8 9.6 12.5 12.3 

   NSCLC 2.6 4.2 5.2 6.4 7.6 9.5 13.7 15.6 

   Other cancers 2.8 3.2 4.7 5.3 8.2 9.6 11.0 10.5 

TMB, tumor mutational burden; NSCLC, non-small cell lung cancer. 
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Table 3. Distribution of patient characteristics and tumor burden according to bTMB:tTMB ratio 

divided into tertiles. 

 Low (0.0-2.2) Mid (2.2-3.0) High(3.0-10.3) P-value 
Patient characteristics 
Gender    0.666 
   Female 6 6 8  
   Male 7 6 5  
Cancer type    0.800 
   Lung adenocarcinoma 4 3 6  
   Lung SCC 3 2 2  
   Other cancers 6 7 5  
Site of tissue biopsy    0.238 
   Primary tumor 7 5 7  
   Metastatic tumor 1  4 5  
   Lymph node 5 3 1  
Sampling interval     0.450 
   <30 days 7 6 4  

   ≥ 30 days 6 6 9  

Smoking     0.648 
   Never smoker 4 3 2  
   Former/current smoker 9 9 11  
Tumor burden 
Median RECIST score 76 91 94 0.798 
Median bMAF (%) 3.3 9.0 3.4 0.828 
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