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Abstract

The treatment of rectal cancer usually involves total mesorectal excision, with preoperative
chemoradiotherapy (CRT) that is aimed at downstaging tumors before surgical procedure.
CRT response varies, with some patients completely responding to CRT and negating the
need for surgery, and some patients not responding to the treatment at all. Identifying
biomarkers of response to CRT would be beneficial in identifying whether a treatment would
confer benefits to a patient while allowing them to avoid unnecessary morbidities and
mortalities. While previous studies have attempted to identify such biomarkers, none have
reached clinical utility which may be due to heterogeneity of the cancer. In this paper, we
explored potential human gene and microbial biomarkers, and their possible contributions
to the mechanisms of complete response to chemoradiotherapy. We carried out RNA
sequencing on pairs of tumor and normal tissue from patients pre-surgery and analysed host
gene expression and microbiome content. We discovered that the majority of enriched
human genes in tumors of complete responders involve immunoglobulins, and enriched
gene sets include complement and B-cell activation, and host response against viruses. This
indicates involvement of immune responses in complete response to CRT. Among the
enriched gene sets is the term defense response to bacterium, indicating a role of the
microbiome in response to CRT. We discovered bacteria such as Ruminococcaceae bacterium
and Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron to be abundant in tumors of complete responders. Both
microbes have a history of being beneficial in treatment of cancers with immunotherapy,
further emphasizing the role of immune responses in beneficial response to CRT. These
results identify potential genetic and microbial biomarkers to CRT in rectal cancer, as well as
offer a potential mechanism of complete response to CRT that may benefit further testing in

the laboratory.
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Background

The incidence of young-onset rectal cancer (< 50 years) has been steadily increasing over the
past two decades in some Western countries (Gandhi et al., 2017; Meyer et al., 2010; Siegel
et al., 2019). The treatment of rectal cancer is based predominantly on preoperative staging,
with upfront surgical resection reserved for early-stage tumors (T1-T2). Tumors that are
locally advanced or have concerning features on preoperative MRI often require
neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy (CRT). The aim of neoadjuvant CRT is to downstage rectal
tumors and reduce rates of local recurrence (Dayde et al., 2017; Feeney et al., 2019). The
response to long-course neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy varies; up to 20% of patients
achieve a pathological complete response (pCR), up to 60% demonstrate partial response,
and the remainder displaying resistance to nCRT (Dayde et al., 2017; Fischer et al., 2021b).
These response rates could further be increased by total neoadjuvant therapy (Fischer et al.,

2021b).

A pCR is defined as the absence of residual viable tumor cells in the resected specimen and
the reliance on pathological confirmation of a complete response fails to identify patients
that may benefit from organ preservation and be spared major surgery. Habr-Gama
pioneered the adoption of a clinical complete response (cCR) as a surrogate for pCR
(Habr-Gama et al., 2004). Patients who achieve a cCR may subsequently be managed using a
“Watch and Wait” approach, thereby avoiding the morbidity associated with major
resectional surgery. Although 25% of these patients show tumor regrowth by two years; the

majority are amenable to salvage procedures (van der Valk et al., 2018).
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Extensive work to identify clinical and biological markers of response to radiotherapy in
rectal cancer has been carried out (Dayde et al., 2017; Fischer et al., 2021a; Garland et al.,
2014; Ryan et al., 2016), however, no reliable biomarkers have been validated for clinical
use. A robust biomarker that selects patients likely to achieve a pCR to neoadjuvant therapy,
would allow for accurate identification of clinical responders and increase confidence in
selecting patients amenable to non-operative management. Chemoradiotherapy is
associated with significant localised and systemic side effects and has been demonstrated to
negatively impact quality of life (Herman et al.,, 2013), and the identification of patients
unlikely to benefit from conventional CRT would result in a reduction in CRT-associated side

effects and targeting of patients for novel treatment strategies.

Due to the largely sporadic nature of colon and rectal cancer, environmental factors are likely
to play a critical role in the development of the disease, and recent international data points
to the importance of the microbiome in its development and progression (Ahn et al., 2013;
Gao et al.,, 2015; Marchesi et al.,, 2011). Recent reports have also demonstrated that
systemic effects of the gut microbiome may contribute to treatment response in other
cancer types (Gopalakrishnan et al., 2018; Routy et al., 2018) and could be predictors of a
favourable response to immunotherapy. In addition, gut microbiota have been shown to
locally influence the treatment efficacy of irinotecan for colorectal cancer (Guthrie et al.,
2017). However, although some studies on the protective effect of the microbiome on
radiotherapy-induced toxicity have been carried out (Touchefeu et al., 2014; Vanhoecke et
al., 2016), very little is known about whether or how the gut microbiome may regulate the

tumor response to radiotherapy.
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Here we present gene expression data from a unique cohort of pre-CRT rectal cancer tumors
and their matched normal mucosa samples. Having matched tumors and normal samples
accounts for interpersonal variation in gene expression and allows for a robust identification
of tumor and microbial genes and molecular pathways associated with response to CRT in

rectal cancer.
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Methods

Patient cohort and characteristics

A total of 40 patients from two prospective cohorts of rectal cancer patients were used in
this study: 20 patients from Christchurch Hospital, New Zealand, and 20 patients from the
Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre, Melbourne, Australia. Biopsies of tumor tissue and
adjacent, visually normal tissue (>10cm from tumor) were taken at colonoscopy, prior to
treatment. Patient data, including staging, recurrence, metastases, treatment and histology

was collected.

Patients who had received prior chemotherapy or radiation therapy for treatment of their
rectal tumor were excluded from the study. This study was undertaken with ethical approval
from the Health and Disability Ethics Committee of New Zealand (ethics approval number:
18/STH/40) and the Human Research Ethics Committees of Australia (ethics approval

number: HREC 14/85). All participants provided written, informed consent.

RNA extraction

Tumor and normal tissue biopsies were taken at colonoscopy and immediately frozen in
liguid nitrogen and stored at -80°C. RNA extraction was carried out as detailed previously
(Purcell et al., 2017). Briefly, RNA was extracted from < 20 mg of tissue using RNEasy Plus
Mini Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany), including DNAse treatment, following tissue disruption
using a Retsch Mixer Mill. Purified RNA was quantified using a NanoDrop 2000c

spectrophotometer (Thermo Scientific, Asheville, NC, USA), and stored at -80°C.
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RNA sequencing

RNA-sequencing was performed using an Illumina NovaSeq 6000 platform (Illumina, San
Diego, CA, USA) to produce 150bp paired end reads, as previously described (Purcell et
al., 2017). Ribo-Zero™ Magnetic Kit (Human & Bacteria) was used for ribosomal RNA
depletion, and libraries were prepared using NEBNext® Ultra™ RNA Library Prep Kit
(New England Biolabs Inc.®). Approximately 50 million reads (15Gb raw data) were
produced per sample on an lllumina NovaSeq 6000 instrument. Raw sequencing reads

were deposited at NCBI SRA under BioProject ID PRINA815861.

RNA sequence data processing

Raw sequencing data was parsed through the Metafunc pipeline (Sulit et al., 2020), which
performs read pre-processing, host gene mapping, and microbiome species identification.
Further  details of the  computational pipeline may be found at
https://gitlab.com/schmeierlab/workflows/metafunc, and complete analysis of this paper is

available at https://gitlab.com/alsulit08/uoc_response_rectalca.

Differential human gene expression analysis

Expression levels for each gene and sample were generated by the MetaFunc pipeline (Sulit
et al.,, 2020), and DESeq2 (Love et al., 2014) was used to detect differentially expressed
genes (DEGs). To detect DEGs that were significantly differentially expressed in the tumor
relative to each participant’s normal tissue between groups of responders the model fitted
by DESeq2 included covariates for response (complete or other), tissue type (tumor or
normal), response x participant (index) and response x tissue. Care was taken to ensure the

model matrix was of full rank, the model converged and that modelling assumptions were
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met. We considered genes differentially expressed if their p. adjust values are < 0.1. For

details see https://gitlab.com/alsulit08/uoc_response_rectalca/-/tree/main/Human.

Gene set enrichment analysis (GSEA)

From the results of this DESeq2 comparison, we generated a pre-ranked list of all resulting
genes based on p-values and log, fold-change, and these genes were used as input to GSEA
analysis using clusterProfiler (Yu et al., 2012) with the C5 Ontology Gene Sets collection
(version 7) from the molecular signatures database (MSigDB) (Liberzon et al., 2011;
Subramanian et al., 2005). Specifically, we ranked the genes using the formula:

rank = - log10(pvalue) * sign(log2FoldChange)

This ranking places the genes with lowest p-values and positive log, fold change at the top of
the list, and the genes with lowest p-values and negative log, fold change at the bottom of
the list. Genes at the top of the list contribute to gene sets with positive enrichment scores
and genes at the bottom contribute to gene sets with negative enrichment scores. Gene sets

are significantly enriched in a responder group if their p. adjust values are < 0.05.

Differential meta-transcriptome analysis

For the microbiome dataset, we gathered raw counts of microbe taxonomies into a Phyloseq
object (McMurdie and Holmes, 2013), with metadata information on their response and
tumor or normal status. We then used the same model for group-specific condition effects
as specified in DESeq2, to obtain differentially abundant (DA) microbes in tumor samples
compared to matched normal samples, specific to complete responders compared to other
responders. We performed pre-filtering of our species before the analysis, only including

those within the Bacterial Kingdom, and those with at least 10 reads in 20% of our samples
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(Supplementary Table 1). Differentially abundant bacteria were species with p. adjust values

<0.1.

Correlation between differentially expressed genes and differentially abundant bacteria in
rectal cancer

Using the rlog transformed values for gene expression and microbial abundance obtained
from DESeq2 of 87 identified DEGs and 10 DA bacterial species, we performed spearman
correlation analysis between each gene and species, correcting the final p-values using
Benjamini-Hochberg (BH) adjustment. We removed influential points (species rlog > 12) for

the Spearman correlation calculation and corresponding scatter plots.

Microbial diversity
The sample set was rarefied to 90% of the smallest sample size in the dataset and analysed
in Phyloseq (McMurdie and Holmes, 2013). We obtained Observed and Shannon alpha

diversities per sample and compared differences with Wilcoxon tests.
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Results

Rectal cancer cohort

The cohort comprised 40 patients with diagnosed rectal cancer who were subsequently
treated with chemo-radiotherapy (Table 1). One patient was subsequently excluded, due to
treatment cessation for palliative care. The majority (n = 36) were treated with long course
CRT (LCCRT), with either capecitabine, FOLFIRI or 5FU. Two patients did not complete LCCRT
due to development of grade 3 toxicity. One patient received short-course radiotherapy,
while the remaining two patients received sandwich CRT (FOLFOX). There were 12 females
and 27 males, who ranged in age from 29-86 years (mean age, 62 years). Response to LCCRT
was assessed histologically from surgical resection specimens, and reported using Dworak
grading (Christchurch cohort) or the American Joint Committee on Cancer (AJCC) grading
(Melbourne cohort). Response groups were designated as complete responders (Dworak
4/AJCC 0), near-complete responders (Dworak 3/AJCC 1), incomplete responders (Dworak
2/AJCC 2) and non-responders (Dworak 1/AJCC 3). There were five patients with complete
response to LCCRT, five patients with near-complete response, 18 patients with incomplete
response and eight patients who did not respond to LCCRT. In addition, three patients
developed progressive disease, or died of disease, during the course of therapy, and these
patients were also designated non-responders. Six patients died of the disease during a

minimum follow-up period of 24 months.
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Table 1. Characteristics of the Rectal Cancer Patient Cohort

Complete Near-Complete | Incomplete No Response
All (n=39) Response (n=5) | Response (n=5) | Response (n=18) | (n=11)
| Age, mean * SD 62.05+14.55 | 66.2+9.31 61.20 + 4.82 62.44 + 14.83 69.91 + 19.29
Sex:
Male 26 (66.67%) 4 (80%) 4 (80%) 13 (72.22%) 5 (45.45%)
Female 13 (22.22%) 1(20%) 1(20%) 5(27.78%) 6 (54.55%)
Died of disease: 5(12.82%) 0 (0.00%) 0 (0.00%) 3 (16.67%) 2 (18.18%)
Treatment:
LCCRT 4 (10.26%) 0 (0.00%) 0 (0.00%) 3(16.67%) 1(9.09%)
(no other data)
LCCRT 26 (66.67%) 5 (100%) 3 (60%) 9 (50%) 9 (81.82%)
(capecitabine)
LCCRT (5FU) 3 (7.69%) 0 (0.00%) 0 (0.00%) 3 (16.67%) 0 (0.00%)
LCCRT (FOLFIRI) 2 (5.13%) 0 (0.00%) 0 (0.00%) 2 (11.11%) 0 (0.00%)
Sandwich CRT 2 (5.13%) 0 (0.00%) 2 (40%) 0 (0.00%) 0 (0.00%)
SCRT 1(2.56%) 0 (0.00%) 0 (0.00%) 1 (5.56%) 0 (0.00%)
Palliative 1(2.56%) 0 (0.00%) 0 (0.00%) 0 (0.00%) 1(9.09%)
LCCRT: long course chemoradiotherapy FOLFIRI: folinic acid, fluorouracil and irinotecan
SCRT: short course radiotherapy
5FU: fluorouracil

In this analysis, complete responders were compared to all other responders grouped

together, and conversely, non-responders were compared to all other response groups.

Differential gene expression and gene set enrichment between radiotherapy response
groups

Differentially expressed genes (DEGs) were analysed between matched pairs of tumor and
normal tissues, to account for interpersonal variation in gene expression, and then these
DEGs were associated with a response group. Eighty-seven genes were found to be
differentially expressed between tumor and normal samples (p. adjust < 0.1), specific to
complete responders. Interestingly, the majority of these genes are associated with
immunoglobulin chains, with 75 out of 87 genes having prefixes of IGH-, IGL-, or IGK (Figure

1A), for immunoglobulin heavy, light, and kappa, respectively. Tumor vs Normal rlog was
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plotted as transformed counts per sample of representatives from these genes and showed
that, for most of these genes, complete responders cluster at high tumor-low normal values
(upper left quadrant), indicating that in the complete responder group, these genes are
more highly expressed in tumors compared to normal tissues (Figure 1B and Supplementary
Figure 1). When differential gene expression analysis (DGEA) was carried out comparing
non-responders to all other responders, no differentially expressed genes were identified

between the two groups.

The majority of significant differentially expressed genes were up-regulated in tumors
compared to normal. The top 10 DEGs (all immunoglobulin-related), in addition to 12
non-immunoglobulin-related DEGs, can robustly distinguish complete responders from all

other patients, as illustrated in Figure 1C.

Host gene set enrichment analysis

Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA) was performed using genes ranked according to
DESeq2 p-value and log, fold-change (-/+). Gene sets relating to immune responses
constitute the majority of the top 47 enriched gene sets in tumors of complete responders
(Figure 1D). Among the gene sets with the highest enrichment scores are Complement
Activation and B-Cell Mediated Immunity, consistent with the majority of the 87

differentially expressed genes in complete responders being related to immunoglobulins.
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Figure 1. Host differential gene expression and gene set enrichment analysis. A. Differentially expressed genes
(DEGS) classified into immunoglobulin (Ig)-related genes and other non-Ig genes. B. Transformed counts (rlog)
of Tumor/Normal for complete responders compared to other responders of a representative DEG, IGKC. Left
plot is Tumor vs Normal for each response category. The right plot is the tumor values and their corresponding
normal values per sample by response. C. Heatmap of the top 10 (by p-adjust values) DEGs, which are all
Ig-related genes, and the other 12 non-Ig DEGs clustered by sample and gene. D. Top 47 positively enriched
gene sets in Tumor vs Normal of Complete Responders. All have adjusted p-values (benjamini-hochberg) of
0.0093. Gene ratio is the ratio of core enrichment genes to the gene set size.
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Diversity analysis of the microbiome of rectal tumors
No significant differences were found in Observed or Shannon measures of alpha diversity

and no distinct group separations by NMDS (Supplementary Figure 2).

Differential abundance analysis of bacterial species between radiotherapy response
groups

A similar approach was used to identify bacterial transcripts that were differentially
abundant in tumor versus matched normal samples, and specific to complete responders.
Analysis of differences in the tumor microbiome between response groups identified 10
bacterial species that were differentially abundant (p.adjust < 0.1) in tumor tissue compared
to matched normal tissue in complete responders (Figure 2). Bacterial species identified
included Ruminococcaceae bacterium, Hungatella hathewayi, Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron,
and Clostridium species, which were previously reported to have a role in colorectal cancer
and/or response to therapy. Plotting Tumor vs Normal rlog transformed counts per sample
of these microbes show that there is a separation between the complete responders
compared to other responders although not as pronounced as that seen in human DEGs

(Supplementary Figure 3).
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Figure 2. Differentially abundant bacteria in tumor samples compared to matched normal tissue, specific
to complete responders. Plot of the 10 DA bacteria showing their log, fold changes (x-axis) and p-adjust
values by colour.

Correlation between Host Gene Expression and Microbial Abundances

Significant correlations between differentially expressed genes and differentially abundant
bacterial species were identified. Among DEGs that positively correlated with the microbial
abundances, the BATF2 gene was notable. We found positive correlations (spearman
coefficient: 0.355 — 0.549; BH adjusted p-value: 1.67x10* - 7.70x107) of this gene with
several of DA bacterial species, previously linked to colorectal cancer, including

Ruminococaccae bacterium, and Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron (Figure 3).
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Figure 3. Correlations between differentially expressed genes and differentially abundant microbes. A.
Correlation plot showing bacteria—gene correlations with at least one significant correlation (adjusted
p-value < 0.1) . Spearman correlation coefficients (p) are represented by the colour bar; blank spaces
represent correlations that are not significant. B. BATF2 and its positive correlations with differentially
abundant bacteria. R=spearman coefficient; p=p value calculated.
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Discussion

The identification of predictive biomarkers of response to chemoradiotherapy will result in
improved survival, a reduction of morbidities related to unnecessary treatment, and a more
targeted approach to treatment for patients with rectal cancer. Previous studies have
attempted to identify markers of complete response to chemoradiotherapy, and while
clinicopathological and radiological features have been identified, they are limited in
sensitivity and specificity (Dayde et al., 2017). Intratumoral heterogeneity contributes to
lack of reproducibility between molecular biomarker studies, and as a result, no biomarker is
currently in clinical use (Dayde et al., 2017; Ryan et al.,, 2016). In order to identify a
predictive biomarker of response for rectal tumors, a mechanistic link to the underlying
tumor biology is also warranted. This study identifies potential biomarkers of complete
response to CRT in patients with rectal cancer, in addition to uncovering novel links between

the tumor microbiome and immune response in the rectal tumor microenvironment.

Rather than a continuum of gene-expression changes from complete responders to
non-responders, we observed a tight clustering of complete responders based on gene
expression of mainly immune-related genes, compared to all other patients. This suggests
the presence of a distinct tumor micro-environment in a group of patients that predisposes
them to a complete response to radiotherapy. In our cohort, these patients showed
significantly higher expression of genes responsible for complement activation and
B-cell-related functions in their tumor tissue compared to adjacent normal tissue,
supporting previously published reports that immunoglobulins may recognize
radiotherapy-induced neo-antigens resulting in complement activation and CD8+ T-cell

responses (Surace et al., 2015).
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We observed enriched gene sets related to antigen presentation in our cohort of complete
responders. lonizing radiation can cause DNA mutations, which, when translated into
peptides, are presented on MHC-1 molecules, eliciting a cytotoxic immune response. This
has been observed in studies of other cancer types, where radiation has been shown to
recruit neutrophils and monocytes, as well as promote maturation of antigen presenting
cells (Krombach et al., 2019). Radiotherapy also results in mimicry of viral infections, where
cytosolic DNA induces the release of type 1 interferons that recruit dendritic cells specialized
in antigen presentation to CD8+ T-cells (Lhuillier et al., 2019). Our findings indicate that
enhanced antigen presentation in pretreatment tumors predisposes them to successful

response to CRT.

We also found a significant enrichment of the BATF2 gene in patients who went on to have a
complete response to CRT, which is consistent with findings that BATF2 depletion in tumor
compared to normal tissue is correlated with poor prognosis in colorectal cancer (Liu et al.,
2015). BATF2 is thought to be induced by type 1 interferons and play a role in viral infections
(Guler et al., 2015) and may, as a result, contribute to radiotherapy-induced responses that
mimic viral infection. Type-1 interferons are important players in antiviral immune
responses, recruiting dendritic cells specialized in antigen presentation to CD8+ T-cells
(Lhuillier et al., 2019). This is again consistent with viral infection and antigen presentation
enriched gene sets we have identified in complete responders in this cohort. Furthermore,
BATF2 may also induce anti-tumor effects through the induction of CD8" T-cells (Kanemaru et

al., 2017).
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The enrichment of immune response-related genes and gene sets in tumors of complete
responders to CRT in our cohort is consistent with the findings of Sendoya et al., 2020,
where they identified antigen presentation, interferon (IFN) activity, and B-cell activity to be
enriched in good responders to preoperative chemoradiotherapy in locally advanced rectal
cancer (LARC) patients, and that these factors may relate to good responses to the
treatment via activation of an antiviral-like response and CD8+ T-cell recruitment. While
their study largely used microarray gene expression analysis in their methods and used
targeted sequencing of colorectal cancer (CRC) genes, this study mainly used whole RNA
sequencing in our methods which also allowed us to investigate possible contributions of

the microbiome.

A key finding of this study is the enrichment of gene sets relating to response to bacteria in
complete responders. The role of the microbiome in therapy response has recently become
a focal point for studies of different types of treatments in a variety of cancer types. Early
studies of the microbiome in colorectal cancer had suggested a decrease in microbial
diversity associated with tumors compared to healthy controls (Ahn et al., 2013; Gao et al.,
2015; Wong et al., 2017). However, more recent studies refute this finding, where CRC
samples have increased richness (Thomas et al., 2019) or are no different (Wirbel et al.,
2019) compared to controls. Consistent with these more recent studies (Shi et al., 2020), we
found no differences in microbiome diversity metrics between our response groups.
However, we identified a number of bacterial species that were differentially abundant in
tumors of complete responders, several of which had previously been implicated in CRC
carcinogenesis and prognosis. Hungatella hathewayi has been reported to be differentially

abundant in CRC (Wirbel et al., 2019), and has been reported to drive methylation of tumor
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suppressor genes (Xia et al., 2020) and was also found to be significantly more abundant in
complete responders in our study. Ruminococcaceae, a putative commensal genus has been
linked to the expression of T-cell recruiting chemokines (Cremonesi et al., 2018), indicating a
role in tumor-killing immune activation and a low abundance has been associated with CRC
(Burns et al., 2015; Yu et al., 2018). High levels of this genus may indicate a beneficial role in
driving response to CRT in the tumors of complete responders through enhanced T-cell
activation. Similarly, Clostridium species have been associated with a protective effect
against CRC, due to their ability to synthesize short-chain fatty acids, notably butyrate, which

can promote CRC cell apoptosis, and inhibit carcinogenesis (Zou et al., 2018).

The importance of the gut microbiome in response to immunotherapy has garnered much
attention in recent years, where species of microbes have been associated with good
response to immunotherapy treatments (Gopalakrishnan et al., 2018; Routy et al., 2018).
Given the similarities with the known immune mechanisms at play in radiotherapy response,
e.g. CD8+ T-cell activation, an overlap between the established systemic effect of the
microbiome on immunotherapy efficacy and that of radiotherapy is likely. Ruminococcaceae
and B. thetaiotaomicron, both enriched in complete responders in our cohort have been
reported to enhance immunotherapy effects (Gopalakrishnan et al., 2018; Vétizou et al.,
2015), and this mechanism may also contribute to radiotherapy-induced immune clearance
of cancer cells. Indeed Gopalakrishnan et al., 2018 showed that there is a correlation
between CD8+ T-cells and abundance of the Ruminococcaceae family, and that there are
statistically more CD8+ T-cells in responders versus non-responders to immunotherapy in
melanoma patients. Taken together with the associations between differentially abundant

bacteria and BATF2 expression, and the increased abundance of commensal bacteria, such
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as Clostridium spp, the activation of immune pathways in the tumor microenvironment
indicates a potential role of the tumor microbiota in radiotherapy response in rectal cancer.
Our findings also suggest the potential use of faecal microbiota transplants as a means of

improving efficacy of CRT, in a similar manner to that reported for immunotherapy.

In this work, we identified potential predictive biomarkers and their respective biological
mechanisms in the response to radiotherapy, providing a framework for future research.
While this study is among the largest of its kind to investigate paired pre-treatment tumor
and normal tissue from patients with rectal cancer, future studies to assess the clinical utility
of incorporating immune and bacterial gene markers to stratify patients for targeted therapy

are necessary in a larger prospective cohort.

Conclusion

Our results suggest that an increase in the expression of genes contributing to immune
activation in tumors compared to normal samples contributes to radiosensitivity. We
hypothesize that this primes a microenvironment that activates anti-tumor responses during
radiotherapy. Bacteria enriched in the tumors of complete responders in this study have
previously been associated with colorectal cancer and improved efficacy of immunotherapy,
and possibly contribute to the immune activation taking place in complete response to
radiotherapy. These data provide future targets for biomarker validation and provide

direction to investigate the mechanisms of radiotherapy response in rectal cancer.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.22277387
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.22277387; this version posted August 4, 2022. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

References

Ahn, J., Sinha, R., Pei, Z., Dominianni, C., Wu, J., Shi, J., Goedert, J.J., Hayes, R.B., Yang, L.,
2013. Human Gut Microbiome and Risk for Colorectal Cancer. JNCI J. Natl. Cancer
Inst. 105, 1907-1911. https://doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djt300

Burns, M.B., Lynch, J., Starr, T.K., Knights, D., Blekhman, R., 2015. Virulence genes are a
signature of the microbiome in the colorectal tumor microenvironment. Genome
Med. 7, 55. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13073-015-0177-8

Cremonesi, E., Governa, V., Garzon, J.F.G., Mele, V., Amicarella, F., Muraro, M.G., Trella, E.,
Galati-Fournier, V., Oertli, D., Daster, S.R., Droeser, R.A., Weixler, B., Bolli, M., Rosso,
R., Nitsche, U., Khanna, N., Egli, A., Keck, S., Slotta-Huspenina, J., Terracciano, L.M.,,
Zajac, P, Spagnoli, G.C., Eppenberger-Castori, S., Janssen, K.-P., Borsig, L., lezzi, G.,
2018. Gut microbiota modulate T cell trafficking into human colorectal cancer. Gut
gutjnl-2016-313498. https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2016-313498

Dayde, D., Tanaka, I., Jain, R., Tai, M.C., Taguchi, A., 2017. Predictive and Prognostic
Molecular Biomarkers for Response to Neoadjuvant Chemoradiation in Rectal Cancer.
Int. J. Mol. Sci. 18, 573. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18030573

Feeney, G., Sehgal, R., Sheehan, M., Hogan, A., Regan, M., Joyce, M., Kerin, M., 2019.
Neoadjuvant radiotherapy for rectal cancer management. World J. Gastroenterol. 25,
4850-4869. https://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v25.i33.4850

Fischer, J., Eglinton, TW., Frizelle, F.A., 2021a. Clinical predictors of response to
chemoradiotherapy for rectal cancer as an aid to organ preservation. ANZ J. Surg. 91,
1190-1195. https://doi.org/10.1111/ans.16531

Fischer, J., Eglinton, TW., Richards, S.J., Frizelle, F.A., 2021b. Predicting pathological response
to chemoradiotherapy for rectal cancer: a systematic review. Expert Rev. Anticancer
Ther. 21, 489-500. https://doi.org/10.1080/14737140.2021.1868992

Gandhi, J., Davidson, C., Hall, C., Pearson, J., Eglinton, T., Wakeman, C., Frizelle, F., 2017.
Population-based study demonstrating an increase in colorectal cancer in young
patients. Br. J. Surg. 104, 1063-1068. https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs.10518

Gao, Z., Guo, B., Gao, R., Zhu, Q., Qin, H., 2015. Microbiota disbiosis is associated with
colorectal cancer. Front. Microbiol. 6. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2015.00020

Garland, M.L., Vather, R., Bunkley, N., Pearse, M., Bissett, |.P., 2014. Clinical tumour size and
nodal status predict pathologic complete response following neoadjuvant
chemoradiotherapy for rectal cancer. Int. J. Colorectal Dis. 29, 301-307.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00384-013-1821-7

Gopalakrishnan, V., Spencer, C.N., Nezi, L., Reuben, A., Andrews, M.C., Karpinets, T.V., Prieto,
P.A,, Vicente, D., Hoffman, K., Wei, S.C., Cogdill, A.P., Zhao, L., Hudgens, C.W.,
Hutchinson, D.S., Manzo, T., Macedo, M.P. de, Cotechini, T., Kumar, T., Chen, W.S.,
Reddy, S.M., Sloane, R.S., Galloway-Pena, J., Jiang, H., Chen, P.L., Shpall, E.J., Rezvani,
K., Alousi, A.M., Chemaly, R.F., Shelburne, S., Vence, L.M., Okhuysen, P.C., Jensen,
V.B., Swennes, A.G., McAllister, F., Sanchez, E.M.R., Zhang, Y., Chatelier, E.L., Zitvogel,
L., Pons, N., Austin-Breneman, J.L., Haydu, L.E., Burton, E.M., Gardner, J.M., Sirmans,
E., Hu, J., Lazar, A.J.,, Tsujikawa, T., Diab, A., Tawbi, H., Glitza, I.C., Hwu, W.J., Patel, S.P.,
Woodman, S.E., Amaria, R.N., Davies, M.A., Gershenwald, J.E., Hwu, P,, Lee, J.E.,
Zhang, J., Coussens, L.M., Cooper, Z.A., Futreal, P.A., Daniel, C.R., Ajami, N.J,,
Petrosino, J.F., Tetzlaff, M.T., Sharma, P., Allison, J.P., Jenq, R.R., Wargo, J.A., 2018. Gut
microbiome modulates response to anti—PD-1 immunotherapy in melanoma


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.22277387
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.22277387; this version posted August 4, 2022. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

patients. Science 359, 97-103. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aan4236

Guler, R., Roy, S., Suzuki, H., Brombacher, F., 2015. Targeting Batf2 for infectious diseases and
cancer. Oncotarget 6, 26575-26582.

Guthrie, L., Gupta, S., Daily, J., Kelly, L., 2017. Human microbiome signatures of differential
colorectal cancer drug metabolism. Npj Biofilms Microbiomes 3, 1-8.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41522-017-0034-1

Habr-Gama, A., Perez, R.O., Nadalin, W., Sabbaga, J., Ribeiro, U., Silva e Sousa, A.H., Campos,
F.G., Kiss, D.R., Gama-Rodrigues, J., 2004. Operative Versus Nonoperative Treatment
for Stage 0 Distal Rectal Cancer Following Chemoradiation Therapy. Ann. Surg. 240,
711-718. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.s1a.0000141194.27992.32

Herman, J.M., Narang, A.K., Griffith, K.A., Zalupski, M.M., Reese, J.B., Gearhart, S.L., Azad,
N.S., Chan, J., Olsen, L., Efron, J.E., Lawrence, T.S., Ben-Josef, E., 2013. The
Quality-of-Life Effects of Neoadjuvant Chemoradiation in Locally Advanced Rectal
Cancer. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. 85, e15—-e19.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2012.09.006

Kanemaru, H., Yamane, F., Fukushima, K., Matsuki, T., Kawasaki, T., Ebina, ., Kuniyoshi, K.,
Tanaka, H., Maruyama, K., Maeda, K., Satoh, T., Akira, S., 2017. Antitumor effect of
Batf2 through IL-12 p40 up-regulation in tumor-associated macrophages. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. 114, E7331-E7340. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1708598114

Krombach, J., Hennel, R., Brix, N., Orth, M., Schoetz, U., Ernst, A., Schuster, J., Zuchtriegel, G.,
Reichel, C.A., Bierschenk, S., Sperandio, M., Vogl, T., Unkel, S., Belka, C., Lauber, K.,
2019. Priming anti-tumor immunity by radiotherapy: Dying tumor cell-derived
DAMPs trigger endothelial cell activation and recruitment of myeloid cells.
Oncolmmunology 8, e1523097. https://doi.org/10.1080/2162402X.2018.1523097

Lhuillier, C., Rudqvist, N.-P., Elemento, O., Formenti, S.C., Demaria, S., 2019. Radiation
therapy and anti-tumor immunity: exposing immunogenic mutations to the immune
system. Genome Med. 11, 40. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13073-019-0653-7

Liberzon, A., Subramanian, A., Pinchback, R., Thorvaldsdéttir, H., Tamayo, P., Mesirov, J.P.,
2011. Molecular signatures database (MSigDB) 3.0. Bioinformatics 27, 1739-1740.
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btr260

Liu, Z., Wei, P, Yang, Y., Cui, W., Cao, B., Tan, C,, Yu, B., Bi, R., Xia, K., Chen, W., Wang, Y.,
Zhang, Y., Du, X., Zhou, X., 2015. BATF2 Deficiency Promotes Progression in Human
Colorectal Cancer via Activation of HGF/MET Signaling: A Potential Rationale for
Combining MET Inhibitors with IFNs. Clin. Cancer Res. 21, 1752-1763.
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-14-1564

Love, M.I., Huber, W., Anders, S., 2014. Moderated estimation of fold change and dispersion
for RNA-seq data with DESeq?2. https://doi.org/10.1101/002832

Marchesi, J.R., Dutilh, B.E., Hall, N., Peters, W.H.M., Roelofs, R., Boleij, A., Tjalsma, H., 2011.
Towards the Human Colorectal Cancer Microbiome. PLOS ONE 6, e20447.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0020447

McMurdie, P.J., Holmes, S., 2013. phyloseq: An R Package for Reproducible Interactive
Analysis and Graphics of Microbiome Census Data. PLoS ONE 8, e61217.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0061217

Meyer, J.E., Narang, T., Schnoll-Sussman, F.H., Pochapin, M.B., Christos, P.J., Sherr, D.L., 2010.
Increasing Incidence of Rectal Cancer in Patients Aged Younger Than 40 Years. Cancer
116, 4354-4359. https://doi.org/10.1002/cncr.25432

Purcell, R.V., Visnovska, M., Biggs, P.J., Schmeier, S., Frizelle, F.A., 2017. Distinct gut


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.22277387
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.22277387; this version posted August 4, 2022. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

microbiome patterns associate with consensus molecular subtypes of colorectal
cancer. Sci. Rep. 7. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-11237-6

Routy, B., Chatelier, E.L., Derosa, L., Duong, C.P.M., Alou, M.T., Daillére, R., Fluckiger, A.,
Messaoudene, M., Rauber, C., Roberti, M.P., Fidelle, M., Flament, C., Poirier-Colame,
V., Opolon, P, Klein, C., Iribarren, K., Mondragdn, L., Jacquelot, N., Qu, B., Ferrere, G.,
Clémenson, C., Mezquita, L., Masip, J.R., Naltet, C., Brosseau, S., Kaderbhai, C.,
Richard, C., Rizvi, H., Levenez, F., Galleron, N., Quinquis, B., Pons, N., Ryffel, B.,
Minard-Colin, V., Gonin, P., Soria, J.-C., Deutsch, E., Loriot, Y., Ghiringhelli, F., Zalcman,
G., Goldwasser, F., Escudier, B., Hellmann, M.D., Eggermont, A., Raoult, D., Albiges, L.,
Kroemer, G., Zitvogel, L., 2018. Gut microbiome influences efficacy of PD-1-based
immunotherapy against epithelial tumors. Science 359, 91-97.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aan3706

Ryan, J.E., Warrier, S.K., Lynch, A.C., Ramsay, R.G., Phillips, W.A., Heriot, A.G., 2016.
Predicting pathological complete response to neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy in
locally advanced rectal cancer: a systematic review. Colorectal Dis. 18, 234—-246.
https://doi.org/10.1111/codi.13207

Sendoya, J.M,, Iseas, S., Coraglio, M., Golubicki, M., Robbio, J., Salanova, R., Kujaruk, M.,
Mikolaitis, V., Rizzolo, M., Ruiz, G., Cabanne, A., Gualdrini, U., Mendez, G., Hirmas, S.,
Rotondaro, C., Viglino, J., Eleta, M., Fernandez, E., Abba, M., Podhajcer, O., Roca, E.,
Llera, A.S., 2020. Pre-Existing Tumoral B Cell Infiltration and Impaired Genome
Maintenance Correlate with Response to Chemoradiotherapy in Locally Advanced
Rectal Cancer. Cancers 12, E2227. https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers12082227

Shi, W,, Shen, L., Zou, W., Wang, J., Yang, J., Wang, Y., Liu, B., Xie, L., Zhu, J., Zhang, Z., 2020.
The Gut Microbiome Is Associated With Therapeutic Responses and Toxicities of
Neoadjuvant Chemoradiotherapy in Rectal Cancer Patients—A Pilot Study. Front.
Cell. Infect. Microbiol. 10. https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2020.562463

Siegel, R.L., Torre, L.A., Soerjomataram, l., Hayes, R.B., Bray, F., Weber, T.K., Jemal, A., 2019.
Global patterns and trends in colorectal cancer incidence in young adults. Gut 68,
2179-2185. https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2019-319511

Subramanian, A., Tamayo, P., Mootha, V.K., Mukherjee, S., Ebert, B.L., Gillette, M.A.,
Paulovich, A., Pomeroy, S.L., Golub, T.R., Lander, E.S., Mesirov, J.P., 2005. Gene set
enrichment analysis: A knowledge-based approach for interpreting genome-wide
expression profiles. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 102, 15545-15550.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0506580102

Sulit, A.K.L., Kolisnik, T., Frizelle, F.A., Purcell, R., Schmeier, S., 2020. MetaFunc: Taxonomic
and Functional Analyses of High Throughput Sequencing for Microbiomes (preprint).
Bioinformatics. https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.02.271098

Surace, L., Lysenko, V., Fontana, A.O., Cecconi, V., Janssen, H., Bicvic, A., Okoniewski, M.,
Pruschy, M., Dummer, R., Neefjes, J., Knuth, A., Gupta, A., van den Broek, M., 2015.
Complement Is a Central Mediator of Radiotherapy-Induced Tumor-Specific
Immunity and Clinical Response. Immunity 42, 767-777.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2015.03.009

Thomas, A.M., Manghi, P., Asnicar, F., Pasolli, E., Armanini, F., Zolfo, M., Beghini, F., Manara,
S., Karcher, N., Pozzi, C., Gandini, S., Serrano, D., Tarallo, S., Francavilla, A., Gallo, G.,
Trompetto, M., Ferrero, G., Mizutani, S., Shiroma, H., Shiba, S., Shibata, T., Yachida, S.,
Yamada, T., Wirbel, J., Schrotz-King, P., Ulrich, C.M., Brenner, H., Arumugam, M.,
Bork, P., Zeller, G., Cordero, F., Dias-Neto, E., Setubal, J.C., Tett, A., Pardini, B.,


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.22277387
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.22277387; this version posted August 4, 2022. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Rescigno, M., Waldron, L., Naccarati, A., Segata, N., 2019. Metagenomic analysis of
colorectal cancer datasets identifies cross-cohort microbial diagnostic signatures and
a link with choline degradation. Nat. Med. 25, 667-678.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-019-0405-7

Touchefeu, Y., Montassier, E., Nieman, K., Gastinne, T., Potel, G., Bruley des Varannes, S., Le
Vacon, F., de La Cochetiére, M.F., 2014. Systematic review: the role of the gut
microbiota in chemotherapy- or radiation-induced gastrointestinal mucositis -
current evidence and potential clinical applications. Aliment. Pharmacol. Ther. 40,
409-421. https://doi.org/10.1111/apt.12878

van der Valk, M.J.M., Hilling, D.E., Bastiaannet, E., Meershoek-Klein Kranenbarg, E., Beets,
G.L., Figueiredo, N.L., Habr-Gama, A., Perez, R.O., Renehan, A.G., van de Velde, C.J.H.,
Ahlberg, M., Appelt, A., Asoglu, O., Bar, M.-T., Barroca, R., Beets-Tan, R.G.H., Belgers,
E.H.J., Bosker, R.J.1., Breukink, S.O., Bujko, K., Carvalho, C., Cunningham, C., Creavin,
B., D’Hoore, A., Gérard, J.-P,, Gollins, S., Hoff, C., Holman, F.A., Hupkens, B.J.P,, Iseas,
S., Jakobsen, A., Keshvari, A., Koopal, S.A., Kusters, M., Langheinrich, M., Leijtens,
JW.A., Maas, M., Malcomson, L., Mamedli, Z.Z., Martling, A., Matzel, K.E.,
Melenhorst, J., Morici, M.L., Murad-Regadas, S.M., O’Dwyer, S.T., Peeters, K.C.M.J.,
Rosa, I., Rossi, G., Rutten, H.J.T., Sanchez Loria, F., van der Sande, M.E., S3o Julido,
G.P, Saunders, M., Sun Myint, A., van der Sluis, H., Schiappa, R., Scott, N., Stoot,
J.H.M.B., Talsma, A.K., Terrasson, |., Tokmak, H., Vaccaro, C.A., Vahrmeijer, A.L.,
Wasowicz, D.K., Westreenen, H.L., Winter, D.C., Wolthuis, A.M., Zimmerman, D.D.E.,
2018. Long-term outcomes of clinical complete responders after neoadjuvant
treatment for rectal cancer in the International Watch & Wait Database (IWWD): an
international multicentre registry study. The Lancet 391, 2537-2545.
https://doi.org/10.1016/5S0140-6736(18)31078-X

Vanhoecke, B.W., De Ryck, T.R., De boel, K., Wiles, S., Boterberg, T., Van de Wiele, T., Swift, S.,
2016. Low-dose irradiation affects the functional behavior of oral microbiota in the
context of mucositis. Exp. Biol. Med. 241, 60-70.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1535370215595467

Vétizou, M., Pitt, J.M., Daillere, R., Lepage, P., Waldschmitt, N., Flament, C., Rusakiewicz, S.,
Routy, B., Roberti, M.P., Duong, C.P.M., Poirier-Colame, V., Roux, A., Becharef, S.,
Formenti, S., Golden, E., Cording, S., Eberl, G., Schlitzer, A., Ginhoux, F., Mani, S.,
Yamazaki, T., Jacquelot, N., Enot, D.P., Bérard, M., Nigou, J., Opolon, P., Eggermont,
A., Woerther, P-L., Chachaty, E., Chaput, N., Robert, C., Mateus, C., Kroemer, G.,
Raoult, D., Boneca, I.G., Carbonnel, F., Chamaillard, M., Zitvogel, L., 2015. Anticancer
immunotherapy by CTLA-4 blockade relies on the gut microbiota. Science 350,
1079-1084. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aad1329

Wirbel, J., Pyl, PT., Kartal, E., Zych, K., Kashani, A., Milanese, A., Fleck, J.S., Voigt, AY., Palleja,
A., Ponnudurai, R., Sunagawa, S., Coelho, L.P., Schrotz-King, P., Vogtmann, E.,
Habermann, N., Niméus, E., Thomas, A.M., Manghi, P., Gandini, S., Serrano, D.,
Mizutani, S., Shiroma, H., Shiba, S., Shibata, T., Yachida, S., Yamada, T., Waldron, L.,
Naccarati, A., Segata, N., Sinha, R., Ulrich, C.M., Brenner, H., Arumugam, M., Bork, P.,
Zeller, G., 2019. Meta-analysis of fecal metagenomes reveals global microbial
signatures that are specific for colorectal cancer. Nat. Med. 25, 679—-689.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-019-0406-6

Wong, S.H., Zhao, L., Zhang, X., Nakatsu, G., Han, J., Xu, W., Xiao, X., Kwong, T.N.Y., Tsoi, H.,
Wu, W.K.K., Zeng, B., Chan, F.K.L., Sung, J.1.Y., Wei, H., Yu, J., 2017. Gavage of Fecal


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.22277387
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.22277387; this version posted August 4, 2022. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Samples From Patients With Colorectal Cancer Promotes Intestinal Carcinogenesis in
Germ-Free and Conventional Mice. Gastroenterology 153, 1621-1633.e6.
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2017.08.022

Xia, X., Wu, W.K.K., Wong, S.H., Liu, D., Kwong, T.N.Y., Nakatsu, G., Yan, P.S., Chuang, Y.-M.,
Chan, M\W.-Y,, Coker, 0.0., Chen, Z., Yeoh, Y.K., Zhao, L., Wang, X., Cheng, W.., Chan,
M.T.V,, Chan, P.K.S., Sung, J.J.Y., Wang, M.H., Yu, J., 2020. Bacteria pathogens drive
host colonic epithelial cell promoter hypermethylation of tumor suppressor genes in
colorectal cancer. Microbiome 8, 108. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40168-020-00847-4

Yu, G., Wang, L-G., Han, Y., He, Q.-Y., 2012. clusterProfiler: an R Package for Comparing
Biological Themes Among Gene Clusters. OMICS J. Integr. Biol. 16, 284—-287.
https://doi.org/10.1089/0mi.2011.0118

Yu, L.C.-H., Wei, S.-C., Ni, Y.-H., 2018. Impact of microbiota in colorectal carcinogenesis:
lessons from experimental models. Intest. Res. 16, 346—357.
https://doi.org/10.5217/ir.2018.16.3.346

Zou, S., Fang, L., Lee, M.-H., 2018. Dysbiosis of gut microbiota in promoting the development
of colorectal cancer. Gastroenterol. Rep. 6, 1-12.
https://doi.org/10.1093/gastro/gox031


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LjCHbj
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.22277387
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

