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CAR T Cells for Solid Tumors: New Strategies for Finding, Infiltrating, and Surviving in the Tumor Microenvironment









	
	REVIEW
published: 05 February 2019
doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2019.00128





[image: image2]

CAR T Cells for Solid Tumors: New Strategies for Finding, Infiltrating, and Surviving in the Tumor Microenvironment

Marina Martinez and Edmund Kyung Moon*


Perelman School of Medicine, Abramson Cancer Center, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA, United States

Edited by:
Marcela V. Maus, Massachusetts General Hospital, Harvard Medical School, United States

Reviewed by:
Chiara Bonini, Vita-Salute San Raffaele University, Italy
 Pappanaicken R. Kumaresan, University of Texas MD Anderson Cancer Center, United States

* Correspondence: Edmund Kyung Moon, edmund.moon@uphs.upenn.edu

Specialty section: This article was submitted to Cancer Immunity and Immunotherapy, a section of the journal Frontiers in Immunology

Received: 09 October 2018
 Accepted: 16 January 2019
 Published: 05 February 2019

Citation: Martinez M and Moon EK (2019) CAR T Cells for Solid Tumors: New Strategies for Finding, Infiltrating, and Surviving in the Tumor Microenvironment. Front. Immunol. 10:128. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2019.00128



Chimeric antigen receptor (CAR) T cells, T cells that have been genetically engineered to express a receptor that recognizes a specific antigen, have given rise to breakthroughs in treating hematological malignancies. However, their success in treating solid tumors has been limited. The unique challenges posed to CAR T cell therapy by solid tumors can be described in three steps: finding, entering, and surviving in the tumor. The use of dual CAR designs that recognize multiple antigens at once and local administration of CAR T cells are both strategies that have been used to overcome the hurdle of localization to the tumor. Additionally, the immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment has implications for T cell function in terms of differentiation and exhaustion, and combining CARs with checkpoint blockade or depletion of other suppressive factors in the microenvironment has shown very promising results to mitigate the phenomenon of T cell exhaustion. Finally, identifying and overcoming mechanisms associated with dysfunction in CAR T cells is of vital importance to generating CAR T cells that can proliferate and successfully eliminate tumor cells. The structure and costimulatory domains chosen for the CAR may play an important role in the overall function of CAR T cells in the TME, and “armored” CARs that secrete cytokines and third- and fourth-generation CARs with multiple costimulatory domains offer ways to enhance CAR T cell function.
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INTRODUCTION

The use of chimeric antigen receptor (CAR) T cells is gaining traction as one of the most promising advances in cancer immunotherapy. A CAR T cell is a T cell that has been genetically engineered to express an antigen-specific, non-MHC restricted receptor, composed of the single-chain variable fragment (scFv) of an antibody fused to a transmembrane domain and an intracellular signaling domain (1, 2). CARs are introduced to T cells using a plasmid or viral vector, e.g., adenovirus, retrovirus, or lentivirus, of which lentivirus has become the most common method of transducing human T cells (3). mRNA electroporated CAR T cells can also be made, with the advantage of transient CAR expression for easier evaluation of toxicity. Other nonviral vectors for integrating genes include synthetic DNA or mRNA transposon systems, termed Sleeping Beauty, in which a transposon vector can be stably integrated into the genome via a transposon plasmid with a mobilizing transposase protein (4). Importantly, the Sleeping Beauty system has been shown to be less mutagenic than retro- or lenti-viral vectors, because its genomic integration appears to be largely random, while retro- and lenti-viral vector integration is often biased toward transcriptional sites (5). The earliest first generation CARs contained only the CD3ζ signaling domain, while second generation CARs contain an additional costimulatory signaling molecule, such as 4-1BB, CD28, CD27, OX40, ICOS or RIAD, and some third- and fourth- generation CARs with two or more signaling domains have been developed as well (1, 6).

To date, the success of the CAR T cell has largely been in hematological malignancies (7, 8). A CAR targeted to the B cell antigen CD19 was first used successfully to treat chronic lymphoblastic leukemia (CLL) (9). In August 2017, the FDA approved the use of CART19 (Kymriah) to treat pediatric relapsed or refractory acute lymphoblastic leukemia (ALL) and in October of the same year, another CD19-targeting CAR (Yescarta) was approved by the FDA for adult relapsed or refractory large B cell lymphoma (10). Additionally, the European Medicines Agency (EMA) also approved the use of both these drugs in June of 2018 (11). However, despite extensive research, CAR T cell therapy for solid tumors has not been nearly as successful. Why is it more challenging to target solid tumors with CAR T cells? While there likely are numerous undiscovered reasons, the known barriers in solid tumors can be broken down into three simple categories: finding, getting into, and surviving in the tumor. This review will briefly characterize these three challenges, as well as the most recent research strategies that address them. It will focus particularly on strategies to mitigate tumor antigen heterogeneity and escape, to increase T cell trafficking and extravasation to tumor sites, and to encourage T cell proliferation in the tumor. It will address the evolving understanding of T cell activation, signaling, and the relationship between T cell memory and exhaustion phenotypes, all of which are critical for the development of more effective CAR T cells against solid tumors. Finally, research on the future of the CAR T cell, including the advent of universal CAR T cells using novel gene-editing techniques such as CRISPR/Cas9, and strategies to improve antigen-binding, optimize T cell signaling, and decrease immunogenicity, will be described.

FINDING THE TUMOR: TUMOR ASSOCIATED ANTIGENS, EXPRESSION LEVEL, AND SUSCEPTIBILITY TO CAR T CELLS

The first major difference between solid tumors and hematological tumors is that it is more difficult to find an ideal target antigen. Unlike cancers such as ALL or CLL in which the tumor cells universally express the B-cell marker CD19, solid tumors rarely express one tumor specific antigen. For most solid tumors, it is more common to find a tumor associated antigen (TAA) where the antigen is enriched on tumors but also expressed at low levels on normal tissues (see Table 1). This is the case for many frequently targeted TAAs for solid tumors, including CEA, ERBB2, EGFR, GD2, mesothelin, MUC1, and PSMA (1, 14, 18).


Table 1. Common solid tumor associated target antigens, most recent CAR constructs, and the stage of testing they have reached.
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Lack of tumor antigen specificity increases the potential risk of significant on-target off-tumor toxicity. This was the case for a patient with metastatic colon cancer who received an infusion of CAR T cells targeted to the antigen HER2 (ERBB2) and died 5 days later (58). The cause of death was attributed to low levels of HER2 on the epithelial cells of the lung, which were attacked by the CARs. Another example of on-target, off-tumor toxicity was found with a high affinity anti-GD2 CAR for neuroblastoma, in which low levels of GD2 in the brain resulted in fatal encephalitis (59). These catastrophic events underscore the importance of finding a safe TAA, given the possibility that even low levels of the target antigen on normal tissues can result in significant toxicity. These acute responses also highlight that the binding affinity of a CAR is related to both safety and efficacy, and that higher affinity is not necessarily better. An in vivo study found that CAR T cells targeting ICAM-1, a marker associated with many solid tumors including thyroid cancer (but also expressed on many normal tissues as an adhesion marker), was safer and more effective when bearing CARs with micromolar affinity than with those with higher, nanomolar affinity (39, 40). Additionally, the authors found that the CAR with lower affinity showed less exhaustion and enhanced proliferation in vivo. In another approach to limiting CAR toxicity, one group interested in treating colorectal cancer created a CAR targeting GUCY2C, a receptor that is conserved in at least 95% of metastatic tumor at tenfold greater levels, but is not targeted by T cells when expressed in normal epithelial tissues because it is restricted to luminal membranes (33). The CAR was shown to be safe and effective in both immunocompetent mice with metastatic tumors and human xenograft models. Antigens that are aberrantly or overexpressed on tumors but are also expressed on normal tissues can thus be cautiously explored to serve as targets for solid tumors and their metastases.

Suicide genes [reviewed by (60)] are genes coexpressed with the CAR construct that can induce cell death when activated by an agent such as a drug or antibody. Suicide genes have been integral to improving the safety of CAR T cells, particularly as they move into clinical trials. These genes include inducible caspase 9 (iC9) and truncated EGFR (tEGFR or EGFRt) (Figure 1), which can trigger antibody-mediated cell death, and herpes simplex virus thymidine kinase (HSV-TK), which disrupts DNA replication and also induces apoptosis via Fas-mediated cell death (68).
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FIGURE 1. A representative figure of an armored 3rd generation CAR in a T cell and a schematic of the transgene, which includes the extracellular scFv, two intracellular costimulatory domains (4-1BB and CD28), the ζ chain, a 2A linker, and the gene of interest to be coexpressed (61, 62). Examples of “armor” added to the CAR T cell are the CCR2 receptor (63), which has been shown to increase T cell migration and homing to the tumor site (64, 65) or constitutive secretion of the cytokine IL-7 and chemokine CCL19, which are important to memory differentiation and T cell migration, respectively (66). CARs that constitutively secrete IL-12 have also been used in several studies to boost survival and cytotoxicity (67). Also depicted is an example of an inducible suicide gene, tEGFR, which consists of the truncated transmembrane and extracellular portion of the EGFR protein. When targeted by the antibody Cetuximab, the receptor triggers apoptosis in the cell, providing a safety switch to protect against potential toxicity (68). Inducible caspase 9 (iC9) and HSV-TK are other common suicide genes that have been coexpressed with CARs.



Many groups have used immunoproteomics to discover TAAs using autoantibodies against immunogenic antigens expressed by tumor cells (either on the surface or in the cytosol) (69). These antigens may be entirely unidentified proteins (neoantigens) or peptides that are mutated from the wild type (neoepitopes) (70). A few examples of TAAs identified using proteomics include the markers PSMA1, LAP3, ANXA3, and maspin, which were identified by one group as biomarkers for colon cancer (71). Other novel potentially targetable TAAs include olfactomedin 4, CD11b, and integrin alpha-2, which were found to be overexpressed in colorectal cancer with liver metastases (72). Neoantigens can also be found using DNA or RNA sequencing or whole exome screening to identify somatic mutations in tumors (73–75). A study using whole exome sequencing of melanoma samples found multiple mutated epitopes in 5 of 8 patients, as well as the presence of T cell clones reactive to 8 of the 9 neoepitopes (73). Another study used whole genome sequencing to identify somatic mutations in glioblastoma multiforme (GBM) samples, and found neoepitope-specific tumor infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) in all five studied patients (70). Whole exome sequencing for neoantigen prediction was recently employed in a long term study of PDA patients, and the authors found that greater numbers of neoantigens, combined with greater numbers of CD8+ TILs, correlated with increased survival (76). Many of the neoantigens with lasting immunogenicity in long term survivors were contained within the tumor-associated MUC16 antigen; with metastatic progression, loss of MUC16 clones was seen, indicating a role for the loss of those neoantigens in tumor progression and metastasis.

Some studies have explored the use of CD40 agonists to boost T cell immunity to solid tumors (CD40 is expressed on dendritic cells and other antigen-presenting cells (APCs) and binds CD40 ligand on T cells to stimulate immune response) (77). Using CD40 agonists to augment T cell response to weakly immunogenic tumor antigens or cold tumors is particularly useful in cancers such as PDA that tend to lack mutational burden and often have no baseline immunogenicity. In a murine model of spontaneous PDA (KPC mice), combining chemotherapy with CD40 agonists showed T cell infiltration and neoantigen-specific response and tumor regression (78). The data was consistent with the hypothesis that CD40 activated pre-existing tumor-reactive TILs, showing that priming can overcome suboptimal T cell reactivity to antigen and induce an immune response with subsequent tumor control. These studies using neoepitopes show that tumors can induce secondary immune responses against previously unrecognized antigens, and that endogenous immunity to neoantigens may control tumor spread. This bears significance for adoptive T cell therapy including that which is CAR-based. Many of these methods to screen for neoepitopes rely on identifying pre-existing TCR reactivity and, thus, rely on the inherent immunogenicity of neopeptides; however, identifying neoepitopes and using CAR T cells to target them could theoretically bypass this issue because the scFv of a CAR does not rely on MHC presentation.

Solid tumors tend to display a large degree of antigen heterogeneity. Many tumors have only a subset of cells that express the target antigen. Even in the setting of a uniformly expressed TAA, there is the possibility of antigen loss or antigen escape, where the target antigen disappears from the surviving tumor (79). This has already been observed with CD19 negative relapses in leukemia post CAR19 T cell transfer, and the mechanisms are not well characterized (80). One study discovered a splice mutation that resulted in a form of CD19 that was missing the specific epitope targeted by the CD19 CAR (81, 82). In a phase I study using an EGFRvIII-specific CAR to treat GBM, a single dose of the CAR T cells resulted in downregulation of the EGFR/EGFRvIII receptor and appeared to promote T cell resistance, although administration was shown to be safe and potentially effective (83). In a glioma model, an IL13Rα2 specific CAR T cell that also had transgenic expression of IL-15 successfully killed tumor, proliferated, and produced cytokine in vivo; however, recurrent tumors demonstrated IL13Rα2 downregulation (84). Dual or tandem CARs, which recognize two antigens rather than one, have been created to address both antigen heterogeneity and the threat of antigen loss. Such dual CARs have entered clinical trials in hematological malignancies targeting CD19/CD20 and CD19/CD22 [(85); NCT03241940]. For solid tumors, a CAR specific for both HER2 and MUC1 had promising in vitro results in a breast cancer model, and a dual-target CAR specific for HER2 and IL13Rα2 showed greater success than single-target CARs in a xenograft glioma model (86, 87).

Also relevant to antigen heterogeneity is the concept of epitope spreading [reviewed by (88)], a phenomenon in which a different epitope of a previously tolerated antigen becomes targeted by T cells. In the context of CAR T cell therapy, this means that even if a tumor does not uniformly express the originally targeted antigen, lysis of some cells by CARs might release tumor-specific neoantigens or epitopes that would be processed and presented by APCs to TILs to induce a secondary immune response against the tumor. Evidence for epitope spreading has been shown in melanoma, where TILs reactive to tumor neoantigens were discovered after vaccination with melanoma antigens (MAGE) (89). Another study using a viral-based vaccine for MUC1 and IL-2 induced epitope spreading and correlated with improved survival of patients with NSCLC (90), and a case study using mRNA electroporated mesothelin CARs displayed an immune response that suggested epitope spreading in two patients with MPM and metastatic pancreatic cancer (91). In a mouse pancreatic cancer model with tumors of low mutational burden and no predicted neoepitopes, introduction of the neoantigen ovalbumin (OVA) spurred a memory immune response leading to tumor clearance and no evidence of antigen escape, while the same tumors provoked no T cell response in immune competent mice without ovalbumin (92). Further understanding and inducing epitope spreading has significant potential to bolster the effectiveness of CAR T cells, especially in tumors with high heterogeneity, low mutational burden, and evidence of antigen escape.

For traditional CAR T cells, the target antigen must be expressed on the cell surface in order to engage with a T cell. However, only about 1% of total cellular proteins are actually expressed on the cell surface, meaning that a huge number of potential tumor target antigens are not available to a CAR T cell (62). Recently, to open the doors to targeting intracellular antigens with CAR T cells, Patel et al. (93) showed success in an in vivo myeloma study with a CAR/TCR hybrid that recognized the antigen NY-ESO-1 in the context of HLA-A2. These TCR-CARs were shown to effectively bind an HLA-A2+ T cell artificially engineered to express NY-ESO-1. TCR-CARs that recognize antigen in combination with MHC can thus recognize both extra- and intra-cellular antigens in the way that wild-type or modified TCRs can. Walseng et al. (62) also created a TCR-CAR composed of a soluble TCR directed against either the melanoma-associated antigen MART1 or TGFβR2 (a neoantigen peptide) joined to a CAR signaling component. The result was a versatile receptor that bound antigen in an MHC-I restricted manner, but with signaling and killing similar to that of a CAR. They demonstrated that this construct could be transduced not only into T cells but also into a NK cell, with successful in vitro killing.

TUMOR INFILTRATION

Even when a target antigen for a solid tumor is identified, a CAR T cell must be able to reach the tumor site. In hematological cancers, circulating CAR T cells in the bloodstream have already reached their destination. In solid tumors, there are multiple barriers that a CAR T cell must surmount in order to reach the tumor site [for full reviews of the tumor microenvironment, see (94, 95)]. Chemokine-receptor mismatch can prevent migrating lymphocytes from following a chemotactic gradient. Surface markers like selectins on endothelial cells that bind circulating lymphocytes and induce signaling cascades for subsequent extravasation into sites of inflammation are necessary, as are the corresponding receptors on T cells. Additionally, physical barriers such as cancer associated fibroblasts (CAFs) and abnormal vasculature at the tumor site can block T cell entry (95).

The presence of blood vessels known as high endothelial venules (HEVs) are hypothesized to be critical for T cell infiltration and have been associated with tumor regression in cancers such as melanoma. However, these blood vessels are distorted and immature in many solid tumors, particularly at the core of the tumor where the fewest TILs are found (96). Anti-angiogenic therapy targeting VEGF, CD276, or endothelin B receptor has been shown to normalize tumor vasculature and could be used in combination with targeted therapy like CAR T cells to increase tumor infiltration (97, 98). Notably, one study that performed qPCR on melanoma lesions observed that high HEV density positively correlated with the number of genes encoding for chemokines known to recruit TILs, including CCL2, CCL5, CXCL9-13, CCL19, and CCL21 (99). In colorectal cancer, expression of CXCL9, 10 and 11 were positively correlated with the presence of CD8+ and CD4+ TILs and with post-operative survival (100).

Given the importance of chemokines in lymphocyte migration and homing, varying methods have been used to deliver chemokines intratumorally to attract TILs. One study employed a vaccinia virus to deliver the chemokine CXCL11 intratumorally in a subcutaneous mouse model of MPM and observed significantly increased levels of T cell infiltration and anti-tumor efficacy after intravenous mesothelin-directed CAR T cell injection (101). The same group also developed a CXCL11/mesothelin CAR that increased intratumoral levels of CXCL11 but did not improve anti-tumor activity. The investigators hypothesized that this was due to chronic chemokine secretion inducing hypofunction in the T cells, and/or the anti-angiogenic effects that CXCL11 can exert on its surroundings. However, another study that engineered “armored” mesothelin CAR T cells that constitutively expressed both the cytokine IL-7 and the chemokine CCL19 showed complete tumor regression and prolonged survival in a solid tumor mouse model (Figure 1) (66). The study also showed that lymphodepletion before CAR T cell injection decreased efficacy, suggesting that IL-7 and CCL19 recruited endogenous anti-tumor TILs as well. CAR T cells have also been transduced to express chemokine receptors with beneficial results, as in the case of lentivirally engineered mesothelin CAR/CCR2 T cells that displayed greater than 12-fold increased homing and tumor regression in subcutaneous human MPM tumors and a GD2/CCR2b CAR T cells that showed greater than 10-fold increased homing in neuroblastoma tumors in vivo (Figure 1) (64, 65).

Another promising approach to augment CAR T cell infiltration into tumor sites is the development of a CAR targeting FAP (fibroblast activation protein), which is expressed on multiple types of stromal cells that are associated with nearly all epithelial tumors (102). FAP has been shown to play a role in epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition (EMT) in pancreatic ductal adenocarcinomas (PDA) among other tumor types (103). In one study, where human MPM tumor samples and fibroblast samples were shown to be positive for FAP by immunohistochemistry, FAP CAR T cells efficiently killed MPM cells in vitro. The same CAR T cells inhibited tumor growth and lengthened the survival of immunodeficient mice with intraperitoneal (IP) tumor xenografts (104). However, another study showed little efficacy of a FAP CAR in a syngeneic mouse model using multiple tumor types and observed lethal toxicity, which was attributed to FAP expression on bone marrow-derived stem cells (BMSCs) (105). The authors reported that this may have been due to the use of mouse tumor lines with limited FAP expression, while robust FAP staining by IHC was observed in multiple human tumor samples, indicating that human tumor cell lines may have been better targets for the study.

One method of entirely circumventing the hurdle of suboptimal T cell homing (and also potentially avoiding on-target off-tumor toxicity) is regional/local CAR T cell administration, which has already been tested in patients with solid tumors with varying degrees of success. One phase 0 study that enrolled patients with metastatic breast cancer demonstrated that intratumoral administration of mRNA c-Met CAR T cells was safe and resulted in tumor cell death, and showed other signs of anti-tumor inflammation including macrophage recruitment (20). Recently, in a study using a xenograft mouse model of human breast cancer metastatic to the brain, intracranial and intratumoral administration of HER2-specific CAR T cells showed improved antitumor activity compared with intravenous delivery, with complete tumor eradication and 100% survival even after tumor rechallenge (106). Another study showed that regional delivery of a HER2-BBζ CAR T cell cleared medulloblastomas in NSG mice and required a significantly lower dose than intravenous delivery (107). The same CAR in nonhuman primates with HER2 positive medulloblastomas showed no toxicity after intraventricular delivery. A mouse study using a CEA CAR for peritoneal carcinomatosis (colorectal cancer metastasized to the peritoneal cavity) showed that regional intraperitoneal (IP) delivery resulted in better antitumor response than intravenous delivery, even after tumor rechallenge and at distal tumor sites (108). Finally, a study of intracavitary administration of pan-ErbB/IL-4 CAR T cells targeting patient derived MPM xenografts in SCID mice showed tumor regression or cure in all mice (23).

TIL SURVIVAL IN THE TUMOR MICROENVIRONMENT

Once a CAR T cell finds its way into the tumor, the battle is far from over. The tumor microenvironment (TME) has been extensively characterized as hostile for T cells [see (95, 109), and (110) for reviews of the tumor microenvironment and the different cell types it comprises]. The glycolytic metabolism of tumor cells renders the environment hypoxic, acidic, low in nutrients, and prone to oxidative stress (1, 109). In an inflammatory environment, tumors cells often upregulate ligands such as programmed cell death ligand 1 (PD-L1) and Galectin-9 that bind to inhibitory receptors on T cells (see Table 2). The tumor microenvironment also relies on stromal cells like cancer associated fibroblasts (CAFs) and suppressive immune cells, including myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs), tumor associated macrophages (TAMs), tumor associated neutrophils (TANs), mast cells, and regulatory T cells (Tregs) (Figure 2) (95). These cells and tumor cells secrete soluble factors like vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) and transforming growth factor β (TGFβ), which contribute to abnormal tumor vasculature, promote anti-inflammatory polarization of TAMs and other immune cells, and are implicated in EMT (116). They also produce reactive oxygen species (ROS) and molecules like lactate, indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase (IDO), prostaglandin E2 (PGE2), soluble Fas, and adenosine, which contribute to the suppression of the T cell immune response (Figure 3) (117, 121).


Table 2. Some inhibitory receptors and their known ligands [from Wherry et al. (111), unless cited in table].
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FIGURE 2. T cell extravasation into the TME and subsequent exhaustion mediated by inhibitory ligands on tumor and tumor-associated cells. Endothelial cells experiencing inflammation express adhesion molecules including selectins, vascular cell adhesion molecule-1 (VCAM-1), and intercellular adhesion molecule (ICAM-1). P- and E-Selectins (the latter shown in the figure) bind cutaneous lymphocyte antigen (CLA), a specially glycosylated form of P-selectin glycoprotein ligand 1 (PSGL-1) that is expressed on activated T cells (114). VCAM-1 binds very late antigen-1 (VLA-4) and ICAM-1 binds lymphocyte function-associated antigen-1 (LFA-1) (115). Upon binding endothelial cell ligands, T cells undergo tethering and rolling before adhering to the endothelium and transmigrating through it as shown. Once in the tumor microenvironment, T cells are in an environment full of tumor-associated, immunosuppressive cells including tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs), tumor-associated neutrophils (TANs), myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs), T-regulatory cells (Tregs), and cancer-associated fibroblasts (CAFs) (95). These cells express inhibitory molecules, including CD80/CD86, which bind the inhibitory receptor CTLA-4 (pictured), and secrete soluble factors that suppress or cause apoptosis in T cells. CAFs also serve as a physical barrier between T cell and tumor cell. Additionally, tumor cells themselves express ligands such as Gal9 and PDL-1, which bind to the T cell inhibitory receptors TIM-3 and PD-1, respectively. All these factors serve to promote an “exhausted” phenotype in the T cell, characterized by upregulation of inhibitory receptors such as PD-1, TIM-3, TIGIT, and LAG-3, loss of CCR7, CD62L, and CD45R0, loss of cytotoxicity, and apoptosis (111).
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FIGURE 3. Some inhibitory soluble factors and molecules secreted by tumor cells and tumor-associated cells such as MDSCs, TAMs, TANs, CAFs, and Tregs. High levels of lactate and an acidic environment are generated because of the tumor cells' preferential use of glycolysis, which impairs T cell function (111). The hypoxic environment also limits oxidative phosphorylation, a metabolic requirement for central memory T cells. High levels of reactive oxygen species (ROS) are generated by tumor cells and by induced mitochondrial dysfunction in T cells, which can be toxic to the cell. The soluble factors VEGF, TGFβ, indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase (IDO), prostaglandin E2 (PGE2), and adenosine are secreted by tumor and tumor-associated cells and can have damaging effects on T cells (109, 117). Adenosine enters the T cell through the receptor A2AR and stimulates production of cyclic AMP, which inhibits T cell proliferation, trafficking and cytotoxicity (118). PGE2 enters through the receptor EP4 and inhibits phosphorylation of STAT3, dampening proliferation, development of favorable memory phenotype, and cytotoxic function in T cells (119). Competition with glycolytic tumor cells for glucose results in downregulation of the glucose receptor GLUT1 because of decreased AKT/mTOR signaling and consequently, the T cell's metabolic capacities are further diminished (120).



When they are activated, effector T cells generally switch from oxidative phosphorylation (oxphos) to glycolysis to facilitate faster proliferation, while memory T cells and Tregs rely on oxphos and fatty acid oxidation (FAO) when activated [for a full review on T cell activation and metabolism see (122)]. However, both of these metabolic resources are limited in the TME because glucose is depleted by tumor cells, leaving glycolytic T cells nutrient-deprived. The lack of glucose results in lowered AKT/mTOR signaling, downregulation of the glucose receptor Glut1, and reduced capacity for glycolysis (120). Low oxygen concentrations in the TME limit oxphos as well. Overall, this results in significant depletion of both major sources of T cell nutrients. In a study of resected tumor tissue from 54 patients with clear cell renal carcinoma (ccRCC), CD8+ TILs showed very low levels of activation and proliferation, and although T cell Glut1 remained expressed, TILs did not uptake glucose (123). The study also observed that mitochondria (crucial for T cell activation), undergo remodeling during glycolysis, lose function and release detrimentally high levels of ROS. This comprehensive study is one of many to show the effects of TME hypoglycemia on suppressing T cell activation via glycolytic and mitochondrial pathways.

The hypoxic conditions in the TME provide particular challenges for memory T cells, the metabolisms of which rely heavily on oxygen. Some studies have recently begun to identify and test modifications to CAR T cells to improve their function in low-oxygen conditions. Kawalekar et al. (6) found that BBζ CAR T cells had increased mitochondrial spare respiratory capacity (SRC) compared with 28ζ CAR T cells, resulting in greater metabolic efficiency even in nutrient-poor, oxygen depleted conditions such as the TME. Because the BBζ costimulatory has been implicated in promoting memory-associated metabolic pathways such as fatty acid oxidation as well as increased persistence (further discussed under “Intracellular signaling pathways of the CAR” below), the increased SRC observed in these T cells was hypothesized to aid their survival in low-oxygen conditions.

One approach designed to protect T cells from the oxidative stress inflicted by ROS in the TME was the design of a CAR T cell coexpressing catalase, an enzyme that reduces hydrogen peroxide to water and oxygen (124). The authors tested both CEA and HER2 CAR T cells in vitro and found that CAR-CAT displayed a reduced oxidative state and improved proliferation and cytotoxicity compared with CAR alone. Another study harnessed the hypoxia associated with the TME to develop a CAR coexpressing the oxygen-sensitive domains of HIF1α, a transcription factor that is stabilized in response to hypoxia (125). In vitro, the strategy enabled very low CAR expression at normal oxygen levels, but highly increased levels of CAR expression together with HIF1α in hypoxic conditions. While this approach does not address the detrimental effects of low oxygen or ROS in the TME, it does provide proof of concept for a novel type of safety switch that uses the hypoxic TME to a therapeutic advantage.

T cell exhaustion [reviewed by (111)] is characterized by chronic antigen exposure that spurs loss of effector and memory phenotypes, inability to produce cytokines like IFNγ, TNFα, and IL-2, and upregulates expression of inhibitory receptors (IRs) that further shut down effector functions upon binding to inhibitory ligands or soluble factors in the TME (Table 2) (109).

Checkpoint Blockade

One of the most popular and successful strategies to combat T cell exhaustion is the use of checkpoint inhibitors, in which either an IR or its ligand is blocked with an antibody. Drugs targeting PD-L1 (atezolizumab), PD-1 (pembrolizumab, nivolumab), and CTLA-4 (ipilimumab) have been used independently and in combination with CAR T cell therapy with success in many patients [reviewed in (126)]. Currently, atezolizumab and pembrolizumab are used to treat metastatic NSCLC and are being actively studied for use in other solid tumors as well. Pembrolizumab was recently approved by the FDA for first line use in combination with chemotherapy in lung cancer (127, 128). Nivolumab has shown significant responses in a phase I/II trial with HCC, among others (17). Ipilimumab was shown to lengthen the survival of metastatic melanoma patients in a phase III study from 2010, and it has shown promising results in mouse mesothelioma models as well as in many other preclinical studies (129, 130). Ipilimumab has also been used in combination with VEGF inhibitors to treat metastatic melanoma in phase I trials. In one study, anti-CTLA-4 therapy combined with anti-VEGF antibodies resulted in an increase in anti-tumor response resistant to the immunosuppressive effects of the ligand galectin-1 (131). Another study by the same authors showed ipilimumab and anti-CTLA-4 therapy resulted in humoral immunity to galectin-3, which is also a suppressive tumor ligand (132).

Preclinically, combining CARs with checkpoint blockade antibodies has shown promising results. CAR T cells have also been engineered to secrete checkpoint inhibitor antibodies themselves. Anti CAIX CAR T cells engineered to secrete anti-PD-L1 antibodies showed significantly improved activity compared to standard CAR T cells, with increased cytokine production and immune cell recruitment as well as significantly reduced tumor size in a human ccRCC mouse model (14). In another study, a CAR19 T cell designed to constitutively secrete anti-PD-1 also showed enhanced anti-tumor activity in a CD19+ lung cancer xenograft model, with increased T cell proliferation and cytotoxicity, and prolonged survival (133). A similar study also used MUC16-ecto targeting CARs secreting anti-PD-1 scFvs in syngeneic and xenograft mouse models of PD-L1+metastatic ovarian cancers, and showed superiority over CAR T cells plus PD-1 checkpoint inhibitors (134). Along a similar line of thinking, an anti-PD-L1 CAR has shown in vitro cytotoxicity (135); it has yet to be seen whether these CARs might be successful in vivo, either alone or as adjuvant therapy. CAR T cells engineered to secrete PD-1, CTLA-4, or PD-L1 antibodies have gone to clinical trials for MUC1, EGFR, EGFRvIII, and mesothelin expressing cancers (136).

Dominant negative genes for IRs have also been successfully introduced to CAR T cells in many preclinical studies, as in the case of a mesothelin CAR T cell (with either a CD28 or 4-1BB costimulatory domain) overexpressing dominant negative PD-1 (137). The authors observed tumor clearance with the dominant negative PD-1 CARs, while repeated doses of PD-1 blocking antibody in combination with either the mesothelin-28ζ or mesothelin-BBζ CAR was able to prevent growth but not eradicate the tumor. These results show that a genetic built-in resistance to checkpoint inhibition has advantages over a blocking antibody that must be repeatedly administered and may cause resistance. Recently, CRISPR/Cas9 technology has been used to knock out the gene for the IR itself, which has been done for both PD-1 and LAG-3 in CD19-BBζ CAR T cells. In both cases, tumors were eradicated in mouse xenograft models using the IR knockout CAR T cells (138, 139). This approach has recently been translated to solid tumors as well: CRISPR/Cas9 was used to knock out PD-1 in T cells while simultaneously transducing them with a CD133-specific CAR, and the resulting PD-1 KO CARs showed improved tumor control in a mouse glioma model compared with control CD133 CARs (140).

With the optimization of gene editing methods, CRISPR/Cas9 edited CARs are already moving into clinical trials: a PD-1 knockout CD19 CAR has is being studied in a phase I clinical trial (NCT03298828).

Switch receptors are designed to mitigate the effects of inhibitory ligands on T cell function while simultaneously enhancing T cell activity. In a switch receptor, the ligand-binding external IR domain is fused to the cytoplasmic signaling domain of an activating molecule. For example, a PD-1/CD28 switch receptor was engineered into mesothelin-BBζ or PSCA-BBζ CAR T cells, and both switch-receptor CARs performed significantly better than wild type CARs at eradicating tumor in xenograft NSG mouse models (141). In a breast cancer model, the investigators engineered a MUC1 CAR that coexpressed a cytokine switch receptor (4/7ICR) with an IL-4 receptor extracellular domain fused to an IL-7 intracellular signaling domain (142). The 4/7ICR MUC1 CARs proliferated, suppressed tumor growth in vivo and did not show markers of exhaustion, while MUC1 CARs without the switch receptor did. PSCA CAR T cells that also contained a 4/7ICR switch receptor proliferated and killed better in the presence of IL-4 and showed significantly improved tumor reduction compared to T cells with the CAR alone in NSG mice with subcutaneous pancreatic cancer (57).

Similar to switch receptors are bispecific T cell engagers (BiTEs), which also subvert suppressive signals from the TME by binding both a tumor ligand and a T cell marker (i.e., CD3). Recently, a humanized EGFRvIII-specific scFv linked to an anti-CD3 scFv showed significant control of glioma xenografts and prolonged survival of mice (143). Potentially, the use of bispecific antibodies in conjunction with CAR T cells could play a role in recruiting TILs and in deterring immunosuppressive signals. Another strategy is to have a fusion protein bind not to the T cell but to the tumor itself. Recently, a PD-L1/TGFβR2 fusion protein was developed for use with TGFβ expressing urothelial carcinoma (144). In this study, a PD-L1 antibody fused to a TGFβ receptor was able to accomplish both blockade of PD-L1 on the tumor and binding of TGFβ to attenuate its presence in the TME. Excitingly, the authors also observed a greater presence of chemokines like CXCL11 in the tumor as well as antigen-specific killing by T cells. With the right target tumor ligands, BiTEs could be a promising strategy to augment the function of CAR T cells in solid tumors.

Understanding the metabolism and transcriptional profiles of exhausted or exhausting TILs has significant impacts on the success of therapies like checkpoint blockade and could lead to the production of more functional CAR T cells via metabolic reprogramming. In a mouse melanoma model, one group showed that promoting fatty acid catabolism in vaccine-induced CD8+ TILs using a PPARα agonist combined with anti PD-1 therapy significantly improved anti-tumor activity (145). Another group showed that CTLA-4, PD-1, and PD-L1 blockade increased glucose concentrations in the TME to favor glycolysis in T cells, improving their function in a mouse sarcoma model (120). These studies provide clues into the roles of ligands like PD-L1 on tumor metabolism, in addition to their known inhibitory effects on T cell IRs.

Despite the success of PD-1 therapy in treating NSCLC and melanoma, as well as its use in multiple other clinical trials, it is inadequate to characterize markers like PD-1 as solely inhibitory. Much of what we know about PD-1 in the context of exhaustion comes from chronic viral infection models, and it has become clear that PD-1 can in fact be a marker of activation and positive prognosis if expressed on certain subsets of T cells in cancer, while some subsets of exhausted T cells may have low PD-1 expression (111, 141). In the same study by Zhang et al. (145) that found a synergistic effect of PD-1 blockade with fatty acid catabolism in a melanoma model, hypoxia-driven hypofunction in CD8+ TILs was accompanied by lower PD-1 expression (but increased LAG-3 expression), and increased PD-1 signaling was hypothesized to be associated with metabolic reprogramming from glycolysis to FAO in low glucose environments like the TME. Another study suggested that PD-1 was in fact not linked to exhaustion, and that prolonged antigen exposure alone could cause T cells to become exhausted (146). In a recent analysis of varied NSCLC patient samples, a population of CD8+ TILs with high PD-1 expression did not appear exhausted, and genes involved in cycling and proliferation such as Ki-67, as well as genes involved in trafficking and metabolism, were upregulated (147). The PD-1 high TILs also showed greater glucose, lipid and fatty acid uptake than patient TILs with lower PD-1 expression. This data challenges the understanding of PD-1 being solely an inhibitory receptor and sheds new light on Zhang et al.'s observation that an increase in PD-1 expression results in lower capacity for glycolysis. Further showing a role for PD-1 outside of exhaustion, a study comparing CD4+ TILs in 34 patients with metastatic melanoma, grouped into young vs. old, showed that the younger patients had a greater percentage of memory T cells that expressed PD-1, Ki-67, and HLA-DR (another activation marker), compared with age matched controls; these memory and activation phenotypes were less distinct in older patients (148). However, supporting the hypothesis of PD-1 as a marker of hypofunction, but not necessarily of terminal exhaustion, one study demonstrated that mesothelin/BBζ T cells that had high PD-1 expression and a hypofunctional phenotype in an vivo human mesothelioma model recovered the ability to produce cytokines and had lower PD-1 expression after 24 h out of the tumor (126). These data show that PD-1 can have highly variable functions which likely depend on T cell phenotype, metabolism, tumor type, and other factors in the TME, and also helps explain why only a fraction of patients respond to PD-1 blockade even when their tumors have high PD-L1 expression.

Transcription Factors

Transcription factors such as T-box transcription factor TBX21 (T-bet) and Eomesodermin (Eomes) are involved in determining T cell fate and their discovery has led to further insight into the mechanisms of T cell exhaustion. T cells high in Eomes and PD-1 have been shown to be terminally exhausted, while those with high T-bet and medium PD-1 levels appear to retain proliferative potential despite displaying other classically defined features of exhaustion (111). Hypoglycemia and hypoxia in the TME have been shown to decrease T-bet expression in TILs that also lose effector functions (145). As an example of Eomes' role in CAR T cell exhaustion, a case study with a patient with refractory diffuse large B cell lymphoma (DLBCL) who received CAR19 T cell therapy combined with PD-1 blockade showed decreased Eomes as well as decreased PD-1 levels in peripheral blood CAR T cells (149). The patient had a clinically significant response to the treatment, indicating that PD-1 blockade improved the efficacy of the CAR T cells.

Other transcription factors and signaling cascades have been investigated as biomarkers to predict T cell function and patient prognosis after adoptive transfer of CAR T cells. A study using IL-18/CEA CAR T cells to treat immunocompetent mice with advanced pancreatic carcinoma showed that constitutive secretion of the proinflammatory cytokine IL-18 resulted in CARs with high T-bet in conjunction with low levels of the transcription factor FOXO1 and showed improved antitumor efficacy (150). In an analysis of CAR19 T cells derived from patients with CLL, the circulating CARs from complete responders had upregulated genes associated with memory differentiation status, including IL-6 and STAT3, and were observed to lose function upon IL-6/STAT3 blockade (119). Nonresponders, on the other hand, had upregulated genes associated with more of an effector phenotype as well as glycolysis, exhaustion and cell death by apoptosis. Finally, the paper showed that CD8+ cells that were CD27 positive and PD-1 negative were positively predictive of response to CAR19 T cell therapy. Investigating the role of these biomarkers in CAR T cell response for solid tumors and whether they have an impact on patient survival may elucidate the transcriptional profiles of functional CARs.

Differentiation and Memory

Naive, central memory and effector memory, and terminally differentiated effector T cells all have distinct markers of differentiation. Differential expression of CCR7, CD62L, CD25, CD45RA, CD45R0, CD95, and IL-7Rα, among others, can identify subsets of T cells (151, 152). Tregs, CD4+ T cells that express CD25, CTLA-4, and FOXP3, are another distinct subset that inhibits T cell effector function; studies have shown that with CAR T cell therapy, Treg presence lowers CAR antitumor activity. Checkpoint blockade targeting CTLA-4 may be one way to address this problem. Other surface markers like IL-2Ra and KLRG1 have been shown to be associated with effector-like phenotypes, while IL-7Rα and the chemokine receptor CXCR3 are associated with memory-like cells (153). Cytokines such as IL-2, IL-12, IL-27, and IFNγ are also traced to effector-differentiated T cells, while IL-10, IL-21, IL-7, IL-15, and TGFβ are associated with a memory phenotype. Genes such as T-bet, Id2, Blimp-1, Batf and Stat4 have been associated with effector phenotypes, while Id3, Bcl-6, Tcf-7, Stat3, Foxo1, and Eomes are all proposed to be upregulated in memory-like T cells (150, 153).

Gattinoni et al. (154) describe a human stem cell memory T cell (TSCM) population that expresses both the classical markers of naive cells as well as certain memory cell markers including CD95 and IL-2Rβ, which the authors determined to be crucial identifiers of TSCM. These cells were found in 2–3% of circulating blood lymphocytes of healthy donors, and could also be induced from naive T cells by culturing them in the presence of a glycogen synthase kinase 3β (GSK3β) inhibitor. (Inhibition of GSK3β has been described to stabilize β-catenin and halt differentiation to effector T cells while promoting memory characteristics). These TSCM cells demonstrated increased proliferation in response to the cytokines IL-7 and IL-15 compared with effector memory T cells, while still retaining their phenotype.

The memory phenotype has consistently been shown to favor T cell survival, proliferation, and prolonged presence of TILs at tumor sites. However, only a few studies focusing on T cell differentiation and memory up to this point have been done in solid tumor models. Still, valuable lessons can be learned from models of ACT, GVHD, or hematological malignancies. For example, a study of ACT in both NSG mice and nonhuman primates showed that purified TCM cells persist better than standard T cells, and form stable memory pools (155). Cieri et al. (156) published an in vitro culture protocol for inducing a stem cell memory-like phenotype in T cells using IL-7 and IL-15 during CD3/CD28 bead activation of naive precursor cells. When transduced with a transgenic TCR, these T cells displayed memory-associated qualities including proliferation, cytokine production, and expression of CD45R0 upon exposure to target antigen, while retaining markers indicative of naive T cells including CD45RA and CD62L. These T cells were very similar to those described by Gattinoni et al. (154) above, except for the expression of CD45R0. The authors found enhanced proliferation in these cells compared with cells expressing a central memory or effector memory phenotype, and this translated to increased expansion and cytotoxicity compared with other subsets of T cells in a mouse GVHD model. The results of these experiments suggest that, as stated by the authors, using naive cells for ACT may significantly improve clinical outcomes. Similarly, using IL-7/IL-15 with naive T cells during transduction and culture conditions to produce more TSCM CAR T cells is a promising strategy for the creation of CAR T cells that both kill and proliferate better in the body. In one such study for solid tumors, T cells bearing a third-generation GD2 CAR (signaling domains for CD28 and OX40), as well as an inducible caspase 9 suicide gene, were activated with CD3/CD28 stimulation along with a variety of cytokines, with the hope of identifying conditions to promote a memory phenotype (157). Addition of IL-7 and IL-15 led to the greatest antigen-specific cytotoxicity in vitro along with the highest percentage of stem cell memory and central memory subsets as identified by CD45RA, CCR7, and CD95. The authors predicted better proliferation, survival, and antitumor activity of GD2-CD28-OX40 CAR T cells cultured in IL-7/IL-15.

Clinically, work has been done to determine biomarkers associated with memory that are predictive of response as well as to actually manufacture CAR T cells with optimized differentiation status for infusion into patients. In a study examining T cell memory in ovarian carcinoma patients, it was found that increased presence of CD8+ effector memory cells, as well as the chemokine CXCL9, was significantly associated with long-term survival (158). The authors also implicated the signaling proteins STAT5B, PLCγ1, and NFATc2 as being relevant to survival, with lower levels of these signals correlating with hypofunctional T cells and shorter survival times in patients.

In the study by Fraietta et al. (119) discussed above, the authors looked at both the original unmodified T cells from CLL patients and the corresponding CAR transduced infusion products. All sets of T cells from responding patients showed markers associated with early memory, non-exhausted T cells. As glycolysis is a hallmark of effector/exhausted T cell metabolism, and the T cells of nonresponders displayed upregulated genes for exhaustion and glycolysis, the authors used a glycolysis inhibitor while manufacturing CAR T cells and observed increased numbers of memory CAR T cells along with enhanced proliferation upon exposure to antigen. Blocking glycolysis is another approach that could be used in solid tumor-targeting CAR T cells to push formation of memory T cells during activation and transduction, particularly given (119) evidence that the initial differentiation status of a patient's apheresed T cells may significantly affect the efficacy and persistence of the infusion product. Memory CAR T cells have been manufactured for clinical use already in hematopoetic malignancies such as leukemia; Wang et al. (155) used a protocol using magnetic separation to select CD8+ CD45RA+ CD62L+ TCM cells to transduce with a CD19 CAR while culturing with IL-2 and IL-15, and several variations of these CARs (which have CD28 costimulatory domains) are being tested in a phase I study. Also for leukemia, a GMP protocol for manufacturing CAR T cells highly enriched for TCM and TSCM phenotypes has been recently developed (159) in which, on average, 50% of the T cells were TCM and 46% TSCM. The authors reported that the results were consistently achieved even with very few T cells available to start. The use of CAR T cells enriched for TCM and TSCM has reached the clinic even in solid tumors: the GD2-CD28-OX40 CAR manufactured in IL-7/IL-15 (157) is currently in a phase I trial to treat patients with sarcoma, osteosarcoma, neuroblastoma, and melanoma (NCT02107963).

Tissue Resident Memory Cells

Another memory T cell subset that may be of special importance, especially in treating solid tumors, are tissue resident memory cells (Trms), reviewed in (160). Trms have been shown to permanently reside at sites of prior infection or inflammation and quickly respond to pre-recognized antigen, recruiting other immune cells, and increasing the local anti-tumor immune response at a very early stage (161). CD8+ Trms are characterized by high surface levels of CD103 and the activation marker CD69 and low CD62L and CCR7, and it is believed that TGFβ and IL-15 are both important soluble factors that promote T cell differentiation to a Trm phenotype. Despite having many memory markers, Trms secrete high levels of cytokines such as granzyme B and perforin. Interestingly, Chang et al. (153) and Wakim et al. (162) found that Trms do not tend to have high T-bet as other memory T cells do. Mackay et al. (163) describe downregulation of T-bet, but with necessary residual activity, as one of the factors driving skin Trms, in addition to downregulation of Eomes.

While a significant amount of this research has been done on Trms in skin, some data shows that analysis of Trms across various tissues obtained from humans retain similar phenotypes, particularly in CD8+ Trms (164). One examination of the transcriptional profiles of Trms in multiple tissue types showed that the gene Hobit (“homolog of Blimp1 in T cells”) was upregulated, and together with Blimp1 was a driver of a Trm phenotype (165). CD103 was not expressed on all Trms described, which has also been shown in other tissues including the brain (162). Interestingly, the genes Hobit and Blimp1 were also upregulated in activated NK cells, suggesting a similar signaling pathway during activation of both Trms and NK cells. Other studies offer support for this parallel, including one by Lotem et al. (166) that reported regulation of activation and proliferation in both mature CD8+ T cells and NK cells by the transcription factor Runx3. High levels of Runx3 have been shown by several studies to decrease CD4+ and increase CD103 expression on T cells, biasing them toward a cytotoxic CD8+ Trm phenotype. In a study by Cruz-Guilloty et al. (167), Runx3 also was reported to drive an increase in Eomes expression and granzyme B and perforin secretion in differentiating CD8+ T cells, while T-bet expression peaked early, at around 2 days, and then decreased over a week of differentiation. The authors also reported Runx3 to regulate CD103 in resting NK cells. While ongoing research is required to parse out more information on Trms, induction of a Trm phenotype using TGFβ and IL-15, or via a genetic engineering, could be a powerful way to improve upon ACT or CAR T cell efficacy. In a study of TILs in lung cancer patients, transcriptome analysis showed that CD103 and other Trm-linked markers were significantly increased in the patients with high numbers of TILs; moreover, having a higher percentage of Trms was reported to predict better survival (168). In a study using an orthotopic head and neck cancer model in mice, a cancer vaccine was more successful after induction of Trms, and Trms were still detectable at the tumor site 90 days later (169). Additionally, Trms protected against tumor re-grafting even when recruitment of additional effector T cells was blocked, showing that Trms alone can mount a successful antitumor response and tumor rejection upon rechallenge. These data show that Trms may be critical to successful tumor infiltration and protection against tumor relapse, and the induction of a Trm phenotype is likely to increase therapeutic outcomes.

Overcoming Other Immunosuppressive Factors in the TME

Administration of cytokines to polarize the tumor mileu to be more hospitable to T cells and improve CAR T cell recruitment and functionality has been tested in both preclinical and clinical trials. Local delivery of IL-12, which induces inflammatory immune cell recruitment, augmented the anti-tumor activity of adoptively transferred anti-VEGFR-2 CAR T cells and led to prolonged survival of mice bearing five different subcutaneous tumor types (170). In the study, treatment of IL-12 plus VEGFR2 CAR T cells, but neither alone, reduced VEGFR2-positive intratumoral MDSCs, providing strong support for the combination of IL-12 with CAR T cells. Due to positive responses like these, CAR T cells that constitutively secrete cytokines, termed “armored” CARs [reviewed by Yeku et al. (171)] have been created to enhance T cell infiltration and function in solid tumors (Figure 1). Particularly, the cytokine IL-12 has been an attractive tool for this. In a mouse xenograft model of ovarian cancer, MUC16 CAR/IL-12 T cells lengthened survival and showed increased persistence and tumor cytotoxicity (53). More recently, in a syngeneic mouse model of peritoneal carcinomatosis (metastasized from ovarian cancer), IP-delivery of MUC16 CAR/IL-12 T cells was found to confer longer survival, even when administered to mice with significant disease progression (67).

Some other strategies to boost CAR T cell function in the TME include inhibiting suppressive soluble factors, like adenosine, IDO1, and VEGF, and protecting against the immune suppression of non-tumor cells in the TME like MDSCs, TAMs, and stromal cells. In a study using HER2 CAR T cells in a syngeneic tumor model, blockade of the adenosine 2A receptor significantly improved the efficacy of the CAR T cells by enhancing activation and cytokine production (118). Additionally, the authors reported that PD-1 blockade further augmented the T cell immune response. Another study demonstrated significant slowing of tumor growth in a xenograft colon cancer model by combining blockade of IDO1 (negatively correlated with patient survival in colon cancer) with EGFRvIII CAR T cell transfer (172). VEGF blockade has been successful in solid tumors such as melanoma, and VEGF-targeted CARs have shown efficacy in multiple preclinical solid tumor models (131, 132, 170).

Increasing antitumor response can also involve either depleting anti-inflammatory cells in the TME or inducing more inflammatory phenotypes in other immune cells. Research in mouse breast cancer models has suggested that targeting TAMs may be effective for treating progressive cancer, as TAMs were associated with more anti-inflammatory activity and tumor immune evasion (173). Another study demonstrated that in murine ovarian cancer models, macrophages were associated with resistance to VEGF blockade. When macrophages were depleted, survival was prolonged, and in macrophage deficient mice, resistance was not observed unless macrophages were reintroduced into the tumors (174). TAMs are, therefore, a highly active subset of immune cells that seem to promote tumor survival and immune evasion. In a subcutaneous mouse model of ovarian cancer, tumor rejection by HER2 CAR T cells was shown to require the presence of M1 (inflammatory) macrophages and IFNγ receptors on stromal cells, demonstrating that tumor-specific attack by T cells, even functional ones, may not be enough to clear tumors; stromal cell targeting (for example, with FAP CARs) and recruitment of other types of inflammatory immune cells may be necessary (175). Depleting MDSCs can also improve T cell responses, as shown in a study with a GD2 CAR in which the CAR T cell alone had no anti-tumor activity in a xenograft sarcoma model, but in combination with MDSC reduction using all-trans retinoic acid, led to significant antitumor activity (176). Noman et al. (177) demonstrated in vivo that hypoxia in the TME plays a significant role in upregulation of PDL-1 on MDSCs and on their subsequent suppression of TILs. PDL-1 upregulation was determined to be dependent on HIF1α, and PDL-1 blockade prevented T cell suppression by MDSCs. In another study (described in section Tumor Infiltration) using a CEA CAR, blockade of PD-L1 positive MDSCs and Tregs in the TME augmented CAR T cell anti-tumor function (108).

Intracellular Signaling Pathways of the CAR

It is also important to study the signaling pathway of the CAR itself, particularly how different costimulatory domains may affect T cell activation, metabolic needs, differentiation pathways, and the propensity to exhaust. Adding a costimulatory molecule to the original CD3ζ cytoplasmic domain revolutionized the functionality of the CAR T cell; now, there is a broad array of signaling molecules that can be used. The most common costimulatory molecules are 4-1BB and CD28, and depending on the CAR and tumor type, many studies focus on one or the other. Some have studied adding a third costimulatory domain, like ICOS or OX40. Some studies have demonstrated little significant advantage of one design over another. In a study comparing 4-1BB vs. CD28 in an EphA2 CAR, both CARs displayed equally potent antitumor activity in a xenograft mouse glioma model, and creating a third-generation CAR with both domains did not improve T cell performance over the second-generation CARs (27). In the study described in section Tumor Infiltration that used mesothelin/IL-7/CCL19 CARs to treat murine mesothelin-expressing PDA, there was also no difference between 4-1BBζ and CD28ζ CARs (66).

Many studies implicate 4-1BB as promoting superior differentiation phenotype and persistence. A recent study used phosphoproteomics to report on the kinetics of the 4-1BB vs. CD28 domains in CAR T cells. The authors found that 4-1BBζ CARs and CD28ζ CARs signaled through the same intermediates, but CD28ζ CARs had more and faster changes in protein phosphorylation, which seemed to drive them toward an effector phenotype. On the other hand, 4-1BBζ CARs were shown to express more memory-related genes and performed better in vivo than their CD28ζ CAR counterparts (178). Another study comparing 4-1BB and CD28 signaling in a PSCA CAR to treat patient derived prostate cancer xenografts found 4-1BB to be superior to CD28, with 4-1BBζ CARs leading to less exhaustion and better antigen selectivity (however, in vitro killing was equal between the two CARs) (179). In the aforementioned study of a regionally delivered HER2 CAR in xenograft models of brain-metastasized breast cancer, 4-1BBζ CARs also showed superior proliferation and less exhaustion than CD28ζ CARs (106). The evidence for 4-1BB preferentially expressing memory markers so far has been borne out clinically: an ex vivo study showed that in both CD19 and mesothelin CARs across multiple donors' T cells, 4-1BB promoted better proliferation, central memory differentiation, and greater levels of fatty acid oxidation and mitochondria generation than CD28, while CD28 was linked to increased glycolysis and an effector phenotype (6). Other 4-1BB based CARs from in vivo studies described in this review include HER2 CARs in models of medulloblastoma and gastric cancer (92,30); GD2 CARs in models of neuroblastoma and patients with melanoma (29, 30); mesothelin CARs in preclinical models of mesothelioma (64); and FAP CARs used in models of tumor associated stroma (102). Clinically, data is rare so far for solid tumors, but a case study described by Brown et al. (42) showed tumor regression induced by T cells expressing a 4-1BBζ IL13Rα2 CAR in a patient with glioblastoma.

Numerous studies have engineered effective CARs that signal through the CD28ζ domain, many of which target the same antigens and are used in similar disease models as 4-1BBζ-signaling CARs. These include humanized HER2 CARs that were shown to have a central memory phenotype in the context of treating breast cancer xenografts (35); IL13Rα2 CARs that showed proliferation and cytotoxicity in a mouse model of glioblastoma (41); and FAP CARs in IP mouse models of MPM (104). Other CARs mentioned in this review that use the CD28ζ costimulatory domain include L1CAM CARs for ovarian cancer in mice (45), MET CARs for MPM (48), MUC16 CARs in mouse models of ovarian cancer and peritoneal carcinomatosis (53, 67), and NKG2D CARs in Ewing's sarcoma models (54). Studies have also used CD28 with dual CARs, such as HER2/MUC1 bispecific CARs in in-vitro breast cancer models and HER2/IL13Rα2 CARs in xenograft glioma models (86, 87). Clinically, a HER2/CD28ζ CAR was used to treat progressive glioblastoma in a phase I trial that showed efficacy in some patients (38).

Finally, third generation CARs have also been studied in preclinical and clinical settings. A recent study comparing third generation GD2 CARs to treat in vivo models of neuroblastoma found 4-1BB/CD28 CARs to be superior to CD28/OX40ζ CARs in terms of activation, exhaustion, and in vivo antitumor efficacy (180). Successful in vivo studies using 4-1BB/CD28 third generation CARs include an ICAM-1 CAR for a mouse model of thyroid cancer (40), a GPC3 CAR in a patient derived xenograft of model of HCC (32), and a VEGFR2 CAR against multiple tumor types in vivo (161). However, the study that observed fatal toxicity with the use of a FAP CAR in syngeneic mice used a 4-1BB/CD28ζ third generation CAR, and the case report (mentioned in section 1) of a patient death was after administration of HER2 4-1BB/CD28ζ CAR T cells (58). A third generation mesothelin CAR using ICOS/4-1BBζ showed significantly better tumor control and better T cell persistence than ICOSζ or 4-1BBζ CARs alone in a mesothelin-expressing pancreatic xenograft NSG mouse model (181). This study also provided significant insight into the signaling pathways that may be required for optimal CAR T cell activation and differentiation. Lower surface CAR expression corresponded to less tonic signaling (signaling in the absence of antigen), which is linked to exhaustion and has been observed in both CD28ζ and 4-1BBζ CARs. Additionally, the authors found that ICOS/4-1BBζ CARs only performed better than second generation CARs when ICOS was proximal to the transmembrane domain. In the clinic, GD2 CARs with CD28/OX40 costimulatory domains are currently in phase I trials for neuroblastoma (31).

The site of gene integration has also been shown to have significant impact on CAR function. A study with a CD19/28ζ CAR used CRISPR to insert the CAR under the control of the TCR promoter (at the TRAC locus), while simultaneously knocking out the TCR via insertion of the CAR gene (182). The results indicated enhanced proliferation, more memory cells, and much less exhaustion. The TRAC locus CAR was also hypothesized to have reduced tonic signaling that would push T cells toward terminal differentiation and exhaustion.

Future Directions and Conclusions

CAR T cell therapy remains extremely expensive, and patients with severely depleted immune systems may not have viable T cells for autologous CAR T cell generation; additionally, concerns about immunogenicity of certain CAR designs may render therapy less effective in patients that develop an immune response to the CAR. New approaches are needed to make CAR T cells not only functional, but also more efficient and accessible.

Technology such as CRISPR/Cas9 as a highly specific and efficient method of genome editing has become translatable to patients in the past few years. Beyond its use in generating IR knockout CARs, CRISPR/Cas9 has been used to knock out or replace the native TCR in CAR and TCR engineered T cells, which has been shown to provide higher antigen sensitivity and specificity (183). In addition to its implications for T cell function, the use of CRISPR is extremely promising in the field of CAR T cell therapy because it can be used to knock out HLA as well as the endogenous TCR, meaning CARs can be made from allogeneic cells without the threat of cross reactivity and GVHD or rejection. This could dramatically reduce the cost, time and resources required to generate CAR T cells for every patient (184). This has recently been done successfully with a TCR and HLA class I double knockout CAR19 (185). Investigators also developed a CAR that knocked out Fas as well as the TCR and HLA-1 genes, which showed enhanced antitumor activity in vivo against a leukemic cell line, with longer survival than unmodified CAR T cells. Thus, CRISPR can be used not only to knock out inhibitory receptors, but also to knock out the TCR and HLA to generate universal or “off the shelf” CARs (186). Moreover, these modifications can be accomplished simultaneously with high precision and efficiency.

Universal CARs have also been developed using other systems of genome editing, including transcription activator-like effector nucleases (TALENs), which create double-stranded breaks in DNA for efficient gene knockouts. Recently, TALEN-mediated editing was used to knock out the TCR-α chain in CAR19 T cells. The subsequent universal CAR T cells, which were from allogeneic donors, induced remission in two infants with B cell ALL (187). Before the advent of CRISPR/Cas9, zinc finger nucleases (ZFNs), proteins that recognize three base pairs at a time to bind to DNA, were also used to remove surface expression of molecules like HLA from allogeneic T cells (185, 188). (189) used ZFNs to disrupt both the TCR β- and α-chain genes while also lentivirally transducing the T cells to express a WT-1 recognizing TCR. This led to superior in vivo antitumor activity and eliminated off-target reactivity.

In some cases where the scFv is murine-derived, there is the potential for the development of anti-mouse antibodies that could reject the CAR T cells. Many studies have adopted the use of a humanized scFv, and these humanized CARs have also gone to clinical trials (8). However, humanizing the scFv is a long and onerous process and few fully humanized sequences are currently known. Thus, some recent studies have proposed alternatives to the scFv antigen-recognition domain. One of these alternatives is an affinity molecule from the type III domain of human fibronectin (Fn3), which is similar to the scFv of an antibody but is smaller and has a less complex structure without disulfide bonds, enabling easier in vitro generation of specific binding domains (190). Additionally, its smaller size may enable the Fn3 to recognize epitopes that scFvs cannot. Fn3 domains specific for CD20, CEA, EGFR, IGF-1R, and VEGFR2 have been developed. A VEGFR2-specific Fn3 CAR with a CD28ζ costimulatory domain showed in vitro antigen-specific T cell activation and cytotoxicity, and another Fn3 CAR engineered to target EGFR with both CD28 and 4-1BBζ costimulatory domains showed efficacy that was comparable to a traditional CAR against a xenograft lung cancer model (191, 192). Another alternative to the scFv is the use of antibody mimetic proteins, such as designed ankyrin repeat proteins (DARPins), synthetic proteins mimicking naturally occurring ankyrin membrane proteins that can be generated with antigen-binding specificity and are smaller and more stable than scFvs. Recently, a HER2-specific DARPin CAR was shown to perform as well as a traditional HER2 CAR in vivo against a human ovarian cancer cell line (193).

Significant research has been done with CAR T cells in terms of identifying target antigens, avoiding toxicity, improving CAR T cell trafficking and entry into the tumor site, and promoting better signaling, less exhaustion, and memory phenotypes in solid tumors. Additionally, combination therapy with checkpoint inhibitors, armored CARs, and suppression of other inhibitory factors in the TME has been shown to aid in CAR T cell efficacy in solid tumors, with some of these approaches already being used in clinical trials. Solid tumors pose a wide array of challenges that hematological malignancies do not, hence the need for multi-pronged strategies in addressing them. However, it is clear that our understanding of the TME is increasing at a rapid rate. As the signaling pathways between T cells and other TME cellular components, as well as the intracellular signaling cascades specific to CAR T cell activation and exhaustion, become further understood, CARs hold the promise for greater success in treating solid tumors.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

MM did the primary research and wrote the manuscript. EM oversaw the preparation of the manuscript and edited the final draft.

REFERENCES

 1. Newick K, O'Brien S, Moon E, Albelda SM. CAR T cell therapy for solid tumors. Annu Rev Med. (2017) 14:139–52. doi: 10.1146/annurev-med-062315-120245

 2. Garber K. Driving T cell immunotherapy to solid tumors. Nature Biotech. (2018) 36:215–9. doi: 10.1038/nbt.4090

 3. Dufait I, Liechtenstein T, Lanna A, Bricogne C, Laranga P, Padella A, et al. Retroviral and lentiviral vectors for the induction of immunological tolerance. Scientifica (2012) 2012:694137. doi: 10.6064/2012/694137

 4. Izsvák Z, Hackett PB, Cooper LJ, Ivics Z. Translating sleeping beauty transposition into cellular therapies: victories and challenges. Bioessays (2010) 32:756–67. doi: 10.1002/bies.201000027

 5. Yant SR, Wu X, Huang Y, Garrison B, Burgess SM, Kay MA. High-resolution genome-wide mapping of transposon integration in mammals. Mol Cell Biol. (2005) 25:2085–94. doi: 10.1128/MCB.25.6.2085-2094.2005

 6. Kawalekar O, O'Connor R, Fraietta J, Guo L, McGettican S, Posey A, et al. Distinct signaling of coreceptors regulates specific metabolism pathways and impacts memory development in CAR T cells. Immunity (2016) 44:380–90. doi: 10.1016/j.immuni.2016.01.021

 7. Wei G, Ding L, Wang J, Hu Y, Huang H. Advances of CD19-directed chimeric antigen receptor-modified T cells in refractory/relapsed acute lymphoblastic leukemia. Exp Hematol Oncol. 6:10. doi: 10.1186/s40164-017-0070-9

 8. Cao J, Wang G, Cheng H, Wei C, Qi K, Sang W, et al. Potent anti-leukemia activities of humanized CD19-targeted Chimeric antigen receptor T (CAR-T) cells in patients with relapsed/refractory acute lymphoblastic leukemia. Am J Hematol. (2018) 93:851–858. doi: 10.1002/ajh.25108

 9. Kalos M, Levine B, Porter D, Katz S, Grupp A, Bagg A, et al. T cells with chimeric antigen receptors have potent antitumor effects and can establish memory in patients with advanced leukemia. Sci Transl Med. (2011) 3:95ra73. doi: 10.1126/scitranslmed.3002842

 10. U.S. Food and Drug Administration. FDA Approves CAR-T Cell Therapy to Treat Adults With Certain Types of Large B-Cell Lymphoma. (2017). [online] Available online at: https://www.fda.gov/newsevents/newsroom/pressannouncements/ucm581216.htm

 11. European Medicines Agency. (2018). First two CAR-T cell medicines recommended for approval in the European Union. [online] Available online at: https://www.ema.europa.eu/news/first-two-car-t-cell-medicines-recommended-approval-european-union.

 12. Leuci V, Casucci GM, Grignani G, Rotolo R, Rossotti U, Vigna E, et al. CD44v6 as innovative sarcoma target for CAR-redirected CIK cells. Oncoimmunology (2018) 7: e1423167. doi: 10.1080/2162402X.2017.1423167

 13. Todaro M, Gaggianesi M, Catalano V, Benfante A, Iovino F, Biffoni M, et al. CD44v6 is a marker of constitutive and reprogrammed cancer stem cells driving colon cancer metastasis. Cell Stem Cell. (2014) 14:342–56. doi: 10.1016/j.stem.2014.01.009

 14. Suarez ER, Chang de K, Sun J, Sui J, Freeman GJ, Signoretti S, et al. Chimeric antigen receptor T cells secreting anti-PD-L1 antibodies more effectively regress renal cell carcinoma in a humanized mouse model. Oncotarget (2016) 7:34341–55. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.9114

 15. Lamers CHJ, Klaver Y, Gratama JWC, Sleijfer S, Debets R. Treatment of metastatic renal cell carcinoma (mRCC) with CAIX CAR-engineered T-cells-a completed study overview. Biochem Soc Trans. (2016) 44:951–9. doi: 10.1042/BST20160037

 16. Thistlethwaite F, Gilham D, Guest R, Rothwell D, Pillai M, Burt D, et al. The clinical efficacy of first-generation carcinoembryonic antigen (CEACAM5)-specific CAR T cells is limited by poor persistence and transient pre-conditioning-dependent respiratory toxicity. Cancer Immunol Immonother. (2017) 66:1425–36. doi: 10.1007/s00262-017-2034-7

 17. Hoseini S, Cheung N. Immunotherapy of hepatocellular carcinoma using chimeric antigen receptors and bispecific antibodies. Cancer Lett. (2017) 339:44–52. doi: 10.1016/j.canlet.2017.04.013

 18. Zhu X, Cai H, Zhao L, Ning L, Lang J. CAR T cell therapy for ovarian cancer: from the bench to the bedside. Oncotarget (2017) 8:64607–21. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.19929

 19. Vora P, Chokshi C, Qazi M, Venugopal C, Mahendram S, Singh M, et al. The efficacy of CD133 BiTEs and CAR-T cells in preclinical model of recurrent glioblastoma [abstract]. In: Proceedings of the Second CRI-CIMT-EATI-AACR International Cancer Immunotherapy Conference: Translating Science Into Survival. (2016) Sept 25–28; New York, NY; Philadelphia, PA: AACR. Cancer Immunol Res. (2016) 4(11 Suppl):Abstract nr B079. doi: 10.1158/2326-6066.IMM2016-B079

 20. Tchou J, Zhao Y, Levine B, Zhang P, Davis M, Melenhorst J, et al. Safety and efficacy of intratumoral injections of chimeric antigen receptor (CAR) T cells in metastatic breast cancer. Cancer Immunol Res. (2017) 5:1152–61. doi: 10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-17-0189

 21. Li H, Huang Y, Jiang D, Cui L, He Z, Wang C, et al. Antitumor activity of EGFR-specific CAR T cells against non-small-cell lung cancer cells in vitro and in mice. Cell Death Dis. 9:177. doi: 10.1038/s41419-017-0238-6

 22. Han J, Chu J, Keung C, Zhang J, Wang Y, Cohen J. CAR-engineered NK cells targeting wild-type EGFR and EGFRvIII Enhance killing of glioblastoma and patient-derived glioblastoma stem cells. Sci Rep. (2015). 5:11483. doi: 10.1038/srep11483

 23. Klampatsa A, Achkova D, Davies D, Parente-Pereira A, Woodman N, Rosekilly J, et al. Intracavitary ‘T4 immunotherapy’ of malignant mesothelioma using pan-ErbB re-targeted CAR T cells. Cancer Lett. (2017) 393:52–9. doi: 10.1016/j.canlet.2017.02.015

 24. Yu S, Li A, Liu Q, Li T, Yuan X, Han X, et al. Chimeric antigen receptor T cells: a novel therapy for solid tumors. J Hematol Oncol. (2017) 10:78. doi: 10.1186/s13045-017-0444-9

 25. Ang W, Li Z, Chi Z, Du S, Chen C, Tay J, et al. Intraperitoneal immunotherapy with T cells stably and transiently expressing anti-EpCAM CAR in xenograft models of peritoneal carcinomatosis. Oncotarget (2017) 8:13545–59. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.14592

 26. Chow K, Naik S, Kakarla S, Brawley V, Shaffer D, Yi Z, et al. T cells redirected to EphA2 for the immunotherapy of glioblastoma. Mol Ther. (2013) 21:629–37. doi: 10.1038/mt.2012.210

 27. Yu Z, Prinzing B, Cao F, Gottschalk S, Krenciute G. Optimizing EphA2-CAR T cells for the adoptive immunotherapy of glioma. Mol Ther Methods Clin Dev. (2018) 9:70–80. doi: 10.1016/j.omtm.2018.01.009

 28. Wang Z, Li B, Ren Y, Ye Z. T-cell-based immunotherapy for osteosarcoma: challenges and opportunities. Front Immunol. (2016) 7:353. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2016.00353

 29. Yu J, Wu X, Yan J, Yu H, Xu L, Chi Z, et al. Anti-GD2/4-1BB chimeric antigen receptor T cell therapy for the treatment of Chinese melanoma patients. J Hematol Oncol. (2018) 11:1. doi: 10.1186/s13045-017-0548-2

 30. Prapa M, Galdrer S, Spano C, Bestagno M, Golinelli G, Grisendi G, et al. A novel anti-GD2/4-1BB chimeric antigen receptor triggers neuroblastoma cell killing. Oncotarget (2015) 6:24884–24894. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.4670

 31. Gargett T, Yu W, Dotti G, Yvon E, Christo S, Hayball J, et al. GD2-specific CAR T cells undergo potent activation and deletion following antigen encounter but can be protected from activation-induced cell death by PD-1 blockade. Mol Ther. (2016) 24:1135–49. doi: 10.1038/mt.2016.63

 32. Zhiwu J, Jiang X, Chen S, Lai Y, Wei X, Baiheng L, et al. Anti-GPC3-CAR T cells suppress the growth of tumor cells in patient-derived xenografts of hepatocellular carcinoma. Front Immunol. 7:690. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2016.00690

 33. Magee M, Abraham T, Baybutt T, Flickinger J, Ridge N, Marszalowicz G, et al. Human GUCY2C-targeted chimeric antigen receptor (CAR)-expressing t cells eliminate colorectal cancer metastases. Cancer Immunol Res. (2018) 6:509–16. doi: 10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-16-0362

 34. Caballero I, Aira L, Lavastida A, Popa X, Rivero J, González J, et al. Safety and immunogenicity of a human epidermal growth factor receptor 1 (HER1)-based vaccine in prostate castration-resistant carcinoma patients: a dose-escalation phase I study trial. Front Pharmacol. 8:263. doi: 10.3389/fphar.2017.00263

 35. Sun M, Shi H, Liu C, Liu J, Liu X, Sun Y. Construction and evaluation of a novel humanized HER2-specific chimeric receptor. Breast Cancer Res. (2014) 16:R61. doi: 10.1186/bcr3674

 36. Han Y, Liu C, Li G, Li J, Ly X, Shi H, et al. Antitumor effects and persistence of a novel HER2 CAR T cells directed to gastric cancer in preclinical models. Am J Cancer Res. (2018) 8:106–119.

 37. Merker M, Pfirrmann V, Oelsner S, Fulda S, Klingebei T, Wels W, et al. Generation and characterization of ErbB2-CAR-engineered cytokine-induced killer cells for the treatment of high-risk soft tissue sarcoma in children. Oncotarget (2017) 8:66137–53. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.19821

 38. Ahmed N, Brawley V, Hegde M, Bielamowicz K, Kaira M, Landi D, et al. HER2-specific chimeric antigen receptor-modified virus-specific T cells for progressive glioblastoma: a phase 1 dose-escalation trial. JAMA Oncol. (2017) 3:1094–101. doi: 10.1001/jamaoncol.2017.0184

 39. Min I, Shevlin E, Vedvyas Y, Zaman M, Wyrwas B, Scognamiglio T, et al. CAR T therapy targeting ICAM-1 eliminates advanced human thyroid tumors. Clin Cancer Res. (2017) 23:7569–83. doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-2008

 40. Park S, Shevlin E, Vedvyas Y, Zaman M, Park S, Hsu Y, et al. Micromolar affinity CAR T cells to ICAM-1 achieves rapid tumor elimination while avoiding systemic toxicity. Sci Rep. (2017) 7:143666. doi: 10.1038/s41598-017-14749-3

 41. Pituch K, Miska J, Krenciute G, Panek W, Li G, Rodriguez-Cruz T, et al. Adoptive transfer of IL13Rα2-specific chimeric antigen receptor T cells creates a pro-inflammatory environment in glioblastoma. Mol Ther. (2018) 26:986–95. doi: 10.1016/j.ymthe.2018.02.001

 42. Brown C, Alizadeh D, Starr R, Weng L, Wagner J, Naranjo A, et al. Regression of glioblastoma after chimeric antigen receptor T-cell therapy. N Engl J Med. (2016) 375:2561–9. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa1610497

 43. Tomasini P, Walia P, Labbe C, Jao K, Leighl N. Targeting the KRAS pathway in non-small cell lung cancer. Oncologist (2016) 21:1450–60. doi: 10.1634/theoncologist.2015-0084

 44. Tran E, Robbins P, Lu Y, Prickett T, Gartner J, Jia L. T-cell transfer therapy targeting mutant KRAS in cancer. N Engl J Med. (2016) 375:2255–62. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa1609279

 45. Hong H, Brown C, Ostberg J, Priceman S, Chang W, Weng L, et al. L1 Cell adhesion molecule-specific chimeric antigen receptor-redirected human t cells exhibit specific and efficient antitumor activity against human ovarian cancer in mice. PLoS ONE (2016) 11:e0146885. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0146885

 46. Kim SH, Lee S, Lee CH, Lee MK, Kim YD, Shin DH, et al. Expression of cancer-testis antigens MAGE-A3/6 and NY-ESO-1 in non-small-cell lung carcinomas and their relationship with immune cell infiltration. Lung (2009) 187:401–11. doi: 10.1007/s00408-009-9181-3

 47. Thomas R, Al-Khadairi G, Roelands J, Hendrick W, Dermime S, Bedognetti D, et al. NY-ESO-1 based immunotherapy of cancer: current perspectives. Front Immunol. (2018) 9:947. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2018.00947

 48. Thayaparan T, Petrovic R, Achkova D, Zabinski T, Davies D, Klampatsa A, et al. CAR T-cell immunotherapy of MET-expressing malignant mesothelioma. Oncoimmunology (2017) 6:e1363137. doi: 10.1080/2162402X.2017.1363137

 49. O'Hara M, Stashwick C, Haas A, Tanyi J. Mesothelin as a target for chimeric antigen receptor-modified T cells as anticancer therapy. Immunotherapy (2016) 8:449–60. doi: 10.2217/imt.16.4

 50. Bronte G, Incorvaia L, Rizzo S, Passiglia F, Galvano A, Rizzo F, et al. The resistance related to targeted therapy in malignant pleural mesothelioma: why has not the target been hit yet? Oncology Hematology (2016) 107:20–32. doi: 10.1016/j.critrevonc.2016.08.011

 51. Sun Q, Zhou S, Zhao J, Deng C, Teng R, Zhao Y, et al. Engineered T lymphocytes eliminate lung metastases in models of pancreatic cancer. Oncotarget (2018) 9:13694–705. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.24122

 52. Liu Z, Rao M, Poiret T, Nava S, Meng Q, von Landenberg A, et al. Mesothelin as a novel biomarker and immunotherapeutic target in human glioblastoma. Oncotarget (2017) 8:80208–22. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.20303

 53. Koneru M, Purdon T, Spriggs D, Koneru S, Brentjens R. IL-12 secreting tumor-targeted chimeric antigen receptor T cells eradicate ovarian tumors in vivo. Oncoimmunology (2015) 4:e994446. doi: 10.4161/2162402X.2014.994446

 54. Lehner M, Götz Proff J, Schaft N, Dörrie J, Full F, et al. Redirecting T Cells to Ewing's Sarcoma Family of Tumors by a Chimeric NKG2D Receptor Expressed by Lentiviral Transduction or mRNA Transfection. PLoS ONE (2012) 7:e31210. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0031210

 55. Singh N, Kulikovskaya I, Barrett D, Binder-Scholl G, Jakobsen B, Martinez D, et al. T cells targeting NY-ESO-1 demonstrate efficacy against disseminated neuroblastoma. Oncoimmunology. (2016) 5:e1040216. doi: 10.1080/2162402X.2015.1040216

 56. Chueh A, Liew MS, Russel PA, Walkiewicz M, Jayachandran A, Starmans MHW, et al. Promoter hypomethylation of NY-ESO-1, association with clinicopathological features and PD-L1 expression in non-small cell lung cancer. Oncotarget (2017) 8:74036–48. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.18198

 57. Mohammed S, Sukumaran S, Bajgain P, Watanabe N, Heslop H, Rooney C, et al. Improving chimeric antigen receptor-modified T cell function by reversing the immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment of pancreatic cancer. Mol Ther. (2017) 25:249–58. doi: 10.1016/j.ymthe.2016.10.016

 58. Morgan R, Yang J, Kitano M, Dudley M, Laurencot C, Rosenberg S. Case report of a serious adverse event following the administration of T cells transduced with a chimeric antigen receptor recognizing ERBB2. Mol Ther. (2010) 18:843–51. doi: 10.1038/mt.2010.24

 59. Richman S, Nunez-Cruz S, Moghimi B, Gershenson Z, Mourelatos Z, Barret D, et al. High-Affinity GD2-Specific CAR T cells induce fatal encephalitis in a preclinical neuroblastoma model. Cancer Immunol Res. (2018) 6:36–46. doi: 10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-17-0211

 60. Jones BS, Lamb LS, Goldman F, Di Stasi A. Improving the safety of cell therapy products by suicide gene transfer. Front Pharmacol. (2014) 5:254. doi: 10.3389/fphar.2014.00254

 61. June CH, O'Connor RS, Kawalekar OU, Ghassemi S, Milone MC. (2018). CAR T cell immunotherapy for human cancer. Science 359:1361–5. doi: 10.1126/science.aar6711

 62. Walseng E, Köksal H, Sektioglu IM, Fåne A, Skorstad G, Kvalheim G, et al. A TCR-based Chimeric Antigen Receptor. Sci Rep. (2017) 7:10713. doi: 10.1038/s41598-017-11126-y

 63. Zhen Y, Qin L, Ortiz Zacarias NV, de Vries H, Han GW, Gustavsson M, et al. Structure of CC chemokine receptor 2 with orthosteric and allosteric antagonists. Nature (2016) 540:458–61. doi: 10.1038/nature20605

 64. Moon EK, Carpenito C, Sun J, Wang LC, Kapoor V, Predina J, et al. Expression of a functional CCR2 receptor enhances tumor localization and tumor eradication by retargeted human T cells expressing a mesothelin-specific chimeric antibody receptor. Clin Cancer Res. (2011) 17:4719–30. doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-11-0351

 65. Craddock JA, Lu A, Bear A, Pule M, Brenner MK, Rooney CM, et al. Enhanced tumor trafficking of GD2 chimeric antigen receptor T cells by expression of the chemokine receptor CCR2b. J Immunother. (2010) 33:780–8. doi: 10.1097/CJI.0b013e3181ee6675

 66. Adachi K, Kano Y, Nagai T, Okuyama N, Sakoda Y, Tamada K. IL-7 and CCL19 expression in CAR-T cells improves immune cell infiltration and CAR-T cell survival in the tumor. Nat Biotechnol. (2018) 36:346–51. doi: 10.1038/nbt.4086

 67. Yeku OO, Purdon TJ, Koneru M, Spriggs D, Brentjens RJ. Armored CAR T cells enhance antitumor efficacy and overcome the tumor microenvironment. Sci Rep. (2017) 7:10541. doi: 10.1038/s41598-017-10940-8

 68. Wang X, Chang WC, Wong CW, Colcher D, Sherman M, Ostberg JR, et al. A transgene-encoded cell surface polypeptide for selection, in vivo tracking, and ablation of engineered cells. Blood. (2011) 118:1255–63. doi: 10.1182/blood-2011-02-337360

 69. Zhu Q, Liu M, Dai L, Ying X, Ye H, Zhou Y, et al. Using immunoproteomics to identify tumor-associated antigens (TAAs) as biomarkers in cancer immunodiagnosis. Autoimmun Rev. (2013) 12:1123–8. doi: 10.1016/j.autrev.2013.06.015

 70. Valentini D, Rao M, Meng Q, von Landenberg A, Bartek J Jr, Sinclair G, et al. Identification of neoepitopes recognized by tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) from patients with glioma. Oncotarget. (2018) 9:19469–80. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.24955

 71. Yang Q, Roehrl M, Wang J. Proteomic profiling of antibody-inducing immunogens in tumor tissue identifies PSMA1, LAP3, ANXA3, and maspin as colon cancer markers. Oncotarget (2017) 9:3996–4019. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.23583

 72. Yang Q, Bavi P, Wang J, Roehrl M. Immuno-proteomic discovery of tumor tissue autoantigens identifies olfactomedin 4, CD11b, and integrin alpha-2 as markers of colorectal cancer with liver metastases. J Proteomics (2017) 168:53–65. doi: 10.1016/j.jprot.2017.06.021

 73. Cohen C, Gartner J, Horovitz-Fried M, Shamalov K, Trebska-McGowan K, Bliskovsky V, et al. Isolation of neoantigen-specific T cells from tumor and peripheral lymphocytes. J Clin Invest. (2015) 125:3981–91. doi: 10.1172/JCI82416

 74. Bjerregaard A, Nielsen M, Jurtz V, Barra C, Hadrup S, Szallasi Z, et al. An analysis of natural T cell responses to predicted tumor neoepitopes. Front Immunol. (2017) 8:1566. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2017.01566

 75. Karasaki T, Nagayama K, Kuwano H, Nitadori J, Sato M, Anraku M, et al. Prediction and prioritization of neoantigens: integration of RNA sequencing data with whole-exome sequencing. Cancer Sci. (2016) 108:170–7. doi: 10.1111/cas.13131

 76. Balachandran V, Luksza M, Zhao J, Makarov V, Moral J, Remark R, et al. Identification of unique neoantigen qualities in long-term survivors of pancreatic cancer. Nature (2017) 551:512–6. doi: 10.1038/nature24462

 77. Vonderheide R. The immune revolution: a case for priming, not checkpoint. Cancer Cell (2018) 33:563–9. doi: 10.1016/j.ccell.2018.03.008

 78. Beatty G, Winograd R, Evans R, Long K, Luque S, Jae W, et al. Exclusion of T cells from pancreatic carcinomas in mice is regulated by Ly6Clow F4/80+ extratumoral macrophages. Gastroenterology (2015) 149: 210. doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2015.04.010

 79. Bräunlein E, Krackhardt A. Identification and characterization of neoantigens as well as respective immune responses in cancer patients. Front Immunol. (2017) 8:1702. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2017.01702

 80. Mejstríková E, Borowitz J, Whitlock A, Brethon B, Trippett T, Guzmaier G, et al. CD19-negative relapse of pediatric B-cell precursor acute lymphoblastic leukemia following blinatumomab treatment. Blood Cancer J. (2017) 7:659. doi: 10.1038/s41408-017-0023-x

 81. Ruella M, Maus M. Catch me if you can: leukemia escape after CD19-directed T cell immunotherapies. Comput Struct Biotechnol J. (2016) 14:357–62. doi: 10.1016/j.csbj.2016.09.003

 82. Sotillo E, Barrett DM, Black KL, Bagashev A, Oldridge D, Wu G. Convergence of acquired mutations and alternative splicing of CD19 enables resistance to CART-19 immunotherapy. Cancer Discov. (2015) 5:1282–95. doi: 10.1158/2159-8290.CD-15-1020

 83. O'Rourke D, Nasrallah P, Desai A, Melenhorst J, Mansfield K, Morrissette et al. A single dose of peripherally infused EGFRvIII-directed CAR T cells mediates antigen loss and induces adaptive resistance in patients with recurrent glioblastoma. Sci Trans Med. (2017) 9:eaaa0984. doi: 10.1126/scitranslmed.aaa0984

 84. Krenciute G, Prinzing B, Yi Z, Wu M, Liu H, Dotti G, et al. Transgenic expression of IL15 improves antiglioma activity of IL13Rα2-CAR T cells but results in antigen loss variants. Cancer Immunol Res. (2017) 5:571–81. doi: 10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-16-0376

 85. Zah E, Lin M, Silva-Benedict A, Jensen M, Chen Y. T Cells Expressing CD19/CD20 bispecific chimeric antigen receptors prevent antigen escape by malignant B cells. Cancer Immunol Res. (2016) 4:498–508. doi: 10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-15-0231

 86. Wilkie S, van Schalkwyk M, Hobbs S, Davies D, van der Stegen S, Pereira A, et al. Dual targeting of ErbB2 and MUC1 in breast cancer using chimeric antigen receptors engineered to provide complementary signaling. J Clin Immunol. (2012) 32:1059–70. doi: 10.1007/s10875-012-9689-9

 87. Hegde M, Mukherjee M, Grada Z, Pignata A, Landi D, Navai S, et al. Tandem CAR T cells targeting HER2 and IL13Rα2 mitigate tumor antigen escape. J Clin Invest. (2016) 126:3036–52. doi: 10.1172/JCI83416

 88. Gulley J, Madan R, Pachynski R, Mulders P, Sheikh N, Trager J, et al. Role of antigen spread and distinctive characteristics of immunotherapy in cancer treatment. J Natl Cancer Inst. (2017) 109:djw261. doi: 10.1093/jnci/djw261

 89. Corbière V, Chapiro J, Stroobant V, Ma W, Lurquin C, Leth é B, et al. Antigen spreading contributes to MAGE vaccination-induced regression of melanoma metastases. Cancer Res. (2011) 71:1253–62. doi: 10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-10-2693

 90. Tosch C, Bastien B, Barraud L, Grellier B, Nourtier V, Gantzer M, et al. Viral based vaccine TG4010 induces broadening of specific immune response and improves outcome in advanced NSCLC. J Immunother Cancer (2017) 5:70. doi: 10.1186/s40425-017-0274-x

 91. Beatty G, Haas A, Maus M, Torigian D, Soulen M, Plesa G, et al. Mesothelin-specific chimeric antigen receptor mRNA-engineered T cells induce anti-tumor activity in solid malignancies. Cancer Immunol Res. (2014) 2:112–20. doi: 10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-13-0170

 92. Evans RA, Diamond MS, Rech AJ, Chao T, Richardson MW, Lin JH, et al. Lack of immunoediting in murine pancreatic cancer reversed with neoantigen. JCI Insight (2016) 1:e88328. doi: 10.1172/jci.insight.88328

 93. Patel K, Olivares S, Singh H, Hurton LV, Huls MH, Qazilbash MH, et al. Combination immunotherapy with NY-ESO-1-specific CAR+ T cells with T-cell vaccine improves anti-myeloma effect. Blood 128:3366.

 94. Vignalia D, Kallikourdis M. Improving homing in T cell therapy. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. (2017) 36:107–16. doi: 10.1016/j.cytogfr.2017.06.009

 95. Hanahan D, Coussens L. Accessories to the crime: functions of cells recruited to the tumor microenvironment. Cancer Cell (2012) 21:309–22. doi: 10.1016/j.ccr.2012.02.022

 96. Ager A. High endothelial venules and other blood vessels: critical regulators of lymphoid organ development and function. Front Immunol. (2017) 8: 45. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2017.00045

 97. Daenen LG, Shaked Y, Man S, Xu P, Voest E, Hoffman R, et al. Low-dose metronomic cyclophosphamide combined with vascular disrupting therapy induces potent antitumor activity in preclinical human tumor xenograft models. Mol Cancer Ther. (2009) 8:2872–81. doi: 10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-09-0583

 98. Yang J, Yan J, Liu B. Targeting VEGF/VEGFR to modulate antitumor immunity. Front Immunol. (2018) 9:978. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2018.00978

 99. Martinet L, Le Guellec S, Filleron T, Lamant L, Meyer N, Rochaix P, et al. High endothelial venules (HEVs) in human melanoma lesions: Major gateways for tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes. Oncoimmunology (2012) 1:829–39. doi: 10.4161/onci.20492

 100. Kistner L, Doll D, Holtorf A, Nitsche U, Janssen K. Interferon-inducible CXC-chemokines are crucial immune modulators and survival predictors in colorectal cancer. Oncotarget. (2017) 8:89998–90012. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.21286

 101. Moon EK, Wang LS, Bekdache K, Lynn RC, Lo A, Thorne SH, et al. Intra-tumoral delivery of CXCL11 via a vaccinia virus, but not by modified T cells, enhances the efficacy of adoptive T cell therapy and vaccines. Oncoimmunology (2018) 7:e1395997. doi: 10.1080/2162402X.2017.1395997

 102. Wang L, Lo A, Scholler J, Sun J, Majumdar R, Kapoor V, et al. Targeting fibroblast activation protein in tumor stroma with chimeric antigen receptor T cells can inhibit tumor growth and augment host immunity without severe toxicity. Cancer Immunol Res. (2014) 2:154–66. doi: 10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-13-0027

 103. Lo A, Li CP, Buza EL, Blomberg R, Govindaraju P, Avery D, et al. Fibroblast activation protein augments progression and metastasis of pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma. JCI Insight (2017) 5:92232. doi: 10.1172/jci.insight.92232

 104. Schuberth PC, Hagedorn C, Jensen SM, Gulati P, van den Broek M, Mischo A, et al. Treatment of malignant pleural mesothelioma by fibroblast activation protein-specific re-directed T cells. J Transl Med. (2013) 11:187. doi: 10.1186/1479-5876-11-187

 105. Tran E, Chinnasamy D, Yu Z, Morgan R, Lee C, Restifo N, et al. Immune targeting of fibroblast activation protein triggers recognition of multipotent bone marrow stromal cells and cachexia. J Exp Med. 210:1125–35. doi: 10.1084/jem.20130110

 106. Priceman S, Tilakawardane D, Jeang B, Aguilar B, Murad JP, Park AK, et al. Regional delivery of chimeric antigen receptor-engineered T cells effectively targets HER2+ breast cancer metastasis to the brain. Clin Cancer Res. (2018) 24:95–105. doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-2041

 107. Nellan A, Rota C, Majzner R, Lester-McCully CM, Griesinger AM, Mulcahy Levy JM, et al. Durable regression of Medulloblastoma after regional and intravenous delivery of anti-HER2 chimeric antigen receptor T cells. J Immunother Cancer (2018) 6:30. doi: 10.1186/s40425-018-0340-z

 108. Katz SC, Point GR, Cunetta M, Thorn M, Guha P, Espat NJ, et al. Regional CAR-T cell infusions for peritoneal carcinomatosis are superior to systemic delivery. Cancer Gene Ther. (2016) 23:142–8. doi: 10.1038/cgt.2016.14

 109. Renner K, Singer K, Koehl G, Geissler E, Peter K, Siska P, et al. Metabolic hallmarks of tumor and immune cells in the tumor microenvironment. Front Immunol. (2017) 8:248. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2017.00248

 110. Oliver AJ, Lau PKH, Unsworth AS, Loi S, Darcy PK, Kershaw MH, et al. Tissue-dependent tumor microenvironments and their impact on immunotherapy responses. Front Immunol. (2018) 9:70. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2018.00070

 111. Wherry JE, Kurachi M. Molecular and cellular insights into T cell exhaustion. Nat Rev Immunol. (2015) 15:486–99. doi: 10.1038/nri3862

 112. Viganò S, Banga R, Bellanger F, Pellaton C, Farina A, Comte D, et al. CD160-associated CD8+ T-cell functional impairment is independent of PD-1 expression. PLoS Pathog. (2014) 10:e1004380. doi: 10.1371/journal.ppat.1004380

 113. Anderson AC, Joller N, Kuchroo VK. Lag-3, Tim-3, and TIGIT: co-inhibitory receptors with specialized functions in immune regulation. Immunity (2016) 44:989–1004. doi: 10.1016/j.immuni.2016.05.001

 114. Fuhlbrigge RC, Kieffer JD, Armerding D, Kupper T. Cutaneous lymphocyte antigen is a specialized form of PSGL-1 expressed on skin-homing T cells. Nature (1997) 389:978–81. doi: 10.1038/40166

 115. Sackstein R, Schatton T, Barthel SR. T-Lymphocyte homing: an underappreciated yet critical hurdle for successful cancer immunotherapy. Lab Invest. (2017) 97:669–97. doi: 10.1038/labinvest.2017.25

 116. Poggi A, Varesano S, Zocchi MR. How to hit mesenchymal stromal cells and make the tumor microenvironment immunostimulant rather than immunosuppressive. Front Immunol. 9:262. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2018.00262

 117. Morrot A, Marques de Fonseca L, Salustiano E, Gentile LB, Conde L, Filardi AA, et al. Metabolic symbiosis and immunomodulation: how tumor cell-derived lactate may disturb innate and adaptive immune responses. Front Oncol. (2018) 8: 81. doi: 10.3389/fonc.2018.00081

 118. Beavis PA, Henderson MA, Giuffrida L, Mills JK, Sek K, Cross RS, et al. Targeting the adenosine 2A receptor enhances chimeric antigen receptor T cell efficacy. J Clin Invest. (2017) 127:929–41. doi: 10.1172/JCI89455

 119. Fraietta JA, Lacey SF, Orlando EJ, Pruteanu-Malinici I, Gohil M, Lundh S, et al. Determinants of response and resistance to CD19 chimeric antigen receptor (CAR) T cell therapy of chronic lymphocytic leukemia. Nat Med. (2018) 24:563–71. doi: 10.1038/s41591-018-0010-1

 120. Buck D, Noguchi T, Curtis JD, Chen Q, Gindin M, Gubin MM, et al. Metabolic competition in the tumor microenvironment is a driver of cancer progression. Cell (2015) 162:1229–41. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2015.08.016

 121. Ohta A. A metabolic immune checkpoint: adenosine in tumor microenvironment. Front Immunol. (2016) 7:109. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2016.00109

 122. MacIver N, Rathmell JC. Editorial overview: metabolism of T cells: integrating nutrients, signals, and cell fate. Curr Opin Immunol. (2017) 46:8–11. doi: 10.1016/j.coi.2017.06.002

 123. Siska PJ, Beckermann KE, Mason FM, Andrejeva G, Greenplate AR, Sendor AB, et al. Mitochondrial dysregulation and glycolytic insufficiency functionally impair CD8+ T cells infiltrating human renal cell carcinoma. JCI Insight (2017) 2:e93411. doi: 10.1172/jci.insight.93411

 124. Ligtenberg MA, Mougiakakos D, Mukhopadhyay M, Witt K, Lladser A, Chmielewski M, et al. Coexpressed catalase protects chimeric antigen receptor–redirected T cells as well as bystander cells from oxidative stress–induced loss of antitumor activity. J Immunol. (2016) 196:759–66. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.1401710

 125. Juillerat A, Marechal A, Filhol JM, Valogne Y, Valton J, Duclert A, et al. An oxygen sensitive self-decision making engineered CAR T-cell. Sci Rep. (2017) 7:39833. doi: 10.1038/srep39833

 126. Moon EK, Wang LC, Dolvi DV, Wilson CB, Ranganathan R, Sun J, et al. Multifactorial T cell hypofunction that is reversible can limit the efficacy of chimeric antibody receptor-transduced human T cells in solid tumors. Clin Cancer Res. (2014) 20:4262–73. doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-13-2627

 127. Langer CJ, Gadgeel SM, Borghaei H, Papadimitrakopoulou AV, Patnaik A, Powell SF, et al. Carboplatin and pemetrexed with or without pembrolizumab for advanced, non-squamous non-small-cell lung cancer: a randomised, phase 2 cohort of the open-label KEYNOTE-021 study. Lancet Oncol. (2016) 17:1497–508. doi: 10.1016/S1470-2045(16)30498-3

 128. Sul J, Blumenthal G, Jian X, He K, Keegan P, Pazdur R. FDA approval summary: pembrolizumab for the treatment of patients with metastatic non-small cell lung cancer whose tumors express programmed death-ligand 1. Oncologist (2016) 21:643–50. doi: 10.1634/theoncologist.2015-0498

 129. Hodi FS, O'Day SJ, McDermott DF, Weber RW, Sosman JA, Haanen JB, et al. Improved survival with ipilimumab in patients with metastatic melanoma. N Engl J Med. (2010) 363:711–23. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa1003466

 130. Wu L, Yun Z, Tagawa T, Rey-McIntyre K, de Perrot M. CTLA-4 blockade expands infiltrating T cells and inhibits cancer cell repopulation during the intervals of chemotherapy in murine mesothelioma. Mol Cancer Ther. (2012) 11:1809–19. doi: 10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-11-1014

 131. Wu X, Li J, Connolly EM, Liao X, Ouyang J, Giobbie-Hurder A, et al. Combined anti-VEGF and anti-CTLA-4 therapy elicits humoral immunity to galectin-1 which is associated with favorable clinical outcomes. Cancer Immunol Res. (2017) 5:446–54. doi: 10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-16-0385

 132. Wu X, Giobbie-Hurder A, Connolly EM, Li J, Liao X, Severgnini M, et al. Anti-CTLA-4 based therapy elicits humoral immunity to galectin-3 in patients with metastatic melanoma. Oncoimmunology (2018) 7:e1440930. doi: 10.1080/2162402X.2018.1440930

 133. Li S, Siriwon N, Zhang X, Yang S, Jin T, He F, et al. Enhanced cancer immunotherapy by chimeric antigen receptor-modified T cells engineered to secrete checkpoint inhibitors. Clin Cancer Res. (2017) 23:6982–92. doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-0867

 134. Rafiq S, Yeku OO, Jackson HJ, Purdon TJ, van Leeuwen DG, Drakes DJ, et al. Targeted delivery of a PD-1-blocking scFv by CAR-T cells enhances anti-tumor efficacy in vivo. Nat Biotechnol. (2018) 36:847–56. doi: 10.1038/nbt.4195

 135. Xie J, Zhou Z, Jiao S, Li X. Construction of an anti-programmed death-ligand 1 chimeric antigen receptor and determination of its antitumor function with transduced cells. Oncol Lett. (2018) 16:157–66. doi: 10.3892/ol.2018.8617

 136. Yoon DH, Osborn MJ, Tolar J, Kim CJ. Incorporation of immune checkpoint blockade into chimeric antigen receptor T cells (CAR-Ts): combination or built-In CAR-T. Int J Mol Sci. (2018) 9:340. doi: 10.3390/ijms19020340

 137. Chen N, Morello A, Tano Z, Adusumilli PS. CAR T-cell intrinsic PD-1 checkpoint blockade: A two-in-one approach for solid tumor immunotherapy. Oncoimmunology (2016) 6:e1273302. doi: 10.1080/2162402X.2016.1273302

 138. Rupp LJ, Schumann K, Roybal KT, Gate RE, Ye CJ, Lim WA, et al. CRISPR/Cas9-mediated PD-1 disruption enhances anti-tumor efficacy of human chimeric antigen receptor T cells. Sci Rep. (2017) 7:737. doi: 10.1038/s41598-017-00462-8

 139. Zhang Y, Zhang X, Cheng C, Mu W, Liu X, Li N, et al. CRISPR-Cas9 mediated LAG-3 disruption in CAR-T cells. Front Med. (2017) 11:554–62. doi: 10.1007/s11684-017-0543-6

 140. Hu B, Zou Y, Zhang L, Tang J, Niedermann G, Firat E, et al. Nucleofection with plasmid DNA for CRISPR/Cas9-mediated inactivation of programmed cell death protein 1 in CD133-Specific CAR T Cells. Hum Gene Ther (2018). doi: 10.1089/hum.2017.234. [Epub ahead of print].

 141. Liu X, Ranganathan R, Jian S, Fang C, Sun J, Kim S, et al. A chimeric switch-receptor targeting PD1 augments the efficacy of second generation CAR T-Cells in advanced solid tumors. Cancer Res. (2016) 76:1578–90. doi: 10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-15-2524

 142. Bajgain P, Tawinwung S, D'Elia L, Sukumaran S, Watanabe N, Hoyos V, et al. CAR T cell therapy for breast cancer: harnessing the tumor milieu to drive T cell activation. J Immunother Cancer (2018) 6:34. doi: 10.1186/s40425-018-0347-5

 143. Gedeon PC, Schaller TH, Chitneni SK, Choi BD, Kuan CT, Suryadevara CM, et al. A rationally designed fully human EGFRvIII:CD3-targeted bispecific antibody redirects human T cells to treat patient-derived intracerebral malignant glioma. Clin Cancer Res. (2018). doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-0126

 144. Grenga I, Donahue RN, Gargulak ML, Lepone LM, Roselli M, Bilusic M, et al. Anti-PD-L1/TGFβR2 (M7824) fusion protein induces immunogenic modulation of human urothelial carcinoma cell lines, rendering them more susceptible to immune-mediated recognition and lysis. Urol Oncol. (2017) 36:93.e1–93.e11. doi: 10.1016/j.urolonc.2017.09.027

 145. Zhang Y, Kurupati R, Liu L, Zhou XY, Zhang G, Hudaihed A, et al. Enhancing CD8+ T cell fatty acid catabolism within a metabolically challenging tumor microenvironment increases the efficacy of melanoma immunotherapy. Cancer Cell (2017) 32:377–91.e9. doi: 10.1016/j.ccell.2017.08.004

 146. Bucks CM, Norton JA, Boesteanu AC, Mueller YM, Katsikis PD. Chronic antigen stimulation alone is sufficient to drive CD8+T. Immunology (2009) 182:6697–708. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.0800997

 147. Thommen DS, Koelzer VH, Herzig P, Roller A, Trefny M, Dimeloe S, et al. A transcriptionally and functionally distinct PD-1+ CD8+ T cell pool with predictive potential in non-small-cell lung cancer treated with PD-1 blockade. Nat Med. (2018) 24:994–1004. doi: 10.1038/s41591-018-0057-z

 148. van den Brom RRH, van der Geest KSM, Brouwer E, Hospers GAP, Boots AMH. Enhanced expression of PD-1 and other activation markers by CD4+ T cells of young but not old patients with metastatic melanoma. Cancer Immunol Immunother. (2018) 67:925–33. doi: 10.1007/s00262-018-2148-6

 149. Chong EA, Melenhorst JJ, Lacey SF, Ambrose DE, Gonzalez V, Levine B, et al. PD-1 blockade modulates chimeric antigen receptor (CAR)–modified T cells: refueling the CAR. Blood (2017) 129:1039–41. doi: 10.1182/blood-2016-09-738245

 150. Chmielewski M, Abken H. CAR T cells releasing IL-18 convert to T-bethigh FoxO1low effectors that exhibit augmented activity against advanced solid tumors. Cell Rep. (2017) 21:3205–19. doi: 10.1016/j.celrep.2017.11.063

 151. Gattinoni L, Speiser DE, Lichterfeld M, Bonini C. T memory stem cells in health and disease. Nat Med. (2017) 23:18–27. doi: 10.1038/nm.4241

 152. Golubovskaya V, Wu L. Different subsets of T cells, memory, effector functions, and CAR-T immunotherapy. Cancers (2016) 8:36. doi: 10.3390/cancers8030036

 153. Chang JT, Wherry EJ, Goldrath AW. Molecular regulation of effector and memory T cell differentiation. Nat Immunol. (2014) 15:1104–15. doi: 10.1038/ni.3031

 154. Gattinoni L, Lugli E, Ji Y, Pos Z, Paulos CM, Quiqley MF, et al. A human memory T cell subset with stem cell-like properties. Nat Med. (2011) 17:1290–7. doi: 10.1038/nm.2446

 155. Wang X, Popplewell LL, Wagner J, Naranjo A, Blanchard S, Mott MR, et al. Phase 1 studies of central memory–derived CD19 CAR T–cell therapy following autologous HSCT in patients with B-cell NHL. Blood (2016) 127:2980–90. doi: 10.1182/blood-2015-12-686725

 156. Cieri N, Camisa B, Cocchiarella F, Forcato M, Oliveira G, Provasi E, et al. IL-7 and IL-15 instruct the generation of human memory stem T cells from naive precursors. Blood (2013) 121:573–84. doi: 10.1182/blood-2012-05-431718

 157. Gargett T, Brown MP. Different cytokine and stimulation conditions influence the expansion and immune phenotype of third-generation chimeric antigen receptor T cells specific for tumor antigen GD2. Cytotherapy (2015) 17:487–95. doi: 10.1016/j.jcyt.2014.12.002

 158. Lieber S, Reinartz S, Raifer H, Finkernagel F, Dreyer T, Bronger H, et al. Prognosis of ovarian cancer is associated with effector memory CD8+ T cell accumulation in ascites, CXCL9 levels and activation-triggered signal transduction in T cells. Oncoimmunology (2018) 7:e1424672. doi: 10.1080/2162402X.2018.1424672

 159. Blaeschke F, Stenger D, Kaeuferle T, Willier S, Lotfi R, Kaiser AD, et al. Induction of a central memory and stem cell memory phenotype in functionally active CD4+ and CD8+ CAR T cells produced in an automated good manufacturing practice system for the treatment of CD19+ acute lymphoblastic leukemia. Cancer Immunol Immunother. (2018) 67:1053–66. doi: 10.1007/s00262-018-2155-7

 160. Behr FM, Chuwonpad A, Stark R, van Gisbergen KPJM. Armed and ready: transcriptional regulation of tissue-resident memory CD8+ T cells. Front Immunol. (2018) 9:1770. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2018.01770

 161. Pan Y, Kupper TS. Metabolic reprogramming and longevity of tissue-resident memory T cells. Front Immunol. (2018) 9:1347. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2018.01347

 162. Wakim LM, Woodward-Davis A, Liu R, Hu Y, Villadangos J, Smyth G, et al. The molecular signature of tissue resident memory CD8+ T cells isolated from the brain. J Immunol. (2012) 189:3462–71. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.1201305

 163. Mackay E, Wynne-Jones D, Freestone DG, Pellicci LA, Mielke DM, Newman A, et al. T-box transcription factors combine with the cytokines TGF-β and IL-15 to control tissue-resident memory T cell fate. Immunity (2015) 43:1101–11. doi: 10.1016/j.immuni.2015.11.008

 164. Kumar B, Wenji M, Miron M, Granlot T, Guyer R, Carpenter D, et al. Human tissue-resident memory T cells are defined by core transcriptional and functional signatures in lymphoid and mucosal sites. Cell Rep. (2017) 20:2921–34. doi: 10.1016/j.celrep.2017.08.078

 165. Mackay LK, Minnich M, Kragten NA, Liao Y, Nota B, Seillet C, et al. Hobit and Blimp1 instruct a universal transcriptional program of tissue residency in lymphocytes. Science (2016) 352:459–63. doi: 10.1126/science.aad2035

 166. Lotem J, Levanon D, Negreanu V, Leshkowitz D, Friedlander G, Groner Y. Runx3-mediated transcriptional program in cytotoxic lymphocytes. PLoS ONE (2013) 8:e80467. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0080467

 167. Cruz-Guilloty F, Pipkin ME, Djuretic IM, Levanon D, Lotem J, Lichtenheld MG, et al. Runx3 and T-box proteins cooperate to establish the transcriptional program of effector CTLs. J Exp Med. (2009) 206:51–9. doi: 10.1084/jem.20081242

 168. Ganesan AP, Clarke J, Wood O, Garrido-Martin EM, Chee SJ, Mellows T, et al. Tissue-resident memory features are linked to the magnitude of cytotoxic T cell responses in human lung cancer. Nat Immunol. (2017) 18:940–50. doi: 10.1038/ni.3775

 169. Nizard M, Roussel H, Diniz MO, Karaki S, Tran T, Voron T, et al. Induction of resident memory T cells enhances the efficacy of cancer vaccine. Nat Commun. (2017) 8:15221. doi: 10.1038/ncomms15221

 170. Chinnasamy D, Yu Z, Kerkar SP, Zhang L, Morgan RA, Restifo NP, et al. Local delivery of interleukin-12 using T cells targeting VEGF receptor-2 eradicates multiple vascularized tumors in mice. Clin Cancer Res. (2012) 18:1672–83. doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-11-3050

 171. Yeku OO, Brentjens RJ. Armored CAR T-cells: utilizing cytokines and pro-inflammatory ligands to enhance CAR T-cell anti-tumour efficacy. Biochem Soc Trans. (2016) 44:412–8. doi: 10.1042/BST20150291

 172. Huang Q, Xia J, Wang L, Wang X, Ma X, Deng Q, et al. miR-153 suppresses IDO1 expression and enhances CAR T cell immunotherapy. J Hematol Oncol. (2018) 11:58. doi: 10.1186/s13045-018-0600-x

 173. Fang Z, Wen C, Chen X, Yin R, Zhang C, Wang X, et al. Myeloid-derived suppressor cell and macrophage exert distinct angiogenic and immunosuppressive effects in breast cancer. Oncotarget (2017) 8:54173–86. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.17013

 174. Dalton HJ, Pradeep S, McGuire M, Hailemichael Y, Ma S, Lyons Y, et al. Macrophages facilitate resistance to anti-VEGF therapy by altered VEGFR expression. Clin Cancer Res. (2017) 23:7034–46. doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-0647

 175. Textor A, Listopad JJ, Wührmann LL, Perez C, Kruschinski A, Chmielewski M, et al. Efficacy of CAR T-cell therapy in large tumors relies upon stromal targeting by IFNγ. Cancer Res. (2014) 74:6796–805. doi: 10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-14-0079

 176. Long AH, Highfill SL, Cui Y, Smith JP, Walker AJ, Ramakrishna S, et al. Reduction of MDSCs with all-trans retinoic acid improves CAR therapy efficacy for sarcomas. Cancer Immunol Res. (2016) 4:869–80. doi: 10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-15-0230

 177. Noman MZ, Desantis G, Janji B, Hasmim M, Karray S, Dessen P, et al. PD-L1 is a novel direct target of HIF-1α, and its blockade under hypoxia enhanced MDSC-mediated T cell activation. J Exp Med. (2014) 211:781–90. doi: 10.1084/jem.20131916

 178. Salter AI, Ivey RG, Kennedy JJ, Voillet V, Rajan A, Alderman EJ, et al. Phosphoproteomic analysis of chimeric antigen receptor signaling reveals kinetic and quantitative differences that affect cell function. Sci Signal. (2018) 11:eaat6753. doi: 10.1126/scisignal.aat6753

 179. Priceman SJ, Gerdts EA, Tilakawardane D, Kennewick KT, Murad JP, Park AK, et al. Co-stimulatory signaling determines tumor antigen sensitivity and persistence of CAR T cells targeting PSCA+ metastatic prostate cancer. Oncoimmunology (2017) 7:e1380764. doi: 10.1080/2162402X.2017.1380764

 180. Quintarelli C, Orlando D, Boffa I, Guercio M, Polito VA, Petretto A, et al. Choice of costimulatory domains and of cytokines determines CAR T-cell activity in neuroblastoma. Oncoimmunology 7:e1433518. doi: 10.1080/2162402X.2018.1433518

 181. Guedan S, Posey AD Jr, Shaw C, Wing A, Da T, Patel PR, et al. Enhancing CAR T cell persistence through ICOS and 4-1BB costimulation. JCI Insight (2018) 3:96976. doi: 10.1172/jci.insight.96976

 182. Eyquem J, Mansilla-Soto J, Giavridis T, van der Stegen S, Hamieh M, Cunanan K, et al. (2017). Targeting a CAR to the TRAC locus with CRISPR/Cas9 enhances tumour rejection. Nature 543:113–7. doi: 10.1038/nature21405

 183. Legut M, Dolton G, Mian AA, Ottmann OG, Sewell AK. CRISPR-mediated TCR replacement generates superior anticancer transgenic T cells. Blood (2018) 131:311–22. doi: 10.1182/blood-2017-05-787598

 184. Ren J, Zhao Y. Advancing chimeric antigen receptor T cell therapy with CRISPR/Cas9. Protein Cell (2017) 8:634–43. doi: 10.1007/s13238-017-0410-x

 185. Ren J, Zhang X, Liu X, Fang C, Jiang S, June CH, et al. A versatile system for rapid multiplex genome-edited CAR T cell generation. Oncotarget (2017) 8:17002–11. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.15218

 186. Ruella M, Kenderian SS. Next-generation chimeric antigen receptor t-cell therapy: going off the shelf. BioDrugs (2017) 31:473–81. doi: 10.1007/s40259-017-0247-0

 187. Qasim W, Zhan H, Samarasinghe S, Adams S, Amrolia P, Stafford S, et al. Molecular remission of infant B-ALL after infusion of universal TALEN gene-edited CAR T cells. Sci Trans Med. (2017) 9:eaaj2013. doi: 10.1126/scitranslmed.aaj2013

 188. Torikai H, Reik A, Soldner F, Warren E, Yuen C, Zhou Y, et al. Toward eliminating HLA class I expression to generate universal cells from allogeneic donors. Blood (2013) 122:1341–9. doi: 10.1182/blood-2013-03-478255

 189. Provasi E, Genovese P, Lombardo A, Magnani Z, Liu PQ, Reik A, et al. Editing T cell specificity towards leukemia by zinc finger nucleases and lentiviral gene transfer. Nat Med. (2012) 18:807–15. doi: 10.1038/nm.2700

 190. Kulemzin SV, Gorchakov AA, Chikaev AN, Kuznetsova VV, Volkova OY, Matvienko DA, et al. VEGFR2-specific FnCAR effectively redirects the cytotoxic activity of T cells and YT NK cells. Oncotarget (2018) 9:9021–9. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.24078

 191. Han X, Cinay GE, Zhao Y, Guo Y, Zhang X, Wang P. Adnectin-based design of chimeric antigen receptor for T cell engineering. Mol Ther. (2017) 25:2466–76. doi: 10.1016/j.ymthe.2017.07.009

 192. Cunhaa SR, Mohlera PJ. Ankyrin protein networks in membrane formation and stabilization. J Cell Mol Med. (2009) 13:4364–76. doi: 10.1111/j.1582-4934.2009.00943.x

 193. Siegler E, Li S, Kim YJ, Wang P. Designed ankyrin repeat proteins as Her2 targeting domains in chimeric antigen receptor-engineered T cells. Hum Gene Ther. (2017) 28:726–36. doi: 10.1089/hum.2017.021

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.

Copyright © 2019 Martinez and Moon. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) 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.

OPS/images/fimmu-10-00128-t002.jpg
Inhibitory
receptor

A2AR
CTLA-4

CD160
LAG-3
PD-1

TIM-3

TIGIT

Full name

Adenosine 2A receptor

Cytotoxic T lymphocyte
antigen-4

Cluster of differentiation
160

Lymphocyte activation
gene 3

Programmed cell death 1

T cell immunoglobulin-3

T cell immunoglobulin
and ITIM domain

Ligand(s)

Adenosine
CDe0, CD86

MHC Class |, herpesvirus
entry mediator (HVEM) (112)

MHC Class Il

Programmed cell death ligand
1(PD-L1), PD-L2

Galectin-9 (Gal9),
phosphatidylserine (PtdSer),
high mobility group protein B1
(HMGB1), Ceacam-1 (113)
PVR (CD165) >> PVRL2
(CD112), PVRL3 (113)





OPS/images/fimmu-10-00128-g003.gif





OPS/images/fimmu-10-00128-t001.jpg
Target TAA

CD44vée

GAIX (carbonic anhydrase X)

GEA (carcinoembryonic antigen)

CD133

o-Met (Hepatocyte growth factor
receptor)

EGFR (epidermal growth factor
receptor)

EGFRVIl (type lll variant
epidermal growth factor
receptor)

Epcam (epithelial cell adhesion
molecule)

EphA2 (Erythropoetin producing
hepatocellular carcinoma A2)
Fetal acetylcholine receptor
FRa (folate receptor alpha)

GD2 (Ganglioside GD2)

GPC3 (Glypican-3)

GUCY2G (Guanylyl cyclase C)

HER1 (human epidermal growth
factor receptor 1)

HER2 (human epidermal growth
factor receptor 2) (ERBB2)

ICAM-1 (Intercellular adhesion
molecule 1)

1L13Ra2 (interleukin 13 receptor
«2)
IL11Ru (interleukin 11 receptor o)

Kras (Kirsten rat sarcoma viral

oncogene homolog)
Kras G120

L1CAM (L1-cell adhesion
molecule)

MAGE

MET

Mesothelin

MUCT (mucin 1)

MUCH6 ecto (mucin 16)

NKG2D (natural kiler group 2
member D)
NY-ESO-1

PSCA (prostate stem cell
antigen)
WT-1 Wilms tumor 1)

“Recruiting/not yet recruiting studies listed.

Solid tumors expressing target TAA

(Metastasized) colon cancer, soft tissue sarcoma (STS),
possible marker for many metastasizing tumors
(12,13)

Metastatic clear cell renal cell carcinoma (ccRCC)
(14,15)

Ovarian, gastrointestinal, colorectal, hepatocellular
carcinoma (HCC)

(16-18)

Ovarian, glioblastoma (GBM), HCC
(17-19)
Breast (60%), melanoma, HCC

(20)

NSCLC, GBM, sarcoma, malignant pleural
mesothelioma (MPM) (79.29%), retinoblastoma, glioma,
medulloblastoma, osteosarcoma, Ewing sarcoma
(@1-23)

GBM (24-67%), glioma, colorectal, sarcoma, pancreatic

(16,24)

HCC, lung, ovarian, colorectal, breast, gastric, stomach,
esophogeal, pancreatic, liver, prostate, gynecological
cancers, nasopharyngeal carcinoma

(16,25)
GBM, glioma

(26,27)

Osteosarcoma, rhabdomyosarcoma (28)

Ovarian (90%), urothefial bladder carcinoma

(14)

Neuroblastoma, melanoma, osteosarcoma (100%),
thabdomyosarcoma (13%), Ewing’s sarcoma (20%),
cervical

(29-32)

HCC, squamous cell carcinoma (SCC)

17

Metastatic colorectal (33)
Lung, prostate (1, 34)

Breast (25-80%), ovarian (26-30%), osteosarcoma
(60%), GBM (80%), medulloblastoma (40%), gastric,
MPM (6.3%), sarcoma, pediatric CNS

(23,24,35-38)

Thyroid (60%)
(39, 40)

Glioma, GBM

@1, 42)

Osteosarcoma

@8)

Lung adenocarcinoma (30%), pancreatic

“3)

Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDA), colorectal,
lung

(44)

Ovarian

45)

NSCLC (MAGE-A3/6), metastatic melanoma (70%
MAGE-A1-5)

(46, 47)

MPM (67%)

(48)

PDA (up to 100%), MPM (85%), Ovarian (70%), lung
adenocarcinoma (53%, advanced; 69%, early stage),
GBM

(49-52)

HCC, NSCLC, pancreatic, breast, glioma, colorectal,
gastric
17

Ovarian
(18, 53)
Ewing’s sarcoma, osteosarcoma, ovarian (18, 54)

Liposarcoma (>89%), neuroblastoma (82%), synovial
sarcoma (80%), melanoma (46%), ovarian (43%), breast
(46%), GBM, NSCLC

(47,55, 56)

Pancreatic, prostate

67)

Ovarian

(17

Type of CAR

28 CAR-CIK/ HSV-TK
suicide gene

CD4rm-y

cD3g

BB

BB; MRNA

c-Met/PDL-1
28/BB;
«-CTLA-4/PD-1
12
BBY/EGFR806/
{EGFR suicide gene

{EGFR suicide gene

BBg+pembrolizumab

25

cD3;
4SCAR (4th gen)

3rd genvinducible
Caspase-9/IL-15
28/OXA0/CONZY
ico

CTR (L7 receptor)
4SCAR

4SCAR/GT

BBYAEGFR

BB
3rdgen

BBY/CD19

HER2-AdVST +
oncolytic adenovirus

3rd gen

28

a7

BBY/ACD19 Ty

3rd gen

BBY/CD19
28

ACT

28

TCR-directed therapy

28

?

PD-1/TCR KO
oCTLA-4/PD-1
aPD-1
PD-1KO

aPD-1

BB

28

MCY-M11
oCTLA-4/PD-1
+PD-1KOT cells
+PD-1KOT cells

4SCAR-IgT
TCR-directed
CAR

NK-CAR

CAR

TCR-CAR
ACT/TCR-directed
therapies

Clinical trials* Phase

Precliical -

Study stopped vi

NCT02059151 7
NCT02850536 b
NCT02349724 1
NCT03267173 Early|
NCT02541370 Via
NCT03423992 1

NCT01837602 Early |
NCT03060356 Early |
NCT03672305 Early |
NCT031624356 14
NCT03182816 14
NCT03542799 I
NCT03638167 I
NCT03618381 I

1

I

NCT03283631
NCT02844062
NCT01454596 4
NCT03267173 Early |
NCT03726515 |
NCT03423992 I
NCT02915445 I
NCT03563326 I
NCT03013712 4
NCT02729493 i
NCT02725125 7

NCT03423992 I

Preciinical -
NCT03185468 ]

NCT03721068 I
NCT01953900 I
NCT03373097 m
NCT03635632 I
NCT02765243 ]
NCT02919046 7
NCT02761915 !
NCT03356796 4
NCT03423992 I
NCT03356782 4

NCT02959151 m
NCT03084380 7]
NCT02932956 I
NCT02905188 I
NCT02876978 I
NCT02715362 i
NCT03130712 14
NCT03198546 |
NCT03146234 NA
NCT03302403 NA

Preclinical -
Preciinical -

NCT03696030 I
NCT02713984 v
NCT03740256 I

NCT02442297
NCT03500991
NCT03198052
NCT00902044
NCT03267173 Early |
NCT03389230 I
NCT03423992 I
NCT02792114 1

Preclinical

NCT03423992 I
NCT02208362 I

Preciinical
Preclinical

Ciinical

Preclinical

Precinical

NCT02930993 |
NCT02959151 i
NCT03545815 |
NCT03182803 1]
NCT01583686 i
NCT03030001 i
NCT03747965 |
NCT03198052 1
NCT03615313 i
NCT03267173 Early |
NCT03356795 i
NCT02792114 NA
NCT02414269 1
NCT03608618 |
NCT03179007 i
NCT02587689 1]
NCT03706326 i
NCT03525782 i
NCT03198052 |
NCT03267173 Early |
NCT03356795 i
NCT03356782 1]
NCT03633773 7]
Clinical

Precinical

Giinical

Precinical

Preclinical

Giinical

NCT03198052 1
NCT03267173 Early|

Preclinical





OPS/images/fimmu-10-00128-g001.gif
3 generation armored CAR

apemoton,
e e,
e






OPS/images/fimmu-10-00128-g002.gif





OPS/images/cover.jpg
, frontiers
in Immunology

CAR T Cells for Solid Tumors: New
Strategies for Finding, Infiltrating,
and Surviving in the Tumor
Microenvironment









OPS/images/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





OPS/images/logo.jpg
, frontiers
in Immunology





