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Abstract  

MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 expression are prognostic indicators in diffuse large B-cell lymphomas 

(DLBCL). However, it remains unknown whether MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 are co-expressed at the 

single-cell level in DLBCL, and if patterns of co-expression determine prognosis. We used 

fluorescence-based quantitative immunohistochemistry (qIHC) to demonstrate that MYC(M), 

BCL2(2) and BCL6(6) show disordered patterns of co-expression at single-cell resolution in 

DLBCL, distinct from those of non-malignant lymphoid tissues. Among possible permutations of 

co-localisation, the sub-population M+2+6- was independently predictive of poor survival in 

multiple cohorts of DLBCL. Interestingly, these sub-populations could be mathematically 

predicted from single marker data, with high correlation to observed co-localisation by multiplex 

IHC. Via this mathematical model, the association of M+2+6- extent with poor survival was 

independently validated using both gene expression datasets and conventional IHC scores. 

These results clarify the interrelationship of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 in determining outcome of 

DLBCL, with biological and diagnostic implications.  

[150/150] 

Statement of significance  

This first analysis of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 spatial single-cell co-localisation in DLBCL 

addresses a long-standing debate about thresholds of prognostic significance for these 

markers, offering a quantitative solution for patient stratification. The novel modelling approach 

for estimating cellular co-expression from single marker data may be widely applicable in cancer 

research.   

[50/50]  
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Introduction 

Diffuse large B-cell lymphoma (DLBCL) is the most common aggressive lymphoma worldwide 

(1). First-line chemoimmunotherapy with R-CHOP (rituximab with cyclophosphamide, 

doxorubicin, vincristine and prednisone) leads to clearance of disease in the majority of patients 

(1). However, a significant proportion of cases (up to 40%) are either refractory to or relapse 

after first-line R-CHOP treatment (2). Therapeutic options improving on R-CHOP for DLBCL 

therefore represent an unmet clinical need. However, numerous randomized phase III trials to 

improve on R-CHOP therapy have been unsuccessful, partly due to the lack of predictive 

biomarkers to enrich a trial for poor-prognosis cases (3-8). There is a clear requirement to refine 

markers of poor prognosis in DLBCL.  

Expression of the oncogenes MYC, BCL2 and BLC6 have long been recognized to be 

prognostic in DLBCL (9-11). In particular, DLBCL with expression of MYC and BCL2, termed 

Double Expressor Lymphomas (DEL) (12) have a poor prognosis on standard R-CHOP therapy 

(9,12-15), and occur in 20-30% of patients (16). The expression of BCL6 appears to have 

protective effect in DEL cases (11,17). However, the utility of this DEL phenotype in clinical trial 

patient selection is marred by controversies in the definition of what constitutes “positivity” for 

MYC and BCL2; the qualitative and subjective nature of visual chromogenic 

immunohistochemistry (IHC) resulted in wide variability of this effect among studies. Despite 

advances in digital pathology, there are to-date no large studies validating automated IHC 

algorithms to address the quantitation of MYC/BCL2 and BCL6. 

Another important unanswered question about these oncogenes is to what extent the 

expression of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 actually occurs in the same or distinct tumour cells within a 

single case. Clonal heterogeneity is a common feature of cancer and it is not known for instance 

if DELs actually represent two independent clonal phenotypes within a lymphoma. Analysing 

spatial co-expression using conventional IHC and visual scores is challenging because of the 

limitations intrinsic to discerning and scoring relative amounts of 2 or 3 colours within in a single 

area of interest (e.g. the nucleus of a cell). As a result, the staining of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 is 

reported independently and with respect to the overall tumour cellularity. How these markers 

prognostically interact at the single-cell level in the context of DLBCL remains unexplored.  

Multiplexed imaging and automated analysis provides a possible solution to address both the 

issues of quantitation and co-localisation for these relevant markers. Multispectral imaging has 

since been used widely in cancer research to quantitate protein expression in-situ and to identify 
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distinct immune infiltrating cells within tumours(18-20). This technique has primarily been used 

in epithelial cancer research, but is particularly useful for lymphomas given the intrinsic difficulty 

in distinguishing between tumour cells and immune infiltrates in these cancers as compared to 

solid cancers.   

In this study, we use quantitative immunohistochemistry (qIHC) through multispectral 

fluorescence imaging to simultaneously assess MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 expression with single-

cell resolution in control non-malignant tonsils and in multiple DLBCL cohorts. We observed 

distinct co-expression patterns of these oncogenes between tonsil and DLBCL tissues. The 

single-cell resolution of each stain allowed us to identify sub-populations based on the possible 

permutations of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 co-localisation, with distinct prognostic outcomes. 

Furthermore, we discovered that the co-localisation pattern of the three markers in DLBCL could 

be best explained by the expression of each marker being independently regulated of each 

other. As a direct result of this, the percentage of co-expressing cells within each tumour could 

be mathematically predicted. Using mathematical modelling to predict the percentage of co-

expressing cells in RNA datasets as well as an IHC dataset with single-marker staining 

information, we were able to validate the influence of a specific sub-population of 

MYC+BCL2+BCL6- cells on prognosis in a variety of heterogenous data-sets. 

Results 

Distinct patterns of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 co-expression in reactive lymphoid tissue 

compared to DLBCL 

To simultaneously assess MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 expression, we performed quantitative 

immunohistochemistry (qIHC) using a sequential OPAL-TSA staining protocol (see methods for 

details) and multispectral microscopy on the Vectra platform. We probed for MYC, BCL2 and 

BCL6 protein expression as well as the B-cell specific marker CD20 and the proliferation marker 

Ki67. In order to accurately interpret the staining pattern of these markers in DLBCL, we first 

investigated how they are distributed and associated in benign lymphoid tissue, using tonsil 

samples with reactive follicular hyperplasia. The spectral unmixing method was able to clearly 

distinguish between individual markers in single sections of tonsil tissue (Figure 1A). Machine-

learning assisted analysis allowed for the identification of single cells utilizing the nuclear 

counterstain image with CD20 membrane boundaries; and the mean intensity of MYC, BCL2, 

BCL6 and Ki67 could be reliably quantitated at a single-cell resolution. Importantly, the signals 

could be clearly unmixed to yield single-staining image outputs. From these unmixed images, an 
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intensity-based threshold was adopted to define each cell as “positive” or “negative” for the 

given marker of interest. These thresholds were validated by 2 independent expert 

hematopathologists.  

As expected, expression of BCL6 and BCL2 in the CD20+ cells of the benign lymphoid tissue 

(tonsil) was restricted to the germinal centre (GC) and extra- GC regions respectively. MYC 

showed sparse positivity in the germinal centre CD20+ cells (Figure 1A). The single-cell 

resolution approach allowed us to quantify the extent at which all markers co-localised. The co-

localisation of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 in CD20+ cells enables eight theoretical B-cell populations 

(sub-populations), denoted henceforth as M+2+6+, M+2+6-, M+2-6+, M+2-6-, M-2+6+, M-2+6-, 

M-2-6+ and M-2-6- (where M is MYC, 2 is BCL2, and 6 is BCL6 and + or - indicates the 

presence or absence of the marker). Figure 1B demonstrates that the repertoire of sub-

populations present in a tonsil is limited, with M-2-6+ being dominant within the germinal centre, 

and M-2+6- being dominant outside the germinal centre. Hardly any cells displayed co-

expression of MYC, BCL2 or BCL6 in the extra-GC and GC compartments.  

We then investigated the patterns of these MYC, BCL2 and BCL6-based B-cell sub-populations 

in DLBCL. We stained for these markers in samples from the National University Hospital cohort 

(NUH, n=152; Supplementary table 1). Whereas in tonsil the localisation of BCL2 and BCL6 in 

CD20+ cells were clearly restricted to distinct compartments, in DLBCL these proteins 

frequently localised together (Figure 1C-E). Furthermore, in DLBCL many CD20+ cells had a 

clear expression of MYC, which often co-localised with both BCL2 and/or BCL6. Importantly, 

unlike in tonsil tissue, within DLBCL cases the full repertoire of the eight sub-populations was 

observed (Figure 1D-E). I.e. even within cases that were globally high for MYC, BCL2 and 

BCL6, these markers were not always found in the same cells. 

We then evaluated the percentage extent; i.e the percentage of cells within the tumour visually 

“positive” or “negative” for a defined marker (or combination of markers), as defined by 

pathological review and setting of an intensity threshold. The differences between tonsil and 

DLBCL in terms of percentage extent of sub-populations can be appreciated clearly when 

comparing Figure 2A with Figure 2B. The normal pattern of mutually exclusive expression 

between MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 in reactive B-cells is lost in DLBCL, underlining the disruption of 

regulatory mechanisms controlling expression of these three oncogenes. Staining from both the 

NUH cohort, and another DLBCL cohort obtained from Chi-Mei Medical Center, Taiwan 

(CMMC, n=150; Supplementary table 1; Supplementary figure 1) revealed that the percentage 

extent of the sub-populations per tumour was variable among patients, but remarkably similar in 
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the overall distribution in both cohorts (Figure 2B; Supplementary figure 1). Lymphomas that 

harbour translocations in MYC, BCL2 and/or BCL6 are termed double hit or triple hit lymphomas 

(DHL/THL), depending on the number of concurrent translocations (21). This group of 

lymphomas, like DELs, has a particularly poor outcome (22-25), and are therefore highlighted in 

Figure 2B. Translocation status, whether single marker or DHL/THL, was not correlated with a 

high percentage extent of any specific sub-populations (Figure 2B). There was also no 

correlation of any specific sub-populations to cell-of-origin (COO) status as determined using 

the IHC-based Hans algorithm (26) (Figure 2B). We also examined the proliferative nature of 

each sub-population by assessing Ki67-positivity in tonsil tissue and DLBCL samples (Figure 

2C). In the tonsil, M-2-6+ B-cells (confined to the germinal centre sublocation) were enriched for 

Ki67-positivity, consistent with proliferation in the germinal center reaction. Interestingly, in both 

the NUH and CMMC DLBCL cohorts, the sub-populations positive for BCL6 were again 

predominantly positive for Ki67. These results highlighting the disconnect between Ki67 and 

MYC/ BCL2 expression at the single-cell level offer insight into the lack of prognostic 

significance of Ki67 in DLBCL.  

Prognostic significance of MYC/BCL2/BCL6 sub-populations 

We next sought to understand whether the sub-populations were differentially associated with 

prognosis during R-CHOP treatment. For each single-marker and sub-population, we performed 

a univariate Cox proportional hazards (Cox PH) model analysis using percentage extent as a 

continuous variable at 5% increments, which allowed an unbiased assessment without having to 

define an arbitrary cut-off. Among the single markers (independent of co-expression) in the NUH 

cohort, only BCL2 associated with progression-free survival (PFS); PFS defined as the time 

from diagnosis to relapse of DLBCL/ last follow-up (Figure 3A). Interestingly, among the 

different sub-populations, M+2+6- and M-2+6- were statistically significant associated with 

poorer PFS and overall survival (OS), OS referring to length of time from diagnosis till death/ 

last follow-up (Figure 3A). We focused on the M+2+6- sub-population as it had a more 

pronounced hazard ratio as compared to the M-2+6- sub-population, especially in terms of 

overall survival. We next performed a multivariate analysis to adjust for clinically-relevant 

clinicopathological parameters, namely IPI Risk Group, COO and MYC FISH status 

[Supplementary table 2]. The international prognostic index (IPI) is a well-validated prognostic 

index for DLBCL on R-CHOP treatment: comprising of clinical and biochemical parameters 

(27,28).  Importantly, the hazard ratio for both PFS and OS remained statistically significant for 

the M+2+6- sub-population (Table 1). As the M+2+6- sub-population remained significantly 
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associated with survival as a continuous variable, for Kaplan-Meier analyses we dichotomized 

the population based at an optimal percentage extent cut-off for the population (with a minimum 

of a quartile). M+2+6- High cases (cases with a tumour that had a high percentage extent the 

M+2+6- sub-population) showed worse survival when compared to M+2+6- Low cases (cases 

with a tumour that had a low percentage extent the M+2+6- sub-population) (Figure 3B). 

Interestingly, this difference was most apparent in the IPI Low-Risk subset of patients 

(comprising IPI 0 and 1) who typically present an overall favourable prognosis (Figure 3C).  

The DEL phenotype in DLBCL is defined in several studies using an overall cut-off of ≥40% 

MYC positive and ≥50% BCL2 positive cells (9). When using the above definition of DEL in our 

NUH cohort, we noted a trend towards inferior survival outcome in terms of PFS and OS for 

DEL cases compared to non-DEL cases (Figure 3D), similar to many published cohorts. As our 

analysis showed that M+2+6- sub-populations existed even in tumours which did not meet 

traditional definitions of DEL, we sought to investigate whether this sub-population could be 

predictive of survival also in non-DEL cases. When stratifying non-DEL cases into M+2+6- 

percentage extent High and Low, we observe a clear difference in prognosis between the two 

groups, with the high percentage-extent group having a more adverse outcome (Figure 3E). 

These findings suggest that the percentage of this sub-population can refine the prediction of 

poor outcomes even in IPI Low-Risk cases and supersedes the traditional DEL definition based 

on markers stained separately. As the CMMH cohort did not have clinical outcome data for R-

CHOP treated samples, we validated our findings in two additional independent DLBCL cohorts 

from Singapore General Hospital (SGH, n=67; Supplementary table 1; Supplementary figure 1) 

and MD Anderson Cancer Centre (MDA, n=40; Supplementary table 1; Supplementary 

figure 1). Despite overall variability between the cohorts with respect to individual markers, the 

M+2+6- sub-population consistently correlated with poor prognosis in both of these validation 

cohorts (Figure 4A-B, Supplementary table 3). Taken together, these results demonstrate that 

simultaneous measurement of co-expression of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 at a single-cell 

resolution in DLBCL offers a reproducible and prognostically meaningful stratification of 

tumours.  

A probabilistic model based on independent co-localisation accurately predicts MYC, 

BCL2 and BCL6 co-expression in DLBCL 

The expression and localisation pattern of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 in reactive germinal centres 

implies the existence of biological processes that restrict expression of each marker to specific 

topological compartments. These processes were clearly deregulated in DLBCL, with multiple 
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patterns of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 co-expression. However, we did observe that the distribution 

of single marker percentages (extents) are similar in different cohorts of DLBCL cases (Figure 

5A, Supplementary figure 2A) and followed a similar consensus distribution within a population 

of patients (Supplementary figure 2B). We therefore aimed to model the co-expression of these 

markers in DLBCL. We checked if the observed patterns of co-localisation were a result of each 

marker being regulated independently of each other or, alternatively, if the expression of one 

marker influenced the expression of the other i.e. interlinked or inter-related regulation (through 

either direct or indirect biological mechanisms). Figure 5B provides a schematic depicting the 

expected percentage extent of each sub-population depending on the above two possibilities. 

For inter-related expression events, we focused on two extremes - overlapping (markers 

expressed in the same cell population) or mutually exclusive (markers expressed exclusively in 

different cell populations). From Figure 1A and B we see that in tonsil tissue sub-populations are 

mainly restricted to M-2+6-, M-2-6+ and M-2-6- suggesting that localisation of these markers is 

driven by an inter-related mutually exclusive process (Figure 5B, left). However, in DLBCL, the 

patterns observed in Figure 1C and D were consistent with an independent expression model 

(Figure 5B, right).  

To quantitatively test this observation, we reasoned that if the co-expression of these 

oncogenes were independent of each other, the percentage extent of sub-populations could be 

predicted from the percentage extent of each marker using a simple probabilistic model. Briefly, 

with such a model, the percentage extent for each individual marker comprising a sub-

population can be multiplied together resulting in the percentage extent of the sub-population as 

a whole (see Methods for further details). If, however the co-expression of the three markers 

was interlinked, the observed percentage extent of each sub-population in our multiplexed data 

would deviate from the probabilistic prediction. Interestingly, we observed a highly concordant 

correlation between observed and predicted percentage extent for each sub-population (Figure 

5C, Supplementary figure 3), proving that the co-expression of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 in given 

cells within DLBCL is driven by independent events. The implication of these findings are that if 

the quantitative percentage extent of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 per case are known, it is possible 

to calculate the percentage of each sub-population. Interestingly, compared to the non-

DHL/THL cases, the predicted percentage extent in DHL/THL cases deviates slightly from the 

observed percentage (Figure 5D-right). This suggests that in lymphomas with these 

translocation events, the expression of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 may by driven in part by an inter-

related mechanism as opposed to independently. Given the small number of DHL/THL cases in 

our cohort and modest effect size, further validation of this phenomenon is required.            
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Prediction of sub-population extent can be performed on gene expression data  

On the basis of the above findings, we hypothesized that it is possible to predict the sub-

population percentage extent from any quantitative data measuring MYC, BCL2, BCL6 

expression. Indeed, among such quantitative data are gene expression datasets (i.e. microarray 

or RNA-seq). Given that MYC and BCL2 protein expression correlates at least partially with 

mRNA expression (29), we sought to validate our finding in modelled RNA datasets. As a 

discovery set, we utilized RNA expression data from GSE10846 (30) (Supplementary figure 4A). 

Briefly, the gene expression data for each marker were initially transformed to fit the observed 

population distribution established from single-cell protein expression analysis depicted in 

Supplementary figure 2B (Supplementary figure 4B, see Methods). The transformed data 

(ranging from 0-100) was then used as a surrogate for the percentage positivity for each 

marker. We then inferred percentage extent of sub-populations based on the mathematical 

model validated by single-cell protein expression analysis (see Methods and Supplementary 

table 4). We finally evaluated the association of these sub-populations with survival. As used 

previously for qIHC cohorts, we performed an unbiased univariate Cox PH for all sub-

populations followed by visualization of the dichotomized M+2+6- sub-population in a Kapan-

Meier analysis. Remarkably, mRNA-predicted M+2+6- percentage extent associated with poorer 

OS in the GSE10846 cohort (Figure 6A), similar to the directly measured M+2+6- percentage 

extent from protein co-expression.  

We then applied the same methodology to MYC, BLC2, BLC6 mRNA expression data from 

additional validation cohorts with R-CHOP survival data, namely GSE32918 (31) and 

GSE117556 (7). After percentage extent transformation, single marker distribution in all three 

RNA cohorts followed the empirically established distribution (Supplementary figure 4C, see 

also Figure 5A and Supplementary figure 2). M+2+6- percentage extent remained the only sub-

population consistently associated with poor survival in all cohorts (Figure 6B-C), indicating the 

robustness of these findings. Using an IHC classification of DEL and non-DEL cases provided 

by the authors (7) we also performed a subset analysis of M+2+6-  in non-DEL cases, similar to 

our analysis with protein co-expression in the NUH cohort (Figure 3E). Again, even in the non-

DEL cases in the Sha et al. cohort, those with high predicted M+2+6- percentage extent had 

significantly poorer survival (Figure 6C, right panel). The above concordance of results between 

protein- and mRNA- datasets validates our predictive modelling method. The prognostic 

significance for other sub-populations and single markers varied across cohorts, consistent with 

previous meta-analyses of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 single marker expression (32). However, the 
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remarkable consistency of the M+2+6- sub-populations associating with poor survival after R-

CHOP treatment in DLBCL in three protein-based cohorts and three mRNA-based cohorts 

highlights its value to inform future biological studies and biomarker development.  

Prognostic significance of sub-populations using single marker data from retrospective 

semi-quantitative IHC staining  

Having validated the robustness of our algorithm to estimate prognostic sub-populations from 

any quantitative single marker data, we wanted to check if this could also be applicable in the 

setting of clinical-grade semi-quantitative IHC. Chromogenic IHC with manual visual scoring by 

pathologists remains the most widely used method for assessment of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 in 

DLBCL. To do this we utilized a well-studied cohort of DLBCL from British Columbia Cancer 

(BCC) (22,33) which had percentage scores for MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 graded by three 

independent pathologists. Unlike the previous cohorts described in this paper (where 

fluorescent multiplex IHC was used), the BCC cohort was stained using chromogenic IHC for 

MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 on consecutive sections. We noted that distribution of MYC, BCL2 and 

BCL6 percentage extent in this cohort (Figure 7A) was different to that of our other fluorescent-

IHC cohorts, as expected by the differences in sensitivity of fluorescent vs chromogenic IHC 

and automated vs manual scoring. Nevertheless, despite obvious differences in marker 

distribution, we noted a remarkable consistency with previous cohorts in the prognostic 

significance of sub-populations derived from semi-quantitative single-marker scores. The 

M+2+6- subpopulation again conferred a poorer prognosis in both a univariate Cox PH analysis 

as well as a Kaplan-Meier analysis using a dichotomized M+2+6- sub-population (Figure 7B). 

These data suggest that the algorithm we describe for the prediction of the extent of M+2+6- 

cells works in multiple different settings where the percentage of each of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 

are available- whether through automated or manual scoring. Importantly- the M+2+6- fraction 

remains predictive of poor survival in all these settings, highlighting the potential broad 

applicability of these data. 

Discussion 

The identification of markers to predict for failure of R-CHOP therapy is paramount to the 

integration of new agents into the frontline management of DLBCL. Co-expression of the 

oncogenes MYC and BCL2 have an adverse outcome in DLBCL (9,12-14), and this poor 

outcome appears to be exacerbated when BCL6 expression is absent (11). So far, these 

associations have been considered on a whole-tumour scale only, not properly taking into 
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account associations at the single-cell level. Moreover, these markers are not used for patient 

stratification due to subjective reporting methods. In this study, we aimed to develop a novel 

approach to develop a quantitative prognostic marker incorporating information from MYC, 

BCL2 and BCL6, by evaluating the hitherto unexplored aspect of co-localisation at single-cell 

resolution. We used multispectral qIHC to circumvent limitations with conventional IHC 

techniques; staining and visualizing MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 simultaneously in a sample. Of the 

eight sub-populations constructed from possible permutations of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 co-

localisation; we identified that one in particular, M+2+6-, consistently correlated with poor 

outcome across three independent cohorts studied at the protein level using multiplex 

fluorescent IHC and one using sequential chromogenic IHC. The findings from our retrospective 

study will need to be prospectively validated, but these results offer the possibility of a novel 

method for analysing MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 expression for prognostic purposes in DLBCL. We 

propose that the identification of the M+2+6- sub population refines the double expressor 

classification, by clarifying the phenomenon at single-cell resolution. Importantly, this sub-

population can be predicted from even from single marker chromogenic IHC scores, which may 

extend its applicability in settings where automated platforms may not be available. However, 

this study was not able to identify a single universal “cut-off” at which this sub-population was 

most relevant. This is likely due to the variety of methods used in sample preparation across 

these multiple cohorts, which led to differences in the exact scoring of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 for 

each sample set by the automated algorithm. Further prospective work will be required to 

establish suitable and standardized cutoffs for the M+2+6- percentage extent that is most 

discriminatory for survival, and this is likely to be different for fluorescent and chromogenic IHC 

based on our data. Nonetheless, M+2+6- remained consistently the most significant sub-

population in continuous proportional hazards models, which robustly attests to the influence of 

this sub-population on survival. We show here that information on how MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 

are co-expressed within single cells in DLBCL is critical to understand how they interact to drive 

prognosis, and could represent a clinically applicable biomarker for patient stratification in front-

line clinical trials of DLBCL. 

Why are high numbers of M+2+6- cells bad in DLBCL? At this point we only offer hypotheses. 

MYC provides competitive advantages in the context of subclonal growth assays (34), and 

regulates a large number of genes to promote carcinogenesis (35). Its overexpression however 

makes cells more amenable to apoptosis (36). This apoptotic process can be countered by 

BCL2 (37) thus providing a mechanistic explanation to why the fraction of cells with co-

expression of MYC and BCL2 might result in poorer overall survival after R-CHOP treatment. In 
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the Eµ-MYC mouse model, BCL2 expression promotes chemoresistance (38), providing another 

mechanism by which MYC and BCL2 might promote adverse survival. How the absence of 

BCL6 influences cells with MYC and BCL2 to drive prognosis is interesting. BCL6 is a 

transcriptional repressor that is expressed at high levels in germinal centre B cells (40,41). 

Germinal centre B cells are typically associated with high levels of DNA damage due to class-

switch recombination and somatic hypermutation (42,43). To enable these processes, BCL6 

has the ability to suppress the DNA damage response (DDR) sensors (44,45) p53 (46) and cell 

cycle inhibitors (39,47,48). It is possible that the absence of BCL6 from MYC/BCL2 positive cells 

allows the release of BCL6 mediated transcriptional repression of these DDR/ cell cycle genes, 

enabling them to repair and tolerate chemotherapy induced DNA damage. This study has been 

performed entirely on treatment-naïve samples. It will be important in the future to determine 

whether the independent pattern of marker distribution is retained following treatment, or if the 

tumour reverts to a “steady state” even upon relapse.  Further biological work will be required to 

answer these questions as well as derive therapeutic strategies to counter the poor prognosis 

conferred.  

Finally, we describe a simple algorithm to predict the co-expression of these oncogenes at 

single cell resolution in DLBCL. We were able to show that, unlike in benign lymphoid tissue, in 

DLBCL the spatial distribution and co-localisation of these three markers is disordered and 

independently regulated. The independent nature of this co-localisation allowed us to 

mathematically predict the percentage extent of sub-populations, with a remarkable 

concordance to observed single-cell co-expression on multiplex IHC. Using both protein and 

mRNA expression datasets, we were able to confirm that the M+2+6- subgroup was 

consistently associated with an unfavourable prognosis. The ability to determine the percentage 

extent of each sub-population within mRNA datasets is a useful tool that can facilitate a deeper 

investigation into the mechanisms driving prognosis in multiple cancer types. Large-scale gene 

expression data is widely performed in clinical samples due to its ease over pan-proteomic 

analysis. While the concordance between protein and mRNA data is variable, the approach we 

outline is feasible for situations where there is a) a reasonable correlation between transcript 

and protein levels and b) availability of a cohort for protein staining, to assess the population 

distribution of a set of markers and whether they are independently co-expressed. If both these 

conditions are met, we show that it is feasible to tap into a multitude of gene expression studies 

available for a given disease, to understand the clinical relevance of specific sub-populations. 

This approach may be widely applicable to the study of co-expression of prognostic markers in 
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other cancer types, and help identify gene-gene relationships of biological and clinical 

significance. 

 

Methods 

Patient samples 

The discovery cohort of tonsil tissue (n=5) and DLBCL (n=152) samples along with clinical data 

were retrieved from the archives of the Department of Pathology, National University Hospital, 

Singapore (NUH cohort) of patients diagnosed with DLBCL and chronic tonsillitis between 2010 

and 2017, as approved by the Singapore NHG Domain Specific Review Board B study protocol 

(2015/00176). The specimens were fixed in formalin and embedded in paraffin at the time of 

biopsy/surgical excision. We used benign tonsil tissues as a control for the optimization of 

markers, because lymphomas evolve from and often retain epitopes present in normal lymphoid 

cell types. The repertoire of normal lymphoid cell types are well represented in benign tonsil 

samples (49,50). An additional DLBCL cohort was obtained from the Department of Pathology, 

Chi-Mei Medical Center, Taiwan (CMMC cohort, n=150) to validate the multiplexed qIHC 

scoring protocol. Two validation DLBCL cohorts with survival data after R-CHOP treatment were 

obtained from the Department of Haematology, Singapore General Hospital, Singapore (SGH 

cohort, n=67) and from the Department of Hematopathology, MD Anderson Cancer Center, 

Houston, Texas, USA (n=40). Messenger-RNA expression data for MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 was 

obtained from Gene Expression Omnibus for the following DLBCL datasets GSE10846 (n=420) 

(30), GSE117556 (n=928) (7) and GSE32918 (n=140) (31). To validate our findings using semi-

quantitative IHC with pathologist defined scores we obtained a R-CHOP treated DLBCL cohort 

from British Columbia Cancer (BCC cohort, n=316). For clinicopathological details please see 

ref. (22) and ref. (22,33). A consort diagram of the study is provided in Supplementary figure 5 

and full patient characteristics are provided in Supplementary table 1. 

Fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH) staining 

3µm FFPE sections were placed on electrostatically charged slides (Platinum Pro, Matsunami 

Glass Ind. Ltd, Japan). FISH processing was done using the IntelliFISH Universal FFPE Tissue 

Pretreatment Kit (Vysis, Downer’s Drove, IL, USA) according to the manufacturer’s instructions 

and established laboratory protocol. The sections were then subjected to direct FISH using the 

Vysis LSI MYC Dual Color (01N63-020), Break-Apart Rearrangement Probe (Vysis, Downer’s 
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Drove, IL, USA). The other 2 probes used are the Vysis LSI BCL2 Dual Color, Break-Apart 

Rearrangement Probe (05N51-020) and the Vysis LSI BCL6 Dual Color, Break-Apart 

Rearrangement Probe (1N23-020). Images were obtained using the Olympus BX61 microscope 

and captured on the Applied Image Analysis System v.3.93 (Applied Imaging, Pittsburgh, PA). A 

total of 100 non-overlapping, intact interphase nuclei were enumerated. The cut off of >15% 

was used for a positive result in break-apart FISH. 

Quantitative immunohistochemistry (qIHC) 

Acquisition of tonsil and DLBCL images was performed with the Vectra 2 multispectral imaging 

system (PerkinElmer). Multispectral images were analysed inForm 2.4.8 (PerkinElmer); first, 

single fluorescently stained samples were used to generate a spectral library to define the 

emission profile of each fluorophore used in the experiment, and an unstained sample was used 

to generate an emission profile of autofluorescence. These spectral profiles were used to unmix 

the multiplexed IF samples, and thereby generate single colour images to demonstrate 

appropriate tissue and cellular localisation of CD20, MYC, BCL2, BCL6 and Ki67. After 

unmixing of multispectral images, a monochrome counterstaining nuclear component and a 

CD20 membrane component were used in a machine-learning assisted algorithm to create a 

cell segmentation mask.  

Single-marker scoring 

A threshold of positivity, based on the quantified mean fluorescent intensity per cell (as per the 

cell segmentation mask) of MYC, BCL2, BCL6 and Ki67, was determined by visual inspection 

by a pathologist on a per-case basis. These thresholds were then applied to determine the 

percentage extent of positivity for each single-marker per TMA core. In the NUH cohort, a 

median of two TMA cores was analysed per patient (range 2-7) and a median of 3622 cells was 

analysed per core (range 199-8128). Assuming independent distribution of positivity between 

MYC, BCL2 and BCL6, a predicted percentage extent of sub-populations, i.e. permutations of 

MYC, BCL2, BCL6-positivity and -negativity, can be probabilistically inferred. For sub-

populations involving the lack of expression of a marker, the percentage extent of the negative 

cell population should be applied, e.g. percentage extent of the MYC+BLC2+BCL6- (M+2+6-) 

sub-population can be calculated as follows:  

e.g.  � � 2 � 6 � % � ����%
���

	  

���	%

���
 	  


��������%

���

 	 100% 
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Transforming mRNA expression data into % extent 

Assuming a defined distribution of percentage extent of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 single-marker 

scores in a population of DLBCL cases (Supplementary figure 2B) and agreement between 

mRNA and protein expression (51) we inferred the percentage extent from quantitative mRNA 

expression data. The transformation curves were fitted manually using the GSE10846 dataset, 

and validated in GSE117556 and GSE32918. For gene expression detected with multiple 

probes, single probes with best matching distribution characteristics were used. Binary 

logarithm of mRNA reads was used for transformation; MYC expression data was fitted using 

the following sigmoid function: 

��% �  �

�����.�����	
���
	 100%  

where p denotes 70th percentile value of MYC expression in the dataset. BCL6 expression data 

was fitted using the following sigmoid function: 

 ���6% �  �

�����.���
����
	 100% 

where p denotes 27th percentile value of BCL6 expression in the dataset. Since BCL2 

percentage extent follows a binomial distribution in the population, BCL2 mRNA expression 

values were fitted as follows: mRNA expression values were normalized between the 10th and 

100th percentile of values (all values below 10th percentile were assumed to be equal zero) 

reflecting the approximate prevalence of cases with <1 percentage-positivity extent BCL2 IHC 

stating. The normalized values (BCL2n) were transformed using the following function: 

 ���2� �  �

�������
���/����
  

and the BCL2t values were normalized within each cohort into 0-100 percentage extent values. 

Survival analysis 

For Cox proportional hazard (Cox PH) models, all variables satisfied the proportional hazards 

assumption and clinically relevant clinicopathological variables were included in the multivariate 

models. Continuous percentage extent variables were used at increments, 0-1% compromising 

the first ‘negative’ unit, followed by 5% increments of 1-5%, 5-10% etc. Hazard ratios are 

displayed per unit (of 5% extent). For Kaplan-Meier analyses, the cohorts were dichotomized to 

reflect the most optimal stratification. Statistical tests were two-sided and p≤0.050 was 

considered as statistically significant without correction. IBM SPSS Statistics 23 software was 
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used to perform Cox PH analyses, all other analyses were performed using GraphPad Prism 

8.4. 

Semi-quantitative immunohistochemistry 

TMA preparation and staining for MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 for the BCC cohort are described in ref. 

(22) and ref.(22),(33). Percentage extent of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 staining was determined 

independently by two pathologists. Thresholds for overall tumour positivity for a given marker 

were: 40% for MYC, 50% for BCL2 and 30% for BCL6. When there was a discrepancy in 

scoring between the two pathologists to the extent that scores were found to be on opposing 

sides of a positivity threshold, a consensus score was obtained from a third pathologist.  
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Tables 

Table 1 

 Total cases n=85, missing values n=16 

PFS OS 

HR (95% CI) p-
value 

HR (95% CI) p-
value 

Sub-population     
M+2+6- 

(continuous, per 
5% of extent) 

1.3 (1.0 to 1.6) 0.021 1.4 (1.1 to 1.8) 0.015 

     
IPI Risk Group  0.608  0.543 

Low  Ref.  Ref.  
Low-Intermediate  1.5 (0.45 to 5.0) 0.502 1.2 (0.24 to 6.5) 0.802 
High-Intermediate 1.5 (0.54 to 4.1) 0.441 2.0 (0.72 to 6.7) 0.167 

High 1.9 (0.73 to 5.1) 0.182 1.9 (0.56 to 6.3) 0.312 
     
Cell of origin  0.818  0.671 

GCB Ref.  Ref.  
non-GCB 1.1 (0.46 to 2.7)  1.3 (0.43 to 3.7)  

     
MYC FISH status  0.968  0.933 

negative Ref.  Ref.  
positive 0.97 (0.27 to 

3.6) 
 0.94 (0.29 to 4.5)  

     

 

Table 1. Multivariate analysis of continuous M+2+6- percentage extent at 5% increments as a 

predictor of PFS and OS in the NUH cohort of DLBCL (Cox proportional hazards model).  

PFS – progression-free survival, OS – overall survival, 95% CI – 95% confidence interval, IPI 

Risk Group - International Prognostic Index Risk Group, GCB - Germinal center B-cell-like 

diffuse Large B-cell Lymphoma, FISH - fluorescence in-situ hybridization, NUH – National 

University Hospital, Singapore, Ref. – reference group.   
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Figure 1. Single-cell MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 protein expression analysis in tonsil and 

DLBCL tissue. A, Spectrally unmixed false-coloured IF images for CD20, MYC, BCL2 and 

BCL6 and nuclear counterstaining in tonsil tissue (top panel). The germinal center (GC) and 

non-germinal center (non-GC) zones are indicated. Cell-segmentation and single-marker 

positivity masks are shown (bottom panel). Scale bar is 100μm. B, Proportion of sub-

populations, i.e. possible permutations of MYC/BCL2/BCL6 positivity and negativity, within tonsil 

tissues within the CD20-positive cell population. C, Example of DLBCL MYC/BCL2/BCL6 

multiplexed IF staining. Spectrally unmixed false-coloured IF images for CD20, MYC, BCL2 and 

BCL6 are shown (top panel). Cell-segmentation and single-marker positivity masks are shown 

within the CD20-positive cell population (bottom panel). Scale bar is 100μm. D, Positivity masks 

of sub-populations in example image from panel (C). E, Proportion of sub-populations measured 

in twelve example DLBCL cases from the NUH cohort. Colour-coding as in panel (B) and (D).  
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Figure 2. Global distribution of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 sub-populations with proliferation 

analysis in DLBCL cohorts. A, Heat-map displaying the percentage extent of individual 

markers and each sub-population within tonsil tissue. Whole-tissue analysis (left panel) is sub-

divided into germinal center (GC) and non-germinal center (non-GC) zones (right panel). 

Positivity shading for all heat-maps in this panel ranges between 0-100% positivity. B, Overview 

of percentage extent of individual markers and sub-populations within DLBCL NUH cohort with 

hierarchical clustering of DLBCL cases according to sub-population extent. Positivity shading for 

single markers ranges between 0-100% positivity, whereas shading for combination sub-

populations ranges between 0-50% positivity. Clinicopathological features for each patient are 

indicated including: MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 translocation status (FISH); IPI Risk Group (RG); 

Cell of Origin (COO); and access to survival data (Survival). GCB - germinal center B-cell like 

lymphoma. C, Proliferation analysis (i.e. Ki67-positivity) among sub-populations in tonsil and 

DLBCL samples. Note low prevalence of MYC-positive populations in tonsil tissue. BCL6-

positive sub-populations are grouped in DLBCL cohorts. Mann Whitney test (BCL6-positive vs. -

negative sub-populations), median with interquartile range.  
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Figure 3. Predictive and prognostic significance of sub-populations. A, Univariate Cox 

proportional hazards model analysis for MYC, BCL2, BCL6 and Ki67 single-marker and sub-

populations percentage extent in the NUH cohort. Percentage-extent was used as a continuous 

variable in the model at 5% increments (see Methods). PFS – progression-free survival, OS – 

overall survival. Hazard ratio (HR) with 95% confidence interval per 5%-positivity increment is 

shown.  Kaplan-Meier survival analysis of B, the total NUH cohort and C, IPI Risk Group low 

subset stratified into M+2+6- High- and Low- groups. D, Kaplan-Meier survival analysis of 

Double-Expressor Lymphoma (DEL, i.e. MYC ≥ 40% and BCL2 ≥ 50%) cases in the total NUH 

cohort. E, Non-DEL cases were stratified into M+2+6- High- and Low- groups. Log- rank test, 

shading denotes 95% confidence interval. Optimal cut-offs were used to stratify B to E into High 

and Low groups. 
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Figure 4. Prognostic significance of sub-populations in validation cohorts. A, Univariate 

Cox proportional hazards model analysis for MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 single-marker and sub-

populations percentage extent in the SGH cohort. Percentage-extent was used as a continuous 

variable in the model at 5% increments. OS – overall survival; Hazard ratio (HR) with 95% 

confidence interval per 5%-positivity increment is shown (left panel). Kaplan-Meier survival 

analysis of the SGH cohort stratified into M+2+6- High- and Low- groups. Log- rank test, 

shading denotes 95% confidence interval. B, Analysis as in (A) in the MDA cohort. Optimal cut-

offs were used to stratify into High and Low groups. 
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Figure 5. MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 protein expression is independently distributed in cell 

populations. A, Distribution of single-marker positivity in four DLBCL cohorts as assessed by 

qIHC (see also Supplementary figure 2). B, Schematics of possible relationships between 

expression of three markers in a population. The total area within the black box represents 

100% of CD20-positive cells within a tumour. Red box represents MYC+ cells, blue box 

represents BCL2 cells and grey box represents BCL6+ cells. Expression of markers can either 

present an interdependent distribution, i.e. mutually exclusive or expressed within the same 

cells; or an indpendent distribution. A mutually exclusive expression relationship is observed 

between BCL2 and BCL6 in a tonsil. N.B.: this schematic is not designed to accurately depict 

the spatial relationships between various co-expressing cell populations C, Correlation of 

predicted sub-population percentage extent based on single-marker positivity and observed 

percentage extent in the NUH cohort. Spearman r. D, Correlation of predicted sub-population 

percentage extent based on single-marker positivity and observed percentage extent in the 

NUH cohort as in (C) with lymphomas classified as DHL (MYC+BCL2 or MYC+BCL6) or THL 

denoted for each sub-population (Left). Scatter plot comparing between non-DHL/THL and 

DHL/THL cases the absolute difference between predicted percentage extent and observed 

percentage extent (predicted percentage extent – observed percentage extent) (Right). Mann 

Whitney test, median. 
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Figure 6. Prognostic impact of inferred MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 sub-populations in mRNA-

expression datasets. A, Univariate Cox proportional hazards model analysis for inferred 

mRNA-based MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 single-marker and sub-populations percentage extent in 

the GSE10846 cohort. Percentage-extent was used as a continuous variable in the model at 5% 

increments. OS – overall survival; Hazard ratio (HR) with 95% confidence interval per 5%-

positivity increment is shown (left panel). Kaplan-Meier survival analysis of the cohort stratified 

into M+2+6- High- and Low- groups. Log- rank test, shading denotes 95% confidence interval. 

B, Having established the mRNA transformation parameters, analysis as in (A) was performed 

in an additional mRNA cohort - GSE32918. C, Analysis as in (A) in the cohort GSE117556. An 

additional subset analysis in IHC-defined non-Double Expressor Lymphoma (non-DEL) cases is 

shown (right panel). Optimal cut-offs were used to stratify into High and Low groups. 
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Figure 7. Prognostic significance of sub-populations using single marker data from 

traditional IHC staining  

A, Distribution of single-marker percentage extent for MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 in the BCC cohort 

as assessed by semi-quantitative IHC. B, Univariate Cox proportional hazards model analysis 

for MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 single-marker and sub-populations percentage extent in the BCC 

cohort. Percentage-extent was used as a continuous variable in the model at 5% increments. 

OS – overall survival; Hazard ratio (HR) with 95% confidence interval per 5%-positivity 

increment is shown (left panel). Kaplan-Meier survival analysis of the BCC cohort stratified into 

M+2+6- High- and Low- groups. Log- rank test, shading denotes 95% confidence interval. 

Optimal cut-offs were used to stratify into High and Low groups. 
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Supplementary Tables 

Supplementary Table 1 
Cohort NUH CMMC SGH MDA 
 

Total cases 
Survival 
analysis Total cases Total cases 

Survival 
analysis Total cases 

Survival 
analysis 

 n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) 
Total 152 (100%) 101 (100%) 150 (100%) 67 (100%) 41 (100%) 40 (100%) 36 (100%) 
IPI Risk Group        

 Low  40 (26.3%) 33 (32.7%) 0 (0%) 17 (25.4%) 17 (41.5%) 13 (32.5%) 13 (6.1%) 
 Low-Intermediate  23 (15.1%) 17 (16.8%) 0 (0%) 10 (14.9%) 10 (24.4%) 6 (15.0%) 6 (16.7%) 
High-Intermediate 31 (20.4%) 23 (22.8%) 0 (0%) 6 (9.0%) 6 (14.6%) 7 (17.5%) 7 (19.4%) 

 High 22 (14.5%) 20 (19.8%) 0 (0%) 5 (7.5%) 5 (12.2%) 10 (25.0%) 10 (27.8%) 
No data 36 (23.7%) 8 (7.9%) 150 (100%) 29 (43.3%) 3 (7.3%) 4 (10.0%) 0 (0%) 

        
Cell of origin        

GCB 41 (27.0%) 44 (43.6%) 36 (24.0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 20 (50.0%) 20 (55.5%) 
non-GCB 38 (25.0%) 44(43.6%) 91 (60.7%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 15 (40.0%) 15 (41.7%) 

No data 73 (48.0%) 13 (12.8%) 23 (15.3%) 67 (100%) 41 (100%) 5 (10.0%) 1 (2.8%) 
        

MYC FISH status        
Negative 124 (81.6%) 84 (83.2%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 26 (65.0%) 26 (72.2%) 
Positive  19 (12.5%) 13 (12.9%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 8 (20.0%) 8 (22.2%) 
No data 9 (5.9%) 4 (3.9%) 150 (100%) 67 (100%) 41 (100%) 6 (15.0%) 2 (5.6%) 

        
BCL2 FISH status         

Negative 16 (10.5%) 11 (10.9%)      
Positive 3 (2%) 2 (2.0%)      
No data 133 (87.5%) 88 (87.1%)      

        
BCL6 FISH status        

Negative 13 (8.6%) 8 (7.9%)      
Positive 6 (3.9%) 5 (5.0%)      
No data 133 (87.5%) 88 (87.1%)      

        
Biopsy        

Primary 104 (68.4%) 101 (100%) 0 (0%) 67 (100%) 41 (100%) 40 (100%) 36 (100%) 
Relapsed 28 (18.4%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

No data 20 (13.2%) 0 (0%) 150 (100%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 
        

 

Supplementary Table 1. Clinicopathologic characteristics of DLBCL patient cohorts evaluated 

by quantitative immunofluorescence (qIHC). 

IPI Risk Group – International Prognostic Index Risk Group, GCB - Germinal center B-cell-like 

diffuse Large B-cell Lymphoma, FISH - fluorescence in-situ hybridization, NUH – National 

University Hospital, CMMC - Chi-Mei Medical Center, SGH – Singapore General Hospital, MDA 

– MD Anderson Cancer Center. 
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Supplementary table 2 

 Total cases n=93, missing values n=8 

PFS OS 

HR (95% CI) p-value HR (95% CI) p-value 
     

IPI Risk Group  0.351  0.315 
Low  Ref.  Ref.  

Low-Intermediate  1.4 (0.48 to 4.2) 0.523 0.73 (0.15 to 3.6) 0.701 
High-Intermediate 1.5 (0.56 to 3.9) 0.425 2.0 (0.70 to 5.7) 0.200 

High 2.3 (0.93 to 5.5) 0.071 2.1 (0.75 to 6.1) 0.157 
     
 Total cases n=88, missing values n=13 
 PFS OS 
 HR (95% CI) p-value HR (95% CI) p-value 
     
Cell of origin  0.150  0.071 

GCB Ref.  Ref.  
non-GCB 1.7 (0.82 to 3.6)  2.3 (0.93 to 5.7)  

     
 Total cases n=97, missing values n=4 
 PFS OS 
 HR (95% CI) p-value HR (95% CI) p-value 
     

MYC FISH status  0.632  0.571 
negative Ref.  Ref.  
positive 0.75 (0.23 to 2.5)  0.62 (0.15 to 2.6)  

     
Supplementary table 2 

 Total cases n=93, missing values n=8 

PFS OS 

HR (95% CI) p-value HR (95% CI) p-
value 

     
IPI Risk Group  0.351  0.315

Low  Ref.  Ref.  
Low-Intermediate  1.4 (0.48 to 4.2) 0.523 0.73 (0.15 to 3.6) 0.701
High-Intermediate 1.5 (0.56 to 3.9) 0.425 2.0 (0.70 to 5.7) 0.200

High 2.3 (0.93 to 5.5) 0.071 2.1 (0.75 to 6.1) 0.157
     
 Total cases n=88, missing values n=13 
 PFS OS 
 HR (95% CI) p-value HR (95% CI) p-

value 
     
Cell of origin  0.150  0.071

GCB Ref.  Ref.  
non-GCB 1.7 (0.82 to 3.6)  2.3 (0.93 to 5.7)  

     
 Total cases n=97, missing values n=4 
 PFS OS 
 HR (95% CI) p-value HR (95% CI) p-

value 
     

MYC FISH status  0.632  0.571
negative Ref.  Ref.  
positive 0.75 (0.23 to 2.5)  0.62 (0.15 to 2.6)  
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Supplementary table 2. Univariate analysis of clinicopathological features as a predictors of 

PFS and OS in the NUH cohort of DLBCL (Cox proportional hazards model).  

PFS – progression-free survival, OS – overall survival, 95% CI – 95% confidence interval, IPI 

Risk Score - International Prognostic Index Risk Score, GCB - Germinal center B-cell-like 

diffuse Large B-cell Lymphoma, FISH - fluorescence in-situ hybridization, NUH – National 

University Hospital, Singapore, Ref. – reference group. 
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Supplementary table 3 

Cohort SGH   MDA 

Total cases, n=37   Total cases, n=36 

OS   OS 

HR (95% CI) p-value   HR (95% CI) p-value 
Sub-population       

M+2+6- (continuous, per 
5% of extent) 

1.6 (1.1 to 2.5) 0.030 M+2+6- (continuous, per 
5% of extent)

1.5 (1.1 to 2.3) 0.025 

       
IPI Risk Group  0.007    0.608 

Low  Ref.    Ref.  
Low-Intermediate  2.5 (0.44 to 14.9) 0.299   no events  
High-Intermediate 10.7 (1.8 to 62.2) 0.008   2.5 (0.34 to 14.9) 0.401 

 High 11.7 (2.1 to 64.8) 0.005   3.5 (0.55 to 23.0) 0.185 
       

Cell of origin  -    0.785 
GCB - -   Ref.  

non-GCB - -   0.79 (0.15 to 4.2)  
       

MYC FISH status  -    0.480 
negative - -   Ref.   
positive - -   1.8 (0.34 to 9.7)  

       

 

Supplementary table 3. Multivariate analysis of continuous M+2+6- % extent at 5% increments 

as a predictor of PFS and OS in the SGH and MDA cohorts of DLBCL (Cox proportional 

hazards model).  

OS – overall survival, 95% CI – 95% confidence interval, IPI Risk Group – International 

Prognostic Index Risk Group, SGH – Singapore General Hospital, MDA – MD Anderson Cancer 

Center, Ref. – reference group. 

 

 

 

 

 Supplementary Table 4 – in separate PDF file  

Supplementary Table 4. Quantitative prediction of MYC, BCL2, BCL6 and their sub-population 

percentage extent in mRNA expression DLBCL datasets. 
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Supplementary table 5 
Procedure Reagent (dilution/product number) Duration (min.) 
1st primary antibody incubation anti-Bcl-6 (1:30)  60 
1st secondary antibody incubation anti-Mouse HRP (DAKO K4001) 10 
1st signal amplification and fluorophore deposition TSA Opal 670 (1:100) 10 
2nd epitope retrieval (antibody stripping) pH 9 HIER (low power) 10 
2nd epitope blocking BSA  10 
2nd primary antibody incubation anti-Bcl-2 (1:50)  60 
2nd secondary antibody incubation anti-Mouse HRP  10 
2nd signal amplification and fluorophore deposition TSA Opal 520 (1:100)  10 
3rd epitope retrieval (antibody stripping) pH 9 HIER (low power) 10 
3rd epitope blocking BSA  10 
3rd primary antibody incubation anti-c-Myc (1:50) 30 
3rd secondary antibody incubation anti-Rabbit HRP (DAKO K4003) 10 
3rd signal amplification and fluorophore deposition TSA Opal 570 (1:100) 10 
4th epitope retrieval (antibody stripping) pH 9 HIER (low power) 10 
4th epitope blocking BSA  10 
4th primary antibody incubation anti-CD 20 (1:2000)  30 
4th secondary antibody incubation anti-Mouse HRP  10 
4th signal amplification and fluorophore deposition TSA Opal 540 (1:100) 10 
5th epitope retrieval (antibody stripping) pH 9 HIER (high power) 5 
5th epitope retrieval (continued) pH 9 HIER (low power) 10 
5th epitope blocking BSA  10 
5th primary antibody incubation anti-Ki67 (1:50)  45 
5th secondary antibody incubation anti-Mouse HRP  10 
5th signal amplification and fluorophore deposition TSA Opal 620 (1:100) 10 
Final antibody stripping pH 9 HIER (low power) 10 
Counterstaining DAPI (1:50) 5 
Mounting CC mount (Sigma C9368) 10 
   

 

Supplementary Table 5. Multiplexed immunofluorescence staining procedures. 

HRP – horseradish peroxidase, TSA – tyramide signal amplification, HIER – heat-induced 

epitope retrieval, BSA – bovine serum albumin, DAPI – 4′,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole.  

 

 

 

Supplementary table 6 
Antibody Clone Source Product Number 
anti-CD20 L26 DAKO M0755 
anti-c-Myc Y69 Abcam ab32072 
anti-Bcl-2 124 DAKO M0887 
anti-Bcl-6 LN22 Leica NCL-564 
anti-Ki67 MIB-1 DAKO M7240 
anti-CD10 56C6 Leica NCL-270 
anti-MUM1 MUM1p DAKO M7259 
    

 

Supplementary Table 6. Antibodies used in this study.  
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Supplementary Figures 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Supplementary figure 1  
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Supplementary figure 1. Global distribution of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 sub-populations 

within validation DLBCL cohorts. A, Heat-map displaying the percentage extent of individual 

markers and each sub-population within the DLBCL CMMC cohort with hierarchical clustering of 

DLBCL cases according to sub-population extent. COO status is included. Positivity shading for 

single markers ranges between 0-100% positivity, whereas shading for combination sub-

population ranges between 0-50% positivity. B, Analysis as in (A) in the DLBCL SGH cohort, 

excluding COO status. C, Analysis as in (A) in the DLBCL MDA cohort, excluding COO status.   
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Supplementary figure 2. Percentage extent positivity of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 single-

markers in DLBCL. A, Cumulative histogram of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 protein percentage 

extent positivity in DLBCL cohorts (data transformed from Figure 5A). B, A consensus single-

marker cumulative distribution of MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 protein percentage extent positivity 

across all measured protein cohorts.  
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Supplementary figure 3. Correlation of predicted MYC, BCL2 and BCL6 sub-population 

percentage extent based on single-marker positivity and observed percentage extent in 

the DLBCL cohorts. Spearman r. 
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Supplementary figure 4. Inference of percentage extent positivity of MYC, BCL2 and 

BCL6 single-markers from mRNA-expression data. A, Histogram (left panel) and cumulative 

histogram (right panel) of mRNA expression of single-markers in the GSE10846 cohort. B, 

Distribution of transformed mRNA expression of markers in (A) to approximate the measured 

consensus protein distribution. C, Distribution of transformed single-marker percentage extent 

from three mRNA expression datasets.  
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Supplementary figurere 5  
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Supplementary figure 5. Flow-chart of analyses performed in this study. NUH – National 

University Hospital, CMMC - Chi-Mei Medical Center, SGH – Singapore General Hospital, MDA 

– MD Anderson Cancer Center, BCC – British Columbia Cancer, qIHC – quantitative 

immunohistochemistry, PFS – progression-free survival, OS – overall survival, R-CHOP – 

rituximab, cyclophosphamide, doxorubicin hydrochloride, vincristine, prednisolone. 
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