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Heat shock protein 90 (Hsp90) is a molecular chaperone important for maintaining protein homeostasis (proteostasis) in the cell. Hsp90 inhibitors are being explored as cancer therapeutics because of their ability to disrupt proteostasis. Inhibiting Hsp90 increases surface density of the immunological receptor Major Histocompatibility Complex 1 (MHC1). Here we show that this increase occurs across multiple cancer cell lines and with both cytosol-specific and pan-Hsp90 inhibitors. We demonstrate that Hsp90 inhibition also alters surface expression of both IFNGR and PD-L1, two additional immunological receptors that play a significant role in anti-tumour or anti-immune activity in the tumour microenvironment. Hsp90 also negatively regulates IFN-γ activity in cancer cells, suggesting it has a unique role in mediating the immune system’s response to cancer. Our data suggests a strong link between Hsp90 activity and the pathways that govern anti-tumour immunity. This highlights the potential for the use of an Hsp90 inhibitor in combination with another currently available cancer treatment, immune checkpoint blockade therapy, which works to prevent immune evasion of cancer cells. Combination checkpoint inhibitor therapy and the use of an Hsp90 inhibitor may potentiate the therapeutic benefits of both treatments and improve prognosis for cancer patients.
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INTRODUCTION
Different forms of immunotherapy are currently available for cancer treatment such as the use of viral therapy, immune checkpoint inhibitor therapy (ICIT), monoclonal antibodies, and adoptive cell therapy (Zhang and Zhang, 2020). ICITemploys neutralizing monoclonal antibodies that target critical immune signaling molecules such as the cytotoxic T-lymphocyte-associated protein 4 (CTLA-4), programmed cell death protein 1 (PD-1), or programmed death-ligand 1 (PD-L1) (Farkona et al., 2016; Seidel et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2021). Anti-CTLA-4 immunotherapy works by blocking CTLA-4 which is constitutively expressed by Treg cells (Seidel et al., 2018). CTLA-4 has an inhibitory effect on T-cell function as it prevents CD28 signaling. Inhibiting CTLA-4 leads to increased T-cell activation and more effective immune recognition of tumours. Anti-PD-1/PD-L1 immunotherapy works by blocking either PD-1 or PD-L1 (Akinleye and Rasool, 2019). Cancer cells that have acquired the ability to express PD-L1 can interact with PD-1 found on T-cells and suppress T-cell-mediated killing (Liu et al., 2021). Neutralizing the PD1/PD-L1 interaction restores immune cell function and leads to tumour cell killing. Recently, immunotherapy has become the standard-of-care for a significant group of cancer patients and has been shown to significantly prolong survival in patients with various metastatic tumours better than chemotherapy (Nixon et al., 2018). Additionally, targeting multiple immune modulators simultaneously is more effective in preventing disease progression than individually (Hodi et al., 2016; Wolchok et al., 2017; He and Xu, 2020). Despite these advances, not all patients respond to these therapies and the mechanisms that govern their immune resistance are being intensely investigated.
Identifying cancer treatments that synergize with ICIT is an important objective of current research. Recent studies have shown that a competent immune system is necessary for chemotherapy to be effective (Merlano et al., 2022). Therefore, it is no surprise that combining immunotherapy, a treatment that boosts immune recognition, with traditional chemotherapy is more effective than chemotherapy alone (Paz-Ares et al., 2018; Leonetti et al., 2019; Xiao et al., 2022). This is likely due to increased presentation of tumour neoantigens that are released upon chemotherapy-induced death of the cancer cells.
There are other facets of the tumour microenvironment that may modify anti-tumour immune responses. One such key regulator is interferon gamma (IFN-γ), which is produced by infiltrating immune cells. The action of IFN-γ requires the expression the IFN-γ receptor (IFNGR) on the cell surface to trigger the activation of intracellular mediators such as STAT1 which in turn activates the transcription of immunomodulatory genes (Jorgovanovic et al., 2020). Strikingly, IFN-γ has both protumour and antitumour effects within the tumour microenvironment (Zaidi, 2019; Gocher et al., 2022).
One well-understood role of IFN-γ is that it triggers upregulation of the Major Histocompatibility Complex 1 (MHC1) receptor on the cell surface; this receptor provides information to the immune system regarding the cell’s origin and improves T cell recognition of infected or damaged cells (Zhou, 2009; Dhatchinamoorthy et al., 2021). This receptor is found on the surface of all nucleated cells where it forms complexes with internally derived peptides and presents these to T cells (Wieczorek et al., 2017). The peptides are generated by proteasomal degradation of proteins in cells as a result of general protein turnover or due to protein misfolding. The peptides are loaded onto MHC1 receptor complexes in the ER and then are trafficked to the cell surface where T cells can monitor the internal composition of the cell through detection of these peptides (Sari and Rock, 2023). If the peptides being presented contain mutated amino acid sequences, which occurs in the case of cancer, T-cells can detect that the sequences are unique and therefore that the cells are foreign (Wieczorek et al., 2017). Not surprisingly, downregulation of MHC1 in patients is correlated with poor prognosis as it leads to decreased T-cell recognition (Watson et al., 2006; Cornel et al., 2020). IFN-γ thus helps to combat this immune evasion strategy. However, IFN-γ can also increase the expression of PD-L1 in cancer cells to escape immunosurveillance (Cha et al., 2019; Hoekstra et al., 2020). Importantly, while the upregulation of PD-L1 by IFN-γ could negate the benefit of increasing MHC1, this problem can be overcome by anti-PD1/PD-L1 therapy (Abiko et al., 2015; Gocher et al., 2022).
A particularly important characteristic of cancer cells is that they contain highly mutated and thermodynamically unstable proteins and as a result rely heavily on mechanisms to ensure proper protein folding and prevent degradation (Miyata et al., 2013). Therefore, exploiting the cell’s reliance on these mechanisms is an important area of research for cancer treatment. One example of a mechanism that cancer cells rely on is the presence of molecular chaperones, a class of proteins that interact with nascent or misfolded proteins to assist in proper protein folding (Zhang et al., 2015). Hsp90 is a molecular chaperone and is of particular importance as it has been shown to be a critical component of cells that are exposed to proteostasis stressors such as in neurodegenerative diseases or cancer (Whitesell and Lindquist, 2005; Luo et al., 2010). Additionally, the multiple paralogues of Hsp90 have all been shown to have specific roles in tumour progression (Albakova et al., 2022). One potential way to enhance the immunogenicity of a cancer cell is through the use of an Hsp90 inhibitor (Jaeger et al., 2019; Zavareh et al., 2021; Rahmy et al., 2022). Hsp90 inhibition leads to decreased tumour mass in a mouse model, but only in mice with a competent immune system. This suggests that not only is Hsp90 a potential target for cancer treatment because mutated oncoproteins often depend on this chaperone for their activity, there is also an important interplay between Hsp90 inhibition and the immune system (Grbovic et al., 2006; Luo et al., 2017). This has prompted us to investigate how proteostasis, and the disruption of proteostasis through Hsp90 inhibition, impacts specific components of immunogenicity.
RESULTS
Hsp90 inhibition increases tumour neoantigen-loaded MHC1 expression on the surface of mouse colon cancer cells
To test the functional consequence of Hsp90 inhibition on anti-tumour immunity, we used the MC38 mouse colorectal cancer (CRC) model with variants made to resemble two clinically relevant subtypes. The deletion of Mlh1 in MC38 cells results in a high mutational burden and resembles the microsatellite instability (MSI) CRC phenotype and overexpression of KRAS in MC38 cells drives a phenotype that resembles the chromosomal instability (CIN) phenotype (Mowat et al., 2021). These cells also express the ovalbumin protein which harbours the SIINFEKL peptide. Since this peptide is not normally expressed in mammalian cells, it acts as a surrogate tumour neoantigen. When the SIINFEKL peptide is loaded onto MHC1 complexes (known as H2-Kb in mice), it can be recognized at the cell surface by CD8+ T-cells from OT1 T-cell transgenic mice that express a SIINFEKL-specific T cell receptor (Hogquist et al., 1994). Co-culturing OT1 T cells with MC38 cells that were pretreated or not with the Hsp90 inhibitor NVP-AUY922 thus provides an opportunity to directly measure the impact of Hsp90 inhibition on activation of tumour-specific T cells. These CRC subtypes are typically associated with different mutational burdens so we wondered if they may respond differently to Hsp90 inhibition.
We inhibited Hsp90 in MC38 cells with a low concentration of NVP-AUY922 (100 nM) and measured the surface expression of H2-Kb complexes loaded with SIINFEKL. We observed an increase in SIINFEKL-loaded H2-Kb after Hsp90 inhibition with the drug (Figures 1A, B). We also observed enhanced IFN-γ production by OT1 cells co-cultured with the NVP-AUY922-treated MC38 cells (Figures 1C, D). There was not a statistically significant increase in IFN-γ production by OT1 cells in experiments using CIN cells (Figure 1D), but this is likely due to the high variability in results between experiments. All experiments using showed an increase in IFN-γ production relative to the control group, however the magnitude varied between each experiment. Ultimately, both the changes in SIINFEKL-loaded H2-Kb and IFN-γ production by OT1 cells indicated that Hsp90 inhibition in cancer cells can result in higher activation of tumour-specific CD8+ T cells.
[image: Figure 1]FIGURE 1 | Hsp90 inhibition increases neoantigen-specific immunogenicity of cancer cells. MC38 cells (mouse colorectal cancer) lacking the Mlh1 gene, known as microsatellite instability (MSI) cells, or with a mutated Kras gene, known as chromosomal instability (CIN) cells that overexpress the OVA-derived SIINFEKL neoantigen were treated with 0.1 μM NVPAUY922 for 24 h. The inhibitors were then removed and SIINFEKL-specific OTI CD8+ T cells were added and cocultured with the cancer cells for 48 h. (A,B) Expression of the H2-Kb-bound SIINFEKL epitope was analyzed on either the MSI or CIN cell lines using flow cytometry. (C,D) Intracellular expression of IFN-γ was assessed in SIINFEKL-specific CD8+ T cells using flow cytometry. Experiments were carried out three times in triplicate (n = 3) and statistical significance was determined using a t-test comparing the mean between the two treatment groups (* denotes p < 0.5; ** denotes p < 0.01; *** denotes p < 0.001; **** denotes p < 0.0001). Error bars show standard error of the mean.
Hsp90 inhibition upregulates MHC1 surface expression in multiple cancer cell lines
We next wondered if Hsp90 inhibition would have a similar effect in human cancer cells lines. We chose three cancer cell lines for testing. Melanoma is frequently treated with ICIT so we chose C8161 (melanoma) which was first characterized as a highly invasive and metastatic melanoma cell line (Welch et al., 1991). ICIT is currently being expanded into colorectal cancers (Makaremi et al., 2021) and breast cancers (Thomas et al., 2020) so we chose two cancer cell lines, HCT-116 (colorectal cancer), and MDA-MB-231 (triple-negative breast cancer), that also have a relatively high mutational burden (Ghandi et al., 2019) [which has been shown to be an important indicator for response (Klempner et al., 2020; Aggarwal et al., 2023)]. We tested each cell line with increasing concentrations of NVP-AUY922 and measured MHC1 at the cell surface via flow cytometry. We observed a dose-dependent increase in MHC1 surface density in C8161, HCT-116, and MDA-MB-231 cells treated with NVP-AUY922 (Figures 2A–C). To confirm that our treatment was effectively inhibiting Hsp90, we stained for phosphorylated MAPK which is a hallmark of Hsp90 inhibition since MEK, the kinase responsible for MAPK phosphorylation, is a client of Hsp90. We detected a decrease in levels of phosphorylated MAPK at concentrations of NVP-AUY922 that resulted in an increase in surface MHC1 staining (Figure 2D).
[image: Figure 2]FIGURE 2 | (A–C) Inhibition of Hsp90 in C8161, HCT-116, and MDA-MB-231 cells with NVP-AUY922 results in an increase in surface MHC1 complexes. C8161 (melanoma), HCT116 (colorectal carcinoma), and MDA-MB-231 (breast cancer) cells were treated for 48 h with indicated concentrations of NVP-AUY922. The abundance of HLA complexes was measured by flow cytometry using the W6/32 antibody conjugated to PE and expressed as a fold-change over vehicle-treated cells. A dose-dependent increase in MHC1 complex abundance was detected with the inhibitor and in all 3 cell lines. Experiments were carried out six (n = 6) times in triplicate. Statistical significance was determined using a t-test comparing the mean between each treatment group and the control group (* denotes p < 0.5; ** denotes p < 0.01; *** denotes p < 0.001; **** denotes p < 0.0001). Error bars show standard error of the mean. (D) HCT-116 cells treated with indicated concentrations of NVP-AUY922 show reduced protein levels of pMAPK. β-tubulin is used as a loading control.
Inhibition of cytosolic Hsp90 is sufficient for MHC1 upregulation
NVP-AUY922 targets the ATP-binding site of all four Hsp90 paralogues (i.e., Hsp90ɑ, Hsp90β, TRAP1, GRP94). The paralogues TRAP1 and GRP94 are located in the mitochondria and endoplasmic reticulum respectively, while Hsp90ɑ and Hsp90β are found in the cytosol (Hoter et al., 2018; Mercier and LaPointe, 2022). To determine if inhibition of the cytosolic paralogues alone would be sufficient for increasing MHC1 surface presentation, we tested two cytosol-specific Hsp90 inhibitors along with the pan-Hsp90 inhibitor NVP-AUY922 and an additional pan-Hsp90 inhibitor. We found that treatment with the two cytosol-specific inhibitors, SNX-2112 and TAS-116, resulted in a similar increase in MHC1 surface expression as that of the two pan-Hsp90 inhibitors NVP-AUY922 and XL888 (Figures 3A, B). Treatment of MDA-MB-231 cells with the proteasome inhibitor, MG-132, reversed the increase in surface MHC1 associated with Hsp90 inhibition with NVP-AUY922 (Figure 3C). This suggested that protein degradation by the proteasome is required for the increase in surface MHC1 after Hsp90 inhibition.
[image: Figure 3]FIGURE 3 | (A,B) Inhibition of Hsp90 in MDA-MB-231 cells using cytosolic inhibitors results in a fold increase in MHC1 density similar to that of cells treated with a pan-Hsp90 inhibitor. Cells were treated with increasing concentrations of either pan or cytosolic inhibitor for 48 h. The abundance of HLA complexes was measured by flow cytometry using the W6/32 antibody conjugated to PE and expressed as a fold-change over vehicle-treated cells. A dose-dependent increase in MHC1 complex abundance was detected with all four inhibitors. (C) Inhibition of the proteasome dissipates any increase in MHC1 seen with Hsp90 inhibition. MDA-MB-231 cells were treated with either vehicle, 1 µM NVP-AUY922, 1 µM of proteasome inhibitor MG-132, or both for 24H. The abundance of HLA complexes was measured by flow cytometry using the W6/32 antibody conjugated to PE and expressed as a fold-change over vehicle-treated cells. An increase in MHC1 complexes was observed in cells treated with NVP-AUY922, but not in cells treated with both NVP-AUY922 and MG-132. Experiments were carried out three (n = 3) times in triplicate. Statistical significance was determined using a Tukey’s multiple comparison test between each treated sample (* denotes p < 0.5; ** denotes p < 0.01; *** denotes p < 0.001; **** denotes p < 0.0001). Error bars show standard error of the mean.
Hsp90 inhibition affects HLA subtypes differently
MHC1 complexes are comprised of an invariant β2-microglobulin subunit and one of multiple subtypes of an α-chain. There are at least eight MHC1 α-chains (known as HLAs) (designated A-G) encoded in the human genome. There are three classical MHC1 subtypes (HLA-A, B, and C) and several non-canonical variants (HLA- E, F, and G). The classical HLA subtypes expressed in MDA-MB-231 have been analyzed as well as the peptides that are presented in these HLA complexes (Scholtalbers et al., 2015; Rozanov et al., 2018). Thus, we treated MDA-MB-231 cells with pan-Hsp90 inhibitor NVP-AUY922 (Figures 4A–D) and measured the surface levels of the three classical HLA subtypes (A, B, and C). We observed subtype-specific changes in surface MHC1 levels that occurred with the use of either inhibitor. Surprisingly, we observed an increase in HLA-B and HLA-C MHC1 subtypes and no change in the HLA-A subtype. This suggested either that the loading of peptides (or their post-processed products) occurred preferentially on HLA-B and HLA-C or that the biogenesis of these complexes is regulated by additional pathways unrelated to peptide supply.
[image: Figure 4]FIGURE 4 | Inhibition of Hsp90 in MDA-MB-231 results in an allelic variant-specific increase in surface HLA complexes. MDA-MB-231 were treated for 48 h with 1 μM NVP-AUY922 (A–D). The abundance of pan-HLA complexes was measured by flow cytometry using the W6/32 antibody conjugated to PE and expressed as a fold-change over vehicle-treated cells (A). Levels of HLA-A (B), HLA-B (C) and HLA-C (D) were measured via flow cytometry with variant-specific antibodies. Levels of HLA-B and HLA-C, but not HLA-A, increased after treatment with the drug. Experiments were carried out four times in triplicate (n = 4) and statistical significance was determined using a using a t-test comparing the mean between the treatment and control groups (* denotes p < 0.5; ** denotes p < 0.01; *** denotes p < 0.001; **** denotes p < 0.0001). Error bars show standard error of the mean.
Hsp90 inhibition modulates the expression of other important immunological receptors
Given that Hsp90 inhibition increases surface expression of MHC1, an important receptor for immune recognition, we next wanted to determine the effect on other immunological receptors. We treated MCF7 and MDA-MB-231 cells with either 1 µM or 10 µM NVP-AUY922 and measured changes in surface expression of IFNGR or PD-L1. We observed an increase in both of these immunological receptors in both cell lines (Figures 5A–D). Increased IFNGR through Hsp90 inhibition suggests that simultaneous treatment with both an Hsp90 inhibitor and IFN-𝛾 may have a synergistic effect on MHC1 expression and could have beneficial anti-tumour effects. Increased surface PD-L1 induction by Hsp90 inhibition highlights the importance of combinatorial immunotherapies since a PD-L1 neutralizing antibody would mitigate such unwanted anti-immune effects. Since Hsp90 inhibition resulted in an increase in MHCI, PD-L1, and IFNGR, we wondered how surface levels of a known Hsp90 client would be affected. MDA-MB-231 cells express high levels of the Hsp90 client protein, epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR) (Mueller et al., 2010). Both mutant and wildtype forms of EGFR require Hsp90 for their stability. Hsp90 inhibition resulted in a decrease in surface EGFR in MDA-MB-231 cells (Supplementary Figure S1) suggesting that the effects we observed on MHC1, PD-L1, and IFNGR were not due to a general effect on surface membrane proteins.
[image: Figure 5]FIGURE 5 | Inhibition of Hsp90 in MCF7 or MDA-MB-231 cell lines results in an increase in the immunological receptors IFNGR and PD-L1. MCF7 or MDA-MB-231 cells were treated for 24 h with NVPAUY922. The abundance of IFNGR (A,B) or PD-L1 (C,D) was measured using flow cytometry and either a PE-conjugated CD119 antibody to detect IFNGR, or a PE-conjugated PD-L1 antibody that is extracellular domain specific. Levels of IFNGR and PD-L1 increased after treatment with Hsp90 inhibitor in both cell lines. Experiments were carried out three times in triplicate (n = 3) and statistical significance was determined using a t-test comparing the mean between each treatment group and the control group (* denotes p < 0.5; ** denotes p < 0.01; *** denotes p < 0.001; **** denotes p < 0.0001). Error bars show standard error of the mean.
Hsp90 inhibition enhances surface expression of MHC1 independent of IFN-γ signaling
Treatment with either IFN-γ or Hsp90 inhibitor increases MHC1 surface expression and we wanted to determine whether or not this increase occurs through the same pathway (Zhou, 2009). MDA-MB-231 cells either received a single treatment or sequential treatment with two different conditions. The single treatment groups were used as a control to confirm that both IFN-γ and Hsp90 inhibitor increase MHC1 surface expression (Figure 6A). The sequential treatment groups allowed us to determine what overlap exists between the IFN-γ pathway and Hsp90 activity. Interestingly, there was no difference in surface MHC1 levels in cells pre-treated with NVP-AUY922 and then treated with IFN-γ and cells treated only with NVP-AUY922 (Figure 6B). However, cells pre-treated with IFN-γ and then treated with NVP-AUY922 had a significantly higher fold increase in MHC1 surface expression compared to IFN-γ alone (Figure 6B). We used cells treated in parallel to those used during the flow cytometry experiments to examine the changes in levels of proteins via Western blot that are known to be altered by IFN-γ activity or Hsp90 inhibition (Figure 6C). STAT1 is a transcription factor phosphorylated by JAK1/2 following IFN-γ binding to its receptor (Goder et al., 2021). We saw an increase in pSTAT1 levels in cells treated with IFN-γ. However, cells treated with IFN-γ and NVP-AUY922 (in any order) did not show increased pSTAT1 (Figure 6C). Turnover rate of STAT1 could explain why there is no pSTAT1 in cells treated with IFN-γ and then NVP-AUY922, however this would not explain the lack of STAT1 phosphorylation in cells treated with NVP-AUY922 followed by IFN-γ. As in Figure 2, reduction in pMAPK was used as a control for NVP-AUY922 action which occurred in all cells treated with the inhibitor at any timepoint and regardless of if they were also treated with IFN-γ. Ultimately, these results indicate that Hsp90 inhibition negatively regulates IFN-γ activity and the immunological benefits of Hsp90 inhibitors are different than that of IFN-γ signaling, though both result in increased MHC1 surface presentation.
[image: Figure 6]FIGURE 6 | (A,B) Treatment of MDA-MB-231 cells with either 100 μg/mL IFN-𝛾 or 10 µM NVP-AUY922 alone results in increased surface MHC1 expression after 24 h. Pre-treatment of MDA-MB-231 cells with NVP-AUY922 before IFN-𝛾 has no statistically significant effect on MHC1 levels. However, pre-treatment with IFN-𝛾 before NVP-AUY922 treatment significantly increases total MHC1 surface expression compared to pre-treatment with DMSO (vehicle). MHC1 complexes were measured by flow cytometry using the W6/32 antibody conjugated to PE and expressed as a fold-change over vehicle-treated cells. Experiments were carried out three times in triplicate (n = 3) and statistical significance was determined using a t-test comparing the mean between each treatment group and the control group (* denotes p < 0.5; ** denotes p < 0.01; *** denotes p < 0.001; **** denotes p < 0.0001). Error bars show standard error of the mean. (C) Treatment of cancer cells with either IFN-𝛾 or NVP-AUY922 has different effects on intracellular protein levels, though both treatments increase MHC1 surface expression. Cell lysates from cells treated as in (A,B) were analyzed via Western blot. Cells treated at either the 0–24H timepoint or 24–48H timepoint with NVP-AUY922 have reduced pMAPK protein levels. Cells treated with IFN-𝛾 at either of the two timepoints have increased pSTAT1 protein levels. IFN-𝛾-treated cells either pre-treated or subsequently treated with NVP-AUY922 show no STAT1 phosphorylation. β-tubulin is used as a loading control.
MATERIALS AND METHODS
Cell growth and passaging
C8161, HCT-116, MCF7, and MDA-MB-231 cells were grown in 10 cm tissue culture dishes at 37°C with 5% CO2. C8161 and HCT-116 cells were grown in 10 mL Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle Medium (DMEM) (Gibco) supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum. MCF7 and MDA-MB-231 cells were grown in 10 mL of Roswell Park Memorial Institute (RPMI) 1,640 Medium (Gibco) supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum. Cells were passaged at 80% confluence or higher by washing with 5 mL of phosphate buffered saline (PBS) (Sigma Aldrich) and then 1 mL of trypsin-EDTA (Gibco) was added to detach the cells from the plate prior to splitting.
All cell lines were obtained from the American Type Culture Collection.
T-cell activation assays
CD8+ T cells were isolated from the spleens and lymph nodes of OT1 mice using the EasySep Mouse CD8+ T Cell Isolation Kit (StemCell Technologies). OVA-expressing Mlh1−/− or Kras mutated MC38 mouse CRC cells were first treated for 24 h with 100 nM NVP-AUY922 followed by extensive washing. CD8+ T cells were then added at a 5:1 T cell:tumour cell ratio and cultured for 24–48 h. To assess T cell activation, cells were stained for intracellular IFN-γ using the Foxp3/Transcription Factor Staining Buffer Set and anti-IFN-γ-APC (eBioscience). Cells were run on a Cytoflex LS cytometer (Beckman Coulter) and analyzed using FlowJo (BD Bioscience).
Treatment of cells with NVP-AUY922 or IFN-γ
Hsp90 inhibitor NVP-AUY922 stocks were made using dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) as the drug vehicle. The concentration of NVP-AUY922 varied depending on the experiment and all concentrations are listed in the figures. IFN-γ stocks were made by resuspending in water and a final concentration of 100 ng/mL was used for all experiments. Cells were seeded in 12-well dishes at a seeding density of 150,000 cells/well. 1mL of media containing the appropriate treatment was added to each well 24 h after seeding. Cells were then treated for 24 h (unless otherwise specified) before analyzing via either Flow cytometry or Western blot.
Lysate preparation and western blot analysis
Cells grown in 12-well dishes were washed with 100 µL of phosphate buffered saline (PBS) (Sigma Aldrich). The dishes were kept on ice while 100 µL of 5x sample buffer composed of 10% dithiothreitol and 2% benzonase was added to each well. To prepare samples for running on SDS-Page, the samples were heated to 50°C and spun at 14,000 RPM for 30 s. Approximately 10 μL of sample was added to each lane, using PageRuler Prestained Ladder (ThermoFisher) as the molecular-weight marker. Samples were run on a 10% SDS-PAGE gel and then transferred to a nitrocellulose membrane and analyzed via Western blot. Membranes were blocked in a 5% BSA in TBS-Tween20 solution for 1 h. They were then probed with 1:1,000 dilutions of each primary antibody: β-tubulin anti-rabbit mAb (Cell Signaling 2146S), pMAPK (p44/42) anti-rabbit mAb (Cell Signaling 4695S), or pSTAT (Tyr701) anti-rabbit mAb (Cell Signaling 9167S). Bands were analyzed using either chemiluminescent HRP (Figure 2D) or the LI-COR Odyssey CLx imaging system (Figures 6E, F). For visualization using the HRP system, either a goat anti-mouse (Thermofisher 31430) or a goat anti-rabbit (Thermofisher 31460) IgG secondary antibody was used. For visualization using the LI-COR Odyssey CLx imaging system, either a goat anti-mouse (LI-COR 926-68071) or a goat anti-rabbit (LI-COR 926-32212) IgG secondary antibody was used.
Flow cytometry analysis
Flow cytometry analysis was done by staining cells with fluorescently-conjugated antibodies to HLA-A2 (Novus Biologicals, NBP1-44896AF488), HLA-B7 (Novus Biologicals, NB100-64159APCCY7), HLA-C (Novus Biologicals, NBP2-50419 PE), a PE-conjugated W6/32 antibody (Santa Cruz Biotechnology, sc-32235) to detect MHC1, a PE-conjugated antibody to detect EGFR1 (Invitrogen, MA5-28544), a PE-conjugated CD119 antibody to detect IFNGR1 (Miltenyi Biotec, 130-125-851), or a PE-conjugated extracellular domain specific PD-L1 antibody (Cell Signaling Technology, 71391). Each sample of cells was obtained from one well of a 12-well dish. The cells were washed using PBS and then stained for 30 min (in darkness at 4°C) using 100 μL of a 1:100 dilution of antibody in FACS buffer solution containing 1%BSA/PBS/0.05% sodium azide. Following staining, cells were washed and then resuspended in 400 μL of FACS buffer solution containing 1%BSA/PBS/0.05% sodium azide. Cells were then visualized using a Fortessa-SORP using gates to exclude for dead cells/debris and doublets (Supplementary Figures S2A, S2B).
Statistical analysis
Statistical analysis was performed using Prism software (GraphPad). Graphical data was normalized against DMSO and values were calculated as a fold change relative to control. Statistical significance was determined using a t-test comparing the mean of the control group to the mean of each treatment group. Error bars depict the Standard Error of the Mean (* denotes p < 0.5; ** denotes p < 0.01; *** denotes p < 0.001; **** denotes p < 0.0001).
DISCUSSION
Hsp90 inhibitors have been explored as anti-cancer agents ever since they were shown to reverse the cellular transformation mediated by v-src (Whitesell et al., 1994). Roughly 20 different Hsp90 inhibitors have been, or are currently, in clinical trials (Li and Luo, 2023) and of these, only one, TAS-116/pimitespib, has gained approval for the treatment of gastrointestinal stromal tumours in Japan (Hoy, 2022; Teranishi et al., 2023a; Teranishi et al., 2023b; Doi et al., 2023). Two naturally occurring Hsp90 inhibitors, geldanamycin and radicicol, we studied for their anti-cancer properties but their use was limited by severe hepatotoxicity (Samuni et al., 2010) and propensity to be derivatized into a biologically inactive form (Agatsuma et al., 2002; Zhou et al., 2010), respectively. However, derivatives of both of these Hsp90 inhibitors have been developed to overcome these limitations. Purine-based Hsp90 inhibitors as well as others developed using a fragment-based approach have been tested in clinical trials (Kim et al., 2009; Neckers and Workman, 2012; Li and Luo, 2023; Magyar et al., 2023). Despite many promising studies, the fact that Hsp90 is so important in other healthy cells may ultimately limit the use of Hsp90 inhibitors as single agent therapies. Still, Hsp90 inhibitors have many attractive qualities that make them amenable to combination therapy. The tumour-retention property of Hsp90 inhibitors (Vilenchik et al., 2004; Banerji et al., 2005) has been explored as a means to image tumours (Barrott et al., 2013; Osada et al., 2022), as well as to deliver larger drug-containing conjugates to tumour cells (Proia et al., 2015; Heske et al., 2016).
The potential of Hsp90 inhibitors to synergize with other therapies is only beginning to be explored but a growing body of evidence suggests that they have the potential to do so with immune checkpoint inhibitor therapy. Hsp90 inhibitors can significantly reduce tumour mass in a mouse model by increasing immune detection and destruction of the tumour cells (Jaeger et al., 2019; Zavareh et al., 2021). Similarly, a paralogue-specific Hsp90 inhibitor synergizes with anti-PD1/anti-CTLA4 checkpoint inhibitor therapy in mice and results in a dramatic reduction in tumour size with a concomitant increase in survival (Rahmy et al., 2022). However, disruption of cellular proteostasis has the potential to alter the immunological features of tumour cells as well as the properties of immune cells (Mercier and LaPointe, 2022). We have shown that Hsp90 inhibition upregulates surface MHC1 across several cancer cell types. This increase in surface MHC1 presentation occurs in response to inhibition by all of the Hsp90 inhibitors we tested. This suggests that only inhibition of the cytosolic Hsp90 paralogues, Hsp90ɑ and Hsp90β, is required for the effect. Our data also suggest that inhibition of the ER Hsp90, Grp94, does not prevent MHC1 biogenesis and trafficking to the cell surface. We also show that the upregulation of MHC1 is specific for certain HLA-subtypes. If increased protein turnover and a concomitant increase in the number of peptides entering the ER for loading was driving the upregulation of surface MHC1 then one would expect to see an increase across all subtypes. However, that the increase is limited to HLA-B and HLA-C suggests that there is some mechanism for regulating what subtype is loaded and mobilized to the surface under these conditions. More work is required to determine if HLA-B and HLA-C play a role in modulating immune responses under conditions of proteotoxic stress in a way that HLA-A does not.
We observed that Hsp90 inhibition also increases surface PD-L1, which has anti-immune effects within the tumour microenvironment (Akinleye and Rasool, 2019; Liu et al., 2021). Previous work with the MC38 syngeneic mouse model shows that Hsp90 inhibitor treatment results in a decrease in tumour volume (Jaeger et al., 2019; Zavareh et al., 2021; Rahmy et al., 2022) as well as a decrease in surface levels of PD-L1 (Zavareh et al., 2021). Work in human THP-1 monocytic cells (where both mRNA and protein levels of PD-L1 were reduced with Hsp90 inhibitor treatment) suggested that this could be due to impaired transcription factor function (i.e., c-myc and Stat3) (Zavareh et al., 2021) but in the context of the tumour microenvironemnt, this could be due to the selection of PD-L1-independent tumour cell populations. We also observed that Hsp90 inhibition resulted in an increase in IFNGR surface levels but also blocked IFN-γ signaling which is an important consideration for future studies. Nonetheless, there is still significant potential for the use of proteostasis disrupters such as an Hsp90 inhibitor as a cancer therapeutic. Upregulation of PD-L1 can be overcome by immune checkpoint blockade therapy to neutralize the PD-1/PD-L1 interaction. Therefore, the combination of an Hsp90 inhibitor and ICIT checkpoint therapy has the potential to be an effective treatment for cancer. Future work can now be focused on examining the other effects of Hsp90 inhibition on the immune system and tumour microenvironment, and how other disruptions of proteostasis alter cancer immunogenicity.
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SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURE S1 | Inhibition of Hsp90 in MDA-MB-231 cells using NVP-AUY922 results in a fold decrease in EGFR density. Cells were treated with 1µM of inhibitor for 24 hours. The abundance of EGFR on the cell surface was measured by flow cytometry using a EGFR antibody conjugated to PE and expressed as a fold-change over vehicle-treated cells. Experiments were carried out three times in triplicate (n=3) and statistical significance was determined using a t-test comparing the mean between each treatment group and the control group (* denotes p < 0.5; ** denotes p < 0.01; *** denotes p < 0.001; **** denotes p < 0.0001). Error bars show standard error of the mean.
SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURE S2 | Raw data of cells treated with either DMSO (A) or 10µM NVP (B) and analyzed via Flow cytometry to demonstrate that cells were gated to exclude dead cells/debris (top left) and doublets (top right).
REFERENCES
 Abiko, K., Matsumura, N., Hamanishi, J., Horikawa, N., Murakami, R., Yamaguchi, K., et al. (2015). IFN-gamma from lymphocytes induces PD-L1 expression and promotes progression of ovarian cancer. Br. J. Cancer 112, 1501–1509. doi:10.1038/bjc.2015.101
 Agatsuma, T., Ogawa, H., Akasaka, K., Asai, A., Yamashita, Y., Mizukami, T., et al. (2002). Halohydrin and oxime derivatives of radicicol: synthesis and antitumor activities. Bioorg Med. Chem. 10, 3445–3454. doi:10.1016/s0968-0896(02)00260-2
 Aggarwal, C., Ben-Shachar, R., Gao, Y., Hyun, S. W., Rivers, Z., Epstein, C., et al. (2023). Assessment of tumor mutational burden and outcomes in patients with diverse advanced cancers treated with immunotherapy. JAMA Netw. Open 6, e2311181. doi:10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2023.11181
 Akinleye, A., and Rasool, Z. (2019). Immune checkpoint inhibitors of PD-L1 as cancer therapeutics. J. Hematol. Oncol. 12, 92. doi:10.1186/s13045-019-0779-5
 Albakova, Z., Mangasarova, Y., Albakov, A., and Gorenkova, L. (2022). HSP70 and HSP90 in cancer: cytosolic, endoplasmic reticulum and mitochondrial chaperones of tumorigenesis. Front. Oncol. 12, 829520. doi:10.3389/fonc.2022.829520
 Banerji, U., Walton, M., Raynaud, F., Grimshaw, R., Kelland, L., Valenti, M., et al. (2005). Pharmacokinetic-pharmacodynamic relationships for the heat shock protein 90 molecular chaperone inhibitor 17-allylamino, 17-demethoxygeldanamycin in human ovarian cancer xenograft models. Clin. Cancer Res. 11, 7023–7032. doi:10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-05-0518
 Barrott, J. J., Hughes, P. F., Osada, T., Yang, X. Y., Hartman, Z. C., Loiselle, D. R., et al. (2013). Optical and radioiodinated tethered Hsp90 inhibitors reveal selective internalization of ectopic Hsp90 in malignant breast tumor cells. Chem. Biol. 20, 1187–1197. doi:10.1016/j.chembiol.2013.08.004
 Cha, J. H., Chan, L. C., Li, C. W., Hsu, J. L., and Hung, M. C. (2019). Mechanisms controlling PD-L1 expression in cancer. Mol. Cell 76, 359–370. doi:10.1016/j.molcel.2019.09.030
 Cornel, A. M., Mimpen, I. L., and Nierkens, S. (2020). MHC class I downregulation in cancer: underlying mechanisms and potential targets for cancer immunotherapy. Cancers (Basel) 12, 1760. doi:10.3390/cancers12071760
 Dhatchinamoorthy, K., Colbert, J. D., and Rock, K. L. (2021). Cancer immune evasion through loss of MHC class I antigen presentation. Front. Immunol. 12, 636568. doi:10.3389/fimmu.2021.636568
 Doi, T., Yamamoto, N., and Ohkubo, S. (2023). Pimitespib for the treatment of advanced gastrointestinal stromal tumors and other tumors. Future Oncol. 20, 507–519. doi:10.2217/fon-2022-1172
 Farkona, S., Diamandis, E. P., and Blasutig, I. M. (2016). Cancer immunotherapy: the beginning of the end of cancer?BMC Med. 14, 73. doi:10.1186/s12916-016-0623-5
 Ghandi, M., Huang, F. W., Jané-Valbuena, J., Kryukov, G. V., McDonald, E. R., et al. (2019). Next-generation characterization of the cancer cell line encyclopedia. Nature 569, 503–508. doi:10.1038/s41586-019-1186-3
 Gocher, A. M., Workman, C. J., and Vignali, D. A. A. (2022). Interferon-gamma: teammate or opponent in the tumour microenvironment?Nat. Rev. Immunol. 22, 158–172. doi:10.1038/s41577-021-00566-3
 Goder, A., Ginter, T., Heinzel, T., Stroh, S., Fahrer, J., Henke, A., et al. (2021). STAT1 N-terminal domain discriminatively controls type I and type II IFN signaling. Cytokine 144, 155552. doi:10.1016/j.cyto.2021.155552
 Grbovic, O. M., Basso, A. D., Sawai, A., Ye, Q., Friedlander, P., Solit, D., et al. (2006). V600E B-Raf requires the Hsp90 chaperone for stability and is degraded in response to Hsp90 inhibitors. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 103, 57–62. doi:10.1073/pnas.0609973103
 He, X., and Xu, C. (2020). Immune checkpoint signaling and cancer immunotherapy. Cell Res. 30, 660–669. doi:10.1038/s41422-020-0343-4
 Heske, C. M., Mendoza, A., Edessa, L. D., Baumgart, J. T., Lee, S., Trepel, J., et al. (2016). STA-8666, a novel HSP90 inhibitor/SN-38 drug conjugate, causes complete tumor regression in preclinical mouse models of pediatric sarcoma. Oncotarget 7, 65540–65552. doi:10.18632/oncotarget.11869
 Hodi, F. S., Chesney, J., Pavlick, A. C., Robert, C., Grossmann, K. F., McDermott, D. F., et al. (2016). Combined nivolumab and ipilimumab versus ipilimumab alone in patients with advanced melanoma: 2-year overall survival outcomes in a multicentre, randomised, controlled, phase 2 trial. Lancet Oncol. 17, 1558–1568. doi:10.1016/S1470-2045(16)30366-7
 Hoekstra, M. E., Bornes, L., Dijkgraaf, F. E., Philips, D., Pardieck, I. N., Toebes, M., et al. (2020). Long-distance modulation of bystander tumor cells by CD8+ T cell-secreted IFNγ. Nat. Cancer 1, 291–301. doi:10.1038/s43018-020-0036-4
 Hogquist, K. A., Jameson, S. C., Heath, W. R., Howard, J. L., Bevan, M. J., and Carbone, F. R. (1994). T cell receptor antagonist peptides induce positive selection. Cell 76, 17–27. doi:10.1016/0092-8674(94)90169-4
 Hoter, A., El-Sabban, M. E., and Naim, H. Y. (2018). The HSP90 family: structure, regulation, function, and implications in Health and disease. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 19, 2560. doi:10.3390/ijms19092560
 Hoy, S. M. (2022). Pimitespib: first approval. Drugs 82, 1413–1418. doi:10.1007/s40265-022-01764-6
 Jaeger, A. M., Stopfer, L., Lee, S., Gaglia, G., Sandel, D., Santagata, S., et al. (2019). Rebalancing protein homeostasis enhances tumor antigen presentation. Clin. Cancer Res. 25, 6392–6405. doi:10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-19-0596
 Jorgovanovic, D., Song, M., Wang, L., and Zhang, Y. (2020). Roles of IFN-gamma in tumor progression and regression: a review. Biomark. Res. 8, 49. doi:10.1186/s40364-020-00228-x
 Kim, Y. S., Alarcon, S. V., Lee, S., Lee, M. J., Giaccone, G., Neckers, L., et al. (2009). Update on Hsp90 inhibitors in clinical trial. Curr. Top. Med. Chem. 9, 1479–1492. doi:10.2174/156802609789895728
 Klempner, S. J., Fabrizio, D., Bane, S., Reinhart, M., Peoples, T., Ali, S. M., et al. (2020). Tumor mutational burden as a predictive biomarker for response to immune checkpoint inhibitors: a review of current evidence. Oncologist 25, e147–e159. doi:10.1634/theoncologist.2019-0244
 Leonetti, A., Wever, B., Mazzaschi, G., Assaraf, Y. G., Rolfo, C., Quaini, F., et al. (2019). Molecular basis and rationale for combining immune checkpoint inhibitors with chemotherapy in non-small cell lung cancer. Drug Resist Updat 46, 100644. doi:10.1016/j.drup.2019.100644
 Li, Z. N., and Luo, Y. (2023). HSP90 inhibitors and cancer: prospects for use in targeted therapies (Review). Oncol. Rep. 49, 6. doi:10.3892/or.2022.8443
 Liu, J., Chen, Z., Li, Y., Zhao, W., Wu, J., and Zhang, Z. (2021). PD-1/PD-L1 checkpoint inhibitors in tumor immunotherapy. Front. Pharmacol. 12, 731798. doi:10.3389/fphar.2021.731798
 Luo, Q., Boczek, E. E., Wang, Q., Buchner, J., and Kaila, V. R. (2017). Hsp90 dependence of a kinase is determined by its conformational landscape. Sci. Rep. 7, 43996. doi:10.1038/srep43996
 Luo, W., Sun, W., Taldone, T., Rodina, A., and Chiosis, G. (2010). Heat shock protein 90 in neurodegenerative diseases. Mol. Neurodegener. 5, 24. doi:10.1186/1750-1326-5-24
 Magyar, C. T. J., Vashist, Y. K., Stroka, D., Kim-Fuchs, C., Berger, M. D., and Banz, V. M. (2023). Heat shock protein 90 (HSP90) inhibitors in gastrointestinal cancer: where do we currently stand? A systematic review. J. Cancer Res. Clin. Oncol. 149, 8039–8050. doi:10.1007/s00432-023-04689-z
 Makaremi, S., Asadzadeh, Z., Hemmat, N., Baghbanzadeh, A., Sgambato, A., Ghorbaninezhad, F., et al. (2021). Immune checkpoint inhibitors in colorectal cancer: challenges and future prospects. Biomedicines 9, 1075. doi:10.3390/biomedicines9091075
 Mercier, R., and LaPointe, P. (2022). The role of cellular proteostasis in antitumor immunity. J. Biol. Chem. 298, 101930. doi:10.1016/j.jbc.2022.101930
 Merlano, M. C., Denaro, N., Galizia, D., Ruatta, F., Occelli, M., Minei, S., et al. (2022). How chemotherapy affects the tumor immune microenvironment: a narrative review. Biomedicines 10, 1822. doi:10.3390/biomedicines10081822
 Miyata, Y., Nakamoto, H., and Neckers, L. (2013). The therapeutic target Hsp90 and cancer hallmarks. Curr. Pharm. Des. 19, 347–365. doi:10.2174/138161213804143725
 Mowat, C., Mosley, S. R., Namdar, A., Schiller, D., and Baker, K. (2021). Anti-tumor immunity in mismatch repair-deficient colorectal cancers requires type I IFN-driven CCL5 and CXCL10. J. Exp. Med. 218, e20210108. doi:10.1084/jem.20210108
 Mueller, K. L., Yang, Z. Q., Haddad, R., Ethier, S. P., and Boerner, J. L. (2010). EGFR/Met association regulates EGFR TKI resistance in breast cancer. J. Mol. Signal 5, 8. doi:10.1186/1750-2187-5-8
 Neckers, L., and Workman, P. (2012). Hsp90 molecular chaperone inhibitors: are we there yet?Clin. Cancer Res. 18, 64–76. doi:10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-11-1000
 Nixon, N. A., Blais, N., Ernst, S., Kollmannsberger, C., Bebb, G., Butler, M., et al. (2018). Current landscape of immunotherapy in the treatment of solid tumours, with future opportunities and challenges. Curr. Oncol. 25, e373–e384. doi:10.3747/co.25.3840
 Osada, T., Crosby, E. J., Kaneko, K., Snyder, J. C., Ginzel, J. D., Acharya, C. R., et al. (2022). HSP90-Specific nIR probe identifies aggressive prostate cancers: translation from preclinical models to a human phase I study. Mol. Cancer Ther. 21, 217–226. doi:10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-21-0334
 Paz-Ares, L., Luft, A., Vicente, D., Tafreshi, A., Gümüş, M., Mazières, J., et al. (2018). Pembrolizumab plus chemotherapy for squamous non-small-cell lung cancer. N. Engl. J. Med. 379, 2040–2051. doi:10.1056/NEJMoa1810865
 Proia, D. A., Smith, D. L., Zhang, J., Jimenez, J. P., Sang, J., Ogawa, L. S., et al. (2015). HSP90 inhibitor-SN-38 conjugate strategy for targeted delivery of topoisomerase I inhibitor to tumors. Mol. Cancer Ther. 14, 2422–2432. doi:10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-15-0455
 Rahmy, S., Mishra, S. J., Murphy, S., Blagg, B. S. J., and Lu, X. (2022). Hsp90β inhibition upregulates interferon response and enhances immune checkpoint blockade therapy in murine tumors. Front. Immunol. 13, 1005045. doi:10.3389/fimmu.2022.1005045
 Rozanov, D. V., Rozanov, N. D., Chiotti, K. E., Reddy, A., Wilmarth, P. A., David, L. L., et al. (2018). MHC class I loaded ligands from breast cancer cell lines: a potential HLA-I-typed antigen collection. J. Proteomics 176, 13–23. doi:10.1016/j.jprot.2018.01.004
 Samuni, Y., Ishii, H., Hyodo, F., Samuni, U., Krishna, M. C., Goldstein, S., et al. (2010). Reactive oxygen species mediate hepatotoxicity induced by the Hsp90 inhibitor geldanamycin and its analogs. Free Radic. Biol. Med. 48, 1559–1563. doi:10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2010.03.001
 Sari, G., and Rock, K. L. (2023). Tumor immune evasion through loss of MHC class-I antigen presentation. Curr. Opin. Immunol. 83, 102329. doi:10.1016/j.coi.2023.102329
 Scholtalbers, J., Boegel, S., Bukur, T., Byl, M., Goerges, S., Sorn, P., et al. (2015). TCLP: an online cancer cell line catalogue integrating HLA type, predicted neo-epitopes, virus and gene expression. Genome Med. 7, 118. doi:10.1186/s13073-015-0240-5
 Seidel, J. A., Otsuka, A., and Kabashima, K. (2018). Anti-PD-1 and anti-CTLA-4 therapies in cancer: mechanisms of action, efficacy, and limitations. Front. Oncol. 8, 86. doi:10.3389/fonc.2018.00086
 Teranishi, R., Takahashi, T., Kurokawa, Y., Saito, T., Yamamoto, K., Yamashita, K., et al. (2023a). Long-term response to pimitespib in postoperative recurrent gastrointestinal stromal tumors with PDGFRA D842V mutation: a case report. Surg. Case Rep. 9, 54. doi:10.1186/s40792-023-01637-4
 Teranishi, R., Takahashi, T., Obata, Y., Nishida, T., Ohkubo, S., Kazuno, H., et al. (2023b). Combination of pimitespib (TAS-116) with sunitinib is an effective therapy for imatinib-resistant gastrointestinal stromal tumors. Int. J. Cancer 152, 2580–2593. doi:10.1002/ijc.34461
 Thomas, R., Al-Khadairi, G., and Decock, J. (2020). Immune checkpoint inhibitors in triple negative breast cancer treatment: promising future prospects. Front. Oncol. 10, 600573. doi:10.3389/fonc.2020.600573
 Vilenchik, M., Solit, D., Basso, A., Huezo, H., Lucas, B., He, H., et al. (2004). Targeting wide-range oncogenic transformation via PU24FCl, a specific inhibitor of tumor Hsp90. Chem. Biol. 11, 787–797. doi:10.1016/j.chembiol.2004.04.008
 Watson, N. F., Ramage, J. M., Madjd, Z., Spendlove, I., Ellis, I. O., Scholefield, J. H., et al. (2006). Immunosurveillance is active in colorectal cancer as downregulation but not complete loss of MHC class I expression correlates with a poor prognosis. Int. J. Cancer 118, 6–10. doi:10.1002/ijc.21303
 Welch, D. R., Bisi, J. E., Miller, B. E., Conaway, D., Seftor, E. A., Yohem, K. H., et al. (1991). Characterization of a highly invasive and spontaneously metastatic human malignant melanoma cell line. Int. J. Cancer 47, 227–237. doi:10.1002/ijc.2910470211
 Whitesell, L., and Lindquist, S. L. (2005). HSP90 and the chaperoning of cancer. Nat. Rev. Cancer 5, 761–772. doi:10.1038/nrc1716
 Whitesell, L., Mimnaugh, E. G., De Costa, B., Myers, C. E., and Neckers, L. M. (1994). Inhibition of heat shock protein HSP90-pp60v-src heteroprotein complex formation by benzoquinone ansamycins: essential role for stress proteins in oncogenic transformation. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 91, 8324–8328. doi:10.1073/pnas.91.18.8324
 Wieczorek, M., Abualrous, E. T., Sticht, J., Álvaro-Benito, M., Stolzenberg, S., Noé, F., et al. (2017). Major histocompatibility complex (MHC) class I and MHC class II proteins: conformational plasticity in antigen presentation. Front. Immunol. 8, 292. doi:10.3389/fimmu.2017.00292
 Wolchok, J. D., Chiarion-Sileni, V., Gonzalez, R., Rutkowski, P., Grob, J. J., Cowey, C. L., et al. (2017). Overall survival with combined nivolumab and ipilimumab in advanced melanoma. N. Engl. J. Med. 377, 1345–1356. doi:10.1056/NEJMoa1709684
 Xiao, Y., He, J., Luo, S., Dong, M., Li, W., Liu, G., et al. (2022). Comparison of immunotherapy, chemotherapy, and chemoimmunotherapy in advanced pulmonary lymphoepithelioma-like carcinoma: a retrospective study. Front. Oncol. 12, 820302. doi:10.3389/fonc.2022.820302
 Zaidi, M. R. (2019). The interferon-gamma paradox in cancer. J. Interferon Cytokine Res. 39, 30–38. doi:10.1089/jir.2018.0087
 Zavareh, R. B., Spangenberg, S. H., Woods, A., Martinez-Pena, F., and Lairson, L. L. (2021). HSP90 inhibition enhances cancer immunotherapy by modulating the surface expression of multiple immune checkpoint proteins. Cell Chem. Biol. 28, 158–168.e5. doi:10.1016/j.chembiol.2020.10.005
 Zhang, H., Zhou, C., Chen, W., Xu, Y., Shi, Y., Wen, Y., et al. (2015). A dynamic view of ATP-coupled functioning cycle of Hsp90 N-terminal domain. Sci. Rep. 5, 9542. doi:10.1038/srep09542
 Zhang, Y., and Zhang, Z. (2020). The history and advances in cancer immunotherapy: understanding the characteristics of tumor-infiltrating immune cells and their therapeutic implications. Cell Mol. Immunol. 17, 807–821. doi:10.1038/s41423-020-0488-6
 Zhou, F. (2009). Molecular mechanisms of IFN-gamma to up-regulate MHC class I antigen processing and presentation. Int. Rev. Immunol. 28, 239–260. doi:10.1080/08830180902978120
 Zhou, H., Qiao, K., Gao, Z., Vederas, J. C., and Tang, Y. (2010). Insights into radicicol biosynthesis via heterologous synthesis of intermediates and analogs. J. Biol. Chem. 285, 41412–41421. doi:10.1074/jbc.M110.183574
Conflict of interest: 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 © 2024 Wickenberg, Mercier, Yap, Walker, Baker and LaPointe. 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/fmolb-11-1334876-g005.gif
B Suiece FHOR -MENMB-221

Soriace IFUGR -WoFT

A

Surtace PDL1 - MOAMB231

o

Surface POLT-MCFT

c

-






OPS/images/fmolb-11-1334876-g006.gif
A Swface MRICH -MDAARE-23T B Surfice SHG1 - MDA--231

Singl Treatmant) equenta Trestmont)
[E 1] =

. PR

i
EN | IE






OPS/images/fmolb-11-1334876-g003.gif





OPS/images/fmolb-11-1334876-g004.gif





OPS/xhtml/nav.xhtml
Contents

		Cover

		Hsp90 inhibition leads to an increase in surface expression of multiple immunological receptors in cancer cells		Introduction

		Results		Hsp90 inhibition increases tumour neoantigen-loaded MHC1 expression on the surface of mouse colon cancer cells

		Hsp90 inhibition upregulates MHC1 surface expression in multiple cancer cell lines

		Inhibition of cytosolic Hsp90 is sufficient for MHC1 upregulation

		Hsp90 inhibition affects HLA subtypes differently

		Hsp90 inhibition modulates the expression of other important immunological receptors

		Hsp90 inhibition enhances surface expression of MHC1 independent of IFN-γ signaling





		Materials and methods		Cell growth and passaging

		T-cell activation assays

		Treatment of cells with NVP-AUY922 or IFN-γ

		Lysate preparation and western blot analysis

		Flow cytometry analysis

		Statistical analysis





		Discussion

		Data availability statement

		Ethics statement

		Author contributions

		Funding

		Acknowledgments

		Publisher’s note

		Supplementary material

		References









OPS/images/cover.jpg
& frontiers | Frontiers in Molecular Biosciences






OPS/images/fmolb-11-1334876-g001.gif
A Surfece SINFENL -t

d'ei?

o
OT1 1EN Production - CIN
oy






OPS/images/fmolb-11-1334876-g002.gif
Surface MRCT-HCT-1I6 € Surface MRCT - MDA-MB-231

P

HCT-t16










OPS/images/crossmark.jpg
©

|





OPS/images/logo.jpg
P frontiers | Frontiers in Molecular Biosciences





