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The growing fetus is dependent on adequate placental function for delivery of essential
nutrients and oxygen, and for waste removal. The placenta also plays an important
protective role; shielding the developing baby from the maternal immune system and
adverse environmental exposures. Fundamental to these processes is correct invasion
of the decidua and remodeling of maternal vasculature, each of which show remarkable
parallels to tumorogenesis, with the obvious exception that the former is usually a tightly
controlled process. It is not surprising that these physiological similarities are mirrored in
gene expression and epigenetic parallels, many not found in any other aspect of human
development. In this perspective, we summarize known DNA methylation similarities
between placenta and human tumors, and discuss the implications and knowledge gaps
associated with these findings. We also speculate on the potential origin of common DNA
methylation features in these two disparate aspects of human physiology.
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MOLECULAR PATHWAYS SHARED BY PLACENTA AND
CANCERS
Two of the most significant physiological similarities between the
human placenta and cancer are invasion of surrounding tissue and
evasion of the host immune response. In the placenta these tasks
are primarily performed by the three distinct trophoblast popu-
lations; the stem-cell like villous cytotrophoblasts (VCT), invasive
extravillous trophoblasts (EVT), and the syncytiotrophoblast (ST)
layer. Invasion of decidua and remodeling of maternal vascula-
ture is carried out by EVTs, enabling the supply of blood to the
developing fetus via the placenta. Early in vitro studies of EVTs
confirmed their invasive capacity (Yagel et al., 1988), with subse-
quent work showing the utility of transformed EVT cell lines as
models for tumor progression (Lala et al., 2002). This work also
highlighted the role of TGF-beta signaling via Smad3, and TIMP1
in the restriction of EVT invasion (Lala et al., 2002). Many other
genes are implicated in the invasive properties of EVTs, several
of which are also involved in tumor progression (reviewed exten-
sively in Soundararajan and Rao, 2004; Pollheimer and Knofler,
2005; Ferretti et al., 2007).

Modulation of the maternal immune system is a major chal-
lenge for the developing pregnancy, a process that again displays
features usually only seen in cancer (Mullen, 1998). Immune
evasion is a multifaceted process that involves human chori-
onic gonadotrophin production by the ST layer, a lack of major
histocompatibility complex class I and II antigen expression, selec-
tive expression of HLA-G, and evasion of TGF-beta (reviewed in
Mullen, 1998; Holtan et al., 2009).

Other unique similarities between the placenta and cancer
include expression of human telomerase (hTERT; Nishi et al.,
2004), and placenta proteins (PPs) including SP1 (Inaba et al.,
1980), PLAC1 (Devor and Leslie, 2013), and CGB/LHB [in breast

cancer (Giovangrandi et al., 2001)]. Furthermore, a recent study of
a panel of 293 lung tumors linked the expression of testis/placenta
specific transcripts to lung cancer metastasis potential (Rousseaux
et al., 2013). The expression similarities also include micro RNAs,
with the 100 kb miRNA cluster, C19MC, exclusively expressed in
human placenta and cancers in association with hypomethylation
of an upstream CpG island (Bortolin-Cavaille et al., 2009; Tsai
et al., 2009).

GLOBAL HYPOMETHYLATION AND PARTIALLY METHYLATED
DOMAINS ARE A HALLMARK OF CANCER AND THE
PLACENTA
The earliest evidence for tumor-like methylome in the human
placenta came from a study in 1983. Gama-Sosa et al. (1983)
showed that the placental global methylation level (total % of
5-methylcytosine or 5meC) was approximately 3%, more similar
to human tumors (2.5–3.5%) than disease-free somatic tissues
(4–5%). Whereas a general increase in methylation occurs in
most somatic cells in association with differentiation, this process
appears attenuated in the extraembyronic lineage (Chapman et al.,
1984), manifesting as a reduced level of methylation at specific
repetitive DNA elements that comprises the bulk of mammalian
genomic DNA (Tabano et al., 2010).

More recently, a substantial proportion of the placental genome
(∼37%) has been shown to comprise stretches (>100 kb) of low to
intermediate methylation, generally highly methylated in somatic
tissues. Such partially methylated domains (PMDs) have only pre-
viously been reported in some cancers and cell lines (e.g., IMR90
and SH-5Y5Y cells) (Lister et al., 2009; Schroeder et al., 2013).
PMDs are associated with gene repression, and there is evidence
that CpG Islands within PMDs are hypermethylated compared to
CpG Islands within adjacent highly methylated domains (HMDs;
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Lister et al., 2009). The identification of PMDs in the placenta sug-
gests that global hypomethylation in this tissue is not restricted to
repetitive elements. Currently there is very little known about the
establishment of PMDs and whether these regions are present in
other cell types, although it is clear that many genes involved in pla-
centa development and function (e.g., defense response) are found
in placenta-specific HMDs (Schroeder et al., 2013). This is in line
with a general higher expression of genes within HMDs, compared
to PMDs, in the human placenta. The current view of PMDs in
cancer is that they contribute significantly to the tumor specific
hypomethylation. Further study of PMDs in placenta and cancer
will provide more clues about the establishment, maintenance and
function of global DNA methylation in placental development and
disease.

At present it is unclear whether tumor-associated global
hypomethylation is reflective of a reduced level of methylation
in cancer precursor cells, or whether this is the result of a
loss of methylation (either active or passive) as part of cancer
progression. It is worth noting that even premalignant benign
neoplasms are associated with a global decrease in DNA methy-
lation (Goelz et al., 1985). The role of DNA methyltransferases in
the genomic hypomethylation that is feature of cancer and the pla-
centa remains unclear, as does the impact of this hypomethylation
on genomic stability in the placenta; a hallmark of cancer-
associated hypomethylation. We previously identified DNMT1
(maintenance methyltransferase) promoter methylation in pri-
mate placenta (Novakovic et al., 2010), with subsequent studies
demonstrating that DNMT1 is imprinted specifically in placental
tissue (Yuen et al., 2011; Das et al., 2013). However, the DNMT1
promoter is not methylated in mouse placenta, suggesting it
is not essential for global hypomethylation. A recent study in
mice, showed that in vitro differentiation of ES cells to tro-
phoblast results in downregulation of Dnmt3a2 and upregulation
of Dnmt3a1 de novo methyltransferases, with no change in Dnmt1
and Dnmt3b expression. Interestingly, Dnmt1 was shown not to
localize to replication foci during S phase in this system in asso-
ciation with decreased expression of the Dnmt1 chaperone Np95
(Oda et al., 2013). It will be interesting to directly compare the
temporal expression patterns of genes involved in DNA methyla-
tion/demethylation in both human extra-embryonic lineage and
early malignancy.

EPIGENETIC ACTIVATION OF RETROVIRAL PROMOTERS AND
ENHANCERS
Transposable elements (TEs), including retrotransposons, com-
prise around half of the human genome. Some have demonstrated
roles in gene regulation (Emera and Wagner, 2012). TEs can act as
promoters, enhancers or insulators, and are believed to have con-
tributed to the evolution of the placenta through the up-regulation
of specific gene pathways, such as cAMP signaling, in placenta and
endometrium (Lynch et al., 2011). Recent data have also identified
a broader role for tissue-specific retroelement hypomethylation in
association with enhancer activity (Xie et al., 2013) in humans.

Expression of genes through retrotransposon-derived pro-
moters is uncommon in somatic human tissue, due to epige-
netic silencing of these sequences (Emera and Wagner, 2012).
However, in the placenta these elements drive the expression

of several genes, including interleukin-2 receptor beta (IL2RB;
Cohen et al., 2011). Furthermore, these elements can act as
alternative promoters, giving rise to placenta-specific transcripts
in genes such as KCNH5, INSL4, EDNRB, PTN, and MID1
(Macaulay et al., 2011). In addition to activating existing genes,
some previously “parasitic” elements such as Human Endoge-
nous Retrovirus-encoded envelope proteins, Syncytin-1 and
-2, EnvP(b), and EnvV, have become “domesticated” to per-
form essential functions in placentation (Gimenez et al., 2009;
Vargas et al., 2009, 2012).

A recent transcriptome analysis of two placental and one non-
placental mammal discovered that 40% of the placental-specific
transposon family, MER20 were in the proximity (<200 kb) of
genes with endometrium-specific expression in placental mam-
mals (Lynch et al., 2011). This analysis suggests that MER20
acquisition by placental mammals played a major role in the evo-
lution of the placenta. Placenta-specific retrotransposon-derived
promoters can also be active in certain cancers in association with
DNA hypomethylation. For example, the expression of INSL4,
a candidate oncogene, is upregulated by hypomethylation of an
LTR-derived promoter in placenta (Bieche et al., 2003) and thy-
roid and breast cancer (Brandt et al., 2005; Rodriguez-Rodero
et al., 2013). Other placenta and cancer specific LTR promoter
driven genes include envelope proteins, such as ERVWE1, which
is hypomethylated in testicular cancer but not matched somatic
tissue (Gimenez et al., 2010). At present, it remains unclear
whether the global DNA hypomethylation seen in cancer results
in a similar increase in the number of active retrotransposon
promoters and enhancers elements (and associated changes in
gene expression profile) as seen in the placenta. Further, it
remains unclear why placental retrotransposon hypomethyla-
tion does not appear to be associated with active transposition
of such elements in the genome, although few have investi-
gated this in any detail. Finally, it is intriguing to speculate
that placenta-specific epigenetic profiles of the different para-
sitic DNAs present in different species may play a role in the
well documented differences in placental structure and func-
tion that are widespread in eutherians. This is supported by
studies in the rat and mouse placenta that have identified epi-
genetic activation of rodent-specific endogenous retroviruses as a
major driver of placental specific enhancer activity (Chuong et al.,
2013).

PLACENTA-SPECIFIC TUMOR SUPPRESSOR METHYLATION–
A HIDDEN PATHWAY TO CANCER DEVELOPMENT?
Wide-spread DNA methylation-mediated silencing of tumor sup-
pressor genes (TSGs) is a hallmark of human cancer (Timp and
Feinberg, 2013). In the placenta, the search for specific DNA
methylation biomarkers with utility for non-invasive diagnosis
of pregnancy-associated disease, led to the discovery of placenta-
specific hypermethylation of the RASSF1A TSG (Chan et al., 2006;
Chiu et al., 2007). RASSF1A is involved in a variety of cellular
pathways, and is the most commonly silenced TSG in human
cancers (Agathanggelou et al., 2005) and the demonstration of
placenta-specific methylation was the first identification of TSG
silencing through hypermethylation in any non-cancerous tissue.
This was closely followed by the report of Maspin silencing in
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first trimester placenta through histone repression (Dokras et al.,
2006). Our group, and others, subsequently identified several
TSGs with a placenta-specific methylation profile, most notably
multiple negative regulators of canonical Wnt/ β-catenin signal-
ing, including APC, SFRP2, WIF1, and EN1 (Novakovic et al.,
2008; Wong et al., 2008; Guilleret et al., 2009). This pathway plays
a key role in cell migration and invasion associated with embryo-
genesis and tissue development via β-catenin regulation of gene
expression (Polakis, 2012). There is now clear evidence for a
role of Wnt signaling in placental function, specifically the dif-
ferentiation of cytotrophoblasts to extravillous cytotrophoblasts
(reviewed in Knofler and Pollheimer, 2013). Deregulation of
this pathway is a key feature of many different cancers (Clevers,
2006), including placental related tumors and hydatidiform mole
(Pollheimer et al., 2006).

There is a complex interplay between inhibition and promo-
tion of Wnt signaling in the placenta which may play a role in
controlled invasiveness. For example, the promoter of WNT2
(ongogenic in cancer; Vider et al., 1996) shows placenta-specific
hypermethylation (Yuen et al., 2009). In addition, the placenta
shows an intermediate level of methylation at TSG promoters,
as opposed to the complete hypermethylation observed in can-
cer. However, recent epigenomic analysis in cancers of different
origins, suggests that most CpG Island hypermethylation events
in cancer occurs at genes that are already silenced in the healthy
tissue of origin (Sproul et al., 2012). Therefore, the majority of
hypermethylation events may occur following cancer development
and progression, and are therefore “passenger” methylation events
(Sproul and Meehan, 2013; Timp and Feinberg, 2013). Neverthe-
less, there is evidence for a role of DNA methylation-mediated
silencing in cancer progression and survival (De Carvalho et al.,
2012). Whether the monoallelic methylation of TSGs in the
human placenta plays a driving role in function and develop-
ment is not certain, although the accumulation of β-catenin
during trophoblast differentiation suggests that methylation of
negative regulators of Wnt signaling has some functional role
(Knofler and Pollheimer, 2013).

Unlike cancers, which have different origins, and there-
fore different “default” gene expression and methylation marks,
methylation of TSGs in placenta appears to be an orchestrated
developmental process, and in several cases may involve genomic
imprinting (Guilleret et al., 2009). It would be very informative
to pinpoint the exact time during development that these methy-
lation marks are established, and if this results in an expression
change. For example, are the marks present in the trophectoderm
at the blastocyst stage? Unfortunately, it is not possible to measure
methylation in primary human trophectoderm, and iPS cells have
yet to be differentiated into trophectoderm. Therefore, we are lim-
ited to cells from the first trimester of pregnancy (∼8 weeks), which
already show mono-allelic methylation of TSGs. Furthermore,
mouse studies are not useful, because the majority of the monoal-
lelic methylation of TSGs observed in humans is not present in
mice. However, trophoblastic choriocarcinoma cell lines give us
some insights into the role of TSG methylation in placenta. In
these cell lines, TSGs that show mono-allelic methylation in nor-
mal placenta are completely hypermethylated (Novakovic et al.,
2008). This highlights the pre-malignant nature of normal human

placentation, in that the TSG methylation is developmentally
established to the extent that it facilitates normal development,
but prevents overt invasion of trophoblasts. Therefore, the pla-
centa displays a limited profile of TSG methylation, which may
play a key role in controlling the “pseudomalignant” nature of
placentation.

CANCER ASSOCIATED DNA METHYLATION AND
TROPHOBLAST FUNCTION
The coordinated, placenta-specific methylation of several TSGs
constitutes prima facie evidence for a role of DNA methylation
in regulating trophoblast function. However, in many instances
this has not yet been directly demonstrated, primarily due to
the lack of suitable model systems. Commonly used cell lines are
often derived from placental malignancies whereas non-primates
placentae lack much of the observed TSG methylation seen in
primates (Ng et al., 2010). The most informative data will likely
come from studies in isolated primary trophoblasts. One such
study has linked higher methylation at two TSGs, MMP2, and
PRKCDBP, with trophoblast invasion (van Dijk et al., 2012). A
systematic and expanded analysis of this kind has the poten-
tial to identify many epigenetically regulated genes with essential
roles in trophoblast function. An alternative approach is to link
observational studies in humans to functional analysis in cell
lines. For example, Shi et al. (2012) identified high MASPIN
expression in a cohort of women with preeclampsia, and using
5-aza treatment (a DNA methylation inhibitor) showed that
MASPIN demethylation, and elevated expression, decreased pro-
liferation and migration in the TEV1 trophoblastic model cell
line.

LOSS OF IMPRINTING IN HUMAN PLACENTA
Loss of imprinting (LOI) refers to the gain of expression from
the usually silenced allele of an imprinted gene (Lambertini et al.,
2008b). LOI is one of the earliest and most common epigenetic
aberrations in cancers (Jelinic and Shaw, 2007). A number of stud-
ies have demonstrated that LOI occurs frequently in human term
placenta, with much higher rates in the first trimester (Lambertini
et al., 2008a; Diplas et al., 2009b). The authors argued that LOI in
the first trimester might be a regulatory mechanism promoting
trophoblast invasion and the establishment of placentation. Fur-
thermore, the lack of correlation between LOI and gene expression
level, and the all-or-nothing pattern of LOI at the single cell level in
cytotrophoblasts, suggest that LOI plays a role in placental devel-
opment by introducing variation in cell phenotype (Diplas et al.,
2009a; Pozharny et al., 2010).

It is possible that frequent LOI in human placenta is due
to DNA-methylation-mediated silencing of DNMT1 (possibly
maternally imprinted) in primate placenta (Yuen et al., 2011;
Das et al., 2013). Potentially, DNMT1 imprinting may result in
less strict maintenance of mono-allelic methylation at several
imprinted genes. A case for a role of DNMT1 in controlling DNA
methylation at imprinted genes comes from the observation that
DNMT1 is completely hypomethylated in trophoblastic chori-
carcinoma cell lines, while TSGs with monoallelic methylation
in normal placenta are completely hypermethylated in these cell
lines (Novakovic et al., 2008). Furthermore, LOI is not common
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in the mouse placenta, which potentially also has more genes
under imprinting control. This has led to suggestions that genomic
imprinting is more important in mice compared to humans, due
to lack of intra-uterine competition in the latter (Monk et al.,
2006). Interestingly, the mouse placenta is less invasive, with little
similarity to an invasive tumor, and the Dnmt1 promoter is not
methylated (Ng et al., 2010). It would therefore be interesting to
test if LOI is common in baboon and marmoset placenta, which are
also more invasive, and in which the DNMT1 promoter is mono-
allelically methylated (Novakovic et al., 2010). A final note on the
role of methylation-mediated DNMT1 imprinting would be that
in our previous comparative analysis, we did not identify an associ-
ation between DNMT1 methylation and global hypomethylation
in the placenta. Indeed, both primates and non-primate placen-
tas showed hypomethylation, regardless of DNMT1 promoter
methylation level (Novakovic et al., 2010). Therefore, the poten-
tial role for DNMT1 imprinting in the frequent LOI or any other
epigenetic phenomenon in the placenta needs to be investigated
further.

A COMMON ORIGIN OF DNA METHYLATION FEATURES IN
THE PLACENTA AND CANCER?
Identified epigenetic similarities conserved in placentation and
cancer span a broad range of processes and cellular pathways,
from an overall global hypomethylation of genomic DNA, con-
served across species, to a specific profile of Tumor Suppressor
gene methylation, largely restricted to primates (Table 1). Such
coordinated epigenetic features may simply reflect the indepen-
dent use of the same similar pathways for cell invasion, immune
modulation and vascular remodeling associated with the rapid
evolution of this tissue across mammals. More intriguingly, the
higher incidence of cancer in placental mammals relative to other
lineages raises the possibility that cancer may involve inappro-
priate “reactivation” of molecular pathways usually restricted to
placental development. Either way, it is now clear that studying
epigenetics in the placenta offers a unique opportunity to under-
stand the processes leading to aberrant epigenetic change associate
with human cancer. However, this will not be easy given the pre-
viously described lack of conservation of many epigenetic features

Table 1 | Key epigenetic similarities between the placenta and human cancer.

Feature Detail

Global hypomethylation Placental tissue and human cancers show a global 5-methylcytosine

content of ∼3%, lower than that of all disease-free somatic tissues

(4–5%). This is associated with a loss of methylation at specific repeat

sequences (mainly LINE1) that comprise the bulk (∼50%) of genomic

DNA and long genomic regions of intermediate methylation, called

partially methylated domains (PMDs), which cover 37% of the placental

genome. The presence of PMDs is a feature of most human cancers.

Gama-Sosa et al. (1983), Tabano et al.

(2010), and Schroeder et al. (2013)

Tumor suppressor gene (TSG)

methylation

RASSF1A is hypermethylated in almost every cancer type and was the

first TSG shown to be specifically methylated in the placenta.

Methylation of multiple negative regulators of Wnt signaling (APC,

WIF-1, SFRP2, EN1) demonstrates coordinated epigenetic regulation of

signaling pathways in placenta and cancer. Multiple examples of

monoallelic methylation indicate a potential suite of novel imprinted

genes involved in the regulation of placentation in humans.

Chiu et al. (2007), Novakovic et al. (2008),

Wong et al. (2008), and Guilleret et al.

(2009)

Loss of imprinting (LOI) Imprinting (parent of origin allele specific expression) is regulated by

DNA methylation. LOI common in placenta, and is one of the most

consistent epigenetic aberrations observed in cancer.

Lambertini et al. (2008a) and Diplas et al.

(2009b)

Cryptic promoter/enhancer

activation

Global hypomethylation results in placenta-specific activation of

transposable elements to produce novel promoter and enhancer

elements. This leads to generation of placenta-specific transcripts of

endogenous genes. Additionally, several retrotransposable elements are

exclusively expressed in the placenta and cancer and are essential for

faithful placentation.

Macaulay et al. (2011) and Vargas et al.

(2012)

miRNAs Some miRNA genes, including the large microRNA cluster C19MC, are

expressed only in the placenta and in human cancers in association with

hypomethylation of an upstream CpG islands. Altered miRNA

expression leads to placental/cancer specific changes in downstream

gene expression of target loci.

Bortolin-Cavaille et al. (2009)
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of primate placentas, and the clear temporal changes in cell com-
position and epigenetic status in human placentation throughout
pregnancy. Further, the placenta is a complex tissue made up of
multiple cell types each with a specific function. Each needs to
be examined as purified populations, preferably over the length
of gestation. Only then will it be possible to link specific tumor-
like epigenetic marks to specific placental cell subtypes and cell
functions.

A ROADMAP FOR FUTURE EPIGENETIC STUDIES IN THE
PLACENTA
The majority of studies aimed at identifying gene expression or
epigenetic aberrations associated with pregnancy outcome or later
health have been done on whole placental biopsies collected at
delivery. This is inappropriate for two reasons: firstly, the pla-
centa is a complex tissue made up of numerous cell types, each
known to show gene expression and epigenetic differences. Anal-
ysis of whole tissue is likely to mask molecular features confined
to specific cell types, which is also a problem in cancer studies, as
cancer biopsies contain several different cell types. Further, the full
term placenta is morphologically and functionally distinct from
the early pregnancy placenta, a likely critical time point for the
development of pregnancy-associated problems. Thus an analysis
of first trimester samples (obtainable from elective termination or
as part of chorionic villi sampling (CVS) is essential, as is purifi-
cation of the multiple different cell types that comprise this tissue.
Such an approach will most likely require refinement of current
methodologies for cell isolation from placental biopsies and the
identification of additional cell type-specific cell surface markers
for cell sorting. CVS collection also provides a unique opportunity
to perform functional studies on first trimester placental cells in
culture (Campbell et al., 2007) although it is clear that the tro-
phoblast compartment is not the predominant cell population in
CVS cultured tissue. The integration of in vitro studies, epigenetic
profiling and pregnancy outcome at term, will provide important
links between placental function and outcome. Another impor-
tant area of future study will be the elucidation of mechanism
behind DNA methylation and demethylation during trophoblastic
differentiation and development. State-of-the-art-technological
advances can now be used to measure several different forms of
methylated cytosine, including 5-hydroxymethylation (5hmC), 5-
formylcytosine (5fC), and 5-carboxylcytosine (5caC). Generally
present at lower levels than 5MeC, these forms of methylated cyto-
sine are likely intermediates in a demethylation process, but may
also have specific functional roles in gene expression regulation.
Profiling such modifications in the placental may therefore pro-
vide valuable insight into specific aspects of placental function
and/or spatial and temporal control of DNA methylation mainte-
nance and removal in the human placenta. It will be especially
interesting to determine the role of these modifications dur-
ing the differentiation process from stem cell like VCTs to EVTs
and the ST layer. Specifically, whether some genes are subject
to active demethylation during this process. Finally, it is likely
that many of the differences seen in mammalian placentas (the
most rapidly evolving tissue/organ in mammals) are specified, at
least in part, epigenetically. Therefore, comparing epigenetic pro-
file across species represents a valuable approach for identifying

epigenetic features underlying key processes specific to primate
placentation.

REFERENCES
Agathanggelou, A., Cooper, W. N., and Latif, F. (2005). Role of the Ras-association

domain family 1 tumor suppressor gene in human cancers. Cancer Res. 65, 3497–
3508. doi: 10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-04-4088

Bieche, I., Laurent, A., Laurendeau, I., Duret, L., Giovangrandi, Y., Frendo, J.
L., et al. (2003). Placenta-specific INSL4 expression is mediated by a human
endogenous retrovirus element. Biol. Reprod. 68, 1422–1429. doi: 10.1095/biol-
reprod.102.010322

Bortolin-Cavaille, M. L., Dance, M., Weber, M., and Cavaille, J. (2009). C19MC
microRNAs are processed from introns of large Pol-II, non-protein-coding
transcripts. Nucleic Acids Res. 37, 3464–3473. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkp205

Brandt, B., Kemming, D., Packeisen, J., Simon, R., Helms, M., Feldmann, U., et al.
(2005). Expression of early placenta insulin-like growth factor in breast cancer
cells provides an autocrine loop that predominantly enhances invasiveness and
motility. Endocr. Relat. Cancer 12, 823–837. doi: 10.1677/erc.1.00975

Campbell, S., Park, J. H., Rowe, J., Seeho, S. K., Morris, J. M., and Gallery, E.
D. (2007). Chorionic villus sampling as a source of trophoblasts. Placenta 28,
1118–1122. doi: 10.1016/j.placenta.2007.07.004

Chan, K. C., Ding, C., Gerovassili, A., Yeung, S. W., Chiu, R. W., Leung, T. N.,
et al. (2006). Hypermethylated RASSF1A in maternal plasma: a universal fetal
DNA marker that improves the reliability of noninvasive prenatal diagnosis. Clin.
Chem. 52, 2211–2218. doi: 10.1373/clinchem.2006.074997

Chapman, V., Forrester, L., Sanford, J., Hastie, N., and Rossant, J. (1984). Cell
lineage-specific undermethylation of mouse repetitive DNA. Nature 307, 284–
286. doi: 10.1038/307284a0

Chiu, R. W., Chim, S. S., Wong, I. H., Wong, C. S., Lee, W. S., To, K. F., et al. (2007).
Hypermethylation of RASSF1A in human and rhesus placentas. Am. J. Pathol.
170, 941–950. doi: 10.2353/ajpath.2007.060641

Chuong, E. B., Rumi, M. A., Soares, M. J., and Baker, J. C. (2013). Endogenous
retroviruses function as species-specific enhancer elements in the placenta. Nat.
Genet. 45, 325–329. doi: 10.1038/ng.2553

Clevers, H. (2006). Wnt/beta-catenin signaling in development and disease. Cell
127, 469–480. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2006.10.018

Cohen, C. J., Rebollo, R., Babovic, S., Dai, E. L., Robinson, W. P., and Mager, D.
L. (2011). Placenta-specific expression of the interleukin-2 (IL-2) receptor beta
subunit from an endogenous retroviral promoter. J. Biol. Chem. 286, 35543–
35552. doi: 10.1074/jbc.M111.227637

Das, R., Lee, Y. K., Strogantsev, R., Jin, S., Lim, Y. C., Ng, P. Y., et al. (2013).
DNMT1 and AIM1 Imprinting in human placenta revealed through a genome-
wide screen for allele-specific DNA methylation. BMC Genomics 14:685. doi:
10.1186/1471-2164-14-685

Devor, E. J., and Leslie, K. K. (2013). The oncoplacental gene placenta-specific
protein 1 is highly expressed in endometrial tumors and cell lines. Obstet. Gynecol.
Int. 2013, 7. doi: 10.1155/2013/807849

De Carvalho, D. D., Sharma, S., You, J. S., Su, S. F., Taberlay, P. C., Kelly, T. K., et al.
(2012). DNA methylation screening identifies driver epigenetic events of cancer
cell survival. Cancer Cell 21, 655–667. doi: 10.1016/j.ccr.2012.03.045

Diplas, A. I., Hu, J., Lee, M. J., Ma, Y. Y., Lee, Y. L., Lambertini, L., et al. (2009a).
Demonstration of all-or-none loss of imprinting in mRNA expression in single
cells. Nucleic Acids Res. 37, 7039–7046. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkp749

Diplas, A. I., Lambertini, L., Lee, M. J., Sperling, R., Lee, Y. L., Wetmur, J., et al.
(2009b). Differential expression of imprinted genes in normal and IUGR human
placentas. Epigenetics 4, 235–240.

Dokras, A., Coffin, J., Field, L., Frakes, A., Lee, H., Madan, A., et al. (2006). Epigenetic
regulation of maspin expression in the human placenta. Mol. Hum. Reprod. 12,
611–617. doi: 10.1093/molehr/gal074

Emera, D., and Wagner, G. P. (2012). Transposable element recruitments in the
mammalian placenta: impacts and mechanisms. Brief Funct. Genomics 11, 267–
276. doi: 10.1093/bfgp/els013

Ferretti, C., Bruni, L., Dangles-Marie, V., Pecking, A. P., and Bellet, D. (2007).
Molecular circuits shared by placental and cancer cells, and their implications in
the proliferative, invasive and migratory capacities of trophoblasts. Hum. Reprod.
Update 13, 121–141. doi: 10.1093/humupd/dml048

Gama-Sosa, M. A., Slagel, V. A., Trewyn, R. W., Oxenhandler, R., Kuo, K.
C., Gehrke, C. W., et al. (1983). The 5-methylcytosine content of DNA

www.frontiersin.org December 2013 | Volume 4 | Article 285 | 5

http://www.frontiersin.org/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Epigenomics_and_Epigenetics/archive


“fgene-04-00285” — 2013/12/7 — 12:48 — page 6 — #6

Novakovic and Saffery Placental pseudo-malignant epigenetics

from human tumors. Nucleic Acids Res. 11, 6883–6894. doi: 10.1093/nar/11.
19.6883

Gimenez, J., Montgiraud, C., Oriol, G., Pichon, J. P., Ruel, K., Tsatsaris, V.,
et al. (2009). Comparative methylation of ERVWE1/syncytin-1 and other human
endogenous retrovirus LTRs in placenta tissues. DNA Res. 16, 195–211. doi:
10.1093/dnares/dsp011

Gimenez, J., Montgiraud, C., Pichon, J. P., Bonnaud, B., Arsac, M., Ruel, K.,
et al. (2010). Custom human endogenous retroviruses dedicated microarray
identifies self-induced HERV-W family elements reactivated in testicular cancer
upon methylation control. Nucleic Acids Res. 38, 2229–2246. doi: 10.1093/nar/
gkp1214

Giovangrandi, Y., Parfait, B., Asheuer, M., Olivi, M., Lidereau, R., Vidaud, M., et al.
(2001). Analysis of the human CGB/LHB gene cluster in breast tumors by real-
time quantitative RT-PCR assays. Cancer Lett. 168, 93–100. doi: 10.1016/S0304-
3835(01)00496-7

Goelz, S. E., Vogelstein, B., Hamilton, S. R., and Feinberg, A. P. (1985). Hypomethy-
lation of DNA from benign and malignant human colon neoplasms. Science 228,
187–190. doi: 10.1126/science.2579435

Guilleret, I., Osterheld, M. C., Braunschweig, R., Gastineau, V., Taillens, S., and
Benhattar, J. (2009). Imprinting of tumor-suppressor genes in human placenta.
Epigenetics 4, 62–68. doi: 10.4161/epi.4.1.7471

Holtan, S. G., Creedon, D. J., Haluska, P., and Markovic, S. N. (2009). Cancer
and pregnancy: parallels in growth, invasion, and immune modulation and
implications for cancer therapeutic agents. Mayo Clin. Proc. 84, 985–1000. doi:
10.1016/S0025-6196(11)60669-1

Inaba, N., Renk, T., Wurster, K., Rapp, W., and Bohn, H. (1980). Ectopic synthe-
sis of pregnancy specific beta 1-glycoprotein (SP1) and placental specific tissue
proteins (PP5, PP10, PP11, PP12) in nontrophoblastic malignant tumours. Klin
Wochenschr. 58, 789–791. doi: 10.1007/BF01478287

Jelinic, P., and Shaw, P. (2007). Loss of imprinting and cancer. J. Pathol. 211, 261–268.
doi: 10.1002/path.2116

Knofler, M., and Pollheimer, J. (2013). Human placental trophoblast invasion and
differentiation: a particular focus on Wnt signaling. Front. Genet. 4:190. doi:
10.3389/fgene.2013.00190

Lala, P. K., Lee, B. P., Xu, G., and Chakraborty, C. (2002). Human placental tro-
phoblast as an in vitro model for tumor progression. Can. J. Physiol. Pharmacol.
80, 142–149. doi: 10.1139/y02-006

Lambertini, L., Diplas, A. I., Lee, M. J., Sperling, R., Chen, J., and Wetmur, J. (2008a).
A sensitive functional assay reveals frequent loss of genomic imprinting in human
placenta. Epigenetics 3, 261–269. doi: 10.4161/epi.3.5.6755

Lambertini, L., Diplas, A. I., Lee, M. J., Sperling, R., Chen, J., and Wetmur, J. (2008b).
A sensitive functional assay reveals frequent loss of genomic imprinting in human
placenta. Epigenetics 3, 261–269. doi: 10.4161/epi.3.5.6755

Lister, R., Pelizzola, M., Dowen, R. H., Hawkins, R. D., Hon, G., Tonti-
Filippini, J., et al. (2009). Human DNA methylomes at base resolution show
widespread epigenomic differences. Nature 462, 315–322. doi: 10.1038/nature
08514

Lynch, V. J., Leclerc, R. D., May, G., and Wagner, G. P. (2011). Transposon-
mediated rewiring of gene regulatory networks contributed to the evolu-
tion of pregnancy in mammals. Nat. Genet. 43, 1154–1159. doi: 10.1038/
ng.917

Macaulay, E. C., Weeks, R. J., Andrews, S., and Morison, I. M. (2011). Hypomethyla-
tion of functional retrotransposon-derived genes in the human placenta. Mamm.
Genome. 22, 722–735. doi: 10.1007/s00335-011-9355-1

Monk, D., Arnaud, P., Apostolidou, S., Hills, F. A., Kelsey, G., Stanier, P., et al.
(2006). Limited evolutionary conservation of imprinting in the human pla-
centa. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 103, 6623–6628. doi: 10.1073/pnas.05110
31103

Mullen, C. A. (1998). Review: analogies between trophoblastic and malignant
cells. Am. J. Reprod. Immunol. 39, 41–49. doi: 10.1111/j.1600-0897.1998.
tb00332.x

Ng, H. K., Novakovic, B., Hiendleder, S., Craig, J. M., Roberts, C. T., and Saffery, R.
(2010). Distinct patterns of gene-specific methylation in mammalian placentas:
implications for placental evolution and function. Placenta 31, 259–268. doi:
10.1016/j.placenta.2010.01.009

Nishi, H., Nakada, T., Kyo, S., Inoue, M., Shay, J. W., and Isaka, K. (2004). Hypoxia-
inducible factor 1 mediates upregulation of telomerase (hTERT). Mol. Cell. Biol.
24, 6076–6083. doi: 10.1128/MCB.24.13.6076-6083.2004

Novakovic, B., Rakyan, V., Ng, H. K., Manuelpillai, U., Dewi, C., Wong, N. C.,
et al. (2008). Specific tumour-associated methylation in normal human term
placenta and first-trimester cytotrophoblasts. Mol. Hum. Reprod. 14, 547–554.
doi: 10.1093/molehr/gan046

Novakovic, B., Wong, N. C., Sibson, M., Ng, H. K., Morley, R., Manuelpillai, U., et al.
(2010). DNA methylation-mediated down-regulation of DNA methyltransferase-
1 (DNMT1) is coincident with, but not essential for, global hypomethylation in
human placenta. J. Biol. Chem. 285, 9583–9593. doi: 10.1074/jbc.M109.064956

Oda, M., Oxley, D., Dean, W., and Reik, W. (2013). Regulation of lineage spe-
cific DNA hypomethylation in mouse trophectoderm. PLoS ONE 8:e68846. doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0068846

Polakis, P. (2012). Wnt signaling in cancer. Cold Spring Harb. Perspect. Biol. 4,
a008052.

Pollheimer, J., and Knofler, M. (2005). Signalling pathways regulating the inva-
sive differentiation of human trophoblasts: a review. Placenta 26, S21–S30. doi:
10.1016/j.placenta.2004.11.013

Pollheimer, J., Loregger, T., Sonderegger, S., Saleh, L., Bauer, S., Bilban, M.,
et al. (2006). Activation of the canonical wingless/T-cell factor signaling path-
way promotes invasive differentiation of human trophoblast. Am. J. Pathol. 168,
1134–1147. doi: 10.2353/ajpath.2006.050686

Pozharny, Y., Lambertini, L., Ma, Y., Ferrara, L., Litton, C. G., Diplas, A., et al.
(2010). Genomic loss of imprinting in first-trimester human placenta. Am. J.
Obstet. Gynecol. 202, 391 e391–e398. doi: 10.1016/j.ajog.2010.01.039

Rodriguez-Rodero, S., Fernandez, A. F., Fernandez-Morera, J. L., Castro-Santos,
P., Bayon, G. F., Ferrero, C., et al. (2013). DNA methylation signatures identify
biologically distinct thyroid cancer subtypes. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 98, 2811–
2821. doi: 10.1210/jc.2012-3566

Rousseaux, S., Debernardi, A., Jacquiau, B., Vitte, A. L., Vesin, A., Nagy-Mignotte,
H., et al. (2013). Ectopic activation of germline and placental genes identifies
aggressive metastasis-prone lung cancers. Sci. Transl. Med. 5, 186ra66. doi:
10.1126/scitranslmed.3005723

Schroeder, D. I., Blair, J. D., Lott, P., Yu, H. O., Hong, D., Crary, F., et al. (2013). The
human placenta methylome. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 110, 6037–6042. doi:
10.1073/pnas.1215145110

Shi, X., Wu, Y., Liu, H., Gong, X., Du, H., Li, Y., et al. (2012). Effect of epigenetic
modification of maspin on extravillous trophoblastic function. J. Huazhong Univ.
Sci. Technolog. Med. Sci. 32, 879–882. doi: 10.1007/s11596-012-1051-1

Soundararajan, R., and Rao, A. J. (2004). Trophoblast ‘pseudo-tumorigenesis’:
significance and contributory factors. Reprod. Biol. Endocrinol. 2, 15. doi:
10.1186/1477-7827-2-15

Sproul, D., Kitchen, R. R., Nestor, C. E., Dixon, J. M., Sims, A. H., Harrison, D. J.,
et al. (2012). Tissue of origin determines cancer-associated CpG island promoter
hypermethylation patterns. Genome Biol. 13, R84. doi: 10.1186/gb-2012-13-
10-r84

Sproul, D., and Meehan, R. R. (2013). Genomic insights into cancer-associated
aberrant CpG island hypermethylation. Brief. Funct. Genomics 12, 174–190. doi:
10.1093/bfgp/els063

Tabano, S., Colapietro, P., Cetin, I., Grati, F. R., Zanutto, S., Mando, C.,
et al. (2010). Epigenetic modulation of the IGF2/H19 imprinted domain
in human embryonic and extra-embryonic compartments and its possible
role in fetal growth restriction. Epigenetics 5, 313–324. doi: 10.4161/epi.5.4.
11637

Timp, W., and Feinberg, A. P. (2013). Cancer as a dysregulated epigenome allowing
cellular growth advantage at the expense of the host. Nat. Rev. Cancer 13, 497–510.
doi: 10.1038/nrc3486

Tsai, K. W., Kao, H. W., Chen, H. C., Chen, S. J., and Lin, W. C. (2009). Epigenetic
control of the expression of a primate-specific microRNA cluster in human cancer
cells. Epigenetics 4, 587–592. doi: 10.4161/epi.4.8.10230

van Dijk, M., Visser, A., Posthuma, J., Poutsma, A., and Oudejans, C. B. (2012). Nat-
urally occurring variation in trophoblast invasion as a source of novel (epigenetic)
biomarkers. Front. Genet. 3:22. doi: 10.3389/fgene.2012.00022

Vargas, A., Moreau, J., Landry, S., Lebellego, F., Toufaily, C., Rassart, E., et al. (2009).
Syncytin-2 plays an important role in the fusion of human trophoblast cells. J.
Mol. Biol. 392, 301–318. doi: 10.1016/j.jmb.2009.07.025

Vargas, A., Thiery, M., Lafond, J., and Barbeau, B. (2012). Transcriptional and func-
tional studies of human Endogenous Retrovirus envelope EnvP(b) and EnvV
genes in human trophoblasts. Virology 425, 1–10. doi: 10.1016/j.virol.2011.
12.015

Frontiers in Genetics | Epigenomics and Epigenetics December 2013 | Volume 4 | Article 285 | 6

http://www.frontiersin.org/Epigenomics_and_Epigenetics/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Epigenomics_and_Epigenetics/archive


“fgene-04-00285” — 2013/12/7 — 12:48 — page 7 — #7

Novakovic and Saffery Placental pseudo-malignant epigenetics

Vider, B. Z., Zimber, A., Chastre, E., Prevot, S., Gespach, C., Estlein, D., et al. (1996).
Evidence for the involvement of the Wnt 2 gene in human colorectal cancer.
Oncogene 12, 153–158.

Wong, N. C., Novakovic, B., Weinrich, B., Dewi, C., Andronikos, R., Sibson, M., et al.
(2008). Methylation of the adenomatous polyposis coli (APC) gene in human
placenta and hypermethylation in choriocarcinoma cells. Cancer Lett. 268, 56–62.
doi: 10.1016/j.canlet.2008.03.033

Xie, M., Hong, C., Zhang, B., Lowdon, R. F., Xing, X., Li, D., et al. (2013).
DNA hypomethylation within specific transposable element families associates
with tissue-specific enhancer landscape. Nat. Genet. 45, 836–841. doi: 10.1038/
ng.2649

Yagel, S., Parhar, R. S., Jeffrey, J. J., and Lala, P. K. (1988). Normal nonmetastatic
human trophoblast cells share in vitro invasive properties of malignant cells. J.
Cell. Physiol. 136, 455–462. doi: 10.1002/jcp.1041360309

Yuen, R. K., Avila, L., Penaherrera, M. S., Von Dadelszen, P., Lefebvre, L.,
Kobor, M. S., et al. (2009). Human placental-specific epipolymorphism and
its association with adverse pregnancy outcomes. PLoS ONE 4:e7389: doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0007389

Yuen, R. K., Jiang, R., Penaherrera, M. S., Mcfadden, D. E., and Robinson, W. P.
(2011). Genome-wide mapping of imprinted differentially methylated regions

by DNA methylation profiling of human placentas from triploidies. Epigenetics
Chromatin. 4, 10. doi: 10.1186/1756-8935-4-10

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted
in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed
as a potential conflict of interest.

Received: 03 September 2013; accepted: 26 November 2013; published online: 10
December 2013.
Citation: Novakovic B and Saffery R (2013) Placental pseudo-malignancy from a DNA
methylation perspective: unanswered questions and future directions. Front. Genet.
4:285. doi: 10.3389/fgene.2013.00285
This article was submitted to Epigenomics and Epigenetics, a section of the journal
Frontiers in Genetics.
Copyright © 2013 Novakovic and Saffery. This is an open-access article distributed
under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, dis-
tribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s)
or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in
accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is
permitted which does not comply with these terms.

www.frontiersin.org December 2013 | Volume 4 | Article 285 | 7

http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fgene.2013.00285
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://www.frontiersin.org/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Epigenomics_and_Epigenetics/archive

	Placental pseudo-malignancy from a dna methylation perspective: unanswered questions and future directions
	Molecular pathways shared by placenta and cancers
	Global hypomethylation and partially methylated domains are a hallmark of cancer and the placenta
	Epigenetic activation of retroviral promoters and enhancers
	Placenta-specific tumor suppressor methylation– a hidden pathway to cancer development?
	Cancer associated dna methylation and trophoblast function
	Loss of imprinting in human placenta
	A common origin of dna methylation features in the placenta and cancer?
	A roadmap for future epigenetic studies in the placenta
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


