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Abstract
Transposable elements (TEs) are genetic elements that have evolved as crucial regulators of human development and can-
cer, functioning as both genes and regulatory elements. When TEs become dysregulated in cancer cells, they can serve as 
alternate promoters to activate oncogenes, a process known as onco-exaptation. This study aimed to explore the expression 
and epigenetic regulation of onco-exaptation events in early human developmental tissues. We discovered co-expression 
of some TEs and oncogenes in human embryonic stem cells and first trimester and term placental tissues. Previous studies 
identified onco-exaptation events in various cancer types, including an AluJb SINE element–LIN28B interaction in lung 
cancer cells, and showed that the TE-derived LIN28B transcript is associated with poor patient prognosis in hepatocellular 
carcinoma. This study further characterized the AluJb–LIN28B transcript and confirmed that its expression is restricted to 
the placenta. Targeted DNA methylation analysis revealed differential methylation of the two LIN28B promoters between 
placenta and healthy somatic tissues, indicating that some TE–oncogene interactions are not cancer-specific but arise from 
the epigenetic reactivation of developmental TE-derived regulatory events. In conclusion, our findings provide evidence that 
some TE–oncogene interactions are not limited to cancer and may originate from the epigenetic reactivation of TE-derived 
regulatory events that are involved in early development. These insights broaden our understanding of the role of TEs in 
gene regulation and suggest the potential importance of targeting TEs in cancer therapy beyond their conventional use as 
cancer-specific markers.
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Introduction

Transposable elements (TEs) are a class of repetitive DNA 
sequences that have the ability to move or replicate within 
the genome (Bourque et  al. 2018). Initially, TEs were 
considered “junk DNA” with no functional role in gene 
expression or regulation. However, studies have revealed 
that TEs are involved in regulating gene expression during 
development and disease, including cancer (Faulkner et al. 
2009; Burns 2017; Gerdes et al. 2016). In cancer, dysregu-
lated TEs can function as alternate promoters to activate 
oncogenes, driving the process of onco-exaptation, which 
is a common mechanism for oncogene activation in many 
cancer types (Babaian et al. 2016; Jang et al. 2019). Identi-
fying these TE-derived regulatory events is revealing new 
mechanisms of oncogenesis and has led to the exploration of 
TEs as potential therapeutic targets. However, much of the 
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research on TEs and cancer has focused on the identification 
of cancer-specific TEs, and the potential involvement of TEs 
in early development and normal physiology remains poorly 
understood. In this study, we sought to explore the expres-
sion and epigenetic regulation of onco-exaptation events in 
early developmental tissues to broaden our understanding of 
the role of TEs in healthy human development and cancer.

TEs have significantly contributed to rapidly evolving 
gene regulatory networks during mammalian evolution (Fes-
chotte 2008; Senft and Macfarlan 2021). This is likely due 
to the existence of regulatory motifs within TEs, which may 
have facilitated the co-option of these regions into host gene 
regulatory networks (Kunarso et al. 2010). Recruitment of 
TE sequences to function as bona fide genes and regulatory 
elements has been termed ‘exaptation’ (Cornelis et al. 2015). 
Genes and regulatory elements that contain transposable 
element sequences can also be referred to as transposable 
element-derived and transposable element-regulated genes 
(Lynch-Sutherland et al. 2020). TEs can function as regula-
tors of nearby genes (in cis) and can also influence expres-
sion of distant genes (in trans). There are now documented 
examples of TEs that function as protein-coding genes, long 
non-coding (lnc) RNAs, promoters, enhancers, insulators 
and boundary elements for topologically associated domains 
(Kelley and Rinn 2012; Chuong et al. 2017; Hadjiargyrou 
and Delihas 2013; Wang et al. 2014; Zhang et al. 2019).

Some of the first exaptation events were identified in the 
placenta (Cornelis et al. 2015). Perhaps the earliest exam-
ple of TE-exaptation in the placenta was the discovery that 
envelope proteins (syncytins) function to enable the essen-
tial fusion of trophoblast cells during placentation (Cornelis 
et al. 2015; Roberts et al. 2021). TEs have also been impli-
cated in driving tissue specific expression of lncRNAs in 
the placenta. Specifically, L1PA2, LINE-1 elements appear 
to function as placental-specific promoters for lncRNAs 
(Chishima et al. 2018). The placenta is known to have lower 
levels of DNA methylation than adult somatic tissues, which 
has likely enabled by the unique methylation landscape of 
the placenta and may have facilitated the recruitment of 
somatically silenced TEs (Ng et al. 2010; Reiss et al. 2007). 
Chuong et al. investigated placental-specific enhancers in 
rat and mouse trophoblasts (placental epithelial cells) and 
found that these elements were highly enriched for endog-
enous retroviral (ERV) sequences, and that retroviral recruit-
ment was enriched in tissue types with lower levels of DNA 
methylation (Chuong et al. 2013). Further work has demon-
strated that ERV-derived enhancer elements are mediated 
by GATA 2/3 and MSX2 in trophoblast cells and have a 
role in both repression and activation of trophoblast gene 
regulatory networks (Branco et al. 2022; Du et al. 2023). 
Altogether, this suggests that lower levels of DNA methyla-
tion at some TE loci may have facilitated the recruitment 
of normally silenced TEs, thus enabling the evolution and 

diversification of new regulatory networks in the placenta. 
Furthermore, many TEs are dynamically regulated through-
out early human development and functional TEs tend to be 
highly cell and stage specifically expressed.

Cancer cells share unique functional characteristics 
with tissues of early human development (hESCs and the 
placenta). Replicative immortality, increased proliferative 
capacity and a distinct metabolism are fundamental stem cell 
traits that can also be observed in cancer (Afify and Seno 
2019; Martello and Smith 2014; Menendez and Alarco´n 
2014). Studies have investigated the differentiation status 
of tumours in relation to invasion and metastasis with fasci-
nating results. It is apparent that expression of differentia-
tion markers declines as a cancer progresses and stem cell 
markers become more predominant (Liu et al. 2013; Nguyen 
et al. 2012; Yamada et al. 2014). Intriguingly, some cancers 
have been shown to express not just early developmental 
genes derived from the embryo but also those that are exclu-
sive to the extra-embryonic lineage (which gives rise to the 
placenta). This is notable, because the placenta possesses 
unique functional properties that are exclusive to placenta-
tion and are not seen in any other healthy somatic tissues. 
These stem from its essential roles in both the nourishment 
and immunological disguise of the fetus during pregnancy. 
The human placenta shares striking similarities with can-
cer cells (Ferretti et al. 2007; Novakovic and Saffery 2013). 
During the first trimester of pregnancy, the trophoblast cells 
of the placenta invade into the uterine wall to seek out a 
blood supply for the developing fetus. Similarly, cancer cells 
also invade into the surrounding tissue to seek out a bloody 
supply and sustain growth (Davies et al. 2016; Gude et al. 
2004). Moreover, both tissues exhibit manipulation of the 
host immune system to prevent recognition and immuno-
logical rejection. Fascinatingly, there is evidence to suggest 
that species that have evolved to allow extensive invasion of 
the placenta show a higher incidence of epithelial cancers 
(Bronchud 2018). Currently, it remains unknown to what 
extent the molecular basis of these functional properties 
is shared between the placenta and cancer; however, some 
cancers show enriched expression of placental genes. The 
mechanism by which placental genes become reactivated 
in cancer is currently unknown, although it seems feasible 
that dedifferentiation of tumour cells may play a key role 
in facilitating this, through enabling increased phenotypic 
plasticity.

Recent literature has revealed a role for TEs in pro-
moting expression of oncogenes in human cancers, a pro-
cess termed onco-exaptation (Babaian and Mager 2016). 
Onco-exaptation involves the epigenetic reactivation of 
TE-derived promoters or enhancers to drive expression of 
oncogenes, thus promoting oncogenesis. Importantly, the 
somatically silenced status of regulatory TEs has led to the 
proposal that these TE–oncogene regulatory relationships 
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are novel to cancer (Babaian et al. 2016). This was based 
on investigation of the corresponding somatic tissue to the 
tumour, where the TE-derived promoter was methylated. 
However, cancers cells can reacquire an epigenetic land-
scape that is reminiscent of early human developmental 
tissues (embryonic stem cells and the placenta), and sub-
sequently reactivate early developmental genes (Liu et al. 
2013; Rousseaux et al. 2013; Smith et al. 2017; Wang et al. 
2013). To this end, the fundamental regulators of pluri-
potency are all potent oncogenes, suggesting that cancers 
can repurpose developmental genes to drive malignancy 
(Patra 2020; Tatetsu et al. 2016; Wang et al. 2013). Based 
on this idea, we proposed that some early developmental 
TE-derived genes may become reactivated in cancer, and 
therefore, some onco-exaptation events may not be novel 
to cancer. We, therefore, hypothesised that some onco-
exaptation events occur because of epigenetic reactiva-
tion of TE–gene regulatory relationships that exist in early 
human developmental tissues and that these may enable 
cancers to recapitulate some of the properties of early 
developmental tissues (Lynch-Sutherland et al. 2020).

LIN-28 Homolog B (LIN28B) is a well-characterised pro-
tein-coding gene that plays a critical role in early develop-
ment, particularly in the placenta (Ali et al. 2020b; Lozoya 
et al. 2014). Both LIN28A and LIN28B are expressed during 
embryogenesis but are silenced in most healthy somatic tis-
sues. LIN28B is an important regulator of placental growth 
and development and is highly expressed in the human pla-
cental tissues, with a 1300-fold upregulation of LIN28B 
mRNA in comparison with LIN28A in term placental sam-
ples reported (Ali et al. 2020a). Other work has shown 
upregulation of LIN28B in invasive extravillous trophoblasts 
from first trimester placental samples in comparison with the 
non-invasive villous trophoblasts (Canfield et al. 2019). Both 
genes are also expressed in various cancers and are well-
described oncogenes (Wang et al. 2015; Zhang et al. 2015; 
Zhou et al. 2013). Work in mouse models suggests that acti-
vation of LIN28B alone is sufficient to initiate tumour forma-
tion (Nguyen et al. 2014). Guo et al. identified a transcript 
of LIN28B that they described as tumour specific, and their 
work also demonstrated a crucial role for this transcript in 
promoting tumour progression of hepatocellular carcinoma 
(Guo et al. 2018). Further work by Jang et al. discovered 
that this alternate transcript is promoted within an AluJB 
SINE element (a type of TE). This work also demonstrated 
a dominant role for the AluJB SINE element in promoting 
expression of LIN28B in numerous different cancer types. 
Moreover, they were able to show that deletion of the AluJB 
element obliterated expression of LIN28B in a lung cancer 
cell line, and that DNA methylation was a crucial mediator 
of promotor activity (Jang et al. 2019). Both studies report 
high methylation and no expression of LIN28B in the cor-
responding somatic tissue (Guo et al. 2018; Jang et al. 2019).

Our study profiles onco-exaptation events in both 
hESCs and placental tissues to evaluate whether they have 
developmental origins. We discovered that a number of 
the TE–oncogene interactions identified by Jang et al. are 
expressed in either embryonic stem cells or the placenta. 
Notably, we also report that the previously described 
tumour-specific, TE-derived transcript of LIN28B is 
expressed in human placental tissues and is, therefore, not 
tumour specific. Our work shows expression of the AluJB 
SINE element in RNA-Sequencing (RNA-Seq) data gen-
erated from placental tissues (samples from both first tri-
mester and term) and an absence of expression in a cohort 
of eight healthy adult somatic tissues (brain, heart, kidney, 
lung, liver, ovary, testis and melanocyte). The RNA-Seq 
analysis was validated by reverse-transcriptase, quantitative 
polymerase chain reaction (RT-qPCR) to further confirm 
expression of the TE-transcript in the placenta. Furthermore, 
targeted deep bisulfite sequencing of both promotor regions 
of LIN28B revealed lower levels of DNA methylation of the 
SINE promotor in comparison with the canonical promotor 
in the placenta, while the reverse pattern was observed in 
the healthy somatic tissues surveyed. Overall, our data sup-
ports that the TE-transcript of LIN28B is not cancer-specific 
as it is also expressed in the human placenta. This work in 
combination with the previous studies on the TE-transcript 
of LIN28B demonstrates the potential for reactivation of 
placental TE-derived transcripts in cancer. These findings 
hold potential to be leveraged for the development of new 
therapeutic strategies.

Results

RNA‑Seq analysis of previously identified 
onco‑exaptation candidates in developmental 
tissues

Prior work by Jang et al. identified onco-exaptation by utilis-
ing 15 different cancer types from The Cancer Genome Atlas 
(TCGA) and developing a pipeline to identify TE-derived 
oncogene transcripts that were highly tumour enriched. 
They started with a list of 702 oncogenes and analysed 
7769 tumour samples and 625 tumour matched normal 
samples. Their analysis identified a total of 625 TE–onco-
gene chimeric transcripts, and from these, 129 high-confi-
dence tumour enriched onco-exaptation events were called. 
Intriguingly, at least one onco-exaptation event was identi-
fied in 49.7% of tumours, and the same TE–oncogene inter-
action arose on average 51 times and often ranged across 
multiple cancer types. The top ten most prevalent onco-
exaptation events were characterised, further revealing that 
the TE-derived promoter was driving the majority of total 
oncogene expression, in some cases over 90%. Additional 
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analysis showed that over half of these onco-exaptation 
events were associated with worse patient prognosis in at 
least one cancer type (Jang et al. 2019).

Here, the expression of onco-exaptation candidates iden-
tified by Jang et al. was investigated using both newly gener-
ated RNA-Seq data from 15 first trimester placental lysates 
and 1 hESC line, and publicly available RNA-Seq data sets 
from 16 healthy term placental lysates and a further 7 hESC 
lines. First, a gene transfer format (GTF) file containing 
annotations for the TEs from onco-exaptation events identi-
fied by Jang et al. was created. Expression of the TEs in early 
developmental RNA-Seq data sets was then quantified using 
FeatureCounts (Liao et al. 2014). The data was analysed 
to identify TEs that showed enriched expression in either 
hESCs or placental tissue lysates (first trimester and term) in 
comparison with the eight healthy somatic tissues for which 
RNA-Seq data was available.

This analysis revealed that 75 onco-exaptation TEs 
showed placental-enriched expression. Placental-enriched 
TEs were defined as those that had an average expression 
of over 25 (raw count) in all placental samples and a fold 
change of more than two in placenta when compared to the 
average expression across the eight healthy somatic tissues 
analysed. Of the 129 TE–oncogene interactions identified as 
being tumour enriched by the Jang et al. analysis, 16 of these 

TEs showed placental-enriched expression and demonstrated 
co-expression of the corresponding oncogene in placenta. 
Expression of these candidates is listed in Supplementary 
Table 1. Expression of both the TE and corresponding onco-
gene in placenta and somatic tissues plotted for six onco-
exaptation candidates in Fig. 1.

Both the TE and the oncogene show placental-enriched 
expression for all onco-exaptation events plotted, suggest-
ing that the TE–oncogene regulatory relationships may have 
function in the placenta. To further investigate whether 
the level of TE expression corresponded with the level of 
expression of the corresponding oncogene in placenta, the 
TE and oncogene expression were plotted in both first tri-
mester and term placental tissues. Expression of the TE and 
oncogene show a consistent trend across placental gestation 
for most genes. Specifically, when the TE is up- or down-
regulated across gestation the gene appears to show the same 
trend (Fig. 2).

Expression of onco-exaptation TEs was also investi-
gated in the RNA-Seq data sets from hESCs. This analy-
sis revealed that 35 TEs showed hESC enriched expression 
(raw count above 25 and fold change of more than 2 when 
compared to somatic). Of these, nine were among the 129 
identified by Jang et al.as being tumour enriched. Expres-
sion of all candidates is provided in Supplementary Table 2. 

Fig. 1   Expression of six onco-exaptation candidates in placental and somatic tissue. TE expression is plotted on the left Y axis and gene expres-
sion is plotted on the right axis. Placenta n = 30, somatic n = 8 (brain, heart, kidney, liver, lung, ovary, testis and melanocyte)
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Expression of both the TE and corresponding oncogene 
in placenta and somatic tissue are plotted for six tumour 
enriched, hESC onco-exaptation candidates (Fig. 3). Both 
the TE and the oncogene show hESC enriched expression 
for CDC28 Protein Kinase Regulatory Subunit 1B (CKS1B), 
Spalt-Like Transcription Factor 4 (SALL4) and Rho-Asso-
ciated Coiled-Coil Containing Protein Kinase 1 (ROCK1), 
suggesting that the TE–oncogene regulatory relationship 
may have a hESC origin. The P21 Activated Kinase 1 
(PAK1), Cyclin Dependent Kinase Inhibitor 3 (CDKN3) and 
MMS22-Like DNA-Repair Protein (MMS22L) genes are all 
expressed in somatic tissues but the TE expression is biased 
towards hESC, indicating that the TE may function to drive 
expression of the corresponding genes in a hESC-enriched 
manner (Fig. 3).

RNA‑Seq analysis of the ‘tumour‑specific’ TE‑derived 
transcript of LIN28B in placenta and somatic tissues

The LIN28B-TE-transcript was identified in the first instance 
by the onco-exaptation analysis. As this gene is widely stud-
ies and has established roles in both placental development 
and malignancy it was included in subsequent analysis. Sub-
sequent analysis utilising the TE analysis pipeline, RepEx-
press (Stockwell et al. 2021) also identified this TE as one of 
the mostly highly expressed TEs in the placenta. Expression 

of the gene also quantified using a standard RNA-Seq pipe-
line (Fig. 4).

The TE that functions as an alternate promotor for 
LIN28B was quantified for expression using Feature-
Counts. Expression was detected in all placental tis-
sue samples (first Trimester and Term) and the tropho-
blast stem cell line but not in any of the eight healthy 
somatic tissues analysed. As shown in Fig. 4, LIN28B was 
expressed in both first trimester and term placental tissue 
samples, the trophoblast stem cell line but had low expres-
sion in the healthy somatic tissue samples. This is the 
first report of expression of the TE-transcript in a healthy 
human tissue sample and highlights the importance of 
exploring early developmental tissues before concluding 
that a transcript is tumour-specific.

RT‑qPCR validation of expression 
of the ‘tumour‑specific’ TE‑derived transcript 
of LIN28B

The limitations of RNA-Seq in the analysis of repeti-
tive TE sequences are significant, due to the difficulty of 
aligning short reads derived from repetitive TEs to a refer-
ence genome accurately (Lanciano and Cristofari 2020). 
Therefore, to confirm expression of the ‘tumour-specific’ 

Fig. 2   Expression of onco-exaptation candidates in first trimester and term placental tissue. TE expression is plotted on the left Y axis and gene 
expression is plotted on the right axis. First trimester placenta n = 14, term placenta n = 16
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Fig. 3   Expression of onco-exaptation candidates in hESC and somatic tissues. TE expression is plotted on the left Y axis and gene expression is 
plotted on the right axis. hESC n = 8, somatic n = 8 (brain, heart, kidney, liver, lung, ovary, testis and melanocyte)

Fig. 4   RNA-Seq expression 
quantification of LIN28B. 
A LIN28B locus with the 
AluSINE elements, amplicons 
for methylation analysis and 
rt-qPCR primers annotated. B 
Expression of the AluJbSINE/
TE element that functions 
as an alternate promotor for 
LIN28B. Placenta First (First 
Trimester) n = 14, Placenta 
Term n = 8, TSC (trophoblast 
stem cell) n = 9, Somatic n = 8 
(brain, heart, kidney, liver, lung, 
ovary, testis and melanocyte). 
****P value < 0.0001(T test) 
B. Expression of LIN28B gene 
quantified by Stringtie. Placenta 
First Trimester n = 14, Placenta 
Term n = 8, Somatic n = 8 
(brain, heart, kidney, liver, lung, 
ovary, testis and melanocyte). 
****P value < 0.0001, ***P 
value 0.0001–0.001 (2 way 
ANOVA)
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TE-derived transcript in placenta it is necessary to validate 
the expression of some candidate developmental-enriched 
TE-derived genes using reverse-transcriptase quantitative 
PCR (RT-qPCR). Primers to detect expression of the TE-
derived transcript were used, these were designed by Guo 
et al. to study the TE-derived transcript of LIN28B that 
encodes a longer protein isoform with additional N-ter-
minal amino acids (Guo et al. 2018).

In both RT-qPCR and RNA-Seq analyses, expression of 
LIN28B was significantly upregulated in first trimester pla-
cental tissues compared to healthy somatic tissues (where 
no expression was observed) (Fig. 5).

Targeted‑deep bisulfite‑sequencing 
of both the canonical and TE promotor of LIN28B

The gene expression analysis revealed that the “tumour-
specific” TE-derived transcript of LIN28B is expressed in 
the placenta (in both first and third trimester placental tis-
sues). DNA methylation is one of the most widely studied 
epigenetic mechanisms and plays a critical role in transcrip-
tional regulation (Smith and Meissner 2013; Suzuki and Bird 
2008). Importantly, DNA methylation at the promoter region 
of genes is strongly associated with transcriptional silencing 
(Lande-Diner et al. 2007). Furthermore, DNA methylation 
is largely considered to be involved in the long-term, stable 
silencing of gene expression (Siegfried and Simon 2010). 
DNA methylation has also been implicated in the repression 
of TE sequences (Jansz 2019). To this end, the majority of 

TEs are documented as being methylated in healthy somatic 
tissues (Friedli and Trono 2015; Hollister and Gaut 2009; 
Macaulay et al. 2017). However, loss of DNA methylation 
at TE sequences is a phenomenon that is well-characterised 
in both early developmental tissues and cancers (Altun et al. 
2010; Ehrlich 2002; Novakovic and Saffery 2013; Schroeder 
et al. 2013). Previous studies have revealed that the SINE-
derived alternate promotor for LIN28B is highly methyl-
ated in somatic tissues but is unmethylated in lung cancer 
cell lines (Jang et al. 2019), indicating that DNA methyla-
tion may be a mechanism for regulating expression of this 
transcript.

Here, CpG methylation of regions within both the TE-
derived and canonical promoter of LIN28B was surveyed 
by targeted-deep bisulfite-sequencing (TDBS). Primers were 
designed to amplify a 228 bp region within the canonical 
TSS of LIN28B, this region contained six CpG sites. Addi-
tional primers were designed to target a 135 bp region within 
the SINE element-derived TSS to interrogate the methyla-
tion status of the 11 CpG sites within this amplicon. TDBS 
was carried out to determine whether the two promoters 
were differentially methylated between placental tissues and 
somatic tissues (blood and melanocyte).

TDBS on the two promoters for LIN28B revealed interest-
ing results. The canonical promoter shows low mean pro-
moter methylation levels in both healthy somatic tissue. In 
the placenta, the amplicon within the canonical promoter 
shows higher levels of methylation in most samples. There 
is a significant difference in mean promoter methylation of 
the somatic tissues (blood and melanocyte (p value = 0.047)) 
when compared to the placenta (Fig. 6A). There are low 
levels of variation in methylation between the six CpG sites 
surveyed within the canonical LIN28B promoter (Fig. 6B). 
Strikingly, the TE-derived promoter shows the inverse meth-
ylation pattern to the canonical. The mean promoter meth-
ylation for the TE amplicon is methylated at lower levels in 
placenta, and shows significantly higher methylation in both 
healthy somatic tissues (Fig. 6C). This result is interesting 
given that expression from both promoters occurs in the pla-
centa. Importantly, the methylated status of the TE-derived 
promoter in somatic tissues confirms results from previous 
studies. Again, the methylation of all 11 CpG sites across the 
TE-derived promoter amplicon show a similar methylation 
pattern, although CpG ten gave no results for all samples 
surveyed (Fig. 6D).

Discussion

Our analysis of onco-exaptation candidates in RNA-Seq 
data sets from early human developmental tissues provides 
convincing evidence to support reactivation of developmen-
tal TEs in cancer. Although there was not a clear majority 

Fig. 5   Quantification of expression of the TE-derived LIN28B tran-
script by RT-qPCR and RNA-Sequencing. A Expression of the TE-
derived LIN28B transcript in first trimester placental tissues and 
somatic tissues quantified by RNA-Seq (placenta n = 14 (first trimes-
ter), somatic n = 9). B Expression of the TE-derived LIN28B tran-
script in first trimester placental tissue samples and somatic tissues 
as quantified by RT-qPCR. (placenta n = 7, somatic n = 3) ****P 
value < 0.0001, *P value 0.01–0.05 (Mann–Whitney test)
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of placental or hESC derived events, 26% tumour enriched 
events were expressed in either placental tissues or hESC 
data sets. This is further supported by the significant overlap 
between early developmental genes and oncogenes, suggest-
ing that cancer cells can repurpose developmental pathways 
towards malignancy. Moreover, our results show for the first 
time that the tumour-specific, TE transcript of LIN28B is 
a placental transcript that becomes reactivated in tumours. 
LIN28B is a widely studied gene that has important roles 
in placental development and has also been shown to have 
a crucial role in driving malignancy. Our discovery that 
the TE transcript is expressed in the healthy human pla-
centa, highlights the need for thorough investigation of a 
full complement of cell types, tissues and developmental 
stages before a transcript can be deemed tumour-specific. 
Moreover, it provides evidence for reactivation of devel-
opmental transcripts in tumours and the potential for these 
to drive malignant processes. However, the RNA-Seq data 
sets utilised for the onco-exaptation analyses were limited. 
The placental data sets were generated from tissue lysates 
and, therefore, do not necessarily represent all of the unique 

cell types of the placenta. The placenta is a heterogeneous 
tissue and the cell-type compositions differ between first 
trimester and term tissue lysates; therefore, it is likely that 
some information is lost when analysing tissue lysates rather 
than specific cell types. Furthermore, only hESC cell lines 
were analysed and the state of these cell lines was not well-
characterised. Future work would benefit from assessing 
a greater range of hESC cell types and stages particularly 
by analysing them as they progress from a primed to pluri-
potent state. Although promising, it is possible that more 
developmentally expressed onco-exaptation events would 
be uncovered by analysing single-cell RNA-Seq data sets 
along with a greater range of developmental stages. Overall, 
this highlights the need for caution before concluding that 
transcripts are tissue-specific, particularly when concluding 
specificity to tumours.

Our results demonstrate the co-expression of TEs and 
oncogenes in a developmental-enriched manner and thus 
support the concept that some onco-exaptation events may 
not just arise spontaneously in cancer. Rather, they may 
occur as a result of dedifferentiation-associated epigenetic 

Fig. 6   DNA methylation 
analysis results for LIN28B. A 
Mean CpG methylation for the 
canonical promoter of LIN28B 
(*P value = 0.0470—Kruskal–
Wallis test) B Methylation of 
each CpG within the canonical 
LIN28B promoter amplicon. 
C. Mean CpG methylation for 
the TE-derived promoter of 
LIN28B (*P value = 0.0128—
Kruskal–Wallis test). D. 
Methylation of each CpG within 
the TE-derived promoter of 
LIN28B. (Error bars represent 
SD, minimum read depth of 80). 
Placenta first trimester n = 14, 
somatic n = 2
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changes occurring in tumours, resulting in the reactivation 
of developmental TE–gene regulatory relationships. Fur-
thermore, it is unknown whether dedifferentiation would 
facilitate the activation of placental transcripts in cancer. 
Dedifferentiation—the acquisition of an early developmen-
tal state—is a hallmark of cancer; however, the underlying 
mechanisms remain elusive. Some cancers reacquire an epi-
genetic landscape that is reflective of early development, 
which corresponds with increased phenotypic plasticity 
and facilitates the activation of early developmental genes. 
To this end, the fundamental regulators of pluripotency are 
all potent oncogenes, suggesting that cancers can repur-
pose developmental genes to drive malignancy. This idea 
is supported not only by the data presented here, but also 
by the extensive overlap between well-known oncogenes 
and early developmental genes, and the known role of TEs 
in regulating developmental genes in embryonic stem cells 
and the placenta (Sundaram and Wysocka 2020). Although 
referred to collectively here as early developmental tissues 
it is important to acknowledge the fundamental differences 
between embryonic stem cells and the placenta. It is known 
that cancer cells can acquire stem cell-like properties and 
reactivate genes associated with pluripotency. However, the 
mechanism for reactivation of placental genes in cancer is 
yet to be elucidated and could, therefore, be entirely distinct 
from that of pluripotency-associated genes. Moreover, it is 
not yet known whether some cancer stem cells are derived 
from the dedifferentiation of cancer cells or from stem cell 
populations that become malignant. Further work is needed 
to establish whether dedifferentiation may be a mechanism 
for the reactivation of placental genes in cancer and to fur-
ther elucidate the functional implications of this.

Not all onco-exaptation events were found to have devel-
opmental expression. Further investigation of the remainder 
to determine whether they are novel to cancer may reveal 
the mechanisms by which onco-exaptation occurs. Further-
more, it is likely that analysing cell type and stage specific 
RNA-Seq data from early developmental tissues would 
reveal further onco-exaptation events that have a develop-
mental origin. Current models for onco-exaptation do not 
acknowledge the potential for some events to be the result of 
reactivation of TE–oncogene regulatory relationships from 
early developmental tissues. The assumption that regula-
tory relationships between TEs and oncogenes are novel to 
cancer is often based solely on the absence of either in the 
corresponding somatic tissue. To the best of our knowledge, 
this was the first study to profile onco-exaptation events in 
either hESCs or in the placenta to evaluate whether they may 
have developmental origins.

The results presented in this study highlight the need for 
further work in this field. Specifically, including cell type 
specific and stage specific RNA-Seq data sets may reveal 
further onco-exaptation events that have a developmental 

origin. Furthermore, it would be important to validate 
expression using long-read sequencing technologies and 
targeted approaches. Traditional short read RNA-Seq 
analysis is limited in transcript assembly and analysis of 
TE sequences due to their repetitive nature. The analysis of 
RNA-Seq data presented here and the subsequent validation 
by RT-qPCR confirms transcription from the TE-derived 
transcript of LIN28B in the placenta. However, the methyla-
tion analysis of both LIN28B promotors indicate the need 
for further analysis of the regulatory mechanism that modu-
lates promotor activity and subsequent expression. Guo et al. 
demonstrated that the TE/tumour transcript of LIN28B is 
regulated by Nuclear Transcription Factor Y Subunit Alpha 
(NFYA), while the canonical transcript is regulated by 
c-MYC in hepatocellular carcinoma cells. It would be par-
ticularly interesting to further investigate the mechanism 
that drives loss of DNA methylation, and further explore the 
mechanism for expression of the canonical transcript in pla-
cental cells despite the moderate levels of DNA methylation. 
The canonical promotor shows low levels of DNA methyla-
tion in the two somatic tissues analysed despite the lack of 
expression suggesting that DNA methylation is not the only 
mechanism for regulating LIN28B expression. Exploring the 
functions of each transcript in both the placenta and tumour 
cells is also an exciting prospect, Guo et al. state that the TE 
transcript is critical for cell proliferation and tumorigenesis 
in hepatocellular carcinoma and may present a new candi-
date for targeted therapy. However, no studies have explored 
the importance of this transcript in the placenta and whether 
it performs a distinct role to the canonical transcript. Moreo-
ver, it would be fascinating to explore when this divergent 
methylation and expression of both transcripts is established 
during embryonic development.

Promoter methylation did not show an inverse correla-
tion with expression for either transcript of LIN28B. The 
canonical promoter showed higher methylation in pla-
centa than in either somatic tissue, despite high expres-
sion of this transcript in the placenta. The TE promoter 
showed lower levels of methylation in placenta compared 
to somatic tissues, and the transcript expressed from this 
promoter was expressed in placenta. Intriguingly, despite 
lower levels of methylation at the TE-derived promoter 
in the placenta, the canonical transcript is still the pre-
dominantly expressed transcript in placenta. While the 
DNA methylation analysis was informative, the small 
regions of the promotor analysed, along with the nature 
of gene promotor regions, means that these result cannot 
be presumed to represent the entire promotor. It is pos-
sible that the region investigated in some assays was not 
in fact a critical part of the gene promoter and, therefore, 
may not reflect methylation levels across other regions. 
Furthermore, DNA methylation is only one epigenetic 
mechanism. It is now known that in many cases multiple 
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epigenetic mechanisms work in combination to regulate 
gene expression (Vaissière et al. 2008). Although inves-
tigating DNA methylation changes at specific loci can 
provide some meaningful information on epigenetic regu-
lation, it by no means imparts the entire story. Moreover, 
there is an increasingly nuanced relationship between 
DNA methylation and gene expression, highlighting 
the need for extensive investigation before drawing 
conclusions.

In conclusion, this study provides novel insights into 
the potential role of TEs in regulating gene expression 
during development and disease. Our findings dem-
onstrate that some TE–oncogene interactions may not 
be cancer-specific but rather arise from the epigenetic 
reactivation of TE-derived regulatory events that are 
involved in early development. The identification of these 
TE-derived regulatory events in developmental tissues 
may provide new opportunities for the development of 
therapies that target TEs in diseases beyond cancer. Fur-
ther studies are needed to explore the potential of these 
TE-derived regulatory events as therapeutic targets and 
to understand their molecular mechanisms. In addition, 
our findings suggest that the involvement of TEs in gene 
regulation during development may be more widespread 
than previously thought, highlighting the need for further 
studies to better understand the potential role of TEs in 
normal physiology.

Methods

Samples used for RNA‑sequencing analysis

Due to limitations of the publicly available RNA-seq data 
from first trimester placental tissues, a cohort of 14 first tri-
mester placental tissue lysates were sequenced. Data was 
generated for 8 healthy somatic control tissues (brain, heart, 
kidney, liver, lung, ovary, testis and melanocyte). A cohort 

of 16 publicly available term placental lysates and 7 hESC 
samples were obtained from the sequenced read archive 
(SRA—https://​www.​ncbi.​nlm.​nih.​gov/​sra) (Table 1). 

RNA‑sequencing analysis

All data was aligned the reference genome GRCh38 using 
the Gencode v34 annotations. The RNA-Seq analysis pipe-
line involved adaptor trimming using the tool cleanadaptors 
from the DMAP package (Stockwell et al. 2014), genomic 
alignment was performed by STAR (Dobin et al. 2013). 
Transcript assembly and annotation was carried out with 
Stringtie to enable gene expression quantification (Pertea 
et al. 2015). Notably the alignment was optimised to allow 
for optimal recovery of TE-associated reads (–winAnchor-
MultimapNmax 100 and –outFilterMultimapNmax 100). 
For the onco-exaptation analysis two gene transfer format 
(GTF) files containing annotations for the TEs from onco-
exaptation events identified by Jang et al. were created. One 
of these contained all onco-exaptation TEs and the other 
only the tumour enriched. Expression of the TEs was then 
quantified using FeatureCounts (Liao et al. 2014). Multi-
mapping reads were assigned fractionally (M –fraction) and 
a minimum overlap of 25 bp was set (–minOverlap 25).

Validation of RNA‑sequencing data: RT‑qPCR

The TE-derived transcript for LIN28B had already been 
investigated in cancer tissues. The primers from that study 
were used to validate expression of the TE transcript in pla-
cental tissues (Table 2) (Guo et al. 2018).

Primers were ordered from Integrated DNA technologies 
(IDT), Singapore. On receiving the primers, they were eluted 
to 100 μM and then diluted to a 10 μM working stock with 
forward and reverse pooled.

Samples were selected based on the availability of RNA-
Seq data and those that had been used for the targeted meth-
ylation assays (Table 3).

Table 1   Data sets used for 
RNA-Seq analysis

Tissue Samples Data access Paired-
end + Stranded

Reads Accession

Placenta first 14 Available on paper acceptance Yes 125 bp PRJNA952801
Somatic 8 Available on paper acceptance Yes 125 bp PRJNA952801
Placenta term 16 Publicly available Yes 100 bp GSE77085
hESC 8 1 generated 7 Publicly available Yes 100 bp GSE118106

Table 2   Onco-exaptation 
candidates selected for 
validation by RT-qPCR

Gene name Transcript Primer name Primer Sequence (5′–3′) Product length Exon

LIN28B TE F TTA CAA GCA TGA GCC ACC G 181 TE-1
R GCT CTT CTC CAC CAC CTT TG

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra
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The mRNA starting material was diluted to give a total 
of 200 ng in 20 μL, which was further converted into com-
plementary DNA (cDNA) via reverse transcription using 
the ThermoFisher high-capacity cDNA reverse transcription 
kit (Cat #4,368,814) following the manufacturer’s protocol. 
Starting material RNA was diluted to give a total of 200 ng 
in 20 μL for the PCR reaction. RT-qPCR reactions were set 
up with 1 × TaKaRa SYBR green master mix and LIN28B 
primers. Plates were ran on a LightCycler 2000 machine for 
50 cycles. RT-qPCR data was analysed using the qBASE 
software package and a standard protocol to normalise 
expression to the three reference genes selected (YWHAZ, 
TBP and PGK1).

Targeted‑deep bisulfite‑sequencing (TDBS) assays

To investigate the methylation status of the promoter regions 
of candidate genes, targeted methylation assays were carried 
out (Table 4). Primers were designed to the promoter region 
of both the canonical and TE-derived transcript for LIN28B 
(Table 5) using the MethPrimer tool created by the Li Lab 
at the Peking Union Medical College Hospital, Chinese 
Academy of Medical Sciences  (https://​www.​uroge​ne.​org/​
methp​rimer/). The first exon along with ~ 250 bp upstream 
was provided as input to the tool. The optimal length was 
set to 300 bp and primers were selected that had the maxi-
mum number of CpG sites along with between 40% and 65% 
GC content. Primers were checked for specificity using the 
BLAST tool (https://​blast.​ncbi.​nlm.​nih.​gov/​Blast.​cgi). Illu-
mina tags were added to the 5′ end of each primer to enable 
recognition for sequencing (Illumina forward tag: 5′ ACG​
ACG​CTC​TTC​CGA​TCT​ 3′ Illumina reverse tag: 5′ CGT​
GTG​CTC​TTC​CGA​TCT​ 3′).

Placental tissue lysates (first trimester and term) and 
somatic (blood and melanocyte) were selected for targeted 
deep bisulfite sequencing experiments (Table 5).

Genomic DNA was extracted bisulfite converted using 
the ZymoResearch EZ DNA Methylation, Direct Kit (Cata-
log #D5021). The manufacturer’s protocol was followed, 
with an input of 500 ng. Bisulfite DNA was eluted in 14 
μL and stored at −20 °C.PCRs were performed using the 
KAPA HiFi HotStart Uracil + kit (Catalog #KK2802) from 
Roche. The reaction was carried out using a touchdown 
PCR protocol to reduce the time spent optimising for each 
primer pair. This involved an initial annealing temperature of 
60 °C which was reduced by 0.5 °C per cycle for 20 cycles 
(Table 6).

Samples were pooled to contain all amplicons for each 
sample. Pooling was performed based on the strength of the 
band on the gel to try and ensure equal coverage for each 
amplicon. Following pooling each sample was cleaned using 
llumina TruSeq DNA Nano Beads at a 1:1 ratio to remove 
primer dimer and PCR reagents. To distinguish each sample 
uniquely after sequencing, a unique set of Illumina indices 
were added to each purified sample. These specific PCR 

Table 3   Samples used for RT-qPCR validation experiments (Tar-
geted-deep bisulfite-sequencing—TDBS)

Tissue Samples RNA-Seq NanoString TDBS

Placenta first trimester 7 Yes Yes Yes
Blood 1 No Yes Yes
Melanocyte 2 No Yes Yes

Table 4   Primers for TDBS 
assays

Gene name Primer name Primer Sequence (5′–3′) Product length CpGs

LIN28B TSS-F TTA​GGG​GGT​TAG​AAA​TTG​GAGAG​ 228 6
TSS-R AAA​ATT​CAC​AAT​AAA​ACA​ATA​AAA​
TE–F AGT​TTA​TTG​GAA​TTT​TTG​GGT​ATT​G 135 11
TE-R CAC​CCC​AAC​CTA​AAC​AAA​ATA​ATC​

Table 5   Samples selected for TDBS assays

Tissue Samples RNA-Seq qPCR

Placenta first 10 Yes Yes
Placenta term 5 No Yes
Blood 1 No Yes
Melanocyte 1 No Yes

Table 6   Touchdown PCR protocol used for TDBS assay first round 
PCR

Step Temperature Time

1 Denature 98 °C 4 min
2 Denature 98 °C 30 s
3 Anneal 60 °C 30 s
4 Extend 72 °C 1 min
Repeat step 2–4 20×
5 Denature 94 °C 30 s
6 Anneal 50 °C 30 s
7 Extend 72 °C 1 min
Repeat step 2–4 40×
8 Extend 72 °C 5 min
9 Hold 12 °C Infinite

https://www.urogene.org/methprimer/
https://www.urogene.org/methprimer/
https://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi
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primers amplified each amplicon within a sample creating 
a unique tag that was specific to the sample. The second 
round PCR with Illumina indices was performed with the 
protocol (Table 7).

Samples were pooled based on the strength of the band on 
the gel, and recleaned with the llumina TruSeq DNA Nano 
Beads. Concentration of DNA libraries was then determined 
with the Qubit 1 × dsDNA HS Assay Kit. Libraries were 
diluted to 1 ng/μL and run on an Aligent Bioanalyzer high 
sensitivity DNA chip to assess fragment size and quality. 
Sequencing was performed on the iSeq 100 system.

Raw fastq files for each read were merged using PEAR. 
Following merging of files TrimGalore was used to remove 
adaptor sequences and low quality reads. Read quality was 
assessed using fastQC and poor qualify reads were excluded. 
Each amplicon sequence was pulled out using the first 10 bp 
of the forward primer. Individual samples were identified 
using the unique Illumina indices for each. Reads were then 
aligned to target regions using Biq_Analyzer. Alignments 
were then used to calculate methylation scores. This gener-
ated individual CpG and mean CpG methylation values for 
each amplicon and each sample.

Statistical analyses

Statistical analysis were done in PRISM 8. To determine 
whether individual genes were differentially expressed 
between somatic and early developmental tissues (placenta 
or hESC), a Mann–Whitney test was used for non-normally 
distributed data and a Welch’s T test was used for normally 
distributed data. Normality of data sets was determined with 
a D’Agostino and Pearson test. To assess differential expres-
sion between more than two data sets that were not normally 
distributed, a Kruskal–Wallis test with Dunn’s multiple com-
parisons was performed (nonparametric). To determine dif-
ferential expression between more than two data sets that 
were normally distributed, a Brown–Forsythe and Welch 
ANOVA test was performed.

Supplementary Information  The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s00438-​023-​02033-1.

Acknowledgements  The authors would like to thank the Royal Society 
of New Zealand for Marsden Funded project grant 16-UOO-178. The 
Otago Medical School and University of Otago provided additional 
funding and a doctoral scholarship (to C.F.L-S.). This research was also 
supported by the New Zealand Institute for Cancer Research Trust, and 
the Health Research Council of New Zealand. The authors would addi-
tionally like to acknowledge the contribution of Professor Ian Morison 
for his excellent mentorship and contribution to this work.

Author contribution  CFLS, MRE and ECM conceptualised the man-
uscript. CFLS PAS and RJW performed the bioinformatic analysis. 
CFLS, LIM, SJM and JL completed the experimental work. JLJ and 
TKJBG provided samples, oversight and guidance for the research. 
CFLS wrote the first draft of the manuscript. ECM MRE AC and PAS 
provided supervision and guidance to CFLS. ECM and MRE obtained 
funding. All authors edited the manuscript and approved the final 
version.

Funding  Open Access funding enabled and organized by CAUL and its 
Member Institutions. The authors would like to thank the Royal Society 
of New Zealand for Marsden Funded project grant 16-UOO-178. The 
Otago Medical School and University of Otago provided additional 
funding and a doctoral scholarship (to C.F.L-S.). This research was also 
supported by the New Zealand Institute for Cancer Research Trust, and 
the Health Research Council of New Zealand.

Data availability  The term placental data sets and hESC data sets are 
available on SRA. The first trimester data will be submitted to SRA on 
acceptance of the paper.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest  The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

Ethical approval  Collection of first trimester placentae used in this 
work were collected following informed consent with approval from the 
Northern X Health and Disability Ethics Committee (NTX/12/06/057/
AM09).

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

Afify SM, Seno M (2019) Conversion of stem cells to cancer stem 
cells: undercurrent of cancer initiation. Cancers 11(3):1–19. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​cance​rs110​30345

Ali A, Bouma GJ, Anthony R, Winger QA (2020a) The role of LIN28-
let-7-ARID3B pathway in placental development. Int J Mol Sci. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​ijms2​11036​37

Ali A, Stenglein MD, Spencer TE, Bouma GJ, Anthony RV, Winger 
QA (2020b) Trophectoderm-specific knockdown of LIN28 
decreases expression of genes necessary for cell proliferation and 

Table 7   PCR protocol used for TDBS assay second round PCR

Step Temperature Time

1 Denature 95 °C 2 min
2 Denature 98 °C 20 s
3 Anneal 60 °C 20 s
4 Extend 72 °C 20 s
Repeat step 2–4 10×
5 Extend 72 °C 40 s
6 Hold 4 °C Infinite

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00438-023-02033-1
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers11030345
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21103637


1057Molecular Genetics and Genomics (2023) 298:1045–1058	

1 3

reduces elongation of sheep conceptus. Int J Mol Sci. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​3390/​ijms2​10725​49

Altun G, Loring JF, Laurent LC (2010) DNA methylation in embryonic 
stem cells. J Cell Biochem 109(1):1–6. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​
jcb.​22374

Babaian A, Mager DL (2016) Endogenous retroviral promoter exapta-
tion in human cancer. Mob DNA 7(1):1–21. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1186/​s13100-​016-​0080-x

Babaian A, Romanish MT, Gagnier L, Kuo LY, Karimi MM, Steidl C, 
Mager DL (2016) Onco-exaptation of an endogenous retroviral 
LTR drives IRF5 expression in Hodgkin lymphoma. Oncogene 
35(19):2542–2546. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​onc.​2015.​308

Bourque G, Burns KH, Gehring M, Gorbunova V, Seluanov A, Ham-
mell M, Imbeault M, Izsvák Z, Levin HL, Macfarlan TS, Mager 
DL, Feschotte C (2018) Ten things you should know about trans-
posable elements. Genome Biol 19(1):1–12. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1186/​s13059-​018-​1577-z

Branco M, Frost J, Amante S, Okae H, Jones E, Ashley B, Lewis R, 
Cleal J, Arima T, Maffucci T, Caley M (2022) Regulation of 
human trophoblast gene expression by endogenous retroviruses. 
Nat Struct Mol Biol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​21203/​rs.3.​rs-​16487​36/​v1

Bronchud MH (2018) Are aggressive epithelial cancers ‘a disease’ of 
Eutherian mammals? Ecancermedicalscience. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
3332/​ecanc​er.​2018.​840

Burns KH (2017) Transposable elements in cancer. Nat Rev Cancer 
17(7):415–424. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nrc.​2017.​35

Canfield J, Arlier S, Mong EF, Lockhart J, VanWye J, Guzeloglu-Kay-
isli O, Schatz F, Magness RR, Lockwood CJ, Tsibris JCM, Kayisli 
UA, Totary-Jain H (2019) Decreased LIN28B in preeclampsia 
impairs human trophoblast differentiation and migration. FASEB 
J 33(2):2759–2769. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1096/​fj.​20180​1163R

Chishima T, Iwakiri J, Hamada M (2018) Identification of transpos-
able elements contributing to tissue-specific expression of long 
non-coding RNAs. Genes. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​genes​90100​23

Chuong EB, Rumi MAK, Soares MJ, Baker JC (2013) Endogenous 
retroviruses function as species-specific enhancer elements in the 
placenta. Nat Genet 45(3):325–329. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​ng.​
2553

Chuong EB, Elde NC, Feschotte C (2017) Regulatory activities of 
transposable elements: from conflicts to benefits. Nat Rev Genet 
18(2):71–86. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nrg.​2016.​139

Cornelis G, Vernochet C, Carradec Q, Souquere S, Mulot B, Catzeflis 
F, Nilsson MA, Menzies BR, Renfree MB, Pierron G, Zeller U, 
Heidmann O, Dupressoir A, Heidmann T (2015) Retroviral enve-
lope gene captures and syncytin exaptation for placentation in 
marsupials. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 112(5):E487–E496. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1073/​pnas.​14170​00112

Dobin A, Davis CA, Schlesinger F, Drenkow J, Zaleski C, Jha S, Batut 
P, Chaisson M, Gingeras TR (2013) STAR: ultrafast universal 
RNA-seq aligner. Bioinformatics 29(1):15–21. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1093/​bioin​forma​tics/​bts635

Du C, Jiang J, Li Y, Yu M, Jin J, Chen S, Fan H, Macfarlan TS, Cao 
B, Sun M (2023) Regulation of endogenous retrovirus–derived 
regulatory elements by GATA2/3 and MSX2 in human trophoblast 
stem cells. Genome Res. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1101/​gr.​277150.​122

E. Davies J, Pollheimer J, Yong HEJ, Kokkinos MI, Kalionis B, Knö-
fler M, Murthi P (2016) Epithelial-mesenchymal transition during 
extravillous trophoblast differentiation. Cell Adh Migr 10(3):310–
321. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​19336​918.​2016.​11702​58

Ehrlich M (2002) DNA methylation in cancer: too much, but also too 
little. Oncogene 21:5400–5413. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​sj.​onc.​
12056​51

Faulkner GJ, Kimura Y, Daub CO, Wani S, Plessy C, Irvine KM, 
Schroder K, Cloonan N, Steptoe AL, Lassmann T, Waki K, 
Hornig N, Arakawa T, Takahashi H, Kawai J, Forrest ARR, 
Suzuki H, Hayashizaki Y, Hume DA, Carninci P (2009) The 

regulated retrotransposon transcriptome of mammalian cells. Nat 
Genet 41(5):563–571. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​ng.​368

Ferretti C, Bruni L, Dangles-Marie V, Pecking AP, Bellet D (2007) 
Molecular circuits shared by placental and cancer cells, and their 
implications in the proliferative, invasive and migratory capacities 
of trophoblasts. Hum Reprod Update 13(2):121–141. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1093/​humupd/​dml048

Feschotte C (2008) The contribution of transposable elements of the 
evolution of regulatory networks. Nat Rev Genet 9(5):397–405. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nrg23​37.​The

Friedli M, Trono D (2015) The developmental control of transpos-
able elements and the evolution of higher species. Annu Rev 
Cell Dev Biol 31(1):429–451. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1146/​annur​
ev-​cellb​io-​100814-​125514

Gerdes P, Richardson SR, Mager DL, Faulkner GJ (2016) Transpos-
able elements in the mammalian embryo: pioneers surviving 
through stealth and service. Genome Biol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1186/​s13059-​016-​0965-5

Gude NM, Roberts CT, Kalionis B, King RG (2004) Growth and 
function of the normal human placenta. Thrombosis Res 
114:397–407. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​throm​res.​2004.​06.​038

Guo W, Hu Z, Bao Y, Li Y, Li S, Zheng Q, Lyu D, Chen D, Yu T, Li 
Y, Zhu X, Ding J, Zhao Y, He X, Huang S (2018) A LIN28B 
tumor-specific transcript in cancer. Cell Rep 22(8):2016–2025. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​celrep.​2018.​02.​002

Hadjiargyrou M, Delihas N (2013) The intertwining of transposable 
elements and non-coding RNAs. Int J Mol Sci 14(7):3307–
13328. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​ijms1​40713​307

Hollister JD, Gaut BS (2009) Epigenetic silencing of transposable 
elements: a trade-off between reduced transposition and del-
eterious effects on neighboring gene expression. Genome Res 
19(8):1419–1428. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1101/​gr.​091678.​109

Jang HS, Shah NM, Du AY, Dailey ZZ, Pehrsson EC, Godoy PM, 
Zhang D, Li D, Xing X, Kim S, O’Donnell D, Gordon JI, Wang 
T (2019) Transposable elements drive widespread expression of 
oncogenes in human cancers. Nat Genet 51(4):611–617. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41588-​019-​0373-3

Jansz N (2019) DNA methylation dynamics at transposable elements 
in mammals. Essays Biochem 63(6):677–689. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1042/​EBC20​190039

Kelley D, Rinn J (2012) Transposable elements reveal a stem cell-spe-
cific class of long noncoding RNAs. Genome Biol 13(11):R107. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​gb-​2012-​13-​11-​r107

Kunarso G, Chia NY, Jeyakani J, Hwang C, Lu X, Chan YS, Ng HH, 
Bourque G (2010) Transposable elements have rewired the core 
regulatory network of human embryonic stem cells. Nat Genet 
42(7):631–634. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​ng.​600

Lanciano S, Cristofari G (2020) Measuring and interpreting transpos-
able element expression. Nat Rev Genet 21(12):721–736. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41576-​020-​0251-y

Lande-Diner L, Zhang J, Ben-Porath I, Amariglio N, Keshet I, Hecht 
M, Azuara V, Fisher AG, Rechavi G, Cedar H (2007) Role 
of DNA methylation in stable gene repression. J Biol Chem 
282(16):12194–12200. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1074/​jbc.​M6078​38200

Liao Y, Smyth GK, Shi W (2014) FeatureCounts: an efficient gen-
eral purpose program for assigning sequence reads to genomic 
features. Bioinformatics 30(7):923–930. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​
bioin​forma​tics/​btt656

Liu A, Yu X, Liu S (2013) Pluripotency transcription factors and can-
cer stem cells: Small genes make a big difference. Chin J Cancer 
32(9):483–487. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5732/​cjc.​012.​10282

Lozoya T, Domínguez F, Romero-Ruiz A, Steffani L, Martínez S, 
Monterde M, Ferri B, Núñez MJ, Romero-Espinós A, Zamora O, 
Gurrea M, Sangiao-Alvarellos S, Vega O, Simón C, Pellicer A, 
Tena-Sempere M (2014) The Lin28/Let-7 system in early human 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21072549
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21072549
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcb.22374
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcb.22374
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13100-016-0080-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13100-016-0080-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/onc.2015.308
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-018-1577-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-018-1577-z
https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.3.rs-1648736/v1
https://doi.org/10.3332/ecancer.2018.840
https://doi.org/10.3332/ecancer.2018.840
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrc.2017.35
https://doi.org/10.1096/fj.201801163R
https://doi.org/10.3390/genes9010023
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.2553
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.2553
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg.2016.139
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1417000112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1417000112
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bts635
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bts635
https://doi.org/10.1101/gr.277150.122
https://doi.org/10.1080/19336918.2016.1170258
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.onc.1205651
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.onc.1205651
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.368
https://doi.org/10.1093/humupd/dml048
https://doi.org/10.1093/humupd/dml048
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg2337.The
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-cellbio-100814-125514
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-cellbio-100814-125514
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-016-0965-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-016-0965-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.thromres.2004.06.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2018.02.002
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms140713307
https://doi.org/10.1101/gr.091678.109
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41588-019-0373-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41588-019-0373-3
https://doi.org/10.1042/EBC20190039
https://doi.org/10.1042/EBC20190039
https://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2012-13-11-r107
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.600
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41576-020-0251-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41576-020-0251-y
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M607838200
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btt656
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btt656
https://doi.org/10.5732/cjc.012.10282


1058	 Molecular Genetics and Genomics (2023) 298:1045–1058

1 3

embryonic tissue and ectopic pregnancy. PLoS ONE 9(1):1–6. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1371/​journ​al.​pone.​00876​98

Lynch-Sutherland CF, Chatterjee A, Stockwell PA, Eccles MR, 
Macaulay EC (2020) Reawakening the developmental origins of 
cancer through transposable elements. Front Oncol. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​3389/​fonc.​2020.​00468

Macaulay EC, Chatterjee A, Cheng X, Baguley BC, Eccles MR, Mori-
son IM (2017) The genes of life and death: a potential role for 
placental-specific genes in cancer: active retrotransposons in the 
placenta encode unique functional genes that may also be used by 
cancer cells to promote malignancy. BioEssays. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1002/​bies.​20170​0091

Martello G, Smith A (2014) The nature of embryonic stem cells. Annu 
Rev Cell Dev Biol 30(1):647–675. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1146/​annur​
ev-​cellb​io-​100913-​013116

Menendez JA, Alarco´n T (2014) Metabostemness: a new cancer hall-
mark. Front Oncol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fonc.​2014.​00262

Ng HK, Novakovic B, Hiendleder S, Craig JM, Roberts CT, Saffery R 
(2010) Distinct patterns of gene-specific methylation in mammalian 
placentas: implications for placental evolution and function. Placenta 
31(4):259–268. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​place​nta.​2010.​01.​009

Nguyen L, Vanner R, Dirks P, Eaves CJ (2012) Cancer stem cells: an 
evolving concept. Nat Rev Cancer 12(2):133–143. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1038/​nrc31​84

Nguyen LH, Robinton DA, Seligson MT, Wu L, Li L, Rakheja D, 
Comerford SA, Ramezani S, Sun X, Parikh MS, Yang EH, Pow-
ers JT, Shinoda G, Shah SP, Hammer RE, Daley GQ, Zhu H 
(2014) Lin28b is sufficient to drive liver cancer and necessary for 
its maintenance in murine models. Cancer Cell 26(2):248–261. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ccr.​2014.​06.​018

Novakovic B, Saffery R (2013) Placental pseudo-malignancy from a 
DNA methylation perspective: unanswered questions and future 
directions. Front Genet. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fgene.​2013.​00285

Patra SK (2020) Roles of OCT4 in pathways of embryonic develop-
ment and cancer progression. Mech Ageing Dev 189:111286. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​mad.​2020.​111286

Pertea M, Pertea GM, Antonescu CM, Chang TC, Mendell JT, Salzberg 
SL (2015) StringTie enables improved reconstruction of a tran-
scriptome from RNA-seq reads. Nat Biotechnol 33(3):290–295. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nbt.​3122

Reiss D, Zhang Y, Mager DL (2007) Widely variable endogenous ret-
roviral methylation levels in human placenta. Nucleic Acids Res 
35(14):4743–4754. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​nar/​gkm455

Roberts RM, Ezashi T, Schulz LC, Sugimoto J, Schust DJ, Khan T, 
Zhou J (2021) Syncytins expressed in human placental tropho-
blast. Placenta. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​place​nta.​2021.​01.​006

Rousseaux S, Debernardi A, Jacquiau B, Vitte AL, Vesin A, Nagy-
Mignotte H, Moro-Sibilot D, Brichon PY, Lantuejoul S, Hainaut 
P, Laffaire J, de Reyniès A, Beer DG, Timsit JF, Brambilla C, Bram-
billa E, Khochbin S (2013) Ectopic activation of germline and pla-
cental genes identifies aggressive metastasis-prone lung cancers. Sci 
Transl Med. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1126/​scitr​anslm​ed.​30057​23

Schroeder DI, Blair JD, Lott P, Yu HOK, Hong D, Crary F, Ashwood 
P, Walker C, Korf I, Robinson WP, LaSalle JM (2013) The human 
placenta methylome. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 110(15):6037–
6042. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1073/​pnas.​12151​45110

Senft AD, Macfarlan TS (2021) Transposable elements shape 
the evolution of mammalian development. Nat Rev Genet 
22(11):691–711. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41576-​021-​00385-1

Siegfried Z, Simon I (2010) DNA methylation and gene expression. 
Wiley Interdiscip Rev Syst Biol Med 2(3):362–371. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1002/​wsbm.​64

Smith ZD, Meissner A (2013) DNA methylation: roles in mammalian 
development. Nat Rev Genet 14(3):204–220. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1038/​nrg33​54

Smith ZD, Shi J, Gu H, Donaghey J, Clement K, Cacchiarelli D, 
Gnirke A, Michor F, Meissner A (2017) Epigenetic restriction 

of extraembryonic lineages mirrors the somatic transition to 
cancer. Nature 549(7673):543–547. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​
natur​e23891

Stockwell PA, Chatterjee A, Rodger EJ, Morison IM (2014) DMAP: 
Differential methylation analysis package for RRBS and WGBS 
data. Bioinformatics 30(13):1814–1822. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1093/​bioin​forma​tics/​btu126

Stockwell PA, Lynch-Sutherland CF, Chatterjee A, Macaulay EC, 
Eccles MR (2021) RepExpress: a novel pipeline for the quanti-
fication and characterization of transposable element expression 
from RNA-seq data. Curr Protoc Bioinform. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1002/​cpz1.​206. (PMID: 34387946)

Sundaram V, Wysocka J (2020) Transposable elements as a potent 
source of diverse cis-regulatory sequences in mammalian 
genomes. Phil Trans R Soc B. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1098/​rstb.​
2019.​0347

Suzuki MM, Bird A (2008) DNA methylation landscapes: provoca-
tive insights from epigenomics. Nat Rev Genet 9(6):465–476. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nrg23​41

Tatetsu H, Kong NR, Chong G, Amabile G, Tenen DG, Chai L 
(2016) SALL4, the missing link between stem cells, develop-
ment and cancer. Gene 584(2):111–119. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​gene.​2016.​02.​019

Vaissière T, Sawan C, Herceg Z (2008) Epigenetic interplay between 
histone modifications and DNA methylation in gene silencing. 
Mutat Res 659(1–2):40–48. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​mrrev.​
2008.​02.​004

Wang ML, Chiou SH, Wu CW (2013) Targeting cancer stem cells: 
emerging role of Nanog transcription factor. Onco Targets Ther 
6:1207–1220. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2147/​OTT.​S38114

Wang J, Xie G, Singh M, Ghanbarian AT, Raskó T, Szvetnik A, 
Cai H, Besser D, Prigione A, Fuchs NV, Schumann GG, Chen 
W, Lorincz MC, Ivics Z, Hurst LD, Izsvák Z (2014) Primate-
specific endogenous retrovirus-driven transcription defines 
naive-like stem cells. Nature 516(7531):405–409. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1038/​natur​e13804

Wang T, Wang G, Hao D, Liu X, Wang D, Ning N, Li X (2015) Aber-
rant regulation of the LIN28A/LIN28B and let-7 loop in human 
malignant tumors and its effects on the hallmarks of cancer. Mol 
Cancer 14(1):1–13. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s12943-​015-​0402-5

Yamada Y, Haga H, Yamada Y (2014) Concise review: dedifferentia-
tion meets cancer development: proof of concept for epigenetic 
cancer. Stem Cells Transl Med 3(10):1182–1187. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​5966/​sctm.​2014-​0090

Zhang Z, Zhang S, Ma P, Jing Y, Peng H, Gao WQ, Zhuang G (2015) 
Lin28B promotes melanoma growth by mediating a microRNA 
regulatory circuit. Carcinogenesis 36(9):937–945. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1093/​carcin/​bgv085

Zhang Y, Li T, Preissl S, Amaral ML, Grinstein JD, Farah EN, Destici 
E, Qiu Y, Hu R, Lee AY, Chee S, Ma K, Ye Z, Zhu Q, Huang 
H, Fang R, Yu L, Izpisua Belmonte JC, Wu J, Ren B (2019) 
Transcriptionally active HERV-H retrotransposons demarcate 
topologically associating domains in human pluripotent stem 
cells. Nat Genet 51(9):1380–1388. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​
s41588-​019-​0479-7

Zhou J, Ng SB, Chng WJ (2013) LIN28/LIN28B: An emerging 
oncogenic driver in cancer stem cells. Int J Biochem Cell Biol 
45(5):973–978. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​biocel.​2013.​02.​006

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

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0087698
https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2020.00468
https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2020.00468
https://doi.org/10.1002/bies.201700091
https://doi.org/10.1002/bies.201700091
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-cellbio-100913-013116
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-cellbio-100913-013116
https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2014.00262
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.placenta.2010.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrc3184
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrc3184
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2014.06.018
https://doi.org/10.3389/fgene.2013.00285
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mad.2020.111286
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.3122
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkm455
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.placenta.2021.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.3005723
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1215145110
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41576-021-00385-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/wsbm.64
https://doi.org/10.1002/wsbm.64
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg3354
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg3354
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature23891
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature23891
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu126
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu126
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpz1.206
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpz1.206
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2019.0347
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2019.0347
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrg2341
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gene.2016.02.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gene.2016.02.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrrev.2008.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrrev.2008.02.004
https://doi.org/10.2147/OTT.S38114
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13804
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13804
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12943-015-0402-5
https://doi.org/10.5966/sctm.2014-0090
https://doi.org/10.5966/sctm.2014-0090
https://doi.org/10.1093/carcin/bgv085
https://doi.org/10.1093/carcin/bgv085
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41588-019-0479-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41588-019-0479-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocel.2013.02.006

	The transposable element-derived transcript of LIN28B has a placental origin and is not specific to tumours
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Results
	RNA-Seq analysis of previously identified onco-exaptation candidates in developmental tissues
	RNA-Seq analysis of the ‘tumour-specific’ TE-derived transcript of LIN28B in placenta and somatic tissues
	RT-qPCR validation of expression of the ‘tumour-specific’ TE-derived transcript of LIN28B
	Targeted-deep bisulfite-sequencing of both the canonical and TE promotor of LIN28B

	Discussion
	Methods
	Samples used for RNA-sequencing analysis
	RNA-sequencing analysis
	Validation of RNA-sequencing data: RT-qPCR
	Targeted-deep bisulfite-sequencing (TDBS) assays
	Statistical analyses

	Anchor 16
	Acknowledgements 
	References




