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Olaparib (AZD-2281, Ku-0059436) is an orally bioavailable and well-tolerated poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase
(PARP) inhibitor currently under investigation in patients with solid tumors. To study the clinical potential of
olaparib as a single-agent for the treatment of acute myeloid leukemia (AML) patients, we analyzed the
in vitro sensitivity of AML cell lines and primary blasts. Clinically achievable concentrations of olaparib were
able to induce cell death in the majority of primary AML case samples (88%) and tested cell lines. At these con-
centrations, olaparib preferentially killed leukemic blasts sparing normal lymphocytes derived from the samepa-
tient and did not substantially affect the viability of normal bone marrow and CD34-enriched peripheral blood
cells obtained from healthy donors. Most primary AML analyzed were characterized by low BRCA1 mRNA level
and undetectable protein expression that likely contributed to explain their sensitivity to olaparib. Noteworthy,
while PARP1 over-expression was detected in blasts not responsive to olaparib, phosphorylation of the histone
H2AFX (γH2AX)was associatedwith drug sensitivity. As to genetic features of tested cases the highest sensitivity
was shown by a patient carrying a 11q23 deletion. The high sensitivity of AML blasts and the identification of
biomarkers potentially able to predict response and/or resistance may foster further investigation of olaparib
monotherapy for AML patients unfit to conventional chemotherapy.

© 2014 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
1. Introduction

Acute myeloid leukemia (AML) is a heterogeneous disease which
comprises distinct subtypes defined by specific morphological, cytoge-
netic, molecular and gene expression characteristics [1]. Modern AML
classification ismainly based on chromosome abnormalities (insertions,
deletions and translocations) and other recurrent genetic changes in
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specific genes such as nucleophosmin (NPM1) and fms-related tyrosine
kinase 3 (FLT3). The analysis of these alterations allows the identification
at diagnosis of prognostically discrete subtypes of AML which in turn
may enable the adoption of risk-adapted therapeutic strategies [2].

Despite important advances in the understanding of the molecular
basis of AML, survival outcomes have not significantly improved over
the past 20 years, indicating the need of more effective and less toxic
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therapeutic agents. In this context, molecular therapies targeting genet-
ic abnormalities of AML blasts and their altered signaling pathways
appear to be promising approaches. In this regard, the inhibitors of
poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase (PARP) are attractive candidates for
AML treatment.

The PARP family comprises a number of enzymes that transfer ADP-
ribose to acceptor proteins using NAD+as substrate resulting inmono-
or poly(ADP-ribosyl)ation (PARylation) of proteins [3]. Among the
proteins capable of synthesizing ADP-ribose polymers (PAR), PARP1 is
responsible formost of the total cellular PARylation activity [4]. Through
PARylation, PARP1 controls a wide array of cellular processes, such as
DNA repair, gene transcription, cell division and death. The rationale
for using PARP inhibitors (PARPi) as single agents, as previously sug-
gested by Ashworth's and Helleday's groups [5,6], relies on their ability
to selectively kill BRCA1 or BRCA2 mutated breast or ovarian cancers
with a defective repair of DNA double strand breaks (DSB) by homolo-
gous recombination (HR) [7]. In the presence of PARPi, single strand
breaks (SSB) that are continuously generated by endogenous oxidants
or by replication errors, are no longer repaired by the base excision
repair (in which PARP1 and PARP2 play a role) and are converted into
DSB upon collision with the replication fork. Normal cells will repair
DSB by HR and survive, whereas HR-deficient tumor cells will not repair
DSB and die or, alternatively, attempt to repair DSB activating the error-
prone non-homologous end-joining pathway that causes genomic
instability and eventual lethality [8]. Thus, the concomitant inhibition
of PARP activity and the lack of function of HR are synthetic lethal
conditions.

Besidesmutations, lowexpression of BRCA1/2 and lack of function of
other proteins involved in HR pathway or in DSB sensing may cause
HR-deficiency and confer tumor cells a “BRCAness” phenotype [9,10].
For instance, cells with defective ataxia telangiectasia mutated (ATM)
protein, a kinase quickly activated after the induction of DSB [11], are
more sensitive to PARPi than ATM-proficient cells [12–15]. Moreover,
aberrations of the MRE11A–RAD50–NBS1 complex, essential in DNA
damage detection [12,16–18], silencing or deletion of ATR, RAD51 and
Fanconi anemia proteins, which are required for an efficient HR [12,
19,20], reduced expression of mismatch repair components MSH2,
MSH6 and MLH1, causing genomic instability [18], all represent condi-
tions that may sensitize cancer cells to PARPi monotherapy.

Recent studies performed in leukemia cell lines and primary
myelodysplastic syndromes or AMLs have shown that PARPi might
be a suitable therapeutic strategy [21], especially for a subset of my-
eloid malignancies with microsatellite instability [18]. Among the
different PARPi currently under investigation, olaparib (AZD-2281,
Ku-0059436) is a well-tolerated and potent PARP1 and PARP2 inhibi-
tor which has shown promising results in clinical trials for solid tumors
[22–27]. Presently, olaparib as monotherapy (300 mg twice daily) has
reached the phase III development as maintenance treatment for
BRCA mutated ovarian cancer after chemotherapy with platinum
agents (clinicaltrials.gov).

In the present study we investigated the in vitro sensitivity to
olaparib of AML cell lines and primary patient blasts and found that ex-
posure to a single clinically relevant concentration of the PARPi exerted
anti-proliferative and apoptotic effects in the majority of cases (88%).
Moreover, we found that BRCA1 proficiency and PARP1 over-
expression designated AML blasts not responsive to olaparib. Finally,
the sensitivity of AML cells to the PARPi directly correlated with phos-
phorylation of the histone H2AFX on Ser139 (γH2AX), which is
regarded as an indicator of DSB [28].

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Primary AML blasts, cell lines and culture conditions

Freshly isolated primary blasts were obtained from bone marrow
(BM) aspirates of adult patients with newly diagnosed AML before
starting chemotherapy. The first 14 patients were numbered in order
of arrival and selected for a blast infiltration≥ 60% in the BM at disease
presentation. Three patients were selected for blast percentages ≤ 40%
to study the influence of olaparib in matched myeloblats and normal
cells; in these latter cases, however, it was not possible to recover
enough blasts for immunoblot analyses. Eight additional AML samples
(with ≥60% blasts) were analyzed only for mRNA expression experi-
ments. All patients provided written informed consent according to
institutional guidelines and the study was approved by the IRB at
“Policlinico Tor Vergata”.

Mononuclear cells from the BMof 25 patients and 10 healthy donors
were isolated by Lympholyte-H (Cedarlane) according to the
manufacturer's instructions. Two CD34-enriched cells were obtained
after G-CSF-mobilization from the peripheral blood of healthy donors
and after Lympholyte-H separation.

Since freshly isolated AML cells are typically arrested at G0/G1
phase, cells were exposed to 3 different mitogenic stimuli and cultured
for 3 days before starting chemosensitivity assays. Briefly, 106 primary
AML cells/ml were seeded into a culture flask in complete RPMI medi-
um (Sigma-Aldrich) [with 2 mM L-glutamine (EuroClone) and 1% peni-
cillin/streptomycin (EuroClone)] supplemented with 20% fetal bovine
serum (FBS) (PAA Laboratories), 10 ng/ml each of IL-3, SCF and
FLT3LG (Peprotech).

The HL-60, U937, NB4 (American Type Culture Collection) and HL-
60R (kindly donated by Richard Darley, University of Wales, Cardiff,
UK) leukemia cell lineswere cultured in completemedium supplement-
ed with 10% FBS, whereas OCI-AML2 and OCI-AML3 (DSMZ-German
Collection) leukemia cell lines were cultured in the presence of 20% FBS.

2.2. Drug treatment and survival assay

The stock solution of olaparib (Selleck Cehmicals) was prepared by
dissolving 10 mg of the drug in 200 μl of dimethylsulfoxide (DMSO)
(Sigma) and then diluted with RPMI to the concentration of 2 mM.
The aliquots were stored at−80 °C. For each experiment a new aliquot
was thawed and used.

For survival assay stimulated primary AML cells were collected, cen-
trifuged, suspended in fresh completemedium (time0 on the graphics),
and seeded at 106 cells/ml in duplicate for each point in 24-well culture
plates. Olaparib was added at the beginning of each experiment and left
in the culturemediumduring the entire period of incubation. Cells were
counted by trypan blue dye exclusion in quadruplicate and the surviv-
ing fraction was calculated with respect to the untreated control. Since
in vitro culture of primary AML blasts could be achieved for 7–14 days
only, depending on the AML sample, we performed the assays at up to
7 days after drug exposure. Experiments with normal cells were per-
formed with the same procedure.

For the analysis of survival of AML lines, cells were plated in 96-well
plates at 104 or 103 cells/ml, exposed to graded concentrations of
olaparib and cultured for 3 or 7 days, respectively. Cell survival was
evaluated by the Kit CellTiter 96® AQueous One Solution Cell Prolifera-
tion Assay (Promega), according to the manufacturer's instructions. At
the end of each experiment the absorbance of metabolized MTS was
read at 490 nm using a Victor X Plate Reader (PerkinElmer).

The olaparib inhibitory concentration 50 (IC50), defined as the drug
concentration capable of inhibiting 50% of cell growth compared to
untreated control, was calculated with the GraphPad Prism 5 software
by using linear regression. Statistical correlations with IC50 were per-
formed using non-parametric one-tailed Spearman's tests. Results
were considered significant for p values ≤ 0.05.

2.3. Flow cytometry and apoptotic assays

Apoptosis in primary AML samples was assayed using an annexin V
apoptosis kit (GFP Certified™ Apoptosis/Necrosis Detection Kit, Enzo
Life Sciences), according to the manufacturer's instructions, and

http://clinicaltrials.gov
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Fig. 1. Primary AML cells are killed in vitro by olaparib. Primary AML cells were cultured with IL-3, SCF and FLT3LG for 3 days and then treated (time 0) with increasing concentrations of
olaparib. Cell proliferationwas evaluated by count of viable cells using trypan blue exclusion at 3, 5 and 7 days. Standard error (SE) of replicate countswas±10% andwas not indicated in
thefigure. AML sampleswere divided in two different groups on the basis of their proliferation rate. The IC50s of olaparib were calculated after 7 days of exposure. (A) Growth curves of 11
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analyzed by flow cytometry. To distinguish normal lymphocytes from
AML blasts, 5 × 105 cells, untreated or treated with 10 μM olaparib for 7
days, were stainedwith anti-human CD45 APC-eFluor780 (e-Bioscience),
washed with PBS and assayed for apoptosis. Samples were acquired on
a CyANADP cytometer (Beckman Coulter) and analyzed by FlowJo soft-
ware (Tree Star Inc.).

Cell death in leukemia cell lines was evaluated after cell fixation in
ethanol, treatment with 10 μg/ml RNase A (Sigma-Aldrich) and staining
with 100 μg/ml propidium iodide (PI) (Sigma-Aldrich).
2.4. mRNA expression and sequencing

Total RNA was isolated using TRIzol reagent (Invitrogen) and
checked for quality by gel electrophoresis. One μg of total RNA was
reverse-transcribed using random hexamer primers and reagents of
Life Technologies.

Quantitative real-time PCR (qRT-PCR) were carried out using
Applied Biosystems® TaqMan® Universal PCR Master Mix (Life Tech-
nologies). TaqMan primers/probes for PARP1, PARP2, BRCA1, BRCA2
and GAPDH (for internal normalization) were from Integrated DNA
Technologies. Analysis was performed in triplicate on ABI-7900HT
(Applied Biosystems). The 2−ΔΔCt relative quantification method was
used to calculate relative mRNA expression. A normal BM RNA was
used as a calibrator. Statistical analysis was performed using non-
parametric one-tailed Mann–Whitney test. Results were considered
significant for p values ≤ 0.05.

NPM1mutA and FLT3-ITD gene status was investigated as previously
described [29] with minor changes. Briefly, reverse-transcribed RNA
was screened by PCR-capillary electrophoresis methods and the PCR
setup was modified for Applied Biosystems 3130 platform.

The following primers were used: for FLT3 forward primer
ITD-F5=5′-tgtcgagcagtactctaaaca-3′, reverse primer ITD-R6=5′-
atcctagtaccttcccaaactc-3′; for NPM1 forward primer NM-F2=5′-
atcaattatgtgaagaattgcttac-3′, reverse primer NPM-Rev6=5′-
accatttccatgtctgagcacc-3′.

ITD-R6 andNPM-Rev6 primerswere labeledwith thefluorochromes
6-FAM and the FLT3 and NPM1 gene analysis was performed in two
different PCR reactions using AmpliTaq Gold DNA-polymerase (Life
Technologies). PCR conditions were adapted as follows: pre-
incubation at 95 °C for 7 min followed by 30 s at 94 °C, 30 s at 57 °C,
and 30 s at 72 °C for 35 cycles, and a final elongation at 72 °C for
10 min. One μl of PCR product was mixed with deionized formamide
and ROX500 dye size standard (Life Technologies) according to the
manufacturer's instructions, heated to 95 °C for 5 min, and placed on
Table 1
Clinical and biological characteristics of AML patients.

IC50 olaparib (μM) AML Age/sex WBC (×106/ml) % blasts (BM) K

82,4 AML-7 56/M 53 80 4
29,9 AML-17 59/M 7 40 N
17,9 AML-4 58/M 25 90 N
13,7 AML-12 50/M 57 72 4
13,6 AML-3 51/F 6 60 4
9,2 AML-6 35/M 58 90 4
4,5 AML-13 34/M 63 73 4
4,3 AML-9 23/M 102 90 N
3,5 AML-10 54/F 17 60 4
3,5 AML-15 58/M 26 40 4
3,3 AML-5 59/F 105 60 4
3,0 AML-1 41/F 28 80 4
2,8 AML-14 55/M 116 82 4
2,7 AML-2 56/F 94 80 4
2,6 AML-11 38/M 88 90 4
1,5 AML-16 40/M 5 21 4
0,7 AML-8 30/M 16 95 4

NA = Not Available.
ice for at least 1min before electro-kinetic injection to the ABI 3130 cap-
illary electrophoresis instrument (Applied Biosystems).

2.5. Immunoblotting

Total proteins were extracted from AML cells collected before cul-
ture and treatment. Cells were lysed using a buffer containing 50 mM
Tris–HCl (pH 7.5), 5 mM EDTA, 5 mM EGTA, 150 mM NaCl, 1% Nonidet
P-40, 1mMNa orthovanadate, 20mMβ-glycerophosphate, 25mMNaF,
1 mMPMSF and protease inhibitor cocktail (Sigma-Aldrich). Protein al-
iquots were loaded onto Any KDtm or 7.5% Mini-Protean TGX polyacryl-
amide gels (Bio-Rad). After transferring to nitrocellulose membrane
total proteins were incubated with the following antibodies: anti-
PARP1 (M01-3G4, Abnova), anti-PARP2 (ab176330, Abcam), anti-
MRE11A (H-300, Santa Cruz), anti-MLH1 (G168-15, BD Pharmingen),
anti-MSH2 (Ab-1, Calbiochem), anti-MSH3 (52, BD Pharmingen), anti-
BRCA1 (D-9, Santa Cruz), anti-BRCA2 (9012, Cell Signaling Technology),
anti-RAD51 (14B4, Thermo), anti-γH2AX (JBW301,Millipore), anti-PAR
(4335, Trevigen) and anti-β-actin (4967, Cell Signaling Technology).
Horseradish peroxidase-conjugated IgG were used as secondary anti-
bodies. The autoradiograms were subjected to densitometric analysis
by ImageJ 1.45s software (Bio-Rad Laboratories). The results were nor-
malized against β-actin and used for statistical correlation analyses.

2.6. Immunofluorescence of γH2AX foci

AML cells were cytocentrifuged (5–10 × 104 cells), fixed with 4%
paraformaldehyde, permeabilized in 0.3% triton, blocked in 2% BSA
(Sigma-Aldrich) and immunostained with mouse anti-γH2AX. After
staining, cells were washed and incubated with goat anti-mouse IgG
Alexa Fluor 488 (Invitrogen). Nuclei were then stained with DAPI (4,6
diamidino-2-phenylindole) and mounted in Fluoromount (Sigma-
Aldrich). Analysis was performed using a Leica CTR 6000 fluores-
cence microscope and LAS AF Lite software (Leica). Images were
taken at 40× magnification.

3. Results

3.1. AML blasts are sensitive to olaparib in vitro

Sensitivity to the PARPi-mediated cytotoxicity was evaluated by
trypan blue exclusion cell count (Fig. 1A–B). The requirement of cell
progression to S phase for the conversion of PARPi-induced SSB in DSB
prompted us to verify whether PARPi sensitivity of AML blasts was
influenced by the in vitro proliferation rate. Thus, AML samples were
aryotype NPM1 mutA FLT3-ITD Prognostic risk

6,XX,ins(10;11)(p12;q2313) Neg Neg Intermediate
A Pos Pos High
A Pos Neg Low
6,XY,t(5;21)(q32;q22)[8]/46,XY[9] Pos Pos High
6,XX,t(8;21) Neg Neg Low
6,XY,inv(16) Neg Neg Low
6,XY Pos Pos High
A [PCR positive for inv(16)] Neg Neg Low
6,XX Pos Pos High
7,XY,+8[2]/46,XY[28] Neg Neg Intermediate
6,XX Pos Neg Low
6,XX Pos Pos High
6,XY Pos Neg Low
6,XX,inv(16) Neg Neg Low
7,XY,+6[12]/46,XY[2] Pos Pos High
6,XY Neg Neg Intermediate
6,XY,del(11)(q23)[7]/46,XY[13] Neg Neg Intermediate
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divided in two groups including cycling (panel A) or non-proliferating
leukemic blasts (panel B). The doubling times of cycling blasts were
extremely variable ranging from 54 to 318 h. The most responsive
case (AML-8) (IC50 = 0.7 μM) was characterized by an extremely high
growth rate (Fig. 1A), whereas the olaparib resistant case AML-7
(IC50 = 82.4 μM) did not proliferate in vitro (Fig. 1B). However, 2 out
of 3 AMLs that did not proliferate in vitro at the assessed time points,
showed high responsiveness to olaparib (Fig. 1B). These findings sug-
gest that the antitumor effect of olaparib does not strictly depend on
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heral blood samples (PB-1 and PB-2) obtained from healthy donors. NE = Not Evaluable.
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FACS analysis of AML blasts, stainedwith annexin V/PI after 7 days of
drug exposure, showed that olaparib concentrations ranging from 1.25
to 10 μM were able to induce apoptosis in sensitive AML blasts
(Fig. 1C). The PARPi induced apoptosis also in the two responsive leuke-
mia samples that did not proliferate in vitro (i.e., AML-9 and AML-11). A
representative experiment showing the dose-dependent increase of
pre-apoptotic and apoptotic cells mediated by olaparib in AML-5 cells
is shown in Fig. 1D.

Next, we analyzed whether a correlation existed between the
olaparib IC50 values at 7 days and some of the most important clinical
prognostic indexes of the AML blasts (i.e., age, white blood cell count,
karyotype, NPM1mutA and FLT3-ITD) (Table 1). However, no statistical-
ly significant correlation was found between the sensitivity of leukemic
blasts and the above considered prognostic factors. AML-8 cells, which
resulted to be the most sensitive to the anti-proliferative and apoptotic
effects of olaparib, were characterized by a chromosome 11q23 deletion
(Table 1).

3.2. Lymphocytes from AML patients and normal hematopoietic cells have
low sensitivity to olaparib

In clinical trials olaparib monotherapy displayed a favorable toxicity
profile as compared to most chemotherapeutic agents commonly used
for cancer treatment [22–24]. To investigate the effect of olaparib on
normal lymphocytes present in the BM of leukemia patients, 3 AML
samples, characterized by a low percentage of blasts at the time of
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are presented as themean of triplicate analysis. Statistical analysis was performed using the no
diagnosis (≤40%), were treated with olaparib. These AML samples
showed comparable growth rates (Fig. 2A, left panel), but different sen-
sitivity to olaparib, being AML-15 and AML-16 more responsive than
AML-17 cells (Fig. 2A, right panel). Flow cytometric analysis, performed
after 7 days of culture, indicated that in all samples the percentages of
blasts, characterized by low expression of CD45, markedly increased
due to the cell purification procedures and the in vitro culture
(Fig. 2B). The higher level of apoptosis induced by olaparib in AML-15
and AML-16 samples is consistent with the results of cell proliferation
assay (Fig. 2A). Gate analysis of Annexin V and PI negative cells (viable
cells) indicated that in AML-15 and AML-16 sensitive samples the expo-
sure to 10 μM olaparib caused a decrease in the percentage of blasts
(CD45 low) and, consequently, an increase in the percentage of normal
lymphocytes (CD45 high) (Fig. 2B). These data suggest that olaparib
preferentially killed leukemia blasts and spared lymphocytes from the
same patient. By contrast, the PARPi minimally affected both cell popu-
lations in AML-17 cells that are characterized by an olaparib IC50 8.5-
fold and 20-fold higher than that of AML-15 and AML-16 cells,
respectively.

The influence of olaparib on normal hematopoietic cells, isolated
from one BM and from two CD34-enriched mobilized peripheral blood
samples, was also analyzed. Treatment with the PARPi did not affect
the survival of BM cells. Mobilized peripheral blood samples showed in-
stead a certain degree of sensitivity to olaparib. However, it should be
noted that olaparib IC50 values were higher than those obtained with
the majority of AML blasts (Fig. 2C vs Figs. 1 and 2A).
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3.3. mRNA expression of PARP1/2 and BRCA1/2 is altered in de novo AML
cells

It has been recently reported that the expression of PARP1 and
PARP2 is required for olaparib cytotoxic effects since PARP1−/− knock-
out B-lymphoblast avian cells, which are devoid of PARP2 expression,
are unresponsive to the PARPi [32]. In addition, BRCA1/2 homozygous
mutations or epigenetic down-regulation of their expression has been
widely demonstrated to result in HR-deficiency and responsiveness to
the synthetic lethality induced by PARPi monotherapy [8,9]. Based on
these observations we speculated that differences in the expression of
PARP1, PARP2, BRCA1 and BRCA2 between normal and leukemia cells
might account for the resistance of normal hematopoietic cells to
olaparib. Thus, we analyzed mRNA expression of these four genes in 9
normal and 25 AML BM samples (including the 17 AML samples tested
for chemosensitivity) by qRT-PCR. A higher expression of PARP2 was
observed in AML as compared to normal BM samples, whereas PARP1
mRNA levels in leukemic blasts were not significantly different from
those present in normal cells (Fig. 3). However, it should be noted
that AML-7 and AML-17, regarded as the least sensitive AML, expressed
PARP1 transcript largely above the median range.

On the contrary, BRCA1 transcript was down-regulated in AML sam-
ples (Fig. 3), supporting a less effective HR repair that might account for
the sensitivity to olaparib.

3.4. AML cell lines are sensitive to olaparib: γH2AX and RAD51 as
biomarkers of olaparib sensitivity

In order to verify whether the high rate of response observed in pri-
mary AML blasts might be due to an unintended selection of sensitive
AML samples we analyzed 6 leukemia cell lines known to be unrespon-
sive to the PARPi Ku0058948 [21]. The olaparib IC50s of leukemia cell
lines at 7 dayswere comprised between 1.0 and 10.7 μM(Fig. 4). In par-
ticular, U937 cells were the least sensitive with an IC50 of about 11-fold
higher than that of NB4 cells. Overall, all the AML cell lines tested were
responsive to clinically relevant concentrations of olaparib.

In the search of a predictive marker of response to olaparib we eval-
uated byWestern blot analysis the expressionof a number of repair pro-
teins that might be involved in sensitivity to PARPi. For this purpose, we
initially tested basal PARP1, PARP2 protein expression and PARylated
proteins, as a measure of PARP activity, in the AML cell lines (Fig. 5A).
Both U937 and NB4 cells, although characterized by different olaparib
IC50s (i.e. 10.7 and 1.0 μM), expressed comparable low PARP1 and
PARylated proteins. Indeed, no statistically significant correlation was
found between the results of densitometric analysis of PARP1, PARP2
and PAR immunoreactive bands and olaparib IC50s (Fig. 5A). In addition,
no correlation was also found between the expression of MRE11A and
the mismatch repair proteins MLH1, MSH2, MSH3 and drug sensitivity.
In particular, the HL-60R cell line, which overexpressesMSH3 as a result
of gene amplification [33], responded to olaparib similarly to the HL-60
wild-type counterpart which expresses 15-fold lower levels of MSH3
(Fig. 5A).

With respect to proteins involved in DSB repair, in our experimental
conditions we did not observe detectable levels of BRCA1 and BRCA2 in
all the AML cell lines tested. Interestingly, RAD51 directly correlated
(Spearman's correlation 0.829; p = 0.021) and γH2AX inversely corre-
lated (Spearman's correlation −1.000; p b 0.0001) with the olaparib
IC50s. In particular, U937 cells showed undetectable basal levels of
γH2AX as compared to the olaparib hypersensitive NB4 cells (Fig. 5A).
These data support the role of the repair proteins RAD51 and γH2AX
as potential markers of olaparib sensitivity in AML cell lines.

Cell death and γH2AX foci formation were then analyzed in U937,
HL60 and NB4 cells 24 h after treatment with 1.25 and 5 μMof olaparib.
The results indicated that in the AML cell lines the toxic effects caused
by olaparib were evident as early as 24 h after drug exposure, especially
in the most sensitive cells (i.e. HL-60 and NB4; Fig. 5B). In the case of
U937 cells, although the percentage of dead cells slightly increased at
later time points (i.e., 72 and 120 h), it remained always lower than in
HL-60 and NB4 cells (data not shown). Moreover, the PARPi caused a
dose-dependent increase in the number γH2AX positive cells which
correlated with sensitivity to olaparib (Fig. 5C). Consistent with the re-
sults of immunoblot analysis the number of γH2AX foci in untreated
NB4 and HL-60 cells was higher than in U937 cells.
3.5. In primary AML PARP1 over-expression and BRCA1 proficiency indicate
resistance to olaparib, whereas formation of γH2AX foci indicates
sensitivity

Based on the results obtained in the AML cell lines we analyzed by
Western blot the expression of PARP1, PARP2, RAD51, γH2AX, BRCA1,
BRCA2 and PARylated proteins in the AML blasts isolated from patients
(Fig. 6A). PARP1 protein expression significantly correlated with PAR
levels (Spearman's correlation 0.575; p = 0.02) and PARP1 mRNA
(Spearman's correlation 0.746; p = 0.002) (Fig. 6A–B). No statistically
significant correlation was found between the results of densitometric
analysis of PARP1, PARP2 and PAR immunoreactive bands and olaparib
IC50s. Nevertheless, AML-7 cells with the highest olaparib IC50 also
showed the highest amount of PARP1 protein and mRNA levels
(Fig. 6B and Fig. 3). Differently from the results obtained in AML cell
lines, no correlation was observed between olaparib IC50s in primary
AML blasts and basal RAD51 or γH2AX protein expression analyzed be-
fore culture.

In keeping with the findings obtained in the AML cell lines, BRCA2
protein was hardly detectable in all AML primary samples, whereas
BRCA1 protein was only detected in the olaparib resistant AML-7
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sample. Thus, the concomitant condition of high PARP1 expression and
the presence of BRCA1 in AML-7 might account for its resistance to
olaparib.

AML samples were then examined for their ability to form γH2AX
foci in response to treatment with olaparib. For immunofluorescence
analysis we collected 8 AML samples 72 h after drug treatment
(Fig. 6C). An inverse correlation was found between the olaparib IC50s
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4. Discussion

In the present studywe show that the PARPi olaparib as single agent
exerts antiproliferative and apoptotic effects in AML blasts at clinically
achievable concentrations. By contrast, normal lymphocytes or hemato-
poietic cells from healthy donors showed low sensitivity to olaparib re-
gardless of the sensitivity/resistance profile of matched leukemic blasts.
The exposure to a single dose of olaparib was able to exert cell killing in
a high percentage (88%) of primary AML samples. Only in 2 out 17 cases
the olaparib IC50 was≥25 μM, i.e. higher than themaximum concentra-
tion achievable in patients with solid tumors who were treated with
200–600 mg olaparib twice daily.

At present, the efficacy of PARPi as monotherapy has been mostly
confined to patientswith BRCA1/2mutations and related to synthetic le-
thal interaction between defective BRCA1/2 function and inhibition of
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PARP1 activity. However, mutations in BRCA1/2 genes are not common
in acute leukemia [34]. Nevertheless, a decreased expression of BRCA1/2
proteins causing impairment of HR may also derive from mechanisms
different from gene mutations [9,35,36]. In addition, olaparib has been
shown to induce objective responses in patients with ovarian cancer
also in the absence of BRCA mutations [25].

Our results show that AML blasts express lower levels of BRCA1/2
transcripts as compared to BMsamples derived fromhealthy donors. In-
deed, a reduced BRCA1 expression due to promoter hypermethylation
was reported in therapy-related AML cells [37]. Moreover, although
BRCA transcripts were measurable in all samples, the corresponding
proteins were barely detectable or not present in the AML cell lines
and patient blasts. Thus, alterations in post-transcriptional regulatory
mechanisms might influence the expression of BRCA proteins in AML.
Moskwa et al. [38] reported that over-expression of miR-182 in the
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MDA-MB-231 breast cancer cell line hampers mRNA translation of
BRCA1 and confers sensitivity to two different PARPi. Since the only re-
sistant AML sample (i.e., AML-7) that we could analyze byWestern blot
showed the highest expression of BRCA1 and all the remaining samples
presented undetectable or low levels of BRCA1 and BRCA2, we can rea-
sonably assume that the low expression of these proteins contributes to
the sensitivity of AML to olaparib.

It should be observed that the drug concentrations used in our study
are higher than those required by olaparib to inhibit the catalytic activ-
ity of purified PARP1 and PARP2 proteins (i.e. IC50: PARP1 = 0.005 μM,
PARP2= 0.001 μM). In previous works, in vitro sensitivity of certain tu-
mors to nanomolar concentrations of olaparib was linked to inhibition
of PARP catalytic activity [15,17]. However, higher concentrations of
the PARPi may cause cell death by additional mechanisms. For instance,
in the work by Hegan et al. [39] several PARPi at μM concentrations
down-regulated BRCA1 and RAD51 expression increasing the occupan-
cy of their promoters by the repressive E2F4/p130 complexes. Recently,
Nowsheen et al. [40] observed that concentrations of veliparib and
olaparib ranging from 2.5 to 10 μM inhibited the HER2/NF-kB signaling
rendering HER2-positive breast cancers sensitive to the PARPi. More-
over,Murai et al. [32,41] reported a cytotoxicmechanismbased on trap-
ping of PARP1/2 on DNA complexes which varied in extent among the
different PARPi and was independent from their inhibitory effect on
PARP catalytic activity. Additional mechanisms of olaparib that have
been recently reported involve up-regulation of death receptors such
as FAS and DR5 leading to sensitization of tumor cells to death receptor
ligands [42]. Therefore, it is conceivable that the cytotoxicity exerted by
olaparib in AML cells also depends on inhibition of other PARP functions
in addition to the proven block of PARylation and synthetic lethality.

Since PARP1 and PARP2 are the primary targets of PARPi we also in-
vestigated whether a relationship existed between their levels and the
response to olaparib. No statistically significant correlation was found
between olaparib IC50s and PARP1, PARP2 mRNA or protein expression.
These data are in agreement with our recent findings on glioblastoma
stem cells using a different PARPi [43]. However, the two highly resis-
tant cases AML-17 and AML-7 showed the highest levels of PARP1 ex-
pression. In our experimental conditions, a threshold of PARP1 mRNA
relative expression set at 10 (the 2−ΔΔCt value) may be considered to
identify patients who may not benefit from treatment with olaparib.
To the best of our knowledge, the up-regulation of PARP1 was reported
in some solid tumors [44,45] but, no information is still available from
clinical trials on the relationship between basal PARP1 expression in pri-
mary tumors and resistance to PARPi.

Primary blasts from AML-8 showing high sensitivity to olaparib
(IC50 = 0.7 μM) had a deletion at chromosome 11q23. The region 11q
comprises several genes known to be involved in the response to DSB,
including MRE11A, ATM and H2AFX alleles. Our findings are in agree-
ment with a recent report showing that lymphoid tumors with 11q de-
letion are highly responsive to olaparib [15]. Moreover, Gaymes et al.
[18] reported mutations in ATM, as well as inMRE11A, in cell lines char-
acterized bymicrosatellite instability that were responsive to PARPi, in-
cluding the hypersensitive NB4 cells.

Cancer treatment might be improved if information on the patient
individual response to a drug is available at diagnosis or early in the
course of treatment. The use of γH2AX as a pharmacodynamic response
to a DNA cross-linking agent has been recently adopted in a clinical trial
setting [46,47]. In our study we observed a strong correlation between
olaparib IC50s and basal γH2AX protein expression in AML cell lines an-
alyzed by immunoblot, but not in primary AMLswhen tested at baseline
before culture. On the other hand, a significant correlation was found
between the sensitivity to olaparib and the number of basal γH2AX
foci in cultured AML blasts (Figs. 5C and 6C). It can be hypothesized
that the pattern of γH2AX expression in cycling blasts more likely re-
flects the situation of leukemia cells in patients, since just after their iso-
lation from BM specimens blasts are typically arrested at G1/G0 phase.
An abnormal ability to repair the DNA damage caused by endogenous
insults might cause an increase of basal γH2AX foci in proliferating
AML blasts enhancing the sensitivity to PARPi. Indeed, elevated basal
γH2AX levels, which may result in dysregulation of DSB response,
have been recently reported in some therapy-related AML [48]. More-
over, we found an increased number of γH2AX foci in sensitive AML
blasts after a single treatmentwith olaparib, as a result of the DNAdam-
age caused by the drug.

In conclusion, we show here that a single treatment with olaparib
caused cell killing in themajority of primary AML blats tested at concen-
trations achievable in cancer patients, likely due to low expression of
BRCA proteins. Moreover, PARP1 mRNA over-expression and γH2AX
foci appear to be promising candidate biomarkers to predict resistance
or response. The favorable side effects profile and the good oral bioavail-
ability of olaparib render this drug an attractive therapeutic option
as monotherapy for AML patients not suitable for conventional
chemotherapy.

Disclosure of conflicts of interest

The authors declare no competing financial interests.

Authorship contributions

IF designed the work, performed the experiments, interpreted the
data and wrote the paper; MC, DFA and EP performed the experiments;
PP performed karyotype of AML blasts; SL and TO provided leukemic
samples and performed the experiments; MTC contributed to experi-
mental design and performed the experiments; SD contributed to
experimental design and writing; AV provided clinical data on AML
sample; GG and FLC planned the research strategy and wrote the
paper. All authors reviewed and approved the manuscript.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Michela Cittadini, Serena Zaza and
Mariadomenica Divona for providing essential reagents and thoughtful
comments. We are grateful to Gaspare Adorno, Gianpaolo Del Proposto,
and Francesca Agostini for supplying the control samples from healthy
donors and to Carla Rossi for statistical support.

Thisworkwas supported by grants from “Associazione Italiana per la
Ricerca sul Cancro” (AIRC) to F.L.C. (IG 11586) and in part to G.G. (IG
14042).

References

[1] H.Döhner, E.H. Estey, S. Amadori, F.R. Appelbaum, T. Büchner, A.K. Burnett, H.Dombret,
P. Fenaux, D. Grimwade, R.A. Larson, F. Lo-Coco, T. Naoe, D. Niederwieser, G.J.
Ossenkoppele, M.A. Sanz, J. Sierra, M.S. Tallman, B. Löwenberg, C.D. Bloomfield,
European LeukemiaNet. Diagnosis and management of acute myeloid leukemia in
adults: recommendations from an international expert panel, on behalf of the
European LeukemiaNet, Blood 115 (2010) 453–474.

[2] M.R. O'Donnell, C.N. Abboud, J. Altman, F.R. Appelbaum, D.A. Arber, E. Attar, U.
Borate, S.E. Coutre, L.E. Damon, S. Goorha, J. Lancet, L.J. Maness, G. Marcucci, M.M.
Millenson, J.O. Moore, F. Ravandi, P.J. Shami, B.D. Smith, R.M. Stone, S.A.
Strickland, M.S. Tallman, E.S. Wang, M. Naganuma, K.M. Gregory, Acute myeloid
leukemia, J. Natl. Compr. Cancer Netw. 10 (2012) 984–1021.

[3] M.O. Hottiger, P.O. Hassa, B. Lüscher, H. Schüler, F. Koch-Nolte, Toward a unified no-
menclature formammalian ADP-ribosyltransferases, Trends Biochem. Sci. 35 (2010)
208–219.

[4] F.G. Sousa, R. Matuo, D.G. Soares, A.E. Escargueil, J.A. Henriques, A.K. Larsen, J. Saffi,
PARPs and the DNA damage response, Carcinogenesis 33 (2012) 1433–1440.

[5] H. Farmer, N. McCabe, C.J. Lord, A.N. Tutt, D.A. Johnson, T.B. Richardson, M.
Santarosa, K.J. Dillon, I. Hickson, C. Knights, N.M. Martin, S.P. Jackson, G.C. Smith,
A. Ashworth, Targeting the DNA repair defect in BRCA mutant cells as a therapeutic
strategy, Nature 434 (2005) 917–921.

[6] H.E. Bryant, N. Schultz, H.D. Thomas, K.M. Parker, D. Flower, E. Lopez, S. Kyle, M.
Meuth, N.J. Curtin, T. Helleday, Specific killing of BRCA2-deficient tumours with
inhibitors of poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase, Nature 434 (2005) 913–917 (Erratum
in: Nature 2007; 447: 346).

[7] S.B. De Lorenzo, A.G. Patel, R.M. Hurley, S.H. Kaufmann, The elephant and the blind
men: making sense of PARP inhibitors in homologous recombination deficient
tumor cells, Front. Oncol. 3 (2013) 228.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0035


472 I. Faraoni et al. / Biochimica et Biophysica Acta 1852 (2015) 462–472
[8] G.M. Shah, M. Robu, N.K. Purohit, J. Rajawat, L. Tentori, G. Graziani, PARP inhibitors
in cancer therapy: magic bullets but moving targets, Front. Oncol. 3 (2013) 279.

[9] Y. Drew, E.A. Mulligan, W.T. Vong, H.D. Thomas, S. Kahn, S. Kyle, A. Mukhopadhyay,
G. Los, Z. Hostomsky, E.R. Plummer, R.J. Edmondson, N.J. Curtin, Therapeutic poten-
tial of poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase inhibitor AG014699 in human cancers with
mutated or methylated BRCA1 or BRCA2, J. Natl. Cancer Inst. 103 (2011) 334–346.

[10] A. Daemen, D.M. Wolf, J.E. Korkola, O.L. Griffith, J.R. Frankum, R. Brough, L.R. Jakkula,
N.J. Wang, R. Natrajan, J.S. Reis-Filho, C.J. Lord, A. Ashworth, P.T. Spellman, J.W. Gray,
L.J. van't Veer, Cross-platform pathway-based analysis identifies markers of re-
sponse to the PARP inhibitor olaparib, Breast Cancer Res. Treat. 135 (2012) 505–517.

[11] C.J. Bakkenist, M.B. Kastan, DNA damage activates ATM through intermolecular
autophosphorylation and dimer dissociation, Nature 421 (2003) 499–506.

[12] N. McCabe, N.C. Turner, C.J. Lord, K. Kluzek, A. Bialkowska, S. Swift, S. Giavara, M.J.
O'Connor, A.N. Tutt, M.Z. Zdzienicka, G.C. Smith, A. Ashworth, Deficiency in the
repair of DNA damage by homologous recombination and sensitivity to poly(ADP-
ribose) polymerase inhibition, Cancer Res. 66 (2006) 8109–8115.

[13] J.F. Haince, S. Kozlov, V.L. Dawson, T.M. Dawson, M.J. Hendzel, M.F. Lavin, G.G.
Poirier, Ataxia telangiectasia mutated (ATM) signaling network is modulated by a
novel poly(ADP-ribose)-dependent pathway in the early response to DNA-
damaging agents, J. Biol. Chem. 282 (2007) 16441–16453.

[14] R. Aguilar-Quesada, J.A. Muñoz-Gámez, D. Martín-Oliva, A. Peralta, M.T. Valenzuela,
R. Matínez-Romero, R. Quiles-Pérez, J. Menissier-de Murcia, G. de Murcia, Ruiz de
Almodóvar M, Oliver FJ. Interaction between ATM and PARP-1 in response to DNA
damage and sensitization of ATM deficient cells through PARP inhibition, BMC
Mol. Biol. 8 (2007) 29.

[15] V.J. Weston, C.E. Oldreive, A. Skowronska, D.G. Oscier, G. Pratt, M.J. Dyer, G. Smith,
J.E. Powell, Z. Rudzki, P. Kearns, P.A. Moss, A.M. Taylor, T. Stankovic, The PARP inhib-
itor olaparib induces significant killing of ATM-deficient lymphoid tumor cells
in vitro and in vivo, Blood 116 (2010) 4578–4587.

[16] J.F. Haince, D. McDonald, A. Rodrigue, U. Déry, J.Y. Masson, M.J. Hendzel, G.G. Poirier,
PARP1-dependent kinetics of recruitment of MRE11 and NBS1 proteins to multiple
DNA damage sites, J. Biol. Chem. 283 (2008) 1197–1208.

[17] L. Oplustilova, K. Wolanin, M. Mistrik, G. Korinkova, D. Simkova, J. Bouchal, R.
Lenobel, J. Bartkova, A. Lau, M.J. O'Connor, J. Lukas, J. Bartek, Evaluation of candidate
biomarkers to predict cancer cell sensitivity or resistance to PARP-1 inhibitor treat-
ment, Cell Cycle 11 (2012) 3837–3850.

[18] T.J. Gaymes, A.M. Mohamedali, M. Patterson, N. Matto, A. Smith, A. Kulasekararaj, R.
Chelliah, N. Curtin, F. Farzaneh, S. Shall, G.J. Mufti, Microsatellite instability induced
mutations in DNA repair genes CtIP and MRE11 confer hypersensitivity to
poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase inhibitors in myeloid malignancies, Haematologica
98 (2013) 1397–1406.

[19] P. Gottipati, B. Vischioni, N. Schultz, J. Solomons, H.E. Bryant, T. Djureinovic, N.
Issaeva, K. Sleeth, R.A. Sharma, T. Helleday, Poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase is
hyperactivated in homologous recombination-defective cells, Cancer Res 70
(2010) 5389–5398 (Erratum in: Cancer Res 2011; 71: 2803).

[20] A. Höglund, K. Strömvall, Y. Li, L.P. Forshell, J.A. Nilsson, Chk2 deficiency inMyc over-
expressing lymphoma cells elicits a synergistic lethal response in combination with
PARP inhibition, Cell Cycle 10 (2011) 3598–3607.

[21] T.J. Gaymes, S. Shall, L.J. MacPherson, N.A. Twine, N.C. Lea, F. Farzaneh, G.J. Mufti,
Inhibitors of poly ADP-ribose polymerase (PARP) induce apoptosis of myeloid
leukemic cells: potential for therapy of myeloid leukemia and myelodysplastic
syndromes, Haematologica 94 (2009) 638–646.

[22] P.C. Fong, D.S. Boss, T.A. Yap, A. Tutt, P. Wu, M. Mergui-Roelvink, P. Mortimer, H.
Swaisland, A. Lau, M.J. O'Connor, A. Ashworth, J. Carmichael, S.B. Kaye, J.H.
Schellens, J.S. de Bono, Inhibition of poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase in tumors from
BRCA mutation carriers, N. Engl. J. Med. 361 (2009) 123–134.

[23] M.W. Audeh, J. Carmichael, R.T. Penson,M. Friedlander, B. Powell, K.M. Bell-McGuinn,
C. Scott, J.N. Weitzel, A. Oaknin, N. Loman, K. Lu, R.K. Schmutzler, U. Matulonis, M.
Wickens, A. Tutt, Oral poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase inhibitor olaparib in patients
with BRCA1 or BRCA2 mutations and recurrent ovarian cancer: a proof-of-concept
trial, Lancet 376 (2010) 245–251.

[24] A. Tutt, M. Robson, J.E. Garber, S.M. Domchek, M.W. Audeh, J.N. Weitzel, M.
Friedlander, B. Arun, N. Loman, R.K. Schmutzler, A. Wardley, G. Mitchell, H. Earl,
M. Wickens, J. Carmichael, Oral poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase inhibitor olaparib in
patients with BRCA1 or BRCA2 mutations and advanced breast cancer: a proof-of-
concept trial, Lancet 376 (2010) 235–244.

[25] K.A. Gelmon, M. Tischkowitz, H. Mackay, K. Swenerton, A. Robidoux, K. Tonkin, H.
Hirte, D. Huntsman, M. Clemons, B. Gilks, R. Yerushalmi, E. Macpherson, J.
Carmichael, A. Oza, Olaparib in patients with recurrent high-grade serous or poorly
differentiated ovarian carcinoma or triple-negative breast cancer: a phase 2,
multicentre, open-label, non-randomised study, Lancet Oncol. 12 (2011) 852–861.

[26] J. Ledermann, P. Harter, C. Gourley, M. Friedlander, I. Vergote, G. Rustin, C. Scott,
W. Meier, R. Shapira-Frommer, T. Safra, D. Matei, E. Macpherson, C. Watkins, J.
Carmichael, U. Matulonis, Olaparib maintenance therapy in platinum-sensitive
relapsed ovarian cancer, N. Engl. J. Med. 366 (2012) 1382–1392.

[27] N. Bundred, J. Gardovskis, J. Jaskiewicz, J. Eglitis, V. Paramonov, P. McCormack, H.
Swaisland, M. Cavallin, T. Parry, J. Carmichael, J.M. Dixon, Evaluation of the pharma-
codynamics and pharmacokinetics of the PARP inhibitor olaparib: a phase I
multicentre trial in patients scheduled for elective breast cancer surgery, Investig.
New Drugs 31 (2013) 949–958.

[28] E.P. Rogakou, D.R. Pilch, A.H. Orr, V.S. Ivanova, W.M. Bonner, DNA double-stranded
breaks induce histone H2AX phosphorylation on serine 139, J. Biol. Chem. 273
(1998) 5858–5868.

[29] N.I. Noguera, E. Ammatuna, D. Zangrilli, S. Lavorgna, M. Divona, F. Buccisano, S.
Amadori, C. Mecucci, B. Falini, F. Lo-Coco, Simultaneous detection of NPM1
and FLT3-ITD mutations by capillary electrophoresis in acute myeloid leukemia,
Leukemia 19 (2005) 1479–1482 (Erratum in: Leukemia 2007; 21: 1134).

[30] J. Samol, M. Ranson, E. Scott, E. Macpherson, J. Carmichael, A. Thomas, J. Cassidy,
Safety and tolerability of the poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase (PARP) inhibitor,
olaparib (AZD2281) in combination with topotecan for the treatment of patients
with advanced solid tumors: a phase I study, Investig. New Drugs 30 (2012)
1493–1500.

[31] N. Yamamoto, H. Nokihara, Y. Yamada, Y. Goto, M. Tanioka, T. Shibata, K. Yamada, H.
Asahina, T. Kawata, X. Shi, T. Tamura, A Phase I, dose-finding and pharmacokinetic
study of olaparib (AZD2281) in Japanese patients with advanced solid tumors,
Cancer Sci. 103 (2012) 504–509.

[32] J. Murai, S.Y. Huang, B.B. Das, A. Renaud, Y. Zhang, J.H. Doroshow, J. Ji, S. Takeda, Y.
Pommier, Trapping of PARP1 and PARP2 by clinical PARP inhibitors, Cancer Res.
72 (2012) 5588–5599.

[33] R. Pepponi, G. Graziani, S. Falcinelli, P. Vernole, L. Levati, P.M. Lacal, E. Pagani, E.
Bonmassar, J. Jiricny, S. D'Atri, hMSH3 overexpression and cellular response to cyto-
toxic anticancer agents, Carcinogenesis 22 (2001) 1131–1137.

[34] Cancer Genome Atlas Research Network, Genomic and epigenomic landscapes of
adult de novo acute myeloid leukemia, N. Engl. J. Med. 368 (2013) 2059–2074
(Erratum in: N Engl J Med 2013; 369: 98).

[35] F. Cai, I. Ge, M. Wang, E. Biskup, X. Lin, X. Zhong, Pyrosequencing analysis of BRCA1
methylation level in breast cancer cells, Tumour Biol. 35 (2014) 3839–3844.

[36] J.R. Prensner, W. Chen, M.K. Iyer, Q. Cao, T. Ma, S. Han, A. Sahu, R. Malik, K. Wilder-
Romans, N. Navone, C.J. Logothetis, J.C. Araujo, L.L. Pisters, A.K. Tewari, C.E. Canman,
K.E. Knudsen, N. Kitabayashi, M.A. Rubin, F. Demichelis, T.S. Lawrence, A.M.
Chinnaiyan, F.Y. Feng, PCAT-1, a long noncoding RNA, regulates BRCA2 and controls
homologous recombination in cancer, Cancer Res. 74 (2014) 1651–1660.

[37] A. Scardocci, F. Guidi, F. D'Alo', D. Gumiero, E. Fabiani, A. Diruscio, M. Martini, L.M.
Larocca, M. Zollino, S. Hohaus, G. Leone, M.T. Voso, Reduced BRCA1 expression
due to promoter hypermethylation in therapy-related acute myeloid leukaemia,
Br. J. Cancer 95 (2006) 1108–1113.

[38] P. Moskwa, F.M. Buffa, Y. Pan, R. Panchakshari, P. Gottipati, R.J. Muschel, J. Beech, R.
Kulshrestha, K. Abdelmohsen, D.M. Weinstock, M. Gorospe, A.L. Harris, T. Helleday,
D. Chowdhury, MiR-182-mediated downregulation of BRCA1 impacts DNA repair
and sensitivity to PARP inhibitors, Mol. Cell 41 (2011) 210–220.

[39] D.C. Hegan, Y. Lu, G.C. Stachelek, M.E. Crosby, R.S. Bindra, P.M. Glazer, Inhibition of
poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase down-regulates BRCA1 and RAD51 in a pathway me-
diated by E2F4 and p130, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 107 (2010) 2201–2206.

[40] S. Nowsheen, T. Cooper, J.A. Bonner, A.F. LoBuglio, E.S. Yang, HER2 overexpression
renders human breast cancers sensitive to PARP inhibition independently of any de-
fect in homologous recombination DNA repair, Cancer Res. 72 (2012) 4796–4806.

[41] J. Murai, S.Y. Huang, A. Renaud, Y. Zhang, J. Ji, S. Takeda, J. Morris, B. Teicher, J.H.
Doroshow, Y. Pommier, Stereospecific PARP trapping by BMN 673 and comparison
with olaparib and rucaparib, Mol. Cancer Ther. 13 (2014) 433–443.

[42] X.W. Meng, B.D. Koh, J.S. Zhang, K.S. Flatten, P.A. Schneider, D.D. Billadeau, A.D. Hess,
B.D. Smith, J.E. Karp, S.H. Kaufmann, Poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase inhibitors sensi-
tize cancer cells to death receptor-mediated apoptosis by enhancing death receptor
expression, J. Biol. Chem. 289 (2014) 20543–20558.

[43] L. Tentori, L. Ricci-Vitiani, A. Muzi, F. Ciccarone, F. Pelacchi, R. Calabrese, D. Runci, R.
Pallini, P. Caiafa, G. Graziani, Pharmacological inhibition of poly(ADP-ribose)
polymerase-1 modulates resistance of human glioblastoma stem cells to temozolo-
mide, BMC Cancer 14 (2014) 151.

[44] M. Glénisson, S. Vacher, C. Callens, A. Susini, G. Cizeron-Clairac, R. Le Scodan, D.
Meseure, F. Lerebours, F. Spyratos, R. Lidereau, I. Bièche, Identification of new candi-
date therapeutic target genes in triple-negative breast cancer, Genes Cancer 3
(2012) 63–70.

[45] V. Ossovskaya, I.C. Koo, E.P. Kaldjian, C. Alvares, B.M. Sherman, Upregulation of
poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase-1 (PARP1) in triple-negative breast cancer and
other primary human tumor types, Genes Cancer 1 (2010) 812–821.

[46] J. Wu, P.H. Clingen, V.J. Spanswick, M. Mellinas-Gomez, T. Meyer, I. Puzanov, D.
Jodrell, D. Hochhauser, J.A. Hartley, γ-H2AX foci formation as a pharmacodynamic
marker of DNA damage produced by DNA cross-linking agents: results from 2
phase I clinical trials of SJG-136 (SG2000), Clin. Cancer Res. 19 (2013) 721–730.

[47] C.E. Redon, U. Weyemi, P.R. Parekh, D. Huang, A.S. Burrell, W.M. Bonner, γ-H2AX
and other histone post-translational modifications in the clinic, Biochim. Biophys.
Acta 1819 (2012) 743–756.

[48] M.A. Jacoby, R.E. De Jesus Pizarro, J. Shao, D.C. Koboldt, R.S. Fulton, G. Zhou, R.K.
Wilson, M.J. Walter, The DNA double-strand break response is abnormal in myelo-
blasts from patients with therapy-related acute myeloid leukemia, Leukemia 28
(2014) 1242–1251.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf3140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf3140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf3140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf3140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0925-4439(14)00365-2/rf0235

	BRCA1, PARP1 and γH2AX in acute myeloid leukemia: Role as biomarkers of response to the PARP inhibitor olaparib
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and methods
	2.1. Primary AML blasts, cell lines and culture conditions
	2.2. Drug treatment and survival assay
	2.3. Flow cytometry and apoptotic assays
	2.4. mRNA expression and sequencing
	2.5. Immunoblotting
	2.6. Immunofluorescence of γH2AX foci

	3. Results
	3.1. AML blasts are sensitive to olaparib in vitro
	3.2. Lymphocytes from AML patients and normal hematopoietic cells have low sensitivity to olaparib
	3.3. mRNA expression of PARP1/2 and BRCA1/2 is altered in de novo AML cells
	3.4. AML cell lines are sensitive to olaparib: γH2AX and RAD51 as biomarkers of olaparib sensitivity
	3.5. In primary AML PARP1 over-expression and BRCA1 proficiency indicate resistance to olaparib, whereas formation of γH2AX...

	4. Discussion
	Disclosure of conflicts of interest
	Authorship contributions
	Acknowledgments
	References


