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Abstract 39 

Vitreoretinal lymphoma (VRL) is a rare but aggressive masquerade syndrome, which would be easily confused with uveitis. The diagnostic gold 40 

standard remains the pathologic examination of ocular specimen with invasiveness and low sensitivity. To improve the safety and accuracy of 41 

VRL diagnosis, alternative techniques using intraocular fluid (IOF) samples are emerging. In this study, we aimed to test the diagnostic value of 42 

genetic mutation analysis of circulating cell-free DNA (cfDNA) in IOF for VRL and exhibit the mutation profile for revealing the molecular 43 

characteristics of VRL. Twenty-three suspected VRL patients were selected as the training group, who had genetic mutation analysis using a 44 

panel containing 446 tumor-related genes. Another external cohort including 5 VRL patients and 5 uveitis patients was selected for further 45 

validation. In training group, all of VRL patients had obtained 23 (IQR 13.5, 36.0) cfDNA mutations in IOF (sensitivity 100%), and 2 out of 6 46 

uveitis patients had one and four mutations respectively (specificity 67%). The latter were identified as clonal hematopoiesis mutations. In 47 

validation group, all of VRL patients were positive and all of uveitis patients were negative for mutation analysis (sensitivity and specificity 48 

100%). VRL patients from the two groups were characterized by the high mutation frequencies of PIM1 (21/22, 90.91%), MYD88 (17/22, 49 

77.27%), CD79B (11/22, 50.00%), ETV6 (11/22, 50.00%) and IRF4 (11/22, 50.00%), and 77.27% were MCD subtype with PI3K-Akt signaling 50 

pathway alternation. In conclusion, it demonstrated a new mini-invasive and feasible method for VRL diagnosis using a panel of 466 51 
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tumor-related genes. 52 

 53 

Key words: Vitreoretinal lymphoma, uveitis, diagnosis, circulating cell-free DNA, intraocular fluid, mutation profiling  54 
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Introduction 55 

Vitreoretinal lymphoma (VRL) is a rare intraocular malignant lymphoma affecting the vitreous and/or the retina that can occur as a primary 56 

lymphoma or as a secondary manifestation of a primary central nervous system (CNS) lymphoma(1). The vast majority of cases are 57 

histopathologically classified as diffuse large B-cell lymphoma (DLBCL)(2).  58 

 59 

Clinically, VRL masquerades posterior and pan- uveitis, and is highly aggressive and associated with an elevated mortality rate. It is challenging 60 

to distinguish VRL from uveitis because both of them present vitreous opacity and yellow subretinal lesions(3, 4). However, delaying diagnosis, 61 

and therefore the start of treatment, may have vision- and lifethreatening consequences. The gold standard for the definite diagnosis of VRL is 62 

commonly based on the clinical presentation along with histopathologic or cytologic examinations of the ocular specimen including retinal tissue 63 

biopsy and vitreous fluid (VF), which demonstrate the malignant B lymphocytes and characterize lymphocyte type by immunohistochemistry(5, 6). 64 

However, the limited cellular yield, the cell lysis due to the fragile nature of lymphoma cells and lack of experience of cytopathologist contribute 65 

to the difficulty in cytologic diagnosis(7). Meanwhile, retinal tissue biopsies are even more invasive and trickier, owing to the inherent risks 66 

associated with retinal surgery(8).  67 

 68 

To improve the safety and accuracy of VRL diagnosis, the alternative techniques are emerging, for example the detection of IGH gene 69 

rearrangements of lymphoma cells by polymerase chain reaction (PCR), the measurement of interleukin-10 (IL-10) and interleukin-6 (IL-6) 70 

cytokine by flow cytometry using intraocular fluid (IOF) samples. However, the sensitivity and specificity of IGH gene rearrangements and 71 
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IL-10/IL-6 ratio in different studies ranges from 60% to 90%, which are largely affected by the quality of sample, the choice of primers set and 72 

the treatment of corticosteroids(9-11). Ocular inflammatory conditions can also induce oligoclonal expansion of B lymphocytes and lead to false 73 

positive diagnosis, especially in cases with low yield of collected cells(11). Thus, a detection method using IOF samples with high sensitivity and 74 

specificity for the diagnosis of VRL needs to be explored.  75 

  76 

The circulating cell-free DNA (cfDNA) is the endogenous DNA secreted by or derived from cells which can be detected in the circulation of 77 

body fluids or blood. The circulating tumor DNA (ctDNA) harbors the tumor-derived genetic alterations, having been recognized as a 78 

tumor-specific biomarker and showing encouraging results in cancer diagnosis, prognosis and treatment of multiple solid cancers (12-14). Recently, 79 

there is a growing interest in the genetic mutations of cfDNA in plasma, cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) for their potential utility in the diagnosis and 80 

management of CNS lymphoma patients(15, 16). In 2018 Laura S.et al. reported that the anterior humor (AH)-based MYD88L265P mutation 81 

analysis would provide an additional liquid biopsy tool to diagnose and monitor patients with VRL(17). However, MYD88 mutation could only be 82 

found in about 70% VRL patients(18, 19), and more various mutations of lymphoma cells should be identified for better diagnosis. Currently many 83 

genomic sequencing studies have revealed that genetic mutations are associated with overall survival and differential response to chemotherapy 84 

in systemic DLBCL. However, few studies focus on the genetic mutations profile of VRL. Therefore, the genetic mutation profile of VRL 85 

remains to be established, which may be used to reveal molecular characteristics and guide molecular targeted therapy of VRL in future. 86 

   87 

 88 
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Next-generation sequencing (NGS) technology has emerged as a promising approach for cfDNA mutational profiling characterized with 89 

high-throughput, high sensitivity and specificity. Here, we used a panel of 446 hematopoietic tumor-related genes on NGS. In this study, the 90 

446-gene panel was used to detect cfDNA mutations in IOF samples from a training group of diagnosed VRL and chronic uveitis patients, and 91 

validated in IOF samples from another group. The clinical records were analyzed retrospectively, aiming to explore the clinical utility of the 92 

NGS detection in IOF for VRL diagnosis. 93 

 94 

Method 95 

Patients selection, samples collection, treatment and follow-up in the training group. 96 

Patients who were suspected as VRL and had cfDNA mutation analysis performed at Zhongshan Ophthalmic Center (ZOC) of the Sun Yat-Sen 97 

University, Guangzhou, China, between April 1st 2018 and March 1st 2021, were selected as the training group. Written informed consent was 98 

collected from each patient and the study design was approved by the Ethics Committee of Zhongshan Ophthalmic Center, Sun Yat-sen 99 

University (NO.2021KYPJ190). All procedures were performed in compliance with the principles of the Helsinki Declaration.  100 

 101 

These patients who presented the manifestations of severe vitreous opacity or diffuse subretinal yellow lesions or both were suspected as VRL 102 

by two experienced ophthalmologists (D. Liang and WR. Su) at the initial stage. Routine eye examination of slit lamp, fundus photography, 103 

fundus fluorescein angiography (FFA), indocyanine green angiography (ICGA), optical coherence tomography (OCT) and B-ultrasound 104 

examination had been taken. To clarify the diagnosis the laboratory investigations for autoimmune disease or other etiology of uveitis including 105 
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tests for syphilis, mycobacterium tuberculosis, and antiviral antibodies; chest CT, urinalysis, kidney, and liver function were routinely checked. 106 

Some patients also had brain magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) or cytologic examination of CSF to exclude CNS lymphoma. 107 

  108 

IL-10/IL-6 ratio, as well as cfDNA genetic mutation analysis of the IOF (either AH or VF, or both) samples were also tested in all patients to 109 

assist in diagnosis. IGH gene rearrangements were tested in a part of patients. The anterior chamber paracentesis was performed with a 31-gauge 110 

insulin syringe and the diagnostic vitrectomy was performed with a standard three-port approach(20). The undiluted samples were taken 111 

immediately to the cytopathologist, and prepared onto glass slides. One slide was stained with May-Grünwald-Giemsa, and the rest were used 112 

for the immunostainings(21, 22). No patient underwent retinal biopsies due to high risks of retinal and visual damage.   113 

 114 

The therapeutic strategies of all patients were also determined by the two ophthalmologists (D Liang and WR Su). Patients presenting typically 115 

clinical features of VRL with the positive findings of histopathologic examination or IGH gene rearrangements, or IL-10/IL-6 ratio greater than 116 

1 would be treated with vitreous injection of Methotrexate (MTX, 400 mg/0.1 ml). The oncologist (HQ. Huang) of cerebral lymphoma was 117 

invited to give systemic evaluation and treatment in need. With less evidence for VRL, patients were treated with local or systemic 118 

corticosteroids combined with/without immunosuppressive therapy or anti-infective treatments according to the patient's conditions and 119 

examinations. The therapeutic strategies were adjusted and the diagnoses were identified after careful evaluation of treatment effects in 120 

follow-up. 121 

The diagnostic criteria of VRL and uveitis 122 
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Combined ocular manifestations with the results of pathology, IL-10/IL-6 ratio, IGH gene rearrangements and patients' response to treatments, 123 

patients were divided into three groups: definitive diagnosed VRL, clinically diagnosed VRL and chronic uveitis. The diagnosis was given by 124 

two experienced specialists (D Liang and WR Su) independently. Any disagreements on diagnosis and treatment were resolved by discussion 125 

and, if required, referred to a third specialist (XQ Chen). 126 

 127 

The diagnostic criteria were as follows: 128 

Definitive diagnosis of VRL: It was established by pathological examinations of ocular specimens with/without the elevation of IL-10/IL-6 ratio 129 

or IGH gene rearrangements in IOF; or pathologic proven systemic lymphoma with ocular involvements. 130 

Clinical diagnosis of VRL: Presenting clinical features suggestive for VRL but without positive finding in histopathology and cytomorphology, 131 

the patients show a positive response to MTX therapy during the follow-up, with/without the elevation of IL-10/IL-6 ratio or positive of IGH 132 

gene rearrangements in IOF.  133 

Diagnosis of uveitis: Even if characterized as clinical features of presumed VRL, the patients had no positive results of laboratory investigations 134 

including pathological examinations, IL-10/IL-6 ratio or IGH gene rearrangements to support the diagnosis of lymphoma, also show: positive 135 

laboratory investigations for autoimmune disease and positive responses to corticosteroids with/without immunosuppressive therapy; or positive 136 

laboratory investigations for infectious uveitis and positive responses to the anti-infective treatment. 137 

 138 

Meanwhile, we classified the VRL lesions as previous reported(23): (1) the vitreous opacity type, vitreous opacity of 2+ or higher without retinal 139 
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lesions, (2) the retina type, vitreous opacity of 1+ or less with retinal lesions only, or (3) the concomitant type, with both. 140 

 141 

The diagnostic value of cfDNA genetic mutations analysis for VRL  142 

The diagnostic value including sensitivity, specificity, positive and negative predictive values, and test efficiency of genetic mutation analysis in 143 

diagnosing VRL were analyzed as previous described(24). Patients in both the definitively and clinically diagnosed VRL were considered as 144 

patients with VRL for diagnosis value analysis. The detection of targeted genetic mutations was considered as positive and recorded as 145 

circulating tumor DNA, ctDNA (+).  146 

 147 

Verification of the diagnostic value of cfDNA mutations 148 

Furthermore, a validation group of patients including definite diagnosis of VRL, clinical diagnosis of VRL and chronic uveitis with different 149 

etiology from the ophthalmic unite in Beijing Chaoyang Hospital, Beijing, China, was selected to validate the diagnostic value of cfDNA genetic 150 

mutation analysis in the diagnosis of VRL. The same diagnostic criteria as described above were used. The diagnosis was made by two 151 

experienced ophthalmologists (Yong.Tao and Zhuyun Qian) independently. Any disagreements were resolved by discussion and, if required, 152 

referred to a third specialist. IOF samples from validation patients were sent for cfDNA mutation detection. All the patients signed an informed 153 

consent and institutional review board approval was obtained. The study was performed in accordance with the tenets of the Declaration of 154 

Helsinki.  155 

 156 

A
ll rights reserved. N

o reuse allow
ed w

ithout perm
ission. 

(w
hich w

as not certified by peer review
) is the author/funder, w

ho has granted m
edR

xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
T

he copyright holder for this preprint
this version posted O

ctober 19, 2021. 
; 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.18.21265102
doi: 

m
edR

xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.18.21265102


Mutation Analysis by NextGeneration Sequencing of cfDNA 157 

cfDNA extraction 158 

Samples were collected and shipped to the central testing laboratory (Nanjing Geneseeq Technology Inc.) within 48 hours. cfDNA was extracted 159 

using the QIAamp Circulating Nucleic Acid Kit (QIAGEN). Genomic DNA of the whole blood sample was prepared by DNeasy Blood & Tissue 160 

kit (QIAGEN) as control for germline mutations. DNA was quantified by dsDNA HS Assay Kit (Life Technologies, Eugene, OR, USA) 161 

according to the manufacturer’s recommendations.  162 

Library Preparation 163 

Sequencing libraries were prepared using the KAPA Hyper Prep kit (KAPA Biosystems,Cape Town,South Africa) with an optimized 164 

manufacturer’s protocol. In brief, 50ng - 1 μg of genomic DNA was sheared into 350 bp fragments using the Bioruptor Pico, and then underwent 165 

end-repairing, A-tailing and ligation with indexed adapters sequentially, followed by size selection using Agencourt AMPure XP beads. Finally, 166 

libraries were amplified by PCR and purified for target enrichment.  167 

Hybridization Capture and Sequencing  168 

Different libraries with unique indices were pooled together in desirable ratios for up to 2 μg of total library input. Human cot-1 DNA (Life 169 

Technologies,Carlsbad,CA,USA) and xGen Universal blocking oligos (Integrated DNA Technologies,Coralville,IA,USA) targeting 446 170 

lyphoma-related genes were used for hybridization enrichment. The capture reaction was performed with the NimbleGen SeqCap EZ 171 

Hybridization and Wash Kit (Roche,Madison,WI,USA) and Dynabeads M-270 (Life Technologies,Vilnius,Lithuania) with optimized 172 

manufacturers’ protocols. Captured libraries were on-beads amplified with Illumina p5 and p7 primers in KAPA HiFi HotStart ReadyMix (KAPA 173 
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Biosystems, Cape Town, South Africa). The post-capture amplified library was purified by Agencourt AMPure XP beads and quantified by 174 

qPCR using the KAPA Library Quantification kit (KAPA Biosystems, Cape Town, South Africa). Library fragment size was determined by the 175 

Agilent Technologies 2100 Bioanalyzer (Agilent, Santa Clara, CA, USA). Enriched libraries were sequenced on Hiseq 4000 NGS platforms 176 

(Illumina) to targeted mean coverage depths of at least 100x for whole blood control samples, and 5000x for cfDNAs. 177 

Sequence Data Processing  178 

Trimmomatic was used for FASTQ file quality control (QC). Reads from each sample were mapped to the reference sequence hg19 (Human 179 

Genome version 19) using Burrows-Wheeler Aligner (BWA-mem, v0.7.12). VarScan2 was employed for detection of somatic mutations. 180 

Annotation was performed using ANNOVAR on hg19 reference genome and 2014 versions of standard databases and functional prediction 181 

programs. Genomic fusions were identified by FACTERA with default parameters. Copy number variations (CNVs) were detected using ADTEx 182 

(http://adtex.sourceforge.net) with default parameters. An IOF or a plasma sample was defined as ctDNA-positive if any somatic mutations 183 

detected in the 446 gene panel. All mutations were confirmed by the Integrative Genomics Viewer (IGV v2.3). The CNVs of each gene in the 184 

446 gene panel were estimated from the calculation of CNVs by Control-FREEC. The KEGG signal analysis were analyzed by KOBAS 3.0 185 

(http://kobas.cbi.pku.edu.cn). 186 

  187 

Statistical analyses 188 

Comparisons of the cfDNA concentration and mutations were analyzed by Student's t-test for normally distributed data, and Mann Whitney test 189 

for non-normally distributed data. Data were presented as the median (IQR, 25% percentile, 75% percentile). An alpha value of p<0.05 was 190 
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considered statistically significant. The statistical analyses were performed using the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS, version 191 

19.0). 192 

 193 

Results 194 

Demographic, Clinical and Laboratory Data of Patients in Training Group 195 

A total of 23 presumed VRL patients had been tested for genetic mutation analysis in ZOC from April 1st 2018 to March 1st 2021. These 196 

patients including 17 VRL patients and 6 uveitis patients, who got clear diagnosis after clinical examination and follow-up treatment, were 197 

enrolled as a training group and analyzed retrospectively. The demographic, clinical and laboratory data of patients in the training group were 198 

summarized in Table 1.  199 

 200 

The IOF samples from the one checked eye of every patient in the training group were collected before treatment and sent for diagnostic tests. At 201 

the diagnostic stage, 7 paired AH and VF samples for diagnostic analysis from 7 patients were simultaneously collected by anterior chamber 202 

puncture and vitrectomy. Unpaired samples included those samples of which only VF or AH was available for analysis. Sixteen unpaired 203 

samples, 10 AH samples and 6 VF samples were collected from 16 patients respectively. At the same time, 22 blood samples and 9 CSF samples 204 

from the 23 patients were also collected.  205 

 206 

A total of 17 patients (17/23, 73.91%) were diagnosed as VRL: 5 (21.74%) were pathologically diagnosed, and 12 (52.17%) were clinically 207 
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diagnosed. Of the 12 clinical VRL patients, 10 (83.33%) had IL-10/IL-6 ratio ≥1 and responded well to systemic and/or local anti-tumor therapy; 208 

2 had symptoms alleviated after MTX intravitreal injection, although the IL-10/ IL-6 ratio was ＜1. Among these 17 VRL patients, 5 had gene 209 

rearrangements test and 4 out of them (sensitivity 80%) turned out to be positive. Meanwhile, 6 patients (6/23, 26.09%) were proven to be 210 

chronic uveitis with different etiology, including autoimmune uveitis, virus uveitis and diffuse uveal melanocytic proliferation. One of uveitis 211 

patients diagnosed as uveitis was negative for cfDNA mutation analysis but had a very high concentration of IL-10 in IOF. The elevated IL-10 212 

made the diagnosis confused, but the patient had symptoms alleviated after the anti-virus and glucocorticoids treatment for 6 months and got 213 

remission at present. Among these 23 patients, the sensitivity and specificity of IL-10/IL-6 ratio were 88.24% and 83.33% respectively. 214 

 215 

Intraocular cfDNA genetic mutation analysis exhibited high sensitivity and specificity for VRL diagnosis in training group   216 

The cfDNA of AH and VF samples from the 23 patients were performed with genetic mutation analysis by NGS and the results were analyzed. 217 

Among all the 23 enrolled patients, 19 patients got ctDNA positive, while 4 patients were ctDNA negative. All of the 17 VRL cases were ctDNA 218 

positive comparing with that 2 of 6 uveitis cases were ctDNA positive (Figure 1).  219 

 220 

The cfDNA concentration of AH [0.48 (IQR 0.37, 0.60) ng/μl] and VH [1.5 (IQR 0.93, 4.02) ng/μl] in VRL group (including definitively and 221 

clinically diagnosed VRL cases) had no significant difference with those in uveitis patients [0.38 (IQR 0.15, 0.47), 0.24 (IQR 0.20, 0.28) ng/μl, 222 

respectively]. However, the ctDNA concentration (hGE/ml), the mean of MAF and the number of somatic mutations of VRL patients were 223 

significantly higher than uveitis group (Table 2, Figure 2).  224 
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 225 

Two of 6 uveitis patients (patient 18 and patient 20) were ctDNA positive. Patient 18 was presented with severe vitreous opacity in left eye in 226 

October 2020. He had a history of ankylosing spondylitis and uveitis for 20 years. His vision fluctuated due to irregular immune suppressive 227 

treatment. The condition improved after vitrectomy surgery and achieved remission with Adalimumab treatment for 1 year. The mutation of 228 

IKZF3 at a MAF of 39.6% was detected in his AH sample, with a ctDNA concentration of 57062 hGE/ml. And the IL-10/IL-6 ratio was less than 229 

1. Patient 20 was diagnosed as autoimmune uveitis, he alleviated after immune suppressive agent treatment, and drugs had been discontinued 230 

since one year ago. Four mutations at a mean MAF of 8.1% were detected in his AH sample, including ASXL1, CHEK2, POT1 and FLT4. The 231 

ctDNA concentration (7292 hGE/ml) was relatively lower than the ctDNA concentration of VRL patients [56040 (IQR 50682, 79880) hGE/ml in 232 

AH]. Elevated IL-10 was not detected in his AH sample. Remarkably, all of these 5 mutations found in uveitis patients were not common in 233 

B-cell lymphomas. 234 

 235 

The diagnostic values including sensitivity, specificity, positive and negative predictive value, and test efficiency were presented in Table 3. 236 

cfDNA genetic mutation analysis of IOF samples exhibited high diagnostic potential and efficiency for VRL.  237 

 238 

 239 

Validation of cfDNA genetic mutation analysis as a diagnostic method for VRL 240 

To consolidate our findings, 5 cases of VRL (3 pathological diagnosed VRL and 2 clinically diagnosed VRL) and 5 cases of uveitis were selected 241 

A
ll rights reserved. N

o reuse allow
ed w

ithout perm
ission. 

(w
hich w

as not certified by peer review
) is the author/funder, w

ho has granted m
edR

xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
T

he copyright holder for this preprint
this version posted O

ctober 19, 2021. 
; 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.18.21265102
doi: 

m
edR

xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.18.21265102


as a validation cohort from Ophthalmic center in Beijing Chaoyang Hospital, China, to validate the value of genetic mutation analysis of IOF for 242 

VRL diagnosis. A total of 10 VF samples from these patients were send for cfDNA mutation test, for it’s relatively more sufficient for mutation 243 

analysis than AH in sample bank of Chaoyang Hospital. It turned out that all of the 5 VRL patients were ctDNA positive, while 5 uveitis samples 244 

were ctDNA negative (Figure 1). The results shown that both the sensitivity and specificity of the test for VRL diagnosis were 100%.  245 

 246 

The cfDNA concentrations, the ctDNA concentration, the mean of MAF and the number of somatic mutation of all validation samples were 247 

statistically analyzed (Table 4 and Figure 3). Thought it shows no difference in the cfDNA concentration between VRL and uveitis samples 248 

(P=0.310), all of the VRL IOF samples were ctDNA positive, with a significantly higher ctDNA concentration [192530 (IQR 110371, 1114886) 249 

hGE/ml), P=0.008], mean of MAF [31.7% (IQR 27.8%，39.9%), P=0.008], and number of somatic mutations [19 (IQR 7.5, 23.0), P=0.008] by 250 

comparing with uveitis samples. 251 

 252 

Both AH and VF samples show the same value in cfDNA genetic mutation analysis  253 

Furthermore, we compared the genetic mutations of cfDNA in AH and VF samples of VRL patients, to evaluate the diagnostic value of different 254 

IOF samples. By comparing with AH, the concentration of cfDNA (ng/μl) and the concentration of ctDNA (hGE/ml) were significantly higher 255 

(P=0.002 and 0.002) in VF samples, while the mean of MAF and the number of genetic mutations show no difference (Figure 4A). Meanwhile, 256 

the types and frequencies of the top 12 high-frequency mutations were similar in paired samples of VRL patients (Figure 4B). Among the 7 257 

paired IOF samples, the ctDNA detection rate of AH and VF sample were the same, showing the similar potential value for VRL diagnosis. 258 
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 259 

Genomic profiling of mutations in IOF from the 22 VRL patients of the study 260 

All the samples undergone the 446-genes panel sequencing to identify the somatic mutations in IOF samples. The mutation profile of the 22 261 

VRL patients (17 from training group and 5 from validation group) were illustrated by the bubble plot in Figure 5A. PIM1(21/22, 90.91%), 262 

MYD88 (17/22, 77.27%), CD79B (11/22, 50.00%), ETV6 (11/22, 50.00%) and IRF4 (11/22, 50.00%) were the five most frequently mutated 263 

genes found in these VRL patients. 264 

 265 

Among these 22 VRL patients, 7 patients presented as retina type, 10 were vitreous opacity type and 5 were concomitant type. The comparison 266 

of mutations among different subtypes were analyzed and presented in Figure 5B. It shown that the mutation frequency of BTG2 gene was 267 

significantly higher in vitreous opacity type than in retinal type (P=0.0099). The gene of MYC was only detected in vitreous opacity type, yet the 268 

genes of CREBBP, FAT4 and MED12 were not detected in vitreous opacity type. Meanwhile the genes of ACTB, PRDM1, GADD45B and ALX 269 

were not detected in VRL of retinal type either. 270 

 271 

Genetic Subtypes and lymphocyte differentiation pathways of genetic mutations of VRL patients  272 

The genetic subtypes involved in different mutations of lymphocyte differentiation pathway, have distinct clinical outcomes. COO (Cell of origin) 273 

classification of DLBCL has been the most commonly use subtyping method for prognostic. In this study, we first classified the VRL patients 274 

into germinal-center B-cell-like (GCB) and non-GCB by applying the classifier described by Scherer et al(25). It was found that 95.5% (21/22) of 275 
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the VRL patients were non-GCB subtype, except patient 17 was unclassified (Figure 6A). Recently, George et al.(26) established a LymphGen 276 

probabilistic algorithm which facilitate the application of DLBCL genetic subtyping, which was associated with the response to chemotherapy. 277 

By applying it, we next determined the subtype of each VRL patient. The nosology covered 86.36% (19/22) of VRL patients, including 17 278 

(77.27%) were MCD, and 2 (9.09%) were BN2 (Figure 6B). Patient 17, who was unclassified by COO classification, classified as BN2 subtype 279 

in LymphGen algorithm with 0.76 confidence. 280 

 281 

At the same time, we divided the genetic mutations of VRL into specific pathways that associated with B-cells differentiation. It was 282 

demonstrated that the VRL patients in our study were mostly characterized by mutations in PI3K-Akt signaling pathway, followed by MAPK, 283 

Transcriptional misregulation in cancer, Ras, JAK-STAT and NF-kappa B signaling pathway (Figure 6C).  284 

 285 

Discussion 286 

VRL, a non-Hodgkin lymphoma of DLBCL, is an aggressive cancer with high mortality(1). The pathogenesis of VRL is largely unknown and 287 

diagnose of VRL remains a challenge for clinicians. Liquid biopsy, such as the detection and analysis of ctDNA has been emerged to be a 288 

valuable diagnostic method recently(14, 15). In our study, we explored the diagnostic value of genetic mutation analysis in IOF with mini-invasion 289 

by NGS using a panel containing 466 tumor-related genes for VRL diagnosis. In training group, all of the VRL patients were positive for 290 

mutation detection in IOF (sensitivity 100%), and 2 out of 6 uveitis patients were positive (specificity 67%). However, the mutations detected in 291 

uveitis patients were identified as clonal hematopoiesis mutations. In validation group, both the sensitivity and specificity of cfDNA genetic 292 
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mutation analysis for VRL diagnosis were 100%. Meanwhile, it was found that both the AH and VF samples shown the same value in mutation 293 

detection for VRL diagnosis. Beside above, we also found that the top five mutated genes in VRL patients were PIM1 (21/22, 90.91%), MYD88 294 

(77.27%), CD79B (50.00%), ETV6 (50.00%) and IRF4 (50.00%) with PI3K-Akt signaling pathway alternation. Among 22 VRL patients, 21 295 

patients (95.45%) were classified as non-GCB while 1 patient was unclassified subtype. Using the LymphGen probabilistic algorithm, 77.27% of 296 

VRL patients were classified as MCD subtype, and 2 patients (9.1%) were BN2 subtype. 297 

 298 

All VRL patients, including the patients of training group and validation group, were detected with abundant genetic mutations in cfDNA of IOF, 299 

which indicated a huge possibility of the presence of tumor cells (100% sensitivity). Previous studies had presented additional liquid biopsy tools 300 

to detect mutations to support the VRL diagnosis. Unfortunately, the sensitivity was not satisfied because the types of mutations they tested were 301 

limited. The panel of 466 tumor-related genes we applied had an advantage of tracking novel or rare mutations in VRL, thus it was 302 

comprehensive enough for VRL diagnosis with 100% sensitivity. In addition, in this study the diagnostic value of genetic mutations of AH and 303 

VF samples were compared. We found that although the concentration of cfDNA and ctDNA were significantly higher (P=0.002 and 0.002) in 304 

VF samples, the mean of MAF, the number of genetic mutations, the types and frequencies of the top 12 high-frequency mutations were similar. 305 

In consideration of safety and simplicity of anterior chamber paracentesis, it is suggested that genetic mutation analysis using a targeted panel 306 

sequencing in AH was a feasible method for VRL diagnosis clinically. 307 

 308 

It was noticed that two AH samples from 6 uveitis patients of training group were positive for genetic mutation analysis. However, the detected 309 
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mutant genes (IKZF3, ASXL1, CHEK2, POT1, FLT4) were not common in B-cell lymphoma, yet were considered to be the clonal 310 

hematopoiesis mutations(27-29). The clonal hematopoiesis was a common aging-associated process that involved the leukemia-associated 311 

mutations accumulation in the hematopoietic stem cells(30). Thus, it was crucial to make a comprehensive analysis of the clinical characteristics, 312 

the allele frequencies the of mutations and the specificity of the detected mutated genes when getting a positive result. The detection of abundant 313 

high-frequency mutations, especially the reported genes derived from VRL patients, made a greater possibility of VRL diagnosis. In regard of 314 

these, we needed more cases to optimize and establish a more specific panel of VRL-related genes for VRL diagnosis. Meanwhile, because it 315 

was the first diagnostic accuracy study using this tumor-related gene panel for mutation analysis in VRL patients, we set the cut-off of mutations 316 

number as zero which contributed to the false positives in training group. A perspective study to explore an optimal cut-off for VRL diagnosis 317 

would be urgently needed. 318 

 319 

In training group, IL-10/IL-6 ratio of IOF samples were checked in all 23 patients, while IGH gene rearrangements were tested in 5 VRL patients. 320 

The results showed that the sensitivity and specificity of IL-10/IL-6 ratio were 88.24% (15/17) and 83.33% (1/6) respectively, while the 321 

sensitivity IGH gene rearrangements were 80% (4/5), which were consistent with literature reports(9-11). The sensitivity of IL-10/IL-6 ratio and 322 

IGH gene rearrangements were lower than the genetic mutation analysis in our study. 323 

 324 

Pathological features and molecular classification had shown the potential clinical utility on lymphoma treatment and prognosis. In our study the 325 

VRL patients were characterized by the high mutation frequencies of PIM1, MYD88, CD79B, ETV6 and IRF4. Based on their genomic 326 
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abnormalities, 21 patients (95.45%) were classified as non-GCB subtype, which was consistent with the previous findings that, the non-GCB 327 

subtype accounted for the main proportion of CNS lymphoma(31, 32). In 2018, Schmitz et al. extended the DLBCL into MCD, BN2, N1 and EZB 328 

subtypes, which had been proved to be associated with the response to chemotherapy(33, 34). Using the LymphGen probabilistic algorithm(26), 329 

77.27% of VRL patients were classified as MCD subtype, and 2 patients (9.1%) were BN2 subtype. It was reported that the viability of MCD 330 

cells was likely sustained by BCL2, thus the treatment targeting BCL2 may be effective against MCD. And BN2 had favorable survival 331 

comparing with MCD in DLBCL(26). However, there was lack of study on the genetic molecular classification and signaling pathway of VRL. In 332 

our study, we presented the genetic mutation profile and revealed the molecular characteristics of VRL, which might provide great value for the 333 

investigation of the pathogenesis and treatment strategy of VRL in the future. 334 

 335 

In conclusion, it was proved that the genetic mutation analysis of cfDNA in IOF using a 466-gene-panel was a minimally-invasive and feasible 336 

testing for VRL diagnosis. These 466 genes contained in our panel were comprehensive enough for VRL diagnosis with 100% sensitivity. 337 

However, the huge set of genes contained some unspecific genes for VRL contributing to the specificity of 67%, which called for more cases to 338 

optimize and establish a more specific panel for VRL. Meanwhile, the analysis was informative enough to track genetic profile for VRL, which 339 

could reveal genetic heterogeneity and molecular characteristics of VRL. It may contribute to targeted treatment in future.  340 

 341 

  342 
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Table 1. Demographic, Clinical and Laboratory Data of Patients Included in Training Group 419 

Characteristics VRL Uveitis 

Total, No. (%) 17(73.91) 6(26.01) 

Age, y, mean±SD 58.06 ± 2.42 54.17 ± 3.73 

Sex, No. (%)   

Male 9(52.94) 4(66.67) 

Female 8(47.06) 2(33.33) 

Clinical typing, No.   

Vitreous opacity type 8 - 

Retina type 5 - 

Concomitant type 4 - 

Brain involvement, No. 6 0 

Follow-up time, months, median (min, max) 15 (7, 40) 11.5 (7, 24) 

Samples for mutation analysis, No.   

Aqueous humor 12 5 

Vitreous fluid 11 2 

Paired samples 6 1 

Ocular Pathology 

positive No. (total No.) 

 

5(11) 

 

0(2) 

IL-10/IL-6 

positive No. (total No.) 

 

15(17) 

 

1(6) 

Gene rearrangements 

positive No. (total No.) 

 

4(5) 

 

0(0) 

cfDNA genetic mutation analysis 

positive No. (total No.) 

 

17(17) 

 

2(6) 
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VRL: vitreoretinal lymphoma; No.: number; IL-10: interleukin-10 cytokines; IL-6: interleukin-6 cytokines; 420 

  421 

A
ll rights reserved. N

o reuse allow
ed w

ithout perm
ission. 

(w
hich w

as not certified by peer review
) is the author/funder, w

ho has granted m
edR

xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
T

he copyright holder for this preprint
this version posted O

ctober 19, 2021. 
; 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.18.21265102
doi: 

m
edR

xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.18.21265102


Table 2. The Description and Comparison of Genetic Mutation Analysis Results Between VRL and Uveitis Patients in Training Group 422 

 Anterior Humor  Vitreous Fluid 

cfDNA 

concentration  

(ng/μl) 

ctDNA 

concentration  

(hGE/ml) 

mean MAF 

number of 

somatic 

mutation 

 cfDNA 

concentration  

(ng/μl) 

ctDNA 

concentration  

(hGE/ml) 

mean MAF 

number of 

somatic 

mutation 

 VRL 
0.475 56040 45.5% 23  1.5 164217 39.2% 18 

(0.3650, 0.6000) (50682, 79880) (35%, 49%) (13.5, 36.0) (0.9300, 4.020) (108941, 336531) (33%, 41%) (12.0, 24.0) 

 Uveitis 
0.38 0 0.0% 0  0.239 0 0 0 

(0.1490, 0.4740) (0, 32177) (0, 8.1%) (0, 1) (0.1980, 0.2800) (0, 0) (0, 0) (0, 0) 

P value 0.1367 0.0092 0.0039 0.0003  0.1026 0.0256 0.0256 0.0256 

Data are presented as the median ( IQR, 25% percentile，75% percentile). 423 
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Table 3. The Diagnosis Value of cfDNA Genetic Mutation Analysis for VRL Diagnosis in Training Group 425 

Genetic mutations in cfDNA Patients with VRL Patients with uveitis 

 Positive; ctDNA(+) 17 2 

 Negative; ctDNA(-) 0 4 

Sensitivity 1 

Specificity  0.67 

Positive predictive value   0.89 

Negative predictive value 1 

Test efficency 0.91 

ctDNA: circulating tumor DNA. The detection of genetic mutations was considered as a positive result and recorded as ctDNA (+). 426 

  427 

A
ll rights reserved. N

o reuse allow
ed w

ithout perm
ission. 

(w
hich w

as not certified by peer review
) is the author/funder, w

ho has granted m
edR

xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
T

he copyright holder for this preprint
this version posted O

ctober 19, 2021. 
; 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.18.21265102
doi: 

m
edR

xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.18.21265102


Table 4. The Description and Comparison of Genetic Mutation Analysis Results Between VRL and Uveitis Patients in Validation Group 428 

 Vitreous Fluid 

cfDNA 

concentration  

(ng/μl) 

ctDNA 

concentration  

(hGE/ml) 

mean MAF 

number of 

somatic 

mutation 

 VRL 

1.92 192530 31.7% 19 

(1.106, 9.620) (110371, 1114886) (26%, 40%） (7.5, 23.0) 

 Uveitis 
1.11 0 0.0% 0 

(0.337, 13.480) (0, 0) (0, 0) (0, 0) 

P value 0.3095 0.0079 0.0079 0.0079 

Data are presented as the median ( IQR, 25% percentile，75% percentile). 429 

 430 
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Fig. 1. The work flow chart of patients inclusion and results of genetic mutation analysis. 432 

 433 

Fig. 2. The comparison of genetic mutations in anterior humor and vitreous fluid samples between VRL and uveitis patients in training 434 

group. (A, B) There was no significant difference of the cfDNA concentration between VRL and uveitis patients. However, the ctDNA concentration, the mean 435 

MAF and the number of somatic mutations of both anterior humor and vitreous fluid samples were greatly higher in VRL patients than those in uveitis patients.  436 

 437 

Fig. 3. The comparison of genetic mutations in vitreous fluid samples between VRL and uveitis patients in validation group. There was no 438 

significant difference of the cfDNA concentration between VRL and uveitis patients. However, the ctDNA concentration, the mean of MAF and the number of 439 

somatic mutations was greatly higher in VRL patients.  440 

 441 

Fig. 4. The genetic mutations in anterior humor and vitreous fluid samples show equal value in diagnosis of VRL. (A) The cfDNA 442 

concentration and the ctDNA concentration in VF samples were significantly higher than those in AH samples, while the mean of MAF and the number of genetic 443 

mutations show no difference. (B, C) For the paired IOF samples, the frequencies of the top 12 high-frequency mutations and the types of mutations were similar in 444 

both AH and VF samples. 445 

 446 

Fig. 5. Genomic prolifing of targeted mutations in 22 VRL patients of the study. (A) Bubble plot represented all detectable gene mutations identified 447 

in each patient. The bubble size represents the mutation allele frequency (MAF). (B) The bar graph illustrated the distribution of some high-frequency mutations 448 

among the VRL of the vitreous opacity type, the concomitant type and the retina type. 449 

 450 

Fig. 6. Subtypes prediction and lymphocyte differentiation pathways of genetic mutations among these VRL patients. (A, B) The subtypes 451 

of VRL patient based on CCO (cell of origin) classification. The majority of VRL patients (95.45%) in our study were non-GCB type. Further classification using the 452 

LymphGen probabilistic algorithm, 17 VRL patients were MCD subtype, and 2 patients were BN2 subtype. (C) The genetic mutations of VRL patients were divided 453 

into specific pathways that associated with B-cells differentiation. The signaling pathways which were involved and prevalent in VRL patients were illustrated. 454 

 455 
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