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RESEARCH ARTICLE
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Abstract

Although progress was made in in vitro fertilization (IVF) techniques, the majority of embryos

transferred fail to implant. Morphology embryo scoring is the standard procedure for most of

IVF centres for choosing the best embryo, but remains limited since even the embryos clas-

sified as “top quality” may not implant. As it has been shown that i) CD146 is involved in

embryo implantation and ii) membrane form is shed to generate soluble CD146 (sCD146),

we propose that sCD146 in embryo supernatants may constitute a new biomarker of embryo

selection. Immunocytochemical staining showed expression of CD146 in early embryo

stages and sCD146 was detected by ELISA and Western-blot in embryo supernatants from

D2. We retrospectively studied 126 couples who underwent IVF attempt. The embryo cul-

ture medium from each transferred embryo (n = 222) was collected for measurement of

sCD146 by ELISA. Significantly higher sCD146 concentrations were present in embryo

supernatants that did not implant (n = 185) as compared to those that successfully implanted

(n = 37) (1310 +/- 1152 pg.mL-1 vs. 845+/- 1173 pg.mL-1, p = 0.024). Sensitivity analysis per-

formed on single embryo transfers (n = 71) confirmed this association (p = 0.0054). The

computed ROC curve established that the optimal sCD146 concentration for embryo

implantation is under 1164 pg.mL-1 (sensitivity: 76%, specificity: 48%, PPV: 25% and NPV:

92%). Over this sCD146 threshold, the implantation rate was significantly lower (9% with

sCD146 levels >1164 pg.ml-1 vs. 22% with sCD146 levels� 1164 pg.mL-1, p = 0.01).

Among the embryos preselected by morphologic scoring, sCD146 determination could

allow a better selection of the embryo(s), thus improving the success of elective single

embryo transfer. This study establishes the proof of concept for the use of sCD146 as a bio-

marker for IVF by excluding the embryo with the highest sCD146 level. A multicentre pro-

spective study will now be necessary to further establish its use in clinical practice.
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Introduction

In vitro fertilization (IVF) provides hope for infertile couples, and over the past 35 years,

more than 5 million children were born through IVF worldwide. However, although prog-

ress was made both in embryo culture conditions and transfer techniques [1], the majority of

embryos transferred to the uterus fail to implant. Because multiple embryo transfers induce

a significant risk of multiple pregnancies that are known to provoke increased fetal and

maternal morbidity and mortality, single-embryo transfer has been advocated as a strategy

to reduce the frequency of multiple births [2–4]. In recent years, several new approaches

have been proposed to select embryos [5]. Invasive approaches such as preimplantation

genetic screening (PGS) have been shown to improve embryo selection and the implantation

rate in at least three randomized controlled trials [6–8]. Non-invasive approaches were

recently proposed [5], some based on analysis of developmental kinetics using time-lapse

imaging, other ones on metabolic profiling in cell culture media. However they are not yet

available for routine clinical use. The analysis of the cleavage rate and embryo morphology

based on international classifications, such as the Istanbul classification [9], remain the stan-

dard procedure for most of IVF centres and are considered to be the most relevant criteria

for choosing the best embryo to transfer. However, morphology scoring has limits; it is well

known that even those embryos classified as “top quality” may not implant [10]. Therefore,

there is a crucial need to define a non-invasive biomarker of whole-embryo physiology and

function to select embryos for implantation.

Membrane CD146 (mbCD146 or Ag S-Endo 1 / MUC 18 / M-CAM) is an adhesion mole-

cule belonging to the immunoglobulin superfamily, which is essentially localized in the endo-

thelial junction [11]. Physiologically, mbCD146 is ubiquitously and constitutively expressed

on human endothelia, where it is involved in the cohesion of the endothelial monolayer. It is

also expressed in early embryo stages when the embryonic genome takes place between the

four-and eight-cell stages (days 2 and 3) [12–13]. A soluble form (sCD146), generated from

mbCD146 through membrane proteolysis by metalloproteases, is present in both the superna-

tant of endothelial cells in culture and in normal and pathological human sera [14–17].

Recently, our group has defined soluble CD146 as a new factor regulating embryo implanta-

tion [18].

In reproduction, mbCD146 is expressed by the cumulus oocyte complex, the aspirated fol-

licular cells, the preimplantation embryo, the extravillous trophoblast and the endometrium

[12–19]. In addition, the use of an anti-CD146 blocking antibody prevents implantation of the

embryo in vitro and in vivo in mice. The AA 98 antibody, which blocks the membrane CD146

present on endometrial cells, prevents implantation of the blastocyst [20]. In pre-eclampsia,

the expression of mbCD146 is greatly reduced or absent, in connection with a decline in the

invasive capacity of these trophoblasts [21]. Regarding the soluble form generated from

mbCD146, a decrease in serum sCD146 has been described with gestational age during normal

pregnancy [18]. In addition, we have reported elevated sCD146 concentrations in women with

at least two unexplained foetal losses compared with women with at least one living child [22].

We have also described that: 1) in vitro, sCD146 inhibits migration, proliferation and the pseu-

docapillary formation of the extravillous trophoblastic cell line, HTR/Svneo, 2) in ex vivo pla-

cental explants, sCD146 decreases invasive potential, and 3) finally, in a pregnant rat model,

repeated injections of sCD146 decrease the pregnancy rate and the number of embryos per lit-

ter [18]. Histological studies of the placentas of these rats have shown that these effects are

accompanied by a decrease in the migration of glycogen cells, which are equivalent to extravil-

lous trophoblasts in women [18]. Given these data, we propose that soluble CD146 in embryo

supernatants may constitute a new biomarker of embryo selection in IVF.

Soluble CD146 biomarker of embryo selection in in vitro fertilization
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Methods

Patients

From March 2013 to December 2014, we performed an initial pilot study in the reproductive

department of the medical centre at La Conception University Hospital (AP-HM, Marseille,

France) on 162 couples who underwent embryo transfer after in vitro fertilization (IVF)

attempts. Couples were informed that embryo culture medium from the transferred embryos

would be preserved after embryo transfer for research purposes, and decided whether to par-

ticipate in the study. Each couple was included only once. We excluded oocyte and sperm

donors and patients who did not provide consent. The authors confirm that all experiments

were performed in accordance with relevant guidelines and regulations. To quantify sCD146

in embryo culture media, verbal informed consent and non-opposition agreement were

obtained from all subjects. This study was approved by the Agence de la Biomedecine, the

local ethics committee of AP-HM, and the French institutional review board, the CNIL

(National Board of Data Processing and Liberties, n˚ 1765189).

We collected the patients’ clinical and biological data (women’s age, body mass index,

smoking habits, indication and duration of infertility, assessment of ovarian reserve evaluated

by antral follicles count and basal Day 3 FSH and AMH plasma levels), characteristics of the

IVF cycle and laboratory data (conventional IVF or ICSI, the number of previous IVF/ICSI

attempts, oestradiol levels and endometrial thickness on the triggering day, the number of

retrieved oocytes, of mature oocytes, of embryos obtained and of embryos transferred, the

morphologic score of embryos transferred, and the day of transfer), and the establishment of

clinical pregnancies.

Treatment protocol

Patients underwent a controlled ovarian hyperstimulation through an agonist or antagonist

protocol with recombinant FSH and/or hMG. Monitoring of ovulation was performed by vagi-

nal ultrasound, evaluating the growth, number and size of ovarian follicles and endometrial

thickness, and by serum hormone assays for oestradiol. Ovulation was triggered with a subcu-

taneous injection of recombinant human chorionic gonadotrophin (hCG, Ovitrelle1, Merck-

Serono, 250 μg) when at least three follicles reached a mean diameter of 16 mm. Oocytes were

retrieved 35 hours after the HCG injection. Conventional IVF or IntraCytoplasmic Sperm

Injection (ICSI) was then carried out according to sperm parameters, using routine protocols.

After an assessment of normal fertilization (i.e., fertilized oocytes with two visible pronuclei,

so-called 2PN zygotes) 18 h post-insemination, zygotes were then individually cultured

according to the standard procedure of our laboratory, at 37˚C, 5% CO2 in 500 μl of Global1

medium (composed of mineral salts, glucose, amino acids, EDTA, gentamicin) supplemented

with 10% of human serum albumin (Life Global Group, Guilford, Connecticut, USA) until the

day of embryo transfer and observed 26 hours post-insemination to detect early cell-cleavage.

The embryos obtained from 2PN zygotes were graded before transfer routinely performed at

Day 2 or 3, according to the Istanbul Consensus scoring system and were classified in 3 sub-

groups: 1) Top embryos (grade A), 2) Good or fair embryos (grades B and C), and 3) Poor

embryos (grade D) [9]. The number of embryos to transfer was established according to

embryo quality.

Elective single embryo transfer (eSET) was performed when at least one top quality embryo

was available both for transfer and cryopreservation, in women < 37 years old during their

first or second IVF attempt, with endometrium thickness ranging between 8 and 13 mm

(n = 25). Single Embryo Transfers (SET) were performed when a single embryo was available
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for transfer (n = 40) or for the majority of frozen-thawed embryo transfers (FET) (n = 17). In

the other cases, double embryo transfers (DET) were performed routinely (n = 96), except in 3

attempts when triple embryo transfers were proposed because of the poor quality of the

embryos. Cryopreserved embryos were frozen immediately after fresh transfers, and thawed

before FET using routine protocols (embryo freezing pack, Origio1/ embryo thawing pack,

Origio1). The luteal phase was then supported by daily progesterone tablets (DuphastonR 30

mg/day; Abbot Products SAS, France). Pregnancies were diagnosed by serum positive hCG

levels (>100 IU/l) 14 days after embryo transfer. Clinical pregnancies were confirmed by the

presence of a gestational sac with cardiac activity on vaginal ultrasound examination during

the 5th week after embryo transfer.

The study of informative transfers

Out of the 162 couples who underwent embryo transfer, only 126 were analysable and pre-

sented informative transfers and pregnancies defined as either no implantation after single,

double or triple embryo transfer (111 transfers and 172 embryos), or implantation of all the

embryos transferred (21 transfers and 24 embryos, resulting in 18 single pregnancies and 3

twin pregnancies), or implantation of 1 embryo out of 2 after DET (i.e., 13 transfers and 26

embryos, resulting in 13 single pregnancies,) if the embryos had both similar morphological

grade and CD146 levels. In this case, implantation could be randomly assigned to one of the

two transferred embryos. The recruitment is detailed in Fig 1 (Fig 1).

Culture medium (500 μl Global1) of each transferred embryo was collected individually

after embryo transfer and stored at -20˚C until sCD146 quantification. After transfer, some

supernumerary embryos were cultured until blastocyst stage with no change of culture

medium, in order to be cryopreserved. In these cases, each embryo culture medium was both

collected at day 2, day 3 and day 5. For these frozen-thawed embryos, sCD146 was quantified

before freezing in the same conditions as fresh ones. Frozen-thawed embryos were transferred

because the previous attempt failed or because the couples wanted a new pregnancy. Collecting

embryos supernatants is a non-invasive technique; there was no change in the care of patients.

IVF outcomes were retrospectively compared in all patients.

Immunocytochemical analysis of CD146 in human embryos (D2-D5)

We performed immunocytochemical stainings of CD146 in early embryo (day 2 and day 3),

morula (day 4) and blastocyst stages (day 5). These human cryoconserved embryos were from

other couples who underwent an IVF attempt a few years ago and no longer had a parental

project. For research use, specific written informed consent were obtained for all couples. This

study was approved by the Agence de la Biomedecine (agreement number RE15-019R for

research use on cryopreserved embryos) and the local ethics committee of AP-HM.

Embryos were fixed 30 minutes with formaldehyde at room temperature, then rinsed in

PBS-BSA 0.5‰ (3 washes), then permeabilized with triton 0.5X. After 3 rinses in PBS-BSA

0.5‰, they were incubated during 60 minutes at 37˚C with the anti-CD146 monoclonal anti-

body (S-Endo 1, 1 mg/L, Biocytex) at a 1:100 dilution or an irrelevant antibody anti-IgG

(mouse IgG1, 0.1 mg/L, Biocytex) at a 1:10 dilution. After 3 rinses in PBS-BSA 0.5‰, embryos

were incubated during 60 minutes at 4˚C with a secondary anti-mouse antibody associated to

a fluorescent probe, Alexa Fluor 4881 (Life Technologies), then rinsed in PBS-BSA 0.5‰ (3

washes). Nuclear DNA was labeled with DAPI. Embryos were placed on glass slides with cover

slips in an aqueous mounting medium with DAPI (Fluoroprep, Biomérieux) for preserving

fluorescence of embryo. Embryos were examined by confocal microscopy (LSM 800 and

Soluble CD146 biomarker of embryo selection in in vitro fertilization
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AxioScan Z1, Zeiss, Germany). All experiments on embryos were performed under micro-

scopic control.

Detection of sCD146 by western blot in embryo culture media

We carried out western blot analyses on some embryo supernatants collected after embryo

transfer (n = 3). 30 μL of embryo supernatants or negative control (Global 1 embryo culture

medium, subjected to the same conditions as embryo supernatants, i.e incubated at 37˚C 5%

CO2 within 48h, but without an embryo) or positive control (membrane CD146 from a lysate

Fig 1. Description of embryos recruitment. Description of informative transfers.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0173724.g001
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of umbilical vein endothelial cells, HUVEC) were subjected to 4–12% NuPage SDS-polyacryl-

amide gel electrophoresis (In Vitrogen/Life Technologies, USA) and transferred onto nitrocel-

lulose membranes. Bio-Rad molecular weight markers were used. Transfer was performed at a

constant voltage (60 V) for 2 hours. After blocking with 4% Bovine Serum Albumine (BSA) in

TBS-Tween 20 (TBST), soluble CD146 was detected with anti-human CD146 antibody (7A4 1

mg/l, Biocytex, Marseille, France) diluted in TBST (1:3000) overnight at 4˚C with constant

shaking. Soluble CD146 was detected by HRP-coupled goat anti-mouse antibody (Thermo Sci-

entific, USA). The membranes were scanned and analysed with a G:Box-Chemi-XT4 (Syn-

gene, Cambridge, United Kingdom).

Soluble CD146 assay in embryo culture media

Soluble CD146 levels were determined in each embryo supernatant. Soluble CD146 was

assayed using an adaptation of a commercial ELISA assay (CY-QUANT sCD146, Biocytex,

Marseille). The plates were coated with specific mouse monoclonal anti-human CD146 F(ab’)

2 fragments. 200 μL of embryo supernatant diluted 1:2 (because of the low volume of the

supernatants and the suppliers’s recommendations 200 μl/well) was added to each well and

incubated for 30 minutes at room temperature. After incubation, the plates were washed five

times, and this was followed by incubation with a specific HRP-coupled anti-CD146 monoclo-

nal antibody known to recognize sCD146 (7A4-HRP, 1 mg/ml, Biocytex, Marseille, France) at

a 1:1000 dilution in a specific diluent for 30 minutes at room temperature. Then wells were

washed five times. 200 μL of tetramethylbenzidine (TMB) substrate was added and incubated

for approximately 20 minutes at room temperature. The colorimetric reaction was then

stopped by the addition of 100 μL of an acid solution. The signal intensity was directly related

to the concentration of sCD146 initially contained in the sample. Adaptation of the technique

was based on the substitution of the diluent of the kit by embryo culture medium, conserved

in the same conditions as embryo supernatants (37˚C, 5% CO2 for 48 h), but without an

embryo to improve the repeatability and reproducibility of the test. A concentrated anti-

CD146 antibody was also used because of the lower concentration of sCD146 in supernatants

than in human serum or plasma (7A4-HRP, 1 mg/ml, Biocytex, Marseille, France). Concentra-

tions of sCD146 in the embryo supernatants were determined using a calibration curve of

solutions with known concentrations of sCD146 (from 0 pg/ml to 10 000 pg/ml). For each

experiment, positive (1:1000 dilution of the positive control of the kit) and negative controls

(blank well) were tested. Optical density (OD) was measured at 450 nm. A repeatability and

reproducibility analysis was performed, and the data showed 4% repeatability and 11% repro-

ducibility (n = 3 tests).

Statistical analysis

Statistical analysis was performed with Prism software (GraphPad Software Inc., San Diego)

and R V2.15 (The R Foundation for Statistical Computing). Significant differences were deter-

mined using non parametric Mann Whitney and Chi2 tests. Because we collected several

observations for each couple, a generalized estimating equation (GEE) with a multivariate

model was used to take repeated measures for each couple into account. Sensitivity and speci-

ficity of sCD146 concentration to predict embryos that would successfully implant were

assessed using receiver operating characteristics (ROC) curves. The cut-off point for the ROC

curve was predetermined by the statistics software to automatically optimize the Youden

index. A sensitivity analysis was also performed to check the sensibility of sCD146 the in single

embryo transfers group (SET group). A p-value < 0.05 was considered significant.

Soluble CD146 biomarker of embryo selection in in vitro fertilization
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Results

Patient characteristics

In our study, 126 attempts with embryos transferred after IVF were analysable as representing

informative transfers. The women’s mean age was 32.7 ± 4.10 years. The mean number of IVF

attempts per couple was 1.78 ± 0.94. Indications for IVF were related to male infertility for

43% of couples, to female infertility for 35%, and to both male and female infertility for 22%.

Approximately half (54%) of the couples underwent conventional in vitro fertilization, and

46% underwent intracytoplasmic sperm injection.

The distribution of sCD146 in embryos stratified by couple is presented in Fig 2 (Fig 2). No

significant differences were observed between couples with at least one successfully implanted

embryo and couples without any successfully implanted embryo (p> 0.05).

Overall results of the IVF attempts

Of the 126 attempts, 925 of the 1 156 retrieved oocytes were mature (80%), 702 embryos were

obtained, among which 570 were 2PN zygotes. A total of 222 embryos (201 fresh and 21 fro-

zen-thawed embryos) were transferred, 147 at day 2 (D2, 66.2%) and 75 at day 3 (D3, 33.8%),

37 embryos were successfully implanted, resulting in 34 pregnancies (31 single and 3 twin

ones, leading to 26 deliveries, 7 miscarriages and 1 ectopic pregnancy). No significant differ-

ence in term of pregnancy outcome was observed between conventional IVF and ICSI

(p = 0.534) and between transfer at day 2 and day 3 (p = 0.74). And no significant difference

was observed in term of sCD146 concentrations and pregnancy outcome between fresh and

frozen-thawed embryos transfers (p = 0.14 and p = 0.09 respectively).

Transferred embryos were distributed as follows according to the Istanbul classification, as

defined in the Materials and Methods section: 59 were “top quality” embryos, 129 were “good

or fair quality” embryos, and 34 were “poor quality” embryos; their implantation rates were

27.1%, 15.6% and 5.9%, respectively.

In the single embryo transfers group, a total of 71 single embryos were transferred, 52 at

day 2 (D2, 73.2%) and 19 at day 3 (D3, 26.8%), 18 embryos were successfully implanted, result-

ing in 18 single pregnancies. No significant difference in term of pregnancy outcome was

Fig 2. Distribution of couples and embryos. Distribution of sCD146 concentrations in embryos, according to couple.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0173724.g002
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observed between single embryo transfers at day 2 and day 3 (p = 0.12) and between sCD146

concentration at day 2 and 3 (p = 0.6). Single transferred embryos were distributed as follows

according to the Istanbul classification: 27 were “top quality” embryos, 35 were “good or fair

quality” embryos, and 9 were “poor quality” embryos; their implantation rates were 30%, 28%

and 0%, respectively. No significant difference was observed in term of sCD146 concentrations

and pregnancy outcome between fresh (n = 54) and frozen-thawed (n = 17) embryos transfers

(p = 0.66 and p = 0.49 respectively).

Confirmation of the presence of CD146 in human embryo

We performed immunocytochemical staining of CD146 in embryo (day 2 and day 3), morula

(day 4) and blastocyst (day 5) stages. This staining revealed for the first time the presence of

CD146 in blastomers (membrane and cytoplasm) of early embryo stages (days 2 and 3). The

expression of CD146 was also found to localize in the trophectoderm and inner cell mass of

the blastocyst (Fig 3A).

Confirmation of the presence of sCD146 in embryo supernatants from

day 2

Western blot analysis on 3 embryo supernatants with various sCD146 concentrations evalu-

ated by ELISA confirmed the presence of sCD146 in embryo supernatants (Fig 3B).

Soluble CD146 assay in embryo culture media showed that soluble CD146 concentrations

were not different in embryo supernatants collected after conventional IVF and ICSI

(p = 0.41) and after transfer at D2 and D3 (p = 0.2). Statistical analysis performed on 71 single

embryo transfers confirmed there was no significant difference between sCD146 concentra-

tions at day 2 and 3 (p = 0.6). However, quantification of sCD146 in 18 embryo supernatants

which underwent expended culture to day 5 showed that concentrations of sCD146 increased

from day 2 to day 5. We found a significant increase in day 5 compared to day 2 (p = 0.02) or 3

(p = 0.05) but no significant difference between days 2 and 3 (Fig 3C).

sCD146 concentrations and embryo implantation

Soluble CD146 levels were determined in each embryo supernatant. Because only informative

transfers were taken into account, each sCD146 value corresponded to one embryo trans-

ferred. We found significantly higher sCD146 concentrations in embryos that did not implant

(n = 185) compared with embryos that successfully implanted (n = 37) (1310 +/-1152 pg.mL-1

vs. 845 +/- 1173 pg.mL-1, p = 0.04) (Fig 4).

Statistical analysis performed separately between day 2 and day 3 showed the same trend:

lower concentrations of sCD146 were found in implanted embryos (regression coefficients:

-0.00049 and -0.00015 for days 2 and 3 respectively).

While embryo selection based on morphology remains the most relevant criterion for most

IVF laboratories, we studied the relationship between concentrations of sCD146 and embryo

quality, as defined by the Istanbul classification. We found that the concentrations of sCD146

did not correlate with the embryo grade (top: 1390 ± 1377 pg.mL-1, good or fair: 1290 ± 1147

pg.mL-1, poor: 1180 ± 1360 pg.mL-1; p = 0.7).

Multivariable analyses with adjustment for Istanbul classification confirmed a significant

association between low sCD146 concentration and successful implantation (p = 0.024) or the

establishment of pregnancy (p = 0.007).

Statistical analysis performed separately in the SET group showed significantly high

sCD146 concentrations in embryos that did not implant (n = 53) compared with embryos that

successfully implanted (n = 18) (p = 0.00624). Multivariable analyses with adjustment for
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Istanbul classification showed a significant association between low sCD146 concentration

and the establishment of pregnancy (p = 0.0054). We also studied the relationship between

concentrations of sCD146 and embryo quality, as defined by the Istanbul classification. We

found that the concentrations of sCD146 did not correlate with the embryo grade (p = 0.5).

Determination of the dose-response relationship

The quartiles of sCD146 distribution were used for further analysis. The lower and upper lim-

its for these four groups were 0–150 pg.mL-1 (first quartile, Q1), 150–1 038 pg.mL-1 (second

Fig 3. Presence of CD146 in embryos and embryo supernatants. 3a: Immunocytochemical staining of CD146 in early embryo

stages (day 2 and day 3), morula stage (day 4) and blastocyst stage (day 5). Embryos were stained with anti-CD146 (S-Endo 1) or

mouse IgG1 isotype control and then incubated with a secondary anti-mouse antibody associated to a fluorescent probe, Alexa Fluor 488®

(shown in green). Nuclear DNA was labeled with DAPI (shown in blue). Pictures were achieved using laser confocal microscopy (63x oil

objective magnification, NA:1.4). TE, trophectoderm; ICM, inner cell mass. 3b: Western blot analysis of embryos supernatants by

ELISA. The negative control (Neg) corresponds to culture medium without an embryo. The positive control corresponds to a lysate of

HUVEC (mbCD146). MW, molecular weight; Neg, negative control; EM1, embryo culture medium 1 (sCD146 = 110 pg); EM2, embryo

culture medium 2 (sCD146 = 100 pg); EM3, embryo culture medium 3 (sCD146 = 100 pg); mbCD146: membrane CD146 (10 mg protein).

Gels were run under the same experimental conditions. 3c: Soluble CD146 concentrations from day 2 to day 5.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0173724.g003
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quartile 2, Q2), 1 038–1 950 pg.mL-1 (third quartile, Q3) and 1 950–5 600 pg.mL-1 (fourth

quartile, Q4). The implantation rate was significantly higher in the lowest quartile: 27% for Q1,

17% for Q2, 16% for Q3 and 6% for Q4 (p = 0.03).

Efficacy of sCD146 as a biomarker of implantation

The computed ROC curve established that the optimal sCD146 concentration for embryo

implantation was under 1164 pg.ml-1 with an area under the curve (AUC) at 0.63 [0.53;0.72], a

sensitivity at 76%, a specificity at 48%, a positive predictive value (PPV) at 25% and a very high

negative predictive value (NPV) at 92%. Over this sCD146 threshold, the implantation rate

was significantly lower (9% for embryos with sCD146 levels >1164 pg.ml-1, vs. 22% with

sCD146 levels� 1164 pg.ml-1, p = 0.01).

Results obtained in the SET group were similar. The computed ROC curve showed an area

under the curve (AUC) at 0.65 [0.51; 0.79], a sensitivity at 79%, a specificity at 57%, a positive

predictive value (PPV) at 32% and a high negative predictive value (NPV) at 91%. Over the

Fig 4. Boxplot of sCD146 concentrations between implanted (YES, n = 37) and non-implanted embryos (NO, n = 185)

(p = 0.024).

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0173724.g004
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threshold (1164 pg.ml-1), the implantation rate was lower (9% for embryos with sCD146 levels

>1164 pg.ml-1, vs. 33% with sCD146 levels� 1164 pg.ml-1).

Discussion

Identification of embryos with the highest implantation potential remains a major goal in

reproductive medicine [23]. In this study, we provide the first demonstration that sCD146 is

detectable in the culture medium of embryos and that a high sCD146 concentration is associ-

ated with low embryo implantation potential, thus leading us to propose sCD146 as an innova-

tive biomarker for the selection of embryos to transfer.

Several approaches have been proposed to select embryos [5]. Invasive techniques, such as

PGS, which seem to have the greatest effect [6–8], are applicable to select patients, but are not

available in all IVF centres. Among non-invasive methods, assessment of embryo development

throughout the IVF procedure is processed in different ways. One method supports the selec-

tion of viable embryos by extended culture until the blastocyst stage, because many embryos

arrest their development at early stages. However, recent reports have found a slight benefit in

using blastocyst culture as compared to transfers at D2 or D3 [24–25]. Time lapse imaging,

recently introduced in IVF laboratories, may represent the most promising non-invasive tool

to determine embryo development in optimal conditions and to define predictive patterns cor-

related with high implantation potential [26–27]. Nevertheless, this system is not yet available

in all IVF centres. Other non-invasive methods have been investigated, including the measure-

ment of different metabolic parameters in the embryo culture medium throughout the IVF

procedure, e.g., glucose, lactate or pyruvate levels or oxygen consumption [28]. More recently,

genomic, proteomic or metabolomic profiling of the embryo culture medium have been

examined, with promising results. For example, one study reported that microRNA could be

detected in IVF culture media by RT PCR and were differentially expressed according to the

chromosomal status and pregnancy outcome [29]. Another one showed that the amount of

haptoglobulin α 1 fragment in the culture medium quantified by spectrometry could identify

nonviable embryos [30]. Nowadays the search of biomarkers in the embryo culture media

appears to be the most relevant non invasive option.

Currently, the selection of embryos primarily relies on morphological criteria, and scoring

embryos by morphology has been adapted into the daily routine of IVF laboratories. As

reported in the literature, our results showed that the implantation rate was correlated with

embryo morphology scoring; top quality embryos have the best implantation rates. However,

this evaluation remains imperfect because even so-called top quality embryos can fail to

implant. Identification of other non-invasive and easily useable biomarkers would constitute a

new tool to improve the accuracy of embryo selection [31]. The aim of our study was to find a

biomarker present in the embryo culture medium associated with the embryo implantation

potential. Membrane CD146 is an adhesion molecule that was identified in blastocysts [12].

Immunocytochemical staining performed on embryos from day 2 to day 5 confirmed these

data and demonstrated for the first time that CD146 was expressed in early embryo stages

(days 2 and 3). A CD146 labelling was found in blastomers constituting the embryo whatever

the stage, from day 2 to day 4 and in the trophectoderm and the inner mass cell at blastocyst

stage. We also demonstrated the presence of sCD146 in embryo supernatants both by ELISA

and western blotting from day 2. Soluble CD146 is generated from mbCD146 through mem-

brane proteolysis by metalloprotease. Decrease of mbCD146 and increase of sCD146 influence

trophoblast migration and invasion at the implantation site [20–22, 32]. The regulatory prop-

erties of sCD146 on the extravillous trophoblast migration [18] represent promising pre-requi-

sites for the use of sCD146 as an embryo selection biomarker. The low coefficients of variation
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obtained for repeatability and reproducibility demonstrated the high reliability of the assay. In

addition, detection in the embryo supernatant was achieved as early as day 2. These results

make sCD146 an attractive biomarker in IVF because, until now, only a few biomarkers could

be detected in the early stages. In our reproductive department (La conception, Marseille),

embryos are transferred at early stages (D2-3), so blastocyst stages were not studied. However,

preliminary data obtained after testing some embryo culture media showed the presence of

sCD146 in blastocyst stage and a significant increase of sCD146 in day 5 as compared to days 2

or 3. Quantification of sCD146 performed in embryo supernatants between day 2 and day 3

showed a slight but not significant increase of sCD146. This is probably related to the number

of blastomers constituting the embryo at different stages with a large difference between day 2

(4 blastomers) or 3 (8 blastomers) and day 5 (> 50 blastomers). Moreover, taking into account

only informative transfers and pregnancies and by performing a sensitivity analysis in the sin-

gle embryo transfers group, we evaluated the correlation between sCD146 levels and implanta-

tion for each transferred embryo. Our data showed that high sCD146 concentrations were

associated with low implantation potential. In particular regarding the good predictive nega-

tive value, high amount of sCD146 could constitute an exclusion marker.

In view of the adhesive properties of mbCD146, our hypothesis is that an increase of the

release of sCD146 is linked to an excessive cleavage of membrane CD146 in embryos, and dim-

inution of mbCD146 has been associated with implantation failure [20, 32]. Another hypothe-

sis is that excessive amount of sCD146 could interfere with embryo implantation. This finding

could potentially be due to a high proteolytic cleavage and/or to low resistance of membrane

CD146 to proteolysis. These hypotheses are currently under investigation. Interestingly, we

also found that sCD146 levels were independent of the morphology criteria, which have been

routinely used for embryo selection before transfer. Thus, sCD146 detection may represent an

additional criterion to select embryos just before the time of transfer. Among the preselected

embryos using morphologic scoring, it could allow to exclude the embryo(s) with the highest

sCD146 level. Thereby coupling of embryo morphology scoring and early sCD146 detection

for each embryo may allow better selection of the embryo(s) to transfer, thus improving the

success of eSET and reducing the associated cost. In addition, there is strong evidence that the

major cause of embryo implantation failure is chromosomal abnormalities. It will be of interest

to determine whether there is an association between sCD146 levels and aneuploidy. Indeed, if

sCD146 levels are independent of aneuploidy, the possibility of combining sCD146 testing

with aneuploidy screening might considerably increase implantation rates.

In conclusion, our results strongly suggest that sCD146, generated by shedding of the adhe-

sion molecule mbCD146, is an early, non-invasive and innovative biomarker for the selection

of embryos before transfer. Coupling of embryo scoring and sCD146 detection in embryo cul-

ture media by ELISA for each preselected embryo may allow a better selection of the embryo

with the higher implantation capacity. This retrospective study establishes the proof of concept

for the use of sCD146 as a biomarker for embryo selection. A multicentre prospective study

will now be necessary to further establish its use in clinical practice. Widespread use of

sCD146 screening in daily practice in assisted reproductive centres may improve IVF effi-

ciency and reduce the time and cost currently associated with a successful pregnancy.
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11. Bardin N, Anfosso F, Massé JM, Cramer E, Sabatier F, Le Bivic A,et al. Identification of CD146 as a

component of the endothelial junction involved in the control of cell-cell cohesion. Blood 2001; 98:

3677–3684. PMID: 11739172

12. Wang HB, DU X, Xu YH, Wang ZH. Identification of CD146 expression in Human and Mouse Preim-

plantation Embryo. J. of Reprod. and Contracept 2008; 19: 17–26.

13. Braude P, Bolton V, Moore S. Human gene expression first occurs between the four- and eight-stages

of preimplantation development. Nature 1988; 332: 459–461. https://doi.org/10.1038/332459a0 PMID:

3352746

14. Boneberg EM, Illges H, Legler DF, Fürstenberger G. Soluble CD146 is generated by ectodomain shed-

ding of membrane CD146 in a calcium-induced, matrix metalloprotease dependent process. Microvasc

Res 2009; 78: 325–331. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mvr.2009.06.012 PMID: 19615385

Soluble CD146 biomarker of embryo selection in in vitro fertilization

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0173724 March 14, 2017 13 / 14

https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/deu175
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25069504
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rbmo.2013.05.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23933036
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13039-015-0140-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26157486
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2013.04.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2013.04.035
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23731996
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2013.02.056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2013.02.056
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23548942
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/der037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21502182
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/deu295
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25376459
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11739172
https://doi.org/10.1038/332459a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3352746
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mvr.2009.06.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19615385
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0173724


15. Bardin N, Francès V, Combes V, Sampol J, Dignat-George F. CD146: biosynthesis and production of a

soluble form in human cultured endothelial cells. FEBS Lett 1998; 421: 12–14. PMID: 9462829

16. Bardin N, Moal V, Anfosso F, Daniel L, Brunet P, Sampol J,et al. Soluble CD146, a novel endothelial

marker, is increased in physiopathological settings linked to endothelial junctional alteration. Thromb

Haemost 2003; 90: 915–920 https://doi.org/10.1160/TH02-11-0285 PMID: 14597988

17. Bardin N, Blot-Chabaud M, Despoix N. Kebir A, Harhouri K,Arsanto JP et al. CD146 and its soluble form

regulate monocyte transendothelial migration. Arterioscler Thromb Vasc Biol 2009; 29:746–753.

https://doi.org/10.1161/ATVBAHA.108.183251 PMID: 19229070

18. Kaspi E, Guillet B, Piercecchi-Marti MD, Alfaidy N, Bretelle F, Bertaud-Foucault A, et al. Identification of

soluble CD146 as a regulator of trophoblast migration: potential role in placental vascular development.

Angiogenesis 2013; 16: 329–342. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10456-012-9317-6 PMID: 23108590

19. Dzafic E, Stimpfel M, Novakovic S, Cerkovnik P, Virant-Klun I. Expression of mesenchymal stem cells-

related genes and plasticity of aspirated follicular cells obtained from infertile women. BioMed Research

International. 2014:508216. https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/508216 PMID: 24724084

20. Liu Q, Zhang B, Zhao X, Zhang Y, Liu Y, Yan X. Blockade of adhesion molecule CD146 causes preg-

nancy failure in mice. J Cell Physiol 2008; 215: 621–626 https://doi.org/10.1002/jcp.21341 PMID:

18288634

21. Liu Q, Ya X, Li Y Zhang Y, Zhao X, Shen Y. Pre-eclampsia is associated with the failure of melanoma

cell adhesion molecule (MCAM/CD146) expression by intermediate trophoblast. Lab Investig 2004; 84:

221–228. https://doi.org/10.1038/labinvest.3700033 PMID: 14688802

22. Pasquier E, Bardin N, De Saint Martin L, Le Martelot MT, Bohec C, Roche S, et al. The first assessment

of soluble CD146 in women with unexplained pregnancy loss. A new insight? Thromb Haemost 2005;

94: 1280–1284. PMID: 16411406

23. Simopoulou M, Nikolopoulou E, Dimakakos A, Charalabopoulos K, Koutsilieris M. Cell adhesion mole-

cules and in vitro fertilization. In Vivo 2014; 28: 683–690. PMID: 25189878

24. Glujovsky D, Blake D, Farquhar C, Bardach A. Cleavage stage versus blastocyst stage embryo transfer

in assisted reproductive technology. Cochrane Database Syst. Rev 2012; 7, CD002118.

25. Martins WP. Nastri CO, Rienzi L, van der Poel SZ, Gracia C, Racowsky C et al. Blastocyst versus cleav-

age stage embryo transfer: a systematic review and meta-analysis of the reproductive outcomes. Ultra-

sound Obstet Gynecol. 2016. [Epub ahead of print]

26. Motato Y, de los Santos MJ, Escriba MJ, Ruiz BA, Remohı́ J, Meseguer M. Morphokinetic analysis and

embryonic prediction for blastocyst formation through an integrated time-lapse system. Fertil Steril

2015; 17: S0015-0282(15)02076-2.

27. Haikin Herzberger E, Ghetler Y, Tamir Yaniv R, Berkovitz A, Gonen O, Cohen I, et al. Time lapse

microscopy is useful for elective single-embryo transfer. Gynecol Endocrinol 2016; 26:1–3 Epub ahead

of print

28. Botros L, Sakkas D, Seli E. Metabolomics and its application for non-invasive embryo assessment in

IVF. Mol Hum Reprod 2008; 14: 679–690. https://doi.org/10.1093/molehr/gan066 PMID: 19129367

29. Rosenbluth EM, Shelton DN, Wells LM, Sparks AE, Van Voorhis BJ.. Human embryos secrete micro-

RNAs into culture media—a potential biomarker for implantation. Fertil Steril 2014; 101:1493–500.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2014.01.058 PMID: 24786747
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