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ABSTRACT 

Background & Aims: Continued limitations in hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) 

screening have led to late diagnosis with poor survival, despite well-defined high-risk 

patient populations. Our aim is to develop a non-invasive urine circulating tumor DNA 

(ctDNA) biomarker panel for HCC screening to aid in early detection. Methods: 

Candidate ctDNA biomarkers was prescreened in urine samples obtained from HCC, 

cirrhosis, and hepatitis patients. Then, 609 patient urine samples with HCC, cirrhosis, or 

chronic hepatitis B were collected from five academic medical centers and evaluated by 

serum alpha feto-protein (AFP) and urine ctDNA panel using logistic regression, a Two-

Step machine learning algorithm, and iterated 10-fold cross-validation. Results: 

Mutated TP53, and methylated RASSF1a and GSTP1, were selected for the urine 

ctDNA panel. The sensitivity of AFP-alone (9.8 ng/mL cut-off) to detect HCC was 71% 

by Two-Step. The combination of ctDNA and AFP increased the sensitivity to 81% at a 

specificity of 90%. The AUROC for the combination of ctDNA and AFP vs. AFP-alone 

were 0.925 (95% CI, 0.924-0.925) and 0.877 (95% CI, 0.876-0.877), respectively. 

Notably, among the patients with AFP <20 ng/mL, the combination panel correctly 

identified 64% of HCC cases. The panel performed superiorly to AFP-alone in early-

stage HCC (BCLC A) with 80% sensitivity and 90% specificity. In an iterated 10-fold 

cross-validation analysis, the AUROC for the combination panel was 0.898 (95% CI, 

0.895-0.901). Conclusions: The combination of urine ctDNA and serum AFP can 

increase HCC detection rates including in those patients with low-AFP. Given the ease 

of collection, a urine ctDNA panel could be a potential non-invasive HCC screening test.  

Keywords: hepatocellular carcinoma, cancer screening, biomarker, ctDNA 
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Introduction 

Despite the implementation of specific hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) screening 

recommendations in a well-defined high-risk population, early detection of HCC remains 

challenging1, 2. HCC is the 2nd most rapidly rising cancer in the U.S and remains a 

leading cause of cause of global cancer mortality2-4. As prognosis of HCC depends on 

tumor stage, early HCC diagnosis is especially critical. HCC patients often have 

underlying cirrhosis with worsening liver function over time, which can further limit them 

from treatments or clinical trials. While patients with early HCC can receive curative 

treatments such as resection or liver transplantation compared to advanced HCC 

patients with limited treatment options the 5-year survival rate is >70% and <10%, 

respectively.  

Serum AFP has been the only widely recognized and universally used biomarker 

for HCC. However, a high false-negative rate, with sensitivities ranging from 40-60% 

limit its efficacy as a screening tool2, 5-7, particularly for early stage disease2. Ultrasound 

(US) based screening is also operator-dependent with a wide 40-90% sensitivity range. 

and technically limited for the detection of tumors <2 cm, especially in obese patients 

and in nodular livers (i.e. cirrhosis)2. Thus, better performing biomarkers that improve 

early detection are urgently needed.  

HCC is a heterogeneous disease caused by many etiologies with multiple 

genetic alterations; thus, it requires a panel of multiple markers to obtain high screening 

sensitivity. Early detection requires a screening approach that can be implemented 

frequently in a noninvasive manner. Studies by our group and others have shown that 

urine contains low molecular weight (LMW) DNA from circulation (~1-2 nucleosome-
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sized) derived from apoptotic cells throughout the body8-15. We have demonstrated that 

DNA from urine of patients with cancers including HCC contains cancer-specific DNA 

signatures, including both genetic mutations and aberrant DNA methylation15-17.   

In this study, we selected a panel of DNA markers that arise in HCC18-20, and are 

detectable in urine of patients with HCC and developed a urine circulating tumor DNA 

(ctDNA) biomarker panel as a potential non-invasive HCC screening test. In addition, 

we applied a previously developed machine-learning algorithm, a multivariate Two-Step 

(TS) model and logistic regression (LR)21 for biomarker development. Herein, we 

describe a new HCC screening test, which combines assays for known HCC genetic 

alterations found in urine and serum protein biomarker, AFP, to identify even relatively 

early stage HCC with high sensitivity.  

 

Materials and Methods 

Human subjects 

Archived, non-identifiable urine samples previously collected from patients with 

hepatitis, cirrhosis, or HCC for other studies were obtained as previously described22 

and used for biomarker prescreening. Next, we performed a large multi-center case 

control study from April 2013 to July 2019 from five medical centers (Thomas Jefferson 

University Hospital, The John Hopkins Hospital, University of Pennsylvania Hospital, 

Buddhist Tzu Chi Medical Center, and the National Cheng-Kung University Medical 

Center) for a collection of 609 blinded urine samples. The study was performed in 

compliance and after approval from the respective institutional review boards of all sites. 

Each participant signed a consent form for participation into the study, prior to data, 
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blood, and urine collection. After predictive analysis, data was sent to the respective 

clinical sites for disease category unblinding.  

HCC was defined by histological examination or by the appropriate imaging 

characteristics as defined by accepted guidelines at each clinical site. Clinical diagnosis 

of viral hepatitis and cirrhosis was determined by the expert opinion of the liver 

specialists. Staging was determined by the Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer staging 

system (BCLC) at each site. Detailed clinicopathological information is summarized in 

Table 1. For the control group, eligible patients (≥18 years) with confirmed diagnosis of 

cirrhosis and/or chronic hepatitis B and/or coinfected hepatitis B and C who are 

recommended for routine HCC screening by AASLD guidelines are included. 

 

Urine DNA isolation and bisulfite treatment  

Urine was collected, stored, and LMW urine DNA was isolated as described 

previously10, 15. Bisulfite (BS) treatment was performed using the EZ DNA Methylation-

Lightning™ Kit (Zymo Research, Irvine, CA) following manufacturer’s guidelines. 

 

Urine DNA biomarker quantification 

To detect circulation-derived genetic alterations in urine, PCR assays were tailored for 

short templates (≤ 87 bp amplicons)14. Eight candidate markers, TP53 codon 249 (TP53 

249) and CTNNB1 codons 32-37 (CTNNB1 32-37) mutations, and aberrant methylation 

of six genes (RASSF1A, GSTP1, CDKN2A, SFRP1, TFPI and MGMT), were selected 

based on their high HCC incidence and availability of suitable assays for LMW DNA 

templates23. Three biomarkers consist of the ctDNA panel, TP53 codon 249 mutation, 
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aberrantly methylated RASSF1A (mRASSF1A) and aberrantly methylated GSTP1 

(mGSTP1), were selected for further development for HCC screening, and assays were 

performed in a blinded fashion. The percentage of mutated DNA was used for the TP53 

249 mutation, while concentrations in urine were used for the methylation markers, 

mRASSF1A and mGSTP1 (copies/mL) and for serum AFP (ng/mL). The kits for TP53, 

mRASSF1A and mGSTP1 assays were obtained from JBS Science, Inc. (Doylestown, 

PA) and performed as per manufacturer's guidelines in duplicates. The quantitative 

short amplicon methylation-specific PCR assays for CDKN2A, SFRP1, TFPI, and 

MGMT were developed for this study, detailed in Table S1. 

 

Statistics 

Kruskall-Wallis test was used to analyze the association between HCC and selected 

ctDNA markers in urine DNA. Receiver operating characteristics (ROC) curves for all 

assays, and 2-D dot plots were constructed using SPSS Statistics 23 (IBM, Armonk, 

NY). ROC curves were compared statistically as described previously24. LR was used 

as a baseline model for classification with the formulation: 

 

In our study, p represents the probability that an individual has HCC, and each xi 

corresponds to one of our biomarkers. That is, we model the logit probability of an 

individual having HCC as a linear combination of our biomarkers. The TS model is a 

combination of LR and random forest (RF) as previously described21. Briefly, a LR 

model is fitted on the data as above. A cutoff yielding high specificity is selected, by 

8 

8 
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which the data are split. Samples with associated probabilities above the cutoff are 

assigned a probability of 1. A random forest model in complex non-linear situations25 is 

then fitted on the samples below the cutoff. All modeling analysis was done using R.  

 

Validation 

To evaluate the performance of our models with respect to accuracy and robustness, 

we employed and iterated 10-fold cross-validation. For each of 1,000 iterations, we 

trained both an LR and a TS model on each of the following variable combinations. 1) 

AFP-alone 2) ctDNA markers-alone, and 3) both AFP and ctDNA markers. For each 

iteration, sensitivities and specificities are computed, and the area under the ROC 

(AUROC) are also calculated for the training set. Once all iterations are complete, we 

determined the means, medians, 95% confidence intervals, and ranges of each 

performance metric. The above computations are completed using the performance 

function from the ROCR package in R. 

 

Results 

Selection of ctDNA biomarkers for HCC screening  

To identify potential urine DNA markers for HCC, we analyzed archived urine DNA from 

patients with chronic liver disease, cirrhosis, or HCC for previously reported HCC-

associated hotspot mutations in the TP53 and CTNNB1 genes and for aberrant 

methylation of six genes (GSTP1, RASSF1A, CDKN2A, SFRP1, TFP1, and MGMT) 

(Sample sizes indicated for each marker range from 60 to 286 in Fig. 1). The 

distributions of the urine markers identified in each disease category are depicted in 2-D 
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dot plots (Fig. 1). HCC patients had significantly higher levels of mutated TP53 249, 

mRASSF1A, and mGSTP1 in urine compared to controls (p<0.001). No significant 

differences were seen in the levels of mutated CTNNB1 codon 32-37 (p=0.496), 

methylated SFRP1 (p=0.798), and MGMT (p=0.158) levels in urine DNA between HCC 

and non-HCC groups. Higher levels of methylation CDKN2A and TFPI were found in the 

non-HCC compared to the HCC group (p<0.001).  Methylated CDKN2A was 

significantly higher in patients with chronic liver disease versus cirrhosis and HCC 

(p<0.001). We thus selected three targets, the TP53 mutation, mRASSF1A, and 

mGSTP1 as our urine ctDNA panel.  

 

Development of the urine ctDNA panel for HCC screening  

Prospectively collected urine samples from 609 patients (189 HCC, 141 cirrhosis, 

and 279 viral hepatitis) were included in the development of a urine ctDNA panel for 

HCC screening. TP53 mutation, mRASSF1A, and mGSTP1 consisting of the urine 

ctDNA panel were quantified in each urine DNA sample. Together with serum AFP, 

these were used as features in both LR and TS machine learning algorithms for 

biomarker development. First, using the LR algorithm, we constructed a ROC curve for 

serum AFP, urine ctDNA panel alone, and urine ctDNA panel plus serum AFP to 

distinguish HCC from the controls (Fig. 2). At a 90% specificity cut-off, the AFP value 

was 9.8 ng/mL which is significantly less than the widely accepted AFP value of 

≥20ng/mL used as a screening test. The AUROC for AFP-alone was 0.853 (95% CI, 

0.853-0.854) by LR, and 0.877 (0.876-0.877) by TS algorithm. Using the urine ctDNA 

panel alone, AUROC was 0.738 (0.737-0.738) and 0.75 (0.749-0.750), respectively. 
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However, the combination of the urine ctDNA panel and AFP values yielded an AUROC 

of 0.905 (95% CI, 0.904–0.905 by LR and 0.925 (0.924-0.925) by TS.  

The performance of the urine ctDNA panel plus AFP was evaluated with a 10-

fold cross validation analysis. At 90% specificity, the urine ctDNA and AFP panel 

yielded an AUROC of 0.898 (95% CI, 0.895-0.901) vs. 0.853 (95% CI, 0.850-0.857) by 

AFP-alone (9.8 ng/mL cut-off) using TS algorithm. Similarly, a high AUROC was 

obtained by the urine ctDNA and AFP panel using LR model (Table 2). The results 

show that addition of urine ctDNA markers improves screening accuracy, and both LR 

and TS models as a classification method are robust and accurate with the current data 

collected from five different study centers. 

 

Urine ctDNA and AFP in HCC patients with low AFP and in early stage HCC  

While AFP levels in healthy individuals should be <10 ng/mL, patients with cirrhosis and 

chronic hepatis are well-known to have higher baseline AFP, which led to the 

recommendation of ≥20 ng/mL as a cut-off level from multiple society guidelines 

worldwide2, 26, 27. Therefore, we investigated the utility of the urine ctDNA panel in HCC 

patients with AFP <20ng/mL (i.e. “low AFP”). First, we plotted the AFP distribution at 

20ng/mL threshold and the urine ctDNA and AFP panel with a cut-off value of 90% 

specificity for each patient (Figure 3A). Of the 189 patients with HCC, 100 (53%) 

patients had low AFP, a rate consistent with previous studies7, 28. Among these 100 

patients with “low AFP” HCC, the ctDNA and AFP combined correctly detected 47 and 

64 additional patients with HCC by LR and TS, bringing the detection rate up to 72% 

and 81% respectively (Figure 3A). Individual marker distribution for HCC patients with 
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low AFP are shown in Figure 3B. ROC of the combination test with urine ctDNA plus 

AFP in HCC patients with AFP <20ng/mL is shown in Figure 3C with an AUROC of 

0.84. 

We then determined the overall sensitivity of urine ctDNA panel and AFP 

combined stratified by BCLC stage, compared to AFP-alone. AFP with 20ng/mL 

detected 33% of HCC in BCLC A, with incremental increases in detection with 

advancing stages of HCC, reaching 53% in BCLC C group (Figure 4). At 90% 

specificity, a combined panel of urine ctDNA and AFP had sensitivities of 63%, 64%, 

and 75% in stages A, B, and C, respectively by LR. Using the TS algorithm, the 

sensitivities of the combination test were similar through the stages, with 80%, 81%, 

and 88% in stages A, B, and C, respectively. In 81 patients, HCC was diagnosed, but 

BCLC tumor stage was not specified. These patients were grouped as unknown stage 

due to lack of clinical imaging. The combination test had similar sensitivities to other 

stage groups, with 79% and 80% by LR and TS algorithms, respectively. This was 

significantly higher than the sensitivities using serum AFP-alone (20 ng/mL cutoff) which 

were 32%, 52%, 35%, and 50% at the same stages.  

In the disease control group (cirrhosis and hepatitis B), 9.7% and 9.5% of the 

patients (40/420) were falsely positive using LR and TS algorithm, respectively, 

compared to 2.4% using AFP-alone (Fig. S1). We also noted a higher percentage of 

positive tests (18%) in patients with cirrhosis (25/141) compared to 5% in patients with 

chronic hepatitis (15/279). None of these patients had radiographic evidence of HCC at 

the time of urine sample collection and as our clinical data are limited to that specific 

time point, it is unknown whether any of these patients developed HCC subsequent to 
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sample collection.  No urine DNA biomarkers were detected in a small cohort of normal 

healthy subjects (n=8, data not shown). 

 

Discussion 

We have developed a combinatorial test using genetic alterations found in urine and a 

well-known HCC protein serum marker AFP to increase the sensitivity of HCC 

screening. The panel was tested in HCC patients and control subjects who are at high-

risk for HCC with cirrhosis and/or with chronic hepatitis B and are recommended for 

routine HCC screening. The diagnosis of HCC was made by typical imaging 

characteristics or biopsy. The urine ctDNA panel plus AFP accurately distinguished 

patients with HCC from high-risk control patients with a higher detection rate than AFP-

alone. 40-60% of the patients with HCC have a normal AFP (<20ng/mL), which is the 

major limitation of using AFP-alone as an HCC screening test. The urine ctDNA panel 

plus AFP performed better than AFP-alone, notably in early stage HCC. In this study, 

the use of the ctDNA panel plus AFP had nearly a two-fold increase in HCC detection at 

90% specificity in HCC patients who otherwise had AFP <20ng/mL. Moreover, the 

combined urine ctDNA panel plus AFP had consistently high sensitivity across different 

HCC stages including early stage (BCLC A) at approximately 80% in contrast to a 33% 

sensitivity using AFP-alone. This highlights the potential use of urine ctDNA as a HCC 

screening tool for early detection. 

This is the largest study to report the use of urine-based ctDNA biomarker to 

screen for HCC. Urine collection offers advantages of blood collection to improve 

patient compliance due to its noninvasive nature which is critical for any cancer-
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screening test. Urine collection requires little technical expertise without the need for 

phlebotomy for patients with cirrhosis and anemia are significant benefits of urine-based 

ctDNA tests. Diagnostic imaging remains an important tool in HCC surveillance, but a 

better screening biomarker panel that can be easily collected from at-risk population can 

improve and identify more patients who need subsequent high-resolution radiographic 

imaging for early HCC detection. 

The use of ctDNA in blood for cancer detection has been studied extensively for 

decades, but is limited by low sensitivity, particularly in early cancer stages23, 29-32. 

Recently, studies have reported the detection of plasma ctDNA alterations by 

sequencing and protein markers in serum to identify early-stage HCC33-36, but their 

comparisons were made predominantly against healthy controls or reduced sensitivity. 

The choice of at-risk patient controls, as used in this study, is especially important with 

methylation biomarkers since they represent very early events in carcinogenesis and 

are often detectable in pre-cancerous conditions such as liver cirrhosis12, 29 and 

hepatitis29, 30.  

Despite these encouraging results, some limitations merit consideration. First, 

clinical data were retrospectively collected in which some cases had non-specific tumor 

staging from existing imaging reports and primary imaging could not be reviewed 

independently. Despite this, the sensitivity of urine ctDNA panel plus AFP was 

consistent with all other stages of tumor. Second, even though the study included 

patients with early stage HCC (BCLC stages A and B), the sensitivity of our test may be 

less in the real-world screening setting even though the results from a 10-fold cross 

validation demonstrate that the test is accurate and robust. Further studies with an 
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independent blinded validation set are needed to evaluate the test before clinically used 

in HCC screening. Furthermore, in this cross-sectional study, serial sample collections 

or additional imaging data were not obtained. These covariates may offer valuable 

understanding to any trends in ctDNA detection and might include patients with 

precancerous lesions or HCC that are too small to be detected by standard screening 

imaging.  

In summary, urine ctDNA panel is a highly sensitive and specific non-invasive 

test for HCC with promising use in those with low AFP and early stage disease. Its 

specificity remained high in comparison to patients with cirrhosis and could be used as 

an additional/first line screening tool in high-risk populations. An independent 

multicenter prospective study is underway to determine if this combinatorial approach 

using a non-invasive biomarker improves early detection of HCC.  
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Figure legends 
 

Figure 1. Detection of HCC-associated DNA markers in urine from patients with 

HCC and controls (hepatitis and cirrhosis). The distribution of each biomarker is 

shown in 2-D plots and evaluated using the non-parametric independent samples 

Kruskall–Wallis test comparing HCC versus non-HCC (hepatitis and cirrhosis). The 

number of patient samples analyzed per marker per disease category are indicated in 

each panel. M and UM represent qualitative measurements of methylated and 

unmethylated DNA. 

 

Figure 2. Performance of urine ctDNA markers for distinguishing HCC from non-

HCC. Receiver Operating curves (ROC) were constructed to evaluate patients with 

HCC (n=189) from controls (n=420) using serum AFP, urine ctDNA markers, and urine 

ctDNA markers plus AFP. LR: logistic regression, TS: Two-Step. 

 

Figure 3. Urine ctDNA and AFP in HCC patients with low AFP and in early stage 

HCC. A) Distribution of patients stratified by AFP cut-off of 20 ng/mL. Each box 

represents a patient sample, and those with positive biomarker detection are filled, 

based on the cut-off set at 90% specificity. B) Individual marker distribution for HCC 

patients with low AFP are shown. C) ROC of the combination test with urine ctDNA plus 

AFP in HCC patients with AFP <20ng/mL. 
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Figure 4. Sensitivity of AFP vs. urine ctDNA+AFP in different HCC stages per 

BCLC criteria. Urine ctDNA+AFP test was analyzed using logistic regression (LR) and 

Two-Step (TS) algorithms at 90% specificity cut-off.  BCLC: Barcelona Clinic Liver 

Cancer staging. Patient numbers are shown in parenthesis in each stage.  AFP cut-off 

20ng/mL.  
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Table 1. Clinical characteristics of patients in this study. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 Patient cohort (n=609) 

Diagnosis Hepatitis 
(n=279) 

Cirrhosis 
(n=141) 

HCC  
(n=189) 

Median age 55 58 64 

Gender  
(M:F) 

153:126 96:45 143:46 

Etiology 
  

 
     HBV 271 86 75 
     HCV 0 10 41 
    HBV/HCV 8 7 16 
     Non-viral 0 34 46 
     unknown 0 4 11 
BCLC Stage    
   0/A  

 
 34 

   B 
  

42 
   C   32 
   D   0 
   unknown   81 
AFP (ng/mL) 

  
 

     <20 276 134 100 
     ≥20 3 7 89 
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Table 2. Comparison of biomarkers using logistic regression and Two-Step algorithm 

 

AUROC 
(95%CI) 

Logistic Regression Model Two-Step Model 

 Training 10-Fold CV Training 10Fold CV 
AFP 0.853 (0.852 – 0.854) 0.853 (0.850 – 0.857) 0.877 (0.876 – 0.877) 0.853 (0.85 - 0.857) 

ctDNA 0.738 (0.737 – 0.738) 0.75 (0.749-0.75) 0.750 (0.749 – 0.750) 0.74 (0.736 - 0.744) 
AFP+ctDNA 0.905 (0.904 – 0.905) 0.898 (0.895 – 0.901) 0.925 (0924 – 0.925) 0.898 (0.895 - 0.901) 
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