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Abstract

:

The discovery of cell-free fetal DNA molecules in plasma of pregnant women has created a paradigm shift in noninvasive prenatal testing (NIPT). Circulating cell-free DNA in maternal plasma has been increasingly recognized as an important proxy to detect fetal abnormalities in a noninvasive manner. A variety of approaches for NIPT using next-generation sequencing have been developed, which have been rapidly transforming clinical practices nowadays. In such approaches, the fetal DNA fraction is a pivotal parameter governing the overall performance and guaranteeing the proper clinical interpretation of testing results. In this review, we describe the current bioinformatics approaches developed for estimating the fetal DNA fraction and discuss their pros and cons.
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1. Introduction


The discovery of circulating cell-free fetal DNA in maternal plasma [1] has created a paradigm shift in noninvasive prenatal testing (NIPT), which has rapidly made its way into clinical practices worldwide, for example, cell-free DNA-based chromosomal aneuploidy detection [2,3,4,5,6,7,8] and diagnosis of monogenic diseases [9,10,11,12,13,14,15]. The circulating cell-free DNA (cfDNA) in a pregnant woman is a mixture of predominant maternal DNA derived from the hematopoietic system of the mother [16,17] and fetal DNA released through the apoptosis of cytotrophoblast cells during fetal development [18,19]. The proportion of fetal DNA molecules among the total cfDNA molecules in maternal circulation is expressed as fetal DNA fraction, which is a paramount factor for determining the overall performance of NIPT [15,20,21,22] and interpreting clinical assessments [7,23,24,25].



In noninvasive fetal aneuploidy detection, the fetal DNA fraction in maternal plasma is linearly correlated with the extent of chromosomal abnormalities present in plasma of pregnant women [3,6,7]. The fetal DNA concentration below 4% in a maternal plasma sample would suggest a potential issue present in the quality control (QC) step, because the limited amount of fetal DNA molecules to be detected and analyzed may give rise to a false negative result [20,26,27,28]. Therefore, it is important to estimate the fetal DNA fraction accurately, making sure that it has passed the QC threshold to guarantee a sufficient amount of fetal DNA present in a testing sample and make it possible to arrive at a proper interpretation of the sequencing result. In addition, the fetal DNA fraction has been incorporated into bioinformatics diagnostic algorithms by a number of laboratories [7,23,24].



Monogenic diseases comprise a larger proportion of genetic diseases than chromosomal aneuploidies [15]. However, the cfDNA-based NIPT for single-gene diseases is much more challenging, because the cfDNA in maternal plasma is generally of minor population, hampering the reliable deduction of the maternal inherence of fetus at single-nucleotide resolution. Technologically, the development of relative haplotype dosage analysis (RHDO), which utilizes information regarding parental haplotypes flanking the variants of interest, has been demonstrated to greatly improve the accuracy of single-gene disorder detection [9,10,13]. More recently, researchers have illustrated that the use of linked-read sequencing technology allows for directly ascertaining parental haplotypes surrounding the genes of interest, making RHDO analysis a universal NIPT method for single-gene diseases [29]. This work has made an important step forward towards the real clinical utility regarding cfDNA-based single-gene disease testing. Such RHDO analysis took advantage of the fetal DNA fraction as a key parameter to determine the statistical thresholds, indicating if a particular maternal haplotype presumably inherited by the fetus exhibits a statistically significant over-presentation in maternal plasma of a pregnant woman [9,23].



In this review, we discuss a number of existing approaches for the determination of fetal DNA fraction, as well as their advantages and disadvantages (Table 1). The simplified principles for these approaches are diagrammatically depicted in Figure 1.




2. Current Approaches Developed to Estimate Fetal DNA Fraction


2.1. Y Chromosome-Based Approach


In the early works, genetic markers located on Y chromosome which are paternally inherited, such as gene SRY, DYS14 and ZFY, were used to indicate the fraction of fetal DNA molecules based on PCR assays [23,38,39]. For instance, the ratio of the concentration of the sequences from Y chromosome to that of an autosome was used for the determination of fetal DNA fraction. In the context of NIPT using massively parallel sequencing, the proportion of all sequence reads from Y chromosome can be translated to the fetal DNA fraction [3,22]. Although these methods are simple and accurate, they are only applicable to pregnancies carrying male fetuses.




2.2. Maternal Plasma DNA Sequencing Data with Parental Genotype-Based Approach


With the use of parental genotypes, fetal-specific alleles in maternal plasma can be readily identified from the sequence reads. Briefly, the fetal genotypes are obligately heterozygous at single-nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) loci, where both father and mother are homozygous but with different genotypes (e.g., A/A for paternal genotype and C/C for maternal genotype). Then the fetal DNA fraction can be quantified by calculating the ratio of fetal-specific alleles (A) to the total alleles in plasma DNA [7,9,30,40]. Even though this method is a direct and accurate way to assess the fetal DNA fraction and generally considered as a gold standard [9], the feasibility of this approach is sometimes hindered by the requirement of parental genotypes, because (1) only maternal blood samples would be collected and maternal plasma DNA are subject to sequence for NIPT in most clinical settings; and (2) it is not uncommon that the genotype of the biological father may not be available in practice [41].




2.3. High-Depth Sequencing Data of Maternal Plasma DNA-Based Approach


To obviate the requirement of parental genotype information, an approach called FetalQuant was developed to measure the fetal DNA fraction through the analysis of maternal plasma DNA sequencing data at high depth using targeted massively parallel sequencing [31]. In this method, a binomial mixture model was employed to fit the observed allelic counts with the use of the underlying four types of maternal-fetal genotype combinations (AAAA, AAAB, ABAA, ABAB, where the main text and subscript represent the maternal and fetal genotypes, respectively). In this model, the fetal fraction was determined through the maximum likelihood estimation. The predicted result of this method is very close to the one deduced by the parental genotypes-based approach (the correlation coefficient is not available). However, the limitation of this approach would be that the sequencing depth is required to be as high as ~120× by targeted sequencing to robustly determine the fetal alleles [31].




2.4. Shallow-Depth Maternal Plasma DNA Sequencing Data with Maternal Genotype-Based Approach


As an extended version of FetalQuant, FetalQuantSD [32] was recently developed based on shallow-depth sequencing data coupled with only maternal genotype information. The rationale of this approach is to take advantage of the fact that any alternative allele (non-maternal alleles) present at an SNP locus where the mother is homozygous would theoretically suggest a fetal-specific DNA allele. Briefly, the homozygous sites in a pregnant woman were identified by genotyping her blood cells using microarray technologies. Then, plasma DNA molecules with alleles different from the maternal homozygous sites (i.e., non-maternal alleles) were identified, which were specifically derived from the father in theory. Thus, the fractions of such non-maternal alleles were hypothesized to correlate with fetal DNA fractions under the assumption that the error rates stemmed from sequencing and genotyping platforms are relatively constant across different cases. Therefore, a linear regression model was first trained between the fraction of non-maternal alleles and actual fetal DNA fraction estimated by parental genotypes-based approach, and then the fetal DNA fractions were predicted with the use of the trained model in an independent validation dataset, exhibiting a very high accuracy (r = 0.9950, p < 0.0001, Pearson correlation) even using 1 million sequencing reads. However, the parameters in this model might be varied according to sequencing and genotyping platforms, because various platforms are characterized with different error properties, which may contribute to the measured non-maternal alleles. On the other hand, the extent of heterozygosity might be different in different ethnic groups, which could confound the accuracy of fetal DNA fraction prediction. The advantage of this model is that once the final well-trained model is achieved, it could be readily applied to any datasets, as long as they are generated from the same platform and population.




2.5. Shallow-Depth Maternal Plasma DNA Sequencing Data-Based Approach


Recently, a new approach, named SeqFF, has been developed, attempting to make it possible to directly estimate fetal DNA fraction from the routine data of NIPT without any additional effort. In this approach, using single-end random sequencing of the maternal plasma, read count within each 50 KB autosomal region was analyzed to fit a high-dimensional regression model [33]. The normalized read counts in 50 KB bins originating from chromosomes except chromosomes 13, 18, 21, X, and Y were used as predictor variables, and the model coefficients were determined by making use of elastic net (Enet) and reduced-rank regression model [33]. SeqFF showed a good correlation with Y chromosome-based method in two independent cohorts (r = 0.932 and 0.938, respectively, Pearson correlation) [33]. However, such high-dimensional model would require large-scale samples during training, and the performance appeared to be greatly deteriorated when the fetal DNA fraction is below 5%, possibly because the number of cases with fetal DNA fraction <5% was not sufficient to train the Enet model.




2.6. Fetal Methylation Marker-Based Approach


DNA methylation is a process by which a methyl group is added to cytosine nucleotides [42,43]. In mammalian somatic cells, the DNA methylation of cytosine in CpG dinucleotides is frequently methylated (~70% of the CpGs) [44]. Different organs have been suggested to show variable methylation profiles, which would allow us to identify the tissue of origin analyzing the regions with differential methylation states [17,45]. Indeed, researchers used the placenta-specific methylation markers to estimate the fetal DNA concentration [26,34]. For example, a methylation-sensitive restriction enzyme has been used to digest hypomethylated maternal-derived RASSF1A promoter sequences, while it left the methylated counterparts of the fetal-derived sequences unaffected, thus allowing the discrimination of the methylated fetal DNA molecules from the unmethylated maternal background for the calculation of fetal DNA fraction [34]. Similarly, based on five differentially methylated regions comparing placental tissue and maternal buffy coat mined by using methyl-cytosine immunoprecipitation and CpG island microarrays, Nygren et al. developed a fetal quantitative assay (FQA) permitting the calculation of fetal DNA fraction in a plasma sample [26]. In FQA, by measuring the copy number of total DNA (maternal and fetal) and fetal methylated DNA after methylation-sensitive restriction enzyme digestion, the assay achieved good agreement with Y chromosome-based quantification (r = 0.85, p < 0.001, Pearson correlation). However, the analytical process used for quantifying these epigenetic markers involves digestion with methylation-sensitive restriction enzymes, and thus its stability needs to be further verified in large-scale datasets generated from different research centers.



Furthermore, massively parallel bisulfite sequencing provides an alternative way to estimate the fetal DNA fraction according to the ratio of fetal-derived DNA molecules within differentially methylated regions [35]. Using such bisulfite sequencing, the placenta has been demonstrated to exhibit a different methylation profile compared with other tissues [17,35]. Therefore, a general approach, referred to as plasma DNA tissue mapping, for disentangling tissue contributors to cell-free DNA has been developed by leveraging the principle that different tissues within the body show different DNA methylation patterns. Using whole-genome bisulfite sequencing, the methylation profile of cell-free DNA across over 5800 DNA methylation markers was used to correlate the tissue-related methylation profiles, for the inference of the proportional contributions from different tissues in plasma [17]. Using this new approach, placenta contribution was verified by genotype-based approaches. However, this genome-wide bisulfite sequencing-based tissue mapping algorithm in the present version would be too expensive for routine NIPT.




2.7. Cell-Free DNA Size-Based Approach


Fetal-derived and maternal-derived DNA molecules in a plasma sample have been observed to exhibit different fragmentation patterns, namely, fetal DNA being generally shorter than maternal DNA [9,46]. Therefore, a higher fetal DNA fraction should be theoretically associated with an increased percentage of short DNA molecules. Using paired-end sequencing, Yu et al. developed a new method to estimate fetal DNA concentration based on the ratio between the count of fragments ranging from 100 to 150 bp and from 163 to 169 bp [36]. These size cutoffs gave their optimal performance among multiple size combinations. In the training dataset consisting of 36 samples, a linear regression model was established between the size ratio and fetal DNA concentration determined by the proportion of chromosome Y sequences (r = 0.827, p < 0.0001). Then using the derived model, the size ratio was translated to the fetal DNA fraction for each sample in the validation dataset. Intriguingly, the authors also proposed to calculate the size ratio using capillary electrophoresis of sequencing libraries directly, which is readily available before sequencing without additional costs.




2.8. Cell-Free DNA Nucleosome Track-Based Approach


Recently, the investigation of nucleosomal origin of plasma DNA has been increasingly recognized as an appealing direction, which has been discussed in a number of studies [9,36,37,47]. One important clue directing to such origin has been unravelled in two studies with the use of the high-resolution size profiling of maternal plasma DNA [9,36]. It has been reported that the size distribution of the total maternal plasma DNA is characterized by a 166 bp major peak with a series of small peaks occurring at 10 bp periodicities, suggesting that a predominant population of plasma DNA molecules have a size of 166 bp. In contrast, fetal DNA molecules were found to have a dominant population with 143 bp in size. It has been speculated that the 166 bp molecules would represent cfDNA containing the nucleosome core plus the linker [9]. However, the 143 bp molecules would suggest molecules subject to the trimming of linker DNA [9]. On the basis of this hypothetical model, Straver et al. pooled maternal plasma DNA from 298 cases to generate a hypothetical “nucleosome track” [37]. Interestingly, the frequency of reads starting within 73 bp upstream and downstream regions of the inferential center of nucleosome was found to be positively correlated with the fetal DNA fraction, however, giving a relatively lower correlation coefficient than other methods (r = 0.636, p = 1.61 × 10−18, Pearson correlation). Thus, further development of a “nucleosome track”-based approach is needed for the clinical requirement.





3. Conclusions


The past decade has witnessed a tremendous advance in the technologies and bioinformatics algorithms for the analysis of circulating cfDNA. With the availability of massively parallel sequencing, noninvasive prenatal testing has become increasingly popular and presented itself as an exemplar in translational medicine research. In NIPT, a rapid, simple, accurate and cost-effective way to estimate fetal DNA fraction is highly desired, typically for the endeavors to make NIPT for single-gene diseases clinically practical. In particular, the accuracy of the estimation of low fetal DNA fraction is essential for determining the QC states and interpreting the clinical outcomes. On the other hand, the fetal DNA fraction could be related to pregnancy outcome; for example, the low fetal DNA fraction may be associated with small or dysfunctional placentas [48], suggesting its potential diagnostic value. Therefore, a large-scale validation for the accuracy of low-fetal DNA fraction estimation would still be needed for some aforementioned approaches, for example, size-, count- and nucleosome profile-based methodologies. We may expect that further in-depth analyses for such properties regarding size and nucleosome profiles would shed new insights into the mechanisms of cell-free DNA generation. As reported in the latest ultra-deep plasma DNA study [49], it was revealed that a number of preferred DNA ends in maternal plasma carry information directing to their tissue of origin (fetal- or maternal-derived DNA). The ratio of the number of fetal-preferred ends to maternal-preferred ends is positively correlated with the fetal DNA fraction in maternal plasma [49]. This novel direction of cfDNA exploration regarding fragment ends has opened up new possibilities to study the complexity associated with non-randomness of plasma DNA ends, providing a new way to investigate the highly orchestrated cfDNA fragmentation patterns. More studies are needed to elucidate the relationship between the various factors as well as their interactions, for example, methylation [17], nucleosome footprints [47], and the underlying mechanisms governing the end-cutting patterns of plasma DNA. More studies in such new directions will lead to a better understanding toward the principles of fetal DNA generation, as well as the factors governing the fetal DNA fraction in different physiological and pathological conditions.







Acknowledgments


This work was supported by the Research Grants Council Theme-based Research Scheme of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region (T12-403/15N).




Conflicts of Interest


Peiyong Jiang is a consultant to Xcelom and Cirina. Peiyong Jiang has filed a number of cell-free DNA based patent applications.




References


	



Lo, Y.M.D.; Corbetta, N.; Chamberlain, P.F.; Rai, V.; Sargent, I.L.; Redman, C.W.; Wainscoat, J.S. Presence of fetal DNA in maternal plasma and serum. Lancet 1997, 350, 485–487. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Chiu, R.W.K.; Chan, K.C.A.; Gao, Y.; Lau, V.Y.; Zheng, W.; Leung, T.Y.; Foo, C.H.; Xie, B.; Tsui, N.B.; Lun, F.M.; et al. Noninvasive prenatal diagnosis of fetal chromosomal aneuploidy by massively parallel genomic sequencing of DNA in maternal plasma. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2008, 105, 20458–20463. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Chiu, R.W.K.; Akolekar, R.; Zheng, Y.W.; Leung, T.Y.; Sun, H.; Chan, K.C.A.; Lun, F.M.; Go, A.T.; Lau, E.T.; To, W.W.; et al. Non-invasive prenatal assessment of trisomy 21 by multiplexed maternal plasma DNA sequencing: Large scale validity study. BMJ 2011, 342, c7401. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



Ehrich, M.; Deciu, C.; Zwiefelhofer, T.; Tynan, J.A.; Cagasan, L.; Tim, R.; Lu, V.; McCullough, R.; McCarthy, E.; Nygren, A.O.; et al. Noninvasive detection of fetal trisomy 21 by sequencing of DNA in maternal blood: A study in a clinical setting. Am. J. Obstet. Gynecol. 2011, 204, 205.e201–205.e211. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Bianchi, D.W.; Platt, L.D.; Goldberg, J.D.; Abuhamad, A.Z.; Sehnert, A.J.; Rava, R.P. Genome-wide fetal aneuploidy detection by maternal plasma DNA sequencing. Obstet. Gynecol. 2012, 119, 890–901. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Palomaki, G.E.; Deciu, C.; Kloza, E.M.; Lambert-Messerlian, G.M.; Haddow, J.E.; Neveux, L.M.; Ehrich, M.; van den Boom, D.; Bombard, A.T.; Grody, W.W.; et al. DNA sequencing of maternal plasma reliably identifies trisomy 18 and trisomy 13 as well as down syndrome: An international collaborative study. Genet. Med. 2012, 14, 296–305. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Sparks, A.B.; Struble, C.A.; Wang, E.T.; Song, K.; Oliphant, A. Noninvasive prenatal detection and selective analysis of cell-free DNA obtained from maternal blood: Evaluation for trisomy 21 and trisomy 18. Am. J. Obstet. Gynecol. 2012, 206, 319.e1–319.e9. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Norton, M.E.; Wapner, R.J. Cell-free DNA analysis for noninvasive examination of trisomy. N. Engl. J. Med. 2015, 373, 2582. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	



Lo, Y.M.D.; Chan, K.C.A.; Sun, H.; Chen, E.Z.; Jiang, P.; Lun, F.M.; Zheng, Y.W.; Leung, T.Y.; Lau, T.K.; Cantor, C.R.; et al. Maternal plasma DNA sequencing reveals the genome-wide genetic and mutational profile of the fetus. Sci. Transl. Med. 2010, 2, 61ra91. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lam, K.W.; Jiang, P.; Liao, G.J.; Chan, K.C.A.; Leung, T.Y.; Chiu, R.W.K.; Lo, Y.M.D. Noninvasive prenatal diagnosis of monogenic diseases by targeted massively parallel sequencing of maternal plasma: Application to β-thalassemia. Clin. Chem. 2012, 58, 1467–1475. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Ma, D.; Ge, H.; Li, X.; Jiang, T.; Chen, F.; Zhang, Y.; Hu, P.; Chen, S.; Zhang, J.; Ji, X.; et al. Haplotype-based approach for noninvasive prenatal diagnosis of congenital adrenal hyperplasia by maternal plasma DNA sequencing. Gene 2014, 544, 252–258. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Meng, M.; Li, X.; Ge, H.; Chen, F.; Han, M.; Zhang, Y.; Kang, D.; Xie, W.; Gao, Z.; Pan, X.; et al. Noninvasive prenatal testing for autosomal recessive conditions by maternal plasma sequencing in a case of congenital deafness. Genet. Med. 2014, 16, 972–976. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



New, M.I.; Tong, Y.K.; Yuen, T.; Jiang, P.; Pina, C.; Chan, K.C.A.; Khattab, A.; Liao, G.J.; Yau, M.; Kim, S.M.; et al. Noninvasive prenatal diagnosis of congenital adrenal hyperplasia using cell-free fetal DNA in maternal plasma. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2014, 99, E1022–E1030. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Xu, Y.; Li, X.; Ge, H.J.; Xiao, B.; Zhang, Y.Y.; Ying, X.M.; Pan, X.Y.; Wang, L.; Xie, W.W.; Ni, L.; et al. Haplotype-based approach for noninvasive prenatal tests of duchenne muscular dystrophy using cell-free fetal DNA in maternal plasma. Genet. Med. 2015, 17, 889–896. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Yoo, S.K.; Lim, B.C.; Byeun, J.; Hwang, H.; Kim, K.J.; Hwang, Y.S.; Lee, J.; Park, J.S.; Lee, Y.S.; Namkung, J.; et al. Noninvasive prenatal diagnosis of duchenne muscular dystrophy: Comprehensive genetic diagnosis in carrier, proband, and fetus. Clin. Chem. 2015, 61, 829–837. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lui, Y.Y.; Chik, K.W.; Chiu, R.W.K.; Ho, C.Y.; Lam, C.W.; Lo, Y.M.D. Predominant hematopoietic origin of cell-free DNA in plasma and serum after sex-mismatched bone marrow transplantation. Clin. Chem. 2002, 48, 421–427. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	



Sun, K.; Jiang, P.; Chan, K.C.A.; Wong, J.; Cheng, Y.K.; Liang, R.H.; Chan, W.K.; Ma, E.S.; Chan, S.L.; Cheng, S.H.; et al. Plasma DNA tissue mapping by genome-wide methylation sequencing for noninvasive prenatal, cancer, and transplantation assessments. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2015, 112, E5503–E5512. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Stroun, M.; Lyautey, J.; Lederrey, C.; Olson-Sand, A.; Anker, P. About the possible origin and mechanism of circulating DNA apoptosis and active DNA release. Clin. Chim. Acta 2001, 313, 139–142. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Alberry, M.; Maddocks, D.; Jones, M.; Abdel Hadi, M.; Abdel-Fattah, S.; Avent, N.; Soothill, P.W. Free fetal DNA in maternal plasma in anembryonic pregnancies: Confirmation that the origin is the trophoblast. Prenat. Diagn. 2007, 27, 415–418. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Canick, J.A.; Palomaki, G.E.; Kloza, E.M.; Lambert-Messerlian, G.M.; Haddow, J.E. The impact of maternal plasma DNA fetal fraction on next generation sequencing tests for common fetal aneuploidies. Prenat. Diagn. 2013, 33, 667–674. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Benn, P.; Cuckle, H. Theoretical performance of non-invasive prenatal testing for chromosome imbalances using counting of cell-free DNA fragments in maternal plasma. Prenat. Diagn. 2014, 34, 778–783. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Hudecova, I.; Sahota, D.; Heung, M.M.; Jin, Y.; Lee, W.S.; Leung, T.Y.; Lo, Y.M.D.; Chiu, R.W.K. Maternal plasma fetal DNA fractions in pregnancies with low and high risks for fetal chromosomal aneuploidies. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e88484. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lun, F.M.; Chiu, R.W.K.; Chan, K.C.A.; Leung, T.Y.; Lau, T.K.; Lo, Y.M.D. Microfluidics digital PCR reveals a higher than expected fraction of fetal DNA in maternal plasma. Clin. Chem. 2008, 54, 1664–1672. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Chu, T.; Bunce, K.; Hogge, W.A.; Peters, D.G. Statistical model for whole genome sequencing and its application to minimally invasive diagnosis of fetal genetic disease. Bioinformatics 2009, 25, 1244–1250. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Tsui, N.B.; Kadir, R.A.; Chan, K.C.A.; Chi, C.; Mellars, G.; Tuddenham, E.G.; Leung, T.Y.; Lau, T.K.; Chiu, R.W.K.; Lo, Y.M.D. Noninvasive prenatal diagnosis of hemophilia by microfluidics digital PCR analysis of maternal plasma DNA. Blood 2011, 117, 3684–3691. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Nygren, A.O.; Dean, J.; Jensen, T.J.; Kruse, S.; Kwong, W.; van den Boom, D.; Ehrich, M. Quantification of fetal DNA by use of methylation-based DNA discrimination. Clin. Chem. 2010, 56, 1627–1635. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Palomaki, G.E.; Kloza, E.M.; Lambert-Messerlian, G.M.; Haddow, J.E.; Neveux, L.M.; Ehrich, M.; van den Boom, D.; Bombard, A.T.; Deciu, C.; Grody, W.W.; et al. DNA sequencing of maternal plasma to detect down syndrome: An international clinical validation study. Genet. Med. 2011, 13, 913–920. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Nicolaides, K.H.; Syngelaki, A.; Ashoor, G.; Birdir, C.; Touzet, G. Noninvasive prenatal testing for fetal trisomies in a routinely screened first-trimester population. Am. J. Obstet. Gynecol. 2012, 207, 374.e371–374.e376. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Hui, W.W.; Jiang, P.; Tong, Y.K.; Lee, W.S.; Cheng, Y.K.; New, M.I.; Kadir, R.A.; Chan, K.C.A.; Leung, T.Y.; Lo, Y.M.D.; et al. Universal haplotype-based noninvasive prenatal testing for single gene diseases. Clin. Chem. 2016. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Liao, G.J.; Lun, F.M.; Zheng, Y.W.; Chan, K.C.A.; Leung, T.Y.; Lau, T.K.; Chiu, R.W.K.; Lo, Y.M.D. Targeted massively parallel sequencing of maternal plasma DNA permits efficient and unbiased detection of fetal alleles. Clin. Chem. 2011, 57, 92–101. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Jiang, P.; Chan, K.C.A.; Liao, G.J.; Zheng, Y.W.; Leung, T.Y.; Chiu, R.W.K.; Lo, Y.M.D.; Sun, H. Fetalquant: Deducing fractional fetal DNA concentration from massively parallel sequencing of DNA in maternal plasma. Bioinformatics 2012, 28, 2883–2890. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Jiang, P.; Peng, X.; Su, X.; Sun, K.; Yu, S.C.Y.; Chu, W.I.; Leung, T.Y.; Sun, H.; Chiu, R.W.K.; Lo, Y.M.D.; et al. FetalQuantSD: Accurate quantification of fetal DNA fraction by shallow-depth sequencing of maternal plasma DNA. NPJ Genom. Med. 2016, 1, 16013. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kim, S.K.; Hannum, G.; Geis, J.; Tynan, J.; Hogg, G.; Zhao, C.; Jensen, T.J.; Mazloom, A.R.; Oeth, P.; Ehrich, M.; et al. Determination of fetal DNA fraction from the plasma of pregnant women using sequence read counts. Prenat. Diagn. 2015, 35, 810–815. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Chan, K.C.A.; Ding, C.; Gerovassili, A.; Yeung, S.W.; Chiu, R.W.K.; Leung, T.N.; Lau, T.K.; Chim, S.S.; Chung, G.T.; Nicolaides, K.H.; et al. Hypermethylated rassf1a in maternal plasma: A universal fetal DNA marker that improves the reliability of noninvasive prenatal diagnosis. Clin. Chem. 2006, 52, 2211–2218. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lun, F.M.; Chiu, R.W.K.; Sun, K.; Leung, T.Y.; Jiang, P.; Chan, K.C.A.; Sun, H.; Lo, Y.M.D. Noninvasive prenatal methylomic analysis by genomewide bisulfite sequencing of maternal plasma DNA. Clin. Chem. 2013, 59, 1583–1594. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Yu, S.C.; Chan, K.C.A.; Zheng, Y.W.; Jiang, P.; Liao, G.J.; Sun, H.; Akolekar, R.; Leung, T.Y.; Go, A.T.; van Vugt, J.M.; et al. Size-based molecular diagnostics using plasma DNA for noninvasive prenatal testing. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2014, 111, 8583–8588. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Straver, R.; Oudejans, C.B.; Sistermans, E.A.; Reinders, M.J. Calculating the fetal fraction for noninvasive prenatal testing based on genome-wide nucleosome profiles. Prenat. Diagn. 2016, 36, 614–621. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lo, Y.M.D.; Tein, M.S.; Lau, T.K.; Haines, C.J.; Leung, T.N.; Poon, P.M.; Wainscoat, J.S.; Johnson, P.J.; Chang, A.M.; Hjelm, N.M. Quantitative analysis of fetal DNA in maternal plasma and serum: Implications for noninvasive prenatal diagnosis. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 1998, 62, 768–775. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Zimmermann, B.; El-Sheikhah, A.; Nicolaides, K.; Holzgreve, W.; Hahn, S. Optimized real-time quantitative PCR measurement of male fetal DNA in maternal plasma. Clin. Chem. 2005, 51, 1598–1604. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Chu, T.; Bunce, K.; Hogge, W.A.; Peters, D.G. A novel approach toward the challenge of accurately quantifying fetal DNA in maternal plasma. Prenat. Diagn. 2010, 30, 1226–1229. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Bellis, M.A.; Hughes, K.; Hughes, S.; Ashton, J.R. Measuring paternal discrepancy and its public health consequences. J. Epidemiol. Community Health 2005, 59, 749–754. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Xie, S.; Wang, Z.; Okano, M.; Nogami, M.; Li, Y.; He, W.W.; Okumura, K.; Li, E. Cloning, expression and chromosome locations of the human DNMT3 gene family. Gene 1999, 236, 87–95. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bestor, T.H. The DNA methyltransferases of mammals. Hum. Mol. Genet. 2000, 9, 2395–2402. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Bird, A. DNA methylation patterns and epigenetic memory. Genes Dev. 2002, 16, 6–21. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Poon, L.L.; Leung, T.N.; Lau, T.K.; Chow, K.C.; Lo, Y.M.D. Differential DNA methylation between fetus and mother as a strategy for detecting fetal DNA in maternal plasma. Clin. Chem. 2002, 48, 35–41. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	



Chan, K.C.A.; Zhang, J.; Hui, A.B.; Wong, N.; Lau, T.K.; Leung, T.N.; Lo, K.W.; Huang, D.W.; Lo, Y.M.D. Size distributions of maternal and fetal DNA in maternal plasma. Clin. Chem. 2004, 50, 88–92. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Snyder, M.W.; Kircher, M.; Hill, A.J.; Daza, R.M.; Shendure, J. Cell-free DNA comprises an in vivo nucleosome footprint that informs its tissues-of-origin. Cell 2016, 164, 57–68. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Shepard, T.H.; FitzSimmons, J.M.; Fantel, A.G.; Pascoe-Mason, J. Placental weights of normal and aneuploid early human fetuses. Pediatr. Pathol. 1989, 9, 425–431. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Chan, K.C.A.; Jiang, P.; Sun, K.; Cheng, Y.K.; Tong, Y.K.; Cheng, S.H.; Wong, A.I.; Hudecova, I.; Leung, T.Y.; Chiu, R.W.K.; et al. Second generation noninvasive fetal genome analysis reveals de novo mutations, single-base parental inheritance, and preferred DNA ends. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2016, 113, E8159–E8168. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]








[image: Ijms 18 00453 g001 550] 





Figure 1. Schematic illustration of current approaches for the determination of fetal DNA fraction in maternal circulating cell-free DNA (cfDNA). (a) Y chromosomal (chr) sequence-based fetal DNA fraction estimate [3,22]; (b) Single-nucleotide polymorphism (SNP)-based approach. A direct way to estimate the fetal DNA fraction is to use the SNP loci, where both mother and father are homozygous but with different alleles. The resulting fetal genotype is obligately heterozygous. In maternal plasma, the fetal DNA fraction can be directly deduced by calculating the proportion of fetal specific alleles [9,30]. Based on this concept, two extended versions of SNP-based methods for fetal DNA fraction estimate have been developed, namely FetalQuant and FetalQuantSD, which can be used without the need of both paternal and maternal genotype information [31,32]; (c) cfDNA count-based approach. Read densities across the genome-wide 50 KB windows are fitted into a neural network model to predict the fetal DNA fraction [33]; (d) Differential methylation-based approaches [17,26,34,35]; (e) cfDNA size-based approach. The proportion of short cfDNA molecules is correlated with fetal DNA fraction [36]; (f) Nucleosome track-based approach. Cell-free DNA distribution at the nucleosomal core and linker regions is correlated with fetal DNA fraction [37]. 
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Table 1. The summary of current approaches for estimating fetal DNA fraction.
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Approaches

	
Advantages

	
Limitations






	
Y Chromosome [3,22]

	
Simple and accurate

	
NOT applicable for pregnancies with female fetuses




	
Maternal plasma DNA sequencing data with parental genotypes [9,30]

	
Direct and accurate

	
Paternal DNA may not be available




	
Targeted sequencing of maternal plasma DNA (FetalQuant) [31]

	
Sequencing maternal plasma DNA only; accurate

	
High sequencing depth is required




	
Shallow-depth sequencing of maternal plasma DNA coupled with maternal genotypes (FetalQuantSD) [32]

	
Shallow-depth sequencing of maternal plasma DNA; accurate

	
Maternal genotype requirement will add additional costs; the recalibration curve is required to be rebuilt for different sequencing and genotyping platforms




	
Shallow-depth maternal plasma DNA sequencing data (SeqFF) [33]

	
Only shallow-depth sequencing of maternal plasma DNA; single-end sequencing; easy to be integrated into the routine noninvasive prenatal testing (NIPT)

	
Large-scale samples are needed to train the neutral network; need to improve the accuracy when the fetal DNA fraction is below 5%




	
Differantial methylation [17,26,34,35]

	
Accurate

	
Either bisulfite conversion or digestion with methylation-sensitive restriction enzymes may affect the accuracy; genome-wide bisulfite sequencing is too expensive and prohibitive for the routine NIPT




	
cfDNA fragment size [36]

	
Only shallow-depth sequencing of maternal plasma DNA; easy to be integrated into the routine NIPT

	
Moderate accuracy; paired-end sequencing would increase the costs




	
Nucleosome track [37]

	
Only shallow-depth sequencing of maternal plasma DNA

	
Lower accuracy; high-depth sequencing data is required during the training step
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nav.xhtml


  ijms-18-00453


  
    		
      ijms-18-00453
    


  




  





media/file1.png
Maternal
plasma

N

Approaches for fetal DNA
fraction determmation

A

e

/ a_ Y chromosome-based

~

Fetal DNA
fraction

—

chrY%

- /

ﬂ cfDNA count-based (seqFF)\

g8 -
§§ L W—ﬁ 1 T—

Dwviding genome info 50kb bis

s
Neural network model
‘7 T
Read | <0 . Fetal DNA
densities e fraction
& -
Input Hidden Ouiput
byer layer  hayer

ﬂ)_ SNP-based

Matemal

=~

Patemal

B

Parental
genotypes IAIAI

Fetal
genotype

23'B

Fetal DNA fraction =

> 4+3B

Extended versions:
1. High-depth targeted sequencing (FetalQuant),

2. Shallow-depth sequencing, coupled with

@mﬂ genotypes (FetalQuant®). /

ﬂ_ Methylation-based

1. Differentially methylated markers

117
TTJT

ﬁ'"%; a2
F
o ﬁf}rﬁr
24

SM
SMizu

Matemal
cells

Placental
cells

plasma

Fetal DNA fraction =

? M: methyhted
7 U: unmethylated

Q’]mma DNA tissue mapping

=

/

L)
:
:
1

g 166 . Fetal specific
;5., -— Shared
5
g
o
f-l’-c‘| . >
Skze (bp)
=z
53 /
= °
3& |
[
& % of short DNA /

/ f. Nucleosome track-based \

Nuckosomes \N\

Fetal DNA
fraction






media/file0.jpg





